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INTRODUCTION 
On October l Bth 195L. , Geor ge Matthews (now editor of the Mor ning Star ) 
wrot e , concerning Stalin's "E conomic Probl ems of Sociali sm in the 
U.S. S. R. ": 

"As we write only short extracts from Stalin' s ar t icl es are 
available in Engli sh • • . It i s , however , already clear that 
it is an immensely important, fundamenta l work." ( ' Stalin's 
New Basic Wo r k On Marxi sm ' . World News and Views - fore
runner of"Corrunent" , 18-10-1952) 

Matthews and his ilk did not need (in 1952) to know what St a l in had 
act ually written i n "Economic Problems" in order to know t hat (in 1952) 
the furt herance of the ir career s in t he Communi st Party of Gr eat Brit 
ian required that they should hail it as a bril liant development of 
Ma r xist theory . 

Sta lin died in 1953. Within a f ew years of his death Matt hews and hi s 
kind be came convinced that the fur ther ance of their careers depended on 
the suppression of "Stalin ' s New Basic Wo rk On Marxi sm" . No a t tempts 
were made to _actually refute the ana lys i s made i n "Economic Problems". 
That would have been far too dangerous a thing for opportuni sts (shall
ow, careeri s t opportunists of the most t rivia l kind) to attempt . But 
it was arranged t hat "Economi c Probl ems " should no l onger be generally 
available . Then it was hinted that it was a work full of errors . In 
this pamphlet we will subj ect some of "Stalin ' s errors " , the situation 
i n which they arose , and the effe cts of their "correction", to an ex
aminat i on. 

The behaviour of Dutt, Klugmann , Matthews etc. (not t o ment i on their 
Iri sh echoes) over the past 15 year s amply bears out the truth of Stal
in ' s r emark in 1952: 

"Incidently, in view of the i nadeouate leve l of Marxist dev
elopment of the ma iori ty of Cormnuni st part i e s abr oad , such 
a textbook (i.e . of basic politi cal economy ) mi ght al so be 
of great use to t he Communist cadres abroad who are no long
er young • 11 

* 

Shortage of r esources has made i t ne cessary f or us to publi sh this 
pamphl et in two parts. The second part wi ll be publ i shed i n the 
course of the summer under the title of 'Marxism and Market Socia l ism'. 
I n this pamphlet we have l i mited ourse lve s to clarifying circumstan
ces surroundi ng publ ication of "Economic Probl ems" , and in par t -
icul ar to f illi ng i n the r ea l history of two r evisioni st economists 
who have been promi nent si nce the 1930 ' s , Mauri ce Dobb and Oscar 
Lange . To do t hi s it has been necessary t o quote them at l ength . 
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Long quo t at i ons have further been made necessary by t he f act tha t a l l 
of Lange ' s pre-1945 wri ting, and virtually all of Dobb ' s "serious" wri 
t i ng f r om the 1920s t o the prese nt day has been dcne i r. bourgeoi s pub
lica+inns . Th<J ugh he was a mem'.:>e r o f t he Br i ti 3h Ccmmuni st Party , and 
though the Br itish Communi s t Pa rty had ample publishi ng facilit ie s , all 
of Dobb' s main books have been publi shed by Routledge & Kegan Paul. 
And mos t of his serious ar ticles were published in such bourgeois jour 
nals as ~he Economic Jour nal, Review of Esonomi c St udies , and Politi cal 
Studies, OP.ly "popu lar" pamph lets on economi cs were published ':Jy t he 
C. P.G. B. 

I t is true to ·say t hat a 11 serious economic discussion by t he Br it i sh 
C. P . i ntellectuals was done in these bourgeois economi c jour nals . Now 
the British bourgeoisie i s not a stupid bourgeoisie. As Connolly neve: 
t ired of pointing out, the British bourgeoi sie i s the mos t politically 
developed and the cleverest bourgeois ruling class . I t is safe to ass
ume that they did not go agai ns t their own class interest when they 
gave the t op layer of Ma rxist inte l lectuals fr ee expression in their 
economi c journals, or when they made Dobb a Professo r of Economics (o r 
a "Fel low", which apparan t ly is even more than a Professor ) in Camb
ridge University. 

l n this first part it is demonstra t ed t hat Do bb and Lange are int el l 
ectual spivs . The fa ct t hat t hey are fundamentally dishonest , t hat 
they a re without a shred of chara cter or principle , is re l a t tvely 
easy to demons t ra t e. But it is another ma tter t o refu t e t he t heor ie s 
of "market socialism" tha t are being touted i n the working cl ass mov e
ment a ll over the earth by them and thei r fe llow s pivs , and t hat are 
being put into pra ctice in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. 

To refut e a theory it is Qet enough to show that the man propounding 
it is a scoundre l. "True refutation", as Hegel said , "must penet
ra te the stronghold of the opponent, and invade the s phere of his 
power." 

That is what is attempted in Part Two& 

* 
British rev.isi.onism echoes Russia-n revi sionism, but tries to give the 
appearance of reasoning things out for itself. I rish revisionism 
echoes the British echo, but gives no appearance of reasoning thi ngs 
out . Not one work on revisionist economics has been published in 
Ire land. The Iri sh revisionists depend entirely on the circu la tion 
of Br iti sh and Russian revisionist publications in Ireland . 

That i s a very good thing . No deceptive appearance is crea t ed . 
The publi cation of the pr esent pamphle t wi l l, we ho pe, add to the 
fa ctors which discourage t he I rish revisionists from cont ributing 
to the development of e conomi c thought . 

Furthermore we have drawn attention in this pamphlet to a grea t ly 
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neglected work of Trotsky ' s (1932) · in whi ch he made his only known 
contribut i on to economi c thought , and emerged as an advocate of 
"ma r ket socia lism'' . Thi s i s yet anothe r expression of the basic 
identity that exists between trotskyism and modern revisioni sm . 
Iri sh t rotskyism i s at present in disar ray. The more that i s 
known about Trotsky the grea te r wi ll be tha t di sar r ay . 

* 
The hi story of the developme nt of moder n revis i onism remains to 
be written. It must be written. And it must be written in 
te rms of real hi s tory. It i s no t wri t ten i n t his pamphlet . 
But an attempt i s made to clarify one aspect of it . 

******* 

S 0 M E 0 T HE R I . C. O. P U B L I C A T I 0 N S 

ON POLITI CAL ECONOMY: REVISIONISM 

BY STALIN: Economi c Problems of Sociali sm in the USSR 
(1952) •.. 2/6 

BY I .C .O.: On Stalin ' s "Economi c Problems ", part 2 , 
( subtit l ed: Marxi sm and Market Socialism) ... 5/ 

BY I. C.O.: Capita l and Revi s i oni sm .•... . . . .. . . . ...... 1/6 
BY I . C.O.: On the Economi cs o f Revi s ionism 

(For merly ent i t l ed "Revis i oni sm and 
I mperiali sm" - r ecent l y r epublished) . • ..•• 1/-

ON THE POLI TICS OF REVISIONISM 

BY NE IL GOOLD : The Twentieth Congress 
BY I .C.O. The Russian Revo lut i on 
BY I.C .O. : I n Def ence of Leni nism 

and modern revis i oni s t 

WORKS BY STALIN 

and Afte r ( 1956) . 1/6 
.. . . .. ... . . ... . . 1/-

( on Tr otskyist 
theory ) ... . .. . . . 2/6 

On An Art i cl e by Engel s (with introduct i on by I .C .0 . ) . . 1/ -
0n the Persona lity Cult (with i ntroducti on by I . C.0 . ) . • 1/
Concer ning Ma r xi sm i n Lingui sti cs ( 1950) .•• • • . •.•... . . 3/-
0n Trotsky (articl es written in 1924 , 1931 andl 932) .• •. 2/-

TO BE PUBLISHED SHORTLY I N DEFENCE OF STALIN. 

These publi ca tions , and a complete I . C.O. litera t ure l i st , 
can be obtained from the addr esses given at the end of thi s 
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BACKGROUND 
In the Engl ish-speaking world Ma~rice ~ebb has been l ook~d upon as 
th~ Marxist e conomist . He re ~s how (lookl n~ ba ckwar ds from the 
vi-. -u ~ hch"' ' . per1· "d' h~ ,..1 ,,, --- ~ i-..,-,c th~ ,..1 ,, ,, ,,, , '"'rvr,cin t " f Sov1· et 0 -~"'-"' ' .-• • •• ..1- .;::> - - .! -..,; I c.. ......... .J ..... _ .... _, ___ 4 ;.. -;:: ".J. - . _ _ .... t"'" " ..... ~! ...; """ \....Vi1VU J.~ V 

t heory si nce the 1920s: 
'' . .. a f ter a fa i rly lo~g pe riod of do=~ancy 5 there has been i~ 
+ho l=-s+ +" ''I' ' ' 'e8"" ...,u1· +..., <> r "':n "'-1 ' " \.. 1 ~ - -:. v'· 1 a 1 1 on,., ; '"" + 0~~+,.,d .... ~ .- V \.o J. ~ f } ._ ..._.. "'1 \.o .._ -wii ._ • ..._.,.. ... ....,;..) .'-" i. ._ _.,,, .l \ a.C __ ._., .,_ ._ 1hf-' W\,; -

to say :Pnaissance) of e ccncmic discus sic ~ and theoretica l 
activity in the Soviet Uni on • •. and signs of a new and mo re 
creative approach to the problems of a social ist economy . •• 

"Af ter the animated debates of :.he 1920:::: " i t seefl.ed as though 
a pa ll had descended during the next two de~ades .. . When 
occasional ex cathedra pronouncement s on matters of economic 
theory were made , the s ubsequent comr;ient aries on t hem, alike 
in the USSR and other socialist countries , were surprisingly 
empty of content • . • 

"One may instance the quest ion of the iaw of value and its · 
continuing "i nfluence" under socialism; abou t which we were 
t::ild little more tha n this law wa s used " cons ciously" in 
planni ng; that did not mea n that price- rela tions coincided 
wi th v?.lue rela tions, but t hat in a mc;nner ;..;nexpla-ined they 
"devia ted from value s" in the inte r est of the objectives of 
the plan - though in such a way as to leave " t ota l pric~s 

equal to t otal value s" . Such general isations were apparant ly 
accepted as t he sufficient essence of ~lsdom. 

"During the pas t qu inquennium (the Dobbsian way of saying 5 
years - I . C. O. ) it has become fa ir ly evident tha t there were 
severa l • . . facto rs in th~ situation to explai n the grave lag 
in advancing t owards a new Pol iti cal Economy of Socialism . 
Fir st ly, there was , apparant ly , a prevalent assumption that 
anythi ng in the way of an original depar t ure in theoretical 
generali s a t ion could only come " from t he top" (obviously a 
produ ct of the " personality cult") . This was not an atmos
phere in which the younger or l esser men were disposed t o 
"stick their necks ou t " and risk a novel hypo thes i s • . • Secondly , 
there 'seems to have been some thing of a "Chinese wa 11" between 
political e conomy .•• and the problems and techniques of e conomi c 
planning. A hint of this separation wa s contained in Stalin ' s 
surprising s ta t ement to the ef fe ct that pol i tica l economy i s 
concerned exclusively with "the laws of development of men ' s 
relations in production" and that " to foi s t upon pol itical ec
onomy problems of economic policy is to kill i t as a science" 
(E. P., p . 31) . Such a glaring divorce of theory and practice 
cou l d hardly fail to breed s cholastici sm and dogmatism •• •• 
Thirdly, •• , i t now t r anspires that the dominant view was that 
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political economy was primarily · (.if not exclusively) concerned 
with the study of the qualitative aspect s and different ia of 
the economic and social phenomena.. . At tent ion to t he guanti t 
ative aspe ct of economic rela tions was liable to be denounced 
as 'formalism' , and 'bourgeoi s formal ism' to boot. 

'' ••. In December 1956 • • . t he sluice gates were opened . " 
(From "The Revival of theoretical discussion among Soviet 
Economi sts" , 1960 . Included in " Papers on Capitalism , . 
Development and Planni ng " , 1967 , p.140-143) . 

That is to say, the s luice gates holding back the tide of bourgeois 
ideology were thrown open , and a myriad of bourgeois microbe s were 
let loose in Soviet society . As these mi crobes began to spre ad 
their plague it became clear how unerr i ng l y Stal in had singled out 
the enemy in 1952. There i s scarcely an aspect of the revisionist 
economics which has flour i shed s ince 1956 which was not exposed by 
Stalin in 1952. 

D 0 B B 0 N H I S P R E D E C E S S 0 R S 

There are those in the anti - revisionist movement (in Bri tain and 
other countries) who say that , s i nce revisionism triumphed so 
quickly after Stalin' s death , Sta lin must have become increasing ly 
out of touch with the actual situation in his later years . Rev
isionism did not suddenly come from nowhere in 1953 . It is cer tain
ly true that revi s ionism did not sudden ly appear from nowhere in 
1953 . And i t i s necessary to understand the actual s i tuation tha t 
existed before Stalin ' s death . It is no use substituting some sub
ject ive fan tasy , which may appear to meet some need of t he pre sent 
moment , for an understanding of actual history . But neither is i t 
any use trying to find some fa ci le explanation for the seizure of 
powe r by revi s ioni sm i n the mid-fiftie s by referring to "Stalin' s 
error s" , or to Sta l i n losing touch with the situation, unless 
Stalin ' s mistake s are demonstrated in terms of concrete history . 

Here we will attempt to explain the s i tuation in t he field of Marxist 
polit ical economy as i t developed between the 1920s and the 1950s . 

According to Dobb the 1920s wa s a period of vigorous economi c theor 
i s ing in the Soviet Union . Then in 1929 Sta l in clamped down on 
free theoretical di s cussion. The " cu 1 t of the personality" period 
began . Decisions were not arrived at th roug h free co l lective dis
cussi on . Stalin decided what wa s t rue or false on all t heoret i cal 
questions . Stalin ' s decisions took on the form of infallible pro
nouncements . 

