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PREFACE
by Harry McShane

T I8 CERTAINLY o compliment to he asked to write a2 Preface to

another work hv the tireless sineere and scholarly anther. Raya
Dunayevskaya. She never lets wp in her efforts to vnearth and make uee
of what is basic in Marxist theory and to tie that up with the practical
tasks (hat must be undertaken in order to extricate mankind irom the
prison of capitalism that stands in the way of human de:clopment, This
work comes at a time when too many of our fellow hunian beings
have become deplorably indifferent about the future of humanity, The
anly school of thonght that peints to a future for mankind is thet of
Marxism. It must, however, he Marxism resurrected from the hog of
futility and obscurily into which it was put hy leaders who used it as
_nothing more than a label, ’

Retrogression is visible in industry, politics, and without a doubt,
in the field of theory. The more often onr political puides use the word
“strategy,” the clearer it becomes that they are dazed by the problems
that they find insoluble. Retrogression pets deeper in modern society.
" That is why Raya Dunayevskaya calls for urgency; a call directed to
the masses, the only force that can bring retrogression to an end and
open up the way 1o human emancipation. The cheice is between the
downhill road of human degradation, on the one hand, and human
development on the other. The future rests with the masses, .

~ The thought of the transformation of sociely coming from the
masses is an indispensable clement of Marxist theory fully expressed
in the writings of both Marx and Lenin. Those whe dispute it have
shint their eyes to the fncts of history. Raya Dunayevskays refers lo the
Paris Commune and how it affected Marx. The new kind of order
initiated by the people of Paris won the admiration of Marx. What Marx
said about this exciting historical episode should be read by all who
would Tike to probe the depth of Marx’s revolutionary thinking. It was
in the Commune that the act of self-government hy the maosses was
initiated in such a way as to influence Marx, and, some years later,
Lenin, the leader of the Russien Revolution. Bringing to life the adwmira.
tion nxprcsacd }Jy Murx, i}n: uni:ml haysy "':':lc ulmn: ]n:up:c :smun;tﬂi
parliamentarianism. The people’s assembly was not to be a purlizmentary
talking shop but a working body.”

Une 18 tempted to devote more spate to the Paris Commune than is
peemissible here, but the question must e pui: Who, hefore 1cading the
points made by Raya Dunayevshaya, suspected that the Paris Commune
lad any hearing on Marx’s Capitaf? Labour, as she says, was released
from the confines of vulue production “whick robs the workers of all
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individuality ond reduces \hem merely to & component of labour in
general.” The author points out that new additions were introduced into
the French edition of Cupital. Marx mokes the point himsell. Before
leaving this reference 10 the Paris Commune, it scems appropriate here
10 recoMl that Lenin, writing in 1019, accused leading socialists in fer-
many of failing “to understand the significance of Soviet, or proletarian
democracy, in relation to the Paris Commune, ils plece in hislory, itu
necessity as a form of the dictatorsiip of the proletariat.” Lenin, ¢
course, said much more than that on the Paris (ommutic, and attached

great importance 10 it.

‘When Raye Dunayevskayn writes of change coming fiom below
she thinks not only of the world in which Marx Jived: she relates the
basic philosophy of Marx to the world of conflict in which we live and
sees there the choice facing humanity. The dungers that confront us are
o serious that uniess some force exists that is capable of transforming
sociely we may.pns well throw ovor hands up in despair. The force
produced by the hisory and cconumics of copitalism is the proletariat
an which tests the realization of the universal desire for freedom innate
in the makeup of every member of the human race. This concept of
movement confirms what the author atiributes to Hepel and Marx. There
3s litde fear of her meeting with serious opposilion in that. When con-
necting Marx with Hegel on dinlectical movement, as che does in all her
works, she has the support of Marx himseli.

There is something elsé {hat connects Marx with lepel; it is some-
thing that Marx took from Hegel, bt found it a renlity in capitalist
production. The word “alienation” has lound its way into the vocabu-
lary of many Marxists, but, too oftén, is passed over lightly and often
furgotten. It is important that the process of exploitation under capital-
ism be understood hy all, but there is nmich more than that in Capital
il we look for it. Raya Dunayevskayn renders o service by re-producing
the chapters on all three yolumes of Marx’s Capital that formed part of
her book, Marxism and Freedom. These chapters had an enlightening
effect on the writer of this Preface, - It became clear that there is more
in Marx's Capital than cconomics. It would be marvelous if rank and file
members of the labour movement could all be persuuded to read these
chapters. : .

The process of exploitation on which capitalism rests is shown in
{he carly. chapters of Cupital, but too many readers of that work thoupght
shar aufficient, not knowing that the’ phitosophy that drove him along
finds expression there. There js the picture of sww ihe worker is dom.
inated by the products of Dis Jubour plus the picture of the road to
{reedom. Freedom, above all else, is what Marx is concerncd about.
Rayn Dunayevskaya gives emphusis to what Marx meant when relerriug
ta the division of lahour, the domination af the worker by the machine
and “the feagmentation of man.”
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Now that a new interest js developing, here in Britain, in Marxist
education, one would hope that use will be made of this particular
seclion of Haya Dunayevskayn's work. It is well to recall the fact that,
for many years, Marxist cconomics featured strongly as part of the
curriculum in classes of the Lebour inovement, John Maclean was said
to have the largest class in Europe: on Marxist economies - when he was
not in prison for his political activitics.

~WeiFe o Tanger justified in :u.ga.rding Marx as fust a brilliant

cconomist. The philosophy that runs throngh Capital was deep-rooled in
Marx and actuated himn through his lfe. It dates from the days when he
called himself a Humanist — before he wrote the Communist Manifesta
along with Engels, The author pulls the writings of Marx together and
views the world situation from the Marxist-Humanist viewpoint. With
Marx she sees Communism as only the beginning; as a stage mediating
the higher development of +nn as 2 result of his own creative activities,
This viewpoint necessitates 2 look at Russiz where, in 1917, the greatest
stride towards the gon! of Communism was taksn,

Before anyone else, Raya Dun.aycvskn.ya, who had Leen in the revoly.
tionary movement for years, boldly declered that Russia had marched
in the opposite direction 1o that sct by Lenin and his fellow Balsheviks.

n common with the Marxist
aim of human liheration or-the call of Marx for “the development of
human power which is its own end.” State-capitelism is a rapidly grow.
ing trend throughout the world, with the resuit that the democratie pre-
tence of the rulers js becoming more apparent. The- banner of liberation
must he raised by the peaple below. 1t is this aim that Bives purpose
to this work by Raya Dunayevskaya,

{t seems remarkable that it is the clements of Marxist thonght ignored
for many years by Marxist theorists that the author sces ag important
if we are to understand either Merx or Lenin. Why Marxist writers
tried to minimize the significance of Mzrx's acknowledgement to Hegel
is difficult to understand, Revolutionaries may not know it, but through
Marx we 2ll owe a-debt 1o Hegel. We ave enriched by his discovery
of dinlectics even if Hegel confined jt to the world of thought. It is
Just as puzzling why so liale has been aaid by the same writers about
Lenin making a sudy of Hegel afier fhe collapse of the Second Inter-
natiopal in 1914, In his Philosophic Notebooks, Lenin saw that thought
in the mind of the human being can be creative, As agalnat the old

6
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material i presented by the anther to give fresh meaning to Marxism.

" Just as Marx and Lenin would, the outhor repudiates any suggestion
that theory and practice can he separated. They are related dialectically.
The presemt situation should bring abomt their higher unity: this is the
suthor's purpose, She has identibed hersell with the concrete strupgles
for {reedom in Fast Europe, in Africe and in America. She has thrown
hetself into the Women's Liberation movement now gathering strengtls,
just as she has participated actively in the Black movement for more
than 2 quarter of a century. . .

In this new work, as in all she writes, she makes visible the banner
of frpadnam_ What 30 haocie far hor ioc cha_curtailment of fraodom under

the presert social order. The low and why of it is explained in the
chapters on Marx's Capital. 1t is important that these chapters be read
by all intercsted in the industrial disputes and the problem of uvnemploy-
menl. Why is it that in Britain while the balznce of payments is im-
proved by the flow of North Sca oil, the number of unemployed has
jumped to a record figure? Whm produces the problem of investment?
What events caused Marx to make changes in the structure of Cupital?

The recent virulent racialism and openly Nozi National Front ze.
tivity in Britein are today compelling cven the bureaucratic Labour
leaders te teke a second look at Marx's famous statement: “Labour in
the white skin cannot be frec so long as Ishour in the Black skin is
branded.” This was neither beautiful rhetorie, nor intended ounly for
the US. audience. It is so relevant to our day and age on both sides of
the Atlantic thet ours is the generation that can fully wnderstund Marx's
restructuring of Cepital under the impact of the Civil War in the US,
and the consequent struggles for the shortening of the working day both
in Great Britain and in the US. '

The top politicians who have been tinkering with the cconomic prob-
lems plaguing this seciety have long since given up hepe of pgetting any
solution from the writings of the late Lord Keynes or anyone else. They
would do well to read Raya Dunayevskayn on Karl Marx,

There is nothing dull in her writing,. The reader feels that he
or she is being alluwed to sce the piclure. The rond — the only rood
to {reedom and human emancipation — is there for all to see, even il it
is hard and up-hill.

Glasgow, Scotland
October 31, 1977




Introductory Note

There is now availuble to the Englieh-speaking public. in
a new Pelican edition, @ mere accurate and beautiful
trauslation of Marx’s Cupital, Vol. I, by Ben Fowkes.
The relevance of Marx's work to mni analysis of today’s
glohal crisis. and the need to answer the vulgavization of -
Marx’s Cupital contained in the Intraduction by the Tral-
skyist-Marxist, Ernest Mandel, mokes the publicalion ol
this pamphlet especially urgent.s The Rritish and United
States Marxist-Humaenists therefore asked me - to wyite
a special Introduction to the republication of the four
chapters on the three volumes of Capital that first ap-
peared in Marxism and Freedem, herein reproduced
exactly as originally written in 1957, except, in-the case
of foolnotes, 111 pape references 1o the Kerr édition of
Cupital, Vol. 1, will also include the corresponding pagin-
ation of the new Pelican editions 121 the expansion with
new material of several footnates: and 13} a new post.
seriptum added direetly to p. 10, Chapter VI, an the Paris
Commune. The reproduced chapters follaw the pagination
of this pamphlet. 1 have also appended a critique of Tony
Clifl. — 1D,
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AUTHOR'S SPECIAL INTRODUCTION
Today’s Epigones Who Try to
Truncate Marx’s Capital’

by Raya Dunayevskayu, suthor of
Philosophy and Revelution: From Hegel 1o Sartre,

and fram Marx to Mao and Marxism and Frecdom,
From 1776 Until Today ‘

Accumulate, accumulate! That is the Moses und
the prophets! . . . Accumulation for the sake of
acenmulation, production for the scke of production:
this was the formada in which classiend economics
expressed the khistorical mission of the bourgevisie
in the period of its domination, Not for one instant
did it deceive itself over the nuture of rwealth's
birth-pangs.

‘ Marx, Capital

If Marx. did not leaye behind him a “Logic” fuwith
« capital letter), ke did leave the logic of Capital
- « . the histary of capitalism and the unalysis of
the concepts summing it up,

. : Lenin
It has often been claimed — and not without a cer.
tain justification—that the famous chapter in Hegel's
Logic treating of Being, Non-Reing, and Becoming
contains the whole of his philosophy. It might he
claimed with perhaps equal justification that the
chapter dealing with the Jeiish character of the
commadity contains within itself the whole of his.
torical materialism . . 2 ' .

