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:“_e In the second chapter I w111 argue that

ABSTRACT

With the breakdown of the Second Internat1ona} that follow;tiy
ed the outbreak of the F1rst wor1d War, it became clear that
'Kautsky and Len1n he]d rad1ca11y d1ffer1ng conCept1ons of :
the’d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at Th1s d1vergence has,tk
v1n fact, remalned a noda] po1nt in the antagon1sm between '

;Len1n1st and soc1a] democrat1c po11t1ca1 tendenc1es

I hope to indicate that ﬁaptSky“skconception of socialism~;p‘

and the: po]1t1ca] strategy he theor1zed as~the means of :
‘reach1ng 1t - was based on an econd%1st1c v1s1on of h1stor1-;_ :
ca] deve]opment Beyond th1s, I hope toilnd1cate that |
Kautsky s econom1sm 1ed h1m to 1gnore a number of cruc1a1 o

problems and contrad1ct1ons wh1ch soc1a115m must face.
\ . .

he character of
’Len1n s Marx1sm - at the heart of wh1ch wa‘jthv concrete-;o”

'ana]ys1s of the concrete s1tuat1on - forme the basis. ?or

¥

his break w1th Kautsky S po11t1ca] strategy and*his:concep—‘

irt1on of the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at,l' econdly;ile;"
'w11Jvargue that a]though Len1n S break w1th Kgptsky was
fundamenta1vtntmany respects, there rema1ned oneé area w1th1n
‘_wh1ch Lenin' S break was 1ncomp1ete I hope to 1nd1cate that
Len1n, llke Kautsky, d1d not recognlse that the "techn1ca1"
d1v151on of ]abour deve]oped by cap1ta11sm 1s 1nseparab1e

}from cap1ta11st product1on re]at1ons [

i ’

19



Iu.the'thtrd, poucludjng chapter 1 wti] eTaDOrate'what is,
’in,factv-the ]eitmutiv Of the whole analysis. This being "
that the socio- technlcal d1v1s1on of 1abour deve]oped by cap~
1ta11sm s, structured by, and serves to reproduce, the dom1- i
nant pos1t1on of cap1ta1 w1th1n ‘the product1on process It
follows from th1s thesis - wh1ch 1s exp11c1t in Marx s |

; - Ca p]tal { that a fundamenta] task of the d1ctatorsh1p of the
pro]etarlat must b@ the rad1ca] transformat1on of- the 1deo]o-
glcal pract1ces and soc1o pp]ltlca] re]at1ons Wh]Ch are part
of-. the product1ve apparatus 1nher1ted by soc1a]1sm from cap]-

v

talism,
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. INTRODUCTION

/The“Qictatorship of}the P%o]etariat

_The'recent‘emergence of EurocommUnism has given rise to a

%‘LWJdespread ‘debate on the quest1on of the d1ctatorsh1p of the
i-pro]etar1at Unfortunate]y,vth1s debate 1s often conducted
in an abstract manner. 1 The debate s abstract in that the-»‘
‘.quest1on of the form of the soc1a11st state is often separat

ed from the soc1o po11t1ca] tasks wh1ch th1s state must ac-

.’comp11sh ~In fact the separat1on of the quest1on of the

"3d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at from 1ts most fundamenta]

'_:task the transformat1on of soc1a1 re]at]ons at” the ]eve] of .

"productton, has fac111tated the repud1at10n of the dnctator—'f

P

’; sh1p of the pro]etar1at by. the maJor communlst part1es of o

3Western Europe It 1s often asserted that a “d1ctator1a]"

';v50c1a]1st state may have been necessary in a part1cu]ar h1s-»5‘

'v;torlcal conJuncture, but that th1s 1s no 1onger the case

.

I»hope to 1nd1cate, to the contrary, that the essent1a] char- o

acter1st1c of the soc1a11st state~- wh1ch makes 1t the”"d1c-d;f”

ﬂ tatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at"-:»1s determ1ned by tasks and

"*contrad1ct1ons wh1ch every soc1a]1st reg1me must face

'}bIt 1s we]] known that ‘the break between Len1n and Kautsky Lo
*wh1ch 51gn1f1ed the sp11tt1ng of the European 1abour movement*f“
v :1nto soc1a1 democrat1c and communtst tendenc1es took p]acﬁ

T

prec1se]y over the quest1on of the "d1ctatorsh1p of the pro—,



]etar1at”:u In th1s ‘paper Ipw11] examine - the concept1ons of'

athe d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at he]d respect1ve1y by

-Kautsky and Len1n Kautsky and Len1n were concerned w1th

'prob]ems of soc1a11sm wh1ch cont1nue to occupy Marx1sts to-:

| day At the centre of these questlons is the prob]em of - the

&

re]at1on between pro]etarlan d1ctatorsh1p and democracy In

a rare, scho]arﬂy ana]ys1s of Kautsky, Mass1mo Sa]vador1 has

suggested that the "approach of Nestern Commun1st Part1es to
_these prob]ems today has assumed a shape which ..: can be de-

f1ned,‘w1thout the s]1ghtest provocat1on, as. essent1a]1y

‘7'Kautsky1st‘“:3 I canno( assess the va11d1ty of th1s Judge-v}

]rment here However,‘I do be]1eve that f]gures such as'

”:fSant1ago Carr11]o and Georges Marchaws have adopted a number

~of: theoret1ca] and strateglc pos1t1ons wh1ch were character—

1st1c of Kautsky s oppos1t1on to Len1n s concept1on of the -

N

"cd1ctatorsh1p”%f the pro]etarlat | These pos1t1ons are

*1) Soc1a11sm 1s the resu]t of the evo]ut1on of democracy

“'Q.under cap1ta11sm : Soc1a11sm, as. Georges M rcha1s has ar-

)

¢7~a the form taken by cap1ta]1st and pro]etar1an democracy'fdts"'

>' 'f2) Soc1aﬂ1sm represents fhe 1nterests and power of therbh"77

7

gued }"w111 be a h]gher stage of democracy and freedom,ifvdﬂ

"'f1t w11] be democracy pushed to 1ts farthest 11m1ts

5:great ma30r1ty of peop]e, therefore, there w111 be no -

‘need for a d1ctatorhs1p under soc1a11sm Th1s pos1t1onh?t°‘

= nWh1ch 1s to say, there w111 be no qua11tat1ve break fﬁn;yf',°

,1s prem1sed on a be]1ef 1n the 11ke11hood of a revo]u- 3

’tlonary party atta1n1ng the e]ectora] support of a 1arge



‘majority of the popuTation"

3) D1ctatorsh1p 1s the "negat1on of democracy" _ Democ-

racy 1swsa1d to represent the power of the maJorlty, wh1]e

"fa d1ctatorsh1p of the maJor1ty 1s he]d to be 1mposs1b]e

,

4y The cIass/nature of the state as such 1s-not recog— o

‘ndsed rather,,1t 1s asserted that democracy by 1ts na—
_ture must be democracy for: aII

5)' In len1n E concept1on of soc1aI1sm, the: d1ctatorsh1p

/ ’ .
of the proIetar1at wou]d be,,at the very best the d1cta-

/ .
‘torsh1p of the work1ng cIass over the rest of the popuIa—
/'v . R . .
/ , S - <
/'/ o

By exam1n1ng the reIat1on between Kautsky 5 concept1on of the

evqut1on of cap1ta]1sm, h1s poI1t1caI strategy, and h1s view

of/soc1a11sm, I hope to 1nd1cate the nature and- or1gln of these*k

theses in Kautsky S thought

In my anaIys1s of Len1n T w1II exam1ne some of the ways 1n

f/ﬂﬂfwh1ch he broke w1th the abstract and econom1st1c character of 7f'

.....

Kautsky s Marx1sm I w111 1nd1cate why, 1n Len1n s concept1on:7'n
of the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at the/"democrat1c 7andfefl

d1Ctat°r]a] (read r’e"‘”Utwna"‘)’) tasks of soc1a11sm are 1n---"'“

-m'1a1 tasks of soc1a11sm, e 9 the destruct1on of the state,,,'

'soc1aI reIat1ons, and 1deoIogy 1nher1ted from cap1ta11sm, def:

[y

termlne the bas1c form of democracy under soc1aI1sm ' I w1I]

P,

S g

o separab]e In fact 1 w1II argue that for Len1n, the d1ctator—l“f=7

5‘aIso 1nd1cate the bas1s of Len1n s oppos1t1on to the argument ,_‘Q'H



v
v

] ] | v
that socqa11sm cou1d be 1ntroduced by means of an’ e]ectora]

maJor1ty o 's S t . ST
Fina]]y, although“Lenin'argued that it was'un]ike]y that‘so—-
c1al1sm cou]d be 1ntroduced by means of an e]ectora] maJor1ty,
I hope to show that he d1d not have ‘a "workerlst"'concept1on

of soc1a11sm ~‘That 1s to say, he\dld not as Kautsky charged

‘conce1ve of soc1a]1sm as the ¢1ctatorsh1p of the work1ng c]asslb

iover the rest of the popu]atwon 5 The d1ctatorsh1p of the

0.

pro]etar1at, wrote Len1n,

« is a spec1f1c form of class a111ance between

“the pro]etartat the vanguard of the working class, . :
and the numerous non-proletarian. strata of work1ng R
people 4betty bourgeo1s1e, small propr1etors, the = -

i@peasantry ‘the: 1nte]11gens1a, etc.) or the: ma30r1ty
of these shata,..,, an. a1]1ance whose aim”is the. v

',comp]ete overthrow of jhp1ta . 5’_; S - "

E [

W s
1

.1lfthus far I have 1nd1cated some of the ways 1n whlch Len1n

'broke w1th Kautsky \ In these and other ways Len1n 1a1d the

h‘bas1s for a rad1ca] cr1t1que of Kautsky s concept1on of soc1a1-

ﬂfffitsl Neverthe1ess, I w1]1 argue thatfthere 1s an econom1st/

N

”techn1ca11st tendency wh1ch 1s common to both Kautsky s and B
.h:Lenln S concept1ons of\the tasks of the d1ctat6“§h1p of the f |

'.::pno]etar1at w1th1n the sphere of product1on ;{;mﬂ

A dec1s1ve weakness 1n both Kautsky s and Len1n s ana]yses

0 soc1a11sm stems fromithe1r fa1tyre to recognlse that the

*“,productlve techno]ogy and the soc1o techn1ca] d1v1s1on of ‘hfﬂzt-d°

'?f']abour deve]oped under cap1ta11sm are 1ntr1ns1ca]]y cond1t1on-j34d:’



i
.
N
g .
2 |
ed by the c]ass re]at1ons within wh]ch they deve]op In their
,ana]yses of soc1a11sm ne1ther Kautsky~nor Len1n took 1nto ac—
‘count that the product1ve techno]ogy and soc1o techn1ca1 d1-.

;v1s1on of ]abour deve]oped under cap1ta]1sm funct1on to re-

bla

produce the subord1nat1on of 1abour to cap1ta1 As Marx ex-,ff,"

p1a1ned 1n Cap1ta] (III[ 'Lf I ’-'{\A:v_‘ ,;v;‘~\ :
- / \
.. if the cap1ta11st mode of product1on pre—-'
-.supposes this def1n1te social form of ‘the con-
ditions of product1on, so does. it-reproduce.
it .continually. It produces not merely tfie
material hroducts, but reproduces ‘continually
the production relations. in which ‘the former
~are produced and also the corresponding d1s— _
“tribution. relations. (empha51s added)7 R

. A

2

The cap1ta115t product1on process‘1tse]f const1tutes the mae t;e

i'tr1x of the reproduct1on of c]ass re]at1ons 1n the cap1ga11st
N mode of productton It fo]]ows from th1s that the soc1o-~'w
v”' technkcal d1v1s1on of 1abour 1s at the very heart of the pro—.
’ Etess of c]ass d1V1s1on ahd conf]1ct One 1mp11cat1on of the E
fact that w1th1n capltallsm exp]o1tat1on takes p]ace w1th1n‘;
the product16n process IS that soc1a1 c]asses are def1ned
most fundamenta]ly, by the p051t}ons occup1ed by agentsﬁof
| product1on w1th1n the product1on process Re]at1ons of d1s—a'i:'d
,.c R ) .

tr1but1on and 1ega] ownersh1p genera]]y,‘but not necessar1]y,no

”‘f_correspond to the structure of. soc1a1 re]at1ons w1th1n the

Sphere of product1on Marx stressed th1s in. h1s 1857 Intro—tfd':'”
: ru. S R .
duct1on a. Cr]thue of Po]1t1ca1 Economy ‘
SR s e
;“The structure of d1str1but1on is: comg]ete]y o
- determined by the-structure of production.
- Distribution is itself a product of produc- .
~ootion o Lll in that the spec1f1c kind of partl-:_y.;hnhlw,. .

994’
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~——

cipation in production determines the speci-
fic forms of distribution, i.e., the pattern 8
of participation of distribution. (emphasis added)

Within the process of social reproduction, within the unity
constitufed by the processes of product{on, distribution, ex-
change and consumpt1on, it is product1on wh1ch bnedom1nates
I cannot exp]ore the cond1¢10ns which resu]ted in Kautsky's
and Lenin's blindness to the role p]ayed by the socio-technical
division of labour ; by the structuredof the production protéss
- in the reproduction of capital. Ido hope to indicate that '
recognitign of thfs :?FE@iﬁgibthg capita]jst mbde of pfoduction
" has decisive impliqat§%ns fqr an ana]ysi§ of socialism. Mﬁsf
fmportant]y, it means that fhé conditiohs for. the reproduction
of)capital wi]]‘not be completely eliminated by the estab1ish—
ment of a pro]etar1an state and its nat1ona11sat1on of the
means of product1on, equa]1sat1on of 1ncomes,'etc ' Cap1ta1
will not be-1rreyers1b1y_defea§ed until its mater1a1 bas1s inﬂ
‘the "structure'of.production” has beeh e11m1nated Th1s in--
f—d1cates a fundamfnta] task of socialism which neither Kautsky

nor Len1n recognised; viz. the transformat1on of the produc=

tive apparatus inherited from capitalism.

I will conclude the analysis by examining the're]ation'between»'
- the. product1ve techno]ogy and socio- techn1ca1 d1v1s1on of la-
bour of capitalism and capital. I w1]] argue that the estab-

lishment of capitalist prOduction relat1ons pre—dated the

‘emergence of a spec1f1ca]1y cap1ta11st division of labour -

which is character1zed by the domination of 11vqng 1abour by

&



dead ]abour'and tneqdivision betweeh)inte]iectua] and manual
labour. ‘I‘hoﬁe tabiﬁdicate that the: socTo-technical division
:df.labour of‘capita]ism developed in accordance with the socio-
political imperatives of capital. Fina]]x, I will argue that
the'socio—tgchn;éa] division of labour functions to reproduce
the sdbsumbtion-of ]ébdur under capital. I am concerned to
elaborate these theses because they have implications for an

analysis of the dictatorship of the proletariat that neither
( , ‘

‘Lenin nor Kautsky; nor}fhe majority of fheir followers, has_

i
J/ -
s ) { P

fully appreciated.
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b ‘ 7 CHAPTER I

The Marxism of Karl Kautsky ~ -

By the year 1890 the German Social-Democratic Party (S{P.D;)-
had become the largest and most 1nf1uent1a] soc1a11st party

in the wor]d The S P. D found imitators throughout Europe,

,and beyond In fact as G.D. H Co]e states, the S.P. WJ\”ap—

peared fo be sett1ng the line of European Soc1a1lsm a¥most

everywhere, if not for the wor]d il The prest1ge of the

S.P.D. may, in part, be a%tr1buted to Marx S and espec1a1]y)

,Enge]s association w1th it. However, there an be no- doubt
‘that the party S endurance of th1rteen years o rJLress1on

‘~under B1smarck and its emergence 1n 1890 to win near]y twenty

per cent of the popu]ar vote was the dec1s1ve factor in this

regard. It was also the very success of the S,P.D wh1ch
threw it into crisis.

&

The 1eaders of” the S P.D. were opt1mtst1c that the po]]tlca]
*"\u

~ G oL v,

~and numer1ca1 strength of the party wou]d cont1nue to grow
‘,The S.P. D however, was not the on]y po]1t1ca1 force w1th1n
-the German work1ng c]ass Tradeaun1ons-and a new co-operat1ve:,f
. movement had sprung up among the 1ndustr1a1 workers ‘ Both"‘ |

hese movements were 1nterested in atta1n1ng a series of 1mmedg |

1ate reforms (e.g. 1ega1 recogn1t1on) wh1ch wou]d al]ow the1r
further growth This put a strong pressure on the S P.D.. If

it was to extend 1ts e]ectora] base w1th1n the work1ng c]ass .
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it had to adopt a contructive att1tude toward parllamentary '
reformsw2 S1m11ar]y, it was clear to everyone (in sp1te of
“all theor1es to the contrary) that the m1dd1e classes, as .
yet, remained a very s1gn1f1cant part of the popu]atﬂon uIn

_ ]1ght of th1s fact the S.P. D had to appea] to non pro]etar-‘
aan c]asses, part1cu1ar1y the peasantry Th1s could be done

\gon]y by offer1ng them someth1ng they wanted - 1mmed1ate, 4 

/

- ¢
. p1ecemea] reforms In sh rt these and other po]1t1ca] con-

's1derat1ons,3 p]us the ad ent of a re]at1ve]y progress1ve
Emperor and the growth of a ]arge party and trade union bur—,
eaucracy (wh1ch a1most 1nev1tab1y exerts a - cop%ervatlve in-
”fluence) compe]]ed the S P. D. to recons1der 1ts nature as a
“revolutionary partyt- §ometh1ng wh1ch was never in doubt

| unae;2cond1t1onson1J]ega]1ty.. c : o

-'..\

It was at thws t1me of cr1s1s that Karl kautsky arose as the-VW*

.‘ch1ef theor1st of the“S P D and as the champ1on of revolu-f

?'f:nt1onary Marx1sm Agalnst a strong current w1th1n the party,, o

””;5Kautsky asserted that the State was an 1ntrument of c]ass y

1 ;gdom1nat1on,,he conc]uded that 1t was the duty of soc1alasts

_to weaken, rather than extend the 1nf1uence of the State
hfLKautsky argued the cap1ta11st state never a]]owed soctal re-t -
forms to go beyond what was demanded by the qnterests of theynd
‘}dom1nant c-]as.ses4 It fo]]owed from th1s that cap1ta]1sm

cou]d not "s11de 1nto soc1a11sm, that dec1s1Ve reforms wou]d

'have to wa1t untll the pro]etar1at held po11t1ca1 power

X



‘fexerc1se 1ts po]1t1ca1 power.

Kautsky argued aga1nst the mak1ng of concess1ons to the m1da
d]e c1asses in order to. attract the1r e]ectora] support
'Conf1dent that h1stor1ca] deve]opment wou]d favour ‘the pro]e- o
tar1at Kautsky fought aga1nst any tendency to weaken the
party S 1ndependence by’try1ng to appea] to non- work1ng c]ass'
voters To glve one examp]e, Kautsky argued that since |
-“Amer1can sty]e cap1ta11st agr1cu1ture was destqned ‘to. re-
~Ep]ace sma]] (retrbgress1ve) peasant agr1cu1ture, it wou]d
:be counter productlve to pro]ong its. ex1stence 5 Kautsky

o argued that as petty bourgeoxs e]ements were faced w1th pro-,

. 1etar1an1zat1on,-and as the po11t1ca1 strength of the workwng o

class grew, these non pro]etarlan c]asses wou]d natura]]y

N . e

7ra11y around the Soc1a11st party There was therefore no
‘need to endanger the coherence and 1ntegr1ty of Soc1a1-

Democracy by appea11ng to peasant concerns

~;S1m11ar1y,»Kautsky fought aga1nst : érguméhfs, that the S P D

’5'shou1d form a1]1ances w1th progress1ve bourge01s partles :Hezf7

:argued that 2 Pcoa11t1on” government wou]d be 1nherent1y 1n-
‘capable of carry1ng out maJor attacks on the power and 1nterf'f
fgests of the ru11ng c]asses Moreover, 1t wou]d be unab]e to |
prevent the repre551on of the workers Th1s,_wou1d serve on]y.
'it'°"comprom1se a. pro]etar1an party and - confuse and sp]1t the :
:dwork1ng c]ass . Therefore, 1t is on]y through pure]y pro]etar— e

71an po11t1ca1 dom1nat1on (that) ;Q; the work1ng class can:
e e 3,_»' B



’In regard to. these and other debates, Kautsky s arguments
were of rea] po]1t1ca1 1mportance -.Kautsky s.pol1t1ca]»in—

f]uence found vo1ce in the party s Erfurt Programme (1891)'

”of thCh he was the main arch1tect As the “pope of ortho¥

‘doxy" Kautsky not on]y repe]]ed the threat of Bernste]n S

’rev1s1on1sm He a]so p]ayed a maJor ro]e 1nyactua1]y de—
'f1n1ng what was cons1dered to be orthodox revo]ut1onary i;.
tiMarx1sm.~ : f e ", | R .d o L

. A R , : 3 . v
NevertheTess; I w11] argue that Kautsky 5 Marx1sm was econo—

”m1st1c The 1mportance of the und1a1ect1ca1 or econom1§t1c

“gcharacter of Kautsky s concept1on of the deve]opment of cap1—f

J'hta]1sm 1s that h1s po]1t1ca1 strategy and h1s concept1on of

. soc1a11sm are 1nseparab]e from h1s ana]ys1s of cap1ta11st

'ffdevelopment Th1s ref]ects the fact that Kautsky be11eved

Agthat cap1ta11sm wou]d 1nev1tab1y produce c1rcumstances w1th1nd
"wh1ch the bu]k of the popu]at1on wou]d 301n the cause of so—ttt

Jo c1a11sm --out of an a]most 1nst1nct1ve sense of surv1va1

'lit ref]ects,‘secondly, Kautsky H be]1ef that cap1tallsm cre—opﬁf

ated the econom1c and po]1t1ca] apparatus upon wh1ch the

.

',‘bu1]d1ng of soc1a]1sm cou]d progress ‘ I hope to 1nd1cate that?_“

'}gKautsky s concept1on of the deve]opment of cap1ta]1sm 1ed h1m

hto advoéate a po]1t1ca] strategy wh1ch Was not effect1ve1y
d1fferent from the ”emp1r1ca1 reform1sm”'aga1nst which he,*»
"5fought ' I a]so hope to 1nd1cate that*Kautsky's theory-offof

‘the evo]utlon” of cap1ta11sm b]]nded htm to ‘a number of_’¥

' ~;prob]ems and contrad1ct1ons wh1ch soc1a]1sm cannot avo1d



13

" Kautsky's Conception of Capitalist Development

. k]

*':wtthin the‘Second Internattonal there‘waS“a wide1y.he1d be- -

711ef that cap1ta11sm was approach1ng 1ts f1na1 co11apse
“Kautsky S theory of"- econom1c dev]opment was'. an1mated by th1s”

be]1ef Statements such as the fo]10w1ng can be found

throughout h1s pre war wr1t1ngs

. We con51der the breakdown of ex1st1ng soc1ety as
~inevitable, since we know that economic develop-
i ment creates with a natural necess1ty cond1-
. tions Wwhich force the exploited to strive a-
gainst private property; that it increases
,the number”and power of the exploited wh1]e
it R educes the number ‘and .power of the ex-
~.ploiters. ‘that it 1eads, f1na11y, to un-
bearable cond1t1ons for the mass of the pop-
- ulation, which leave it on[y a choice between:
‘passive degeneration and the- act1ve\overthrow o
Of the ex1st1ng system of ownersh1p 8 '

”fﬁ_Kautsky‘s7often'repeated‘narning‘of the‘po$sibt1ityhof'the’:
’f"pass1ve de9enerat1on“ of the proletar1at and atconsequent511

re]apse of soc1ety 1nto{”barbar1sm y was presented more as avf‘

Lﬁwcondemnat1on of cap1ta]1sm than as a rea] h1stor1ca1 possw-d‘

L o
"'b]]Jty~ -For Kautsky be11eVed that cap1ta]1sm created, w1th

2 “natura] necess1ty“' the cond1t1ons which' wou]d 1ead to,

R [

the tr}umph of soc1a11sm Most 1mportant in this regard was.V

_h1s be11ef that cap1ta11sm Was effectlng a rap1d ”pro]etar1an-‘;:

('1zat1on”,of the bu]k of the popu]at1on Kautsky argued that

'hthq deve]opment of Targe sca]e cap1ta11st product1on and com—”*“‘“'h

erce resu]ted in the ever W1den1ng pro]etar1an1zat1on of the_“s

'uar1ous sectors of the trad1t1ona1 petty . bourge01s1e, 1ee,,if,‘

'fthe peasants,‘craftsmen, and shopkeepers Secondly, Kautsky
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'_asserted that the "dec]1ne of the mass of educated peop] 1}

t1ve c1rcumstances ts status as: wage earners,'would even-lig'

'etua11y 1ead th1s strata to the cause of soc1a11sm ,;”

"Kautsky saw the 1ncreas1ng “pro]etar1anlzat1on" of the popu— S

L]

e.g., wh1te co]]ar workers, profess1ona1s, management perso ne]

"into the c]ass Of the Pro1etar1at can no longer be checked" ? ;

This tendency marked the emergence of, what Kautsky termed “an

educated pro]etar1at“

;o | o
Kautsky d1d not assert that thlS new sector of the pro]etar1at

would 1mmed1ate1y Jo1n the revo]ut1onary strugg]e He noted

’}that the "bu]k of these pro]etar1ans“ st111 dlsplayed an e]e- h"

“‘_'ment of fa]se consc1ousness, v1z they "st111 mag1ne that

they are someth1ng better ‘than. pro]etar1ans"10: Kautsky based
N = ; /

_h1s cTass1f1cat1on of th1s d1verse soc1a1 group on thEIF char-

_ ';ecter as wage earners —,and the 1nsecur1ty that th]S 1nvo1ved;

L ‘ .-

‘fFa111ng to ana]yse the re]at1ons of th1s group to other sec—v,
'“‘t1ons of the work1ng c]ass, he fa1]ed to recogn1se that the

Vee”pretens1ons” of th1s group m1ght have a 1ast1ng mater1a]

-aC

.'dbas1s wh1ch would oppose 1t to the "batt]1ng pro]etar1at“' e]fg/i{_f

fItws c]ear from Kautsky s text that he be11eved that "obJec—""

c"
v/.