Everybody else ' s funct i on wa s to admi re and wonder at Stali n ' s 
decisions, and to hail them as brilliant fundamental developments 
of Ma rxist theory , (often , no doubt , without even having readthem : 
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• 

as was the t ase with George Matthews i n 1952) . 

For any economist t o hesi t at e in s inging Stalin ' s praises was to risk 
der.ur.d. at i on as a '' bourgeois agent '' conducting '' theore1:.ical s abotage '' 
agai nst the Soviet people. Dobb even admits that cer t a in of the ec
onomists who ~ere denounced mig~ t have been a bit bourgecis : but he 
still di sa pproves of what happened to them : 

., A by-product of the campaign against the Bukharini te Right 3 which 
rose to a c l imax i n the course of 1929 9 was a polemic against cer
taiu Gosplan economi sts 9 who had been as sociated with the advocacy 
of methods des ig ned to impart rea li sm into p lan~ing • • • 3 and who 
became incidenta 1 casua l ties of the le:rger battle . No doubt i n 
the changed pol i tical c lima te, where i~~ovation and high gr owth 
rates and the virtue of ' storming heaven ' were the order of t he 
day, their inf luence was a conservative one •• • The result was 
none the less unfortunate". 

One of these " inci dental casualti es" was an economist r.amed Bo zarov 
who pu t fo rward the theory tha t Soviet eccnomy would necessa r ily be 
subject to a decreasing r ate cf growth as it developed . This theory 
was r efuted by " Stalini st" ec'.:lnomi sts . 

"One :if the art i cles (refuting it) was by a R. Boyar sky - an 
intelligen~ but unplea sant pke of work , s piced with charges 
of ' the)retica l sabotage', and a cur ious fo r etaste of t he de
graded st\le of polemic of the period to come , wh en the tumbril 
so often marched with the public denunciation . " (Dobb:" Papers 
on Planni ng" etc . p. 135- 7 . ) 

It is c l ea r , even from Do bb ' s account, that what happened in this 
i nstance is that a socialist economist exposed the sham theories 
(designed to obstruct social ist economic development) of a bourgeois 
economi st who he ld an i nfluenti al positi on i n the Soviet Union in 
the period of t he New Economic Policy. Yet Dobb ' s sympathi es ar e 
entirely with the bourgeois. (As for Boyarski ' s "unpleasantness" : 
i t doe sn ' t de se rve a mention beside Le nin ' s "unpleasant" descriptions 
of lackeys of the bourgeoisi e.) 

B RUTZKUS 0 N H I S C 0 L L E A G U E S 

That is how the "Ma rxist" Do bb de scribes thi ngs. Here is a descrip
tion by a bourgeois economist~ Bori s Brutzkus , who he l d the position 
of Chairman of t he Agri cultural Planning Commission in the Petrograd 
area in 1922. There was , he write s , a " lucid interval" when bourge
oi s speciali sts were given a ce r t ain degree of freedom at t he beg in
ni ng of the New Economi c Policy (i.e . t he partial f ree ing of capi ta l 
ist production) in 1921- 22. Then , at 

"the communis t congress meeting in August (1922) Zinoviev pro
claimed a spiri tual wa r against bourgeois ideology . Act One of 
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t hi s " spiri tual war" cons i s ted i n mass ar res·t s of i ntelle ctua ls 
i n Moscow a nd Petrograd .· · Ea r l y on the morr.ing of · August ·· l7t h 
1922 ~ a large p0rt ion of the editorial sta f f of Tre Economist, 
including the presP.nt write:r , we r e lodged i n t he not or i ous pr i son 
·)f t he fo r mer Cheka in Gor ochovaya St . These prisoners had no th
- ing to do with polit i cs as such . They we r e professors - of 
phi l osophy, j u=i s prudence , e conomics , even higher mat hema t i cs -
or we l l - known publi cists a nd li t era r y men who had hard l y a cha nce 
of publ i shi ng a ny t hing f or 4 years ba ck . 

" •• • the communi s t rulers l:eha ved with unusua l le ni e ncy on th is 
occas ion 3 fo r we wer e me r ely ordered t o quit the count ry wi t h 
a ll poss ible has te . Tr otsky • • • de scribed t he Sovi et Gover n
ment ' s att i t ude towards us a s ' preventive humanity ' . He li t tle 
knew that t he same f at e was t o o~ertake him a f ew years l a t er. 
' Learned ideologists ' , he wrote in the Pravda, ' are not a t pr e s
ent da ngerous to t he Republic~ but exter nal or i nte r nal compli
cations might ari se wh i ch would obl ige us t o have t hese i deo l o
gi st s s hot . Bette r le t t hem go abroad ' •• • . " (B. Brut zkus, 
"Economic Pla nning i n Sovi et Russ ia", Engli sh t rans l a t ion , 1935). 

Br utzkus differ s from Dobb ma inly i n dating the beg i nni ng of t he 
i ntelle ctual i ce age (whi ch i t undoubt ed ly wa s for the bour geois 
inte llige nts i a) from a f ew year s earlier . And he r e i s what he 
says of the bourgeoi s e conomist whQ came t o gr ief i n t he late 
twent i e s , and whose fate causes Do bb so much angui sh a t hi r d of 
a centur y l ater : 

"When t he Soviet Government announced t he N. E. P . t he i nte lli
gent sia we nt into harnes s • • • They be l ieved t hat t hey coul d 
t hus serve t he peopl e best and they renounced all pol it i cal 
ambiti on . Their r e lations wi th the communists we re at that 
t i me unsati s fa ctor y. But af ter the breakdown of t he N. E.P . 
syst em (1929 - I .C .O.) , it became i nc r eas ing ly di ff i cu l t f or 
t hem t o work for t he Soviet Government , and af ter the right 
wi ng had been r outed in t he yea r 1930 , th ere. se t i n a frig htfu l 
period of perse cut i on of the i ntellect uals . They were thrown 
into pr i son whole sale or sent t o conce nt ration camps~ and not 
a f8w of t hem were shot outr i ght. Al l the promi ne nt e co nomi s t s , 
su ch as Kond rat iev~ Wa i nstein 9 Ts chaya uov, Makar ov, Oganovsky, 
Groma n ~ Bazarov and Gins burg 3 fell vi cti ms t o t hi s perse cutio n, 
whi ch may be attribut ed partly to the gove rnment' s need of a 
scapegoa t to paci fy the people, but oar t ly,. a lso , t o t he fa ct 
that t he intellectuals cou l d not poss ibly give t he ir a ppr oval 
t o t he gover nment's economic po l i cy of those days . ( i . e . t o 
social i sm - I .C.O.) 

"If we i gnor e for a moment the se l f - a ccusations wrung f r om 
the se morally or physi cal l y tortur ed i nte llectua ls at thei r 
pu_blic trials, we can see that there i s some truth i n t he 
complai nts that were made agai nst them. They were undeni 
ably hosti l e to the exi sting system ••• " (ibid . p . 234 . ) 

8 . 



This 5 fr0rn a bourgeois inte llectual , one of a kind with "'.e Bazarovs ,who 
had ;~ne into the open service of inperialism , i s a clear admission 
thA~ these intellec tuals obstructed Sov i et industrialisation i n what-
12,:er '''i"cJY they could o The bourgeo isie correctly regard Ba zarov , Gr oman 
e~co as having fallen in the l i ne of duty - serving the bourgeois int
erest i11 t:-,e first sociali st coL'.ntry. And it is o:.l y fitting that 
Dobb~ havi~G deserted t o t he enemy camp~ shou l d now pay tribute t o them 
too 9 be lated though that tribute may be . The traito r salute s his new 
flag. 

A N JI U N P L E A S A N T P I E C E 0 F W 0 R K JI 

Brutzkus remained openly bourgeois . In 1921 he published a book 
(Marxi sm a nd the Problems of Socia list Economies) "proving" that 
socialism was economical ly impossible . In 1922 he and hi s kind were 
exiled. They then became i mperialist propagandis ts i n t he i mperia list 
countries . Those who stayed behind to car ry on the good work in 
Russ ia throughout the 1920s had t o pay a certa i n lip-servi ce to Marxism. 
In 1930 the philosophy they adopted as camouflage was exposed by the 
"unpleasant" A. Boyarski. In view of subsequent developments , we 
quote an extract from Boyarski's articl e. 

" We economist s have a duty not only t o po i nt out the results and 
to refute on theoretica l grounds t he conclus ions of t he ' learned ' 
saboteur s , but also to expose the way these conclusions were 
r ea ched in order to pre clude the repetition of such occurences 
in better camouflaged forms . " 

Concer ning "mathemat i cal economi cs", wh i ch began to deve l op i n the 
1920s , and with which so many questi ons are obscured t oday , Boyarski 
wrote: 

" Now, I ought to say a f ew words about the use of different i al 
equat i ons i n general . Generally speaking , if we have in mind 
a pr ocess of variation and we wish to find t he pattern of this 
variation, the use of dif f erentia l calculus is no doubt very 
usefu l. It is not for nothing that Enge l s said that wi th the 
variable~ mathematics has entered the domain of dialectics • • • 
therefore wherever we deal with variation of qua ntity, it ca n 
best be studied by the means of differential equatio ns. But 
this equa tion 3 unlike Bazarov's, must be based on qualitative 
ana lysis ." 

Modern r evisionism totally abandons quali t ative ana lysis in its 
"e conometri cs". It concerns i t self entire ly with quantity. 

"Mach ' s philosophy had from him (Ba zarov) the true pr ocess of 
development • • • " The saboteurs ba sed themselves on "outright 
Machism - with its fo r mula - ' apply a stra i ght line to wha tever 
comes into your hands ' - and tna more subt l e variety of Machi sm 
involving different i al equations. " (Fr om "On t he Theory of 
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the Di minishing Growth Rates Of the Soviet Economy ." - publi shed 
in Engli sh i n "Foundations of Soviet Strategy for Economic Gr owth" 
p. 294-298 . Ed. N. Spulber). 

"Ma chism" wus a variety of idealist, bourgeoh philosophy which Bog
danov , Lunacharsky and others tried to introduce into Bolshevism in 
1908. It was e xpo sed by Lenin in "Mat erialism and Empirio- Cri t i cism" . 
"Machism'' was of a kind with positivi sm and pragmati sm . Pragmati sm , 
which has t he capacity to parody Marxism, i s the philo sophi cal meeting 
ground of imperial ism and modern revisioni sm . The economi c t heories 
of imperiali sm and modern revi sionism are both pragmatist . 

·T H E D E V E L 0 P M E N T 0 F 0 S C A R L A N G E 
F R 0 M A B 0 U R G E 0 I S T 0 A B 0 U R G E 0 I S 

From the 1930s onwards the most prominent Marxist politi cal economists 
outside the Soviet Union we r e Os car Lange of Poland and t he U. S . A. and 
Mauri ce Dobb of Bri ta in. That is to say, they came to be regarded as 
the flower of Ma rxist politica l economy. Lange later became Vi ce
Chairman of the Polish Council of State and a member of the Central 
Corruni ttee of the Polish Workers Party . In the late 1930s he "creat
ively developed" Marxism as follows: 

In "Marxian Economics and Modern Economi c Theory" Lange comme nts on a 
statement by a Japanese economist that Marxism had shown i tse lf to be 
superior to bourgeoi s economic theory in the analysis of capitalism: 

"This superiority of Marxian economi cs seems s trange, indeed , in 
view of the fact that it wor ks with concepts which are l ong s ince 
outdated and which ignore t he who le development of economic theory 
s ince the time of Ricardo ••• " 

"This superiority of Marxian economics is onl y a partia l one . 
There are some problems before which Marxian economics i s quite 
powerless, while "bourgeois" economics so lves them easily.. What 
can Marxian economics say about monopoly pri ces? What has it to 
say on the fundamenta l problems of monetary and credi t theory ••. 

"That Marxian economics fail s i s due to the labour theory of value." 

" ••• 'bourgeo is' economics i s able to grasp the phenomena of the 
every-day l i fe of capital i st economy in a ma nner that i s far sup
erior to anything the Marxists can produce . " 

"Marxian economics woul d be a poor ba se for running a central 
bank or ant icipa t i ng the effects of a change i n the rate of 
discount . " 

Lange says in effect that Marxi sm i s lagging behind bourgeoi s econom
~cs in providing answers to problems fa ced by the bourgeoisie in the 
deve loping of bourgeois economies . Lange was well ahead of his time 
.in 1935 in thinking that it wa s the bus iness of Marxist economists 
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t o he lp to keep the bourgeoi s economies function i ng . 
ahead of his t ime in the f ollowing: 

And he wa s al so 

" ... i n prGvidiGg a scienti:ic basi s for the curren: administration 
of the capi -t:alist economy '' bot..:rge::;is' ' e::;or.omic5 has developed a 
theory of equil ibrium wh ich can al so serve a s a basis for the current 
admi nist ra t ion of a socialist economy. It i s obvious that Mar shal
lia n economi cs of fers more f or the current administration of the ec
onomi c system of Soviet Russ ia t han Marxia n economi cs does , t hough 
the la tter is sure l y the mo re effect i ve basi s for anti cipati ng the 
future of Capitalism . In so far, modern eco nomic theory, in spite 
of i ts undoubted "bourgeois " origin, has a unive rsa l signif icance." 
("Ma r xian Economics and Moder n Economic Theory. " Review of Econom
ic Studies, June 1935). 

That is t o s ay that , while Marxist e conomics retains certain pr ophet i c 
f unctions in capitalis t society, moder n bourgeoi s economi cs is vas tly 
supe r io r t o i t fo r the actual development of ei ther capi t alis t or so c
i al ist economies. La nge made it his mission in life to acquaint soc
ialism with tre "unive rsa l signif i cance " of modern bourgeois eco nomics . 

