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I. The New Vantage Point

The state-capltalism at issue Is not the coe
theoretically envisaged by Karl Marx in 1867-1883
as the logical conclusion to the development of
English competitive capitalism. It is true that “the
law of motion” of capitalist yociety was discerned
and profourdiy analyzed by Marx. 07 nacassity, iow-
ever, the actua! resulis of the projected ultimate
development to conceatration and centralization of
capital differed sweepingly from the abstract con.
cept of the centralization of capital “in the hands of
one single capitalist, or in those of cne single eorp.
oration.” (1) Where Marx’s own study capnot sub-
stitute Zor an apalysis of edsting ‘state-capitalism,
the debates arcund ihe quertion by his adherents-
car hardly do 50, even whern thess have been up-
dated to the end of the 1920's. Fop ug, in the mid.
1860's, to turn to theso disputes for any other than
methodologlenl purposes, appenrs tu thig writer
altogether futile, o

-'Che stute-capitalism that is in need of analysis
Is not the one that feehly emerged and died during
the first world war, but the ong which emerged on
a world scale In myciad forms during the world
‘Depression and survived World War IL Pregently
it Bas the appearance of affiuvnce in the industtially
advanced countries and that of near-starvation in
the technologically underdeveloped countries in Asia,
Africa, the Middia East and Latln Amerlea, The fact
that within each affluent country there are the un.
skilled Iaborers and the natlonsi minorities who re.
main the il-paid, ili-elad, jllfed and ilt-housed,
seems to be of less significance to many Marxist

' theoretlclans ihan the moro startling fact that, no
matter how the Depression had undermined private
capltelisin which disgorged both Nazism and the
“New Deal," the full sintification of production took
place in what had bese a workers' state: Soviet
Russfa, :

By the end of World War IT ihe Stale Party Plan
bad charscterized not only Rusgla and its East
European satellites, but also Ching where Commug.
ism had achieved power on ita ovn, Moreover, it

i K, l'lll'!, Capitel, Vol, J, p, 889, (Chas II. Kerr, Chl.

cago, 1433
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‘wasg achleved via an altogether new road — the
result of a protracied yuerrillz wsr that outflanked

the citles. What scemn to be littls known s that up
to the so-called Greast Leap Forward in 1857, Mao's
China referred to Jtsell =s “sinte-capitalist.” (2) It
is true that {ts use of the term was not in the sense
of a new stsge of world production, hut in the sense
of something “Communism” could set *limits to.”
Even those who cither do not accepl the theory
of siate-capitalism, or say- that it does not apply to
Russia, Eastern Eurcpe or China, face one and the
same problem: Has the new stage of production, by
whalever name, proven its viahility? That is to say,
has it found the means wherchy 1o overcome the
catastrophlc economie “crives that were supposed
o bave coused capitalism’s collapse? Is it possible
to “liberate” the producitve forces for Hmitless
production without releasing the proletarint from
wage-slavery and therchby. achieving a totally new
kind, a greater kind of energy from the liberated
proletariat? ’
Many- {liere are who think the answer is: Yes.
" Moreover, these same theoreticlans would call that
. sclence “'neutral”. and even “magical” which ysh.
ered ir both the nueléar age and Automation. After
all, Autemation had succeeded in achieving a pheri.
omens! rise In labor productivity through the appll-
cation of ever greater amsounts of constant eapital
{machinery) at the expense-of ever less numbers
(relatively) of warkers. And since every one, re.,

gardless of class, fears that a nuclear holocaust

12} The R?on on the Draft Constitution’ of tha People's
Reptiblie of China, on Seplember 15, 1954, reads: "The tran-
dtonal form for the soclalis transfermation of Indusiry
and commarce Iy state capitaligm, In the historical ciyeu
stances of China we can carry oot tha gradual transforma.
tlon of copllalict Industry and commerce through
forma of siate capltsilsm, State capitalisme under the con-
trol of a state jed ’ Wor, todn‘ is different in
naturs from state MFP talism under bourgeols ruie.” (Docu.
meniz cf the First Sesslon of the First Natlonal Peaple's
Congresc of the People's l;ggnbll»: of Chlax, p, 39, Foralgn -
Lln:maae Preas, Peiing, 1933). Even on the eve of the so-
called Great Leap Forwasr Natlonal Congreas
he Chinese Communist ly tUine a congress
CP aln four yenrs before

that the
country the alilan of the worki
the pessaniry and the tirban pot bourgecale, but also the
natlonal bourgeolsie. “(Eighth Natlonal Coogress of the Com.
F“%“ Farty of China, Vol. I, Documants, p. 1¥, Pekiug.
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would spell the end of clvilization &5 we have known
it, modern caplializm is eiso supposed to have
learned to stop short of zmuclear war, thys berring
the only other avenue open to social revolution —
the transformation of an imperialiet war into g civil
wer, Those who puose such questions, as well zs
those who {281 such answers, scem pot to have asked
themselves, why had these questions not been
raised directly after World War I when both Europe
and the Orlent lay prostrate? Why could these
problems nof have presented themselves any carlier
than the mid-1950's when, en the one hand, Western
Europe could, without the prop of the Marshall
‘Plan, onece again staud on its own ecomomie feot;
and, on the other hand, the Korean War had ended
s0°that a semblance of peace could be effected? To
get the answers to these questions, we must take a
closer Jook at those mid-1950's. .

HE PERIGD of 1950-1856 Is a crucial one, how-

ever, not because copitalism had gained a new

- lease on life, bat because a now proletarian opposit-
fon arose. In the United States workers were resist-
Iug the vew stage of production calied Automation
by a general strike in the mines, wildcatting In the
auto Indusiry, taliing up a storm at union meetings
and elsewhere, In East Germany, the oppositon to
increased “‘norms™ (speedup) led to open revolt

against the totalitarien state,

The absclutely wnprecedented developments
throughout Eastern Europe culminated in the Hun-
garian Kevolullon of 1858, the very year which

* ushered In the Negro Revolution 'in the United
States. (3) By the end of the 1850's that new page
of freedom was large enough to cover a mew, a
third world -~ Asfn, Africa, Latin America, Along

" with these epocial developments came a search for
& new philosophy of freedom, a new, a Marxist
Humanism, - .

In the third section of this essay we will deal with
the phllosophical problems of today. Here it will

(3} For & factusl report of the Honlzomar;rgul Boyeott
R.v onn of Ity Jjeadars sev Btride Towrrd edomt ‘The
ohtgomery Elory, by Martin Luthsr » dF (Harper &
Row, NY, 1888). ¥or o Marxist-Humonist snaly e
mmx:sd AL OM, p. 279-88, and Introduction to
the Ind edition, (Twayne Publishers, IV.Y. 1858 and 1084).
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suffice 1o assert that the theoretical void in the
Marxist movement sinee the death of Lenin has not
heen filled, not for lack of a life ard death struggle

. over Sialin's usurpation of the mantle of Lenin, nor
for luck of statistical studles of the economy and
reams of political theses, Rather, the void exists be.
cause, from Leon Trotsky down, the disputants have
falled to face up to the shattering truth of Lenin's
wartime break with his own philosophic past. Len.
in's dialectical analysis of the relationship of mon.
opoly eapitalism to the coliapse of the Second Inter-
ternational at the outbreak of the first world war
hos been reduced to a set of cliches, while the
methedology he worked out for discerning the emer-
gent administrative menfelity within Bolshevizm hos
been bypassed allogether, :

- Where Lenin, aithough he knew cxactly where
he was going politically, felt it imperative to work:
out anew the dialeclic methodology, directly from
Hegel and, indirectly, in relatlonship to the attitude
of his Holshevik co-deaders, how can “Leninists”
think {hey can coast along politically without such
# philosophic foundation? Naturally, this js not a
mere matter of showiog “'raspect” for the dialeetic.
Thal ward was on no ones lips more frequently then
on Bukharin’s. And yet the mechanistic abstractions
of his piilosophic magnum opus, Historieal Mate-
-rialism, permeante all of hiz writings, even the “cor-
rect” ones. Morenver — and this, precisely, is the
reason for its relevance to today’s debates — his
dinlectic never seemed to breathe life, have a “'per-
sonality” of its own, 1nuch less that of self-activity,
of -proletarian self-development. It Is. no accident
thut the so misused and abused word, the dislectie,
"keeps cropping up throughout a whole decade of de-
bates among Bolsheviks, from the oulbreak of the
first world war tili Lenin's death, January, 1924,

The relevance, nsy, the imperativeness of a
philosophic method as foundation for loday’s debates
on state-capitalism lles in this: without it, the debates
can lead nowhere else bu{ to eclecticism. This has
been true ever since Wurld War II proved the Trot-
skyist Fourth International to have been a stillbicth.
It has resuited in the theoreticlay being forced to
“pick out something™ from a Bukharin who had °
worked ocut a full theory of state-capitalism without
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glving up what he had Previously fearned trom ‘Lrol-
sky, though the Intter had rejected the idea that the
theory of state-capitalism had aty opplicability to
Russia, For gong measure, one adds 1o this some.
thing from Lenin who analyzed a state-capitlism
which one “eannot find in boaks" because its frame
of reference was a workers' stole, that is 10 say, a
Staic where workers controlled the conditions of
production, held politica) power. This ch
picking from conteadictory theorles s .
by one's own contribution of a sl diffarent epoeh,
ereby succeeding jn making a complete Hash both
of different historie perlods and conflicting phile-
suphic methods. Of necessity, this must end by su-
i ing an abatruct unlversai, like Revolution,
apital R, on o stotic situation, instead of Jg- s
o discern new revolutionary impulses aud the
emergence of & conerets nnlversyl out of the actualty
deveioping confilces wherein the “subject” (the pro.
letariat) jiself determines the end — both the rey-
elutlon and what contes after as Inseparables, The
discerament of new tevolutionary impulses is a
task each generation of Marxists must achieve for
itself. The methodology that was at stake in the
debates between Bolshevik theoreticlans, betwsen

Lenin and Bukharin, however, has much to tell us
for .the period of the 1460's, .