'”-']at1on as’ 1nev1tab1y resu1t1ng 1n an ever worsen1ng ser1es off'
'cr1ses of overproduct1on and destruct1ve consumpt1on These 7u7
<”\cr1ses, "w1th ihe certa1nty of natura1 1aw” wou]d resu]t from’r

’underconsumpt1on on the part of the masses, for the moment‘f

#

',the wage workers const1tute the bu]k of the consumers, the
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products in wh1ch the surp]us ]1es 1ocked up become unsa]ab]e

‘Kautsky Saw cap1ta]1sm as a h1stor1ca1]y progre551ve force,

15

'1

but one wh1ch had out11ved 1ts t1me He saw the contrad1ct1on"

fbetween'the 1ncreas1ng]y centra11zed and soc1a]1zed character

of the product1ve forces and the prlvate property system as |

,deny1ng soc1ety the benef1ts of the app11cat10n of sc1ence to‘

“the'product1on pro@éss Th]s contrad1ct1on, and the resu1t1ng

ser1es of cr1ses,}wou1d br1ng the bu]k oFlthe popu]at1on to

_‘soc1a11sm —'out of a sheer 1nst1nct for surv1va1 fIn 1886 Q‘

-_Kautsky wrote

: _It is. true that all: progress w1th1n the cap1-'

~ talist mode of product1on bears within it.the
S seeds of new- prosper1ty and greater well-being.

eIt does not, however produce these automatical- .

o1y but- rather through such terriblé contradic- -
o ootions. that to overcome and reso]ve them becomes o
VV_uan 1nev1tab1e necess1ty 12 . T

B

"%Kautsky was confldent that the h1stor1ca1 bankruPtCy Of cap1?}

’ta]1sm, the contrad1ct10n between 1ts 1ncreas1ng product1ve

B u , }‘

_potent1a1 and the ”pa1nfu1 convuts1ons to wh1ch 1t subJect-f

f:ed soc1ety, wou]d 1ead to the eventual tr1umph oﬁ the pro]e*Wv-f

.,.5

2

"5itar1at Th1s conf1dence that the course of h1story favouredt;m

”‘gthe pro]etar1at was re1nforced by the e]ectora] ga1ns of the_;;

”,S P D. In th]S respect Kautsky s opt1m1sm was shared by

7other 1ead1ng f1gures of German Soc1a1 Democracy Th1s op-”<

'dt1m1sm Was typ1f1ed by Enge]s who suggested that cap1ta]1sm 5

"7wou1d reach 1ts f1na1 dec11ne'"by the end of the century
- wh11e, on the other hand the r1se of Soc1a] Democracy wou]d

tp’proceedv"as-spontaneous]y,.as stead11y,_as 1rres1stab]y and
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~t the Same time as tranquile.as a naturaT prOCess w13
.'hS1m11ar1y, Kautsky argued that the’"cont1nua1 eJectora] vfc--~
-tor1es of the Soc1a]1sts w111 g1ve the pro]etar1at “such a
v;ffee11ng of conf1dencev; and so ”overawe" the bourgeo1s1e, hhat
jt will be "fmposs1b]e to prevent the se1zure of power of the |
'[tstate and- the transformat1on of the re]at1ons of powers’1n

’,government“’14

"_Th1s fundamenta] conf1dence, w1th 1ts econom1st1c basts, was.
' the source of Kautsky 5 contrad1ctory po]1t1ca1 p051t1on

”':On the one hand Kautsky fought aga1nst emp1r1c1sm 1n theory

'”a”d "reV‘51°n15m 'Tn Pract1ce Th1s strugg]e earned h1m the . = °

5ht1t1e of "the pope of orthodoxy L On the other hand hlS con- vf-¢

Ty

';'ffdence that the course of h1story favoured the cause of SO- ;,a;vf

7‘7c1a11sm 1ed h1m to oppose any-"premature" attempt at revo]u— ;j':ffj

';dt1on,;p ”premature“ attempt at revo]ut1on be1ng effectlvely

s L

A“ﬂ{gdef]ned as one. wh1ch cou]d not be prosecuted by par11amentary

"ffmeans

'W7mKautsky was a str1dent opponent of "M1n1stera]1sm ;'thé'barf%!_e<

":fc1pat1on of SOCIa]IStS 1n bourge01s governments He argued

- ”lthat rea] soc1a] change cou]d not be effected by means of a]-v h”‘

‘11amces W1th bourge01s part1es Kautsky asserted that the

}'i«_conquest of power must be the work of the pro]etar1at as a -

fun1ted c]ass Th‘s COU]d 0n1y occur when 1t was strong enough’*77'

.f’to "undertake a’ v1ctor1ous strugg]e aga1nst the ent]re bour-

'geo1s wor]d" 15 S £ ﬂutf' e:}“'ja'tyaf



1'a;ment of cap1ta115m must resu]thn a cr1s1s, w1th1n wh1ch thezt

quto set back the e]ectora] progress of the Soc1a11sts

17

¢ . <
S

| S1m1]ar1y, Kautsky fought aga1nst the grow1ng 1nf1uence of.
rtrade union bureaucrats who urged the party to adopt the "rea]—

’1st1cJ course of stra1ghtforward reform1sm In contrast to’

f1gures such as Bernste1n, Kautsky he]d that the parT1amentary y

~

rstrugg]e and p1ecemea1 reform1sm cou]d not be used to- trans—-ﬂ R

- form sot1ety ,The1r essent1a1 purpOSe, to wh1ch Kautsky at—

{t‘tached great 1mportance, was to 1ncrease the conf1dence and

- - 16.
;organ1zat1ona] strength of the pro]etar1at

Y
'Kautsky attacked any tendency that he perce1ved as threaten1ng
a,tthe po]1t1ca1 and 1deo]og1ca] ndependence of Soc1a] Democracy
'JEKautsky stressed the 1mportance of protect1ng*the party from
:'femp1r1c1sm In th1s regard he attached much 1mportance to»zl,

};revolut1onary bourge01s 1nte1]ectua1s 17

18
e on Len1n in th1s respect can be seen 1n What Is To Be Done7

R

'rLfIronlcally, however, wh11e Kautsky fought aga1nst the threats:e?

}.of emp1r1c1sm and reform1sm h1s conf]dence that the deve]op- f7

«

i_hoverthrow of cap1ta]1sm wou]d atta1n the support of the bu]kf;t.;5

J

”ﬁof the popu]at1on, ]ed h1m to advocate a- po]1t1ca1 strategy f;jltf

“

'"e7sent1a11y the same as that of exp11c1t1y reform1st f1gures;f

:j:In The Road to Power Kautsky stated that "everythlng shou]d

:dhbe av01ded that wou]d tend to provoke the ru11ng c]ass to a

gpurpose]ess po]icy of v1o]ence _; for th]s wou]d on]y serve

'f{in th1s connectlon, Kautsky stated that the Par1s Commune

N

Kautsky S 1nf1uence .

1& e
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'”the ]ast great defeat of ‘the pro]etar1at” ‘and that the

. "steady prograss the pro]etarlat had made s1nce was the resu]t e

~of the adopt1 n of ”peacefu] methods 20 Kag%sky showed no

iapprec1at10n of the poss1b1]1ty that par11amentary strugg]e

m1ght serve to 1ntegrate the labour movement 1nto the struc-

: /
ture of cap1ta11sm A]ways feaF?u] of bourgeo1s react1on,

Kautsky cou]d never estab]1sh a strategy effect1ve1y d1st1nct o

: from that of h1s opponents ) Kautsky himself recogn1sed h1s

: de facto, practlcal un)tva1th,flgures he had‘descrlbed 35v
bougeo1s reform1sts | o | |
T then found myse]f c]ose]y 11nked to Bernste1n
“.We came together again during the war.  Each of
- us preserved "his.own political phys1ognomy, but

. in pract1ca] action we found ourselves almost
*always in agreement So has 1t contlhued to the

dV_present day.21

'wIt may be noted that 1n assert1ng that the pro]etar1at cou]d;ﬁ*l'
'hno 1onger make use of tact1cs character1st1c of the Par1s

"jCommune 1n comm1tt1ng 1tse]f to peacefu] strugg]e, Kautsky

_:_y;d1d not exp11c1t1y suggest that the proletarlat 11m1t 1tse]fhhff’ﬁ

-k:to str1ct1y 1ega1 means of strugg]e However, haV1ng made f"'

i '";ah e1%§tora1 maJorlty the obJect of the party s po11t1ca1

ffjstrategy, Kautsky was extreme]y caut1ous 1n advocat1ng tac-f"

N ERN
t1cs,}such as the mass str1ke, wh1ch m1ght a11enate poten-;h_

'15ft1a1 e]ectora] support or provoke a react1onary pO]]ty on thef S

7part of the author1tar1an German state Neverthe]ess,‘jnef

"hrKautsky s v1ew the adopt1on of a so]1d]y par11amentary stra—»]‘

"v:tegy was not an abondonment of the cause of revo]utwon, 1t wasff

‘\'v. o .
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the most certa1n and least cost]y, a]be1t notNtne\guqckest

means toward revo]ut1on B - .

_if it cannot prevent Revo]ut1on, it (par-
11amentary pol1t1cs) can avoid many reck]ess
and premature attempts at revo]ut10n,“and ren-
der many’ revo]ut1onary movements unnecessary.

. - The direction’of evolution is not thereby
‘a]tered but ,the pace is made more steady and
.even. The coming to the front of the pro]etari
“Jat in a State with some measure of democratic
gofernment will not be marked by such a strik-
-ing v1ctory as attended the m1dd1e classes in
their revo]ut1onary period, nor will it be ex-
“posed to violent overthrow:.2?2 (emphas1s added)

E

. §s
‘ - | .
Th1s passage sums up well Kautsky S v1ew of the rpad toward’

soc1a11sm Conf1dent that the proport1ona1 s1ze/of the
pro]etar1at wou]d c0nt1nue to 1ncreas@ and that/the masses L
genera]]y wou]d be §hb3ected to an ever worsen1ng ser1es of
1:.crwses, Kautsky was sure that when cond1t1ons were‘"rwpe

\
party wo ]d ga1n control of the‘government

: by PeaCEfu1 m”an5/¢//g&/thls reason Kautsky reJected as nadf'ﬂﬂ
yve”t“r‘St‘C"'a"Y attemp\\at a: "premature revo]ut10n, %fV-f"'“’

"premature” attempt be1né def1ned prec1se1y as. one wh1ch re-i.;*

qu1red the use of v1o1ent or d1ctator1a1 means, The passage::p'

PO

i a]so 1nd1cates that Kautsky be11eved that a soc1a11st govern-

. =Y

ment whlch atta1ned power by e]ectora] means wou]d not be

“7p"exposed to v1o]ent overthrow o Kautsky also be11eved that

‘ff a soc1a]1st government cou]d proceed 1n the bu1]d1ng of so-f?

\_‘)

: ,c1a]1sm w1thout any use of "d1ctator1a1“ means In The Rene;“ J

| gade Kautsgl Len1n asserted that both these pos1t1ons were

7'~utter1y na1ve 23 H1stor1ca1 exper1ence seems to have suppor—,ff

l‘~

ted Len1n However,:Kautsky s comm1tment to a "democrat1c
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" Kautsky goes on:to ask:

.20

.i.e., parliamentary, attainment of power was not simply the
result of a lack of political realism. It corresponded to

-his conception of the course thatjthe deve10pment of capital-

o ¢ ' .
ism would inevitably take. It also torresponded to what he

conceived of as the tasks ~of the proletariat in the build-

ing of socialism.

¥

empirical refutations.

Socialist Revolution and the Productive Apparatus

, N
Kautsky believed that the contradiction between the-increas-

~ingly centra]izedﬂgpa socialized character of the productive

forces of capitalism and the structure 6f market and private
property relations was propelling sociéty toward an increas-

ingly severe series of crises of under consumption. This be-

Tief, which was commonp]ace-thréughout the Second Internation-

al, seems to have been more a matfer of faith than of critical

analysis. As Colletti noted, .it was precisely this dogmatic

“faith which opened the.“Oftho%ﬁfﬁ?theorists to Berhstein's

el

24 Nevefthe]eﬁs, Kautsky stéted:

o~

The productive forces ‘that have been gen-

‘erated in capitalist society have become
-iirrecohcj]ab]e with the very system. of o o
‘property “upon which it is built. The en- R

deavor to uphold the system of property
. condemns society to stagnation and -

decay...

Shall the system of private ownership in
the'means‘of.production‘ﬁé allowed to pull
society with itself down into the abyss;
or shall society shake off that burden and
~then, free,and strong, resume the path of

s BNy . s e . N
~ - - ST : ,
+ 7 -~
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progress wh1ch the evo]ut&nary law pres-
cribes to 1t? Temphas1s added) 25 :

As 1 have\suggestéd Kautsky d]d not expect soc1ety to fa]]
into the abyss. "He believed that in a final "convu151on" the
bulk of the popu]ation would abandon capita11sm. For Kautsky,
the bujlding of. socia]ism wou1d bes in‘essence, the creation
of a new societal structure which, by means of state p]anning,
could make the fullest and most rational use of the powerfu]
productlve apparatus generated by cap1ta11sm Kautsky d1d

not recognise any need> to transform the structure of the pro-
ductive apparatus inherited from cap1ta11sm. For Kautsky, the"
development of the product1ve forces of capitalism was not -
beyond be1ng acce]erated or fettered at d1fferent stages of
h1story - essent1a]]y affected by the structure of cap1ta11st
c]ass relation. The task of. soc1a11sm vis-a- vVis the product1ve
apparatus inherited from Capitalism was not t04transform,jt,
but to facilitate it¢ fullest deve1opment._. | E

In The’ Class Strugg1e, Kautsky stresses that soc1a]1sm will

not 1nterrupt "econom1c deve]opment" Soc1a]1sm does not
"imply that 1t is necessary to rev1ve the dead past or to re-.-
~store old forms of community property or communa] production®
On the contrary,.Kautsky assures his readers that: |

socialism will not put an end to economic
deve}opment On the contrary, it is the only
means to ensure its progress peyond a certain
point. In socialist society as in-society
today... large industry will develop more and
more and increasingly absorb sma]] 1ndustry 5
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_The direction of the evolution remains the
same, but socialism removes all the painful
and shock1ng manifestations that under the
present system are the accompaniments of the

social evo]ut1on 26 (emphasis added)
.'/ -

After the property of the bourgeo1s1e has been expropr1ated
someth1ng which Kautsky forsees as being “the s1mp1est in-
cident among the great transformat1ons of the soc1a] révolu-

tion", Kautsky asserts that one of "the imperative tasks of

‘the social revolution" will be "not simply to continue but to increase

) . -\ : S
production”. Toward this end Kautsky asserts that the social=~
1st reg1me must study the methods of the American trusts,'"from

wh1ch very much can be learned concernlng the methods of the

- 27
Vsoc1a] revolution.” Kautsky goes on to d]SCUSS these methods

in detail, (e,g,in}ght work' sp11t—sh1fts, and above-all, the
}ioncentrat1on of product1on 1nto "the most perfect 1ndustr1a1
_p]ants“) and conc]udes that: "Soc1a11st product1on must: make
use of. these same methods 1n st11] h1gher degree 28f-In short;
soc1a11sm, by such means;as-centra11zed*stateep1annnhg;,wi]]
make better use of the‘prQJUCtive_apparatds}created’hy,eapjtalf
ism than was possible under capitalism. A

KaUtsky.notes that production cannot be’increaSed wtthoUt the

},active invo]vement'oftthe“workers - How 1s th1s to be attalned.fih

once the workers have been freed from the threat of hunger and
’unemployment? ~Kautsky 1mmed1ate]y states the,enforcement'of_v.
| | _ e R SRR
"barrack-1ike" discipline would be unacceptable - and unneces-

sary. kautsky argues thatv"once 1abouriloses‘the repulsive

S e o) B e L E e et e e b e e v e
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character of overwork and ‘when the hours of 1abour are reduced
to a reasonable degree" most workeyrs w111 continue to work out#

"of_simp]evforce of habrt.zg'

‘Beyond this,'Kautsky states that it will be necessary to-make
1abour, "wh1ch today is a burden, a joy, so that 1t will be a
‘pleasure to work, so that the Tabourer will go. to his work w1th

pleasure. "30 However, although he asserts the nece551ty of

transtrming the Character-oftwork Kautsky does7not.presenx
‘this as a prob]em of break1ng down the d1v1s1on of 1abour deve-t
loped by cap1ta11sm."0n the contrary, the’ means wh1ch Kautsky
’mentions by which thehsocia1jst'regime ww]] transform the char-
acter:of'WOrk'( .g. shortening-hOUrs of‘work,emakingthacesQOf
work safer, more hygentc, and more p]easant) are,'as Kautsky
qu1te frank]y states, "s1mp]y ‘a’ cont1nuat1on of efforts that
'today are somewhat deve]oped 1n a]] 1abour 1egls1at1on "31
'1.Kautsky, 1n a book whlch dea]s part1cu1ar]y w1th the obJect1ves
-and ]1ke1y problems. of a soc1a1lst reg1me, makes scant
ment1on. of the abo]1t1on of the d1v1s1on of labour When he
vtdoeshit-ls presented as the‘u1t1mate'outcome of»the econom]c
nevo1ut10n of soc1a11sm, rather than the obJect of the 9011t1ca fd
ngract1c of the pro]etar1at That is to say, Kautsky sees f;:lf_,
'nthe ab011t1on of the d1v1ston of labour as com1ng about by o
~ the deve]opment of the product1ve apparatus to such a degree

that it frees "the mass of the popu]at1on from ltS present

Lp

'mater1a1 fetters;" viz., the need to work 32 . e
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S . ) . A - o 4
| Let us examine this potnt,atgreater>length.Vr;ccording.to
Kaotsky,'soctalism'WOuid not‘on]y'tnherit'caoita1ism's“ten-.
dency toward the centra11zat1on of the means of product1on,.~
th wou]d a]so 1nher1t the organ1zat1on of 1abour and prod- |
r.oct1ve technology>developed by cap1taJ1sm.f Kautsky_states
tcategorica1]y,that“"freedom‘ot']abour has'COme to an:end "
‘_ﬁin'each’piace“, Kautsky contunues,'“the act1v1t1es of every.v

ﬂ1nd1v1dua1 worker are def1ned and regu]ated ThIS has become
||33 (

a techn1ca1 necess1ty emphas1s added)3 Soc1a11sm W1]1 not,

and cannot check th1s deve]opment" wh1ch accord1ng to Kaut-

,sky,' is but the natura] tendency of the econom1c deve]opment

of modern soc1ety w34 | o | | |

‘"Even in soc1a115t soc1ety the worker w1t] rema1n unabte to

"_determwne the t1me durat1on, cond1t1ons, or ObJECt of h1s
:]abour,-1f anythIng, he w11] exerc1se even 1ess freedom un‘:ﬂ“

'der soc1a11sm than under cap1ta11sm At any rate,,accord1nge -

S to- Kautsky,,he must rema1n but "one of the whee]s“ of the

product1on process 35"_ Kautsky argues,1neverthe1ess,.that 1nvﬁ:'

a soc1a]15t commun1ty the "1ack of freedom in. work" W11] not

'on1y 1ose its oppress1ve character, 1t wou]d "a]so.becomefthe
hfoundat1on of the h1ghest freedom yet poss1b1e to man (n36 SR

»?Labour w11] ]ose 1ts oppress1ve character, 1n part, as’ a. re- f '

o su]t of the transformat1on of a cap1ta]1st factory 1nto C

“"democrat1c factory"

h

i
R B



‘That is to say,'KaUtsky envisages'that'the’workers;will elect
" their managers, . foremen supervisors,‘etc ~Thus, iron dis-

c1p11ne w1]1 st111 be; necessary but it w1]1 be: a democratic-

;subm1ss1on, a free w1]] submlss1on to a se]f chosen 1eader}"37

: The cap1ta11sts cou]d says Kautsky, COﬂt1nUe¢tO be»the diréc— 5

tors of the. factor1es, but they cou]d cease to be masters and

w38

, exp]o1ters 'However the key to Kautsky s thought on th1s

matter is that for h1m‘”freedom and 1abourgare 1rrever51b1y ,'.f
jant1thet1ca] Kautsky argues that

’It is not freedom of ]abour, but freedom from N
labour, which in a . socialist society the use .- .
of machinery makes increasingly poss1b]e,, B C
that will bring mankind freedom of 1ife,. free—

dom of 1nte11ectua1 and ‘artistic act1v1ty 39
(emphas1s is Kar] Kautsky s);f SR A

-

“Kautsky saw ]abour as-a necessary ev1] as a den1a] of 11fe R

;and 1nte]1ect wh1ch soc1a11sm must reduce as much as. poss-_j

l

f1b]e Kautsky saw freedom from the need to work as the bas1ss,

"of fu]] human ]1berat1on ' Kautsky d1d not expect that th1sv‘

-
A)

Jncreas1ng amount of 1e1sure t1me wou]d be used in the mannern :
}' 1n wh1ch 1t 1s under cap1tahsm It wou]d, rather be a soc1ety in,
’wh1ch f”What s]aves were to the anc1ent Athenlans, machlnery»

10 That 1s to say, 1t w11] be a soc-”"

5w111 be to modern man !
y1ety in wh1ch a]] the members of the communlty w11] possess
the t1me and ab111ty to seek the mora], art1st1c and 1nte1-
“lectual deve]opment of soc1ety ; as an end in. 1tse1f Th1s ',

however, is a descr1pt1on of the future communist soc1ety,

aestagevof»deve]opment,whjch can be -reached on]y through the .



l~‘and through the cap1ta11st c]ass, Just as 1n turn 1t has be-

26

1ong and comp]ete development of the product1ve apparatus 1

1nher1ted from cap]ta11sm - o ":g~

Since Kautsty s v1ew of the democrat1c state of soc1a11sm is
’1nseparab1e from h]S concept1on of the tasks of the soc1a11st_

revo]ut1on in. the sphere of productwon,-and since both are tk”

‘based on cormon theoret1ca] weaknesses 1 w111 proceed to d1s-

(‘r(

- Cuss. Kautskv S vaew of the State before presentﬁng any cr1t1ca1

‘iremarks
5

‘V}Kautsgy on The D1ctatorsh1p of the Pro]etar1at

e 3 .
In The C]ass Strqgg]e Kautsky S exam1nat1on of the State 1s~

h]gh]y unsystemat1c yet he does present some anterest1ng

arguments Kautsky states that the'"modern state grew w1th

' 41 -
vcome tﬁ@*most powerfu] support of that c]ass,»,ﬂo o Kaut- S

ft sky notes that w1th the 1ncreas1ng sen51t1v1ty and comp]ex-
:1ty of the economx the state 1s 1ncrea51ngly compe]]ed "to
“‘istep in and/tate a hand in the regu1at1on and management of‘;;VN-'
,athe econom1c mechan;sm 42 Moreover,}Kautsky states that 1hi;e'
w1th the 1ncreas1ng 1ntens1ty of c]ass antagon1sms the bourel o
-geoisie requ1res the state to organ1ie 1tse1f and to protect”

itself from other classes. - e e .i\d

)

“In short, Kautsky argues that the growth of the state 1s

not host1]e to the cap1ta]1st system, but, rather, it is a

AR i s st s i S et e i e P e e e Y

.funct1on of its development The nat1onal1sat10n of certa1nt»



fndustries; for instances;_does not constitute an»attack'qn '
the ' bourgeo1s1e Kautsky’conc]udes'that the'"state~wi11‘not
cease to be a cap1ta]1st 1nst1tut1on unt11 the pro]etar1at

the work1ng c]ass, has become the ru]]ng c]ass ”43

(However,-although Kautsky recogn1sed the c]ass nature of the

cap1ta]1st state he . d1d not recogn1se the c]ass nature of the:

fstate as such That 1s to say, Kautsky s character1zat1on of

27

-,the state as cap1ta]1st rested on a s1mp1y emp1r1ca] apa]ys1s,‘p

ajfLe 1ts overt dom1nat1on by the bourge01s1e and 1ts a]]les

'_:Kautsky be11eved the state apparatus 1nher1ted from cap1ta11smﬁ,f

'fcou]d be used to 1ntroduce soc1allsm, once the pro1etar1at has,ff

/

,1atta1ned control of 1t Kautsky stated essent1a11y th1s'inf§m

;h“The Soc1a1 Revo]ut1on

the governmenta] power was never so strong
. r?as ‘now, nor -the military; bureaucrat1c and
- economic forces so powerfully" deve]oped It
_:fo]]ows from: th1s that the proletariat, when
it shall have conquered governmental powers,,"
~ will have" thereby obtained the: power to at-
-once brlng about the most extens1ve soc1a1
'change 44. N A BERRRT , L

’,\‘

’Kautsky did not recogn1se that the structure of the state,,._hj

rthe apparatus through wh]ch the state power of the rullng
hitc]ass 1s mater1a11sed 1s not character1zed by h1stor1ca1
;autonomy The form of the state s determ1ned by the struc—

. & ,
y;ture of c]ass conf11ct at the Ievel of product1on To g1ve»a

,,ran examp]e, the wage re]at1on between cap1ta1 and 1abour pre_ 1‘:

'»sumes a form oftthe state»wjth1n whlch 1nd1v1duals are "free
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.¢to seTT or buy Tabour power W1th1n feuda]1sm the extractTOn

of surp]us Tabour did not, as under cap1tallsm, occur WT£h1n

the product1ve process The surpTUS was extracted bf the

uuextra econom1c meanz of the r311234§1ass It thus presumed

'Jra form of the state c aracter1zed by the dlrect exerC1se of o

‘poT1t1caT power by the ruT1ng c]ass Wh1ch is. to say, ,
,prec]uded any not1on of the ”equa11ty Of men". ' In thws~cqn4f*

nect1on we may note Marx s argument 1n ap1ta1 that .