Lukacs :

1 The Pelican Marx Library edition of Yol. T of Marx's Capital (Penguln Books,
landon, 1976} Includes ns “Appendix™ the first English translation of the famous
Sixth Chapet™ of Capiral from the Mars-Engels Archives, Val, 11 (VII).

2 History and Class Consciousacas, p. 170. See my article “Lukacs’ Philosaphiic
Dimension” in News & Letters, Feb. and March, 1973, Sce also Luclen Goldmann's
speech, “The Dialectic. Today,” ‘given a1 the 1970 Korcula, Yupeslavia Summer
School (published posthumously in Al collection of ewsays Cultural Creation in
Muodern Suciety, Telos Press, 1976). The speech acknowledges the correct chrons
ologicnl 8 well an phllasophic “recovery™ of Hepelian categories in Marxism and
their aciualizatlon in the period 1917-23, by corrrcily siating thal first came
Lenin's Philosophic Notebouks, serond came Lukacs® Histary and Class Conscious
ness, third was Grameel. Al others — from Plekhanov to Kaulsky, from Mehring
to-even Lenin prior 10 1914 — were rimply ucting ax positivisis whase “acndemic,
science” was malerialism, Goldmann adds that it was not accidenial, hecause 1917
actuslized the dislectic, and 1923, with the deleat of the German revolution,
signalled the end of the dislectical renaiscanre.

9
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ARX'S CREATEST theorctical work, Capital, has once apain

marched onto the presemt historic stage even among bourgeois
ideologucs, since there is no other way 1o understand today's glabal
econotic crisis. Thus, Rusiness Week (6-23.75) suddenly started quot-
ing what Marx was saying an the decline in the rate of profit as endemic
to capitalism. Tt even produced official graphs from the Federal Reserve
Board, the Department of Commierce, Data Resources, Inc., as well as its
own dats, all of which goss to show that the post-World War I boom
has ended in a slump in the rate of profit. They have stopped laughing
long enough at Marx's alleged “false cconomic theorjes” to show that,
not just in theory, but in fact, Marx's analysis of “the law of motion of
capitalism® to its collupse, “insalar as a decline in the rate of profit”
is concerned, is reality. : '

While, with the “economic upturn™ in 1375, the authors huped it-
wias only a “passing phenomenon,” by the end of 1975 (12-:27-76),
Business Week didn’t sound quite so optimistic. Thus, while it still
gloated over the 30 percent increase in mnet profits, it could not skip
over the following determinates:

(1) the low rate of growth; (2) the hardly movealile high rate of
unemployment of 7 percent officially, which does not change the truth
that this is “average,” b among Black youth it is at the fsntastic
rate of 34.1 percent; (3) the valatile undereurrent of dissatisfaction in
the relationship . between the underdeveloped countrics and .the indus-
trinlized lands to whom they are indehted at an impossible-to-meet 860
billion; (4) hard-core inflation of 6 percent as against the 1.2 pereent
inflation characteristic of most of the 1060s, Morcover, this “hardcore
inflation™ is actually not what it is, but what it is koped it will be
brought down to; and (5) the unevenness of growth within the country,
~which shows that so hasic on’industry as steet hos undergone a 17 per-
cent drop in growth, At the same time, so bicak is the international
outlook that fusiness Week, in summing up the outlovk, cannot exclude .
even depression: “If. Washington fails, fears of new world depression
will intensify.”

The capitalists may not he ready to “agrée™ with Marx, that the
supreme commodity, labor.power, is the only source of all value and
surplus value, but they do see that there is such 2 decline in the rate
of profit compared ‘to what they consider necessary to keep investing
for expanded production, that they are holding off — s0 much so that
niow their ideologists are saying low investment is by no ineans a tem-
porzry facter that the canitalie would “pvay with the noxt Loas,,
There is fo be no next boom. Tt js this which makes them look both at
the actual structura) changes — overwhelming preponderance of ‘constant
capital (machinery} over variable capital {living labor employed) —
as well as the world production and its interrelations.

10

5833




Thus, the “mirucle” of post-World War I Wedt Germany has
stopped, as has the “miracle™ of Japan, The Financial Postd raw a speeial
pivee on “West Germany: The Troubled Giznt™ puinting 1 the fact that
there is a vizible crack in the “sacial peace” tthough the povernment
got arganized labor not to demand “extranrdinary™ wage increases),
Not only that, hut the nuclear issue, besides encountering U.S. opposition
to West Germany’s nuclear’ reactor sales 1o Bruzil, produced at home
such massive anti-nuclear demonstrations that even the German cmrls
had to ban further nucleur power stations “until the issne of wasle
disposal had been resolved.” Meanwhile, actual capital investment in
real, rallier than inflated, prices has fallen for theee years in o row -—
and unemployment keeps inereasing,

As for Great Britain and ltaly, no significant recovery has yet
" begun. With oil revenue expectations, prospects may not be o3 grim for
Britain as for Naly, but unemployment there has now officially reached
34 million — highest since the Depression, Prime Minister Callaghan
imnediately admitied that he could sce only mere unemployment in
. the immediate future, as public spending cuts demanded Ly the' Intes-
national Monetary Find teke effect. 1n lialy, inflation is enrrently run-
ning at 20 pereent, and oil prive inereases have so devastated the: economy,
that no growth at all is forrcast for 1977, Other forevasts — in Europe,
and in the underdeveloped-world — are either only marginally better,
ar worse, . :

Dy 1977, it was not only an academic — the serious baurgeois
cconomist, Simon Kuznets — who, ever since the end of World War II,
maintained that the “emergence of the violent Nazi regime in one of the
most economically developed countries of the world raises grave questions
about the institutional basis of modern cconomic growth — if.it is sus-
ceptible 1o such a bavharie deformation as a result of transient diffi-
rulties.”* It was & high Western government leader, none less than the
President of France, Giscard d’Estaing, in 1977 who questioned the sur-
vival of the capitalistic system. Solzhenitsyn-inspired, retrogressionist
intellectuals complain that capitalism has seen the emergence of & Ystrange
siren whose bedy is capitel and whose head is Mar.ist.”'s

3 Finuncial Post, Special Report: “West Germany: The Troubled Giont,” by
Peter Foster (Toronto, $17.77). :

4 Simon Kumnets, Posttcar Econonic Growth, Sec also his Copital in the
Ametican Ecanomy. ’

S The Barbarism with a Humen Fece calling Iteelf *“The New Philosophy™ by
its gury, Bernard-MHenri Levy, bails from 1he rame famoux universily that produced
Althusser in the ecacly 1960s. and In the mid- 1970« had produced this Solthenitsyn.
inspired ellliem with the ex-Althusserite, André Glucksnan, whoe now calls Soldhen-
Htsyn “ithe Shakeapeare "ol our time.” ‘INEIr wWorks fave nou yer appesicd oo
English, but a preview of them can bie read in The Monchester Guardian (6-26.77),
“Despaiting Voive of France’™ Lost Generation,” hy Waller Schwore. As apninst
this critique, the “Le Monde™ sectlon of The Marchesier Guardien (7.10.77)
publithed & panegyric by Philippe Sollers,
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But U8, povermmental statistics show pood cause for those capital-
islic headaches: the bipgest increase in poverty since 1959 occurred in
1975 and has persisted. No Iess than a rise of 0 pereent in the rnumber
of poar, totaling now 25.2 millions, are helow poverty level, That mezns
that no less than 12 percent of all Americans had an income of less
than 85,300 annually for a family of four,

That this — the ifth post-World War [J recession — is s0 hard to
come out of, has brought the capitalists themselves face-to-face with the
reality that the overriding fact of presentday rapizulise economy is the
decline in the rate of profit as well ns poverty. wnemployment and
stugrnation,

T I3 THE AGE of state-capitalism os a world phenomenon. This

development has ne more solved its deep veonamie crisis than when
Tull state-capitalism came ta a single nation, Russia, China, ete. As for
inflation, it is truc that the decp recession, which was triggered by the
quadrupled oil prices after the 1973 Arab-fsracli war, was by no means
the only reason for the double-digit inflation, any more than that “sickness
‘in the economy™ could be ascribed, as Big Capitul wishes to ascribe it, to
workers’ wages. The overwhelming reality is this: Just as monapoly
growth inhibited national economic growth, so the oil cartel has acurally -
lowered world economic growth, :

As opposed to the 1950s and early 19605, when Western Europe
held attractions for capitalism witk its cheaper labor and latest tech:
nelogy, in the 1970s 1.8, capital has added a new incentive for world
capital: a sale haveh for its investments, now that European capital s
Aecided the US. proletariat is net as cevolutionary as the European
workers. As against the ol monupolists whe are spending their billions
on buying Western technology and military hardware, and whose actual
investments ‘in the US, are not directed to the capital goods market,
West German, French and British capital ie. However, so decp is the
‘economic crisis in the U.S. and in the world that sueh European invest-

- ment in the US, is likewise only a palliative, even as the massive super-
profitable investments upholding apartheld South Africut cannot sub.

6 A single glance at V.8, investmenis in Sauth Africy shows them to be both
massive and growing,. Whese, a decade ago, U.S, companies had $600 million in.
vested n that apariheid lanid, it has skyracketed 1o no less than $1.46 hillion in
1974 (the last year for which data is availalile), Furiher projects are being built by
Kennecott Copper and Caliex Petrolenm  {owned joimly hy Siandard Qil of
Taliferniz and Tavavw, fnnd, Morraver, some tanadian-sounding rames are mainly
American-owned, as witness Quebee Tron & Titanium, two-thirds owned Ly Kenne.
cotl aned anesthird by Golf and Western Industries, which has a 39 perrent interest
in a propored 8290 millivn mining and smeling complex, As one State Depariment
official explained, “the lurge and growing robe™ tno less than 15 percent of toal
fureign fnvestinent in South Afriea is US.D) of US, invistments is lecawse “busi-
nessmen don’t have 10 fear their operations in South Afeiea are golog 1o he
nationalized , . "
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stitute for the insuficient investmem capital and plant expansion in
the U.5, i .

Thus, Lawrence A. Vait, International Fronomist and Deputy Man-
ager at Brown Brothers, Harriman & Co, et to mention his previous
Pesilion as economist at the State and Treasury Deparimentsy, openly
speaks of a “premature “cyclical downturn=7 ratlier than what Ernest
Mandel calls “the peneralized economic recession coming (v an end in
1975.”% Further, Veit paints not anly to the economic problems, hat
“the changing atiitudes to work ftecll ameng the younger generation.”
Here it can already be scen that seriesns boureeois analyets die. snp tho
the question of Alienated Labor is mot “just theory.” It s concrete.
It is urgent. It affects the “presmature eyclical downiugn,™

The deep recession, in the UL.S. and globally, is by o mesns over,
though some whe consider themselves Marxists like Mandel think that
it has come “to an end in 19757 The false consciousness that has per-
meated even economists who are revolutionaries emanates from the fact
that capitalism has, in the post-World War 1] peried, come up with ways
of keeping the economy poing, stapping short of the 1ype of Great Depres-
sion, 1920.32 (uctually until 1939), that led to World War 11, Since this
time it would lead to World War 11, i1 s “nuthinkably,” because i
would, of necessity, be a nuclear war that would end civilization as we
have known it.0 =~ . .