II. Lenin vs. Bukharin: the
Dialectic and Its Meth-
odological Enemy, Ab-
stract Revolutionism

Because the transformation of reality s central
to the Hegelian dialectic, Hepel's philosophy comes
to life, over and over again, in ali perfods of erisls
‘and transition, when soclety s sheken to its foun-
dations as the world reaches a new turning poiot.
Hegel himsel lved at just such & turning peint in
history — the French Revolution; the dialectic has
rightly been called “the algebra of revolution.” (4)
What socrus almosl beyond comprehensicn is this:
just whex the Russian Revolution mada real “the
algebra of revolution,” and smashed bourgeois state |
_power, Just whee syarkers organized as the ruling
class” wae concretized as Soviel hower, and the .
warkers finally organized national trade unions, and
just when the Party that 1ad the revolution was estab-
lishing the first workers' staie in history, that Party
beeame embroiled in arguments over, of all things,
state-capitalism, . ) :

The two debates mest televani 1o us are the
voeal one on the trade unions and the silent one—
Lenin's Notes on Bukharin's Economics of the Trans-
, ltion Pesiod, Elsewhere (53 1 have analyzed the three
major positions in that iamous trade-unton debate,
1620-21, including that of Shlyapnikov of the Work-
erg' Opposition who opposed both Lenin and Trotsky-
Bukharin and who ¢slled for an +All-Russian Con-
gress of Prodncers.” The positisn of Lenin—that
the workers must maintain the independence of
- their trade unlons (and aki other organizations) from

{4) Alexander Herzen, Belected Philosoplileal Works, p.
521, (Forolgn Language Publishing Housc, Siascow, 1056.)

ter XU, MARXISM AND FREEDOM, Thoss
ucaion will find the major pozitlons inciud-
the Trade Unions, cdlied by Zinoviey,

for themeeives—Lenin,
hic Minntes of Ninth

through
readar 35 lmited to Le

ositions, Lealn, el

hers, NV, 1043) ix nas
dobsie and the Repo 11ih Congrvss of
Lonin warned of & “return hackwards to caplitallmn
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the siate, although that state be a workers' state —.
was opposed by Bukharin, thig time In coalition with
Trotsky, They maintained that, *'sinee Russcis was
a workers' stale, the workers had aothing to fear
from it, and “therafore* should dissolve thelr trade
unfons into the state apparatus, Here, where we are
concerned with methodalogy, the trade unjon de-
Iy 23 jt iluminated,
“the role of workers in 2 workers® state
in turn, was related 1o the theary of stat,
In a word, Bukhari

Eukharit's theory of state-cepitaliem, the obverse -
side of his theory. of cconomic development undep
& workers® slate, is that of ‘& contivuntis d
-ment, a straight line leading from «
competitive capitalism to “'orgarnized” stite-capital-
Ism. Cn a world scale, it remaing “‘anarchie,” sub.
‘Ject to the “blind laws d market.'" An.
archy Is “supplemented onistie classes,"
Only the proletariat, b Ytical power, can
extend o the whole world.

in soctal revolution -
does nat, however, seem o stop him frem dealing
with lzbor, not as subject, but as object,
ite the contrary, 1957 notwithsianding — ang

(68) Enl‘or:unalelr netther Bukherin's
o,

Trangition
in

T Perlod, nar
able Iish. ‘(I've

Boltheviks aud the
ankin “znd Fisher, Stanford U
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word, xzubject, not to denole the proletariat, or lv-
ing man, but just uspnsciousness,” “single will" so
that, despite Lis contention that only the proletariat
can pian on # world scele, state-capitalism “has be-
come & rational organization from an jrrational
system; from & subject-less econamy, it has hecome
an econoinic subjéct.” To this cconomic fotm of “'the
future” the proletariat must submit; in a workers’
state he becomes the “smallest cell” Thus: “The
.statification of the trada union and factual statifi-
cation of all miass organizaticns of the projetariat
{s the result of the very inner logic of the process of
transformatior: . . . The smailest cell of the workers'
apparatus musgt hecome transformed into a hearer
 of the geperal process which . is planfully led and
conducted by the collective reason of the working
- class which finds its materisl - emhodimént in the
highest snd most all embracing organization, in its
state apparatus. Therehy the ‘system of stote-capital-
fsm is dinlecticallytransformed into the state form
of workers' soclalism.'” Everything here _stands
topsy turvy 88 if indced people were nothing but
“puman machines” (7) : .

F OR A REVOLUTIONARY intellectual to have
beceme so entrapped in the fundamenta? allena-
ticn of philosophers In a class soclety, identifying
men with things, is & phenomenon that lald heavy
on Lenit's mind as he wrote his Wili, .but in his
Notes on Bukhatin's book, Lenin moved cautiously
in drawing any ccnclusions. Yet he began his critl-.
clsm with Bukbarin's very datinition of politieal
ecopemy as “the sclence ‘of sacial. economy based -

~ on production of coramoditles, i.e., the science of
an unorganized sociel economy.” Lenin cumments:
“Tyo untraihs: (1) the definition is a step backward -
from Enyels; {2) commodity production is also ‘or-

ecopomy.” .

By stressing that not only state-capitalism, but
even simple commodity production is. “alsc ‘organ-
ized' economy,” Lenin Is rejecting tlie counterpo- -
- sitjon of "uncrganized” to vorganized” as any sort
of fundamental criterion for the determination of
a workers' state. By pointing out.thet Engels had,

71 Draft €1 FProgrem, included th Ataka, p. 12l Collee.
ton of A O Tval Ariicles by M. Al ey, 1920,
Moscow, Rursian). '

12
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as far buck as 1891, held that, with trustification,
planlessness ceases, Lenin hos in mind his State
and Revolution wiere he first developed not only
his theory of state-capitalism (based on Engels’
thesis) hut also his theory of proletarian revolution,
Or, to put it differently, what Leniun is saying is
that the days when plan and Planlesscess were
considered ahsolute opposites, are gone forever,
What is now on the agenda is listening to the voices
from below not enly for the theoretical preparation
for revolution, as he had done in Siate and Revolu-
tion, bul for reconstraction of socicly en new begin.
nings. The point at [ssue now, 1920, is this: Russia is
not a tkcoretieal or “azhstract” workers' state, It
is a workers’ and peasants’ tovernment that is “bur.
egucratically defermed.” The workers ate demand-
Ing an end o State interference in their trade
unfons: “We, the ordinary rank and file, the masses,
say that we must renovate, we must correct, we
must expel the bureaucrats; hut you piteh us & yarn
sbout engaging in production, 1 do not want to en-
gage in produstion with such and such a bureauerat-
ic board of directors.” (8).
So totally 4did Ienin discgree with Bukharin's
. method of presentstion that even when he agreed
with the specific points, he-felt i{ necessary to crit-
icize. Thus, ke singled out for praise Bukbarin's
restatement of Marx's “iwo essential moments:
centralisation of weans of preduction and soclalisa-
tien of labor which bloomed together with the capi-
talist method of prodaction and inside it.” But here
Is how he phrased his agreement: “‘Flnally, thank
god! Human language instead of 'urgamzﬂd' hab.
bling Al is well thet ends well.”
But “all" didu't end we!l. not even when there
. was no disagreement. Thus, there was certainty no
disagreemoent about the “major achievement of the
Russian Revolution — the destruction of bourgeols
production rejatiens. But the minute Bukharin tried
to make an abstraction of thaf, tried to subsume
production relations under -“technical relations,”
it became obvious to Lenin that Bukharin simply
failed to understand the diolectie. Thus, when
he quoted Bukharin to the effect, that, “Cnce the
destruction of capitalist production relauons is

(8) Lenin, Heleeted ‘Works, Vol IX, p. 19,
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really given, and onze the theoretic imupossibility of
their restoration is proven,” Lenin hit back with:
* ‘Impossibiliily” is demonstrable only practically.
The author does not pose dizlectically the relation-
shiv of theory te practice.”