The spec1f1c econom1c form, 1n wh1ch unpa1d
- surplus-labour is’ pumped out .of the d1rect
.'producers, determines the relationship of’
crulers to ruled, as it grows’ d1rect1y out .

. of production i ¢se1f Upon this... is.
:.gffounded the entire format1on of the econo—‘
~mic community" wh1ch grows up out-of: the
production. relations themselves, thereby
’,s1mu1taneou51y 1ts own po]1t1ca] form 45

| hHav1ng fa11ed to see any1ntrnw1cre]ahon between the form of"

'Mgthe state and the c]ass structure of soc1etyu Kautsky 11m1ted
3Q'the tasks of soc1a115m v1s a v1s the state apparatus to one of

democrat1zat1on, -.i to 1ts "perfectlon irather than t 

"“abol1t1on In The Soc1aT Revo\ut1on Kautsky T1sts the po]1—;v

tlcal changes that the pro]etar1at woqu undertake ‘al"“the,‘“'“”

o f1rst place the procetar1at wou]d rea11se the democrat1c'e.

‘.°;programme for wh1ch the bourgeo1s1e once - stood . That is to,v

v,wsay,'1t woqu "extend un1versa1 suffrage to every 1nd1v1dua1‘

krand estab11sh comp]ete freedom of press and assemb]age ,,Be{‘~tv -

- yond th]S, the pro]etar1at woqu make the state comp]ete]y

1ndependent of the church 1t wou]d abo]1sh aTT rlghts of 1n:

28

n

.'her1tancg; W‘P96%W¢x”ths,remnants»of feudaljsm, reform;the :“7~!g.if
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educational system, and undertake -"fundamental reforms in -
taxation.“46" R ; e T
! .

v c b

»KagtskynrecognTZes’that aﬂl;"these.are means that bourgeojsf.;
R L S B
radicalism has'p]aced-before itself.' The-soc1a11st‘reg1mq

}v"?however, w11] have the power and ”a d1sregard 0f C3P7ta] Of

ﬂ’

_'wh1ch no bourgeo1s c]ass 1s capab]e wh1ch are necessary

-"for the atta1nment of these obJectaves 47 Moreover Kaut—%"

AY

;; sky argues that the soc1a]15t State w11] 'go - beyond bourge01s-‘

i 5,

gdemocrat1c reforms in that 1t w1]1 decrease unemp]oyment as
] N

much as poss1b]e whlle,hat the same tlme erad1cat1ng the j'h
‘;worst aspects of unemp]oyment (' g poverty)
tﬁ_Kautsky be]]eved that the pro]etar1at was not to smash"‘theii;'7
'.,State, but rather, 1t was to ga1n mastery over the mach1n-j;ffhif
,f;ery of government to 1ntrdduce the soc1a]1st system of pro-#ﬁe”

"'ductlon "48 In th1s respect Kautsky thought the abo]1t1on,‘in1f

;nfof unemp]oyment wou]d be of cr1t1ca1 1mportance E”For;tiff'fm
7lthe ]abourer can once be secure of ex1stence even when he :
is not work1n9,:noth1ng wou]d be eas1er than for h1m to'i’:

“foverthrow cap1ta]“ 1"Once th1ngs have gone th1s far the

emp]oyer wou]d be beaten in every conf]1ct w1th h1s emp]oyees:;fyfg

'and be qu1ck1y compe]]ed to g1ve 1n to them ”49

.o
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Voo
,_In short,_Kautsky be11eved that the bourgeo1s1e would not'ﬁ”
- dare’ v1o]ent1y to assau1t a government e]ected by means of

_nﬁparllamentary po]1t1cs Cap1ta]1sts, faced w1th a host11e :ij;:ti”j
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‘Lv’

_soc1a]1st reg]me wou]d qu1ck1y rea]1ze that ‘the "po11t1ca1

‘dom1nat1on of the pro]etar1at and the cont1nuat1on of fhe

,xaufsky,_then;

‘”-5[Qrevolut10n127"9 from top to bottom the o]d method of

htlabour

.,0

8 whlch any revo]utwonary reglme 1nev1tab]y faces In th1s 1

‘product1on and f1rst putt1ng an end to the o]d d1V1s1on of

Pcap1ta11st°system of produc1ton are’ 1rreconc11ab]e 'In
'i'a fact, argues Kautsky R S e
'once the - cap1ta]1sts ‘recognized ... .that they -

“had the right to bear only the risk and bur--

dens of capitalist bu51ness,,these men would.

‘be the very first ones to renounce the fur-
+ther extension of capitalist production and

to demand that their undertak1ngs be purchas~

ed because ‘they could no longer carry them

‘on w1th any advantage‘60 : : ‘

3 o

orsees- not a cont1nuat1on of the c]ass

t; strugg]e undervsoc1a]1sm, but rather, 1ts rap1d dec]1ne‘
’;Oneyeason why Kautsky d]d not foresee the cont1nuat1on ‘<muqhk
~hhﬂthe]ess,the 1ntens1f1cat1on)_of the c]ass strugg]e was, ' |
dr‘fthat he d1d not see one of the pr1mary EO]]tlca tasks
::iof the pro]etarlat to be the rad]ca] transforma¥1on of
.hsoc1a1C{e]at1ons of product1on | That 1s to say, he fa11—
;3:ed to acknow]edge Enge] s adv1ce that soc1ety cannqt s1mp]y

'hafftake possess1on of a]] the means of product1onf"w1thout

51 SRR
b Not see1ng th]s transﬁorma51on as a po]1t1ca1

f}task of soc1a11sm,_Kautsky cou]d not theor1ze the pol1t1ca1

-1_structure necessary to accomp]1sh 1t ‘/f:~f'

—

S o - L SR
Kautsky underestlmated the ser1ousness of the contrad1ct1onsi~73“

30
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| regard Len1n berated Kautsky for 1gnor1ng the fact that an
.overthrown bourgeo1s1e cou]d draw a1d -'even d1rect m111tary'
support - from 1ts 1nternat1ona] connectlons 52 Second]y,.
vLen1n argued that even after it was - overthrown the. bourgeo1— .
~sie wou]d reta1n materla] advantages, e g ,,educat1on, prop—f
erty, money, and the conf1dence that ‘comes from hab]t and
'custom F1na1]y, Lenln noted that in every revo]ut1on theref
“ds 1nev1tab]y 1mmense confus10n among the masses and, conse-
guently,,"a sect1on of the exp1o1ted or the 1east developed

S &
sect1on of the m1dd1e peasant art1san and s1m11ar masses,

53 Throughout h1s

vmay, and 1ndeed do, fo]]ow the exp]o1ters
utsky overemphas1zed the bourgeo1s1e s comm1tment

cyli He be]1eved that 1f the bourgeo1s1e was faced

3emocrat1ca11y e]ected par]lamentary ma?%r1ty 1t wou1d

Vphmaﬂy accept 1ts fate SR

Lot
type of government wh1ch a]ready ex1sted 1n a number of

‘fgfga%ntr1es Accord1ng to Kautsky,,the ”d1ctatorsh1p of the

r.

-'-'pro]etartat” refers not to a “form of government"i but to?

'H‘cond1tlon of government“: For, cont1nues Kautsky,'”when we ;~ﬁ{ffﬂ'*'

I"'

av._

31

ky sees the "p011t1ca1 aspect" of the soc1a]1st revo]u--fr~”

as the tr1umph of ”democracy ‘_v1z as the estab]1shment tf

‘hspeak of d1ctatorsh1p as a form of governmenf} we cannot mean TR

o '54
~_not govern Kautskyrd1d recogn1se that 1n cap1ta]1sm state

hfpower ,s the power of one c]assv- the ru11ng c]ass | For th1s

V,pfthe d1ctatorsh1p of a cTass For,:,;g a- c]ass can on]y ru]e,':;fIVJ,,/”



R fthe 1aw of de%elopment of human h1story

»pro]etariat for Kautsky, s1gn1f1es the estab11shment of the

pro]etar1at as the ru]1ng c]ass

B . o . N . . . ) . .

The estab]]shment of the pro]etar1at as the ruling c]ass wqu]d

~of course; mark a great h1stor1ca] revo]ut1on Kautsky,,how-.

E ever, be]1eved that the. “evo]ut1on soc1ety could progress

- even in its most declslve rupt
-7@u1 democratlc way. ‘Asideyfrom his overest1mat1on-of the =

-

v commitment of both the bourgeo1s1e and the masses_to par11a—.
‘ mentary de;ocracy, th1s conceptlon of SOC1a11st revo]ut1on re—
su]ted from the fact that Kautsky did not pos1t as an ObJECt |
.:of the c]ass strugg]e, under the d1ctatorsh1p of the prole-‘
M-tar1at the transformat1on of e1ther the productlve or stat

apparatus 1nher1ted from cap1ta11sm

.9

“Criticisms

?Kautskyis?Ecohomisntj:

Ain h1s speech at Marx s graves1de Enge]s compared the sc1en-

a’

ft1f1c stature of Marx and Darw1n '”Just as Darw1n d1scovered
‘-Tthe law of deve]opment of organ1c nature, so Marx d1scovered

"56 Me know of the

'**[great 1mpact Darw1n1sm had 1n the 1ate n1neteenth century
'-i,But for Kautsky, DarW1n s theory was not on]y comparab]e to

'*dfMarx s, 1t was app11cab1e to the obJect of Marx s ana]ys1s

‘o '__D'.'a - R

32

1n an essent1a11y peace—lﬂff

Tl
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In 1924 reca]]ing his‘own'theoreticaﬂ devedopmeht Kautsky

noted how Darw1nlsm had "conquered the-ranks of cu]ture” and

O

~ that h1s."theory:of h1story was 1ntended‘to be;nothjng other_
than” the app]ication of Darwinjsm to social deveiopment“‘ -

""In the mind of a 30c1a11st";’cont1nued Kautsky, ”Darw1n1sm

! 57

=s1gn1f1es knowledge of the cond1t1ons of socna] 11fe” 'The -

- primary ]esson to be drawn from the app11cat1on of Darw1nlsm
~'to the study of socﬁety was know]edge of the 1nv1nc1b1]1ty

'and 1nev1tab1]1ty of soc1allsm Darw1n1sm, wrote Kautsky, inf;-

v'fd1cates that "the trans1t1on from an o]d to a new concept1on

~

of the wor]d occurs 1nres1stab]y 5 that ”the trad1t1ona1 in;v &

g
Mst1tut1ons founded of “the needs of the preceed1ng epoch w1]] |
58

fall- 1nto ru1n, wh11e new 1nst1tut10ns w1]1 take the1r p]ace-
: , :0; . _
'-;To trace out a]] the nuances of Kautsky s fus1on of Darw1n1sm f
‘dhw‘th Maﬂk15m is beyond my- scope and 1nterest . It seems cer-'“fﬁe_f:

o

taln,‘however, tha@ Darw1nlsm re1nforced h1s conf1dence 1n'.1

the . natura] necess1ty 'of soc1a]1sm as. the 1nev1tab]e product

foﬁ the. evo1ut1on" of cap]ta11sm For Kautsky, the 1nev1ta-»' *‘=‘;

o -

"'b1]1ty of soc1a11sm was 51gn1f1ed by the 1ntensHW1ngcmntrmﬁct1on

"between the 1ncreas1ng1y powerfu], centra]1sed, and soc1a]1sed o
'=character of the product1ve forces and the chaot1c 1rrat1ona]-.p-':

ff1ty of cap1ta]1sm Kautsky be11eved that hav1ng reached a fﬂ_ftf'

"_certa1n 1eve1 of development the growth of the product1ve

fforces cou]d no ]onger progress”wuthout caus1ng a serles of
| _sp]ra11ng cr1ses of overproductlon F1na11y, th15f fntrad1c-

: =.tron wou]d resu]t 1n sd§h "unbearab]e cond1t1ons foq the mass
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of the‘beop1e that theyj/{::/;;::\nd-choice but to go down in-

to\degradation or to overthrow the system of private ownership."
)59 '

(emphasis added

Kautsky insiéted that socialism could not come about without. a
revo]utign, and that a teto]&tion cannot come about without

the "assisténce’of man'". thever, Kautsky saw the;aevetopment
of the proletariat as aﬁ e%ﬁ%eéSion of the contradiction bet- 4,
ween the development of-thé'productivé apparatus and the "sys- |

tem of privatedownership”. He also posed parliamentary

‘ demotracy as an essentia] product of the eVo]ution.of capital-
ism and pos1ted an 1nd1sso]ub]e link between socialist revol-
_ution and the atta1nment of a par]1amentary mEJor1ty ‘In fact;

Kautsky saw the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at as a socialist

« s IS y
ma30r1ty in par]1ament and its use of the state apparatus to

transform soc1ety For these reasons, Kautsky arqued that no
Scountry cou]d "sk1p“ ‘the stages of "norma” eve]opmént“. Just
;"as he held that the violence oftthe ruling c]assicould not al-
-_ter the ‘course of evo]ut1on, he rejected any "adVehturistig" |
.attempts at a "premature” revolution. - A revolution cou]dtnot
be successful until society was'"ribe“ for it.
- . ' X

¢ £

Kéutsky's cdncéption of the evo]ution tf‘capita1ism towards
sociatism was not essentia]Ty altered by his analysis of im-
péria]ism."Kautsky:reatted vehemently against members of the
. party who argued 't,h‘at socia”istspshould support the introduc-

tion of capita1i$m into "backward" areas of the globe as a
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necessary and h1stor1ca1]y progress1ve policy. /%he”ﬁdea that
/

every country in the world must go through exact]y the same-
course of deve]opment, argued Kautsky, was an/1deo1og1ggl4use

of MarX'e theory of history for opportunistit po}%tica] P?ason§x
Kautsky argued that, after the_estab]ishment of socia]ism)in

- advanced capitalist countries,]ess oeveloped.countries might

be spared from having to go through a long period of capitalist
. . . / . o

deve]opment.el' . e

However, although Kautsky attacked the "opportunistic” tendency

. . D §
to support colonialism, his analysis-of imperialism had no

essentiaJ.effect on his conception of the "evolution" of capi-
j | ’ ) : 13 3 ‘ . '
talism. - For Kautsky, imperialism did not mark a distinct

stage of capita]ism; but, rather, it was only a "po}icy” of
62 5 | '

\

certain sect1ons of &apxta] It did not occur to Kautsky

- that jmperialism_ 1ght resu1t in a,d1sp1acement of the centre

of/revo1u€4§nf?rom the advanced capitalist countries "toward -
the. east" \l\e toward poor,fSti]] largely peaeantﬁgountriesu
: Kautsky S ]1near concept1on of the evo]ut1on of cam1ta]1sn
‘prevented him from cons1der1ng that revo]ut1on m1ght break

out in the "weak link" of wor]g\lnper1a11sm. ~ForaKautsky, the
possibi1ity of building socia]ism in a country which had not
passed through the stages of "norma1 deve]opment" was conceiva-
b]e on]y after SOC1a11sm had been conso11dated throughout the

advanced capitalist countries.



Kautsky's conception of the "evo]ut1on" of capitalism not on]y
preVented him from conceiving of 1mper1a11sm as a d1st1nct
‘stage of capita]tsm, one with profound consequencesffor.the
caaseaof socialism; it aTéo_prevented‘him from'even.posihg‘

a number‘of problems which are bf.deCisive importance in the
bujlding of socialism. I will concTude by indicating what.

some of these prob]éms are.

“Non-Proletarian Classes and Socialism

In The Class Struggle Kautsky writes that capita]ism "Js ra-

idly drifting to the p01nt where the who]e popu]at1on of cap-‘
1ta11st nat1ons w1]1 be depr1ved of both prOperty and freedom .

It is in th1s sense that he argued that cap1ta]1sm "takes thé

64

. ground from under 1tse1f ne Kautsky was conf1dent that the

"evo]ut1on"of cap1ta11sm wou]d 1nev1tab1y create the mater1a1

36

83

tond1t1ons under which 1t would be poss1b1e to attain a so-

cialist ma30r1ty in par11ament The 1mportance that he at—
SO

tached to the atta1nment of a par11amentary ma30r1ty s 1nd1c-'

ated by the fo]]ow1ng passage R o o hh

Suppose the,cap1tallsts and the1ra§upporters

are an 1ns1gn1f1cant handful. Howicould. they

prevent the transition to Socjalism under uni-_

versal suffrage? ... Universal: suffrage would

reveal them as an 1ns1gn1f1cant m1nor1ty, and
; consequently’ théy would sooner resign them-

selves to their fate than if the franchise
 were so shaped that no one could say with
~certainty which parts had beh1nd it a maJor—
',1ty of the people. 65



- \_

' Kautsky s belief in the Tikelihood of a soc1a11st party at—,
taining a large e]ectora] ma30r1ty was t1ed to his be11ef
'that capitalism led to the 1nCreasrng "proTetar1an1zat1on
-of the popu]at1on | Kautsky, however, did not recognise that
certain property]ess, wage-earning agents of product1on oc—
~cupy the p]ace of cap1ta1 within the sphere of productlon,
and, consequent]y, enJoy pr1v11eges and exerc1se powers wh1ch
oppose them to the working class as a who]e f Kautsky showed

ik

a . pronounced tendency to cons1der eveﬁh.extens1on of the wage

form to be an extension of the worklng class. In effect his

characterlzat1on of the agents of productxon was based exclus-'

: r1ve]y on the1r ownersh1p or non ownersh1p of the means of pro—ff

ductlon 1‘It 1s th1s whlch a]]owed h1m to be11eve that the

37

_”capt1a]1sts and the1r supporters“'were becom1ng an-rns1gn1—-'

f1cant handfu]" - For not recogn1s1ng that cap1ta11sm repro- .

ducescau"m1dd]e c]ass"'wh1ch occup1es a’ contrad1ctory pos1—7*
t1on v1s a- v1s the worklng c]ass, Kautsky may be cr1t1c1zed
for. the same th1ng for whlch Marx cr1t1c1zed R1cardo

'What he forgets to emphas1ze s the constant
increase of the middle classes, who »stand in
the middie between the workers on.one side:
and the. capitalists and landed proprietors |
on the other side, who are for the most part
supported djrectly. by revenue, who rest as-a
;burden on the labouring, foundation, and who .
increase the social secur1ty and the power ‘
of the upper ten thousand. (emphasis added)66, .

Kautsky noted‘that With"the*development of Capitalism the :

product1ve funct1ons of the cap1ta115t devo]ve to- the1r

"11eutenants", e. g foreman, techn1c1ans, managers, p]anners,



etc. However, he did‘not‘see-that the c]ass determination
_‘deraved from part1c1pat1on of these agents of product1on in
product1ve 1ab0ur and thetr status as - wage workers 1s subor?
.d1nate to the. 1deo1og1ca1 ~political. relat1ons of wh1ch these'
emp]oyees are the agents and supports ‘ He d1d not recogn1se

“that the "N. C 0 's of the pr§%UCt10n process occupy; as._
“Pou1antzas has suggested the p]ace of cap1ta1“ 67 Asla
consequence of the. dua] nature of the cap1ta1wst productlon ’ K

: process, wh1ch is s1mu1taneous1y a process of the produc$1on:;,

. of use va1ues and a process of exp1o1tat1on, “the ”1leutenants i
or'"N C O 5" of th1s process fu]fnll not on]y a’ techn1ca1—

»-SUperv1sory funct1on They a]so functlon to extract and

EN o]]ect” surp]us 1abour 58 Nh1ch is to 53y they Serve to -

reproduce the subsumpt1on of 1abour under cap1ta]

In short Kautsky d1d not conshder that emp]oyees of cap1ta1--"

"-that enJoy mater1a1 advantages and are connected to the d1rect

. producers by a structure of author1tar1an re]attons may have
"1nterests wh1ch oppose them to’ the pq11t1ca1 struggle of the #ft'

ed]rect producers I be]teve thts 1s a]so true of w1de sec—?

4

tions °f the "m1dd]e C1a$5 ’ve{gf, 1awyers,'1nsurance agents:‘r

s e

Tand advert1s1ng agents, sa]esmen,...;, who, ‘as Marx said,

/

“11ve of f surp1us ]abour and whose 1nterests more or 1ess

compete w1th the d1rect1y exp101t1ng ‘class in exp101t1ng them

(the workers) ?gd Th1s problem not on]y throws into quest1on

"the fea51b111ty of a strategy comm1ted to the attatnment of



\

.an e]ectoral ma30r1ty “for a revo]ut1onary party, it a]so has

ya

1mportant 1mp11cat1ons for the bu11d1ng of soc1a11sm

é

/

";ProduCtiOn Relations and the Building of Socialism

o

Kautsky S concept1on of soc1a11sm is prem1sed on h1s be]1ef

-that g1ven the support of the bu1k of the popu]at1on the bour4

geo1s1e wou]d peacefu]]y accept 1ts fate. The 1ntens1ty of o

5 the c]ass strugg]e wou]d then qu1ck1y subs1de However, the’

*bas1s of the class. strugg]e is not the subJect1ve att1tude of.:

gany number of 1nd1v1duals, or even of who1e c]asses - Thé;

ater1a1 bas1s of the c]ass strugg]e 1s the set of antagonls—LJ*'

4t1c productlon re]at1ons wh1ch character1ze the cap1ta11st o

: mode of product1on S1nce these re]at10ns are . cond1t1oned B

IVthormed on]y gradually,'lt fo]]ows that cap1ta11st re]at1ons

w1]1 be reproduced even after the bourgeo151e has 1ost power

‘a s

'thS1nce those agents of productlon wh1ch funct1on to reproduce_'

A

L ’by the structure of the product1on process wh1ch can be trans- L

the dom1nat1on of cap1ta1 over 1abour der1ve power, pr1v11ege,4] o

vand status from the space they occupy w1th1n the structure of B

- the product1on process, they may be expected to oppose the TR

7ftransformat1on of th1s structure In th1s context it is 1n—

;’terest1ng to note Marx s rep]y to Bakun1n s argument that _'
soc1a11sm wou]d be character1zed by a "free state ~of the

""who]e peop]e '//;

q!
5



’(The pro]etarlat) must'use measures- of force, .
- hence governmental measures: if it itself still
~ remains a class and.the economic conditions.on
which the class struggle.and the existence of
‘classes have not yet disappeared, they must be

forcibly removed or transformed, and the pro-.’