I n 1936 he produced "On The Economic Theory of Socialism", (also pub
l ished in the Rev iew of Economic Studies .) Hi s purpose i n this ar t 
icle wa s t o discard Marxism, and t o base socia list economi cs on the 
subjectivist "ma thematical" theorie s of Wal r as . Ma r xism wa s i ncap
able of solvi ng the problems of a socialist e conomy . "Marx . .. was 
awa r e of the problem, though he t ri ed to solve it in a ra ther unsat
isfa ctory way '' . Mar x' s proposed solut ion was inadequa t e because he 
"wanted to solve the problem by the labour t heory of va lue" . 

Kautsky, " the g r ea t orthodox leader of Marxism ir, pre- war times", a lso 
t r ied his hand a t the problem, but , "like all Marxists of the old 
schoo l he use s the labour theory of value", so he got nowhere. 

The n he quotes Trotsky , " the critic of Sovie t economic po licy", to 
demonstrate t hat the problem wa s not being solved under Sta lin ' s 
leader sh ip , and cont inue s : 

"The Marxia n socialists .•. saw and solved the problem only wi thin 
t he labour theory of value , being thus subject to all the limita
tior.s of classi cal theory . But i t ought to be ment i oned that in 
I ta ly, due to the i nfluence of Pa r eto , t he socialist wri ters are 
much more advanced i n t his fie l d. " (Pa reto , who deve l oped Wal
ra s ' s subjectivist mathemat ical economics , wa s a fas ci st . He 
was made a Senato r by Musso li ni. ) 

"Only t he t echnique provided by the modern met hod of marginal 
analys is e nables us to solve the problem satis factorily . " 
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An a ccount of Lange' s career is given in t he Editorial of Marxism · 
Today, December 1965 (which de clared that hi s dea t h i s "a gra ve l oss 
• • • to Ma:r:xia '1 ec0n01'.!ics cverywh r->:re" ) , He jo i ned the Po l] ~. h Social-
ist Part y i n thG 1920~-. But 1 Hi._: fa ce o f d] ffi c;..1 l ~ i es of an aradem·i c 
career f :.i:r a l e f t-wi r19 sociali s t j n pre- war PoJ and , hl~ tsck ad•Jani:agA 
of a Ro(..kefeller Fe l lcw~-hip in 1935 tc vis i.: :f i.n t fa19la r,cl a nd t hen 
t he U. S. A. ; in 1938 he was i nvited t o le cture at t he Univers i ty of 
Cal ifornia , at Stanford a nd at Columbia, and the followi ng year wa ~ 

appointed to a Chair at t he University of Chicago . .• , a po s t he wa s 
to occupy until 1945 . " 

Jn 1945 he returned to Poland. He played a prominent par t i n unit
ing t he Cormnunists and Socia l ists i n 1947 into the United Workers 
Party of Poland . He became Chairma n of the Party Parliamentary Group . 

"He wa s at hi s death Vice-Chairma n of the Pol i sh Council of State and 
a member of the Centra 1 Committee of t he Poli s h Workers Pa rty : he had 
been Chairma n of the State Economi c Council in the late 1950s (and 
l argely the author of what wa s known at the time as the Polish "new 
economi c model"): i n the years after the war he wa s successive ly 
Polish Amba ssador to the U. S . and Polish permanent r epresentative on 
the Security Council of the U. N." 

In 1943 , while he was a lecturer i r, Chicago Univers ity, La nge publi sh
ed "The Wor king Principle s of the Soviet Economy". 

"The professed ideal of the Soviet government", he wr ote i n this 
work , "is the achievement of socialism" , which i s unanimously con
ceived as a democr atic welfare economy." 

But: "The a ctual Sov iet e ccnomy ••. is no t a democr atic welfare 
e conomy. It is an authori t aria n economy . " (p.6 . ) 

"Though the Bo lsheviks were very high-handed towards politica l 
opponents from t he very beginning (even before the sei zure of 
power) " ( p . 22 ) the es t ablishme nt of a one- party totalitarian 
dictatorshi p was not one of their obj e ct iv i es~ but was f orced 
on them by ci r cGmstan ce s - Dy t he neces~ i t ies of industria li s 
ation and nat i onal defence. "The s a cr i fi ces dema ndP.d fr om t he 
popu lation wer e so tremendous t hat t he Soviet gove Tnme nt t oJnd 
it impo ssible to a s k for its obj e ctive s the consent of the • • . 
people • . . This consent •• • was obtained~ po st fa c t o, th r ough 
the propaganda a nd educational a ctivities of t he State and Lhe 
C.P . (p . 7- 8) 

"Ma ny of us who sympathi s ed wi th the aspirations of the Soviet 
people, of t en wondered whether t hese sacrifices , after a ll , had 
not been dissipated by bureaucratic i nefficiency and whether the 
tens ions of the period of i ndustrialisation had not led t o the 
growth of s uch strong ve sted interests in the dictatorial and 
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authori t ar i a n methods of governme nt , t hat reali s ation of the demo
c ra tic socia l i st idea ls offi cially profe ssed had become an imposs
i bility. '' (p.26) 

The answer wa s given i n t he r esist ance to t he Nazi invas io n . 
'' • •• the Sov iet people have never given up the ideal of a free dem
ocratic societ y with e qual opportunity fo r al l and pol i t ical , as 
well a s e conomi c a nd social democracy • . . They share this i deal wi th 
us (i . e . the U. S . imperialis t bourgeoisie - I . C.O. ) and deri ve 
i t from t he same her i tage, namely the social philosophy of the 18th 
cent ury Enlightenment." ( p . 27 - i.e. t he i ntellect ual movement of 
t he 18th century bourgeoisie . ) 

if , after the war , the Soviet un i on had to re-build i t s industry 
out of it s own resources, i f t he t ask of recons t ruction was not 
"shared in a f riendly way with t hose nat ions whose economic resour
ce s have been much less e xhausted in t he war ," ( i . e . U. S. and Bri t -

·ish imperialism), " the chances of a relaxation of t he authori t a rian 
and totali ta ria n regime in t he Soviet Union and of t he development 
of Soviet economy i n the direction of a democra t ic wel fare economy 
are practically nil." (p . 28 ) . 

And , if " the author i tarian and totalitarian regime" cont i nues in 
t he Soviet Un i on af t er the war , "we (i.e. U. S . imperialism - LC. O) 
shal l be obliged to devote permanently a major par t of our resour
ces to milita ry ends , • .. I n t he long-run t his means the loss of our 
American democra t ic inst itutions and way of life . i' (p . 29) 

U. S . imperialism and Soviet Communi sm had a common aim, said Lange: 
"The common bond i s the idea 1 of a free democratic welfare society . 
Whether , to what extent , thi s ideal is better rea li sed through pri
vate or through publ i c enterprise and owners hi p of the means of 
production, or through a combination of the two , i s a ma t ter of 
technique , a matter of the most effect ive means of economic and 
social policy . It i s not a matter of ult imate values . For a 
long t ime we were so ve ry excited about t he problems of means and 
t echniques , that we forgo t to reali se that the ul t imate va l ues of 
liberal capitali sm and democra t i c sociali sm are t he s ame . The 
reali s at io n of t hi s communi t y of values wa s brought back t o us in 
very painful ways th roug h t he successe s of Fa scism. " ( p . 30) 

Lange concluded t his document by st a t ing t hat socialism would not 
be necessary in t he lJ. S. A. Capitalism would do in t he U. S . A. 
what socialism was r equired t o do elsewhere : "We i n this count ry 
will f ind our own way of ful ler realisa t ion of our democra t i c 
ideal s , a way which will be inspired by the he r i t age of J efferso n , 
o f J a ckson , of Lincoln , of front ier individua lism and of popu l ism 
rather than by socialism of any of t he Euro pean brands . . . " U. S. 
capi t alism had seconda ry diffe r ences wi th Soviet Communism : "but 
through these differences we can , and we must , preserve a f unda-
mental community of ultimate values . " (p . 30). 
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Thus spake Lange in 1943. He spoke in the interest of the liberal 
wing of U.S. imperialism; but · he most definitely spoke i n the int er
ests of U. S. imperialism. In 1944 t his pamphle t was published by 
the Research Bureau for Post-war Economir,s. 

Accordin;i to a biography of Lange in "Cn Political Econo~y •.• ; Essays 
in Honour of 0:::-.car Lange'' (Pola.1d 1965) : 

"During the cold-war pe.;:-iod i n many libraries in the U.S . /\ . copies 
of this study ••• bore the following stamp: 'Please note: Lange i s 
now a leader of the Polish Diet, highly sympathetic to communism. '" 
(p.7- 8.) 

The revis ionist writer of the biography does not say what he thinks 
the meaning of th i s stamp was. To Senator Maccarthy the meani ng may 
have been that for many years the University of Chicago had been i n
f iltrated by a Bolshevik who worked at subvert ing America's inte l lec
tua ls. But to the more cunning i mperialist the meaning must clearly 
have been~ ''We ' ve got one of our men in there" . 

Did Lange, the enthus iastic spokesman fo r "liberal capitali sm" i n 1943, 
the fllan who said that "liberal capitali sm" and socialism had the same 
ulti~ate aim and only differed over quest ions of technique , suddenly 
become an ardent socialist in 1945, or an ardent champion of proletar
ian dictatorship i n 1948? Did the man who ridiculed the Marxis t 
theory of value in the 1930s, and prea ched the superiority of bourgeois 
over Marxist economics , suddenly become a convi nced Marxist in pol iti
cal economy in the late forties? What did the Stalin- critic of 1956 
do in 1952 when "Economic Problems" wa s published? 

We are told by his biographer that he took part in the d i scussion 
of Stal in ' s book, but none of his wr i ting in th i s period i s available 
in Engli sh. We can be sure, however, that in 1952 he did not attack 
the " personality cult" in political e conomy , about which he was so 
concer ned a couple of years later. We can be sure that he contributed 
to the "personality cult " in 1952, along wilh t he rest of his breed . 
Of this per iod his biographer writes~ 

"During the diff i cul t - for the social science s - years of 1949-
1955 Professor Lange wa s •.. mainly occupied with statistics . " (p.9) 

In other words, Lange was biding his time . In 1956 the rat came out 
of his academic hole, and "engaged in very i ntensive public activity. 
He strongly engaged in the struggle for the new shape of socialism . . . " 
(i.e. the one which has the same "ultimate values" as capitalism - ICO) 
At a conference of Polish economists in June 1956 
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"Professor Lange • .• gave a very strong c los ing s pee ch i n which he 
denounced the degeneration of social sciences due. to the dogmat ic 
approach to Marxi sm under Stalin 's system of government and econom
ic management." (p.12) . 



Thenceforward the re cou l d be no doubt about the meaning of the U. S. Sta 
Depa r tment stamp. 

In the case of Lange one can see very clearly what Lenin me a nt in 1920 
whe n he s aid: " It is not diffi cul t to be a revolutionary when the rev
ol~t ion has al ready flared up and i s raging, when everybody j oi ns the 
revolution simply because he i s carried away by i t , be cause i t is the 
fa shion, and sometimes even because i t might open the way for a career . 
Afte r the victo ry the prol etariat has t o exert ex t reme e ffort , to suffe: 
pain and one might s ay ma r t yrdom to "liberat e" i tself from such so rry 
revolut i onaries ." 

" 'Ne are '3fraid of the excessive growth of our Part y, as caree r i sts and 
charlatans, who deserve only tc be shot , i nevitably str ive to atta ch 
themse 1 ve s to the rul ing party." 

"These gentlemen are absolutely incapable of th i nking and reasoning 
like revo l utionar ies. They a re snivelling philist i ne democra t s , who 
are a thousand times more dangerous to the proletariat than ever wh~n 
they proclaim themse lves to be adherents of the Sovie t power and of the 
d i ctatorsh i p of the proleta ri at , be cause , i n fa ct , in every di ff icul t 
and dangerous situation they a re sure t o commi t trea chery . " (Left 
Wing Communi sm , pp . 78 , 30 & 89) . 

CO N C L lJ SIO N 

We can now form some idea of the si t ua t ion in Marxist po li t i ca l econ
omy when Stalin wrote "Economic Problems". 1n the capi t a l i s t world 
the leadi ng "Ma rxi st economists" (l eading in t he sense of being the 
most pr omi nent and having the wi dest ci r cu la t io n for their views ) 
we re people like M. Dobb , 0 . La nge, and P . Sweezy (the la tter havi ng 
publ i shed a book in the 1940s, "Theory of Capital ist Development", 
in which he cor r ected "Marx ' s e rror s" on prices) . They had f ai led 
utte rly to develop Ma rxist poli t ical economy and, s ince nat ure abhors 
a vacuum, they were be i ng taken over by bour geoi s poli t ica l economy . 

In the People's Democracies (1945 onwards) the re were many int ellec
t uals l ike La nge i n posi t i ons of influence. Their hi story was that 
of bourgeois libera l s . They had played a certai n progressive role 
i n the democratic struggle against fa sci sm. As t o the i r fu t ur e i n 
the str~ggle f or so ciali sm, al l that wa s certain was t ha t ma ny of them 
wou l d serve the i nterests of t he bourgeoisie in one way or a nother . 
There was a n insuff i cient numbe r of exper i enced and tested working 
cla ss Marxist theor i st s . Only t he class st ruggle i tse lf would de
t ermine which of the libera l intel ligentsia would aba ndon the .bour 
geoi s int erest and honest ly ba se themse lve s on the working cla ss i n
te rest , and which woul d continue t o se rve the bourgeoi s i nterest 
under the cover of soci a list phrases . 

I n the Soviet Union itse l f there were many tested and re li ab l e social-
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ist cadres among t he intelli gent sia . But there were also ma ny wav
ering elements whi ch , whi le under certa in circumstances they would 
suppor t soci alism in a general wa y or agree with this or that aspect 
of soc ia li sm, could not be cons i dered as Mar xi st. And , a s was r e
vealed by Stali n a nd Zhda nov in 1947 /8 , there VJere ma ny e l ements , 
even i n posi t i ons of authori t y, wh i ch wer e defini t ely bourgeoi s . 
They we r e spreadi ng bourgeois i dea s where they could get away with 
it, and were biding their time . 