Practice to Lenin was workers praclicing. To the
Marxist theoretician, this is where all theosy must
begin. Without having been aware of Marx's Human-
ist Essays — they had nol yet been discovered and
published — Lenin developed a “new universal” for
his age, that the population, te a man, was to run-
production and the state — or jt could not be consid-
ered 2 new social order, He wrole this in State and
Revolution, and he tried practicing it aftec conquest
of power. What worried him about his Belshevik cg-
leaders was that, now that they had power, they
themselves either displayed “a passton for bossing,”
or, at best, were ready with an administrative selu-
tion where only the sel-activity of the masses could .
solve the crisis, {8) © - :

In the fires of revolution and, again, when under .
the threat of counter-revolution, all may have been
forgiven. On his death-bed, however, Lenin showed
he had not forgniten. As ke lay writhing In BEONY—
not Just physical agony, but agony over the early
bureaucratisation of the warkers’ state and: its ien.
dency “to move backwards o cspitalism—Lenin
took the meazure of his ¢o-leaders in his Will. In it,
Lenin warns that Bukharin, despite the fact that
he was the Periy's “mest valuable and biggest
theoretician,” “never learned =nd, I think, never
fully understaod the dialectic” (10)

It sounds lke the kind of ubstraction that Lenin
-eousidered his methodnlogical enemy, the kind of
abstraction that Lenin criticized in Bukharin. Once,

{10} Lenin's Will has been published Iu various pepers
since Khrushchev’s doStafintzatlon speech in 1936. M'va used

the text as Arsl mublished by Tro Xy, Tke Buppressed
Testament of Lenln (Plonsor Publishers, NY, 1035,

. r‘ﬂ “They Itho workers and peasants) mus| understand
that the whole thing nuw e practics, that the kistorical
moment has arrived when theory is baing t
into practice, In vitallsed by practice, corrested by practice,
um& by practica . .., Every atlamipt 1o sdhere to gterco.

forma an Impose tintformily from above, as our
Intellactunis are Inclited to do, wust be comba ‘s
Tha P, Comn great example of how to com.
bine initiative, Independence, freedom of seflon and vigour
from below with voluntary tentrelism tareotyped foriasss
(Lenin, Sclected Workn, Vol 1imp, 420)
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however, oae remembers that the Will Is both con-
crele and the summation of p whole decade of theor.
ectieal disputes, the realization begins to davm that
this Is » gonerallzation based on what had started
with the beginning of the new, monepoly stage of
capitalist production which had brought about the
collapse of the Seeond International. At the turg
of the century, the new development of capitalism
bad the lerding Marxists searching for answers to
new problems, The resuils of the new rtesearch and
analyses can be seen in the following major works:
Rudolf Hilferding's Flrance Capital (1910), Rosa
Luxemburg's Acenmulztion of Capital (1313)(11),
Nikolal Bukharin's The World Econcmy and Im-
perialism (1915), and Lenin's Imporialism (1616).
Beeause Lenin had glso introduced Bukkarin's work,
and took ne issue with it, the impression created
when the two disagreed sharply on the question of
nationa} self-determination during the same period,
was that the point. al fssue was “only politicel.," -

N

, the methodnlogy of the two works

shows they are poles apart, Thus, as opposed to
Bukharin's concapt of capitalist growth jn a straight
line, or via a quantitative ratio, Lenin’s, own work
holds on tightly ty the dialectieal prineiple, *'traps.
formation into opposite.” The ey point in tracing
the subfecs's sell-development insiead of an “objec-
tive" mathematicnt growth is that the former not
only makes it ‘possible to see transfermation juty
opposite of both compulitive eapitalism inte monop.
oly and part of Jabor Into an arfstrocracy, but alse
makes you conscious that this [s but the *'first neg-
ative,” to vse ap expression of Hegel's, The devel.
opment through this contradiction
the “second negsative,” or as Mg
ing “lower and deeper” Into- the
Tew revolutionary forces, Thus, Lenin held that, Just
whken, capltalisry had redched this: high stage of
‘'organization,” menopoly {which extended itself Into

81) incofar ak Luxomburg's ihnom of mecumulation de.
vialed frora Marx's ong ln'dclllpued At of Keynes on the
quastion of “eMective rdeman )" Luxemburg
Halled by academic econgmats, &leﬂ.lﬂllm'fy 3
Nothiag, hnwanr, could have ' further Luxem-
burg’s ralnd then the uses iz Which har theory % put, {Fea
My 1940 snalysis, veproduced In Appandix,)
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{mperiallsm), Is the time to see new, national revo-
lutionary forces that would act as “bacllli" for pro-
Ietarian revolutions as well. (12} Where Lenin saw,
in the stage of imperialism, a new urgency for the
slogan aof nationsl self-determination, Bukharin
vehemently opposed the slogan as boih “impossible
of achlevement” and “resctionary.” Nething” short
of a direct road to sociniist revolution would do for
him, This plunge to abstract -revolutionism in place
of working with the concreiely developing revolu-
tiorary forces, which Hegel would have considered
a maonifestation of jumping to the “Absclute like &
‘shot out of a pistol,” and which politicos cailed
“ylira-leftism”, Eenin called nothing shert of “Im-
perialist econowmnism.” (13) T
Such a characterization oi a Bolshevjk co-leader -
whese ‘work, The World Economy and Tmgperlal
isn he hed introduced ‘less than a year Uefore,
wasn't shmething that came out only because of the
heat of a factionsl dehate. In the hent of a factlopal
dobate what became clear to Lenln was that “the
fajlure to understand the dlalectic” meant thé fail-
ure lo see self-aclivity of the masses. To think that
anything shert of scusing blinduess to the self-activ-
ity of tbe masses wowld have cuused Lenin to des.
cribe a Bolshevik coleader in words that would
chnracterize 2 cluss enemy Is to close the anly aven-
ue open to mavching with “the masscs 88 reason.”’
The diziectic obviousty meant something differ-
cnt in 1937 than It hud in 1814-16 when the problem
wag 1o relote the betrayal of the Second ‘Interpa-
tionat to the obiective development of caplialism.
Then “the transformation into opposite’’ — competi-
tion into monopoly — meant also the transformation
of a part of labor Inte its opposite, the arlstocracy’
of labor that gained from eapitalism's Imperialist
adventures. By 1917 tte administrative mentality
began to permeate Bolshevism itself, onee it agsumed
- power. Lenin discernsd the tendency to gubstitute an
administrative colutlon te problems which can only
be resolved by the self-developmunt of the prolelar-
jat preclsely because he stood firmly on the ground

(12) Vol V of Lenin's Selected Works and Vol. XI1X of his
Collected Wurks contaln the major articles on the questlen
of paticnal smf-determination.

Sf” Sos "Lenin and the Imperlalist Zconomlsm of the
Bukhiorin-Platakavy Group™ (pp. $2447), in The Toleheyiks
nhd the World War, v Gankin and Flsher, where
‘Bukharin's aualyses are lkawise published.
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of the historie achievements of the Russian Reve.
lution, For this renson and for this renson alone he
cauld be so uncompromising in his criticism of the
Belsheviks who led the revolution,

Where the dialectje became the pons zsini for
‘Lanin whe was witnessing the harest emergence
of bureaucratisation of ke early workers* state, can
the dialectic mean less for us who have seen its
full development — the transformation of the worlk.
ers' state into its absolite opposite, a state-capita]-
ist soclety? Where the debates on the class nature of
Russia in the Inte 1930°s and early 1940's touid re-
volve around politicsl forms and ecanomic relations,
CAn we continue to escape the integrality of philos.
cphy with revalution in the 1950°57 Onep the workers
have revealed pew revolutionary impulses. jo the
195¢'s, shouldn't this, of neceysity, have also crenteq
A nmew vanlage polnt for the debates on sfate.
capitalism? - ‘ B




IIl. The Philosopliic-
Economic Probiems

Of Today .

It is this which distinguishes the 1880°s from atl
cther periods. I do not mean to suy that there was
no prolelorian opposition to the emergent state-
capitalism and fascism in the 1930's which bore
witness to such vevolutionsry transformations as
the sit-downs ang the establishment of the C.1O. in
the United States and the tremendous upheavals
throughout Earope culminating in the Spanish Rev-
olution of 1937, The victory of fascism, however, not -
only destroyed ihe revolution but also, unfortunately,
crented new Hllusions as to.the nature of Stalinism. -
Thus, allhough the "“bureaucratic collectivist” ten-
dency bad broken (rom Trotskyism and its concept
of Russla as a workers' state, “though degenarate,’”
it il=elf could still put forward such spurlous idess

" as Stalinism being part of “the collectivist epoch
(sic!) of human history,” (14)

(In contrast to this early statement, Max Shacht.
man, in his 1361 Foreword to his Bureareratic Rev-
olution, defines Slalinism as *'a wnique form of reac-
tionism™ as if that had always been his analysls of
“hureaucratic coilectivism.'” “The name is meant
te reject the belief that Stalinist soelety is In any
woy socialist or is compatible with socislism; and to
reject as well'the belief that it is capitalism, or

(14) Nut by acetdend, Max Shachtman, In reproducing a
seleciad, & very aolvcied, zrnur of his articles o bureau-
ceatlc collecliviem under Cie title of Tha Huresucratic Rev.

vlutlun (Tho Donald Press, NY, 1982) zkips the whole erl.

when those who split from Trotskylsm; had
themselves theorsticatly, Here !s what ha
Bureaucratie collectivism (& closer to capl-
or s its socla} relations are concerned, than it'ls
to & Mate of the scclallst type, Yei, just as cepltallam s
part of -the long historice! epach of private prope
1eatieratic collectivisin s part—an unforreen monﬁ
reactionary part, but a part nevertheless—af the col
epoch of human history., The sochal order of Lureaucratic
collpeliviam s distinguished from the socla]l order of capl:
tallsm primavily In thst the former is based .upon new aid
moro advanced form of property, namely, ntate property,
That ihis fow form of propariy—a ronquest of the Bolthe-
vik revolution—Iiz progressive, i.e, historically superior, 10
rty |s demenstrated theorctically by Marxism
and by the test of practico,” (This resolution has slzo been
printed in The Naw Intsrostional, Gotober, 1M1, p. 38.)
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moving toward capitalism.” (p. 1) Actually, Shacht-
man fought those (Joe Certer, Hal Draper et al) who
did consider burcaucratic collectivism “cqually re.
actionary with capitalism.” (S=e 1944 Workers Party
Historie Decuments Bulletin #1 where all major
positions ure stated.) In any caze none of thuse in
the U.S. expounding tlie “unique”™ conception of bur-

- eaucratic colleetivism (Jatnes Burnham and his
Managerial Revolotion incloded) originated the con-
cept, Hather it wag Dirung R. (Riui) who authored
ia Bureaucratisstion du Monde in 1939. The one
thing that all these tendencies {including also the
French of Plerre Chezulieu) have In common Is their
departure from Marxism in general and the Marxist
economic categories in particular,)

The state-capitatist theoreticlans put all the
welght of thefr arguments on the exploitative rela-
tions between: State Plaoners and workers, and, In

. the post-war discussions on the class nature of
Stalinism, the emphasis shifted with thé reality — .
the -objective compulsion for world domination on
the part of each of the only two.remaining world
powers — the United Stzles and Russia.