Under these circumstances, consider the irony of a famous Trotskyist
rcconomist, Ernest Mandel, who lolds that the present deep recession
“has come to an end.”:0 - Under the Buise of praising “the validity of
parts of Marx’s Capital [which] extend also into the {uture,” Mandel
hengs upon Marx’s shoulders his (Mandel's} analysis of slute-capitalist
mnonstrosities as “nat yet fully-Aedged classtess, that is sanialist, soricties:
the USSR and the People’s Republics of Eastern Eurepe, Ching, North
Vietnam, North Korea and Cuba,”11 :

7 Foreign Afairs, January, 1977, “A Troubled World Economy.”

8 Ernest Mandel, “A llesitant, Uneven, and Inflatienary Uptuen,” faterconsin.
ental Press, 11.20.76.

9 Even that “unthinkable” war is now flirted with by the WS, rulers with (he
latest horrifying approval by the Carter Adminisisation of he neatron bomle Ax -
1 wrole In the 1977.78 Perspectives Thesin: Nothing in Hiller's Germany, from the
“seeret weapon™ with which Hitler threatencd world destruction, to the nctun)
genocide he practiced within his domain, is any mateh for the acreof militory
technology now in the hands of the superpowers, ILS, especially, What delmmaiizod
ereature rould compede  with  the superscientist-military-indusisial complex of
State Planness which dares describe a8 bomb s “clean” because, though this
neutran bomb can mass kil by radintion, it leaves property inlact! (See “Time Is
Running Jut,” News & Letters, Aug.Sepr. 1977.)

10 Intercontinental Press, 11.29-76,

11 Emest Mandel's Introdurtion 1o the Pelican Marx Library edition of Vol,
I of Marx's Capital, p, 16, All other referencen ta the Intraduection and to Vol. §
will include the paginntion direcily in my rext,
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That this can pass muster with Penguin Rooks “in associntion with
New Left Review” which is the editor of their Pelican Marx Library
speaks volumes for the sad state of today's schalarship. Wiether, in this
case, the choice of Mandel has conte abont by virdue of his name s
author of Marxist Kconomie Theory, or otherwise, is their probleny, not
ours. Flsewhere I had already eriticized that work. There 12 [ have
shown that, while bourgeois ideolopues were enzmored with Mandel's
statement that he had “strictly abstained from gnoling the sacred texts,”
it was not true. as The Eronomiea claimed that B wae basowes Mandel
replaced “Marx’s Victorian facts and statistics by contemporary smpirical
material” Rather, it was hecause Mandel tailended the Keynesian
theary of “'uMlective demand.” Mere what concerns us is not so muelr
Mandel's “Marxist analysis of contemporary mateeial™ as Mendel's utter
perversion of notking short of Marx’s monumental work, Capital,

Capitalism™ ways of containing its economic crises within recession
level, rather than uncontrolleble Depression, is judged by Mandel 10 he a
“stabilizer," even thaugh it is precisely that type of concept that led to
the collapee of the establiched Marxist {Second) International with the
outbreak of the First World War. Where that shocking event had Lenin
return to Marx’s origins in Hegel, and the diclectic of transiormation
* into opposite, tnday’s Marxists plunge not enly into the latest series of
cconomic “facts™ sans any dialectical rudder, but alse to a violation of
the dialectical structure of Marx’s Capital itself. That, loq, i3 not “just
theory,” bu: that which gives, or could give when not vinlated, action
its direction. ’

. It becomes necessary, therefore, not to limit oneself to the economic-
political data of the year, but have that data be a new beginning for the
battle of ideas which -refuses to be shifted back and forth empirically
between the theoretical and the practical and vice versa, doth reduced
to the immediate level. Bereft of Hegelian-Marxist1? diulectics, not to
mention the strict relationship of workers® revolt against the “Accemulate,
accumulate!™ exploitative reationship, one can hardly escape irying to
hem in the analysis of today’s erises within the bounds of hourgeois ~—
private and state — ideology, and thus inflicl structuralism and the
latest twist in pragmatism on Marx’s greatest original work, Capital.

12 See “*True Rebirth' or Wholcsale Revision of Marxism?”, News & Letters,
"May and June-July, 1970,

13 I hyphenate Hegelian-Marxian, not to mate my nwn view and thus taunt
the vidgar materinlist-seientists like Althuseer and Mande), but because in the
very section of Mars's awn Postlace to the second edition of Capiral, 10 which
Mande} refera 10 “prove™ that Marx wan w materialist, net *ideallst” dinlertictan,
Marx writes: “The mysuncation which the dialectic suffers in Hegel's hands by
no means prevenis him from being the first to present fta general forms of motion
in & romprehennive and i " {p, 103). And wihin tha tex) fiself,
as we know, Marx further siresses that Hegelian dislectics is the “source of ol
dialectics.”
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N OUR DAY, we have the situation where 1 new French translation

of Capital is introduced by that official Communist-structuralist,
Louis Allusser, who stooped to prendo-psychoanalysis to express his
venom against Marxs Critique of the Negelian Dialectic as “the pro-
digious ‘abreaction’ indispensable 1o the liquidation of his |Morx's)
‘disordered’ consciousness ™14 And, for the Enplish world, the beautiful
new translation of Capital is, 05 we saw, burdened with an introduction
by the Trotskyist epigone, Ernest Mandel, whe spreads himsell over
some 75 pages of “Intreduction.” ’

From the very beginning — in the first section Mandel dares_entitle
“The Purpose of Capital” — he does not merely peddle his view of
Russiz as “socizlist,” and does nol only seck to disjoint the “scientifin”
from its revolutionary content, but unashamedly Dooks these views to
“the distinction™ Marx drew between “utopian and scientific socialism,”
as if Marx would not have stopped short of tolerating forced labor camps!,

That the two — the new edition of Marx’s Capital, and analyses
of today’s global crises — do not hang apari, but are integrally related,
is clear enough. What is clearer still 3s that Mandd is presenting, not
Marx’s views, but lis own, No wonder he also sees “stabilizers” in pri-
vale capitalism's development, though, as revalutionary, he wishes that
overthrown, Vulgarization of Marxism has its own dislectie, 1t js neces.
sary, therefore, to disentangle Marx from Mandel, to remain rooted in
Marx’s philusophy of liberation as ¢ totality, and to face with sober senses
the alicnated world reality that must he uprooled' if we are to release
the revolutions-to-be from the crisis-ridden state-capitalist age.

It is not a question of needing *“to know” Marx's Capital “in
arder cerrectly” to be able tn analyze todoy's global erises. Rather, it is
that today’s cconomic crises campel one not- to separate cconomics from
politics, and not only as the capitalists naturally do from_their class
point ol view, hut objectively as the antagonistic relationships et the
poirt of production are scen to produce markel erises created in
production.

o

Thus, it is not just thut the “investment drought™ is a great deal
more than just “hesitant.” What is interesti g in the Fareign Affairs
analysis of “The Troubled World Feonomy™ is that it recognizes that
inseparable from that pivotal “investment drought,” even when there is
soine grawth, fs the rise in energy cost which mieans that, aleng with
the rising cost of antemated equipment, oo much value s invesied, com.

W For Marx, p. 35, Alhuser's new Preface 1o the Freneh edition of Capital,
Vol. 1, ix vepraduced i the Brivish e of Lenin und Philosophy and Other
Exsaps, pp. 0%100, See ala my “Crivique of Althusser’s  Anti-Hegelianism,”
News & Letters, Oot, 19,
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pared to lubor productivity, when so little living labor iz being used in
production, Therefore it is telling “the West™ not to he overly happy
with their “petro-recyclers,” that is to say, Big Capital’s way of getting
those oil billions from the fvur-fald increase of prices back from the
Middle East potentates, and inlo its own hunds by selling machinery and
military hardware.

The point is that the recession is so decp, so internal, as well as so
linked with the world market, that the highly industrialized countries are
not programming great expenditures for new plants end equipment. This
is at a time when profits are high, and so shuky sre European economies
and 5o great the fear of revolutions {or at least “Communists in govern-
ment"), that the U.S. has become o magnet for foreign capital investinent
even as Europe was that magnet for U5, Big-Capital’s investment going
abroad in the 1950s. '

Finally, even bourgeois economists understan * that the centerpicce,
the nerve, the muscle as well as the soul of all capitalist production is
labor — the extraction from living labor of all the unpaid hours of
labor that is the surplus value, the profits — and that, therefore, neither
the market, ner political manipulation by the stale, nor control of that
crucial commodity at this moment — oil — can go on endlessly without
its relationship to the life-and-death commodity: Jahor power. Foreign
Affairs concludes: “cartels don’t have infinite lives . . . and thus will

- one day narrow the conditions between prices of energy and cost of
production,” :

One would think that so erudite an cconomist as Mandel knows the
relationship of value to price, and I do not doubt that ebstrectly he
does,. But watch what he dues as he hits out at Marxists who have
eriticized him' for -attaching teo much impertance to the market. He
lectures them thusly: .

“, . . the capitalist mode is the production of commoditics . . .
this produetion in no way implies the automatic sele of the
commadities produced . . . the sale of commodities at prices
yielding the average rate of profit . . . in the final analysis.”"15

As if this vulgarization of Marx’s analysis of the dialectical relation.
ship between production and iis reflection in the market crisis were not
far enough a distance from Marxian *“economies,” Mandel reaches for
Muta's st cruciol anslvsie of the unemploved army as “the absolute
general law” of capitalist production, Here is how he strips the “absclute
general law" to fit, in answer to the monetarist Prof. Brunner’s bourgeois
delense of the need to lower inflation, even though its “price is unemploy-
ment”:

15 Intercontinenial Press, 11-29-36,




“There can he no better confirmation of the analysis of Kurl
Marx made in Cupital, more then a century ago: in the fong run
capitalism cannot survive without an industrial reserve army .. "

Though ene acquainted with Mandel's cconomist specialization should
be accustamied to the meny ways he has of turning Marx upside down,
this is cnough to muake onc's hair stand on end. Far from saying that
capitalism “eannot survive without an industrial reserve army,” Marx
says “the absolute general law of eapitulist accumulation” — the un.
employed army “and the dead weight of pauperism” — would bring
capitalism Jown. The antagonistic character of capitalist accumulation
sounds’ “the knell of capitalist private property. The expropriators are
expropriated” (p, 029). ) .

Now it isn’t that Mandel doesnt “know” such ABCs of Marxism,
It is that a pragmatist’s ideclogy is as blinding us the “science™ of today’s
myriad market transactions, and one extra moment's look at the matket,
away from jrreconcilable clnss contradiction at the point of production,
. and the inescapable turns out to be the violation of the Marxism of Mayx!
It is high time to turn to Marx's methodology in his greatest theoretical
work, Capitel. It was na accident, whatever, why, precisely why, Marx
refused to deal with the market until after — spme 850 pages after —
he dealt dialectically and from every possible angle with the process of
production. It is time we took a deeper Jook at Mandel, away frem the
market, as “pure” theoretician and revolutionary,

As we showed before, Mandel, from the very first section of his
Introduction to Capital — “The Purpose of Capital* — tries to hang on
Marx a 20th-century epigone's contention that Russia is “sacinlist.” By
the end of that section, Mandel has separated Marx's “scientific . . .
cornerstone™ by still another restatement about capitalism creating “the
econamic, material and secial preconditions for a sociely of associated

“producers™ (g, 17). Such “rock-like foundution of scientific truth” left
uont but a single word — *“freely” {my emphasis). Freely is the specific
word, contept, living reality that was the determinate of Marx's “ob-
jective and strictly scientific way™ not only of distinguishing his analyses
{rom all others, but characierizing his swhele life. Marx's own words read:

“Let vs finally imagine, for o chenge, an association of free
men, working with the means of produstion held in eomman . . .
The veil is not removed fram the countenance of the social life.
pracess, i, the provess of maierial production, until 3t becomes
production by freely amocisted men, and stands under their cou
scious and plunned control,” (p, 171, p. 173)