~cess of their transformat1on must be forc1b]y

acce]erated 70

- The "econom1c cond1t1ons"_on wh1ch the c]ass strugg]e is"

()

_ﬂbased are not ]1m1ted to the pr1vate ownersh1p of the means j!>1j

'gbf produet1on As we sha]] see they are a]so const1tutedl

by the dom1nat10n of 11v1ng ]abour by dead 1abour and the7

'5d1v1s1on between 1nte]1ectua] and manua] 1abour f The abo11-'

'?'ét1on of these economlc cond1t1ons"_w1]1 not hapPen

i

automat1ca]1y as a‘"s1de effect" of the deve]opment of the

’:Ject of the class strugg]e under the d1ctat0rsh1p of the Ff"'

fa proletar1at

'IfThe d1v1s1on between menta] and manua] 1abour 1s,v0f course,

1f1nher1ted by soc1a1lsm Th1s d1v1s1on of 1abour 1s-man1fest4'

/.

":ed at the 1eve1 of product1on in the form of a d1v1s1on be—:ft”'

9

tween workers who engage 1n the d1rect process of product1on

pEeN

- and a h1erarchy of eng1neers, techn1c1ans, and managers who

superv1se,‘adm1n1ster, and structure the product1on process

“productive forces Rather, the1r abo11t1on must be the ob- t,ifVﬁ"

}";The_"abo11t1on” of the d1v151on of labour under soc1a]1sm 1n?“ff

Vo]ves the 1ntegrat1on of these funct1ons into the d1rect

producers In thws context the bourge0151e cons1sts not'

r,bu r

s0n1y, as Kautsky 1mag1ned of ex- 1andowners and cap1ta11sts,,

also of the e11te of "spec1a11sts" who are st1]1 neces- J
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sary to the product1on process and who may}try to ma1nta1n
the1r pos1t1ons of power and pr1v11ege by underm1n1ng the
growth of the workers co11ect1ve control of the d1rect
product1on process, of the d1rect1on of 1nvestment, of tech-

_n1ca1 deve]opments, etc

'

' ',In the 1deo]ogy wh1ch governs the producttve apparatus deve]op-

‘ged by cap1ta]1sm, the re]at1ons through thCh the power and

‘pr1ve]ege of non workers are rea11sed appear as teohno]ogwca]]y o

1.necessary - For th1s reason, the destruct1on of cap1ta11st so—55°«
A

'mucva] re]at1ons 1n the Sphere of product1on cannot come’about o

h} v -

as Kautsky thOUth mere]y through the rap1d deve]opment of ';j

‘°V’rproduct1ve forces under the contro] of the soc1a115t state

“thhe reproduct1on of re]at1ons of domlnat1on does not 1n the

**”f1ast ana]ys1s,,depend on the subJect1ve att1tude of the personsf',

‘Eoccupy1ng pos1t1on5 of pr1v11ege and power . The rea1 bas1s f.-ff'
fttor the reproduct1on of c]ass dom1nat1on under soc1a11sm 1s-7
xhthe organ1zat1on,,the ob3ect1ve act1v1ty, the set of soc1a1
Lpract1ces w1th1n wh1ch the masses are he]d i Un]ess there s

.d5va strong effort in the form of the co]]ect1ve strugg]e of

the masses,,to rep]ace these re1at1ons wqth new soc1a11st ones,
:;they w111 Inexorab]y reproduce themse]ves , Th1s 1s the]esson

h of revo]ut1ons 1n th1s century | It 1s a]so what Marx meant

| by say1ng that Hn the course of bu1]d1ng soc1a11sm the pro]e-,'
htar1at "w111 have to go through 1ong strugg]es, through - a |
”;ser1es of h1stor1c processes, transform1ng c1rcumstances and f

; n72
men. .
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I
Lo

Kautsky s ]1m1ted percept1on of the prob]ems and contrad1ct1ons 3

o wh1ch a soc1allst reg1me must face gave h1s conceptlon of so-

c1a]1sm an abstract character However, Kautsky s concept1on?
of soc1a115m COF?ESPOHdS to h1s concept1on of h1stor1ca1 pro-.4
gress under captta11sm Kautsky be]1eved that cap1ta]1sm

/

WOU]d 1nev1tab1y Produce a s1tuat1on w1th1n wh1ch the 1mmed1-“7"”

; ate mater1a1 1nterests of the vast bu]k of the popu]at1on‘

wou]d comm1t them to the bu11d1ng of soc1a]1sm : Second]y,_

"”<}f he d1d not recogn1se that the techno]ogy and soc1o techn1ca] ’

d1v151on of 1abour deve]oped by cap1ta11sm were 1ntegra1]y
11nked to the class re]at1ons of capwta11sm Consequent]y,_tg,dib"
he d1d not recogn1se the transformat1on of the product1ve | s

g apparatus 1nher1ted from caplta11sm to be a task of the d1c—«-'

»

tatorshlp of the pro]etarlat On the contrary, Kautsky saw

| he fu]] and rapld deve]opment nder'"the d1rect1on of a

B we]] organ1sed adm1n1strat1on of the product1ve forces to

be the pr1mary task of the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at
w1th1n the sphere of product1on e S
, L , , f]é'"
Fa1]1ng to recogn1se that the cond1t1ons for the ex1stence of
the c]ass strugg]e wou]d cont1nue to ex1st under soc1a11sm, e

Kautsky cou]d not accept any argument for the nece551ty of a’

, pro]etar1an d1ctatorsh1p Kautsky cou]d not conce1ve of the

d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at as other than a par11amentary

democracy w1th1n wh1ch the pro]etar1an party ho]ds state power



‘;djbestdundertaken 1n;that ;oqtext.

43

He: v1ewed par11amentary democracy as the u]tra non. p]us

of po]1t1ca1 1nst1tut1ons Soc1a11sm wou]d ]1m1t 1tse1f to
‘“fperfect1ngd this 1nst1tut1on | o |

eHere'Kautskyl1s exp11c1t1y 1n conf]1ct w1th Marx. and Enge]s
:ﬁAccordlng to he latter,_"one th1ng espec1a11y Was ' proved by
"fthe Commune, v1z that the work1ng c]ass cannot 1ay ho]d of
.h.the ready made State machlnery, and w1e]d 1t for 1ts own ‘
‘?_purposes "73_ S1nce 1t was prec1se1y over th1s questton that

‘wiLen1n broke ‘with Kautsky, further d1scu5510n of" 1t may be R

/1.._
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CHAPTER 11

@

Lenin and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat

In his polemic with Kautsky over the question of the dicta-

torship of the proletariat, Lenin represented the orthodox

. Marxist position. ‘The State and -Revolution, in fact, is es-
sentially an e]aboration'of Mar*;s and Engels' writings on
the socialist state ~In texcavating" the c]assica] writings
on\the dictatorship of thelproletar1at Lenin indicated, in a
cruglal historical conjuncture, the contradictions between
Ma}x's”and Engel'’s conception?Bf the socialist state and the
concept101 held by Kautsky and the vast ma30r1ty of the
Second International. However, Len1n did more than red1scov—~
ef‘Marx's.and Engé]é‘ "forgotten“ texts on the d1ctatorsh1p
of the pro]gtaktat. In many important ways he enriched and
deve]oped the theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
HTo g1ve one example,. hav1ng recogn1sed that the centre of
revolution had sh1fted away from the advanced caplta11st
countr1es, Len1n had to face prob1ems of bu11d1ng socialism
in a poor,-]arge]y peasaht;soc1ety.c In th1s and other res-

uoa

pects Lenin went beyond Marx and Engels.

Notwithstanding LEnin'stcont?ibutionuto the theory of the dic-
tatorshib fo the proletariat, his break with Kautsky's cohcep-'
tion of socialism was, in one crucial fespect, incomplete.

Lenin-recognised-socialism as a- period of historical transition.



49

within which capita] was "defeated but not destroyed" and

1 During this

commun1sm was born but was "still very feeble"
period of trans1t1on, wh1ch wou]d last for a who]e historical
epoch, Lenin asserted that the c]ass:struggle wou]d‘cont]nue
fe intensified and~un§recedented‘fotms. Hewever,'Lenin did
not always show adequate recognition,of the fact that the prb-
ductive apparatuéldeveleped by capita]ism‘i;,qpt structured
in a socially neutral way. He-did not recognﬁse the role it
p]gys;in the’reproduetion of capital. ConseduentTy; he did
no? recognise tﬁe transfprmatioh Qf the socio-techhica] dfv-
ision of labour, and the 1eeo1ogica]-and political re]ationg"
contained in it, as a fundamental objective ofrthe~cléss
strugg]e. This weakness in Lenin's cOnception of the dtcta-
torship of the proletar1at will be examined shortly. However,

1et us first cons1der Len]n S concep¢1on of the tasks of so-

cialism vis-a-vis the state.

&

.

¥

The ‘Principal Task of the Dictatorship of the Pfo]etarfet

s

R ¢4

In his pamphlet -One of the Fundamental Questioﬁsjof‘the

Revo]ution, (September, 1917) Lenin wrote: "The key ques-

t1on of every revo]utlon is undoubted1y the quest1on of
state‘power;"z‘ This .is hardly a start]]ng statement and
in fact, it could have just as easily been issued by Kautsky.

What is significant is that in discussing this question

o

Lehin is not‘so much concernedwwitﬁithe~prqblemwof.captqring"m,g_:_
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State“power as he is with the '‘question of what type of State
apparatus the projetaria; needs. ‘Lenin argues that the revol- .
ution must establish "the dtotatorshjp of the proletariat".

What does this mean? Lenin answers that it:

i

e e i means radically: reshap1ng
the entire old apparatus, that bureaucratic
apparatus which hampers everything democratic.
It means removing this apparatus and substitut-
ing for it a new, popular gne, ie., a truly '
-~ democratic apparatus of Soviets, ie., the org-
' anized and armed majority of the people... It »
means allowing the majority of the people the
initiative and independence not only in the
election of deputies, but also in state admin-
1strat1on, in effecting reforms, and various
other changes.3 ' -

In this.passage,vand in many other‘p1aces,'Lenin argues that
the proletariat needs annongbureaucratic, "truly democratic"
State apparatus ' The‘obvious questiOn is:iWhy? To answer .

!

th1s question one’ must note that Lenln had a very d1fferent
’concept1on‘of thevbas1c>nature of-pro]etar1an revoTutlon than
did-KautSky 'As 3'argued Kautsky believed that soc1a11sm, |

wou]d evo]ve "smooth]y and even]y and, once the p011t1ca1

. .- _ power of the pro1etar1at was assured, more or 1ess spontan-

-eously, on the bas1s of the pol1t1ca1 and econom1c structures
deve]oped within cap1ta11st soc1ety ' In this context»1t.1s
interesting to note Len1n S observat1on that in all prev1ous
revo]utions_the.chlef.work of the masses was-destruct1ve,,eg;;:7c

| ‘ : : ' . 4 .
destroying the monarchy, abo]ishing feudalism, etc.. The posi=.

tive work of creatlng a new SOC1ety was . 1eft to the bourge01s1e
Th1s, argues Len1n, was a re]at1ve1y minor task “because theA
:‘ch1ef organizing force: of anarchically built cap1ta11st society

s the spontaneously grOW1ng and expandIng nat1ona] and 1nter-

[
(4 - - &
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national market.".5 .

In contrast to all prior revo]utions, socialism can on]y devel-

~op as the product of the consc1ous strugg]e of the masses

Lenin conc]udes from this that what the pro]etar1at needs,i s a

State apparatus which will a]]ow the masses to "engage in. 1nde-

1

pendent creative work as the makers of h1story "6 S1nce the'

'd1st1nct1ve character1st1c of the cap1ta]1st State is préc1se1yA

its separat1on from, and author1tar1an re]atlon to, the masses,

socialism requ1res a h1stor1ca1]y new type of state These»

p01nts; of course, need to be dlSCUSSBd at greater 1ength

I w1]1 beg1n with the quest1on of democracy A basic'element

of the Marxist the%ry of the state‘- on thCh both Kautsky and

.Len1n agreed - is that democracy is never "above the c]ass_'

struno]e The state 1s, as Lenwn aroued "the product and the

II7

It fo]]ows from this that state power is the power of

3 a 51ngle c]ass - even when this power takes the form of a

par11amentary democracy. Kautsky argued that the state was

an organ of'class'rule; but for h1m, the c]ass nature of the

state apparatus depended solely upcn which class contro]]ed it.

That is to say, there 1s nothlng 1nherent1y bourge01s about

bourgeo1s democracy Thus, Kautsky often spoke of "democracy :

In.genera]“, He even suggested that the deve]opment of “pure

‘democraCy"swas p0551b1e within cathallst soc1ety.8 In this

contextgttentn declared that: “Genera] talk about freedom,

!
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q

equaitty and democracy is in faCt'but a b]ind'repetttion of

concepts shaped by the re]at1ons of commodity" productton n3

It may be he]pfu] to remember that for Kautsky

Democracy . s1gn1f1es the ru]e of ghe ma30r1ty,
and also of the protection of the minority, be-

- cause it means equal rights and an equal share

- .in all political rights for everybody, to what- :
ever class or party he may . be]ongg (emphas1s added)10

;This conception of'demoCracy is as'Lenin argued a ”b]ind

‘}repet1t1on of bourge01s 1deology because 1t represents con--

crete human be1ngs, engaged 1n spec1f1c soc1a1 re]at1ons as, .

‘atom1zed abstract ent1t1es e Al of whom are equa] before the

‘state Len1n acknow]edges that democracy “stgntf]es the

:forma] recognttton of equal1ty of a]] c1t1zens,_the equa]

‘r1ght of all to determtne the structure of and to adm1ntster,‘
‘the‘itate ”11 But, w1th1n bourgeo1s soctety “democracy means
m9n1y forma] equa]tty”' It is on]y forma]" because the soc1a1

?s1tuat1on of the poor nd the structure pf the state effect1vc]y'

."exc1ude and squeeze out the poor from po11t1cs, from act1ve

part1c1pat1on in democracy w12 Pro]etar1an democracy, on the

other'hand 15 character1zed by the d1rect exerc1se of po11t1cal

power by the revo]ut1onary masses ‘ Th1s means_ 1t ‘must e11m1natet
]
two essent1a1 e]ements of . “the cap1ta11st state the mneaummcy, B

')and the ,spec1a1 apparatus of repress1on

In asserting that‘the form'of the pro]etariantstate must faci]i-

“tate ‘the- d1rect exercise of po]1t1ca1 power by‘the masses, Len1n?'

was adher1qg\to the orthodox Marx1an pos1t1on But why 1s.1t
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‘that the pro]etar1at cannot "51mp1y 1ay hold of the ready made‘
..state apparatus" after 1t has. expe11ed the bourgeo1s1e7 Here
it is 1mportant to reca]] that the pr1mary force in the repro-
‘duct1on of cap1ta11st hegemony is not the. state,‘but, rather,
it is the mater1a] re]at1ons and 1deo]og1ca1 pract1ces W1th1n ‘

’wh1ch the masses are he]d - 1nVo]vong,-above a]] the d1v1s1on'

2between 1nte11ectua1 and manua] 1abour ' In contrast to the

state power ‘of the bourgeo1s1e, these re1at1ons can bei abo11shed“~

.,'only over a- ]ong per1od of . t1me ' Thus, Len1n argued 1n Econom1cs

‘and P011t1cs in the Era of the: D1ctatorsh1p of the Pro]etar1at

Li;that cap1ta1 - wh1ch 1s not "a sum of money ‘or a group of peop]e,{

' but a’ def1n1te soc1a1 re]at1on ' 1s not someth1ng that can be

fd:overthrown fro /one day to the next

'=Theoret1ga]1y, there can be no doubt that between

© .+ capitalism and communism there lies a definite

'trans1t1on period which must combine the features
~ and ‘properties of both these forms of social econ-. -
~omy.  This transition period has to.be a period. of =~
'fstrugd]e between dy1ng capitalism’ and nascent com-.
munism - or, in other words, between capitalism . .
-.wh1ch has been defeated but not destroyed and com—"l'3
mun1sm wh1ch has been born. - but 1s st111 very feeb]e

3

Soc1a11sm is a per1od of trans1t1on dur1ng wh1ch cap1ta11sm "has
:jbeen defeated but not destroy d " Cap1ta11sm cannot be fdestroys}.‘
_}’ed"‘1mmed1ate1y because soc1a1 re]at1ons wh1ch reproduce the con—;'d
7d1t1ons for the ex1stence of cap1ta1 are cond1t1oned by a - process, >
'of social product1on that cannot be transformed overn1ght fIn[‘
'contrast to the feuda] mode of product1on, 1n the cap1ta11st |

mode of product1on the ru11ng c]ass - and 1ts agents - do p]ay

i
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‘a_v1ta1 econom1c ro]e Th1s s1tuat1on is not dec151ve1y al-'

*tered mere]y by the se1zure of state power by the pro]etar1at

'._In consequence, ‘the - pro]etar1at must expropr1ate the bour- A ﬁg

dgeo151e wh1]e ut11121ng a product1ve apparatus wh1ch forms_f.‘h
‘“’the mater1a] bas1s of the power of ‘the bourge0151e . Th1s is .
the dom1nant contrad1ct1on of soc1a11sm, the contrad1ct1on /

,that determ1nes the form of the pro]etar1an state

.' i

}The transformat1on of the product1on relat1ons 1nher1ted from

::,cap1ta11sm, and of the 1deo1og1ca1 pract1ces wh1ch are 1nextr1§%“
| cably 1nterwoven w1th them, demands the d1rect exerc1se of po11-,
"ft1ca1 power by the pro1etar1at In 119ht of the 1nexper1ence :

1 ;of the d1rect producers 1n management and superv1sory funct1ons,,,;”;§

'57and cons1der1ng the capac1ty of. bourgeo1s “SPeC1a11StS to engage fk

'“s1n econom1c-sabotage, 1t seems un11ke1y that thlS strugg]e to up-huu

;1froot the bourgeo1s1e ch1d be waged w1thout at 1east a temporary f}:5'

I

'_drop 1n econom1c eff1c1ency 14 Consequent]y, the pro]etar1at“f-';'
‘x”:must organ1ze 1tse1f for the d1rect exerc1se of po11t1ca1 poweri'a
to conduct a ma551ve organ1zat1ona1 po]1t1ca1 and 1deo1og1ca1
3‘vstrugg1e aga1nst the bourgeo1s1e, and ‘a]so, to dea] W1th adverse L
'h'movements w1th1n the broad masses wh1ch may emerge as a CO"SB-' |

quence of econom1c deter1orat1on 15 For this. reason, Len1n

}stressed in "Left W1nq“ Commun1sm, An Infant11e D1sorder that

, the pro]etar1at and in part1cu1ar, the pro1etar1an party must

-~ be organ1zed and d1sc1p11ned so as to. be capab]e of watch1ng

o

“"and-influencingvthe moodvof_the.masses.“lGM,,g
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' -For these reasons, and to prevent the emergence of a new bureau-,

»,g;cratTC e]1te opposed to the masses, Len1n argued that the pro]e_‘e_t

) tar1at must govern d1rect1y In response to Kautsky s "common—
'sense argument that a c]ass can on]y ru]e, not govern, Len1n Sl
'rep11ed "Any European country w1]1 prov1de Kautsky w1th examp]es

1

| of - government by a ru11ng c]ass, for 1nstance, by/the 1andowners‘_

‘-'fqn the M1dd1e Ages, in sp1te of the1r 1nsuff1c1ent organwza-'

gtxon “17» Soc1a]1sm, then, 1s to be characterlzed by a form of state

ulpower ana]ogous to that of feuda]wsm, v1z :one in. wh1ch members

o f

<QOf the ru11ng c]ass exerc1se p011t1ca1 power persona11y and dar-jg,;

ﬁ’%e}ect1y

"fThe most deve]oped statement of Len1n s concept1on of thehi'”

L;pro]etarlan state,;of course, is The State and Revo]ut1on 18

dhAs I. have suggested the status of th1s book in the Marx1st
1httrad1tlon 1s ]ess a consequence of 1ts theoret1Ca1 or1g1na]1—v
”Tﬁty than of: the fact that 1t represented an - "excavat1on"'ofg};““‘n
.EtMarx s and Enge] s texts on the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar—u:hd*
":1at had been a]most un1versa11y forgotten throughout the

VSecond Internatlona1 Indeed '1n a W61] documented essay,h”

h”Mar1an Sawyer has 1nd1cated that 1t was not unt11 the v1rtua1j

eve of the Sov1et Revo]ut1on of 1917 that Len1n broke w1th =

19 VHowever,;,

}Kautsky s concept1on of the soc1a11st state
Len1n d1d "red1scover" Marx S wr1t1ng on the Par1s Commune
before the outbreak of the sov1ets in 1917. .He was, thereby; :

ab]e to. ndtcate the theoretlcal,meaning;anduhistortoalfsig;A_:e;in'

| anlcance'of theusoviets.ﬂ“This;‘tniturn,‘enabled the
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AfStatedOf_a NewdType]-it

“.In The State “and Revo]ut1on Len1n asserts, aga1nst “the

':_Kautsky1tes s that the "w1ther1ng away of the state 1s not

'5"someth1ng wh1ch corresponds to & d15tant stage of commun1sm

'::A but rather, 1t 1s someth1ng wh1ch must beg1n 1mmed1ate]y upon

;f'the SETZUFG Of Power Th1s 1mp11es two th1ngs, f1rst,‘the o]d
:'state mach1ne must be destroyed and second]y, the pro]etar1at f,~*

*'fmust bu11d a, state ”so const1tuted that 1t beghns to w1ther

. ftaway 1mmed1ate]y, and cannot ‘but- w1ther away ZQ "It ds on]y _\fy" =

'n¢by the comb1nat1on of these two processes that the bourgeo1s

’fstate 1s ”smashed"-h”f.';(;?u

ch'Stnce the separate e¥1stence of the state 15 part of a spec—g;i
-dp1f1c system of soc1a] productlon,iand s1nce 1ts 1nterna1 |
'structure ref]ects the cap1ta]1st d1v1s1on of 1abour and the faf"ﬁ
'5);ypreva111ng c]ass re]at1ons, 1t 1s not enough for the pro1etar~,ﬁ
’rﬁ;;jatﬁ as A]tyujsser puts t‘,t&f s1mp]y add to the adJectwve 'dem- ’
‘ocrat1c to each State apparatus ??7frd’ smash“ the state 1t
r;Js necessary to suppress some aspects of the bourgeoxs state,'_ “gé
to transform others and to 1nvent a]together new organlzaé |
‘a_t1ona1 structures $ what:are the:concrete measures\Lennniproﬁ

"fposed by which to' Smash® the state?