No! only an-the quesiion of the law of value but
2lso when the new form of world competition —
nuclear koloraust — becamn the. determinant, when

. the US alone had the monopoly of the A-bomb, I -
wrote; “Alemic enevgy may be the secret discovery
of the Unitzd Stales. But Russin must follow suit or
pecish. And It does not Intend to perish.” (15) But
to.the extent that the workers' reslstence to state.
eapltallsm had nowhere exploded in open rebellion,
the role of the workers could only be presenled
'negal.[vely

(1.:{ I hap!qened to hava been the first 1o have snaivred
hr ve Year plans from original documseniary
sources, and thus analyred the operatlon of the law of
value In Russla, {5es “An Anulysis of the Runsian Economy’.

. in the New Intrroational, Dec, 1942, Jan, and Feb, 134); and,
agaln, In Dez. 1948 and Jan, ‘47). When lha Hunilu lhcnre-

etans first openly revised the Marxlsn anaysls of the law
of vaiue, I was the first to iranclate their siudy from Pod
Zoamenem Marzizrie, with & conmentary of my own, hoth
l hed ih the Ametican Fcunomic Re.

and, sgeln, September, 1845, The

1 o alotie e was from, the 1847 out.
tate Capital * This 'was the peri.

od alio ol the publication, ln d ferm, of Marx's
Humwln. Ewnys in the Unlled.sufe:. T was only during
the Iat: 1930, however, that the scademic world was
ﬂnlllf forced (o concern 1lelf with Murx's Humanlsm not

- m§ 8 Jorm of “utoplanlsm’ but as an urgent problem of the

day. Whore the scademlc world disrsgarded philosophy,
lho "journalisis pald no mitentlon to actusl revolts fn the
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{n 1552, on the other hand, with the spontapenus
proletarian cuthurst in Fasl Germany, followed in
» fow weeks by a strike in the forced labor canips
within Russia jtself, the pivat of the discussion
at once shiffed from concentration on the “ghjective”
capitalist devclopment (in Russia and the United
States, in.Japan und the world) to the new impulses
cmanating from the praletariat in revolt. 1t was only
then that one began to sce that the phenomenon of
Automation had also changed {he axis of the con-
troversy, from the state form, or the political plane,
to the relaifon of men lo machings at the point of
production. Here, too, the preponderant Issue was
not' the object, the ‘machine, “but the subject, the
worker baitling Automation. -

the American workers had not only come, up with
a new formn of struggle — the wildeat — but had

. raised questions of the most prctouud,philusophic
importance. In mines, in shops, at unicn halls and
outside of them, the workers wera creating a new
vacabulary, Automated machines were nemed “man.
killers.” The adjective used to describe their speed
was “inhuman’” In the mines, the guestion most
often asked was this: what kind of Tabor should men
do? In the auto shops tales ‘were told of huw foremen
were referring to the men as mere- “fractlons.”

WWhen the foreman first told me I was 50 many
tenths and so many thousands of a man I thought
he was a nut, 1 argued with him. 1 told him a man
ig a whote human being. You can‘t split a man inte
{ractions, But {hat's what they are dolng to us,
~ vQp the job, the foreman sald that time study
showed we had to get nine ‘and ono-tenth jobs an
hour. He gaid ic took Ao many man hours, and s0
mnany one-tenth man houry to get production, That's
why the men had to be divided into tenths. They
aplit us up into fractions . . ,”(18)

Preclsely beenuse these yuestions were posed, not
as *“philosophical”’ questions, but as concrete and

forced Iabur campd In Husste. “When 1 first meniloned
ihe words ‘civll war® te thenn people,” wrols D

Scliolmer upon hiu being freed trom @» Vorkuis ¢
% nlied. The possibiiity of & rlslng
It seame
t wad
soomed lo underaland nothing.” (Vorkuts,
\on & Cu., NY, 1851)
hors Battle Autlomation, by Charles Denby, PP
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urgent matlers affecting the workers' daily lives,
they should have, but didn’t, signify to (heoreticians
that philosophy, in Marx's sense of human actlvity,
had become actual. Yet, if we are .not to run a los.
ing roce with reality, 2l theory must begin bere,
Just here, Because, in the mid-1840°s 1t did not begin
with the new revolutionary impulses from below,
the postwar rediscovery of Marx's Humgnist Eszays
cowld be confined to a discussion among intellec-
tuals. Whether they were relegated, as with the
Communists, 10 questions of “pre-Marxist' Marxism
when Barx was stifl suppesed {0 beer the birthmark
of the originel sin: Megelianism, or whethor aliena.
tion, as with the Exisientislists, was absiracted
equally irom Kierkegaard and Marx, the point was
t]!:e dgba!es remained abstract, a game intellectuals
played, - :

¥ THE 1050's, un the other hand, this was no
ionger posgibie, The second rediscovery of
the Humanisl. Essays came simultaneousty when- the
_brolotariut fram below, the youth, the masses were -
all in upen revoll. While the Polish anti-Stalinist in-
tellactunis weve debating quostions of alienation and
humanism, the Hungsrlan Freedom Fighters
bronght these nuestions onte the historic stage, made
em matiers.of life and death, Once the Ruzsian
tanks began o sheot Hungarlan revolutionarier, no
one could any Ianger separate the philosophy of free-
dom from the struggles for freedom. At the same
time, the new forms of self-lberation — Warkers®
Couneils, Councils of Revelutionary Youth and In.
telléctuals, all fighting for de-centrallzation of state
power, for freedom from Comnunism = could not
be pressed back into old molds. Now that a river
of blood zevarated Communism from Humanizm,
the Communist cpposition (o the young Marx's writ.
ings had In 1t as much an academis air as “thy
emolricism of a machine gun (17) - '
Finelly, the second rediscovery of Marx's Human.
ist essays took place in Eogland and in the United
{17) Far fram this brillant phrase of Trotsky's hacnm!u?
o Trotsk glenssn of

tho basls of th l)lrilr.l Cefending the wiy
Ma tallended the Hinlinists a
ed thelr

quet
sapl)
- national Borudint Boniee (i J. Warde | 15591 aod
* natol
ﬁl‘%ejlwpt 1t up wver since, (See Markiam vs. Existontialism,
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States, where neither the Communist Party nor Exis-
tentialism wore the pawerful forces they had been
in France and Italy in the mid-1940's. Humapism
could no longer become an adjunct either to
vgpignce” or to the 'opagueness” of the human
eendition, The clear and loud voleeg. on comditions
of labat at poiut of production could not he silenced.
Nor was this any longer a European problem
and an American side issue. A new, third world of
technologically  underdeveloped, but  politically
imature, couniries, in the throes of birth, was unfur-
ling the banner of the new Humanism, This stretched
from West Afriea where Leopold Sedar Senghor
singled out the Humanism of Marxism as the most
.contemporary and profound aspect of Marxism, (18)
to Lolin America where Fidel Castro alzo at first
-called his revolution “humanist.” (19) Even in the
most prugmatic, mast undialectical -and unMarxist
land—the United Statos—(and not among Marxists
"4t that) the Negro Revolution began to speak in ihe
iterms of humanist philosophy. 1t is true that it was
not yet n the sense of Marxist Humanism, that its
frame of reference was the humanism of the Exist-
entialist Jewish philosopher, Martin Buber, but this
could as lttle hide “e deep Marxist roots as covld
the cholce: of Gandh unon.violence' hide the roots
of Abolitionism, {20

Nor was this due to any forgetfulness of the
treal” materiul foundations of the world, The

(18) Lropold Scdar Genghot, ' Alrican Sociallm {American
Socicly of African Culture, NY, 183); and’ alse L, 5eng-
hor's “Seciaiitm Is a Hupanjsm Ll Socialist Homsnlum
Efich Fromm, Doubleday, NY, 1965.]3;‘.).53

0

Y.
i Caglre, History WUl Apgol . Lyle
&, NY, 1961]; also his Summer, 1359 srueen &lnuahed
in New Left Peview, Londen, Jan.-Feb, 1381 “We have
named 1t (our policy} humanis " “The tremendcus prot-
lem fnced by thu world ir thet
ttan where It must chonse between
starves people, ond communlsm,
roblems, but &

P
do not Agree with any of them . . .
Cuban revoiution.”
ton, Ameriean Clrillzation on
Trial ( Hich,, 1963). Sec also Rov,
tdartln Luther Klnﬁ . "Letter from Birminghem City
Jall,” published by New 'l.eaﬂer. N.Y., 1983).
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third world of techneiogically underdeveloped coun-
{ries was all too conscious both of its physieal kun-
ger and s “industrial backwardness,” The Negro
Revolution in afflueni Uniled States coutd not pos-
sibly separale the fight for political equality from
that for jobs. And the college youth the world
over that wasn't working bnt was feeling its nlena-
tion was determined to lei the world know that
there were other, decper crises, than the economic
anes, nor were uu.-v geing to be terrorized by the
tiireat of nuclear war to de-humanized aclions.