1948- 50 had seen the dest ruct ion of proletarian d i ct a t orshi p in 
Yugo s lavia , the growth of "wor kers council s ", the r eintroduct i on 
of the profit sys t em, and the development of a bourgeois pol i t ical 
economy i n Marxi st guise . 

"Economic Probl ems " g r ew out of thi s situati on. It refuted Ti toist 
political eco nomy and the pol i tical economy of liberal Marxi sts like 
Lange , a s well a s those Russian economi st s which are speci fica l ly re
fut ed in i t . It refuted the view t ha t t he development of sociali sm 
is non- cont r adictor y and clarified the main contradict i ons in social
i sm in the U. S . S. R. It cleared away t he dead wood that had been 
heaped on Marxism by academi c economj s ts. And it opened t he way 
for a further deve l opme nt of the po li t ical e conomy of sociali sm. 

(It i s not t he purpose of this pamph l et to provide a ge neral commen
tary on "Economi c Problems" , but to explain it s histor i cal cont ext . 
I t ha s now been made available again in Eng li s h by the I . C. O. I t 
i s a very clearly written work. No commentary on it could explai n 
what i t says nea rly a s well a s it doe s itself.) 

16. 



WHAT IS POLITICAL ECO NOMY? 

I 
" ... the subject of poli t ical economy ••• is not by a ny mea ns I 
' the producti on of material values ' , as is often claimed 
( that is the subject of technology), but the social r ela 
tions between men in production . " (LENIN - A Character
isa t ion of Economic Romanticism . ) 

Marx showed how the bourg eo i s i e , dur ing the period o f the struggle 
against feuda l ism , laid t he foundations of the sci ence of po l itica l 
economy . The l abour t heory of va l ue was deve l oped by such bour
geois po l it i cal e conomists a s Wi lliam Petty (a utho r of ' The Po l i 
tical Anatomy of I r e land' ) , Ad am Smi th a nd David Ricardo . Ri cardo 
died in 1827 . This was the div i di ng line between science and 
obscurantism in bourgeoi s polit i ca l economy . Petty , Smi th and 
Ri cardo wo r ked i n a period when the main enemy of the bourgeoisie 
was feudalism . Since capitalism was histori cally progressive as 
against feudalism ( i n that i t developed t he producti ve fo r ces of 
society whose growt h was being limited by feudalism), bourgeois 
political economis t s in th i s period could contribute to the develop
ment of a sci entific understanding of the laws of human soci ety . 

But the development of capita lism br ought about the i ntens i fication 
of the class struggle betwee n the work i ng c l ass and the capi t alists , 
a nd the capital i st system itself became a shack l e on the development 
of the pr oductive f or ces . Fr om t hat point onwards t he sci ence of 
political economy could no l onger develop on the basis of the bour
geoi s cla ss i nterest . The basic f act of bour geoi s product i on i s 
the e xpl oi tat i on of t he worker s by the capita lists . At a time 
when the worke r s had begun to or ganise themse l ves to r esist this 
expl o i t ation , the scientifi c cla r i f ication of the pr ocess of ex
pl oitation necessarily contributed to the development of the class
consciousness of the wo r ker s . And in fact the writ i ngs of t he last 
scientific bourgeois polit i cal economist , David Ricardo , were made 
the basis of a schoo l of pre- Marxist socialism by the English workers 
early in the 19th century . 

From t hat time onwards the bourgeois class interest requi r ed , not 
s cientific investigatio n, but the spreading of confus i on in the 
field of politica l economy. Bourgeois political economi.sts became 
the "hired prize-f i ghters " of the bourgeoisie (Ma r x) . One of the 
pioneer s of vu l gar politica l economy , Mountifort Longfield of Trin
ity College, Dublin , stated the position frankly . In t he new sit
uati on , he wrote : 

"Opinions ..• exer ci se i mmense inf luence on a cla ss of people 
formerly removed beyond the reach of such discussions .•• I 
allude to the la bour ing order s . •• It is no l onger a question 
of whethe r these men sha l l think or not , or what degree of 
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influence their opinions ought to exer t over their co~duct ; 
they wil l follow the path where they conceive their interests 
to point, a1~ it o~ly remains to be consider ed in what ma nnGr 
a true sense c f their real interests may be m0st effeci.u<::il ly 
b:rou_;ht homo to t hem •. • It depends in some de:gree upon :;very 
person present (i . e. in the University l ecture room) w~sther 
the labourer is taught that hi s i~terest wi ll be best promoted 
by prudence and incL1stry 3 or by a vio l ent demo Lition of cc:ipit al • •• 

"Unhappily the mor a l sense of right and wrong is very feebl e 
among tho se classes at the present period... If every man can 
be taught that the laws are f r amed f or the common good of all , 
and not f or the benefit of any single or der •• • we may then ho pe 
to see no more open violations of t he law committed by la r ge 
bodies of men, under the not i on t hat in doing so they are best 
consul t i ng their own interes t s. " ( Longfield: 'Lectures in 
Political Economy' , 1833, p . 16-20. ) 

Thenceforward bourgeoi s pol i tical economy ceased to be a science and 
became one of the branches of bourgeois moral i ty . 

"It was thenceforward no longer a question , whether thi s theorem 
or that was true , but whether it was use ful to capital or harmful , 
expedi ent or i nexpedient, politically dangerous or not . In pl ace 
of disinterested enquirers there were hired prize-fighters ; in 
place of genuine scientific r esearch the bad conscience and t he 
evil intent of apologetics ." (Pr eface t o 2nd Edition of Capi t al ) . 

These hired prize-fighters fir st attacked the l abour theory of value . 
By the end of the century they had establi shed a subjectivist value 
theory according to which the va lue of a commodit y was determi ned , not 
by the amount of labour needed f or its production, but by t he strength 
of the desire s of the consumers for it. The purpo se of th i s was to 
obs cure the actual process of capital i st pr oduction and t he expl oita tion 
of l abour which is essential t o it . 

To the extent that bour geois economi sts dealt with reality to any extent 
(a s di stinct from spinning metaphysical value theories ) t hey merely stud
ied pri ce fluctuations in the ma rket . In the course of generations an 
algebra of price fluctuat i ons was established. Bourgeois economics 
split up . Technical econ8mists came into bei ng alongside the po l itical 
economists . The latter conti nued to teach bourgeoi s morality in the 
bourgeois press , universitie s and wor kers' colleges . The former studied 
the market and played some par t in the process of capitalist production. 

Though there i s cons i derable overla pping , and the forme~ usually adhere 
to the value theories of t he latter , speci ali sation has occurred . For 
the former , va lue t heory is irre levant . They deal merely wi th prices . 
They hav8 nothing to do with po l itica l economy . But, being t he most 
useful cla ss of economists i n economic t e rms , they have increas ing l y 
come to the fore . 
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As a result of these developments the usua l definition of "political 
econo my'' or "economic science" now given by bourgeois economists i s~ 
the rational allocation of scarce resources ; the study of how to make 
the best use of scarce resources. What was once done by the capital
ist himse lf in the normal course of business has now become t he main 
cor:tent of bourgeois '' economi c sdence" - (that , and bourgeois mo r al 
ity ). Class re]ationships in production , which were dealt with by 
Smi ~h and Ricard o , have been eliminated. There rema ins only bour
geoi s morality , prices (the most superficial phenomena of the system) , 
and "rational" economi c activity . Only Marxis t political economy 
now makes a scientific invest igation of cla ss relations i n production . 

Y A R 0 S H E N K 0 

" In the domain of Political Economy, free scient ifi c enqui ry 
meets not me r ely t he same enemie s as in all othe r doma ins . 
The peculiar nature of the material it deals with , summons 
as foes i nto the field of batt le lhe most vio l ent , mean and 
malignant passions of the human breast , the Furies of private 
inte r est. The Engli sh Established Church , e . g. will more 
readily pardon an attack on 38 of i ts 39 ar tic les than on 
1/ 39 of it s income . Nowadays athe ism itself i s culpa levis 
(a slight fault) , compared to the criticism of property rela
tions ." (Preface to lst Edition of Capital) . 

When Capita l was publ i shed the ruli ng c lass and its hired profe ssors 
of political economy firs t tried to kill it with si le nce , and , when 
that failed, with distort ion . A concer ted persona l a ttack on Marx 
wa s launched with a view to di scredi ting hi s i deas . He was called 
a plagiarist, a dictator , a megalomaniac , etc . I f t hat happened 
because of a l iterary expo sure of the natu r e of capitalist property 
relations, and a c l ar ificat i on of the means by wh i ch these property 
relations could be overthrown , it is only to be e xpected that the 
leaders of a movement which is actua lly abolishi ng capitalist and 
developing social ist oroper ty relations should also become the ob
j ect of the "most violent, mean and malignant passions" of the pri
va te property interes t . And , i n view of the background which we 
have described , it should be no surprise that agents of the priva te 
pr operty interest should appear in the C. P. S.U ., and should attempt 
to "free" Marxi st political economy from the criticism of property 
relations, and to dive r t it to the study of classless "rational " 
economic activity of the bourgeois kind . 

I n "Economic Problems" Stal in deal s with the arguments of Yaroshenko . 
Yaroshenko suggested t hat: 

"The chief problem of the Po li tical Economy of Sociali sm , • . is 
not to i nvestigat e the r elations of production of the member s 
of socialist soci et y ; it is to elaborate and develop a scien
tific theory of the organisat ion of the product ive fo r ce s in 
social production , a theo ry of the planning of economic deve l -
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opment . " 

In socialist society "men ' s product~on relations become par t 
of the organisation of the productive forces~ an element of 
their organisation ." 

" .• • under sociali sm , the basic struggle for the building of 
a communist society reduce s itself to a struggle for the proper 
organisationc f the productive forces and their rational util i
sation in social production •.. Communism i s the highest scienti
fic organisation of the productive forces in social production." 

In the Politica l Economy of socia li sm "dispute s as to the role 
of any particular category of socialist political economy -
value, commodity , money , credit , etc . - : . . are replaced by a 
healthy discussion of the rational organisation of the prod
uctive forces in social production , by a sci entific demon
st ration of the validity of such organi sation." 

Stalin remarks: " never before has any retrograde "Marxist" deliv
ered himself of such unholy twaddle" , and shows that Yaroshenko 
tries to "aboli sh the political economy of socialism". Instead 
of "full-blooded social production", with rela tions of production , 
c la sses and contradictions , he presents "a l opsided and scraggy 
technology of production ~ something in the nature of Bukhari n ' s 
"technique of socia l organisation" . " (E.P . p . 27.) 

"Comrade Yaroshenko reduces the probl ems of political economy 
of socia li sm to problems of the rational organisat i on of the 
productive forces, to problems of planning , etc . But he is 
profoundly in error . The ra tional organisation of t he prod
uctive force s , economic planning , etc ., are not problems of 
political economy, but problems of the economic po l icy of the 
directing bodies . They are two different provinces which 
must not be confused . Cde . Yaroshenko has confused these 
two different things , and has made a terrible mess of it. 
Political economy investigates the laws of development of 
men's relations of production . Eco nomic policy draws prac
tical conclusions from this, gives them concrete s hape, and 
builds its day to day work on them . To foist upon pol it ical 
economy problems of economic policy is to kill it as a science ." 
(E.P. p . 81.) 

It is not recorded in the literature of the internationa l communis t 
movement that Lange or Dobb rushed to Yaros henko 's defence in 1952. 
I n those days of old these knights were not nearly so bold as they 
became under Khrushchev 's tute lage . But, as we have seen , in 1960 
the bold Do bb expressed his disagr eement with "Sta lin's surprising 
statement to the effect that political economy is excl usively con
cerned with ' the laws of deve l opment of men ' s relations in produc
tion' and that ' to· foist upon politica l economy problems of economic 
oolicy is to kill it as a science .' Such a glaring di vorce of theory 
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and practice could hard ly fail to lead to dogmatism . " 

But why didn ' t he say that in 1952? Why didn ' t he poi nt cut to t he 
world Communi s t movement that Stalin was leading i t as tray in po li ti 
cal economy? If Stalin was wr ong on thi s f undamental quest ion hi s 
mis take wou ld necessarily have far- re aching effects . If Dobb thought 
Stali n was wrong (a nd , as we shall see , in 1937 he himself put for
ward Yaroshenko ' s views) , i t was hi s ove rridi ng duty as a communi st 
to draw attention to Stal in ' s mi stake and to demonstrate comprehen
s i vely why i t was a mistake . I f he failed to. draw attention to Sta
l i n ' s mistake for re asons o f expediency , be cause he would have made 
hi mself unpopu l ar in the communist movement , and los t his i nf l uence 
by doing so , then he was no t a communist but a contempt ible oppor
t uni st . · On the other hand if he ag reed wi th Sta lin i n 1952 but has 
s i nce come to di s ag r ee with that point of vi ew , he should have begun 
with a thorough criticism of hi mself: as a specialist i n po l i t i cal 
economy fo r more tha n a quarter of a century befo re 1952 (whi l e i n 
the same period Stalin had ma ny other thi ngs beside theore t i cal pol
i t ical economy to think about) , how could he ha ve failed to get hi s 
mind clea r about such a ba s i c thing a s the subject matter of politi
cal economy , and the differe nce between pol i t i ca l economy and eco nomi c 
t echnique s . 

Eithe r way , Dobb's behav i our works out a s thorough opportuni sm . And 
i n fa ct there i s no doubt that he was a bourgeoi s i ntellectual bidi ng 
hi s time; contribut ing to the "persona l ity cult " in or der to main
tain hi s influence in the communi st movement; disagreeing but sayi ng 
nothing; waiting for a favourable opportuni t y to use his influence. 
When Khruschev opened the s lui ce- ga tes he and Lange were among t he 
firs t and the slimiest things that came out . 

A G A N G S T E R F R 0 M C H I C A G 0 

"One expressi on of the geni us of Marx and Enge ls was tha t 
they despised pedantic playing with new words, erudite terms 
and subt le ' isms ' .•. " (Leni n : Ma t e ria li sm and Em pirio- Criticism) . 