Marx's sentence is from that greatest and most concise of all sections
in Capitel, an the dialectical method. Thaugh dialeetics is not enly
method, but the dialectics of liheration, the last scction of Chapter 1 of
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Cupital — “The Fetishizn of Commadities™ ~~ mukes nn entranee in
Mandel's section entitled *The Mothml of Capital” 1n my et that
fullows Frran Marvism and Freedom, 1 have gone inte preat detail on the
relationship of the historic experience of tie Paris Commiune 1o Marx's
dialectical concept af the “fetishiem™ of the cammeodity-form, Here it is
sulficient to point to the fact that neither friends nor enemies, no malter
how “new™.and “independent™ they thought thweir own philorophy 1o br,
{as, far instance, Sartre’s Existentialismst®), has denied tie pivotal role
of that section to any comprehension of Marx’s Cupital, expeciully its
dialectics. . -

Fetishism contained Mart's very - original dialectic, which, though
rooted, s is all dialectics, in the Hegelian, has u live, concrete, revoly-
tionary subject — the proletariat. This s not “a political conclusion’’
tacked onto evononiics. Rather, it is the “variable capital” in ils live form
of the wage worker who, at the point of production, is sa infuriated at
the attempt to transform him into *an appendage™ to a muchine, that he
rises up —- from strikes-to outright revalulio:s — 1o ujroot the old
- soriely and create totally new, truly luman relations as frecly associated
men. Mandel, however, as we saw ot only makes no mention of the
section on Fetishism,?¥ hut perverts the whale concept of freedom hy
yeducing “freely assotiated men” 1o just “a society of assuciated pro-
ducers.” And so proud is he of his interpretation that that phrase becomes,
literally, the final word of the whole Introduction (p. 86},

Mary, on the other hand, alter deveting a Tifetime to completing
Val. [ of Capital in 1867, did nat, feel satisfied with his conerctization of
“the fetishism™ of the commodity-form. It was only after the Paris
Commune, as ke worked out the French edition of Capial, 1872-75,
that he reworked the section yet once upain, and called attention to it
and other changes by asking oll to read thot edition as “i1 possesses a
scientific value independent of the original ind should be consulled cven
by readers familior with the German™ {p. 105).

S FOR LENIN,-it tock nothing short of the eutbreak of the First

World War and the collapse of the Second International, and

his own restudy of Hegel's Science of Logic in that cataclysmic period,
. to write:

16 Sep Sarce's Search For A Method and Critique de ln Raison Divlectique.
Sea also my critinue *Jean-Paul Sartre: Outsider Looking In.* Chapter 6. Philosaphy
and Revolusion, pp. 188-210,

17 By no accldent whatever, MandeT's balfsentence reference (p, T4) to the
existenes of the section on “Fetishism of Cammedities” s In what could be ealled
the sales section of his Introduction, “Marx's Theory of Money."
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“It is impossible complelely to understand Marx's Caupivel, and
espeeinlly its first ehapter, withont having thoroughly studied and
understood  the whole of llegel's Logic. Consequently, hell a
century later none of the Marxists wnderstood Marx ™14

Evidently, Mandel thinks he has done Lenin one hetier when, in
explaining dialectical method, he points ta the fuct that Marx's dialectical
method helps “pierce through new layers of mystery” not alone by con-
trasting appearance to essencey, bul in showing “why a given ‘essence’
appears tn given concrete forms and not in others™ (p. 20}, Tov had it
made Mandel think that he has pierced through that mystery, not by
sticking with the specificity of the enmedity-form, but by plunging into
“snles,” to which he adds “real Listory.” What he fails to cite is that the
real history of that first chapter, as well as its dialectics, is exactly what,

in 1943, Stalin ordered excised in the “teaching™ of Capital 19

On the contrary, Mundel skips over both the fact and the why of

- Stalin’s “academic™ order in the midst of the holocaust and, instead, hails
as a “rebirth of true Marxisns” the 1954 codification of that very revision
of the law of value in the Textbook of Palitical Economy. The Russians
labored 10 years belori: they could write as if that hnd alweys been the
interpretation of Marxian cconomics. Mandel begins there straightaway.

This is nat because Mandel is the brilliant one. The Russians have
a Xkyear priority in that field. But the Comniunist state-capitalists had
ta, first — upon the dircct orders of Stalin —- make the admission that
they were changing “the teaching” of Marxian political cconomy. They
then had o iake sure that the texts prior to 1943 did a “disappearing
ucl” in order, from then on, to begin writing without further ado about
the “orthodox™ interpretation of the law of value.- Ahove all,- they had
to work out the consequences of the break with the structure of Capital
which reveals not only the exploitative nature but also the perversity of
capitalism: The machine is master of man, which gives rise to the
fetishistic appearance of commodities and presents the relations between

* men as if they were mere exchange of things,

Then, and only then, could the Russian theoreticions, Stalinized
and “deStalinized,” write as il the startling 1913 revision was “Marx-

16 Lenln, Collecied Works, Yol. 38, p. 180, .

19 This was frst reveabsd in the article in Pud Znamenem Maraizma (Under
The Hanner of Maerxism), No. 78, 1943, However, the magazine Jdid not peark
this country until 1944, at which time T transntedd it inte English and it was pule
lished in the American Economic Rediew, No, 3, W, under the titde, “Teaching
ol .Eronomics in the Sa Uslaw” See aiso Wil Lisner in the New Vork Times,
(et 1. 1934, The rentroversy in this cauntry, on the startling reversal fn Mary
teachings, eontinoed in the papes of the Amerivan Evonemic Review lar on
year, See espreially Paul Baran's “New Trends in Russian Economic Thinking,"
Devember, 1945 My ebiual, "Revision or Reallirmation of Marsism," Admerivan
Fronomie feviesw, Noo 3, appeared in Seprenther, 1945,
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ism.” Tt 3en't that the erudite Mandel hadn't “read” the controversies,
Rather, the loss of memory was planned for purposes of presenting a
“true rehirth™s “After Stalin’s death, and especinlly after the effccts of
Khrushchev's reforms had been exhausted, Soviet econvmic thought un.
derwent a true rebirth,"20

Mundel’s “real history™ turns out to be a complete jumble — “pre-
suppositions,” plus mixing wp dead and living Inbor: “Commodity pro-
duction as a basic and dominant feature of cconotsic life presupposes
capitalism, that is & society in which labor-power and instruments of
lubor have themselves become commodities™ (p. 21, my emphasis),
Turning Marx sn far upside down that “instrumenis of lubor” arc on the
same lovel as the differentia specifica of capitalism — fubior power us
4 commodily — cannot bt lead to his climactic separation of logic and
history: “In that sense it is true that the analysis of Vol. T of Capital
is logical (based upon dinlectical logic) and not historieal” {p, 21).

Now Marx methodologicelly left the genuine historic origins of
capitalism to the end of the volume, so that its tendency — fuw of
mation, not, as Mande! would have it, laws of motion — should not
become n matter of diverting us from what is the result of strict, com- .
maodity-production capitalism, no matter how that “first dollar,” so to
speak, was obtuined. Just as trying to take Chapter 1 ont of its structura}
order {as Stalin felt compelled to. do in 1943 as ke prepared ta make sure
that the workers in postWorld Wur Il Russia rwonld work hard and
harder) was a total violation of the dielectiral structure of Marx's
Cupital, 5o, too, is Mandel's mixing up the “real history™ of the rise.
of capitalism instead of presenting it dialectically. Marx moved it to
the end, roz because there is o division hetween history and dialectics,
but because dialectics contains both, and, therefore, the discernment of
the law of mation of capitalist preduction, strict commodity preduction,-
could be grasped best when one limited oneself to capitalist production
and capitalist production alone, -

- Marx never tired of repeating that his original contribution was
the split in the category of lobor -— abstract and concrele Iabor; labor
as activity and labor-pawer a5 commodity; labor as wot only the source
of all value which includes surplus value, but the subject who would
uproot it. Se “single purpose” g revolutionary theorctician was Marx
in all his multitudinons and basic discoveries that, though he devoted
some 850 pages (it is aver 1,600 pages in the Pelican edition which in-
cludes the famous heretofore unpublished *“Chapter 6" of the Archives)
in Vol. T to that question, he no sooner started Vo, 11 than he repeated:
“The peculiar claracteristic is not that the commodity Inbor-power is
saleable, but that labor-power appears in the shape of a commadity,™21

20 Ernest Mandel, Marxist Economic Theary, p. 726.
21 Cupital, Vol. 11, p, 37,
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"Mandel, however, is convineed that — once he has “explained"™ what
Yo

he calls “historic dimension™22 2 being the oppesite of the etlernal; and
tontrasted appearance to essence where nevertheless sppearance is signi-

ficant; and then separated logical from histurical where nevertheless “the ‘

logical analysis docs 1etlect some hasic tremds of historical development
after all” {p. 22) — he has thereby been faithful 10 Marx, 23 against
those “from Bernstein to Popper™ who called far the “removal of the
dialectical scaffolding™ as “mystical.” Mandel thereupon  plunges into
“The Plan of Capitad,” as if thit were ouly a matter of dates and pages,
instead of the actual restructuring of Cupital on the hesis of what did
.come not only historically, but from below.

What Marx did, in restructuring Capital, wns based on these
struggles from helow ~- “the workers' struggle for the 8-hour day and
the Civil War in France where the Paris Communards had “stormed
the heavens.” There was no State Pien, no State Property, no Party, The
Comumune’s greatest achievement, he concluded, was “its own working
existence” (iy emphasis},

) But what docs Mandel choose to iHustrate what a commodity is?
Here is his definition: “I a pound of opiuin, 2 box of dum-dum bullets
ar a portrait of Hitler find customers on the market, the lobor which has
been spent on their ontput is socially =ecessary labor” {p, 43.44), Nothing
conld possibly be & more totul absolute oppusite of what Marx analyzed
in socinlly necessary labor time which, in the case of capitalism, is “dead
labor dominating living labor™ and, in the case of soctalism, is the
*pluce for humen self-development.” .

Mandel is oblivious to all this, Instend, he writes of “Marx's key
discovery: theory of surplus value,” as if that 100 invelved mostly market,
sales, money -— the whole distribntive sphere which Marx held would
blind us not only to the primacy of relations of production, hut make us,
indeed, fzll victim to the fetishism of commoditics, which fredy — and
only [reely —. associated men can possibly strip off,

Marx, however, was so determined to stress the freedom that he
warned the Paris Communards that unless control is totally in their own
hands, even cooperative labor can become a “sham and a enare” He
returned 1a the subject in Vol 11 of Capital:

22 “The historical prinviple™ is exaeily what e Russions used as the reacan
for eunting out Chapter t of Capital, An | wrok: in my commentary then {1944):
The ldens and methodology of 1the arlicle are not aceldental. They are the
methodology of an “intelligeni<ia” concerned with the arquisition of “surplus
products.” What is imperiant is that this depariure from “past teaching of political
economy” nctually mirrors economic reality, The Soviet Union has entered the
period of “applicd economics™ Instead of theory, the article presents an admin.
istrative formula for minimum costs and mavimum production, It I the constitution
of Hus-ia's jiost-war economy, .
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Yoo we must not follow the manner copied by Prondhon from
bourgeois cconomics, which looks upon Ahis matter as though
a society with o eapitalist mode of production wonld Jose its
prific bisorical and cconomic characteristios by bting taken
as @ unit, Not at all. We luve in that case to deal with the