In th1s context Lenln bases h1mse1f largely on Marx S and

ruEngels ana]yses of. the Parxs Commune‘»(and of course,’the377*

L -,»,:L:;l‘;-,t‘-. | s

e

h1stor1ca] revo]ut1onary process wh1ch was: unfo]d1ng before



’him) . Marx descr1bed the Commune as "a revo]ut1on aga1nst
the. state 1tse1f }ﬂ, a resumptlon of the peop]e, by the

| 22
peop]e, for the peop]e of 1ts own soc1a1 11fe “Len1n“

.quoted a passage from Enge]s 1ntroduct1on to The C1v11 War 1n‘
>Franoef- R |

[From the very outset the Commune was com-"
~pelled to recognize -that the work1ng class,
. once come to .power, could not go-. on manag—w
~ing.with ‘the.old- state machine: that.- -

order not to lose again its only. aust con— L
o quered -supremacy, this work1ng class must,
. on the one. hand, do away with all the old

- v repressive: machlnery prev1ous]y used.’ ‘
" ‘against itself, and,‘on the other hand, .

safeguard itself aga1nst its . own deput1esr-
. and officials, by declaring them all," w1th—
~out exception subJect to reca11 at any
‘moment. 25 _

“e

1.;The f1rst part of th1s passage 1s stra1ghtforward 3Léhihh'h 

*-glt argued that v state of armed workers” in Wh]Ch "the lf:ﬂ e

emaJor1ty of the peop]e 1tse1f suppresses 1ts oppressers,-hf

spec1a1 force for suppresswon 1s no 1onger necessarx

'VThat 1s to say, to the extent that the powers of repress1on

['ffdevo]ve to "the peop]e as a who]e" the repre551ve state ap-':

”jparatus beg1ns to "w1ther away"l The process by wh1ch the
'"r;bureauacracy 1s smashed" 1s tendent1a1]y the same, a]though',uﬂ-'

'Jt is a more comp]ex process‘.f'

. Len1n arﬂued that d1fferent parts of the state mach1ne had to N

q" 1n d1fferent ways - Lenln asserts the bureaucracy'

: flcannot be abol]shed 1mmed1ate]y,_but the process by whlch

_i;ié;nsmashedn must begln 1mmed1ate]y TQWard”thts end, he,ar-.JV
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ks

j':~gues in The State and Revo]ut1on the Sov1ets must adopt the

e

fhspec1f1c measures 1n1t1ated by. the Parls Commune, sud]asthe;my—

f1ng ofstaugoffuna]s "workmen s wages", a]] state off1c1a]s to

"be subJect to 1mmed1ate reca]] by the peop]e, the destructaon»"'

. : ®
-of par]1amentar1sm and 1ts rep]acement w1th “pro]etar1an demo-

dtracy” wh1ch abo]1shes the d1v1s1on of 1abour between those
'1who make dec1s1ons and those who' carry them out the str1pp1ng*
:of off1c1a1 posts of a]] vest1ges of e]1t15m and pr1v11ege,'

'fetc?5c B R .=5»". G

L

',Len1n asserts that the need for adm1n1strat1on and the need

h'for bourgeo1s~spec1a11sts w111 rema1n after the pro]etar1at

t-?has se1zed power However, these spec1a11sts w1]1 be str1pped_

N

ir»of a]] the1r powers for “boss1ng :and 1n fact, w11] be sub-

"tJect to the contro1 of armed workers ; The ro]e of state off]—ftb'

’ O

'ﬂh'c1als wou]d thereby be reduced to>"carry1ng out our 1nstruc-f7 XL

31{t1ons as respons1b1e, revocab]e, modest]y pa1d ‘foremen and
V26

' f‘crat1c career1sm wou]d be abollshed Of most 1mportance 1n

'”fdth1s respect Len]n argues that the masses themselves must"
’ 3carry out whatever tasks of state adm1n1étrat1on of wh1ch they?lyﬁ

';'are capable To the extent that a]] c1t1zens are bureaucratsnﬂfi*

,:
y [

:for a t1me,‘the bureadcracy as such beg1ns to “w1ther away

‘;-Lenln was extreme]y opt1m1st1c 1n th]S regard, argu1ng that

.)
-4

*;“th t"accountlng and contro]" funct1ons necessary for the f1rst ;*

phase of communlsm had "been s1mp11f1ed by cap1ta11sm to the RS

extreme.and reduced to .;%extraord1nar11y s1mp1e operat1ons Bl

&

Through such measures Lenln hoped bureau—7f-f”



59 -
which any ]1terate person can perform" 27A Of,coorse, as IfhaVe'
noted,vLeanvd1d not .expect that_the masSes'wou]d be.jmmedtatef

A

V,]yiab1eito,take on all administrative'functionsrJ*«

‘A Dictatorship of & New Type

£l . , . _ ‘
. o E " o

-

If the measures out]1ned above cou]d have been carr]ed out 1nr

fhthe manner Lenln foresaw 1n The State and Revo]ut1on they ;

'vwou]d 1ndeed have const1tuted the creat1on of a qua11tat1ve—
7y new type of democracy , However, Len1n was 1nststent that o
“the. soc1a11st state wou]d a]so be a qua]1tat1ve]y new type of

f7d1ctatorsh1p ' It 1s se]f eV1dent that 1f the pro]etar1at has

'ftaken state power 1t has effect1ve1y d1sp1aced the bourgeo1s1eﬁi“‘

<

r;at the po]1t1ca] 1eve] Len1n rea11zed however, that the

-fbourgeo1s1e was not yet 'uprooted not yet destroyed “and not
[ﬁyet even utter]y broken He conc]uded from th1s that the«

1(pro1etar1at '1n soc1a]1sm,_must face ﬁa new and h1gher form x"téﬁ

r,

. of stru991e a9a1nst the bourgeo1swe "gg'fln:”Left w1n9 Commun-_l'f,’

,;Jsm An Infant11e D1sorder Len1n stated;'iﬁ ;xej;f-,,-%?tgj S
, The d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etarwat is a0 Tt
‘persistent. strugg]e - b]oody and blood-
. less, violent and peacefu] ml]]tary and o
':feconom1c, educat]ona] ‘and adm1n1strat1ve ST
- 'against the forces and traditions of
godd society. The force ‘of. hablt of~,;,
s and tens of’ m11]1ons is.amost T
2 force..., without a party’ cap—“pa'~;” :
»atch1ng and 1nf1uenc1hg ‘the - o
“he masses;: 1t is 1mposs1b]e to;-*
ich a strugg]e successfu]]y 29
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This brings us to what is perhaps Lenin's nost important and,
I think,\most.orfg1na1 contribution tddthe theory of the dicta-A

‘torship of-the proletariat. .

We have seen that Kautsky S po]1t1ca1 strategy a his.con;
cept:on of sec1a11sm were based on- a mechan1st1c and’ econohtstlc
"conceptwon of soc1eta] deve]opment In part1cu1ar, 1t will be
remembered that Kautsky considered the ever 1ncreas1ng extens1on
of ‘the wage form ‘as a man1festat1on of a proport1ona1 1ncrease
1n the s1ze of the work1ng c]ass In contrast to Kautsky, Len1n
-based his po]1t1ca] strategy and concept1on of soc1a11sm on a
d1a1ect1ca1 ana1ysas of the spec1f1c conJuncture w1th1n whtch

"he agted and a g]oba] ana1x§1s of the current state of cap1ta1- o

i'ijm;‘ On the bas1s of such ana]yses Lenin came to two

| v_conc]us1ons of fundamenta] 1mportance F1rst,~cap1ta1lsm

":fddoes not ]ead to the ]1near deve]opment of soc1ety toward-

fg7fsoc1a11sm,.but; rather, cap1ta11sm evokes contrad1ctory ten-‘*

'denc1es w1th1n soc1ety and w1th1n the 1ndustr1a] work1ng c]ass,t'
T

- ft1tsle 0 Secohd]y, Lennn rea11zed that 1mper1a11sm was not

1:.has Kautsky argued, mere]y a po11cy" of fwnance cap1ta1 b t;-7f;

' ihrather,‘wt const1tuted a d1st1nct phase of cap1ta]1sm wh1ch

dafA1though I cannot go 1nto a fu]] sca]e ana]ys1s of Len1n s

'”~'remarks 1n th1s d1re t1on are essent1a1

frequ1red an: adaptat1on 1n the tact1cs of soc1a11st part1es

htheory of 1mper1a11sm,

'he ]abour er1stocracy,'etc a few
e L R

i

fAe Split::in Socialism and in Imperialism, . -

'-('"g‘;'wf ‘f:?f7“

BT I
,[In‘lmperialism and.
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‘ the H1ghest Stage of Cap1ta11sm Lenin demonstrated the sp11t

v\ W1th1n the European soc1a11st movement to be a consequence of
contrad1ct1ons w1th1n the work1ng c1ass,‘contrad1ct1ons etoked
' @by the 1mper1a11st stage of cap1ta11sm : In th1s context Lenln
‘ quoted Enge]s observat1ons that the Eng11sh pro1etar1at
R is actua]]y becom1ng more and more bourgeo1s, so that th1s
most bour0e01s of a11 nat10ns is apparent]y a1m1ng u1t1mate1y |
at the possess1on of .a bourgeo1s pro]etar1at 1ongs1d thev‘
| bourgeomswe.“Bl' Enge]s argued that Eng]and S ab111ty to create'
someth1ng ]1ke an a]11ance“ between the bourge01s and at
'1east a sect1on of the work1ng c]assrwas G consequence of 1ts

‘monopo1y pos1t1on Bn the wor]d market . Len1n argued-that ‘since’

::Engels tnme;.capnta]1sm-had 1grown 1nto a wor]d system of S

‘»colbnwa] oppress1on and of the flnanc1al strangulatlon of the

; overwhe1m1ng maJor1ty of the popu]at1on of the wor]d by a

||32

'ﬁhandful of advanced‘ countr1es .‘Len1n concluded from th1s

"that, whereas 1n Enge]s twﬁe on]y Eng]and had the ab111ty to

~"br1be" a sect1on of 1ts work1ng)c]ass, ln the 1mper1a11st

[

| stage of cap1ta115m th]S ab111ty is extended to a number of

_Ladvanced countr1es, notab]y,lFrance, Germany and the Un1ted

: \‘
A

liStates S R I R ;'”,}1;

“»Len1n argued that on]y a re1at1ve1y sma]l sect1on of the work- “;‘,

ing’ c]ass, the 1abour ar1stocracy,'cou]d be “br1bed" by the~ -

bourge01s1e ThJs ref]ects the fact that Len1n s ana]ys1s of
’fthe 1abour ar1stocracy rests not on]y on a g]oba] ana]ys1s of

tcap1tallsm, but, a]so on an- analys1s of re]atlons of d1fferent d:Kf
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groups within the working class to the means of production
and to each other. Thehlébour aristocracy is essentially a
monopbly within a mdnopo]y. As Martin Nicolaus states: "It
consists of worke}s who benefit fom‘Etrﬁctures that exclude
the cbmpefition of other workers, within a caﬁita]ism struc-

tured to exc]ude the compet1t1on of other capitalists. "33

A
Let me explain.

In no caéita]ist»cou&tfy has;moreathanubetwéen one fiﬁth“and
one third of,tﬁe'work%ng é]a&s been organised in tradé\unions.34
Within the sect1on of organ1sed workers there is a relatively
small e11te whlch, ow1ng to its spec1a1 skill, its relation to
‘the-means of production, is able to strike a tacit alliance
with capitalists or, at least, act witH effectivéness vis-a-vis
its employers in.defénding its particd]ar interesfg. The

| position of the labour arist0cracy encouraged it tb be con- :
servativé and cﬁauvinisfic. 'The economicvprivilegevof the |
labour aristocracy, i. e. its enjoyment of "surplus wages"

which come out. of 1mper1allsm s "super profits" rests on 1)
thevma1ntenance of the relations of dom1nat1on between the
‘metropole and thé'coTonfzéd 1ands, and 2) the maintenance of
itg‘dominance over'oﬁher‘eleménts in the working class, e.g.
radica]land efhnic minbrities;'women, thé unemployed, etc.

As I have said, Lenin arghed that’the labour aristotracy could
only be a relatively small group. HoweQer, Lenin also argued'
that this group was permif%ed, and tacitfy encouraged, to |

“ ~b1ay the role of the “vanguard" of the working people;-e.g. it
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vreturn to the cause of revo]utionary socialism.

]

is given privileged access to means of political communica-
tion. For this reason, Lenin argued ‘the aristocracy ‘could

effect a "decay" in the working class as:-a whole.

‘Lenin drew two fundamental strategic conclusions from his.

ana]y51s of the relation between opportu#’sm, the labour aris-
tocracy, and 1mper1a]1sm F1rst, since rev1s1onlst "bour-
geo1s labour part1es" have a material basis 1n the structure

of 1mper1a]1sm, they cannot be expected to dlsappear or to

36 Secondly,

revo]utfpnary socialists must "go down lower and deeper.to

the real masses."37

It goes without saying that if Lenin recobnized that sections_

. of the organ1zed working c]ass would not support a revolut1on~

P

ary socialist party he had no illusion that a]] non-proletar-

ian wage earners could be won to soc1a]1sm before the revo]u—

t1on. Lenin argued that in every cap1tallst country a large‘

- .section of the‘populat1on is made up of non-proletarian ele--

H4

.ments which, as a result of their economic. position, tend to

be "vaci]]ating?‘and, in fact, genera]]y fo]]ow the bourgeo1s

1

or petty-bourgeois parties. Len1n adds that within cap]ta11sm
the bourgeoisie contro1s "a gigantic apparatus of falsehood
and decept]on“ with which "to hoodwink the masses of workers
and'peasants'tp stulify their minds and so forth." Lenin con-

cluded froﬁ this"that the masses, disunified and "crushed" by

cap1ta]1sm, are. unab]e to "dec1de 1n advance the extreme]y

comp]1cated po]]tlca] questlon to be with the working c]assv



‘
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.or the bourgeoisie."38 Lenin concluded"from this that parlia-
‘mentary elections, while they serve as "an index of the level
reached by the various classes in understanding their problems,"

‘cannot serve as-‘a means of introducing socialism.

Kautsky, in,Terrorism'ahd Communism‘(1919), responded to

Lenin's argumehts bydstating that to declare the impossibility

of a socia]ist’majority‘"means considering the workers as a gang
of base and illiterate cowards; it means proc]aiming the failure
IOf;the protetarian cause."39 Lenin, of-course, never argued

that workers were cowards or that, as KaUtsky suggests, they~

d1rect1y "sell-out" to the bourgeo1s1e He did argue that the
social position of workers did not automat1ca]1y orient them
toward soc1a]1sm Beyond th]S, Len1n argued a sect1on of the
working c]ase,.“in a thousand different ways, direct and in-
direct,‘overt and covert", could be detached from the soc1a]-

. ‘Q y SR | » R /((c

ist movement.

~

0f course, Kautsky s failure to rep]y in a conv1nc1ng way to
Lenin's argument does not estab11sh Lenin' s correctness. what

does‘substantiate‘Lenin's position is thevhistory of this

~ century. No revo]utionary party - one ca]Ting for an immediate

and radical change in production relations - has come to power
by electoral means. No such party has been able to surpass an
upper 11m1t of about 25 per cent of the vot1ng popu]at1on, i.e..

lroughly the same proportion of the electorate won by the

'“BoTshev1ks in 1917: 40 Naturally, this is not- to say-that~Lenin”s~

i



analysis is complete or above criticism.

> X b J

Etic Hobsbawm has suggested that Lenin was too optimistic-in

his assert1on that only a sma]] section of the working class
Mbreover, there is no doubt that Lenin did not pay enough-
attention to other inf]uences"on-the conscidusness of the
work1ng c]ass, 1n part1cu]ar, the effects of modern. product1ve
techno]ogy, the pervas1ve 1nf]uence of the bourgeo1s state and
bourqeo1s 1deo1ogy - However, the po1nt is that Lenin 1nd1catedf
the _12_ of congunctura1 ana]ys1s which must, as . he sa1d form
"the pivot of the tact1cs of the 1abour movement" in the | -
1mper1a11st era. Second]y, Lenin 1nd1cated concretevreasons for
believing. that the . d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at cou]d not be
estab11shed by a ma30r1ty of - the popu]at1on : Th1s fact was of ;
decisive 1mportance in Len1n S concept1on of the. tasks of the N

e

'd1ctatorsh1p of the proletariat.

In The D1ctatorsh1p of the Pro]etar1at Kautsky condemned the

Bo]shev1ks seizure of power. by force and the1r subsequent
_diSpé;sa1‘0f thevConst1tuent Assemb]y. The Bo]shev1ks, stated
Kautsky, be]ieued that socia]ism "can be brought about'without‘
.the co—oberation qf'the great mass qf the beople;"42 ‘Actua]1y,
Lenin did not assert that’socialism‘COuld be "brought abbut"
without the cu-operation of the bulk of the-popu1ation He

did argue that th1s co- operat1on could only be won by a per—
sistent strugg]e - "v1o]ent and peaceful, m111tary and econom1c,q

.edueatibnatiahd'administratiVe" - after the ‘dictatorship of



the proletariat had been: 1ntroduoed

In order to win the majority of the popu]at1on -
to its side the pro1etar1at must in the first
place, overthrow the’ ‘bourgeoisie and seize state.
power; second]y, it must introduce Soviet power
“and completely smash the old state apparatus,
whereby it immediately. undermines the rule, pres-
tige and influence of the bourgeoisie and petty-
bourgeois compromisers over the non- pro]etar1an
working people. Thirdly, it must entirely des-
troy the influence of the bourqeo1s1e and petty—
bourgeo1s compromisers over the magor1tx of the
non- pro]etar1an masses by satisfying their econ- =~
omic needs in a revo]utlonary way at the expense
of -the exp1o1ted 43 :

.

i

. Here Len1n breaks w1th a]] reform1sm and evo1ut1on1sm ~ How-
ever,‘1t shou]d not be conc]uded from th1s that Len1n, as‘“j

Kautsky argued, was a “B]anqu11st" who be11eved soc1a11sm cou]d

-be made'"from above wnthout the co- operat1on of the great masstb

| of peop]e Len1n was 1ns1stent that the Bo]shev1ks could not

"steam rol]er“ the peasants 1nto soc1a11sm, but; rather, 1t was;r

,the duty of the pro]etar1at "to 1eave 1t to the non- pro]etar1an-ﬂ

»masses themse]ves ‘to get ‘rid of "the1r vac111at1on as a resu]t

of thelr own exﬁer1ence"'44 Len1n was conv1nced that when the o

non- pro]etar1an masses can compare the cond1t1ons under the

;d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etarlat to those of. the d1ctatorsh1p of .

the bourgeo1s1e they wou]d be conv1nced "by the1r own exper1ence
- of the super1or1ty of the former. 5 In a word, Lenin realised
that the bourge01s state cou]d not be. overthrown by means?ofn

,e]ectora] maJor1ty On the other hand Len1n argued that pro-
~

gress .in ‘building soc1a]1sm could not be made in opp051t1onxtov»

~the | bu]k of the popu1at10n, 1nc1ud1ng the- sect1on of the masses

outside the proletariat. we sha11 see that th1s pos1t1on was"

66
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N

- at the}heart of Lentnfs conception of collectivization.

o

the'dominantrpoliti—'

\

 Collectivization

After the Civil War had been comsummated

cal and economlc problem the pro]etar1an d1ctatorsh1p faced

was the prob]em of peasant agr1cu1ture Len1n S wr1t1ngs after

19T9 show an a]most obse551ve concern w1th th1s prob]em
Len1n argued that petty commod1ty product1on const1tuted agr"

_"very~sound, deep rooted bas1s for cap1ta11sm, a bas1s on

ﬂ"which‘capita11sm pers1sts or ar1ses anew 1n a b1tter strugg]e
nhds Slm11ar1y,<ﬂn'”Left N]ng Commun1sm, An

aga1nst commun1sm
Infantw]e Dlsorder he wr1tes that "sma]] product1on ngenders

capwta11sm ‘ Len1n goes on to. note that petty commod1ty | ,pf

producers

s enc1rc1e the pro1etar1at on: every s1de w1th a
fpetty bourgeois atmosphere, which permeates and -
¢orrupts the proletariat and causes constant St

. relapses among the pro]etar1at into petty- bourgeo1s !
“spinelessness, disunity, jndividualism, and a1ter—

nate moods of exa1tat1on and deJect1on 46

However, even though Len1n cons1dered th1s prob]em "a ]1fe
and deathe struggle” for the pro]etarlat he regected the.
.arguments  of those Bo]shev1ks who advocated 1mmed1ate

co]lect1v1zat1on and exp]o1tat1on of the peasantry as a bas1s
for "primitive soc1a11st accumu]at1on Lenln regarded co]-
]ect1v1zatJon as a,]ongfrun 1mperat1ye,»butone that cou]danot‘

be acoomp]ished‘by dictatorial means:‘

o
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. ,.

The abo]1t1on of c]asses means not only-

- driving-out the landlords and cap1tallsts
.- that we. accomp11shed with comparative
ease - it also means abolishing the small
commodity producers, and they cannot be

~ driven out, or crushed; we must live in

"~ harmony w1th them; they can (and must)
‘be remoulded and re-educated only by very

pro]onged slow, cautious organ1zat1ona1

;Len1n thought cc11ect1v1zatlon was des1’%b]e on]y 1f accom—f

'pan1ed by the product1on of advanced farm mach]nery and a”

:ﬁfcu1tura1 revo]ut1on among the peasantry Varwous po]1t1ca1

5 prOJects 1n d1fferent types of co]]ect1ve agr1cu1ture and com-.tf

_ pet1t1on between co]]ect1ve and pr1vate sectors were 1ntendedfru"”

fnot only to. ensure the eff1c1ency of collect1ve farm1ng,bbdt;3tjf

7‘jtmost 1mportant]y, to conv1nce the peasants, through the1r own,f::

"t“exper1ence, of the super1or1ty of co]]ect1v1zat1on 48 f

tLen1n s concept1onvof collect1v1zat1on 1s not on]y super1or

'to the Sta]1n1st type of co]]ect1v1zat10n, wh1ch threw Sov1et

'agr1cu1ture 1nto a cr1s1s for. decades, 1t marked an advance in
f:the theory of the d1ctat0rsh1p of the pro]etar1at It marked
an advance 1n that 1t recoqn1sed that Dettv commod1tv nrnduct1nn
tcou]d not be abo11shed by stat1st (author1tar1an) methnds,:

but rather, it had to be the: obJect of. decades of educat1ona1
'1deo1oglca1 organ1zat1ona] and po]1t1ca1 work among the

peasantry{

“‘Lenin's conception of the re]at1on between the. co]]ect1v1za—‘_
tion process:andrthe New‘Econom1c Policy revea]s a basic. as-
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For Len1n, the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etarrat was a state and

'_fstate power 1s the power of one c]ass However, th1s does not

69

pect of his conception of the dictatorshipfof.the'pro]etariatr-

: -mean that . the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at is the d1ctator-v'

'esh1p of the work1ng c]ass over the masses in genera] For?».f

Len1n, it is a]]1ance between c]asses in wh1ch the. pro]etarlat ”i

'p]ays the 1ead1ng ro]e Lenln dec]ared that whoever "has not

'":fth1ng in Marx, understood noth1ng 1n Soc1a]1sm, cot

y - 53

fih1s c]os1ng speech at the E]eventh Congress of the Bo]shev1k

| fParty, Apr1] 1922 Len1n asserted that the N E P must 1bef,~“

.funderstood not on]y as a’"retreat" needed to restore order toj

& §

’f:the economy,_but rather,‘1t had to be used as a means of est~

"jab11sh1ng soc1a11sm ,v_7j"g_,;'. fzﬁ” :f

| The main th1ng now is to- advance as an immeas- L
-~ urably w1der and larger mass. and only together .
“-with the- peasantry prov1ng ‘to them by- deeds, N
~ in practice, by experience, that ﬂ??are learn- =

ing and that. we shall learn to assust them, to
]ead them forward 50 ' - v .

E TLen1n S concept1on of co]]ect1v1zat1on represented a reso]»
VOt1on, at the 1eve] of theory, of the dom1nant (domest1c)

contrad1ct1on that the Sov1et state had to face in the immed-

jate post- C1v1] war years However, ‘the 1ong run, determ1nant

contrad1ct1on of the era of the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro1etar-»

Cjat does not 11e in the sphere of petty commod1ty productxon

’ﬂIt ]185,,a§_1shave_argued ,1n the strugg]e to overthrow and

S

understood th1s from readlng Marx s ) p]ta has understood no-‘f

1,n e
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rep]ace cap1ta]1st re]at1ons in the sphere of soc1a1 produc—
jt1on,.i;e in enterpr1ses wh1ch were the f1rst to be orma]]y

co]]ect1v1zed

'Moreover,,because there 1s no separat1on between the p011t1ca]
;sphere and the econom1c sphere once the means of soc1a1 pro-‘
'iduct1on are under state contro] the fa1]ure to transform
't;capwtaltst re]at1ons w1th1n the sphere of productton cou]d
_fon]y have ser1ousl"degenerat1ng"lor bureaucrat1z1ng effects:[;:

?yfon the Sov1et state Th1s 1s a prob]em wh1ch Len1n, for’;

';_,]ack of t1me and as a consequencé’of h15tor1ca1 ]1m1tat1ons,,“--"

4

‘flgwas not ab]e to reso]ve,'even at)the 1eve1 of theory

" Lenin and Socialist Revolution in the Sphere of Production

K P

’:,ﬁIn 1920 Len]n stated “chtatorsh1p 1s a b1g, harsh and b]oody f
'jword one wh1ch expresses a re]ent]ess ]1fe and death strugg]e

. Sy .
.»between two classes, two wor]ds, two htstor1ca1 epochs o

o jln The Immed1ate Tasks of the Sov1et Government (Apr11 1918)

‘liLen1n dec1ared that the pro1etar1at had to "suspend" 1tS "offen-

51ve" in thls strugg]e Len1n argued that measures were - |
necessary wh1ch const1tuted "a retreat from the pr1nc1p1es

“'of the Par1s Commune' 52 Th1s."retreat" was d1ctated by the
d1sastrous 'state in’ wh1ch the C1v11 War left the economy

}'By the end of the C1v11 war, Russ1an 1ndustry produced on]y

'ﬁ:one f1fth of the goods 1t had 1n 1913 the coa] mines’ turned

e e tban ane-tenthe and the iron foundartes on1y one-



fort1eth of the1r past output the ra11ways were destroyed

: 53
jetc. ’ Under these c1rcumstances Len1n wrote that it was the

duty of Communrsts to exp1a1n frank]y

how ‘and why we: took this step backward
and then publicly discussing what means are
available for making up for lost time, means
of .educating the .people and learning from ex-
'per1ence, 1earn1ng toge%mer w1th the peop]e '
) how to bu1bd soc1a]1sm

’ .