" In no science i s such a big fu ss made with commonplace t ruisms 
as in political economy ... " (Capital , Volume 1 , page 114. ) 

Aft er the Khruschev attack on Stali n Larg e r e - found himself . I n 1958 
he published the ' Poli tical Economy of Sociali sm ', wherein he des cr i 
bed the "bas i c laws" o f socia lism. The fir st , and most fundamental 
ca tegory of laws he describes as f ollows: 

"l. There are economic laws which a re ge neral in the sense that 
they operate in every socio- economic system. The se are the laws 
of production and reproducti on . Namely , the laws wh i ch co ncern 
the general features of the orga ni sati on of the labour pr ocess , 
co- opera t ion and divis i on of labour (etc . ) . .. Al l such laws 
apply to any mode of pr oduct ion whether socialist , capit al i st , 
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feudal or any other . These laws (of political economy - ICO) 
establi sh cer tain te chnical balances be tween material object s . 
They s~ow s f or instance, that one cannot a ccumulate if one con
sumes the whole net pr oduct • .. " (A remarkable d i scovery ~ ) 

In "Political Economy" (a bulky volume published in 1959 ) Lange ' s cr e 
ativity fl curi shes . He discove r s a multipl i city of "laws of political 
e co11omy" whose existence poor Marx neve r suspe cted . He tells us about 
causal laws , concomitance laws , s tructura l laws , s t o chast i c laws, the 
law of large numbers , technical and balance laws , laws of human behav
i our, laws of the i nter- operat i on or interplay of huma n actions , pr ax
iological categories , praxiologica l princi pl es of behaviour and a weal th 
of others. (Thi s book i s a prime exa mpl e of what Boyar ski i n 1929 des
cribed a s the principle of "applying a stra ight line to whateve r comes 
into your hands" and f i nding a new and l earned name for i t . ) 

Lange says that i t is a fundamental a nd unive r sal law of poli tical econ
omy that "one cannot accumula te i f one consume s the who l e net product . " 
This "discovery" i s noth i ng but a "lea rned " way of saying that you can' t 
have your cake and ea t i t . To give such a childish tautology as a fun
damental law of polit i cal economy i s t o reduce political economy to ab
surd i t y. 

Engels pointed out that "Anyone who attempted to bring Patagonia's pol
itical economy under the same laws as are oper ative in pr esent - day Eng
land would obv i ously produce only the most ba nal commonpla ces . " (Anti 
Duhring , p . 165 . ) . La nge shows how right he wa s . Lange ' s "universal 
laws" which are common t o pr i mit i ve soci eties and mode r n i ndustrial cap
ital i st societi es , are certainly " the mo st banal commonpl ace s . " 

An American revi sionist asserts that Sta li n ' s re futation of Yaroshenko 
was superfluous : that Sta l in re futed wi th grea t gusto a t heory wh i ch 
was generally r ecognised to be wro ng: "Sta l in ' tore into ' one of the 
correspondents , Yaroshenko, whose po i nts were obvi ous ly foolish . . . " 
(V. Perlo, Polit i cal Affa i rs, J une 1966) . 

It was a basic assumpt i on of non- Communist "socialis t s" t hroughout t he 
Sta lin period that on all serious questions of politics and e conomi cs 
Sta lin wa s dead ignorant ; that whi le he cou ld str i ng a few dul l Marxis t 
cliches together he was i nccpahle of serious analysis ; and that al l he 
was capa bl e of refuting was a few aunt Sa ll ies that he himself put up . 
It did not matter to them t hat Stalin' s writings showed that not hing 
cou l d be furt he r fr om the truth than th i s . Stali n ' s wr i tings were not 
read . There was no need to read them be cause everybody knew that they 
consisted of cli che s strung together i n a dul l , hackneyed style . 

This a ssumption was diligently ci r culated for thirty -yea rs by the trot 
s kyist and openly i mperialist press . It has now been t aken over by 
the mode r n revi s i oni sts a nd s ham Maoists a nd a nt i - revisionists . The 
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Stali!1-critics are lee by this assumptbn into innumerable absurdities . 
si:1ce "criticism" takes the fo::m of £1 :..nging at Stalin any charge t ha t . 
r;ip·en ·~o take heir fancy. A StaLi.i1-cri•jc can in the course of om 
se1tS:11cc ;i ;:.ci.;-:,i;· St.01lin of beino guil:.y of co·1~rad:.ctory sr::::>n, simul~ 
ta.--.::•c:..; ·.' / ( fc,r ex"'l1~.ple 9 he can al~eJe 1.ha t St<'IL.11 at. one a:-1-:i -:he ::. a<nc 
t l::-.c_ d~,_:ared tha-i: cla sses and claf _. ""tr ugg l e had been nbol.lshed in 
the S0vl0~ Union and tha t it wa3 ne~essary to intensify th~ clas3 
s tru·:;g lf-' l n the Soviet Union .) 

An:::i r.o "t~ing could be more absurd, in viev; of the actual fact s , than 
Perlo's ::;uggestion that Stalin ' s refutation of Yaroshe:1ko was mer e 
shadow-boxing. Yaroshenko 's "obviously foolish" ideas on political 
economy we r e by no means peculiar to Yaroshenko. In one f orm or 
another they will be found in "An Outline of Politi ca l Eco:Jomy" by 
I. Lapidus and K. Os t r ovit yanov (English edi"tion , 1929) ; i n Maurice 
Dobb ' s "Politi ca l Economy of Capitalism", 1937 , (see next section of 
t hi s pamphl et ); in "The War Economy of the USSR" , 1948 , by Vosnesen
sky , Chai rman of t he Sta t e Planning Commi ssion who was purged in 1949; 
and in a wi de variety of wri t i ngs on pol i t ical economy by moder n r ev
isi onists , i ncludi ng, as we have seen, Lange 1 s "Politica l Economy" . 

THE QUESTION OF 
ECONOMI C CALCULATION 

"Whe!1 the new has just been born the old remai1.s stronger 
than it for some time ; t his i s always tre case ~n nature 
and i n social lif e . Jeering at the f eebleness of the 
young shoots of the new or de r , cheap sceptici sm of the in
te llect uals and the like - these ar e, essentially , methods 
of cla ss strugg l e of t he bourgeoi sie aga i ns t t he proletar
i at , a de f ence of capita lism against sociali sm . " (Lenin: 
A Great Beginning, 1918.) 

In order to understand developments i n the Communist movement , a nd 
in the field of political economy i n par t i cular, after tre dea~r o~ 
Stal in (developments which had gathered str ength befcre Sta lin's 
death, a nd agains t which "Economic Problems" Via s di re \ted) , it is 
necessa r y to understand deve l opments in bourgeois eco nomi c theory 
3nd technique since the mid-19th century, and in particular since 
19 18 ; and to under stand the analyses of the di ffi cul t ies facing 
s- 'alism which were carried out by bourgeois theorists. Socialism 
51 tre Soviet Union had t o deve l op under continuous pre ssure from 
the wo rld sys t em of i mperiali sm whi ch was continually probing i t 
f or weaknesses , and carrying out at t acks agains t i t. Imperia l i sm 
f ought on al l fronts . Its forms of a t tack i ncluded assass i na tion , 
sabotage , military inva s i on, economic blockade , t rade , poli t i ca l 
pressure , mas s propaganda of the mo s t vulgar and hysterical kind, 
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and theoretical analysis and intelle ctual propaganda of the most 
subtle kind. Here we will look at imperialist act i vity in the field 
of economic theory. 

Since the beginning of the century one particular argument has played 
an ever- increasing part in the bourgeois struggl e against socia lism in 
the field of economic theory. This is the i dea that efficient econom
ic calculation is i mpossible unless it is based on t he market; and 
that, since Marxist socialism has the aim of abolishing the market, it 
must lead to ever-increasing inefficiency and bureaucracy, and eventu
ally must reach an insoluble cri sis in wh i ch the market will reassert 
itself . The development of modern revisioni sm has given great weight 
to this argument. It has now become an urgent matter for Ma rxist s to 
understand it thoroughly. Here we will exau1.tne its historical devel
opment. 

V C N M I S E S A N D BRUTZKUS 

In 1920 , under the stimulus of the October Revolution, t wo works app
eared (one in Russia, the other in Germany) making a comprehensive 
statement o f the case against socialism from this angle. In "Economic 
Calculation in the Socialist Commonwealth", Ludwig von Mises wrote that, 
without the aid of the market : 

"the human mind cannot orientate itself properly among the bewil
dering mass of intermediate products and potentialities of prod
uction •• . It would stand perplexed before the problems of manage
ment and location... As soon as one gives up the conception of a 
free ly establi shed monetary price for goods of a higher order (i . e 
capital goods - ICO . ) rational production bemme s impo ssible . 
Every step that takes us away from priva te ownershi p of the means 
of production and from the use of money takes us away from ration
al economics .•• 

"Where there is no free market, there i s no pr1c1ng mechanism; 
without a pri cing mechanism, there i s no economic calculation ." 

Von Mi ses considered the possibility of setting up workers' syndi cates 
in each industry, which would sel l goods to one another: that i s to 
say, he viewed theoretica lly in 1920 what emerged in actuality in 1949 
as Titoism. ~nd, unlike some contemporary " socialists" he showed that 
he could t e ll the difference between capitali sm and socia li sm by stating 
that " this would notlJe socia lisation but workers ' capitalism or syndi
calism." And he recognised that "Lenin ' s •.• ideal is socia l ist and 
not syndi calist" ~ (though, he remarked, Lenin, "Like a r eal politician 

does not bother himse lf with i ssues beyond his nose" . The Dobbs 
are in complete agreement with the la st bit.) 

"Marxism and the Problems of Socialist Economics", by Boris Brut zkus , 
wa s written in Russia i n 1920 . Brutzkus , being in the inferno , was 
stimula ted to go deeper than von Mises , and to probe every weakness in 
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the new system. Dealing with the quest i on of incentives for orga niser ~ 

of product io n , he writes: 

'' • • • capitalism rewards no one so generously ••• as the ski llful ent
repreneur who is able to combine the elemer.ts of production success= 
fully ; and this though the need wh i ch he satisfies be of the most 
prosaic order. Thus , in the capitalist society, the entrepreneur ' s 
condition is one of susta ined exertion , and this he seeks to commun
ica te to all who take part in production . Some he will endeavour 
to interest directly i n the goods he has produced , ethers he will 
spur on by means of increased wages , others he will hold i n che ck 
by threa t s of di smissal . Thus in capita list so ciety , divided as 
it i s into cl asses a nd separate groups of owners , the economic prin
ciple finds realisation . " (p. 10- 11 ) . 

I n the socialist system of so ciety , "unlike the capitalist , t here h 
no grea t body of entrepreneurs whose ecanomic standing gives t hem an 
i nterest in bringing about success ful production. On the cont r ary , 
the managers of so ciali st enterpr i ses gain nothing in material pr of i t 
if the efforts of the management are success fu l , any mo r e than they 
suffer if the r esult s of suer. efforts are unfavourable . " (p . 11) . 

"If the work of soci alist constructi on meets with diff icult i es of a 
subjecti ve order these d i ffi cul t ies i n no way arise from the psychol
ogy of the working class but rather f rom the mentalit y of the organ
iser s . For the motives wi th whi ch societ y i s able to provide them 
do not correspond t o the r esponsibility they have to bear or the pro
b l ems they have to solve . Yet this r espons i bility • • • is even greatE 
unde r socialism than under capitalism . " (p . 83) . 

Brutzkus was a r elatively honest bourgeois inte l lect ual . He was not a 
pseudo- socialist. He did not pretend to agree with Marxism, but he ack 
nowledged that " in the famous dispute between Lenin and Kautsky we must 
give the verd i ct to Lenin", and that i n t he controversy between Bolshevi 
a nd Me nshevi sm a s to whether Russ i a was ripe f or a socialist r evolut i on 
was Bolshevism which took up the Ma rx i st po si tion. 

A distinction can be made between t wo kind s af bourgeoi s intellectual s : 
those whose primary function i s t o spr ead confusion in the working class 
mo veme nt (social-democrats , mo de rn revisionists , t ro tskyists , etc . , etc . 
and those whose primar y func t i on i s to pr ovide information for the bour9 
oi sie . Brutzkus be long ed to the la tter category . I n hi s books he sut 
jects socialism to a bourgeoi s analys i s with a vi ew to discovering it s 
economic weak point s . 

(It i s a seri ous mistake to i magine t hat the bourgeoi s i e r eacts qui te 
blindl y to soci ali st revolut ion . The bourgeo i sie of th i s or that count 
may : the international bourgeoisi e as a whole does not . It tries to 
ana lyse the enemy posit i on and to deve lop a s trategy out of that analysi 
And in the per i od of i ts general cris i s and historical decl ine it does 
thi s not less but much more than i t d i d before 1914 . ) 
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Brutzkus reckoned that there wer e two main weaknesses i n the economi c 
posi tion of socialism in 1920: it could not make efficient economic 
ca l culations without prices determined i n the market, and it could not 
provide t he organisers of indust ry wit h an j ncentive as effective as 
the profit motive . The modern r e"Jis i onists have made great use of 
these t wo aspects of the question in t heir efforts to de stroy socialist 
production since the mid-fifties. 

The work of Brutzkus and Von Mi ses was developed i n various ways during 
the 1930s by such bourgeois economist s as F. A. von Hayek , G.Halm, A. P. 
Lerner , H.D . Dicki nson , T. Hof f and others . Very little in the way of 
refutati on of these bourgeoi s attacks was done by the "Marxist" i ntell
ectua l s of the Wes t - Dobb and hi s ki nd . And, as we have seen , Lange 
made it hi s mission to base soci alism on bourgeoi s economi cs . 