1. Economic €rises and Wars

. I'm not saying thut this means that all economic
prallems have thereby been “dissolved” into pliles-
ophic ones, That would be ludicrous. What I am say-
ing is this: how, in the face of the actual objective -
and subjeclive conditions—the new forms of ceouom-
Ie erises pnd wess, on tie one hand, rnd the new’
forms of revelt ard underlying philosnphies on the
other hand—can the disputanis on the state-capltalist
theory keep themseives shut nway from the existen-
tial reality of which philosophy is an lategral pait?

In the 1830’z those who sensed the cinergent siate-
capitalist form of production felt hamstrung by the
giant revolutionary figure of Leon Trutsky who
opposed the state-capitalist thesry and Ient all- his
weight 1o the characterization that nationalized
property characterized Nussia as a workers' state,
“desalte all erimes of Stalin™ which contribuled to
the “degenerate furm' of this worker§ state's exis-
tence. The Hitler-Stalin Pact, followed by the out-
break of World War 11, did undermine Trotskylsm,
cplitting it, first, and, following the war, showing. -
the 'I‘rotsl-.yist Fourth International to hnve been a
stillbirth, a mere footnote to history.

What excuse ean there be now for any inde-
pendent Marxist theoreticlan to persist in keeping
econonics, , politics and philesophy in three separ-
ate ‘compariments Just when the 1950's disclosed a
movement from practice itself toward theory?

Presently, if even we llmit ourselves to normal
and “purely” economic issues, we cannot escape
seeing the new form of eppearance of economic
crises tied tightly to the new forms of revolt, be
that of the Negrc Revolulion In affluent USA, or
the Afro-Asian revolutions that brought into exis.
tence a new, a thicd world. Lot us first look at the
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relationghip of the tecinologicaly advanced couns
tries to the underdeveloped economies, mede urgent
far our day by the ever-widening gap between theze
newly independent eountries and the. technologies
which suck the former back into the vortex of the
world market and world production. Over half of
the world's population live in countries with per .
capita income of {ess than $100 a year. Desplte all
the “forcign aid” there has been mo improveraent.
In Indonesia, for example, the per capita product
aciually declined from pre.war levels; in all coun-
tries, 2ven those exptriencing 2 comparatively {airly
high rate of economic growth, the gap hetween ad-
vanced and Lackward countries zetuelly widened.
Under world gapitallsm, it is true thot the rich get-
ting ricker and the pooT gelting pooter is 2 familiar
enougt sight. The new {form of appesrance of econo-
mie erishs, huwever, is not, and it Is for this reason.
that we must tumn to the most extreme assumptions
of Bfarx in purest theory. i
It was Marx's contentlon {tiat if capitalism con-
tinved in its perverse course of development-—in-
creasing constant capital, o machines, at the ex--
pense of vorfable capital, or labor——there vould
come a day when “if even® capitalists could appro-
priate “the full 24 hours of the laborer”, (21) they
wonll head’ toward wafiapse. The jrreconcilable con-
tradictlon between the method of production—using
evay more machines—and the motlve force of prod-
uitlon-—extraction of surptus value or unpald hours .
of lahor from Yving ishor—Icads to crises, to cur-
tailment of production, to big capital cating up
lit{le capital and greater producton and still great-
¢r markets, only once more to end npin crises, and
more technological vevolutions that continue on thelr
merry way, that is to say, in dlscegard of the motive
foree of capitalist production. -
Yet, nn matter how fahulous the mass of profils,
once the capitalists experience a decline in the rate
of profit, they lack the passion for the accumula-
tion of capital needed to keep expanding production
on the ever greater scale demanded by technologleal
revolutions.
(21) Cupltal, Vol III, p, 450 “In crder

same rate of profit, when tha constant cap tal

hy nne lsboter Jnercases ten-fold, the »
would have 1o {;1 un-mld{y-'nd 200N

tiine, and finelly the full twenly-four hours & da
not suffice, even il wholly appropriated by capital?
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S0 extreme wos this assumption, in Volume f11
of Capltal, that no one, at firsl, paid any sttention
to it when it was first published in 1895-—ten years
after Marx's deat’s and some 20 years aller he had
written . With the rise of imperialism and the
super-profits of capitalism, one revolutionary Marx-
ist—Rosa Luxemburg—lhcught. in faet, that che
could disprove it by contrasting theory to reslity,
For Marx's abstract assumptions did indeed appear
even more fentastic than the one that underiined
Volume II of Capital where he presented a capitai-
i er markets; everything
the copitalists produced that was not consumed by
itself and the foborors went into further production,”
Luxemburg now proclaimed that, if we are to wait
for capltalism to collapse because of a decline in the
rate of profit and lack of eapital, we might ag well
wait for “the extinction of the moon,” (22)

WHAT HAD socemed stratospheric to g great
revolutionary at the turn of the eentury had, by the
1960°s, s0 closely approached factuat development
that even a bourgeals economist eould recognizn
this visceral characteristic of advanced capitalism
which kept it from doing anything substantial to
industrialize the underdeveloped countries, despite
the fact that they feared that olherwise the “Third.
World" would be won over and absorbed in the

* Communist world: Thus Barbars Ward wrote: “Am.
erican foreign ventures are barely one-fifth of Great
Britaln in its heyday . . . Shortoge of capital is fhe
world's tretrbles today, not..the struggle of rival
capitalists to go out apg invest.” (23) Miss Ward
‘netwithstanding, imperjallst rivalry, of course, also
coatinuas, ag the attempts to dismember the Congo,
on the one hand, and the all-sided investments in
South Africs, on {he other hand, {estify, ) k

At the same Ume, even in the most- affluent of
the deveioped countries—USA-—and despite the

{22) Luxemburg, Actumuiatlion of Capital. (Yale Unlver-
sty P w Laven, 1081} tranalaied pte Engesh as
wHars Masierpioces of Bhilotephy and Scienco,”
ed by Dr. W, sur?. introduced by .roan Raobinson, and
translated by Agncs Achwartachlld .
YUIgar errors l:pnr. I:qlnnluz with
dashes In “Ni olgl—on," tliug *,
< Tge r:;“hlnﬂ 'c_&:f.pelled b
neme by lself, Neveril
enatdlod to read Luxsm

123) Barbara Ward,
P 133,

the oliminstion’ of The
LE niation o o
elminating™  the Tsaris
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fuet that we have, in the postwar world, cenfronted
“only” rocessions, nol depressiens, the erises had
become chronic not alone in relation to the under.
developed world, bul right within it. Agsin, even
borgeois economists rccognize the chronic nature
both of the underdeveloped reglons like Appalachia
and persistent vncwnployment, (24)

One co-lliinker has ralsed the.question of the
qualitative change in evonomic crises since the
period of the Depression, He recognizes, of course,
that our affluent society wherc depressions have
bacome “mere” recessions is not free of crises, wars,
political upheavals, He stresses, further, that the
fietitious prosperity should not make us forget the -
new, third warld, and calls for a theory of social
revolution io be built on the theory of stata capital-
jam. But thls is still a long way from a concrele
dissussion of Marx’s Humanism and the point Is that
{he theory of state-capitaiism must test itscli agoinst
the philosophic developments as well as the econo-
mic, ald and new. If we take a second look at the
new forms of revolt—say, the Negro Revolutlon
and the vouth rebelilon Loth against acudemia and
the drafi {25)—we can.see how inter- related are the
new forms of crises and new forms of revoll, and
‘yet how “only human.'” The Negro. Revolution began
as a fight ngainst segregation, but the greatest out-
bursts North have been among the urbanr, ghelto.
jzed Negro where unemployinent is not a “mere
4.3 per ceat ™, but 25 per cent and higher. The Viet-

nam war, being & “poor man's war” (that Is to zay,
thé rich college youth can escape the draft), we
again confront the economic problem, but again, it
lsn't only “economies™.

fhe same 1s true of the slogan, “turn the imper-
fallst war Into & clvil war.," Of course, the problems
of a nuclear age are different than when wars were
{ought with other arms, Of course, this makes more

(24) Sce Slmon Kuznets, Postwar Econoemle Growth,

whigh glves the reader not anly an economle apalysizs of the
poatwar world hut raises othor thun economiz questiens.
a5 modern economle growih ls, in cosence. ® conlrolled
revolutlon In economy and soclely, and the ravolutlon In

soctety, with its internal and external ramifications, I8 an
indispehsatle part of Lhe tolat process, econonic Rrowih

iz nelther lulp understood ot Yroserly measurable and
radl

Ly
ehalysahis, in 2’ study Umlited to tionally deflned oo~

nomic vanabiee' (p, 128},
(HL Seq The Fres “E’"" Mavement and Nogro Revolu.
ton hy M 24,

arle Savio, Eugene Walker and Raya Dunayev-
gkayn (Ncws & Latters, Detroll, 1863},
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urgent the anti-war -struggles. Of course, it will be
altogether tso late to rafse the slogan when the II-
bombs start falling and put an end to civilizatjon
A5 we have known it. But it ic precisely hecause the
H-bomb cannot be used within a couniry without
destroying the perpetrator of the crime thst the
slogan may, under many circumstances, be the only
carrect one. Surely, what we are wilnessing in Viei-
nam iz, precisely (he revolutionary aet of the South
Vietnameze trying vo trensform the imperiallst war
into 2 civil war, And because it is indigenous, they
have not lost yet, despite the astounding, the over-
wheltming might of Uniled States -imperialism, ’

2. Mao’s China: A New

State-Capitalism .