ALY

agsregate capitnlist, 2

CUAY'S GLOBAL CRISES clicited from Mandel what is-not ob-
vious in his Introduection to Murx's Capital, but in fact underlies
his total misconrce tion, and that is the coneept of an existing equilibrium
— and in eur erisis.ridden age, at that, Thuk, as he got to the “Deeper
Causes™ in his analysis of #A Hesitanit, Uneven, Inflationary Upturn,” he
cited what in fact characterizes all his bhooks and articles, and that is
Kondratiev’s “long wave theory.” ' ’ ’
The fact that the editor — Neww Left Review — of this new edition
of Marx™s Cupital can, in two succeeding issues of New Left Review, both
praise Mandel's Late Capitalism and alio catch the revisionisind boll of
Marxism and Trotskyism inherent in Mandel's adherence to Kondratiov's
“long wave theory,” shows il corfusion prevalent in ail wodarn.day
Marxist theoreticiuns wha try 10 keep away from the theary of slate-
capitalism, leaving ol their “newness” conteined in the time.abstraction
of “Late Capitalism™ — not 1o mention academiciuns & la Daniel Bell
who call it “postindustrial” As if the transformation into_ opposite of
Lenin's into Stalin’s Russia were a mere passing “historical detour,” from
which “dark ‘interlude” §t “slawly begun to emerge in the 19504" {p. 85),
Mandel shows further how very “au courant” he really.is by referring
not only to James Burnham’s Managerial Revolution of the carly 19405
but alse Galbraith's “technostructure™ New Industrial State of the
1960s (p. B1), not to mention Paul Samuclsun’s concept of “mixed
ecanomy” — every thesis except the real issue which tore Trotskyism
apart before World War 11, and wreaked hevoe within Stalinism in
the post-World War 1t period and is conlinuing to this day in Eostern
Europe, '

What did split Trotskyism and what is at issue at this very moment,
whether we look at_the global erisis of “the West™ or the whole warld
and its “restructuring,” especially the North-Soutl; dialogue, is the question
of the class nature of Russie.®s To trear the question seriously, we must

N Lapiral, Val 11, n. 803,

24 New Left Review, 204, Sepr-Oct, 1976, “The Theory of Long Waves: Kon.
dratiev, Trotsky, Mandel,” by Richard 1 Day: “No amount of subtiety can over-
vome the basic fact thay, In Trotsky's v .w, long-waves — or long eyeles — were
incompatiblo with a Marxint periodizatl o of the history of capitalinm.”

25 T isn't that Mandel doesn't knov of the claw nature of Runda that was
designated as state-capitalism. Ermest Mande) heppened 10 have been the pemon
who debated me in 1947 when | presented the theory of state-caplialism, which 1
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neithier stop at journalistic phrases, nor at Mao's late discovery uffer he
broke with “deStalinized”  Russia and first then began 1o desiprrate
Russia as “state-capitalist,” No, we must begin a1 the beginning, when
Mars first projected, in the ceueial, famous, irreversible French edition,
1872.75, the idea that the law of concentration and centralization of
capital would reach its witimate when “the entire sacisl capital was
united in the hands of cither o single capitalist or a single capitalist
company™ (p, 779). '

Now, though Mandel does even less about this addition to Capital
then he did with fetishism, whids he mentioned in a single phrase, the
fact is that this is not i Marx said of the ultimote development of
concentrntion and centrelization of capital. Nor is it only that his closest
collabnrator, Frederick Engels, who edited Vols, I oand 11 of Capitad,
added some stutenients about Marx's prediction of monapaly, The addi.
lions to the 1872.75 French publicution vvere, in turn, followed by
Anti-Diikring wpon which Mars collaborated with Engels, It yeads:

“The more productive forces it {the state} takes over, the more
it becomes ihe collective body of capitalists, the more citizens jt

exploits . . , State ownership of the productive forces i not the
" .

solution of the conflict . . ,

Far from “ownership” alone determining the clnss relationship,
Marx, from his first break with bourgeois society in 1813, through liis
leadership in the Workingmen's (First) Internationel Associntion in
1864, to his death in 1883, never- varied from “dead [ahor dominating
living labor™ as, the determinant of ‘capitalism,

As always, however, it is conly when a concrete objective crisis
makes philesophy a matter of concrete nrgeney for revolutionarivs, that
theory becomes “practical.” It was not only when the Second Internalional
collapsed ‘along with private, competitive cepitalism, that Lenin saw the
dialecticel transformation into oppasite, the counter-revolution within
révolution, He saw it in the workers' state itsell. He worricd shout jts
revolutionary leadership — its main “theeretician,” Bukharin, and Ais
mechanical malerinlism, Lenin suddenly feared that his co.leader was
not “fully a Marxist” since he “did ot fully understand the dialectic.”

It wasn’t a question of the word, “state-capitalism.” Bukharin had
used the expreasion “state-capitalism.” So did Leon Trotsky who, in 1919,

was the first ta work out from original Russlnn sources on the busig of the first
three Five Year Plans, wher the Russians were il dpmuteo o
inw . of vaiue in their “socilist land.” (Sce “Analyis of the It an Ecenomy,
New Internationnl, December, 1942, January, 1943, Februnry, 1943: and agoin in
December, 1946 and January, 1947, Afer World War II, 1 anslyzed the fourth
Five Year Plan, “New Developmenty in Stalin's Russia,” in Labor detion, October,
1944.) Following that conlerence of the Fousth International, the French Trotskyist
theoretical journal, of which Mandel was an ediior, published my ariicle on the
Varga controversy {ree Quatrieme Internationale, Jan-Feb, 1944, ) :
0846
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in the First Manifesto of the Thind International, wiote:

“The state cantrol of social Tife far which capitalism so strived,
is become reality. There is no turning back cither to free com-
petition or to the dumination of trusts . . . The question consists
solely in this: who shalf control state production in the future —
the imperialist state, or the state of the viclarious proletariay?”

Now it is true that Trotsky recognized this only theoretically, and,”
in {nct, did not accept state-capitalism as the designotion for Stalinist
Russia, though he fought Stalinism and held that “The Kevolution |Was]
Betrayed.” 1Tt is not true that Lenin didv’t see both state-capitalisin and
its absolule opposite ~— the revolutionary, self-determining ‘subject, the
proletariat that was the whole, withont which there was ne new socicty.
Which is why his il was almost as.adamunt against the “administra-
tive mentality” (Trotsky and Bukharin} us aguinst the one wliose removal
he demanded — Staliz.

{n any ease, once World War 11 ended, and capitalise: had also
learned “to plun™ and “to-nationalize,” Vurga saw no signs of a gencral
cconomic crisis coming any carlier than a decade Lence, whereupon
Stalin had the whole Institute of Warld Feonomics turn apainst him,
Varga was made 10 repudinte his wrillen view of the post-war economy
as any new stage of world cconomy. Maria, Natovpo-Smit was left stand-
ing ulone, defending the position that the stage of world cconomy was
“state-capitalism™ and quoting Lenin, who had seen its element in World
War I:

“During the war, world capitalisin took a step forward not only
toward concentration in general, but also toward state-capitalisin
in even a greater degree than formerly. 20 ' ‘

Just as Stalin buried Lenin’s first grappling with clements of state-
capitalism, so the Trotskyist epigones vvaded the whele theoratical ques-
tion of state.copitelism in Russin, which had led to such deep splits in
the Fourth International, that Mandel now (and not anly in his journal.
istic writings but in his new book Late Capitalisin) has “rchabilitated”
Kondratiev and his long-term equilibriem analysis!

In Stalinist Russia, with its Draconian laws againm labor, and de
hmmanized forced-labor camps, the 1943 revision in the law of value was
followed by Zhdanov's 1947 revision in philesophy, which invented
nothing short of “a new dialectical law™ — “Criticism and Self-Critlcism™
— in place of the objectivily of the contradiction of class struggle and
“negation of negation,” that is to say, proletarian revolution, De.Stalin-

26 Lenin, Collected Works, Yol, XXX, p. 300 (Hussian edition), The Steno-
graphic Heport of that debate was published In English by Public Afairs Preas,
Washington, D.C., 1948,
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ised Iiesin did nothing 1o change this wholesale revision of Marx's
Historieal-Dialectical Materialism,

Mamdel's beinging in “history™ now is indistingnishable from Stalin-
jai's elnim that the commodity-forn and law of value have existed before
capitalism and after. and pre wit “only™ capitalistic. 1t is sud, inderd, Lo
have to recosd aleo that Tratskyism, despite the foct that Trotsky had
always Tought Stnlinism, thus not beamirching any coneept of stcialism,
nowatdays keeps its political battles =0 far afield {rom its eronontics
and philowaphy that its mojor leader, Mandel, can actually hail Russian
pastwar revisions as a “trae rebinh” of Murxism, ’

" The result is o violation of both Marxian theory znd practice, not
only “in generl,” but as it affects the view of the present global criscs,
not just ute the question of analysis of any set of crises. The question
goes far heyond any “refiggering of ‘the world's economic balance
sheet by playing around with the latest bag of tricks on bourgeais and
developing countries, such as “indexing” the prices of raw . materials,

The point is that, even if one didn’t wish to accept’ our analysis of
state-capitaliam as the total conteadietion, absolute antagonism in which
is concentrated nothing short of revolution, and counter-revolution, oue
would lave 10 admit that the twotality of the contradiciions compels a
totul philesophic outlook, Teday's dialectics is not just philosephy, - but
dinlvctics of liberation, -of self.emancipation by all forces of revolution —
proletariat, Black, vwomen, youtli.: The beginning and end of all revolves
aroind lalor, Therein in the genins af Marx, who, though he wrote
during a “free enterprise, private property, competitive-capitalistic era,”
saw that, instend of plan ¥4, market chavs being the absclute opposites,
the chaos in the warkel war, In fuct, the expression of the hicrarchic,
despatic plats of capital at the point of production. “Materinlism®™ without
dintectics in “idralism,” bourgeois ‘idealism of the state-cupitalist age.
As 1 polnted out in my celtique of Mandel's Marxist Economic Theory:

No wonder that the bourgeois mviewers were so pleased with
Mandel's view ol the market mechanisms acling as “stabilizers.”
Mande] wanted o synthesize the overproduction, underconsumption
dispropectionality thearies of crises with Marx's, which is related
strictly 1o the law of value and surplus value, But as Marx said of
Proudbon, “He wirhes to be a sxynthesis, he is a composite
error.'"2?
September 21, 1977
Detrait, Michigan

27 Poverty of Philosophy, p, 228
25
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AI'PENDIX
Tony Cliff Reduces Lenin’s Theory
To “Uncanny Intuition’"!

If Marx did not leave behind him a “Logic™ (1with
a capital letter), he did leave the logic of Capital
.« Intelligent idealism i closer to intelligent me.
terialisme than stupid materivlism. Dialectical ideal-
ism instead of intelligent; metaphysical, undeveloped,
dead, crude, rigid instead of stupid.”

Lenin, Philosophic Notebooks?

To grasp the meaning of Lenin's book [Imperial.
“ism], unlike that of let us say, Rosa Luxemburg's
(The Accumulation of Copital) or Hillerding's, one
docs not have to be familiar with Marxist economic
writings,

Tony‘ Clift, Lenin, Vol. Two (pp. 59.60)

ARX'S CAPITAL hos pone on many adventures after the

guthor’s death, 1883. These hecame tortuons after the death
of his lifelong collaborator, Engels, 1895, The frst revolulionary to
question Macx's theory of expanded reproduction was the very one —
Rosa Luxemburg — who, with her brilliant pamphlet, Reform ar
Revolution ?, had bested the revisionists who challenged Marx's “economic
theories” and accused them of being weighted down by o “dialectical .
scaffolding.” It wasn't that Luxémburg ever denicd that bottle of ideas, .