TROTSKY 

Thi s was t he period in which Trotsky , who viewed hi msel f as at l east 
the equa l of Lenin as ci Marxi st theoris t , was hyster i cally attacking 
the social i st const r uct i on in the Sov i et Union . It is worth noting 
t hat , whi l e he produced feverish d2nunciat i ons of every revo l utionar y 
development in the Sov i et Union (and publ ished them in such progressi ve 
newspapers as the Daily Express and the New York Herald Tr ibune) , he 
did not utter one word i n cr iti cism of t he opportunis t tendency wi thin 
the Communist movement r epr esented by such i nte llectual s as Dobb . 

Trotsky ' s contri bution to economic thought has never been acknowl edged . 
Here we give extracts from his pamphl et , " Soviet Eco nomy i n Danger" ( 1933) : 

"The impending crisi s of Soviet economy will inevi tabiy ! and 
within the rather near future , crumpl e the sugary l egend • • • • 
The Sovi et cri s i s will ca tch t he European worke r s , and chiefly 
the communists , utterly unprepared • • . I have deemed i t necess
a ry to pr esent in all their acuteness t he contradicti ons of the 
Soviet economy ." 

Trotsky ' s "criticism" of t he Five Year Plan in 1933 shows just what a 
charlatan he was . For example, he cannot deny that 100 ,000 Sovi et
produced tract ors wer e delivered to the collectives , though a few years 
earlier such a thing had seemed so incredible that Trotsky had been how
'l ing that the only fu ture for soci alism i n Russ ia wa s degenera t ion . His 
" cri tici sm" : "But. . • the effecti vene ss of the tra ctors far from corr
esponds to their number ." They are not of the very highest qua l ity : 
But such quibbles , while they may have served imperialist propaganda , 
can have offe red very ltttle comfort t o the imperiali sts concerning 
the future of soci alist production . 

His theoretica l contri but i on to economi c thought (a par~ating of 
bourgeois economics) i mmedi ately made hi m t he darl ing of the bourgeo i s 
critics of socialism. For Trotsky the market wa s sacrosanct : the 
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Soviet att0 opt to free production from the ccntrol of the market and so 
over come productiv9 ba ckwardness was •.• "Stalinism" ~ (which , o f :::curse , 
j t was) . 

In 192g the Soviet wor!t:J.:-ig cla ss ended the capita l i st. r:::-oductio .1 of the 
Ne!r: Economic Policy by revolu~ionary rnei:,'.1ods a r..d began t he drive to 
overcome Soviet ec:nomic backwardness through r apid industrialisat ion 
and col l ectivisat icn . Trotsky opposed th': J'-"'1olutionary methods of 
ov0r comirg capitalist p~oduction and decla r ed that: 

"correct and economically sound :1 co llectivisatio:-i, at a given 
stage , 2hould not lead to the e limination of the N.E.P. , but 
t o the gradual reorganisation of its methods. (p. 32). 

In other words - Fabiar.ism was v1hat Russia needed. 

Trotsky had , of course , to pretend to stand for some co~trol of the 
market. But, he declared: "The regulation of the market itself 
must depend upon the tendencies that are brought out through it medium ... 
(p . 30). The market must be regulated by the forces of the ma r ket! 

"By eliminating the market and by installing instead Asiatic bazaars 
t he bureaucracy has cre.::ited ••. the conditions for the mo st barbaric 
gyrations of prices , and consequently ha s placed a mine under comm
ercial calculatio n. As a resul t th-:; econcmic c;haos has been re-
doubled" . (p. 34). 

The gigantic~ r evolutio:1ary, controlled leap forward of the Soviet 
economy in the 1930s become s "econcmic chaos" in the head of this 
bourgeois intellectual, to whom everything outside the market order 
appears as disorder. 

"Commodit i es must be adapted to human net::ds .• • " (p. 44 - our emphasis 

The commodity: the cell of capital ism, the casic unit of the sacred mar
ket, "must be adapted t o human needs." Th2 market must regula te the 
market and commodities must serve human needs instead of serving profit. 
Miracles must happen, declares thi s true apostle of bourgeois mystific
atio:i. 

" Economic a ccounting is unthinkable without market relations" . 

We ' ve heard that before. That was what Pr~i. von Mises wrote in 1920 . 
And it was for publishing an article to ~~at effect t hat Brutzk~s was 
'3ent i n+.o exile in 1922, and was informed by Trotsky (who was then more 
or less a Bolshevik) that if he were not exiled it rright be come necessar: 
to shoot him . Now , only ten year s later, Trotsky parrots Brutzkus and 
von Mi ses and declares that human society can never free itself from the 
market, since "economi c accounting i s unt hinkable without market relatio 

Tro tsky opposed the policy of liquidating the kulaks as a class , and dee· 
lared that it was only necessary "to establi sh a policy of severe ly r es-

27 . 



t rict ing the exploiting tendencies of the kulak" (p. 47) . Again , 
capitalism must not be abolished . But three years late:: when Mao 
Tse-tung put forward the po li cy of moderating the agraria n cla ss 
struggle in order t o maintain the unity of the fo r ces opposed t o 
Japanese imperialism, Trotsky denounced this as t otal c~pi tulat ion 

t o the bourgeoisie. So 9 accordi ng to Trotsky, i t was not per rri s sabl e 
to intensify th<? struggl e for the liquidation of t he powerful, and 
growi ng 3 cl3ss of capitalist f armers in Russia t we lve years af ter 
the establi shment of the proletarian dictator ship, and i t was not 
per missabl e to moder ate the agrarian cl ass struggle in China before 
the socialist r evolut ion in the period of nationa l struggle against 
Japanese f as cism: But that should not surpr i se us. Charlatanism 
knows no logic and no reality beyond its own fant as i es . 

The conclusion of course wa s 

"It i s necessary to put off the second Five Yea r Plan. 
shrieking enthusia sm.' " (p . 41 . ) 

Away with 

It i s m wonder then that Trotsky ' s " Soviet Econc:ny in Danger" was 
quoted extens i vely i n the learned economic jour na l s of the bourgeoisie , 
and wa s looked upon with great favour by bourgeois soci ali s t s like 
Lange . It was not that bourgeoi s economics l earned a nything from 
Trotsky, who di d no more than repea~ what had been said a decade ear
lier by Brut zkus , von Mi ses and Kautsky. In this r espect Tr otsky' s 
service to the bourgeoisie was that it enabled bourgeoi s critics of 
Stalin ' s eco nomic policies to point out that their "impart ia l" cri t i
cisms , and their dogma that soci ety was irretri evably chained to t he 
market, were acknowledged t o be corre ct by thi s wi se , experienced , and 
cultur ed "Bolshevik" . 

(It i s worth noting here that the vi ews of the "re volutionary" Trotsky 
we r e made up of deposits of various bourgeois prej udices mi xed wi th a 
dash of bourgeoi s utopiani sm . In the same years that Tr ot sky was 
attacking the Five Year Plans as " l ight-mi nded adventuri sm", another 
"left" soci al-democrat , Philip Snowden , was Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in Britain. Srnwden ' s " socialism" too was no mo r e than solid 19th 
century bour geo i s opinion . He was, for example , horrified at the idea 
of de f ici t financing . In the se and many other instances the economic 
theor y of " l e f t " soci al democracy is a concentration of views which 
have been discarded as out of date by bourgeois economics pr oper. ) 

D 0 B B A P R E C U R S 0 R 0 F Y A R 0 S H E N K 0 

Dobb ' s only attempt at a compr ehensive refutation of Mi ses , Brutzkus , 
etc . was made i n Chapter 8 o f "Political Economy and Capita l i sm" , 
(Routledge , 1937-), ca lled "The Question of Economi c Law In a So ci al
i st Economy" . He r e , he wrote : 

" • .. ther e i s a more subtle implication which •• . has bee n adopted 
2pparantly without interest by most of those who have taken up the 
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cha llenge whi ch Prof . Mi se s threw down . I t is the i mplication that 
in Gssent ia l s the same economic l aws mu.s t ru le in a soc i alist ecor,
o:ny as r.u le in a capH.ci li s t eccnorny ~ so that t he ecoc.cm i.c problem 
m1~::;t havP t-he same general shape and be har,d led by s imilar mechan.;.sms 
i n t.he two systems .'1 In their view, "as a system of productio n and 
exch:m~e a socialist economy must fl;) t seek to be~avc i n too dissimi
lar a rr:an;1er from a ::.:apitalist eco nomy • .• Cons istently wi t h this 
view , most of ~he s cclalist critics of Prof . Mi ses have argued ••.. 
that a socialist economy ca r. escape t he irratio.1ality that is pre
dicted of it i f, but only ifs i t closely i mitates t he mechani sm of 
the competitive market and consents to be ru l ed by t he va lues which 
this market affirms . What this view seems to overlook is t he full 
significance of the gul f between socia l i sm and capi tali sm . 

• a. Tho se who dream of marrying collect i vism t o economi c ana r chy must , 
at any rate , not pretend that t he progeny of thi s st r ange ma t ch will 
inher it only the virtues of both." (p. 272- 6) . 

Twenty years later Dobb himself became one of the cl e r gy officiat i ng at 
the '1 strange ma t ch" bet ween t he market sys t em and socialism, and he now 
tries to delude the wor ki ng cla ss into believi ng that the progeny will 
11 inheri t only the vi r tue s of both". 

Even i n 1937 he produced nothi ng resembling a r e futat i on of Mi ses . The 
ma i n difference between Dobb in 1937 and Dobb today i s that i n 1937 he 
pa i d mor e lip-service t o Marxi st politica l e conomy while r ema i ni ng a 
bourgeoi s at heart , and today the lips ar e a s bourgeoi s a s the heart. 

Wherever Dobb did not simply repeat Mar x he i ntroduced bourgeoi s concept 
even in 1937 . Dealing wi th the "Polit i cai Economy of So cia lism" , he 
wr ote : 

"In an i ndiv idua l i st economy , economic laws have the fo r m of stati ng 
that , given ce r ta i n condi t i ons of nature and techni que s and cer t ain 
consumers pre f er ences , human beings a s produce rs will behave in a 
certain way , t he behaviour finding expression in certain value- r ela 
tions . In socialist economy they wi l l have the f orm, rather of st a
ting t hat, given a certain pur pose, a dete rminate course of act i on 
w~ll a chieve itl in view of the nature of the r e lationshigs wnich 
exist be:tY;'~ ma t erial ob jects and q,e~twegn t_hesf> obj ec~d humar!. 
o~anisation . While ihe Po l itical Economy that we know is concerned 
with postulating the de t e rminate manner i n wh i ch human beings behave 
•• • , economic laws in a socia li__§,_t econ8my wi.ll gresumably be concern
ed v.i '!:: h the manner in which these P.'laterials which man haDdle s behave . 
I t is , in t hi s sense , I think, that one can say that t he det ermining 
r e lations which wi l l cont ro l economic activity wi ll be predominantly 
t echni ca l i n character . " (p . 316) . 

"If it i s asked what part Political Economy as we know i t a s a theory 
of value would play , I would say that its role would be smal l or no~
exi s t ent •• • " (p . 319 . Our emphas i s . ) 
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It will be seen that this i s preci se ly the view that Stalin refuted 
i n "Economic Problems". It i s the abolit i on of Marxist political 
economy, of the analysis of the socia l rela t i on of men i n product i on , 
and the substitution fo r it of a "scraggy te chno l ogy of production'' · 
I t i s t he abolition of c las s ana lys i s . I t is an ex treme expr ession 
of Bukha r inism . 

Dobb ' s vi ews are in comp~ete contradiction with the vi ews expr essed 
by Sta l in in "Economic Problems " . Do bb holds that Stalin 's views 
are erroneous , and that 0 Marxi st" (Dobbsian) criticism of Stalin' s 
erroneous vi ews wa s not permitted in Russ ia in the Stal i n period , 
(although t he "Economic Problems " it se l f shows this to be untru~)'. 
But, however that might be , criticism of '' Stalin' s e r ro r s" ha s never 
been suppre ssed i n the i mperialist countries . We don ' t think Messr s 
Routledge and Kegan Paul would have censor ed Dobb if he had attempted 
to expose "Stali n ' s errors" in 1952 . It is a sign of his fundamental 
i nte l lectua l and po litical dishone s ty, of his treachery , that he kept 
qiet and contributed to the "persona lity cult" in 1952 , only beginning 
hi s Stal i n-critici sm when Khruschev gave the green light in 1956 . 
Like Solomo;1 Dobb knew that " For everythi ng there i s a season , and a 
time for every matte r under heaven: ••• a t i me to keep s i lence and 
a time to speak" . 

L A B 0 U R A N D S 0 C I A L I S M 

It was the vi ew of Mar~ a nd Engel s , and i t has a l ways been the view 
of orthodox Marxi sm, that t he market would be abOli shed under social i sm , 
and that thi s abol i t i on of the market , far from l eading to economic in
efficiency and wastage , would enable society to achieve gr eater e conomic 
effici ency and woul d free i t from the wastage which i s i nevitable in 
the market system. While , in a capi t alist system, only a sma l l section 
of society (the private property owners and the i r hanger~-on) had an in
terest i n achievi ng greater efficiency in production - the worker s hav
i ng no interest i n mor e effi ci ent explo i tat i on of l abour - t he soci al
i st system, by changing the r e l ations of production and abo l i shi ng class 
expl oitation , would give the mass of the workers a d:!..;~ect inter est in 
more effici ent production . 

The pla ce i n pr oduct ion of the capi t alis t entreprene~r and his agents 
would be take n by the mass of the workers . Wherea s under capita l i sm 
only a f ew exploiters had an inter est i n greater economi c effi ciency , 
(and these f ew had to force through this greater effi ci ency agains t 
the hostilit y of the great ma jori t y of the very people who were to 
bring about thi s greater effici ency , the worke r s themselves) , soci al 
i sm , by abolishing . class exploitation and making the means o f production 
the collective property of the working class , would give the wo r ke r s a 
direct interest i n more efficient production . It wa s ass umed tha t 
this change in t he att i tude of workers f rom one of host i l i ty*to one of 
an interest in more effi cient pr oduct i on unde r soci alism, would make 
soci al i s t producti on i ncomparably mo r e effi ci e nt t han capi tal i st prod
ucti on . 
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Furthermor e, socialist production~ because it was not production for the 
market , wou ld not be periodically disrupted by the crises which inevit
ably occur in t he market . 