Cur age is the spge of state-capitalism, national
revolulions, and workers' revolls. Unless one s
ready to Lase Limself on the masses who alune
ean initlate a truly new social order, one has no
place to go but to clate-capitalism; the vortex of
world industrial production sces to that, This is so
irrespective of the fact that the economic foundztlen, -
as in China, remains overwhelmingly agricultural,
Ag we saw ecarlier, Chine ot first admitted as much,
but malntained that it nevertheless was “different in -
nature” from vapitailym. China’s claim to belng
“different’ notwithstanding, the nou-viability of
state-capitalisin as a “new" sacial order iy proven
by the 7act that it is subject to the same economic
laws of development—that ¢ to say, the compuision
la explait the masses at home and to carry on warg
abroad—as is that of private capitalism, {28) I
summed this up in Marxlem and Freedom by stal.
ing: “A shocking foct faces us pow: Can there he
war Letween two reginies calling themselves Com-
munist?* When I posed this question in 1963, it
sounded a bit.on the wild side, and certainly raore
abstract than it does now that China not only has
missiles and **Red Guards,” but Is. aiso bound by its .

{26) chlpter‘lg!,ﬁ'&es ChllleNBun of Mao Tsetung” in the

1984 edilion of L M (Twaype, NY)
fraces “Maos Thought™ from Lha defest of thy 192537
Chiness Rovelutlon through tle conquest of power in 09
. Lo the 1883 challenge t0 Rusidan G eaderahip
of the Communist orbli. Tiun i done agalnst tho -
grouad ot tho econamic dsvelopimont of Communiat Chlnn,
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August, 1966 plenvm (27) which declared the de-
struction of “revisionism'’ to be a prarequisitc of
fighting United States imperialism.

Of the two features Lhat set the current plenary
statement off trom btoth the 1982 statement and the
1863 challenge {0 Russia for leadership of the Com-
munist world, one—the entry into the ominous, ex-
clusive, world “‘nuclear ¢lub™—is a self-cvident preat
achicvement. Therefore there is nothing unusual in
the Chinese Comiaunist stalement thal this “seien.
tific experimentstion,” iy nothing short of one of
‘‘three great revolutionary movements™ (sic). (The
oth:ers are ‘‘the ciass struggle" and *'the struggle for
production,”) :

HE OTHER distingulshing feature of the State-
merl is samething else again. Though it is totally
new, it isn't made sell-cvident. On the contrary, jt is
so stated.us to be deliberately confusing. We're're-
. ferripg to the expression, “'brenking down foreign
coaventions . . ." First thing to be noted is the use
of the word, foveign, It does not refer to the West, or
to imperislism, or to “revisionism.” Whal It im.
plied in the rest of thalt sentence—*and following
our own road of {udustrial development” — would
appear o refer to the “Grent Leap Forward." This
" is certainly one time that they did follow their “own
road of industrinl devélopment.” ‘The truth, however,
is that it is the one thing they are nol following this
year, bul, ing{ead, are reverling, in the initiation of
.geir Third Five Year Plan, to a Russian-siyle plan-
ng. B N
.No, lhe truih Is, that the rejection of “féreign
conventions™ can, and does have, one meaning, and
only one meaning. It ig the rejection of the “‘othexr”
world communisl movemen!, specificaily the 1960
., Statement of the §1 Communist Partles which Mao
bad signed, as he had the previous (1957) “Declara-
tion and Peace Manifesto,” Heretofore China and
Russia vied with each other in claiming that each,
&nd eech alone, had remaloed-faithful to those world
declarations, while the other “betrayed.” Now, on
the other hand, what Is singled out, as proof of

#7) Excerpled from 'The New i"urk Times, Aug. 14
1965, Wor Bustlars eiest. editor on T Teo-lung see X
corpis In NY Times, 11-20.-85.
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“Mao's brillient policies,' is “the breaking down of
foreign conventions.” )

No doubt, the deliberate obscurily which shrouds
thls new, this “brilliant polley," is thera to give
China room for mareuverability, should it become,
tactically, necessary to engage in any such united
front with the otker CPs. :

Bui the strategic Hoe is set, and is Immovable.
Just as (o 1957, when confronted with loud voiees of
- revelt against his rule, Mao moved, nnl to compro-

mise with them, much less to let the 100 schools of
thought" keep contending, but rather to tighten-his
grip ond order the disastrous "Great Lesp For-
ward,” so in 1068, when confronted with silent
. volees of protest internationally, he is moving, not
toward compromise, but to “going it alone™ not only
in respect to thc “West" and Russla, but lo the rest
of the Communist world. .

Thus, wlen Cuba halked at accepting China as
the sole leader of the Commmnist world, Chinese™
Communism went direet!ly o the Cuban Army and
hoabavded it with propaganda. Whereupon Caslin
geeused Chinz of wivlating its sovereignty, adding:
«, . . lbose methods and procedures were exactly
the sama as the ones used by the Unlted States Em-
hassy ju our couniry . . . our country had liberaled
itselt from the Linperfalism 90 miles from our shores
and it was not willing to permit ‘anctber powerful

. stale to come 20,000 kilometers to impose similar

" practices on us . , ,* 'The rupture with Cuba came
on the very eve of the convening of the Tri-Continen-
tal Conference in January, 1986, the last "foreign -
convenijun” China aitended.

What, new, now that  auti-Americanism- Is no
longar the unifying cement holding together the
Commtinlst world?

“Why," asked Pravda in an edltorial (September
18, 1966} regarding the so-called proletarfan cul-
tural revolution in China, “is the ‘proletarian’ move-
mont . . . going on without any participation by the
working. class?” . : .

For Russian Conmunism to be able to answer
that question, it would have had to admit that its
own soclety, even as the Chinese, is an exploitative
one, 20 that the desliny of the proletariat is not, and
ennnot be, in its own hands. Indeed, the nearost

. paralicl {o the 1068 “proletarian cultural revolution”
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in China is Stalin's 1343 revisions In the Marxian
eary of valve, waich stiif dominale both Russa
and China, '

Then, as now, the studerts rebelled ayainst the
hypoerisy of teaching the Marxian theory of free.:
dom, but practieing State-capitalist tyranny, Then,

r of the ruling POWETS was, first,

Marxian economics, and then fo
revise Marxism itself. Where {the Russian Commuy-
bists revised Marxian economics, the Chinese revise
Marzian philesophy, rejecting in toto the Humanism
of Marxisi, ’

The, distinpulshing feature of the- wholesale re.
vision of Marxism in the two counlries® doos not,
however, reside in whether one country centered jtg
perversion of Marxism in the economie - or in thoe
philosophie fteld, for in the Marxian theory of libera-
tion the two are inseparable, 'but in the fact that, in
1543, Slnlin‘-cmﬂd‘mly on the Party inlelligentsia to
do the job, whereay Mao, in addition to preferring
the Armty as the Perpetusting organ of Commurnist
rile, must ereate an. extra-legal Insirument to en
force intellectua} ennfermity, v :

VERITAZLE deification of Map seemed o be
the principal attribute of the CCP pienary state.

- The claim is made that “Comrade Mas Tge-

tung is the greatest Marxist-Leainist of aur era,.,

-wide vie.

's “brillisnt poljejes” during the four year

en this, the 11th, ang the previous, the

» plenum are attesteqd to, stress being put on hig
(a) “call for the whoh‘; pa

tories and villages, £chools, commercia] depart-
ments, service trades pnd party and Government
organizations {o batornea great” schools of ravaly.
Uen,” '

" Yot a carefu) reading cannot help byt note that,
simultaneonsly with this adulation, whai is singled
ot for emulatinng is this: “Comrade Lin Piao's eall
on the Peaple's Liberation Army to launch a masyg
movement in the army to study Comrade Maa Tse.
tung’s Thought has sot p briltiant example for the
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whole parly and the whole nation.”

Prior to this statement the communiqque had
stressed that, in conjunction with the 1863 “prog.
rammatic document” (which had chailenged Rus.

. sia's lceadership) and which had been “‘drawn up
under the personal leadership of Comrade Mao Tse.
tung,’ Lin Piao’s “Long Live the Victory of People’s
War" wiust be studled, for, together, the two docu-
ments “give seiontific Marxist-Leninict analyses of a

. series of lmpartant questions concerning the world

revo'ulior of our time _ "

© "The digeerning reader cannoi help hut wonder
whether Mao is heing deified—or mummified. Is Lin
living in the reficeted glory of Mao, as the préss
holds, or Is Mao heing allowed to live out his re-
maining years as a deity only beecause he trans-
ferred total auihorily to Lin, heud of the Army?