'

1 Tony Cliff, Leain, Vol. Tuo, All Power to the Soviets (Plulo Press, Londen,
1976), p. 378. Pagination refercnces to this hook will appear direcily in the
following text,

2 - Lenin, Collected Forks, Vo, 38 (Foreign Languagrs, Moscow, 1961), p. 319,
The reierences to Lenfn's works in my text which follows, as in my preceding
Introdurtion, cite this velume. In the preceding rhapters on Capitnl, however,
the references were to my own translntion of Lenin, which was published as
“Appendix B" 1o the 1958 cdilion of Marxism and Freedom, as no “oflicial” 1rans-
Intion was then availuble, | wans the first to translate into English Lenin's “Abstract
of Hegel's Science of Logic” When Moscow finally published Lenin's Phitosophic
Nutebooks in English, they not only Ieft out Aderatsky's Introduction to the fing
Russtan edition of 1930, hut alse the Lenin Institute’s listing of what hooks Lenin
ealled for, tiot just in Bern, 1914-16, but in Russia afier taking power. It bears
repealing Adoratsky: “Despite the fact . . . of the extreme situation and the
necessity to give all attention and ail energy to practical questions, Lenin continued
tu interest himself in questions of philosophy. This is evident from his readings
v« On June 24, 1921, he asked for & Russian transiation of Hegel's Logic and
Phenomenology of Mind . . . Lenin not only reed bul wrote on the question and
philesophy. Nine-lenths of the remarks on Bukharin's Economics of the Transition
Period concern the question of method.™
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but the horrid emergence of imperialism from the latest capitalist de-
velopment led Luxembury to question “what" Eagels “made out of”
the manuseripts Marx had left fue Yole, 1 and 11 of Capited, cspecially
Vol. 1. In any case, the debutes over her grestest theoreticnl work,
The Aceumulation of Capital (1913) - whether it was, as she claimed,
a “supplement,” or a ‘revision «= were still on when the greatest of all
shockers befell Marxist revolutionaries: the betrayal of the German
Sovial Nemocracy at the outhreak of World War L

Under the circumstances, Lenin {who had made an outline of his
critique of Luxemburg's work which he considered a new version of
undercansimplionism not wolike the Narodniki®) chunged his mind. lo-
stead, he embarked on something totally new, and totally apart from what
all other Marxist revolutionaries who had not betrayed were doing. Lenin,
at ane und the some time, along with taking the most extreme aidi-war
pasition, calling for the tronsformation of the imperiulist war inlo a
civil war, plunged into the study of llegel's Sefence of Logic. Oh, yes,
Capital was still the theoretic determinant, but Lenin was not arguing
on the basis of whm he or ony other Marxist had written sbout it
Instead, Lenin proceeded to probe Marx's awn roots o the Hegelion
dialectic.

No doubt, his collenzues, had they known what he was doing in the
Bern library when the world was, literally, going to pieces, would have
thought it & strange sight to sce him poring over Hegel's Scienee of Logic
and concluding alt Marxisis (himself included, obviously) hed nol “cam-
pletely” understond Maex's Cupital, “especially its fisst chapter,” since
“it s hnpossible” to do se “without having thoroughly studied and
understond the nhole of Hegel's Logic” {p. 180). Later Lenin hit out
esprcially hard against “the futher of Marxiem” in Russia, so recognized
by alf, expecially Lenin, as the greatest Marxist philosopher: '

“Plekhanov wrote on philosophy (dialeelics} probebly about 1,000
pages . . . Among them, alout the lurger Logie, in -connection
with i1, its thought (i.c., dialectios proper, as philosophical science)
nif!!™" {p. 277) . :

Long before Lenin had reached the end of the Science of Logic,
he expericneed o shock, not of hetrayal, os with the German Social
Democrats and with Plekbanov, hut of recognition. Here is how Lenin
first expressed his clation:

'3 Leninski Shornik, Vol 22 (Russian only) conlains lis otetlime of the artie
he intendml to write, See following wxt, p. 105, for further detail, “The Theortic
Mistakes of the Naradniki® was, originally, Chaper 1 of Lenin's first major work,
The Development of Capitalism fn Russio, Sinee that chupier had bwen leht out
of the English edition, T trandated it curing my debates on staleera italisin, See
New fnternational, Octodier, November and Decemlaer, 19530
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“Movement and ‘self-movement® (this NBY) . . . who would believe
this is the core of ‘Megelianism,’ of abstract and abstruse (pon.
derons, ahsurd?) Hegelianism¥? . . | Tie idea of universal
movement and change (1813 Logic) was conjectured before jts
application to life apd sociely. In regard 1o socicly it was pro.
cliimed carlier (1847) [Communist Munifesto} than it was
demonstrated in application te man (1859} [Origin of Species].
(p. 1)

From then on, Lenin began 10 work out the integrality of philosophy
and Marx's economic categories, Thus: “Hegel's analysis of syllogisms—
Ulniversal), P(articular), Hndividnal) — recalls Marx"s imitation of.
Hegel in Chapter 1 [of Capital }* (p. 178). As we see, it was not just
a question any longer of contrasting Essence vys, Appearance, which all
Marxists had been ready 1o aceept, along with “the materialist corcep-
tion of history™ as signifying economic structure as basic vs. ideologicel
superstzacture, or production as more fundamental than the market. No,
by then Lenin was in the “jdealist” Dactrine of the Notion;

Indeed, Lenin was to stop longest in the final chapter, “The Absolute
Idea,” precisely heeause he had worked ont so new a relationship of
idea? to real that he could write: “Alins: Man's consciousness not only
reflects the objective world, but creates it” (p, 212). Which didn%t mean
that Lenin went up into the wild Blue yonder. Quite the contrary. Every
writing he then embarked on ‘becams the theoretic. preparstion for pro- .
Aetarian’ revolution. His philosaphic break became the Great Divide in
Marxism, .

I1e no sooner finished reading the Science of Lagic than on January
5, 1915, he eddressed a lotler to Encyclopacdia Granat, for which he had
written the essay, “Karl Marx.,” He was trying to recall it in order to.
make “certein corrections in the section on dialectics . . . 1 have heen
studying this guestion of dialectics for the last month and a half and I
could add something to it if there was time .+ . Evidently there was
no time — or at least the bourgeois Cranat found no time —. to allow
Lenin to make his correction. Lenin then decided that he no longer
could accept any other Marxist’s i erialism, although he
had just a few months earlier favorably introduced Bukharin’s study
of imperialism and the world economy.

ONTRAST THIS history to Tony ClifTs listings. His chronology
does list: “23 August/S September: Lenin arrives in Berne
(Switzerland)” — and then proeeeds to meation that Lenin presented
his thesia on war to a Rolshevik conference. But neither there, nor in
the whole 411 pages of lext, Notes and Index of his second volume of
the three.volumep study of Lenin does Tony CHfT utter a single word that
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Lenin repaired 1o the library to study Hegel's Scienee of Logic and that
Lenin’s “Abstract of Tlegel's Lagic™ toak Trom September to Dec, 17,
1914, to eomplete 4 — after which followed 1935 and more “On Diglec-
ties” and everything from fmperialism 1o Marxism and the State, the
fiest version of State and Revolution,

Tony CNfT's Lesin is a most curions compilation, Though subtitled
“All Power to the Soview,” and although it follows the first volume
which already had centered on “Building The Party” {(and is so sub.
titled), it is thal same vanguasrdist theme thet permestes Vol Two as
well. Tndeed, the Foreword explains that the veason for the book, when
Trotsky's monumental History of the Russian Revolution had already
covered that period so magnificently, is the lutter's “serious defect’:
“The one thing noliceably missing is the Bolshevik Panty: its rank and
file; its cadres, its local committees, its Central Comminee” {p. ix}.

Se weighted down is Tony CHff with the eoncept of the vanguard
party to lead and the “calibre of leadership,” that he does not deign so
much #s to mention the philosophic break Lenin experienced at the
shock of the simulteneity of the outbreak of World War 1 and the col-
lapse of the Sccond International, and that all his political batiles, not
only with the Social Democrats who betrayed but with his Bolshevik
codeaders who didn’t betray, were grounded in his new concept of
dialectics,

A Marxist econamist like Tony ChHif is so litle concermed with-
Hegelion dialectics 62 years after Lenin's break that he fails to see the
_ relevance of Lewin’s study of Hegelian -dialecties cither to Marx's

“economic™ warks or to Lenin's Jmperiglism. The miniscule Chapter 4,
of five 'pages, Tony CIif devoles to the question, with the excuse that
he will deal with it in his third volume “which will deal wilk the Com.
munist International.” He will then develap his theory (his, not Lenin's,
analysis of imperialism). He, of course, has a perfect right to his own
views of imperialism. But that cennot be used as graund for not facing
Lenin’s theory at the time shien, and the manner in which Lenin de-
veloped it. He only therehy proves that eclecticism, bereft of methodalogy,
cannot appreciate methodology in others, in Lenin especially, because
his own so totally deviates from thet revolutionary vision which is in-

4 In Vol One, (Lenin: Duilding The Parcy, 1975}, CHIT does have vne single
refecence (p. 201} o “dislecticolly terse and lively Philosophic Notebooks” a1
the poimt where he criticizes Materiolism and Empirio-Criticism, One would have
thought that, even il Clilf had no time for roncretizing hin terse gingle statement
on the Notehooks, his preoceupation with the Party should have led him 1o ree
that, Stalinist detractors novwithstanding, Lenin himsell had not a word on “pany.
ness of philosophy.” Instead, ClTs point is that it was supposedly onle “in 1he
purivd i temvun aiter the revolulion™ that “Marsist philosophy inevitably came
to the fore™ {Vol. One, p. 209), No wonder he could not wee the Mutehooks as
Lenin’s philosoplie preparation for revolution,
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separeble from the concept of revolutionary Subject (the proletariat) as
both force and Reason,

The ground for this reductionist attitude to Lenin as theoreticlan
was, in faet, doid in Tony Cliff's first volume, where Cliff writes: “It was
hardly an exnggeration for the Nolshevik historian M. N. Pokrovsky to
wiite, “You will not find in Lepin a single purcly theorelicol work; eacl;
has a propagands yspect.’ ™ Whatever it was the “Bolsheyik™s meant by
“purely theoretical,” it is clear that what Tony CIiff thinks of as “pure
theory™ is “pure economics.”

Thus, when he does deign to praise Lenin, he condescendingly
stresses that Lenin's writing 2 “popular pamphlet dovs not nean that
he did not wark hard on it,” and then points to the fact ihat, as against
the “bookicl” imperiatism, the Notebuoks on Imperialism are “a massive
739 pages,” stressing especially that Lenin “read and annetated 148 books
and 232 articles” (p. 59). For Tony Cliff, the unfortunate part heie is
that, very obviously, he has nor? read those 739 pages. Hud he read
them®, he would have seen that, from the start, Lenin was by no means
only out for daiz, though that is mossive, but had read philosophic works,
from Lange's History of Materialism to Hegel's Phenomenclogy of Mind.

Whether Lenin had mmade as copious notes of the Phenomenology as
of the Science of Logic we cannot know, as the Moscow Institute did net
bother te inform us whether Lenin made them and they were lost, or he
never annotuted it. But there is no doubt that k2 had read it, and there
is no doubt that the “phenomenon™ of imperialism, and the “attitude™
to it, owes much to the work. (Incidentally, Lenin had also made earcful
note, in his “Abstract of Hegel's Seience of Logic,” of the references
Hegel himself made to his Phenomenology, which Hegel originally
congeived as the “Introduction™ to Logic.) '

Tony CIiff remains unmoved, deaf to the integrality of - philosophy
in Marx's or Lenin’s cconomic works. Me is so preoceupied with “the

breadth of analysis of Luxemburg or Hilferding,” not 10 mention DBuk. -

5 Clifl, Lenin, Vol, One, p. 256.

i Outbde of the fact that, having belonged hefore World War I to Trotaky's
Mezhrayonisy  (Interdistirict) organization and afterward, becoming o complere
Stalinist, Pokenveky wasn't exactly sn "Old Bolshevik™ in the traditional sense, he
does fit Lenin®z reavan for not attributing “signihcanre to the desire to hold on to
the word 'Bolshevism,” for 1 know some ‘old Rolheviks' from whom may God
preserve me” (“The Nascent Tendeney of ‘Imperinlist Economism' ™ was Lenin's
reply to Bukharin, This thesis, along with Bukharin's, Troisky's and all tendenciea
within the Bolsheviks, Mensheviks, ete. in ineludnd in The Bolitoody und the
#orid Fur, by Olga Hess' Cankin and H, H. Fisher (Sianford University, Cali-
fornia, 1940), which remains the best complilation -of documents for that period.