Yet th1s was not a1ways done‘v Len1n hlmself, as Co]lett1"
h;;states, too often made a v1rtue of necess1ty,hadopt1ng means7
hcwh1ch may we1] have served the revo]ut1on 1n a part1cu1ar
*1chntext W1thout ”a]ways mak1ng exp]1c1t the h1stor1ca1 and
po11t1ca1 11m1ts, 1n terms of wh1ch these means were 1mposedh-"

and der]ved the1r Va]1d1t_y“ 55 Consequent]y, the Contrad-lc_

’";ft1ons conta1ned An Bo]shev1k pract1ce were not a]ways recog-

;v;n12ed and the means necessary to rect1fy the s1tuat10n went

”dund1scussed and und1scovered In th1s context the goa] of
_gtransform1ng rea] product1on re1atunw was,1n eﬁect 1osts1ghtof and
d"the ra1s1ng of the 1eve] of the 1ndustr1a1 product1v1ty came
Fﬁlto be presented as the essent1a] 1f not the so]e requ1rement j."
- Jeft to ach1eve befoég soc1a11sm wou]d have a s%cure founda-d
Ction. In Fhe Immedi
'":statesa | '*"' ;" ’77_ B
U "3’ e
‘In e&bry soc1a11st revo]ut1on, after ‘the pro-
letariat has solved the problem of capturing
power ..., there necessarily comes to the
forefront "the fundamental task of creating a

social. systeﬁ&super1or to.capitalism, namely,
ra1s1ng the ?@oduct1v1ty of 1abour 56

e Tasks of the Sov1et Government Len1n e




'?,‘government‘" 1 w111 now br1ef]y d1souss/

':]_each worker,,re—1ntroduct10n of p1ece work dracon1an enforce«vf»- :

7Len1n goes on to state that the work to ra1se the product1v—

1ty of . labour w111 "requ1re the use of compu]s1on, so_that y, N "/
r [ v S

the s]ogan of the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at sha11 not e

be desecrated by the pract1ce of a 11]y 11vered pr_}e/ar1an' :

he bas1c measures

‘wh1ch Len1n advocated as(a means of ra1s1ng the product1v1ty
' P

of ]abour In h1s pamph]et '"Left W1ngf Ch11d1shness and the-"b

Petty Bourgeo1s Menta]]ty (1919) Len1n gave an 1nd1cat1on of
: what these means were to be .

,;In 1918 Germany and Russ1a have become the
‘most striking: embodiment of the material rea]-- o o
- . ization of ‘the economic, the productive and {» DU
Té-the socio-economic conditions. fbr socialism, . ' A
on the one hand, the political cond1t1ons, on o
.~ 'the other hand (the economic) ... our-task s .. ....f
io-to study the state cap1ta11sm of,the Germans,~ C
'?_to spare no effort in copy1ng it.:0ur task :
is. to hasten this copy1ng even more “than Peter
1 hastened ‘the copy1ng of ‘the Western culture .
3 Zby barbar1an Russia, and we must not’ hesitate .
i to use barbarous methods 1n f1ght1ng barbar1sm 58

’ihfwhat was to be cop1ed from German state cap1ta11sm was "the*°’
' pr1nc1p]e of dlsc1p]1ne,_organ1zat1on and harmon1ous co oper?f?f:
"eat1on" based upon the'"most modern mechan1zed 1ndustry,ithe

: 59 PR
most r1g1d system of aud1b111ty and contro] . Th1s meant

LT R e s D R e T e i Tt 28 S A L L e

3,the 1ntroduct1on ofmeamnes SUCh aSproduct1v1ty ,~norms for_»jjf,[_r;&

+

"ment of 1abour d15C1P11ne, and the re]nforcement of the power ‘:;?‘:a

,and pr1v1]ege of bOUVQEOTS Spec1a|1sts Len1n adm1tted that'7f -

'fmany ser1ous errors had been made under the author1tar1an -

y structure of war Communlsm He a]so rea11sed that the 1ntro~".* ff%

ductlon of cap1ta]1st means of organlzat1on, account1ng and
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\ 4
management ﬂas 1ncompat1b]e w1th the 1ndependent power of"
~.work1ng c]ass organ1zat1ons 60 "Democracy“, argued Lenan,
. ”]i a category proper on]y to theipo]1t1ca1 sphere Indus-
try is 1nd1spensab]e, democracy 1s not. ”61‘ Len1n never- ex; }\{

'p11c1t1y advocated the "sat1sfactron" of trade un10n5 How-
ev er, he made statements that, in effect gave support to the
' ‘transformat1on of trade unlons from the 1ndependent organlza-
t1ons of the workers 1nto "transm1ss1on be]ts" of state po1~

: 1cy. 'In The Ro]e of Trade Un1ons Under the N.E. P Len1n

Uargued that trade unions must co]]aborate ”c]ose]y and con—“
'.stantly w1th the government 1n a]] the po]1t1ca1 and econom1c

act1v1t1es wh1ch are gu1ded by the c]ass consc1ous vanguard

62

'iof the work1ng c]ass -vthe Communlst Party "R S1m11ar1y,

‘f the fact that trade un1ons had ceased to be a means of edu-

i 7] ) ’
cat1nge¢he masses 1n adm1n1strat1on, through d1rect experlence,
o N NS B SR v
; sgs 1nd1cated by the fo]]ow1ng passage

_f:;It is: abso]ute]y essent1a1 that a]] author1ty ,ﬁ.;';ps '
“'aEﬂ the factories should be concentrated .in the -~

[N 'ﬂ d1rect 1ntervent1on by trade unions ‘in - the .
-’-“management of enterpr1ses must be- regarded as# R
pfpos1t1ve1y harmfu] and 1mperm1ss1b]e T

*_Just as: the Bo]shev1ks found 1t necessary to reta]n czar1st

'm111tary off1cers 1n the Red Army and Tn-fact to fre hthem

B

davof management - under these circumstances . . T,

‘:forom the contro] of po]1t1ca1 comm1ssars appo1nted by the party,_»i'j

‘7ﬁ_they found 1t necessary to use bourgeo1s spec1a11sts,‘and to'

;'free them from the controx of "armed workers ‘,,o do so may

"rhave been necessary for a speC1f1c 1ength of t1me,;b ';"thTs~‘_1f =

‘fj"retreat" was. never corrected.
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-Th1s was & "retreat from the pr1nc1p1es of the Par1s Commune

that Len1n had eTaborated in The State and RevoTut1on It is

o .

true that even 1n The State and Revo]ut1on Lenin's concept1on

‘fVOf how to transform bourgeo1s soc1a] reTat1on at the TeveT ofbf._

"{ ;product1on 1s reTat1veTy undeve]oped . However, Len1n d1d 1n-

s‘dlcate that . "Targe sca]e product1on" wo&dd be organlzed by the
'workers themseTves, bourgeo1s managers and techn1c1ans woqu be
subJected to the coTTect1ve contro] of the workers,'aT] ”spec1aT-~

ists" were to rece1ve Wbrkmen s wages. and they were to be re-

pTaced as soon ‘a’s the exper1ence and tra1n1ng of workers woqu
'.aTTow 64 ‘These pr1nc1pTes were onTy a beg1nn1ng, but- they were'
hthe necessary beg1nn1ng W1tHout WhTCh the strugg]e to uproot |
'bourgeo1s power at the TeveT of product1on coqu not progress

; “SInce th1s “retreat":was not corrected, on product1on re]at1ons»

"QT ou]d be reconst1tuted and reproduced thereby estabT1sh1ng a -

vspace w1th1n the sphere of product1on for an expTo1t1ng cTass

i

ZPVInsplte of the BoTshev1ksJ 1ntens1ons, the more the Workersvh

o ,were restr1cted to a pass1ve 5 roTe the greater was the ease

”=',w1th wh1ch the soc1aT power of bourge01s spec1a]1sts was

o

G conso]1dated j The ruTe of factor1es by the personaT author-rrT_ql

. ‘»panty of factory\managers, overre]1ance on mater1a] 1ncent1ves,};bff

nﬂf_the over1ndent1f1cat1ons of party and state, the ab011t1on of

anon BoTshev1ks groups 1n the Sov1ets,vthe abo]1t1on of the

/.

'ftrad1t1ona1 rlght of BoTshev1ks to engage in 1deo]og1ca1
,dstrugg]es through form1ng fact1on5s'and s1m11ar measures,

o . ‘365
_)great]y he]ped the "v1ctory of the bureaucracy C Everyth1ng

T -"‘._‘:} Coix
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crat]sm and the lsolat1on of the Bo]shev1ks from the masses

7

'seems tomindjcate Lenin be]ieved the growing threat of bureau-

[ -
cou]d be offset by 1ncreased 1deo1oglca] r1gouw on- the part

of the. party and 1ncreased d1sc1p11ne 1ns1de, and outs1de,

the-party
suppress1on of

ent 1n the

1abour by a soc1a11st reg1me never came fu]]y to 11ght and

hﬁnce, measures whlch wou]d be necessary to correct th1s fre-

treat" were not d1scussed

Let us exam1ne the examp]e of "Tay]orwsm

s

N . . . :
.}( ¢ @
@ N .

S

9.

Perhaps, 1t was part]y as a resu1t of. the general

dopt1on of Caplta]1st methods of organ1zat1on of

75

¢

debate that the contrad1ct1ons 1nher->

B

Tay]or1sm was a sysﬁ

tem of 1abour management develoggd by Freder1ck Tay]or 111 was an attf”"pt

Tay]or 1acks the character1st1cs of true sc1ence s1nce

process 1n modern cap1ta11st 1ndustr1es

Braverman wr1tes,”th'

/g:p01nt 0,

~tory- wo,k fo

,_'soc1a] e
- disfover and ¢onfront the cause of this con—f<o” ‘

td1tlon, but accepts it as: inexorable given

f“but the a
‘capital.

-

‘*fana]y51s starts from ’;ﬂ;j

the

relations. It does net- attempt to

It 1gvest1gates not labour®in: genera1
aptation of labour to the needs of

"It enters the workp]ace not as thea;:;r‘g*z_
_ Jrepresentatlve of sc1ence but as the repres-{.p N

~~ entative of management masqueradlng in thej

‘ ‘*trapplngs of sc1ence 66 : .

!"

toiapp1y sc1ent1f1c méthods to the problems of the 1abour f_'

sc1ent1f1c management“ of Freder1ck E

ap1ta1xst po1nt of.view, from the'.{~tﬁ-v‘"”"'
jvieﬁtof the management of a-refrac-.
e in a setting of antagonlst1c-

However, as Harry- Lo

fsp;jg1;~*<~
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The problem which Tay]orism addresses i's that of control over
a11enated labour; viz. ’wage labour. Taylor argued that,.un-
der what he called "ord1nary management" management had
lTittle know]edge of the work process, and, conseqdent]y:
little direct. control over it. Th1s 1nev1tab]y resultedin
"so]d1er1ng { je., the tendency for workers to estab11sh a

work pace well below their»capabi]tty.67 Tay]or

concluded from this that: "A]] possib]elbrain work should
be removed from the shop-and centered in the: p]ann1ng or lay-

68 )
1ng out department That is to say, if management is ef—
feCﬁIVE]Vtm control the labour process ‘the skill, conceptual-

1zat1on, and planning 1nvo]ved in product1on must be separat-

)
ed from the d]rect executlon of tasks in the 1abour process.
The "labour ‘process" is no 1onger dom1nated by living labour;

the unvty, d1rect1on and purpose of the process are exter#%l_

to the Jabourer. Th1s is a resu]t of the fact that, as

Braverman notes, contro] over the: 1abour process passes into

* " the hands of management, "not only.in a formal sense but by

“'the contro] and d1ctat1on of each step of the process,_in-

-c]ud1ng 1ts mode of performance." 63 o ’ . !

“within capita]ism, management has always had the right to con
i_trol labour. What Tay]or advocated was mak1ng this controlv
:"mOre,effective by mak1ng it more direct. Th1s was done, f1rs
of. a]] by haylng management dictate. the precise manner.in.

. whlch the work was to be done Thas was made p0551b1e by the

ey

76
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| reduction of the work process to a seties of mecﬁanistic, ato-
xni;ed,~ motions-which are easily measured by management; Taylor argued
that the work process must be constant]y‘SUpervised by t%é
representatfveslof management. Finally, development of the
work process is made the exclusive domain of management. In
faqt, workers are prohibited from'a1tering'the work procéss
in anyuway? e.g., altering the posifion‘or arrangement of
- machinery. Workers are limited tblthe mindless Exeéution of
‘motions determined by management They consequent]y 1ose any
. conception of the product1on process as a who]e, of its tech-.

nological pr1ncvp1es.

Lenin was very impressed With_thé'wdrk of Tay]br. He érgued
the Bolsheviks must-orgaﬁiée the‘"ﬁtudy and teaching of £he
Tay]@r system'and‘systematica]]y tryvjt out a&d adapt it to
our end. .10 Accord1ng to Lenin: |

The Tay]or system ... is a comb1nat1on of the
‘refined bestiality of bourgeois exploitation
‘and a number of the greatest scientific

_ achievements in the field of analysing mach-_

> anical motions during work, the elimination
of superfluous and awkward motions,.-the elab-
oration of correct methods of work, the in-
troduction of the best system of accounting

and control, etc. The possibility of build-: ' .

ing soc1a1vsm depends exactly upon our suc-

"cess in combining Soviet power and Soviet - 5
organization of administration with the up-to- S
date achievements of capitalism.71

@

The idea that the "séientific"‘aépetts of Taylorism cqu]dibe

'mgéba}aféd”frgﬁwif§ éxpTéi£5tf§é éspééts'iéuhndiéTectftalfm
Lenin failed to rea¥ise that there is no mode of work in

'Y L

77



general. That is to say, just as the state ;;:not above the
class strugg]e, <o the mode of work is modulated - even tts
"sc1ent1f1c aspects . - b; class strugg]e In Capital Marx
notes that in modern 1ndustry scierice is "a productive force
distinct from labour and presses it into the service of capi-
ta] w12 Sc1ence appropr1ated by capital never exists in a
pure or neutra] form; but, rather,éyf is art1cu]ated to a cer-

ta1n ensemble ¢f soc1a1 relations "= caplta] The question of

the re]atlon between science and the dominant ideology is‘gnev

- that cannot be d1scussed here. It is enough'for us to note

that Tav]or1sm is an instrument of the dom1nat1on ofcmpltalnot

only because jt facilitated increasing the intens1ty of work

‘to 1eve]s which could not be maintained without stra1n, but,

even more fundamental]y, jt was such ‘because the "correct

‘methods of work" developed . accordIng to it were 1ntendedrad'
ically tO increase the division between mental and manua]

' labour and thereby, the social power of management over

labour. | The "up- to- date ach1evements" of capitalism cou]d

not be separated from the social context in which they were

deve]oped. Tay10r1sm;\wh1ch was intended to "cheapen” 1abour
\

78

by emptying it of all fki]],‘technique, and rationality, . .-~

could not be utilized for the opposite purpose; viz., to in-
crease the workers' coftrol and understanding of the social

‘processes they were ed@aged 1n

» F1n;41y,v it shou]d be noted that the p1ace of 1abour is not

p{y)a p]ace where soc1a1 re]at1ons are reproduced relatlons

I,
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which tend toreproduce,themse]ves"thr0ughout soc%ety; it is
also a p]aee where ideas aboiit these relations are formed.

Taylorism presents capitalist production relations as'a‘teche

nical matter removed fromepolitica] discdurse. Tay]orism re-
Qr
presented an 1deo1og1ca1 "attack-against the nascent Amerlcan

trade union movement Recent stud1es have 1nd1cated that

Tay]orlsm was most strong]y embraced in countr1es faced w1th

74

1ntens1f1ed class strugg]es Tay1or1sm, w1th its empWas1s

on the tota] authority of management and comp]ete submlss1on
'of the direct producers was intended to re1nforce the c]ass

pos1t1ons of the bourgeo1s1e and the d1rect producers Its

79

adoptiOn by Soviet enterpr1ses had tendent1a11y the same effect.

In 11ght of th1s, 1t is not surpr1s1ng that Sov1et 1ndustr1a1— '

1z*at1on cop1ed in the strongest sense of the word, the cap1ta1-

ést mode of organ1zat1on and techno]ogy The fact that bour-
geois spec1a11sts were eventua11y rep]aced by spec1a11sts of
work1ng class origin mattered little. These spec1a11sts were
"placed in the same relations of authority that their prede- o
cessors had occupied. The consolidation ‘in the factories of
re]at1ons of “authority and command, wh1ch was 1mp]1ed by the

adopt1on of Tay]or1sm, between adm1n1strat1on and the workers,

prov1ded fert1]e ground for the growth of bureaucratism w1th

which Lenin was soO concerned in his last years 75
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Umnewntyperf state apparatus - v1z¢,.mass democracyen_Jn,sog

Conclusions o

Lenin's conception of the dictatorship~of the-pro]etariat marks

a decisive ‘hreak w1th the Marx1sm of the Second Internatlona]

'Perhaps most 1mportant 1n thlS regard was Len1n s rea11sat1on _‘

«that soc1a115m must be character1zed by a cont1nuat1on of

’the c]ass strugg]e In 11ght of a number of cons1derat1ons,:

"ﬂe;g; the 1nternat1ona1 connect1ons of the b0urgeo1s1e, Len1n
.argued that the bougeo1s1e cou1d ngt be expected to accept its
Hfate peacefu]]y 0f even more 1mportance was Lenin's argument

that the c]ass strugg]e would cont1nue - in various unprece-’

dented forms - even after ‘the bourgeo1s1e had been expropr1ated

1.7
-
.,

The essential reason why Len1n argued that the c]ass strugg]e
must cont1nue, even after the bourgeo151e had been- defeated
is that he rea11sed ‘the necess1ty of "abo]1sh1ng soc1a1 rela-

t1ons,’1nst1tutqona]:structures, "habits", and ideology which,

otherwise, tend.to constitute the material basis for the re-

production of an exp101t1ng class. Lentn's ana]ysis, in this

context, is most deve]oped with regard to the “smash1ng” the

-

cap1ta11st state apparatus and the prob]em of petty commod1ty

”productlon Len1n rea11sed that ]f the masses were to engage

‘1n 1ddependent creat1ve work as the markers of h1story" they

needed “to be organlzed for the dlrect exerc1se of po]1t1ca]

Vpower _ For th1s reason, Lenln argued that:the d1ctatorsh1p

of the proletar1at must be character1zed by a fundamenta]]y

!

g he
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'argu1ng Len1n was not on]y assert1ng the orthbdoi-MarXist

pos1t1on He Was " more 1mportant1y, g1v1ng art1cu1at1on to ‘a

:h1stor1ca1 tendency which has been: repeated by every soc1a11st

[

revo]ut1on, v1z the tendency of the masses to subord1nate.m_

State power to. the1r co11ect1ve contro1 thereby 1n1t1at1ng the:ﬂ'

]ong process by wh1ch the state 1s abo]1shed

On the bas1s of h1s study of 1mper1a11sm, Lenwn rea11sed that

,the centre of revo]ut1o$‘had "sh1fted to. the East"». Lenln ex-:

A

p1a1ned that 1mperAa11sm a]]owed monopo]y cap1ta11sm to dﬁsp]ay

1ts contrad1ct1ons by "br1b1ng" a sect10n of the work1ng c1ass

On the otherrmnd .1mper1a]1sm 1ntens1f1ed contrad1ct1ons in poor,"
1arge1y agrar1an countrJes such as Russ1a The prob]em of bu11d--
v'1ng soc1a]1sm in. a country in wh1ch the vast bu]k of the popu]a—.‘
t1on 1ay outs1de the work1ng c]assxgs one wh1ch Marx and Enge]s,
as. a resu]t of h1stor1ca1 11m1tat1ons; and Kautsky, as a- requt
‘of the mechan]st1c nature of his Marx1sm, never addressed Con-j
s1der1ng that a]most a11 attempts to bu11d soc1a11sm hav1ng o
taken p]ace in poor, 1arge1y peasant countr1es, Len1n 'S ana]ysxS‘
of thls prob]em must be cons1dered as one of his essent1a1 con-

w,,!

tr1but1ons to ‘the thedry of the d1ctatorsh1p of the%groietar1at

Lenln broke w1th the ouvr1er1ste tendency, wh1.

.Lassaﬂe,,to cons1der as one react1onary mass- that sect1on of the

Wpopu]at1on outs1de the work1ng c1ass Len1n rea]nsed that the

- work1ng c]ass cou]d on1y bul]d soc1a11sm in co- operatlon w1th the
'peasantry Len1n argued that it was only through "the1r own ex»ce

per1ence" that the peasants cou]d be won ‘to: soc1a11sm The';
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A &
14

d-soc1a11st state cannot 1mpose the ”correct" po]1cy Gﬂ the nonEH R

s’pro]etar1an masses The bu11d1ng of 5061a11sm cou]d only pro-fT

‘gceed on- the bas1s of the exper1ence and conscuousness of the

s masses ’In a country such as Russ1a th1s means that the work-s

“f51ng class must form a c]ose a]11ance w1th the non pro]etara1n :
'masses S1nce such an a111ance is po]1t1ca1 1n character,:-tﬁ.,'e”‘

s 'hCOnsol1dat1on must be cons1dered as one of prlmary tasks of the f;hf

h-¢}pro]etara1n party 1n bu11d1ng soc1a]1sm

[

ﬁ’Vp'VThe fact that the Bo]shev1ks were not ab]e to form a c]ose work—'

:1ng a]]1ance with the peasantry does not detract from the theore—‘

";t1ca1 1mportance of Len1n s approach to the prob]em S1m11ar1y,‘

,the fact that,'1n the cond1t10ns wh1ch fol]owed as a consequence

of the c1V1] war, years of 1mper1a11st war and forelgn 1nterven—»

"fyt1on, the state cou]d not be_ smashed"' does not a]ter the h1stor-

_’t Jical'importancT of Len1n S recogn1t1on of the nece551ty of buwld—"

11ng a fundamenta]]y new type of state apparatus _ However, the '}e}‘
h1stor1ca1 ]1m1tat1ons of the Sov1et Revo]ut1on d1d have at 1east
1'one correspondlng ]1m1tat10n in Len1n s concept1on of soc1alism
SR ‘ : R ‘ ‘

Nelther Len1n nor the Sov1et Revo]ut1on addressed 1n a concrete;
. fway the problem of abol1sh1ng the cap1taltst d1v1s1on of labour

land the soc1a1 relat1ons based on‘ 1t In fact Len1n d1d not

'wbreak w1th Kautsky s concept1on of the organ1zat10n of the labour

"”mprocess and product1ve technotogy as be1ng Soéta]]y a"d po]1t1ca11y

: neautral Sov1et 1ndustr1a]1zat1on ut111zed -an. prgan1zat1on of

&

P 'ei"lilﬁ?}eh:&aﬁ;.hﬁé‘fs«'ah4

'Amlabour and product1ve techno]ogy only marg1na11y dtfferent from

»
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that(of <.3ap1"’01a1'"sm'j Unt11 re]at1ve]y recent]y th1s tendency was.'ﬁ.
genera]]y taken for granted ' whether or not this: deve]oped
represents an 1nev1tab1e character1st1c of soc1allsm 1s a

:QUest1on I sha]] address 1n the 1ast chapter
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’ifip]us va1ue The cap1ta11st product1on process, 1” that

: *“1‘examp]e,,Kautsky,stated., ‘:-“*“”'

., .
4

. "CHAPTER 111

Social”Production Relations and Historical Transitionf

In the forkgowng chapters I have asserted that the transforma-A
.t1on of: SOC1a] productlon re]at1ons must be cons1dered an essen—:‘
tial task of ‘the c]ass struogle under the d1ctatorsh1p of the
dvpro1etar1at Kautsky s and . Len1n S 1nadequate;recogn1t1ongof
,th1s task 1nd1cates an’ econom1st1t?techn1c15t tendency in. the1r;
r thought 1 belleve the cause of th1s theoret1ca1 1nadequacy to
frbe a. fa11ure fu]]y to understand Marx S* concept of ”soc1a1 pro-w
'pduct1on re]at1ons” - part1cu1ar1y, w1th regard to the cap1ta11st
tmode of product1on 1 'h', e _j‘_“n ,} ‘h . ‘{%ij22 ‘
o R . |
. atIn ap1ta1 Marx revea]ed that the cap1ta11st product1on process
:was a process wh1ch s1mu1taneous]y produced\\se va]ue aﬁd sur-';t

egf1t 1nvo]ves the transformat1on of nature,;is}a \oc1o techn1ca1
:}process At the same t1me,v1n that 1t 1nv01;es the extract1on. .
h‘fof surp]us 1aﬁ%ur, 1t is a process of exp]o1tat1 n and c]ass -
'l;d1v1s1on 7 In th1s chapter I w111 exp]ore sLme D the bas1c imp»a
ﬁf11cat10ns-of Marx s theory of the dual nature of the captta]1st
'eproductlon process However, before proceed1ng to do 50’:1t£’t,*
;ftmay be pert1nent—tb p01nt out that there has been a- 1ong tenden-;

chy w1th1n Warx1sn to m1sunderstand, or to deny, the dual\nature:v

"fdof the soc1a1 product1on re]atlons under cap1ta11sm / T%Hv

l. -



‘ Ty .lqb‘

The product1on of. the means. of subs1stence and R
production of men are two. essentially different. .~ =~ & .
processes, the-relationship. between the labourer IO
and things, technxque, like -that between the . -~ .~
consumer and the things: heﬂconsumes,.1s clearly, -
“something quite différent from-the re]at1on$%n-
tered 'into by men in the labour process,\1n the.

ol economy, Only the latter: is soc1a] the former,

“are not. (emphasis added)1 ,

R SR VU - . ) . . R T

'gFor Kautsky, there was no 1ntr1ns1c connectlon between cap1ta1-"

'1st product1on re]at1ons and the deve]opment of prodhct1ve tech-

’ n1que ' He d]d ma1nta1n that t d1fferent stages of the1r
]deve1opment the forces of product1on cog]d be a%ce]erated or e

"retarded 1n the1r growth by the re]at1ons of product1on Infi

. 'a . z:»; S :
-wfact Kautsky be11eved he was ]1v1ng 1n an era’, 1n wh1ch the“pro—”,
. J\r )
w,duct1ve forces could o 1onger deve]op w1th1n the context of

a;3caplta]1st property re]at1ons ‘ Kautsky argued that th1s contra--f

'f<d1ct1on Wou]d 1nev1tab1y ]qad to the "breakdown of ex1st1ng

?