Whether, in the turnoll in Chind, we are wit

mess in a new. form of Bonapartlsm, or allegedly

participating in a “school of revoiution,” the point

Is tkat whni Is Iinmediately involved Is the lile of. .

the Vieinamese people. L

The CCP Statement reads: “The Plenary session
matntaing that to oppose imperialism, it Is impera-
tive to oppose modern rovislonistm, There is no
middle road whatsoever . . . it is imperative re-
solutely to expose thelr, (Russian Communists) trae
features &5 scabs, It is impossible to have ‘united
action’ with them,”

For the first time since the fal! of Khrushchey,
the Russian ComYaunist Party, on August 31, an
swered back in kind. “In condillons when impcrial-
fsm is stepping up its efforts in the struggle against
the revolutlonary movement, Is expanding the dlrty
war in Vielnam, such a step (“‘mass outrage in front
of Russian Embassy”) renders a partieularly big
sarvice to imperialism and reaction.”

This in-fighting in the so-called Communist werld
cannot but hearten U.S, imperialism which feels free
to go on with lts wanton kombiny of North Vietnam
us well as itz scorcéhed earth policy of South Vietnam

_ whom it is supposed to be “defending.”

The Constitution of the People's Republic of China
is the only one in tha Coinmunlst world that lists the
Army along with the Party as the two instruments
of power. Naturally thig is no accident. Long before
Mao won siste power, as he was escaping Chlang
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Ral-shek’s murderous counter-revolution, Mao de-
vetnpad an original, {or Marxists, view of the Army—
first of a guerriliaarmy, snd then just of the Army.
This is Mzo’s ont crigingl contribulion to "Marxism-
Leninism,” or more presisaly pul, to the perversion
of  Murxism. His concept was for continuous
guerrilla warfave fo develop irrespective of any re.
lationship to a mass movement which, 1o genuine
Marxism, would be its oaly reason for being. If now
the Army should have slipped away also from Meo's
conirol, 1t would orly show that theory has a logic
of ils own, irrespective of a relationship to the theo-
retician.

Once this ariny has an obiective basis for heing—
slate power ~— nothing can keep it from heing the
expression of the exploitative ruling class and its
global ambitions. It is nol that Mao disagrees with
these: he is anxiovs to contend ‘with other great
powers for world dominstion. It Is, rather, that he

" does also bave a concepl of “the vanguard role of
tne Party to lead” which now, however, hos been
absarbed in the stress on “politics’ must izke com-
mand,” with the Red Guards pointing the way,”

F AR FIROM fhe activitics of the “Red Guards'

' initiating **a secong revolution,” China's ‘‘prole-
tarfan cultural revolution™ is go devoid of any pro-
Jotarian partfeinution. or neasint or student youth
for that matter, that (1} all universities were order-
ed closed for six months, and (2} the Red Guards
were ordered “not to go 1o faciories, enterprises and
‘Government organization below the country level,
not, t6 rure! people's communes . . ." In a word, {hey
must not interfere with production, neither in the
faclories, nor on the farms. '

. No dotibl, Mao is hoping to use them against the
rebellious students in the eitles, but suecess is by no
means udsured, Quite the contrary. For the truth is
that the foremost voives of revelt against Mao's rule
during the 190 Flowers campaign were those of the |
youth (28). And I{ s they, ogaln, who had brought
atout & very modified version of it in 1961, The fact
that Mao felt compelled to order the closing of the
PC I A o R g M o 1'3:'11‘:':-'.

v, . Alte of. Communist China: the Politlcs of Hto-
Nt 13£gealﬁnn bsv Dannis <. Doolin (Stanford Unlversity,
Stanford, Cal 84). s
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schools hespenks the restlessness of the Chinese
youth. Those confident of the rule of their thinking
do not go about shutting down schools of higher
learning. : :

State-capltalisin calling itself Communism is as
anxious to dull the sense of youth as foy ruling ciass
fearing the daring of youth compelied to Jive in a
world they did not make. The Chinese youth will yet
teach Mao the lessen hegun by the Hungarian Free-
dom Fighters: thal even totalitarian rule cannot
bratnwash a people. .

Even a cursory look at the pctual, instead of the
imagined, develcpments in HMao’s China will show
that power tn the People’s Republic does not iie in
‘the hands of the people; it isn't even in the hands of
{he “vanguard,” the Communist Party, It teok Mao
over a decsde after (he conquest of power before he
hothered to eopvene a Congress ‘of the Chirese Com-
munist Party. Furthermore, all apologists for China
as a “land of socialism” notwithstanding, that Con-
grese designated China as state-capitalist.

Naturally, Communism held that “State.capital-
s under contral of & state led by the working class
§s different in nature from state-capitalism under
bourgeois rule,” But this does not change the fact
that even the Chinese Communists, as late as Sep-
tember, 1956, called the country by Hs right name, -
state-capiinliam, "

What happzied then to change everything very
nestrly overnight? Whera it took 11 years to convene .
a Congress, why did it take lvss theu a year for the
Polithuro to proclaim that not only could China in-
dustrialize faster than “the West.” but that it was
outdistancing “socialist” Rusela by golng Glrectly -
tsic!) 1o “communism’? . : .

Thiz wa3 no “‘second revolution.” (28) It was an
outright counter-revolutlon. Unlike the elemental out-
pouring of the masses sgainst the corrupt Chiang
Kal-shek tegime, this me “the mass line” meant
the smass. sweat aud blood that would be needed to
take the fantastle “*Great Leap Forward"~—into what
they knew not. What shocked Mao's China beyond
any raticnat reactien, one short monthalter the Com-
munlst Congress, was the first great proletarian ravo-
futlon for freedom from Communism. It happened in

Sea " 'z Geeond * by K. 8. T
sl s S B o % MRy
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flungary, and it shook the whole Communist world
to its foundaticns. .

Man's counter-revolutionary role was not ex-
hausted In his urging Khrushchev-to rusii Russiun
tanks to put down the revolution. Ne, 5o afrald was
Mac that a genulne proletarian revelution might also
oecur In China, thay, first, ko tried winning over the
Chincse Intelleciuals through a “thaw™ called ‘et
11 Rowers bloom" campaign, Then, when the volces
of pratest to bis ruie could be heard from all layers
of the poputation, the youth in particuler, he elamp-
ed down thelr protest, and ordered, instead, the so-
called Great Leap Forwerd, which brought the

" eountry 1o neardamine conditions. i

UTSIDE of guerrillawarfare end *‘organization,
arzzanlration, -organizatlon,” Mao har.n sheer
gonfus for intseslcuiation, The 1856 Congress on
state-capitnlism and the 1958 'Great Leap Forward
dlagater ro not the only ones. Grester stiil in its
world- impact was the tragedy of cosmic proporilon
which resulted from hls adventurism-for .a new axls
of world power, as sgoiust the West, and Russla—-
the plaaned Poging-Djukarta axis. (30) '
I is true lhat Chinese Communism's concept of
jtaclf s the center of the universe is not that of the
old Empire, but of new “Communism."” But the fact
rematns that China's present concept of “a new cra
of world revomticn® rusts wholly -on this being led
solely and excluslvely by Chinese Communism, It is’
no aecident tiat Mao's maps of China, just as Ckiang
Kai-shek's, show Ching not as it is, but as it was in
the days cf great empire when China was'the cen-
ter of the universe.

: The. {rouble with Mao's apologists Is that they
share his concept of the 'backwardness” of the
messes, hence the need for extra-legal orghns to
assure alleredly revelullonory succession. Having
no confidence that the proletarians could gain iree-
dom by their own masss strength, and holding U.S.
{mperialism to be very ncarly Invincible, they prefer
to lean on some stule poweor, :

Tt is this which has mede them subject to the
atchemy with which Mao transforms China as a na-
tion into a preletarian class. .

(30} See “Indoneslun Communlsm: A Cose of World
Commun!mrmcnmpouum" in News & Latters, October

fand Novel , 1043,
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Of course, United Stateg imperialism is the main
escalator of the Vietiam war, Of course, this is part
of s strategy againsi Chlua itself, Of course the
U.S. is oul for world domination. But the way to
underniine this barbarism _is not by siding 'wiih
China (or Russia) who have their own global aims.

The Negre Revelution has duste more 10 shake up
American capitalismy than &l the thunderous state.
ments of China and its alltoo cautigus actions, To
think otherwise is to play power politics and io block
the road to freedom. The only way o achieve free-
dom is through the release of the clemental crea-
livity of the eppressed riasses, Chinese included,

Al other problems fade into Insignificance before
this monumental . task hecouse witkout it—as the
souring of the Russtan and Chinese Revolutions
have proven — Ho so0ciety on humanist foundations
ean bo ereated. Without I, nuclear-powered politics
“—whether or not alse “armed with Mao’s Thought”
—¢an wreak total destruetion, and nothing eise, it
carnol bulld anew. Theruin les the ominous signift-
eance. of the seM-croated and self-perpetuating dis.
order Ip Commugist Chine an the 17th annlversary
of Ity conquest of power,

.The current revolutionary.sounding stalements
that thunder out from Communist China notwith.
standing, -the whele history of Mao proves him to
have been g fighter, not against “revisionism,” but.
ngainst “dogmatism.” As he himself put its “There.
ara people who think Marxism can cure any disease,

. We sheutld tell them that dogmas are more useless

" then cow dung. Dung can be used as fortilizer.” (31)
And now that the whale of “Marxism-Leninlsm"” has ..
been degraded (o a struggle against Marxism ag
humanism, -and Ylhe mastering of theory” has
been reduced ip studylng -‘Mao’'s Theught,” ex.
cerpted properly by Lin Plao, it is bigh time for
genuine Marxists to return tg the Hunianism of 3{arx
himseif, to his greatest economic work, Capital,