7 CHs reference is not to the Notehuoks on Imperialism, but 10 a May,
1959 article by L. G, Churchwood In The Australian Journol of Politics ond
History,

8 Notebooks on Imperialism (Russian editfon), Moscow, 1939, p 3.
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harin, that ke brings out this Turther “proof® of Lenin's failure of o
theoretical grasp -—— “the realization of surplus value, which for Rosa
Luxemburg became so central, [is] wot even mentioned in Lenin's book.
let,” and that, my dear readers, Tony CEff assures us, “is not accidentul™

(p. 60).

Now it is liard to believe that the erudite Tony CHil. who i pemning
a theeevolume stidy of Lenin, hos not bothered to acquaint himself
with what Lenin thought of Luxembury’s Acenmulution of Capital. e
has left himself the loophole of revealing all in the asyet-unpublished
Val. Three of Lenin, But he would first then again vielste the historic
chranology. In any case, let me help him find it. ln Leninski Sbornik,
Vol. 22, pp. 343-348, Lenin commented on Luxemburg's work soon after
it wes published in 19122, He outlines what he intends to write in his
critique:

“ROSA LUXEMBURG'S UNSUCCESSFUL SUPPLEMENT TO
MARXIST THEORY ' ' :
For example:
L 14 years ago. The Narodniks against the Murxists, Lega!
Marxists and Sociul Democrats. .
1L R. Luxemburg’s Perversion,
1L Posing of the theoretienl problem.
IV. 'Rosa Luxemburg's {“supplement™). Criticism.
Anti-criticiam.
V. Rosa Luxemburg’s “supplement.” A failure.
Vi.  Dialectics and eclectics.
VI, Impericism and realization of surplus value, (Rothstein,
ete. )™ .

Lenin’s Essay on Karl Marx is, of course, also a “popular pamphlet,”
50 it may not have interested Tony CIiff, but there, too, Lenin lists
Luxemburg's dccumulation of Capital in his bibliegraphy of Marxist
works as “an incorrect interprelation of Marxist theory.” And if Tony
Cliff insists on-“purely theorctical” works, then do please let him read
Lenin’s “Theoretic Mistakes of the Narodniki,” not to mention fm-
periulism. Yes, Imperialism. )

Instead, Cliff leads up to Chapter 4 by tolling us {in the chapter
on the National Question) that “many of the leading comrades in
Russia did not understand why Lenin wus 5o vehement in his opposition
to Bukharin” (p. 56 footnote), and in the very chapter on Imperialism,
skips to Lenin’s Wil {12/23.24/1922) 1o quote Lenin on Bukharin as

9 I have reproduced more of Lenin's Commentary fram Sdornik, Vol. 22, In
my debatne on Luvembucs in Mew Jas ional, Mamch, 1M2 My 08 Glilue
of Luxemburg's Accumulation of Copital wan reproduced on the 100th annivemary
of the publication of Marx’s Cupital, as Appendix 10 my State-Capitalism end

Marx's Bumunism {News & Lellers, 1967).
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the “biggest theoretician,” without so much es mentioning that a “bus”
follows:

“but his [Bukharins] theorrtical views can only with the very
greatest doubt be regarded us fully Marxian, for there is some-
thing scholastic in him. (He has never learned, and I think never
fully understood, the dialectic.)”

HAT 15 THIS dialcetic that made Lenin say -— and not just

in a polemical way, but in his Fill — that his Bolshevik co-
lender, Bukharin, who had never betrayed, who was always a revolution.
ary, who was, in fact, “the favorite of the whole party” and a2 “major
theoretician,” was “not fully 1 Marxist” because he had “never fully
understood the dinlectic”? The very work that Tony Cliff considers
so theoreiically snperior to Lenin's popularization was the one that Lenin
had first introSuced favorably, but after grappling with Hegel's diolectie,
found so non-dialectical that Jie undertook his own study. Lenin reiterated
his departure from Bukharin's “economism® also after conquest of power,
when Bukharin's Economics of the Transition Period1® once again
demonstrated a lack of *‘dialectics,” that is to say, disregard of the pro-
letariat as Reason, as Subject. ’

Secondly, and foremost, Lenin found Bukbarin's oppoesition to self |
determination not just bereft of the “dialactic of history,” but so total an
impediment to working with new national revolutionary forces, such as
the Erish revolutionaries, that he designated Bukharin’s position as nothing
short of “imperialist economism”! Again Lenin had to repeat his op-
position to Bukharin's stand against self.determination after conquest
of pawer, both in his debates on the new Program of the Party, and on
the Internetional. '

Tony (iffs singular empiricism — like all empiricism, bereft of
all methodology — is beyond comprehending Lenin's theory — theory,
not just a “popular outline.” By leaving out Lenin’s Philosophic Note-
books, Clff not only skips over *philosophy,” but the dialectics of liber-
ation as self-developing Subject, that is to say, the actual masses in revolt.
Thus, by no aceident whatever, in the chapter on the “National Question,”
on which Cliff is supposed to agree with Lenin, not Bukharin, he has nat
2 word to say about the Irish Revolution. Whether or not ihat, too, has
been lefy by Tony Cliff for “Volume Three,” it nevertheless was the
concrete “topic” under discussion. What was decisive then were live
revolutionaries. Their appearance on the historic stage had sharpened
to a fever pitch all the tendencies fighting Lenin’s theoretic position.

10 The English tranelatici of Bukharin’s Econamics of the Transition Period
{Beigman Publishers, N.Y., 1971) includes Lenin's Critical Remarks aof the work.
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Tony (Tifl chuoses 1o begin the discussion on the National Question
with the position of the Austrian Socialists in the 19tk century, but it
was not that debate, nor cven Peland, 1912, when the National Question
was still debated just as “prineiple,” nor the Bund, that was ai issue
during World War L. Though CIiff siill keeps away from referring to the
Easter Rebellion, he is finally forced to quote Lenin:

“The dialectics of history are sueli that small nations, powerless
as an independent factor in the strirgple again imperialism, play
a part as one of the ferments, one of the bacilli. which help the
real antiimpericlist force, the sociulist proletariat, o miske its
-apprarance on the scene.”

But meanwhile they liadu’t; 1917 was still 10 he. And when it did
come, it was preceded by Lenin's State aund Revolution that was first
begun in these samne critical vears, 191416, when Lenin. was grappling
with Hegelian dialectics ns plilesophy. s politics, as cconomics, as sell-
developing Subject. “The dialectics proper™ — Lenin's phrose — had to
bhe shown as “the living tree of living, fertile, gennine, powerlul, omni.
potent, objective, absolute human knowledge” (p. 363).

Having climinated this from lis study of Lenin, it is uo wender
that Tony CIifl reached the climax of his comprehension — ! mean non-
comprehension — of Lenin by singling ont Lenin's “uncanny intuition,
In a period of great changes, the number of unknown factors, not only
in the enemy camp, but also in our own, is so greatl that' sober analysis
alone will not suffice. An wnsurpassed ability to detect the mood of the
masses was Lenin’s most. important gift.” This reductionism, we must
remember, is not something said only in Chapter 4 devoted to “Imperial-
ism,” or ‘on any other single subject, but in-the very last chapter, “Lenin
Calls Up the Insurrection,” on the penultimate poge.

CUiff doesn’t get any less arrogant o2 he moves from Chapter 4 to
ateributing “uncanny intuition” to Lenin- in Chapter 19, praising “stra. |
tegy” on the ultimate page of his wark, where he writes: “The crucible
of Octoher furnished the supreme test of his [ Lenin's] strategy and of the
calibre of hig Jeadership of the party aud the class” (p. 379},

T 15 OF LITTLE matter whether Tony CEifl ever frees himselt from
the unbridgeahle pulf he has dug between theory and practice,
economics and polities, philosophy and revolution, as well as between
leadership and ranks, and whether he will finally (i.e., in the last volume)
attribute “theory™ to Lenin’s new universal that the population “to n man,
woman and child®™ either controls praduction and the state, or we return
“back to capitalism.” Lenin's admonition 1o the party, that sociulism
canuot, cun not, “he imroduced by & minotity, o party,” will stand:
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“Every citizen 10 a man must act as a judge and participate in the
government of the country, and what is most important to us is to
enlist al} the toilers to n man in the government of the state. That
is a tremendously difficult task but socialism cannot be introduced
by a minority, a party."1t

What does matter is that these points of departure in theory and
practice have not become gronnd for working out what is urgent for our
age, not-only on the integrality of philosophy in economics, but in the
relationship of spontaneity to organization. Elsewherei® I hLave- shown
that, though too many who consider themselves Marxists are forever
dinging to the Party, Party, Party — as if Lenin had clung to the 1902
Sorial Democratic vanguard party concept .unchanged — LEenin had
actually changed his views many times. What is crucial here is what
has happened in our age, :

Lenin’s break with his philesophic past began with Marx's Capital
in hand, came to fruition the same way in the greatest proletarian
revelution, and ended in the same way as he hit out against Bukharin's
“cconomism” and lack of dialecties. Very obviously, Marxs Capital's
adventures haven't ended yet, and ne doubt will not end until we ac-
tually have achieved classless sacicty on truly hsumen foundutions. But.
isn’t it high time, 53 years aflter Lenin's death and all the aborted and
incomplieted revolutions sinve, that we at least rediscovered whut Lenin
had learned abeut the relationship of dialectics to economics, politices,
revolution — in 4 word, dinlectics of thought and dialectics of liberation?
Trrespective of the correctness or “incorrectness” of what the position on
any single jssue was, or what later data accurred, shouldn’t revolutinnary
Marxists instear] be precccupied with whether we are headed in the -
direction Marx thought was the goal — “the development of human
power which is its own end, the true realm of freedom . . 18

11 Lenin, Selected Works. Vol. VI, p 320, What is erucial alse is Vol. 1X,
especinlly Lenin'e debates witlh Bukharin and Trotsky on the Trade Unlons .