&zoc1ety "VThat 1s, it wou]d 1ead ”to unbearable cond1t10ns for

- b
3uthe mass of the popu\at1on, wh1ch Teave 1t on]y a cho1ce between

‘,ﬁpass1ve degenerat]on’andjthe act1ve overthrow of the xlst1ng

.ifsystem of ownersh1g (emphas1s add}

.As thws statement 1m-ﬁ,p

'f_p11es, Kautsky 13ent1f1ed cap1ta11sm prlmar11y w1th a spec1f1c

*f."system of ownersh1p . rather than w1th (1n the str1ct sense) ant

_f:actualimode of productlon

zf

T

‘Kautskf‘be]1 ved that once thenproduct1ve forces were freed from

”fthe fetters of the cap1ta115ti"system of ownershlp"‘they wou]d °f
;~dUndergo a vast and rap1d deve]opment Kautsky argued that the |

tzjd1v1s1on between 1nte11ectua] and manua] 1abour had "become a;ffi
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teghn1ca] nece551ty“ which soc1a11sm\cou1d not eliminate.

a "whole historica]ﬂepoch"H

/

the class struggle, the primary factor in thj progress of so-

A

On the ‘contrary, it was the full development of the productive
forces 1nher1ted from cap1tm]1sm which' wou]d make the aiﬁl)t1on
g ‘

of the\diVision 6f labour eventua]]y poss1b1e. In a word, : 2' ‘
\Mch/ ‘

'Kautsky made the development of the productive forces (whi

~understood essentially as productive “technique");‘rather than

~

cialism toward communism. .

»
»

The situation with Lenin is more complex. He recognised

"socialism as a contradictory combination of various modes of\

the .other hand, in The State and-

.production within which the iiass strugg]e would cohtinue for

RevoTution - precisely whe

the productive apparatus 1nheritea from capitalism and SOCia]ism,

~-Lenin brék€§h1ih Kautsky S iibcep-

tion .of the socialist stdte - he predicted that the "expropria-

~ tion of the capitalists will inevita 1y result in dn enormous

deve]opment of the product1ve forces ‘of human soc1ety 4’ Fol-

]ow1ng ‘Kautsky, Lenin presented the deve]opment of. these "pro-

-

;-ductive”forces" as the qeterminant_factor'in the advance toward .

communism. We have seen that Lenin endorsed capita]istic‘methods

of organization of labour and even coercion as a means of accel-

-

erating this development.

*

But Lenin's position was not ossified. Charles Bettelheim has

suggested that in the last yeare of his 1ife Lenin was in %he

; process of "rectifying" his conception of the relation between

5
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" In his polemic against Trotsky and Bukharin over the question
of sthe trade unions%, Lenin asserted: "Politics must take pre-
cedence over$ec0n0mics.h He.explained:

Trotsky and - Bukharin make as though they are
coneerned for-the growth of product1on whereas
We have noth1ng but formal democracy in mind.
ﬁﬁ This picture is wrong, because the only formu-
- lation of the issue (which the Marxist stand-
"point allows) is: without a correctypolitical
approach to the matter the given class will be
ynable to stay on top, and, consequently, will
be incapable of solving 1ts product1on prob]em ;

either.6 ' / . -
et ( . » . ‘ L3

Lenin asserted that there coUTd be”no abstract distinction be-
o tween* the ' po]1t1ca]” and "econom1c“.quest10ns of. soc1a11sm ‘f

‘ Jfghrfaet, he went/§o far as to give the warn1ng that the "wrong
‘h.?’“‘f e " dx\p‘p " " |
att1tude on an.appapently." ecenom1c problem could rumh\the
Soviet powepsy and topple the;gictatorship of the pro]etariat,ﬂ7
. Nevertheless, Lenin's "rectificationﬂ was not complete.. ‘Lenin

failed to.recognise.the intrinsic connection between the tech-

oy

nical preduCtion'relations'ahd sbcia]}prodUEtionvre1atiohe of

cabita]ism ' His'assumptfon of the essentia11y hneutra]““

”techn1ca1” Zharacter of the productive apparatus deve]oped by

cap1ta]1sm determ1ned the limits of his ana]ys1s of soc1a11sm
o

/ . : . : .

Lenin's "rect1f1cat1on" was not ‘taken up by Sta11n Stalin ex-
’pressed a pos1t10n that was commonp]ace w1th1n the Second Inter;
Nnat1ona1 He be11eved that the soc1a11zat1on and centra11zat1ona'
. ot hrqduct1on-under capitalism hera]ded, and prepared the "econo-

mic ba;e" for,lthe bhi]ding of soctalism. ’Eorbgtalin, like

Kautsky, production relations are essentially an element of the

¢
’



"superstructure" which are altered in.accordance with the devel-
opment ofxfhe'"productiue forces",. (which Stalin reduced to the'
"instruments ofeproﬁuctionr“):

First the productive forces of sodiety change
.and develop, and then, depend1ng on these
changes and in conformity with them, men's
relations of production, their economic rela-
tions, change.... however much the relations
of production may lag behind the development
of the productive forces, they must, .sooner
or later, come into correspondence with -

the ‘level.of developgment of productive forces
- the change—eof prﬁguct1ve forces 9 :

{
Within this framework, soc1a11sm is presented as a pmﬂod1n which
.product1on relations are brought into “correspondence w1th the
product1ve apparatus deve]oped by cap1ta11sm Moreover, since
product1on relations, and the rest of the “superstructure , are
seen as an’ expressxom of the Tevel of.product1ve>forces, the
'determinanﬁ‘factor tn the‘pr%greSS-Of socialism toward communisn.
is- the deve]opment of these product1ve forces Ihdeea; on num-
erous occaSTOns, e. g onvthe occaston of tntroducing,the Neu'
Constttutton in'1936,ASta1in proclaimed‘that-the class struggﬂe'

h |
., had come, to an ,end in the U:S.S.R. 10

B NotWithst@nding the crtttcismsf}heyhaue'made,ot'Sta1in,»the‘
officia]-Communist parties of Nestern Europe'have not carried
‘out a thorough 901ng theoret1ca] break w1th Stalin's concept1on

of the trans1t10n to commun1sm What is perhaps more ironic is
that political tendenc1es wh1ch are str1dent1y “ant]-Sta11n1st"

in some ways, such as - the one represented by Ernest Mande]

K o



. of the~"growfhg‘contradiction betweeh objictively;socialised

93
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\have a]so failed to undertakb a rea] critique of Stalln s con-
, cept1on of the relation between the product1ve apparatus and -
“the bu11d1ng of socialism. In this regard let us note some

£
. “» N
f

“of the main pr1nc1p1es of Mandel's’ thought

In his major theoretical work, Late‘Capjta]ism, Mande] writes. .
\

1abour and pr1vate appropr1at10n", which "ils determined by

"the thlrd techno]og1ca1 revo1ut10n 11 For Mandel, the "ob-

Jectlve soc1a11sat10n of product1on" is prope]]ed - but not

. essent1a11y effected in its structure'- by cap1ta11st produc-

‘tion re]attons In fact,_1t 1s the deve]opment of the pro-'
‘duct1ve forces by caplta11sm that Mande] sees as prepar1ng
:Vthe way for soc1a11sm Soc1a11sm is seen. as a perlod 1n wh1ch

?/

productlon re]at1on§ are brought 1nto correspondence W1th the /

h'“obgect1ve1y" soc1a]1sed and centrallsed character of the pro- -

duct1ve forces. As Mandel sees it, the productlve apparatus T
t1tse1f 1s soc1a11y nuetra1 1 It is enough for soc1ety to sub-v

‘Ject the product1ve forces: to popu]ar contro]\for them “to

A

serve society to the same extent that they seem to ens]ave it

"12 In th1s context Mande] states

today.
~Experience has made it qu1te clear that the
'fundamenta] tendency of modern technology
<. is to move togards a centralisation and so-
};\\l cialisation of labour ... (this makes pos-.
+._) sible a radical reduction in the working
"~ week and the gradual disappearance of alien-
ating mechanical labour once cap1ta]1sm is
overthrown).13 - .

.

Mandel argues*that the "$ocialisation" the.prodUCtion process
- . ' fl . 4

)



undergoes within cap1ta11sm is ”irrevers1b]e“ for techno]og1~’
cal reasons 14 Indeed, 1t is the fu]] rea11sat1on of the

tendenc1es 1nherent in "modern techno]ogy" wh1ch he p051ts as

q

the ba51s of "man s 11berat1on from ens]avement to class ex-5

¢

p1o1tat1on, commod1ty product1on and the soc1a] d1v1s1on of f

w15

]abour Mandel'does not recogn1se that the'capita]ist

soc1a1 d1v1s1on of labour and the capltallst techn1ca1 divi-"
¢

s1on of ]abour are 1nseparab1e, the latter be1ng the form

g?ven to, and mask of, thg former

~ b e . B oo
. . . . AE.
» : .

As far as I know, Mande] has fa11ed ¢o cons1der serlous]y a o
re- structur1ng of the product1ve apparatustas/a cruc1a1 as— ‘

\ /

[
pect of the bu1]d1ng of soc1a11sm “In this he fo]]dwsvf'
Kautsky, Len1n and Sta]1n . He breaks with Len1n, but
fo]]ows Kautsky and Sta11n, 1n that he,”forgets" that the

c]ass strugg]e rema1ns the pr1mary contradlct1on throughout -

A}

the who]e h1stor1ca] epoch of soc1a1lsm | sha]] argue 1n,

this chapter that the determ1nant contrad1ct1on of: soc1a]1sm ;
must: be understood as the(c]ass)strugg1e to- transform the

tsoc1o techn1ca1 d1v1s1on of ]abour 1nherent from caplta11sm
Mande], on the other hand, ma1nta1ns that the "ch1ef contra- '
d1ct1on of the trans1t1on per1od",1s the ”contrad1ct10n be— |
tween the soc1a11sed mode of productlon and. bourge01s norms

nl6 .

of d1str1but1on’ Th1s contrad1ct1on, wh1ch ”br1ngs factors

of a11enat1on 1nto product1on re]at1ons" 1s determ1ned by the

1nadequate ]eve] of the productive forces " It/follows.that,

"in the 1ast ana]ys1s"17, the‘determ1n_nt factor in the




bui]ding:of sociatism is the "level of therproductive_forces.“
oy U : _ - .

Mande] wr1tes that "Belief in the omnipotence of technology

1s the spec1f1c form of . bourgeo1s 'deo1ogy-in late captta]-"'

ism,"18 I hope to 1nd1cate that be]lef 1n the 1deo]og1ca] i

‘sociaT and po]1t1ca1 neutra11ty pffthe product1ve apparatus

| deve]oped by cap1ta]1sm is one form. bourgeo1s 1deo1ogy takes
& . ) . : _ )
within Marx1sm - “’, » L o TR i':sa’/\-

'More spec1f1ca]1y;.1 shal]‘e1aborate severa] ba51c theses}of

hh1stor1ca] mater1allsm_- the fu]] 1mp]1cat1ons of wh1ch are
_.‘st11] w1de]y unrecogn1sed : The f1rst‘of these 1s that rela- -

tlons of product1on,ve g pr1vate property relat1ons, are'c

__organ1ca1]y 11nked to the structure of the [Jroduct1or1 processv 19

o W1th1n a mode of productlon there is. a re]at1on of rec1proca]

'11m1tat1on between techn1ca1 and soc1a] produetlon re]at1ons

;In partrcu]ar, w1th1n the cap1ta11st mode of product1on, s1nce

7

"‘1n it the process of product1on 1s s1mu1taneous]y a process

5of exp1o1tat1on,~ he deve]opment of the techn1ca1 aspects of

;product1on is shaped and patterned by the structure of c]assi

'.relat1ons W1th1n the product1on process ' 7 P g

HSecond]y, I sha]] argue that in the trans1t1on}from one. mode of.
“product1on to another it 1s not the soc1a1 product1on re]at1ons
wh1ch ”come into correspondence w1th the 1eve] of deve]opment

Of product1ve forces ; On the contrary, w1th1n a per1od of h1s4

tor1ca] trans1t1on 1t is the estab11shment of new product1on

.'re1at10ns, by~ means of class strugg]e, wh1ch determlnes the pat-

. -



tern takem by the subsequent deve]opment of the productive

forces A\\Ba11bar states,‘1n a per1od of tran51tlon from one |
mode of productlon to another, theVrelatwon between the techno--
'hlog1ca] development of the product1ve forces and the structure ’

of soc1a1 product1on re]at1ons 15 not one of rec1proca1 ]1m1ta-

tlon. “Instead, it is. one of;the»domlnance of’the 1atter over
- - . ] " v- L . . N : : . . F‘ "' ’ . S
\» t . P s ._. * .

f-thé'formér.zol“:,' e [

,I sha]] argue, th1rd1y, that a pertod of h1stor1ca1 tran51t1on,
. such as SOC1a11sm, const1tutes a COntrad1ctory comblnat1on of

- severa] modes of product1on It fo]ﬁows from th1s that condl—

'iﬁt1ons for the c]ass _iruggle w111 ex1st throughout the who]e"”

Eepoch of trans1tfon —Aeven after the threat of the o]d exp]o1t-
“ing c]ass has been e]1m1nated In e]aborat1ng these bas1c
- ‘theses I have re]1ed on a number of maJor contemporary Harx1st

theor1sts,}name1y, Co]]ett1, A]thusser Baljbar, anngou]antzas.

BN

uSéctdl'Rétatibhs;otﬂProductton' _af?e;.;f?;
The comcept of ”soc1a1 re]at1ons of product1on"s1s bas1c‘to 1 fﬁ
’-ca11 h1stor1ca1 mater1a]1sm It is of centra] 1mportance in an-
,ana]ys1s of a trans1t1on from one mode of product1on to another.
’~Yet even among Marx1sts, th1s concept 1s often m1sunderstood
FI have cr1t1c1zed Kautsky andeenln for the1r 1nadequate recog-b
| n1t1on that an. essent1a1 task of the d1ctatorsh1p fo the pro-'
1etar1at is the creat1on of new "soc1a1 re]atlons of product1on"

:, I will now e]aborate some of the bas1c 1nml1catuwm'ofjﬂns.conceptl
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In h1svana]ys1s of the cap1ta]1st mode of product1on Marx at-
tached the most 1mportance to the process of productton Thed
"spheres”of d1str1but10n and exchange ‘are seen asfmdeterm1ned">by"
“this ]eve] of human act1v1ty In genera1 a processcof produc—
t1on is character1zed by two bas1c sets of re]atwons _ F1rst1x{
a product1on process cons1sts of men 's" re]at1ons to th1ngs,-

~‘e;g;;'to nature and the 1nstruments of prodUct1on Second]y,

an product1on process cons1sts of men 's . re]at1ons to each other

‘C p1ta1

The unlty of these two sets of re]at1ons composes the "soc1a1

re]atlons of product1on ' Marx exp1a1ns 1n Wage, Labour and

;PIn product1on, men not on]y act upon nature,.
‘but also upon one another They produce only .- o
~  to the extent that they collaborate in a “deter-- o
‘/l_ﬁ“1m1nate way. and rec1proca11y exchange their-own = = i
activities. ~In? order to produce, they enter
*into def]nlte connections and relations with’
-one - another and only within these social con—'-*
" nections and. relations’ does their action on.
h‘nature, does product1on, take p]ace 21 .

In 11ght of the fact that the product1on process s composed
'of the un1ty of these two sets of re]at1ons, Jt 1s not poss1b1e

‘7‘)
- to con51der 1ts structure as the resu]t of "pure]y techn1ca1"

determ1nants C]ass conf11ct 1s not someth1ng that on]y takesf

place "above“vor outs1de the soc1a] product1on re]at1ons Forf

antagon1st1c product1on reﬁat1ons are not the resu]t of prev1ou‘
\/

]y ex1st1ng c]asses, but, rather,'soc1a] c1asses are the resu]t

-of the structure of product1on re]at1ons Product1on re]at1ons

« determ1ne the connect1on of dlfferent groups of agents of pro-

duct1on td the means of 1abour,'and, consequent]y, d1v1de_}the
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,agents of product1on 1nto groups w1th a def1n1te p]ace in the

product1on process ch Thus, as K]thusser says, “the c]ass

‘mstrugg1e is the h1stor1ca1 form of the contrad1c®1on (1nternal.

"to a mode of product1on) wh1ch d1V1des c]asses 1nto c]asses

%

'.Cap1ta11st product1on then, 1s ‘a process of class d1v1s1on,,d

c]ass strugg]e, and exp]o1tat1on

In a c]ass soc1ety productlon re]atlons encompass men S re]a-v

,ht1ons to the means of product1on and through them,.the1r c]ass

're]at1ons As Pou]antzas stated these re]at1ons have two ba51cf5”

‘haspects, that of econom1c ownersh1p and that of posse551on

24 .

"TVEconom1c ownersh1p genera]]y co1nc1des w1th but 1s not 1dent1-'
ca] to 1ega1 ownershlp Econom1c ownersh1p denotes the power

'thto determ1ne the use of the means of product1on and to d1spose'p-*

'of 1ts products Possess1on refers to the ab1]1ty to put the‘rt

- through the “extra econom1c" extract1on of 1abour or products

/-

f,'means of product1on 1nto operat1on

'gIn the feuda] mode of product1on the peasants were not tota]]y
d1spossessed of the means oprroduct1on | Consequently, feuda]

”5]ords exerc1sed the1r pr1V11ege,cthe1r r1ght to surp]us ]abour, d];

25

On the other h}nd 1n the cap1ta]1st mode of productlon the

5d1rect producers are complete]y d1spossessed of the means of

'Jncorporatlon of 1abour 1nto commod1t1es

]abour The worker possesses noth1ng but h]S ]abour power

' Econom1c ownersh1p 1s rea11sed by - the cap1ta115t through the"“

i}

% .



Thus, w1th1n cap1ta11sm the extract1on of surp]us ]abour

takes p]ace d1rect1y

&

cess At th1s p01nt

o Cap1ta]

3.

and ent1re]y w1th1n the product1o& pro-

we may note- the fo]low1ng passage from

i

- The spec1f1c econom1c f'rm,11n wh1ch unpa1d
" surplus-labour is pumpe ed out of the direct
producers, determ1nes the re]at1onsh1p of -

‘rulers and ru]ed

“as it grows directly out

of production . 1tse1f and in turn,;reacts

upon it as a.- determining element. " Upon,

"_ﬁb u,-thus, however is-

founded the entire forma-

tion of the economic community which grows.T

‘v~f:For Marx, the modes of

7 someth1ng’"added to“ a base of product1on relat1ons,3rather,'tha]ﬂj

5'as Marx showed in h1s

"tand d1str1but1on are determ1ned by the structure of the pro-

Qg[v up out of ‘the product1on relations them—-_

»‘1se1ves,;thereby,' -
' “'spec1f1c po]1t1ca1 form (emphas1s added)26 R

s1mu]taneous]y its own

) *

o2

dt&tr1but10n and c1rcu1at10n are not

ana]ys1s of reproduct1on,.c1rcu1at1on

"'r,duct1on process Thls%ref1ects the fact that the purchase and

'¢ SR

¢

*;salp/of ]abour power rest :on'.a d1str1but1on of the e]ements:;

 'htof product1on "wh1ch

preceded and presupposed the d1str1bu—73:5;

xt1on of the soc1a] products, name]y S the separat1on of

.]abourepowerg.;; from
”fnof-non—tabourersu
'7S1m11ar1y po11t1ca1
h“based on" product1on
-t1ons conta1n and pre
'd"The M C re]at1onsh1p

':hs1mu1taneously a re]a

the means of product1on as the property

-

re]atxons, but rather, product1on re1a—
suppose elements of the "superstructure
_as Co]]ett1 states, ”is not on]y

T ¢
t1on between soc1a1 c]asses, 1t a]ready

LN

and 1deo10g1ca1 re]at10ns are not mere]y
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1mp11es a who]e ser1es of po]1t1ca] and superstructura] cond1-‘f
t1ons ‘28 For 1nstance, the re]at1onsh1p between cap1ta1 and
]abour power pre3upposes a ]ega] po]1t1ca1 and 1deo]og1ca1 |

superstructure wh1ch makes the worker "free to enter 1nto a

>

’wage contract That/certa1n superstructuraT e1ements are ca]]ed,m
: / iy \
for by certa1n product1on re]at1ons 15 the bas1s for the Marx—

29

/ .
1st the51s concern1ng the spec1f1c1ty of the state
. ~’/ : , \ . ,
/a

I the forego1ng d1scu551on has necessar11y been somewhat ab— o

stract the conc]us1ons I w1sh to stress are these o F1rst
/ /. : Lo
the fact the 1abour process never ex1sts by 1tse]f but a]wast;f”

o

A 7/ H BN :
1n 1ts const1tut1ve connect1on w1th an ensemb]e of soc1a1 pro—ﬁ»f

S
/

duct1on/re1at1ons,‘means that tethn1ca1 productjon re]amonsare L

_rmepar&ﬂe from soc1a1 product1on re]at]ons 3Q It 1srms]emhngp‘

UJasserteﬁ Kautsky d1d that‘"every soc1ety 1s mod(1]ed by tne

w3l

techn1ca] apparatus at its command For, as Marx sa1d

product1on re]at1ons not on]y gro. “d1rect]y out of productxon"”f

1tse1f" they 1n turn react upon the product1on process.“as:aff-.:

R

determ1n1gg e]ement"h W1th1n the un1ty of the 1abour process
w1th soc1a1 re]at1ons of product1on,‘1t 1s the ]atter wh1ch :
pIays the dom1nant role Thus wh11e the cap1ta11st mode of 7,5'7
product1on effects a tremendous deve]opment of the,product1onp,h

process, th1s deve]opment 1s not 1ndependent of the soc1o—-“
h1stor1ca] cond1t1ons unde% wh1ch 1t takes p]ace ' On the

contrary, cap1ta]1sm'de;efops 1ts own mode of labour wh1ch cor—,f“
responds to the 1mper%t1ves of cap1ta]1st product1on re]at1ons,
iié_h re]atlons of qua11f1ed and contested cap}ta11st dom]nat1on,;
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' The principa1‘po]iticaT'conCIUSion.to bé drawn;fromfthis con-
.cept of soc1a] product1on re]at1ons is. that the pr1mary fac-
*tor 1n‘the trans1t1on from one mode of product1on to another
o :a1s not the deve1opment of techno]og1ca] processes,:but, rather, ‘
- 4" ’ R
. ',1t 1s the creat1on of a’new. structure of product1on re]at1ons
’ ﬂAt th1s po1nt 1et us reca]] that the 1s no . such th]ng as a .
. 1§'f“soc1a11st mode of product1on.,~ For, as Lentn stated T
o P RCEU S R between cap1ta11sm and commun1sm there 11es s
I NP Looan def1n1te transition period which must combine -
o ' o »the features and. propert1es of ‘both ‘these forms-
o v of soc1a1 economyv -This trans1t1on per1od has.-
.- to be a. per1od of’ strugg]e between dylng cap1—f
sotalism. and ‘nascent communism .- or; in other:
S oooowords; e between capitalism’ which Has been de—‘s
3 feated but not destroyed and communism wh1ch
- has been born but 1s st111 very feeb]e 32 R S
_ _{nUnderstand1ng soc1a11sm as a contrad1ctory comb1nat1on of two ';J'
5 '/rmodes of product1on is of dgc151ve po]1t1caﬂ 1mportance'?}ffff7w;
ff 'Under the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at the pro]etar1at has |
'aq ifse1zed po11t1ca1 power However, even after the pro]etar1at
e ;;has se1zed state power, even after the dec151ve means of pro—t‘;ﬁ
g ' K

; ;duct1on have been natwona]1sed soc1a11sm rema1ns a- contrad1c-:

1

°>rtory comb1nat1on of two modes of product1on . It fo]]ows from

,y"th1s that certaln cond1t1ons rema1n, e g the cap1ta]1st d1v1-'15
- ’ -‘..’.v

'ff's1on between 1nte11ectua1 and manua] 1abour, for the generat1on

&

o Aof a new exp]o1t1ng c]ass,,and that'“on1y the c1ass strugg]e !