- s

31) For & more cnlorful transiation of ‘this passage, soe
ik o art 1. Sons

{
T ltiea) Thought of Map Teetun Stu Fam,
he Pojitien) ‘{. I‘E,B:l.]!o g by N

P. 120, (Pranger, N . | 3826




3. Philosophy and Revolution

Marx slaled il succinctly enough when he suid
that his original discovery, “the pivot on which puli-
iiezl ceonomy turns™, is the distinction he drew het-
ween concrele and abstract Jahor. One of these econ.
omic calegories, concrete labor, was casy cnough
for any one (o see whether they looked at a tallor
or faclory worker, at a carpenter or a miner, But,
what is “abstract labor”? No one has ever scen
an “abstract” lnborer so why create such 2 fan-
instic category? That {his is precisely the question
Marx wanted 19 be asked can be seen not only from
the izct that he states his criginal contribution in-the
very first chapter of Uapital, but that he never lets
go of it either thronghout the whole volume, or vol-
umes 11 and I, all of which disclose bow capitalist
produciion (1) reduces the concrete labor of the
whole working class w0 one abstract mass of undif-
ferenliated, foeislly-necessary lahor time by follow-
ing the movemenits and sveed of the machine, thers-
hy not only (2) alienaling the workers’ very acti-
vity as well a5 his products, but also (3) perverting
Ahe relationship of man {o.things, making the ma-
chine master of man, not min of machine. Because
(4) theye has been this reification of man himself,
twransforming him into a thing (5) tha fetishism which
olings to commoedities in fheir exchange makes soclal
relutions assume the form of relstions between
thinga as If real, Marx Insists that rolations between
men must assuwe “ihe fantastic form o® a relation
between things" becnuse that iz what they “really
are,” at the polnt of production or, as he put it else-
where, “The mastery of Lthe capitalist over the worker
is in_reality the mnst‘ery of dead over living labor.”

It Is this.concept of the dominance of dead labor
which was the determinant feature.in the whole
of capitalist society, This, just this, is the reason
why Marx attributed the demradstion of bnurceois
thought to an ideclogy, ie., a false consciousness,
The felishism of state property had even a more
deadening effect on Marxists than the fetishism of
commeodities Iiud on’ classical political economy. The
death of Stalin, however, did produce a liberating
effect hoth in a movement from below to put an
end to that epoch of cnslavement of workers in
production, as well as to the administrative men.

- tality In the realm of thought, and in the beginnings
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of a theoretieal return to Marx’s Humanist Essays,
a5 well as to Hegel’s Absolute Idea,

I would like. to reiterate that it 15 not ior any
abstract reasan that Bukharin's logic js non-dial.
ectical: rather it is becatise ke saw mo new subject
that will itsejf delermine the end. Instead, the state
will do it “for™ the proletariat. Of course, he didn’t
mean the bourgeois state. Of course, he had in mind
the workers® state, Of course, as A revolutionary,
he couldn’t have had any ather “end” in mind than
Ahat of socialism, a classless socjety,

“ Nevertheless, it {5 p fact that he opposed the con-
crefe, living Russian workers in their attempts -t
have iheir own organizotions, that is to say, them-
selves determine that end. Sp that, despita hig un-
fullied record as g revolutionary, he saw the
workers, not as subject, but as object. The inescap.
able result was that his coneept of revolution was
thoroughly ahstraet, which Is why he opposed seif-
determinztion of nativns both before and after the
conguest of power, ’ .

OUR THEORY ol state-caplialism ditfers from
" Bukharin's not only because the concrete prob-
lems differ in ench epoch, but because the vision, if
You will, must differ from Bukharin's abstract rev.
olutionlsm and, Instead, bt rooted in the aciions and .
thoughts of working people who wonld themselves
decide their swn destiny before, In, and after the

ravolution, ™. .
. from the start of the state-capitalist
+ my immediate point of departure
Was not the erimes of Stalin, but the role of labor
11 a workers” siate. That role was of the essence,

speclive oot only of the role of “the rude and
Alsloyal” Stalin, but slso of the “sdministrative at.
tude of the revolutionary planner, Trotsky, as wel}
as of the no tutionary Bekharin,

posite, development not op
(abolition) ' of what Is, but also, and above all,
through nepation of the negation, that is to say,
reconstruciion of soclety on new beginnlays, It is this
which we have to concretize today,

In a word, what necds 1o be investigated, 1
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should think, is not so much the probability that
capitslism is not about fo repeat its near-fatal ex.
perience of the Depression, What neceds to be in-
vestigoted are the new revoilts, how it 1z that a new,
third world won its f{recdoin, despite the fact that
it wax lechasloglcally bockward, despite its lack of
srms, desplte the largeness of Its poverty and sinall-
ness of the pation; how a litle Guinea of less than
three miltion could say, Na, ‘o mighty {but not al-
mighty) DeGaulle Frence — and win.

The recenl retrogressive moves in some of the
newly-independent countries — military {ake-overs
— ate not the result only of the pull of the vortex
of the world economy — neo-colonialism, although
that, of course, played not an unimportant part.
Rather, they are closely related to the fzet that the
new leadirs moved away from the spontaneity and
revolutionary zeal of the very people that- made
possible the revolutionary victory. .

I{ is the human problem.that is the prablem of

. our age. Without the Humanism of ¥Marxism, the
theory of siate-capitalism could degenerate into one
mare variety of cconomism. Without the dlalectie of
objective. contradiction, materfalism is nothiing but
bourgeois ideslism’ in the sensa of all men of good
will {changed to ali good Parly men) will “fix
everything up,” The strangest combination of vulgar
economismm and sheerest voluntarism {“Mao's
Thought”} that characterizes Mao's Chlua-at this
wvery moment, hes a great deal of relevance to our
discussion. It 15 surely no accident that the most
rabid attack on Marx’s Humanism comes from
Mao’s China, (32) .

. Lenin, couldn't have: forescen sy such willful
“transformation into opposite” And yet some such
conception of the workings of the dialectic must

132} See Chou,Yang's Speech at tha Fourth Enlarged Ges-
slon of the Commitice of the Department of Philosophy

Soelnl Selency of the Chinese Azademy of Sclences
La: ge Press, Peking, 1083): “Completely dis--

the modern revislonlsty stb-

\s theory of hitman nature for the Marx.

ist-Leninist teachlng of clags on class atruggle and prolotar
ian diciatoraklp, for scieatific communism. ... modern
revisloniste and some bourgeols scholars iry to describe
Murxltm 85 humantsm and call Marx a humanist. . . . This,
of courss, is futlle. In the early stages of development of
ithelr thouglit, Merx and Engely were indeed somewhst in-
fluenced humsnist ideas . . . . But when they formulated

the matertalist concopilon of dizcovered thi

Ty an 8
ciass siruggle as the motive force of toelal development,
they lmmﬂ!latnb got rid of this InAuenecs.”™
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have been at the back of his mind when he inslsted
that even the destruction of the bourgeols state is
insnfficient to constitute the makeup of a true
Marxizt: ""The petty bourgeois in a frenzy may nlso
want a5 much.” {32) One thing, and one thing only,
distinguishes a socialist revolution from all others.
1t is that there is "only one road, changes from
below; we wanted the workers themsclves to draw
vp, from below, the new principles of ecomomic
~eonditions.™ (34) . -
in our age, the new principles of economie con:
ditions are inseparable from the mass search for a
total philosophy, or, to use Marx’s phrase, “a guest
for universality.”” {35) “To discern this mass search
for a total philosophy,” I wrote elsewhere (36), “it
is necessery only to shed the stubbornest of all
philosophies — the concept of ‘the backwardness
of the masses’ and Iisten to their thqughts . . . The
aspousal of partiynost {(party principle) as a phile-
sophi¢ priuciple 1s onother manifestailon” of the
dogma- of ‘tha backwardness of the masses’ by
which intellecturls in state-capitalist socleties -
rationalize their contention that the masses must ©
be ordered about, managed, ‘led’, Like the Ideolo-
gists of the West, they forget all too easily that rev-
olutions do mot arise {n the fullness of time to
cstablish a party machins, but to reconstruct soclety
on a human foundatlon.” - T :
Instend of fearing ' Humanism as if {t meant a °
return te the younz, “Hegelizn-tainted” Marx, if
not -back tn outright bourgeois humanism of the
Reoaissance, we have much to learn from the way
the new revelutionaries in the. underdeveloped
.countries and the youth everywhere embraced it.
Leopold Sedar Senghor profoundly and poetleally
defined Marx's humatism as “a new humanism, new
because it is incarnate.” (37) ‘
Foture generations wlil stand in amazement at °
the equivocal but relentless resistance that those
who consider themselves Marxisty in our age carry
on against Marx's Humanism. Once, however, this
becomes the undeclying philosophy of revolution,
th idea of freedom will no longer be “philosophy™;

it will be reality. —Ngvember, 1966
(33) Lenin, Selccled Works, Vel. VII, p, 2337,

gﬂ Ibid, p, 277, -

K. Mitx, Paverty of Phllosophy.

. $sa fise AR Bxchange of Lotiers on Hegel's Absolute Ides,
anpondly, o mimeographed Extracts from Lenln's Philo-
lafhlc Notebooks (News & Letters, Detrolt, 1935),

) Bocixlict I pp. 7000 (edited by Erich

l‘r(%;\w Douhl‘adty- EYI? 1842). a0 | 5
(31) 1bia, p, 81 3830