12 For thr perind 1903-1923, sce Marzism and Freedom, Ch, XI, “Forms of
Organizztion: The Relationship of the Sponianeous Self-Orgunization of the Pro-
letariat o the *Vanguard Perty’™ and Ch. XI1, *What Happens After For the
latest on the whole question of spontaneity and apartidurismo (antl-partyim),
the Portuguese Revolution is most important. See Poreugal: Key Documents of
the Revolutivnary Process which reproduces many doruments and manifestoes of
the Portuguese Revolution (People’s Translation Service, 1735 Allston Way, Ber.
keley, Cal. 94T03). See alwo my snalysix “Will (he Hevolution in Portuga!
Adsance?”  (News & lLetters, Jan<Feh, 19760 and Perspretives 1977.78, “it's
Later, Always Later — except when spontancity upsurges and you realize it
is here and now, and you aren't there and ready,” pubifished Iy News & Letters,

13 Marx, Capital, Vol, 111, p. 954,
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. by Raya Dunayeukaya
Author of N{ILOSDI’IIY AND REVOLUTION
© . and Marxism and Freedom

(Editor's Note: A scrics of classes around our new
pamiphlst, Marx's Capltal and Today's Global Crisis;
is currently being held in several citles across the
country. We print below, for the interest and use ol
all our readers, excerpts from-a special syllabus pre-
pared Ior these classes by Ilayn Dun:yevsknyn)

; Introslnc!ory Note: ‘lolhmg is more crucial for thc
actual struggles of liberation than the way one prepares,
- theopetically, for revolution, Though the singla word,
_ dialectles, sums up both aspects and projects the needed
* gelf-rearganization in such historic dimensions as Lenin's
in his encounter with Hegel's, Sclence of Lagic ot the

simultaneous outbreak of World War [ and collapse of
.po word i§ less understood

" and more degreded. Tha fatest twist is schiaved by the -

* the Second Interuational,
eruditc Romad. Rosdolsky:-ilis synonymous use of the ’

" word, diatectic, with' the word, methodology, is"only to
reduce both to. mere presupposiuon. And, while he

supposedhr follows Lenin's warning that, without unde:.
" sianding “the whole #f Hegel's Logic .
corapletely to understand Marx’s Capth" ht.hby no
. aceident—leaves out the Iast three words of” Lenin's
genera.liulion' “gapecially Chapter 1" Rosdolsky thus
- arrives at the absurd’ conclusion, now that he has
' Grondrisse at hond; that “ene no longer has to bite

into ‘the scur apple “(Hegel's Séience of Lugic) . . .-

One.can arrive at the same end, directly by s:udymg
the Rough Draft,” that is to say,:the Grundrme {The _
- Making of Miarx's Capital, p. 570.)
Harx. desided to put aslda the Grundrisse, not just
" beeaitse of the economie laws he wak tracing thrdugh
to their culmination i the “lew of motion* of capitai-
ism's collapse, but because of the emergence.of {'new

passions and new fnreea" fo'r the reconstruction of

* soclety.. .".
-~ Rosdolsky hnrdlﬂhentinns a- single ob}ectlve event
that happened “in’ thot deesdo between
~ Capital. One cannot get a whiff of what happened be-
tween the first edition (1867) and the second {18725)
“which followed the Paris Commune and which Marx
- asked the resder to.reat even.if he had ‘aiready read

the first, as It coniained -new-changes (especially in

the Fetishism -of . Commodities snd., Accumulation ” of

“Capital) which conuluad "mentmc yatua indepemlent.

6t the original” ‘v .
- Inttead, Roszdolsky so clinz.'. lo lhe Gnmdrisu that ©
it is difficult .to see_why.Mars changed the “Rough
Dnﬂ. "” why, ln a word Cnplh.l alone Js Marx's ﬂnal

Mo e e AT vl i a ¥ i

. it is iinpossible .

rundrizse .and |

APRIL, 1978

staternent. on his new continent of lhoughi—ﬂistoﬂcal )

Materialism, Dinlectics of Liberatlon, Dialectle of
Thought . . . )

It is no accident whatever that Rosdolsky's ultimate
chapter touts the Polish Stalinist, Oskar Lange, who is
the very professor who led off the attacks on me in the
mid-1940s for my revealing the Hussian revision of

Marx's anialysis-of the law of value and the break vn!h

the dialectic structure of Capitel,

. This Is the -brezking point with Marxism for ‘our )

age. Stalin initiated it in 1943; up to.'then his trans-

formation of the first workers' state Into ity opposite,
a.statecapitalist soviety, had not dared to tay. hands

. directiy.on Marx's grestest theoretic work. By the mid-

-1950s, the totalitarian state-power zaw no need: to
acknowledge that it had ever baen ‘taught” otherwise.
Whereupon, suddenly, both Trotskyists and Maoists

tollowed suit. 1n a word, once labor was got the crzalive -

foree of 2 new classless saciety, thers scemed no
for the “independent” Merxist theoreticlans ts go but
m tallending Stalinist theoreticians, no matter how
“politically”  {he mnon-Stalinists criticized “bureancrat-

place -

ism.” All the more quintessential is it te irace. through -
how, for, Merxist-Humanists, dialectics allowed for no.

division between history and polities, economics and
‘phitosophy, methodelagy, process and result. -

Thus, slong with the first (1941). study of the
Russian econonty, came our first study of the thm_.-.

unknown Humanist Egsays of Marx; and, along with

the crises ending-in World War-II, cama ouv. concen- .

tration on dialectics as methodslogy.” ° -

Today, tod, we turn, at one and the same time, to

+ 7 the stuly of Mars's Caplla.l and the myr[ld weonomic |
. crise: glnbal.ly o -
. -

- < SIX LEUI'URI"S" < *

Note- Clenrly. the supplementary reudlngs‘ cannot be
.covered fully In a sinple series of six talks. The eicep-

—

P .

tion is for Lecture 111, Then and Now, when.the few .

+ (Le. aince publication of Marxism. and Fréedom) Women

Incendiaries by Edith Thomas, -and Chapfer § of Phil-’

osophy and Revolutlon, “New Pagslons and Iew
Forces”, is included direetly ia the required readings.

I. MARX'S NEW CONTINENT OF THOUGHT

. AND DIALECTICS TODAY )
-~ Hirry. McShane's Prefaces to the Britlsh edltinn ol
: Mnr.dm aud Freedom, fo. the curreut booklet, and to -

the Scottish, Marxist-Humanist pamph!et. ““Twro Easayt
by Raya Dunayevskaya," are to be the framework for
analyzing the birth of the-state-capitalist tendency, 1041,
to today. Along with 'the state of Marxist-studisg today
as they Impinga.on Marx's Capital, today’s myriad crises
show the inseparabitity of | theory and practice,
Supplementary Readings: Lenin, !'hllouphic Note-
buoh‘ Dunlyevskaya Collection of WSU Labor, History
Arcitivesi mrmvnumm. “its ungun lnn l.levclop

- ment In U8, ,
I, ENCOUNTER wrm mnx's CAPITAL

Chapter 7, of Marxism and Freedom, “The Humnr-o
ism and Dialeetic of Capital, Vol. I"; and
Marx's Caplital, Vol. I, ~e

i
;

i

1
1

i

Supplementary” Readings: ' Roman Rosdolsky, The -

Making of Marx's Capital, Parts Onc and Seven; Runa-
yevskaya, “Marx's ‘Humanism Today" (in Socialist
Humanism, edited by Erich Fromm).

{Cnnuuued oh Pau no-.

- —— PO

*The extensive lupplemennry rendings suggested nro
naot listed here in full, but can be obtained together
with the ‘Complete Syllabua by writing to’ News &
Letters, 1900 E.. Jefferson, Dat. MI, 48207,
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. {Coutinaed from Page 53 .- . . Revolution and. the Dialectics of Liberation®
i0. THEN AND NOW: Sapplementary Headings: Ernest Mandel's intro-

The Ghjective Situstion in Marx's day and Todey  duction to'the new Pelican edition of Marx's Capllal;
in the Writing of and Commentary about Cspitak - Dupayevalays “A Reststement of Soma Fun't'hmnulll

Chapfers 5 and 6 of Marxism and. Fresdom: “The of Marxigm: Against Certer's Vulgarirstion (March
Impact of the Civil War in the US, on the Slinr:lctum og . :%&;l:ﬂln&;vsu Aircu!;rivg i;ihblzar_lv, V}ol I, See I ().
Capitzl” and “The Paris Commuca Muminates an printed especial r class.);

De:::ens the Contant of Capital” o Karel Xosik, Dialeclle of the.Concre_k, Chapter 3:

New Introduction {o Marx's Capital wnd Today's — Theodor Adorno, Negative Dialectics, ecpeciaily e
Global Crises. Chapter § of Paillcsophy and Revolntlen. 405-408, the very last three pages of the book, where

Edith Thornas, The Women Fucendisries. . - ,hedoeslryto;etumtnthamngniﬁcencggldimcﬁu.

. . L . - » : L Y RFRR 3 . . .. k
IV. A NEAR-CENTURY OF DEBATE AROUND *°  “ this summiation ~f Marx’s Capite]l and Today's
VOL. II OF CAPITAL . o« Giokal Crises, combines a study of Marx's economie

Instead of dating the debates around Vol iI with categorics, and their deep roots. in his Humunimm i
Luxemburg's Accumulstion of Capital; 1913, we'll hers v and Dislectics. The pivat is thecoricretensss of actual, - -
see that, in’ fact, the first emergence ot Reformism’. ' living forces that spell ‘out a socia! revolution-—Labor,
appenrs with publication of Vol. II of Capital itsslf and Black, Women, Youth . . . It i3 of the essence to regain
the-firs signs of monopoly cupital, ' Yoo - the unity of the dialectics of the liheration struggles

Chupter 8 of Miy and Freedom: 'The Logle . and of thought, Let us not forget that s=xsin became:
and. Scope of Capltal, Volumes I and. IIL” first two . the more virulent when' Women ay Revolutionarfes snd'
sectlony. 7 . . - D0 .. "% as Reason began lo demand proof of new human rels-

Marx's Capltal, Vol 11 - . .= ., -tons the day before, not the day after; revolutlon. .
. -Sapplemertary Readings: Rosa Luxemburg, Reform * The fact that every: tendency, in the movement --
or Bevolullon?; Accemmistion of Capital; AntiCritlque;  from Luxemburg to Mandel, from’ Lukscs to Tony CUff, -
F. Foreit (RD) “Revolt’of the Workers and the Plap - and from-Rosdolsky to Novack, not to mention si the.
of the Intellectuals, an answer o Warde and Wright,” * . myriad Hacist splinters — has turned ou to taflend
'WSU Archives Library Vol .V, See, IIT (2): also Twa - Stalin's revision of the content and form, {be dialectic
Worlds, N&L Dec 1977, “State-plan  fetishism and . structure.and vision of “new passlons and new focces™ -
#George Novack's phﬂoso.phy‘;.‘ L e T :!:i Merx's Capital, m‘;u,sfutrllf.!es tg the bmkmi I;tcy of‘}cader-
v - L e L et « ship-conscions » and makes it imperative ig
V. ECONOMIC CRISES AND BRE&KDOWN,(!F " recapfute the historie conlinulty with Marx's Marxism—
CAPIT M., T e T e “.i---  hls new continent of thought . of revolution, of vislon of
", - Ch¥pter 8, Section 3 of Marxism and Freedom.” ~'.  class-less soclety. ‘ L . :
Appendix to new booklet, “Tony Clitf Reduces- -~ .- ‘ : . .
Lunin's Theery to ‘Uncanny Intuftion’ Yooty Postseripl . S
" “Marx’s Capltal, Yol 1IL Chapters on General Con- Because I felt that the new English translation of
tradiction only. T e T .-, Marx's Capital by Ben Fowkes was & great improvement
~  Marx’s Grundrisse, + . . .on"the heretofore standard editlon, I may have given
> Sapplementary Resdlogs: Tony. ClLfl, Lenin, Vol 2; . the impression that it {s without blemich, Ths Rosdalsky
Dunayevskaya, Marxism.and Freedom, Part V: “Prob. - volume, which uses that (ranslation, including the word
lems of cur Age of State-Capltalism vs, Freedom™; “Valorisetion" fir Verwertung, makes it mecessary to
Philosophy and .Revelution, Part Il “Economic  take exceptlon to that mechaniste word. Not only was
Reality and the Dialectics of Liberation™, .- - st pot extant in Marx’s day, byf.1 doubt, he would have
L LIS S used it had it been, The Hegelian feel in the tword
VL DIALECTIC METHODOLOGY N ., -, » reallsation to convey “'self-expandion of valus™ “is good

A summation of the whole, Including Chapter 1,o0f * enough redson for sticking to the oid standard transiz.
Philesophy and Revolutfon, “Absolute Negativity as  tion. I have no idea why Ben Fowkes chosa so “price-.
New Beginning,” a3, well as Chapter ¥, “The African -~ “Hxing”*a word; but'it conveys nothing 6f Verwertung. -
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