A\

“bon the part of - the pro]etar1at can preVent 1t" 33 ;5Ei»‘“ 3

) '_wft'b;'y
g T cannot\ekplore here the var1ous moda11t1es wh1ch th1s strug-"

'1g]e_must,take. .Suff1ce to say that 1t must be a strugg]ei{ ’hjth

S T e . --_-f SR
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. _aga1nst the bas1cif)ements of cap1ta11st product1on re]at1ons,_¥,j”
";e;g,; the d1v1s1on between menta].and manua] 1abour and the

‘fd1v1s1on between town and country | It~<s 1mportant to note,v‘h

’however, that th1s strugg]e 15 not dependent upon the cont1nua1?'5

},'presence of the o]d bourgoo1s1e For, as A]thusser asserts,;,
m_the c]ass strugg]e is not the resu]t of the pr1or ex1stence of

'.soc1a1 c}asses, but rather, 1t 1s determ1ned by antagon1st1c “f"

r R

Thproduct1on re]at1ons 34 The product1on re]at1ons 1nher1ted
' -from cap1ta11sm can on]y be rep]aced by communlst ones by means o

.jfbf a 1ong,‘comp1ex c]ass strugg]e In th1s context the dev—x7

it

7~;e]opment of the means of product1on 1s of seeondary 1mportance,;e;
'?hthe1n soc1a] character be1ng determ1ned by the strugg]efto '

;ffcreate new, or re1nforce the o]d soc1a1 product1on re]at1ons

R @ el . - S "

“fﬂl have been concerned to e]aborate some of the bas1c 1mp11ca-_[if5
:ﬂt1ons of the concept oF’"socua] productlon re]atlons“ because'ffg;

‘*fAt 15 of p1vota1 1mportance 1n any ana1y51s of the trans1t1on ;A

‘)

krom one mode of product1on to another In What fo]]ows,'I

fﬂﬁhope to relnforce th1s pos1t1on by exam1n1ng Marx s analys1sr’
°¥of the trans1t10n from feuda11sm to cap1ta]1smf* In part1cu]ar, “;

f I hope to- 1nd1tate that the deve]opment of the cap1ta115t pro-'“~
vf“ductlon process,,mach1ne product1on, presupposed and, was a

"kfunct1on of the estabﬂ1shment of cap1ta11st product1on re]atlons

fﬁTheiTraneitdon'from(Feoda]dsm_j.; | o
| Thé,transition frOmjfeudajifmfto“capitalfsmgﬁasfa;processJWhich"’

Y -
: <
2
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lasted centuries and‘which was characterized by'many false
starts, many reveréa]s,‘and many bloody struggles. Marx divides
this period of transition into three.basic movements: the pro-

f,primitive accumulation, the develop eszOf manufacture;
9 ' :

analysis of prim-

cess

and th 'emergence of modern machinery. In }hi

itive Jaccumulatign, which was the first Step in the development

of capitalist production relations, Marx stresses that the use

////? force was of decisive 1mportance h _ i
P B
S a]ﬂ emp]oy the power of the state, the con- |

-----

centrated and.organised forces of society, to
hasten, hot-house fashion, the process ofstrans-
formation of the feudal modée of production into
the capitalist mode, and to shorten the transi-
tion. Force is the midwife of every.society
pregnant with a new one. It is itself an econo-
mic power 35 . r : '

During‘the process of primitive eccumulation, force was used to
»divqrce the djrect_prodqce;z from the means of production;; ‘
That is to say, it was used to‘e]iminaée the aspect possession
~which had,charac%erized the peasants' relation to the means of
Iabourwunder feudalism. vwith the ex;peasantév"hur1ed'as free
and unattached' proletarians on to-the labour market" the
first requ1rement for the establishment of cap]ta]1st produc-
t]on re]at1ons was fulfilled - the,. emergence of a social group

o

possess1ng thh1ng but its labour- power

In itself, the expropriation of the agricultural popu]étion
did hot create a work force suitable forvcapfta]ist production.
‘  In his descr1pt10n of the "bfoody ]eg1s]at1on . Marx exp]ains‘

;that agr1cu]tura1 peop]e were flrsx dr1Ven from their homes,

o {
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{

turned i;to vagabonds, "and then whipped,‘branded, tortured by
lTaws grotesquely terrible, into»the.dfscipliné necessary for
.'the wage s_y's.tem."36 NiHich isf%b say, capftalist production
relations did not evolve spontaheous]y as thé expression of

| ~the deve]opmentlof pﬁoducgive forces. Indeed, the assertion
of fhese rgjaiiuns required the use of force. and, eventua]]y;,

of state power. | - » o

Manufacture

The procesd of pr1m tive accumu]at1on d1d not 1mmed1ate1y re-

> sult in a fully deve oped system of cap1ta]1st production. Be-

~ tween feuda]ism'and-cap1ta11sm there was a tran51t1ona1 periodu
charaqteri;ed'by a contradiciqry combination of capitalist and
pre-capitalist modes of production.
Manufacture did not revoiutionize:the']aboUr-process inhefjtéd'
from feudal craft producgyon; rather, it developed the element

of specialization-contained in craft production - Marx-§tates:
P A
=~ At f1rst, capital subordinates Tabour onxthe 3 J
basis of the technical conditions given by
historical conditions. It does not change o
. immediately the mode of production. The pro-,
duction of surplus-value ..., proved, there-
fore, to be independent of a;y change in the
mode of product1on 37

»

Although the deve]opment of manufacture was not marked by any

’quajitatiVe,technolog1ga] breakthrough, it did eliminate certa1n;
imporfinti characteristics df craft product1on.  Most lmportantly,-
with the emergence of manufacture the direct:produceks'were
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separated from the means of product10n and from the results of
propuct1on That is to say, manufacture marked ‘the emergence
of the wage re]at1on between cap1ta1 and’ 1abour rHowever, be-
cause the labour process was ‘merely taken over from preceding

mode of production, the subordination of 1abour to capital was

external and "formal".

TR

. »b

Dur1ng the tran51t1ona1 per1od of manufacture cap1ta]1st produ¢-

”'t10n re1at1ons 1acked a solid bas1s in that the d1rect produders
A

'on vis- a vis the means of ﬁ

still. exerc1sed a degree of pos

product1on Notwrustand1ngthe extersion of spec1a11sat1on;-1a4
bour rema1ned the d1rect1ng and unifying force within the pro- .
duct1on process It 1s for th1s reason that the use of state E
power p]ayed such a prom1nent ro]e throughout the per]od of |
manufacture ‘ Marx notes that "throughout the who]e manufac—
ture per1od there runs the comp]atnt of want of dlsc1p]1ne among
WOrkmen ”§3Th1s "want of d1sc1p11ne" ref]ects the fact the dom1-

natlon of ]abour by cap1ta1 was not yet re1nforced by the struci

1ture of thé 1abour.process.
Machinery ;'

‘The contrad1ct1on 1nherent in cap1ta]tst manufacture, between
cap]ta11st property re1at1ons and a productaon process st111 ?
.'based on craft pr1nc1p1es, was d1sp]aced by the deve]opment

‘of machinery. As long as product1on was organ1sed on crafts~m_

"pr1nc1p1es, workers reta1ned real contro] over the product1on
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process - even though the cap1ta11st owned the means of pro-

- i . ) :

duction. Th1s control was\ref1ected in the prob]em of "em-
bezzlement“; i.e.,,the direct appropriation by worKers _of the,
'products of'thetr 1abourl It was also ref]ected in the fact k
that if on]y one worker was m1ss1ng from the process of manu— .
facture, the product1on unit wou]d be para]ysed "in exact]y

~the same way as an artisan wou]d be para]ysed in-... his labour

[y

process if for some reason he cou]d not perform: any one AHf the-
?

operations requ1red for the manufacture of his product§”39
co. o . - . . . Vo

Marx wrttes that in all cap1ta11st product1on it is the 1nstru—
ments of labour wh1ch emp]oy the workman, rather than v1ce

versa. "But, it is on1y in the factory system‘ngt th]S 1nver-

sion for the f1rst t1me acqu1res techn1ca] and pa]pab]e rea11ty

\

In this context 1t is 1mportant to remember that in cont#!st

’to previous modes of product1on, cap1ta]1st product1on re]at1ons

"are character1zed<py the fact that both econom1c ownersh1p and

'possess1on fa]] to non- workers Thls means every “techno]og1-‘ol

Ca] development is’ cond1t1oned to re1nforce the dom1nance of

,‘Cap1ta] ‘ For, as Marx says, the cap1ta]15t productlon prJ“@ss,
1s 1tse]f a process of exp]o1tat1on

the control of the captta11st 1s 1n sub-
'stance two-fold by the reason of the two- fo]d
nature of the process of production itself,
which, on the one hand, is a social process .. Co
for producing use va]ues on the other, a pro-.
cess for creating surplus- va]ue - 1n form ‘that
contro] is despotic:4l . S

In 1ight of the "two-fold nature” of the cabita]ist,productionf :



\ | . 107
e .
process, the work of superv1s1on and ‘management must*a]so‘have

Y
-5

' O"doub]e“nature - The work of management and superv1s1on un-
bder cap1ta11sm fu]f11]s not on]y a techn1ca1 funct1on requ1red
by soc1a1 product1on ‘ It also funct10ns to reproduce,’w1th1n
“the production process 1tse1f the c]ass re]at1ons between cap1-
- tal and ]abour 42 Moreover? w1th the deve]opment of mach1nery,
this work of management and superv1s1on - in both its aSpects -d"'
is. taken over by the means of product1on themse]ves The reduc—i"

.t1on of the worker to “an. utomaton the dom1nat1on of 11v1ng

1abour by dead 1abour, is npot mere]y an "acc1dent" of techno]o-.

g1ca1 deve]opment Rather, as Marx states in the Grundr1sse,‘*
the deve]opment of mach1nery represents the “hﬁstor1ca1 transez

‘format1on of ‘the means of 1abour 1nto means adequate for cap1--"
' N

'ta11sm “43 The transformat]on of ‘the 1abour process marked by L

. the. deve]opment of mach1nery was-“adequate for cap1tallsm in
that actua] contro1 of the ongo1ng 1abour process 1s concentra-ppd
ted 1n the property of cap1ta1 : In ap1ta1 Marx exp1a1ns

, By means of its. convers1on into an auto— ,
‘maton, the instrument of labour confronts
‘the labourer, during the labour- process, '
in the 'shape of capital, ... that. dom1nf

ates, and pumps dry, 11v1ng labour-power.

‘..' The separation of the- 1nte11ectua1

~ powers of’ product1on from manua] Tabour,: o
and the conversion of those powers into . i
“the might %f capital over labour ... is

cmpleted by modern. industry... The .

- special skill of each individual" 1ns1gn1-_:

~ ficant factory operative vanishes as an ’ :
infinitesimal quantity before the science, . o
the gwgant1c physical forces,... that. are . ' :
~“embodied in the factory mechanism and,
together with ‘that méchanism, const1tute v

- the power of the master 44 T P P R S
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“Science, and its embodiment in technology, never exists in a

,soc1a11y neutra] form Scientific'diSCOVerﬁes, used»tb deve-

’

1op product1ve forces, can on]y be mater1a11sed w1th1n the con-

“machlnery ”makes sc1ence a product1ve force d1st1nct from 1a-

nh5 The cap1-

,v”bour and presses 1t into the serv1ce of cap1ta1
‘.taltst organ1zat1on of product1on gﬁd 1ts ut111sat1on of tech-

1 dnology are not determ1ned by the requ1rements of 1argesca1e

:'product1on ger se; but rather, by its ex1stence under cap1ta]—;»

,\
A

‘1st product1on re]at1ons 46 Every development of mach1nery

@nd extens1on of the d1v1ston between 1nte11ectua1 and manua]

‘tdabour marks not on]y the techn1ca] a]terat1on of the 1abour-d'

‘2_process,-bp also,»the extended reproduct1on of cap1ta11st

N 1

G;product1on re]at1ons For thlS reason, evéry deve]opment of

~

.text of cap1ta11st product1on relat1ons The deve]opment of o",

the 1abour process under cap1ta11sm;- whether 1t be the 1ntro—_d

"duct1on of self mov1ng mach1nery or'"Taylorlsm '—-has s1mu1-.-:“t'

i

taneous]y 1nvo]ved the c]ass strugg]e

'LF1na1]y, the product1on process is not on]y a p]ace where c]ass}

' ‘re]at1ons are formed»and reproduced it 1s a]so a p]gce where

ftdeas about these re]at1ons are formed Technolog1ca1~app1t-'v

";cat1ons of sc1ence represent the mater1a11sat10n of cap]ta]1st

’1deo]ogy in so far as they presuppose and relnforce the 1deo]o-

g1ca1 - po]1t1ca1 cond1t10ns of the cap1ta11st product1on pro—

cess, the d1v1s1on between 1nte]]ectua1 and manual 1abour g As~

,PouJantza5>states,'techno]og1ca1 deve]opments take,p}acep" nder:

47

the sign of the dominant ideology". ' ijcourse, ideology is
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understood here not 1n the emp1r1c1st sense, as an exp]1c1t1y

'artlculated ensemb]e of 1deas, but as mater1a1 pract1ces and

‘f?1nr1tua]sm wthh ex1st at every 1eve1 of soc1ety --1nc1ud1ng

1
Tthat of the ]abour process.

! !A Fundamenta] Feature of H1stor1ca] Trans1t1on
! .‘\ ¢ " X . . .. :

'AMarx s ana]ys1s of the trans1t10n to cap1ta115m 1nd1cates that

.

h-the trans1t1on from feuda11sm to cap1ta11sm was not s1mp1y the‘”
mresu]t of se1f movement of the product1ve forces Of course, f%fd
v'contrad1ct1ons 1nherent 1n the\feudal mode of product1on'- e. gﬂ
hsthe tendency toward cr1ses of sub51stence - d1d p]ay a ro]e
Ai%However, the abo]1t1on of sma11 peasant property and the estab—‘pff_
'2u11shment of cap1ta11st productlon re]at]ons were not ach1evedf,ff'
f:w1thout a f1erce c]ass strugg]e and the use of: state power ié,g;;u_
vrifthe "B]oody Leg]slat1on . As Marx and Enge]s sa1d 1n the ;.}“
L;Man1fest0 -"The h1story of a]] h1thertoqex1st1ng soc1et1es is.ffa
‘the h1story of c]ass strugg]es .<”the c]ass struggle ‘1s the ,f“
motor of h1story" }etc 49 .Of course, th1s 1s a bas1c Marx1st
thes1s, one to wh1ch both Kautsky and Len1n adhered : However,
‘Marx s ana]ys1s of the trans1t1on to caplta]1sm 1nd1cates a B

-fundamenta] feature of the trans1t1on from one mode of produc-j‘

.‘tfon to another whwch ne1ther Kautsky nor Len1n recognlsed
-:-Th1s feature 1nd1cates the 1ocat1on of the econom1st/techn1ca11st
,’straln wh1ch to varylng degrees, 1s found ln Kautsky s and
_ K . ;

Len1n s ana]yses of soc1a]1sm
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In C p]ta Marx observes that

The product1on of reTat1ve surp]us vaTue'
‘.revoTut10n1zes out. and out the technical:
~process of labour. It therefore. presup-
. poses-a specific mode, the capitalist T

- .mode Of production, a mode along with its® ot
. methods, means, and conditions. ;- arises.and
f;.develops spontaneously on the. bas1s pro-. -
“..vided by the subsumpt1on of labour to. capi-
tal.. In‘the case of this’ development the
 formal subsumpt1on is replaced by the real’
;5-subsumpt1on of Tabour under cap1taT 50 ‘

The d1st1nct1on between the ”formaT“_and the ”reaT",sUhsumpé'
"w:tton of Tabour under cap1taT s1gn1f1es { 1n Ballbar s terms,fﬁ

'-f3fa'”chronolog1ca1 gap" between the estab11shment of cap1ta11st
TEs

wfreTat1ons of product1on and the deveTopment of a soc1o tech—-ﬂit';»”

T;n1ca1 d1v1s1on of Tabour wh1ch corresponds spec1f1ca]1y to 7“7~15“'“

rtfthe cap1ta11st mode of product1on 51, The trans1t1on to. caDT“ji

'ta¥1sm was character1zed by a contradlctory comb1nat1on of
T*Vvarlous modes of product1on in that the ”formaT" subSumpt1on
7of Tabour under cap1ta1 was not yet re1nforced by a, soc1o-lftff'

'3‘f techn1ca] d1v1s1on of Tabour whlch wou]d reproduce the pos1_v5' =

‘-;,t1ons of Tabour and cap1ta] w1th1n the Tabour process

~The per1od of manufacture, be1ng a per1od of h1stor1ca1 trans1eo
\t1on,.const1tuted a comb1nat1on of var1ous modes of product1on;”r
1t was cap1ta11st in nature in that the worker was total]y d1s-;
_”possessed of . the means of Tabour ' However, the dlspossess1on

orT“subsumpt1on""of Tabour rema1ned on]y "forma]" 1n that the;h“'

3product1on process ‘wWas st1T] organ1sed on craft prlnc1p1es,:_ﬁ

R4
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]ab6urfwas stﬁ]I-thQ fréQU1atfn9‘PrinéiPTe bf_soci?1 PFQddCtiQn-"
Marx wr1tes that ' | ‘

: In the ear]y stages of cap1ta] '1ts command
‘over. labour has.a purely forma] and almost -
accidental character. - The worker at this _ o
“time. on]y works under cap1ta1 s orders be~’. Ty
- .cause’ he does not have the mater1a] R c ""”\-‘
" means to work on his (own) beha]f 53 '

Of course, the d1spossess1on of the workers was not the ]east R
b1t "acc1denta]"7t As we have seen, th1s prerequ1s1te for
the estab11shment of cap1tallst product1on re]atlons was the

g.resu1t of an. h1stor1c c]ass strugg]e = that of “pr1m1t1ve accumu-r

s&a
S

1at1dn | The estab11shment of these c]ass re]atlons governed
the subsequent deveLopment of techno]og1cal forces 5 w1th
th1s deve]opment the subsumpt1on of 1abour to cap1ta] becomes» ff
rea]” 1n that 1t 1s_determ1ned by the dlsposse551on of the S

d1rect producers,w,} by cap1ta115t property re]at1on, andf~- i

by the relat1on,vdur1ng the ]abour process, of the d1rect pro-;bhd

ducers to the means of product1on i Th1s 1s why Marx wrote that
the d1v1s1on between 1nte]1ectua1 and manua] 1abour and modernf' |
mach1nery, 1nvo]v1ng the subord1nat10n of 11v1ng 1abour to cap1—rg

'fjt 1, fu]f]]]sv"the fundamenta] cond1t1ons of the bourgeo1s jmode)_

of product1on and are .in. no sense a matter of 1nd1fference or:5

S chance'"(empha51s added)55 .

.

>ConcTusionSh;;1':‘- :'b{'nf;ah;»‘,tur}fl’:;ff "f;‘[?f;f»rr
The pr1nc1pa1 conc]us1on to be drawn from a]] th1s 1s that the

product1ve forces deve]oped under capwtallsm emerged w1th1n the o

R
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| COntEXt Of a reC1proca1 re]atlon w1th cap1ta1lst product1on re-,
. @
;1at1ons, the Tatter p]ay1ng the dom1nant ro]e Under cap1ta]1sm,a;;
exp]o1tat1on takes p]ace w1th1n the ]abour process - Th*7"tech—.

5n1ca1“ aspect of the productlon process (the product1on of use—

rjva}ues) 1s 1nseparab1e from the "soc1a]"'aspeqt of product1on

”'t:p(the product1on of surp]us va]ue) It fo]]ows that the soc1o-"

~.

'_techn1ca1 d1v1s1on of 1abour = of wh1ch modern mach1nery 1s an

?:1_1ntr1ns1c part<-'5 ,“at the heart of the process of exp1o1ta-e

‘?ftlon “56 Wh1ch s to say,-1t 1s at the heart of the c]ass fff

-ijfstrugg]e ftﬁn"}

"*hThe organ1c un1ty between product1on relatlons and the ]abour ff_ffd

'ffrprocess wh1ch character1zes the cap1ta]1st mode of product1on

ﬁhas cruc1a1 1mp]1cat1ons for the bu1]d1ng of soc1a11sm f Most

1ff_1mportant]y, 1t 1mp11es that the pr1mary factor 1n the advance ;f,ff

's?dof soc1a11sm 1s not the."1eve1 of the product1ve\forces"-fbut

'rather,vthe assertlon of new soc1a] producblpn relat1ons by 557

"s

: wimeans of c]ass strugg]e It 1s on]y under the domlhance of new ,;i‘,g

// R

”)product1on ré]at]ons that the deve]opment productlve forces

I8

‘5jcan occur in a way conS1stent W1th the soc1a1 and po]1t1ca1

-ijlberatlon of the d1rect producers | As I sa1d I cannot go

}:_ﬁtnto the part]cu]ar moda11t1es that th1s strugg]e m1ght 1nvo1ve

'fﬁBut,\certa1n]y, it wou]d be a strugg]e aga1nst the three ha]]-
;'u:marks of the cap1ta11st SOC}OrtEChn]CG] d1v1s1on of ]abour,.,“ﬁ!},].-

'zfl e . the d1v1s1on between 1nte]1ectua1 and manua] labour the d1v1s1on

f.between town and country, and the subord1nat1on of ]1v1ng to

;~j?*dead 1abour | The c]ass strugg]e 1nvo]ved in th1s process w111 take an '5;f ;

?»‘entlre h1stor1ca4 epoch T f'f'. e '_"' Lo



iy _duct1on under wh1ch the d1ctatorsh1p of the pro]etar1at must,frff

“;It is somet1mes remarked that,,a]thoug

’ *leoc1allsm s supposed to be

For,*as Marx 1ns1sted

The work1ng c]ass know that they have to
pass through different phases of class
jstrugg]e They know- that the. supersed1ng_
of .the econom1ca] cond1t1ons of the slav-.-
‘ery of -labour by the conditions of free
. and: assorted Jabour can.only be the pro-
- .gressive work of time. ~that they re-:
~quirewmot only . a change 1n distribution,
but a new-organization of product1on 3 L
" They know that. this work. . will be a O
gain and again. 1mpeded by the res1stance R T
:of vested 1nterests and c]ass egot1sms 57
I

s

RN

7afoundat1ons upon wh1ch rests the ex1stence of classes, and

’ .

' <ﬁiftherefore c]ass ru]e'“58 A cruc1a1 aspect of the process by

ywh1ch the cond1t1ons for the ex1stence of c]ass strugg]e

59

"7-that 1t is a process durlng wh1ch the masses,vas Len1n sa1d

§.

e

,~"engage 1n 1ndependent creatlve work as the makers of h1story,

\e ; N

fBecause the deve]epment of soc1a11sm 1s determ1ned by the

o J50C1a]15m is’ a cbntrad1ctory comb1nat1on of the modes of pro-:;' s

Jd'as Marx stated "serve a&aa ]ever for uproot1ng the econom1c_::'.

| {wﬂi(c1asses ex1st1ng on]y 1n the1r mutua] oppos1t1on) are, up;;;fjfi;g-

'""-"..'rooted""must be- the pohtwo 1deo1091ca1 struggle of the pro-;f:.:,”{,

Marx made an explicit
‘and exten51ve ana1ys1s of the "laws of mo'1on"'of cap1ta]1sm,;ﬁh,,f
"4.¥Adno one."has succeeded 1n exp]a1n1ng what the 1aw of m0t1on Oft,[d:'
It may be conc]uded from"':
Q:fthls paper that there is good reason for th1s apparent def]—:h'

'_c1ency The gréat comp]ex1ty of- soc1a]15m stems from the fact f*\”

60 -



consc>3“’, co]]ect1ve strugg]e of the masses to transform

'
i /r

the1r mater1a1 cond1t1ons and thereby, themse]ves, there canl'

lbe no/genera1 theory of the 1aws of movement of soc1a11sm to—

v

.1‘

-

ward cbmmun1sm Moneover, t is . prec1se1y for th1s reason
b

that & c]ar1ty on the tasks of the d1ctatorsh1p of- the pro]e-‘w

A

tartat 1s essent1a1 to Marx1sm

e
or
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