Was no t t his t he xr.eaning of t he statement that ::;ocialism is a product of 
'the contrad i ction between the rela t ions of production a nd the forces of 
production within capitalist production , w~lch makes capitalist rela tions 
of production a shackl e on tha development of the pr oductive f orces? 

Marx wrote t hat 3 under the conditions of capi talist product ion: 

11 
• •• the labourer l ooks at the soc i al nature of his l abour • . • at his own 

co:©ination with the labour of others for a commoi1 purpose, as he 
would at an a l i en power ; the condition of realising t hi s combinat i on 
is alien property, whose di ssipati on would be totally i ndi fferent to 
him if he were not compelled to economise wit:h it. . . Insofar as the 
means of production in capi talist production processes are at the 
s ame time means of expl oiting l abour, the l abourer i s no mo re con
cerned wi th their cheapness or dearness than a horse is concerned 
wi th the cheapness or dearness of its bit and bridle. The si t uation 
i s qui te dif f e r ent i n f actories owned by the l abour ers . 

(Capi tal ,Vol . 3 , p . 85) 

In 1940 , Kal inin, the Sovie t Presi dent > sai d : 

"Formerly , before the Soviet system was establ i shed , a person who 
worked wel l thereby objective ly as s isted capitalism, rivetted t he 
chains of slavery still more firmly on hi mself and on the working 
c l ass as a whole . But now, i n sociali st soci ety , a perso n who 
wo r ks well s i de s with Sociali sm and by his achievements not only 
clear s the way to Com~unism , but al so shatters the cha i ns of slavery 
shack l ing the world pro l etar i at . He is an acti ve fighter fo r Commun
ism. " ( ' On Communis t Education ' , p . 138) 

It is not sur prising, there f or e, that Ma r xists , while they could no t ex
plain in advance the pr ecise methods of calculation and distribution that 
would come into existence under socialism, did not pay much heed to the 
arguments of Von Mises , Hayek etc . to t he effect that pri ce s establi shed 
in the market were the basis of all r at ional economic cal cul at ion 3 that 
t he LJbolition of t he market system would lead to t he mushrooming of bur
eaucracy and to great economic waste , and that socialism, therefore , 
would inevitably get bogged down in its own contradictions . 

Only renegades from Marxism, imperialist agents like Kautsky and Trot sky, 
took up the arguments of Von Mises i n their campai gn agai nst the soci al
i s t system which was bei ng built i n Russia. But today t he Von Mises pos
ition has been adopted and deve l oped throughout the whole moder n revis i on
ist camp . And the or thodox Ma r xi s t posit i on developed by the great Marx
ist poli t i ca l economists , Ma r x , Enge l s , Lenin and Sta l in , has been gi ven 
the name of Stal ini sm (or, la t terly, Maoism) and r ejected as dogmatic 
metaphysi cs . 
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OTA SIK: THE NEW ECCLESIASTES 

ttVani t y of vanities , says t he Preacher ••. all i s vani ty •• • What doe s 
man gain by all t~e to i l under the sun? A generat i on goes and a 
genera tion come s , but the ear th r ema i ns f or ever • • . All things ar e 
full of weariness ; a man cannot utter it • . • Wha t has been i s what 
will be , and what has been done i s wha t wil l be done ; and t here 
i s no new thing under the sun • . • I have seen everything that i s 
done under the sun; and behold , all is vanity and a striving after 
wind . " (Bible : Book of Ecclesi astes) 

* 
Duri ng the past 12 years the l ead in developing r evisioni st economics 
has been taken by the Russian and Polish r ev i sioni sts. 

Today it i s he l d by the Czechloslovak revi sionists , whose priest is 
Ota Sik. The Czech revisionists "car efully ana lyse the work of Soviet 
economi s t s of the t wenti es (Brutzkus ' s colleagues , the saboteurs . I Q)) 
and cf western economi st s of the thirties (Von Mi ses , Hayek) , the late 
Poli sh economi st Oskar Lange, and others ... " ( O. Turek : World Marxi st 
Review, April 1968) . For the Czechs Lange i s no longer the daring i n
novator in the development of the theory of "market soci alism" . I n 
fact "Lange borrowed from the cri ties of socia l ism" (not from Marx.' ) 
"the i dea that socialisation of the means of producti on pre cludes a 
funct i oning ma rket . There i s nothing to substanti ate that •• . " 

Lange , in other words , was dangerous ly cl ose to "Stalinism" . 

* 
A comprehensive statement on the quest i on of the worke r s ' attitude t o 
l aiiour unde r soci ali sm will be found i n Ota Si k ' s "Socialist Market 
Relati ons and Planning" (included in "Soci a l ism , Ca pitali sm , and Econ
omic Growth: Essays Presented to M.Dobb" . 1967), i n which Sik sets out 
to correct "views hitherto current ... unde r the influence of Stalin' s 
interpretation . " 

"Under socialism, to , with its highly deve loped division of labour 
there i s Q._roduction o f specific product s i n separa t e r elatively 
independent producing and deciding groups , i n which people are 
a ssociated to produce for each other and to meet so cial needs . • • • 
Neverthel ess, labour cannot yet be man ' s prime want . 

" •.. as a genera l rule people expend the ir lab)U.r for others prim
arily becau se labour i s the condit ion for aguiri ng from othe r s 
the use va lues needed for themselve s . 

"In my op1n1on , errors in theory have been made in the past on 
thi s question. The fact that the attitude to work changes with t he 
ending of capital i st exploi tation has often been equated with the 
birth of a communist attitude to labour ••• The very s i mplified gen
eral conclus ions drawn so f ar have not been founded on detailed 
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psychologi cal and soc:i,ological r esearch, and have been strongly 
col oured by the .:.ubjective i deas and wishful thinking . Li ttle attent
ion L-1a~. been devoted to how thi s economi c change ha s penetrated i nto 
p;-0 1:;;le..'..2. _con:;:«_lo0Jsnes s and wha L i s _its :rt; c:il i mg,a ct on t hinking . feel
ings and actions" " (p.139- 40) 

"Labsur at the socialist stage • • • can be performed with a degree of 
public awa r eness and ent hu::.i a sm. I n the immediate post-revolutiona ry 
year s people undoubtedly did work with enthusiasm, without being fully 
aware of the changes tha t had taken place . Enthusiasm was generated • • • 
by the mos t obvious external aspects . People did not know , and t o th~s 
day do not know, the changes that had been made in di stributing the 
nat i onal income , or how the surplus product was distributed and ex
pended. Yet they were capable of genuine enthusiasm . Then in t he cour se 
of time the obvious change in the nature of work, i n i ts control and 
management aid i n va r ious other factors were the most readily forgot
ten , people got used to them and work became a matter of r outire. The 
younger generat i on , who did not exper i ence the change- over and who now 
tend to compare thei r work and its results .• • wi th the s i tuation i n the 
developed capitali s t countries, are unable to conjure up the post -
revolutionary enthusiasm f or occupations which fail to sati sfy them" . 

(p .141 ) 

"For a thorough understanding of the changed nature of work unde r 
sociali sm as compared with capitalism , we need pro f ound theoretical 
training; it involves a grasp of the substance of Marxist political 
e conomy, not to menti on other social sci ences . Such an understanding, 
naturally , is still attainabl e by only a r e latively small section of 
the community •• . 

"Even a deep under standing of the transformation of the socia l cha:r 
acter of labour under socialism doe s not , however , s ignify anything of 
optimumperforrrance on behalf of society . . . Labour itself , however , is 
not changed in the sense that monotonous and uninteresting or highly 
intensive work would eve n for so d.ally consci ous people become t heir 
prime want and concern . Such people have simply grasped its super ior
ity t o labour under capitalism and t hey wi ll, therefore, be ready to 
dE!fend the socialist economy against any attempt to restore capita li st 
conditions ; but they will not be motivated i n their everyday work by 
considerations other than tho se motivating the majority of their fell
ows .•. 

"The majority are motivated by the des ire to make sure of the highest 
poss ibl e level of material consumption . 

11 Enthus iasm, in some cases without fuller understandi ng , i s manifested 
• • . in work for which persona l reward i s not expected . But such work •. • 
can only be: short-lived , exceptional occurrence at the socialist stage 
of development and cannot rule out the vital role of consumption which , 
operating through the medium of material reward , i s the general inc-
entive under socialis m. 11 

( p . 142) 
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Here we have the opposite of the orthodox Marxist view: and a fe~ 
mi nutes thought will show the c.orrectness of the orthodox Marxi st 
view and the absurdity of Si k' s po s i tion . 

Socia l ism i s the trc1nsit:L::1nl period betwesn capitallsm anc!. Comrr.unism ; 
i t i s a period of struggle between the soci al forces of Communism 
whi ch are coming into exi stence and the social forces of capitali sm 
which are striving to ma i nta i n themse l ves i n exi stence , and to supp
re ss or pervert the new Cowm~ni st forces. 

On the day after the socialist revolution (the change in state p8wer) 
the economy is more or les.s a bourgeoi s economy. Soci ety i s "in every 
r espect , eco~omica lly , morally and inte llectua lly, still s tamped with 
the birth mark s of the old society from whose womb it emerges . " (Mar x , 
Gotha Programme) 

It i s the task of socialism, of the proletarian dictatorship to lead 
the transforQation of society from bourgeois to Communist. It has al
wayJ been assumed by Marxists that the Commur~st force s , r e lative ly 
weak on the day after the revolution , became stronger and more exten
s ive with every victory gained in t he building of socia l ism. The r ev
olutionary Communi st force s bui lt themselves up in the course of dev
elopment of the continuous revolution that lie s between capita lism 
and Communism. And it was assumed i n particula r that the Communist 
attitude to labour grew stronger as the socialist r evo lutio n pr ogre s 
sed . 

Sik ' s view i s the opposite of thi s . (We take Sik as an example - but 
hi s view i s that whi ch is generally put forward by r evi si oni s t inte
llectuals) . He suggests that the Communist attitude to labour s hows 
i tse lf for a brie f period in the early stage of sociali sm , but soon 
wea r s off . The development of socia lism eradicates these early mani
f estations of Communist enthus i asm . The atti t ude to l abour which i s 
proper t o socialism , according to Sik' s description of i t, is not 
di stinguishable from that which exists in a capi t alist factory paying 
pi ece rates or bonuses . 

The enthusi asm of the ma ss of the worker s in the early days of soc
i ali sm can be put, down to the general excitement of the period , and 
to certa in changes of a superfi ci al kind . But this enthusi asm of the 
igno rant mass is not true socialist consciousness , and soon dies 
away. To arrive at true socialist consci ousness one needs "profound 
theoretical t r aining" ( in the obscuranti sm of revisionist theory ) . 
Socialist consciousness i s therefore limited to a "re la t ively small 
secti on of the community" - the intelligentsia and t he managers . 

But it should not be thought that the "socialist consciousness" of 
thi s elite causes them to work for society without thought of pers
onal r eward . Not in the least . Their " socialist consciousness" is of 
an entirel y pass ive , r e f l ective na t ure : it involves mer e ly an occas
i ona l meditation on " the change s that had been made in dis t ributing 
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the national income ", and on a f ew pious platitudes about Communi sm. 
These "socially consci ous people", we ca n be sure, know one th i ng bett
e r t han anything else : how t o feather t he ir own nests . 

ihe enthusiasm of the mass of the worker s , found itself frust ra ted, 
thwa r ted and exploi ted on ever y s ide by these parasites and hypocrites 
of bourgeois int el l ectual s and personal ly ambit i ous creatures of every 
de s cription who wang led their way into pos itions of i nfluence . And when 
af te r years of scheming and plotting , manoeuvring and sabotage they 
final ly brought the revolution to a hal t the labour enthusia sm of the 
ma ss of the wo rkers natura lly died away. Today the Czechl oslovak workers 
have no more of an objecti ve interest i n rais i ng pr oductiv ity than the 
Irish wor ke r s . 

* * * * 
James Conno lly wrote "Whilst the knowledge of theo reti cal socialism is 
but meagrely di stributed among the wo r kers , that f eeli ng which the soc
iali sts call cla ss- consci ousness i s deep- seated, wide-spread and potent 
in its influence. " (The Wor ke r s Republi c , p.87) 

Thi s po i nt would seem to be indi sputable . The worker i s consci ous i n a 
capitalist system that hi s labour is bei ng exploited : that the only 
r esul t of better wo r k on hi s par t will be better profi ts for the cap
i ta l ist , and that per haps some fe llow workers will be done out of a 
job and he himself will r each the do le queue quicker. Even wher e t he 
physical s ide of l abour i s not in itself oppr essive , this consci ousness 
makes work an oppress ion. 

Wo r k as such is far from be i ng oppr essive . I t i s made oppr essi ve some
t i mes by the physical , but always by the social condi tions in which i t 
must be done . Work wh i ch i n other socia l conditions would give sati s
fa ction to the wo r ker becomes a n oppr es s i on whe n done under t he social 
conditions of cla ss exploitation. 

The wo r ker in a capitalist system of societ y does not have to be able 
to make a t heoretical ana lysis of capi talist pr oduct i on in order to 
arrive at the co nsciousness that work i s an oppress i on . The ma terially 
exi sting social circumstances in which he has t o wo r k f or ce this cons
ciousness on hi m. I f he is to change t hese social circumstances he must 
become politically consci ous and must deve l op a theoretical understand
ing of t he historica l laws of soci ety . But the ba sic consciousness of 
the oppression of wo r k under conditions of cla ss exploita tion is 
brought home to hi m di r ectly by t hose conditions themselves . 

If the r e i s a so cia list r evolution , if the political power of the cap
itali s t c la ss is broken , if the means of production are taken away from 
the capita lists and become the pr operty of the collecti ve polit i cal 
power of the worke r s , then the actual socia l conditions under whi ch 
wor k is done are changed radically. The consciousness of the wo r ke r 
that he i s no longer working f or an alien class , combined with the nat
ural attra ctiveness of wo r k which can r e- asser t itself a f ter class ex-
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pl oitat ion has been aboli shed , will bri ng about radica l changes in 
the at t i tude to work . 

It might be that in the ear l y period of sociali sm a wo r ker will on 
average ~pend t wice as much energy i n a week's wor k as he did under 
capi tu lis:n. Bu-: co:it:rary t o t he bour geoi s be lie f "!: h2 t effor t i s pai n , 
this will en;inder f ee l i ng s of sat i s factio~ , not c~ mi sery a nd opp
r essi on . Thi s i dea mi gh t appear ho~cle~s!y Ut opi a:i t o bo~rgeoi s i n
t ellectual s who haven ' t got a n ato;n of r eal cl ass co:-isci ousness and 
who have nave:r dona a stroke of wo=k bcyo~~ ci~=ul a ti ng bo~rgeo i s 
! ~'"o ' o.-i ·f Tt i· - h-. · .. c:vr - ,,-,n ~.i: ~ ct 1 •• ! - ~ - r,.., - d- --c ,, .! +h -, 0 a l! t· · (- n,.J ~"" c.; .1. '=' . • ~ => ' 1 1..J vv~ ..:; ..i.., ~t.:: ..LJ.. t:! .. 1 ..a... 1. .... .... .... v~ ..A••\..I , · ... 1... .. J..-- _.. y , a ~ 

i f i t was not i n accorda nce with :ren l i t y soci ali sm could be wr i t t en 
of a s a Ut opi a) . 

All that Si k has demons t rated by de nying thi s i s that he looks at 
l ife f r om a bourgeoi s viewpo i nt a nd see s as t:rue only wha t i s acc
aptabla to the bourgsci s i e . Like Proud!"lon he "ca nnot i mag i ne a so c
i ety i n which man have ceased to be bourgeoi s" . (Ma r x , Se l ected 
Corr espondence , p . 56) 

LENIN ON COMMUNIST LABOUR 

The notion that the actua l social condit i ons of l abour 3r e equa l und
er capita li sm and socia lism, a nd t ha t a c l ass consci ous appr oach to 
l~bour under soci a lism involved no t hi ng mor e than a t heo r et ical app
reciatio n of chagcs i n the statistics of i ncome di s tribution , i s com
plet e ly nl i2n t o Ma r xism. Leni n described t he Co:nmuni st approach t o 
l abour as f ollows : 

"Corr.muni s t l abour i n the nar rower and stri cter se nse of t he t erm 
i s l abour per fo rmed , not a s a defi ni te dut y, not for the purpose 
of obtaini ng a right t o certa in pr oducts , no t according to pr ev
ious l y e stabli shed and l egally f i xed quota s , but vo lunt ary l abou r , 
irr espective of quotas , labour perf ormed be cause i t ha s become 
a habit to wo r k f or the common good , a nd because of a co nsci ous 
r ea li sa t i on(become a habi t) of the necessity of work i ng f or the 
common good - - l abour as the r equi rement of a healthy or ga ni sm. " 
( ' From the Des tructi on of t he Anci ent So ci a l Sys t sem to t he Cr eat-

i on of t he New·: Apr i l ,1920 ) 

And he sa i d t hat t he deve lopment of Co mmunist labour was "the par a
amount problem i n the bui lding of socia li sm . " (ibid . ) 

I f the soci alist sys tem does not establ i sh the soci a l conditions i n 
which Communist l abour can deve lop , i t can neve r l ead to Communi sm . 
And a soci ali st syst em whi ch i s not t r ansit i ona l to Communi sm, which 
i s no t cont i nuous ly stre ngthe ning the Communist forces , can be noth
ing more than a modi f i ed form of capi tal i sm , a means enabli ng capi ta l 
i sm to surmount an extreme cri si s . 

In 1919 , in the mids t of the r uin , the poverty , t he hunger brought 
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about by the i mperia l i st i nvasion of Sovie t Russia , a Communist labour 
movement began to develop s pontaneously among the Russi an workers . I t 
was ca l led t he Subbotni k ( Saturday ) mo vement because i t took the form 
of wo r king on Saturday f or no pay . Lenin immedi a tely hai l ed the Subb
otnik moveme nt as being of e normous social significance ; 

"The bour geois gent l emen and their hanger s-on • . • sneer at the i nsig
nificance of the number of subbotniks compared with the vast number 
of cases of t he iving , i dleness , decl ine of productivi t y , spoil age 
of raw ma t eria ls a nd fini shed goods, etc . 11 (A Gr eat Beginni ng, June 
1919). 

But t he bour geois i nte l l i gentsia jeered at t he Subbotniks precisely 
because t hey we r e the shoots of t he new so ci al sys t em comi ng up t hrough 
the rubble of the old . 

" .•• t hese s tarving workers, surrounded by the mal i ci ous counter -
revolutionary agitati on of the bour geoi s i e , t he Menshevi ks and the 
So ciali st- Revoluti onaries , are organising" Communist subbot niks" , 
wo r ki ng without any pay, and achievei ng an e normous i ncrease in 
the pr odu ctivi t y of labour i n spi te of the fa ct that they were 
weary , tormented and exhausted from malnut r i tion . I s this not t he 
begi nning of a change of momentous i mportance ?" (A Gr eat Beginning) 

" No t in t he l east 1" answer Sik a nd hi s ki nd . The Communist subbotniks 
we r e no t in t he lea st t he shoot s o f t he new soci ety , shoots which would 
grow str onger wi t h the growth of soci a li sm unt il eventua lly t hey incl u
ded t he who le of society . On t he contr a ry, they wer e mere l y phenomena 
of i mmature so ciali sm: t hey we r e a n expr ess i on of pass i ng and hi stor
i ca lly meaning l ess e nthus iasm caused by t he i mpress ion whi ch t he super 
fi ci a l s i de- e f f ect s of t he r evoluti on made upon t he .ig norant mass of 
wo r kers . The growth of soci a l i sm far from strengtheni ng these shoots 
would destr oy them, a nd a pr oper system of material i ncentive s wou l d 
t ake the i r pla ct . But let us return to Lenin : 

"We must car efully study the new shoot s , we must devote the grea t 
est attent i on to them , doing everything to promote t heir gr owt h 
and "nur se" . these f eebl e shoots . Some of them wi ll inevitabl y per 
i sh . • • But th~t i s not the point . The point is to f oster each and 
every shoot of t he new; and life will sciect the most virile. "( ibid) 

So ciali sm" i s a matter of t r ansforming the very habi ts of t he peop
pl e , habi t s t hat have fo r a very l ong time been def i l ed and deba sed 
by t he accursed private ownershi p of the means of product i on , a nd 
a l so by t he a t mo spher e of bicker i ng , di s t r ust , emni t y , di sunity 
and mutua l i ntri gue t hat i s i nevi tably genera t ed - and constant ly 
rege nerated - by small i ndiv idual economy •• • 

We shal l wo r k t o er adi cate t he accur sed r ule ' eve ry ma n for hi mse l f 
and God al one f or us a l l ' , t o er ad i cate the habit of r egarding work 
only as a dut y, and of r egardi rg as l egit i mate only such wo r k as i s 
paid f or at certain rates . We sha l l wor k •• • gradua lly but steadi l y 
t o introdu ce communis t dis ci pline and communi s t l abour . 11 

( ' Fror•~ T~i"= 

37 . 



First Subbotnik To The All-Russian May Day Subbotnik', May 1920) 

All of t his is now r egarded as day-dr e aming, building cast::.es in the 
air, by t he revis ionists. But i f it is , Communi 3m i s a day- dr eam . 

* * * * 
In 1921, there wa s a general r e t reat on t he e conomic front . The New 
Economic Policy was introduced . Commodit y production and exchange 
were freed. Capitalist production was restored under state control . 
The conditions making this retreat necessary have been fairly well 
described by a bourgeois economist: 

11 
••• a peasantry with no incentive to produce the vitally necessary 

agricultural surplus; and indus try without experienced manager s ; 
undisciplined, syndicalis t, and badly fed labour force;" (this 
latter was true in a sense differe nt from that meant by the writ 
er: the workers had thrown off bourgeois discipline, and while one 
section had developed their own labour discipline another section 
remained u_nder the influence of bourgeois ideas and behaved as if 
they were in a bourgeois soeiety in which capitalist control was 
very lax) "an inexperienced bureaucracy; a market system without 
commodities to trade ; a breakdown of the price system without the 
substitution of a central plan ••• 11 (G.N . Halm, Economic Systems p230) 

Trade was freed. Capi talist production revived. But there was no pre
t ence that "market sociali sm" wa s be ing introduced . Lenin wrote at 
thi s time: "Commodity exchange and free t rade inevitably imply the 
appearence of capitali s t s and capitali s t relationships". (Introduct
ion t o Local Bodies, May 1921). 

Searching from quotations from Lenin which seem to support their 
wholesale reversion to material incentive s and the profit motive 
after 1956, the modern revisionists take statements made by Lenin in 
1921 at the introduction of N.E.P. about the need for freeing trade 
and commodity relationships and intens ifying the use of material 
incentives , divorce them from their_ context , and represent them as 
Lenin ' s "mature" view of socialism. 

But Lenin stated clearly and with ruthless honesty that the N. E .~was 
a compromise with capi talism forced on socialism by mater i al circum
stances . This economic compromise with capitalism ne:cessitated a 
strengthening of the political dictatorship of the prolet ariat: other
wise all would be lo s t . But if the political power of the worke rs was 
maintained the N. E. P. could be viewed as a temporary retrea t on t he 
e conomic front in order t o gather force s for a new and more powerful 
assault. 

Thi s r etreat i s now repr esented as true sociali sm by t he r evi s ioni s t s . 
And the second fronta l a ssault by the soci ali s t for ces , l ed t his time 
by Stalin, which brought the N. E. P. to an end in 1929, i s r epresented 
as a ma j or deviat ion from "tr ue sociali sm" . Stalin , who upheld the 
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Marxist view of sociali sm in the 30 years after the death of Lenin, 
30 y~ars of excep~ional diffi culty and of exceptiona l achievement by 
the ,·:~rkcrs of the Scviet Un .:..on , and Mao who is today car::ying on 
the work of Lenin and Stalin and leading the revolutionary forces in 
conditions of socialism, are attacked as ''dogmatists" etc, by the rev
~~ionists , and Sik and his kind are represented as the heirs of Leni n. 
T.f it was Leninism tha t produced Sik, Lange and their kind , then ind
dee( the mountain of l abour would have brought f or th a mouse . 

* * * 
Since this pamphlet has been mai nly concerned with exposing the 
t r eacherous behaviour of cer tain "social ist " i nte llectuals over t he 
pas t 30 years we will end wi th a f ew wor ds on the "histor ic r ole of 
the i nte lligentsia" . The Marxist view is that the intellectua l s 
have no i ndependent hi storic role; t hat t hey must serve either the 
capitalis t or the wo r ki ng cl ass interest; and t hat i n or de r t o ser ve 
the workers they mus t subor di :-iate themselves entirely t o t he work i ng 
c l ass i nter est . 

In the view of Sik and his kind the intellectual s have a gr eat hist 
or ic r ole to play. It i s they and not the workers who are the bear
ers o f socialist cons ciousness . La nge was ag ain fo r emost i n "creat
i vely deve l oping" the new view of the intelligentsia: 

"I have the highest r espect for the inte lligentsia . What 
i s more, I wi ll say that tradi tional Marxi st theory prob
ably attaches t oo litt l e importance to the i ntel ligentsia, 
especia lly i ts r ole in relation to production. Al l the 
great r evolut i ons in techno l ogy ••• bring to the f or efront 
the exceptiona l role of the intelligentsia in the prod -
uction process . A Ma r xist analys i s of thi s phenomenon is 
undoubtedly necessary . 

" • •• a technica l intell i gents i a i s needed for production 
pur poses and , as far as the humanistic inte lligentsia is 
concerned, i n every hi storic s i tuat i on they are usually 
the specialists in shaping public opini on . The changes in 
October(l956) wer e to a large degree prepared i n our coun
try by t he intelligentsia and t he press . The intelligentsia 
made no small contribution to the Russ ia n r evolution . This 
i s t he nor mal function of t he socia l inte lligents i a. " 

The working class i s needed by t he i ntelligentsi a because 

"The progr essive i ntell igents ia which ha s unders tood the 
socia l needs , i s not itse lf a social force. Unders t andi ng 
alone is not enough; to this must be added the or ganis
ational abi li t y of a ma ss movement and that i s possessed 
only by the wo r king cla ss . " (O . Lange. Some Pr oblems Re lating t o 
the Po li sh Road to Soci al i sm , 1957 , p . 27/29) 
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Her e , shortly af ter the "s luice gates were opened" a prime specimen of 
the liberal i ntell i gent s ia fr ankly r evea l s the wor ld outlook of t he 
liber al intel l ectua l who cal l s himsel f a soci a l i st . The lead i ng for ce~ 
the t heoreti cal, political and cultura l vanguard i s t he libera l i r.te l l
igcnt~ i.3 ·~vh i ch "u:Jd:: r:,t2:ids so si~ l nc c d. :: 11

• T ~.~ v,':. :;:'ki :-1~ c l.:3 s s c~-:; rc ll p~s -.. 
vides 11 organisaticnc:l abilit y" .for t he i;1telligent s ia . Thi s v 1ew hd::. 
nothing in common wi th the Marxist view of the i ntel ligents i a : i t i s 
t he intelligentsia ' s view of itse lf . 

The actual history of the sociali s t r evolution in Russia shows tha t the 
i nt e lligentsia i s a wavering force . Only a small se ction of it became 
throughly imbued with proletarian class consciousne ss. A very subs tant
i al number of intellectual s , when f aced with a straight choice between 
supporting Whiteguar d fasci sm or Bol shevi sm, s i ded wi t h the l atte r . 
Thi s does not mean that they became Bo l sheviks . In their day to day 
activi t y t hey cont iruou s ly tried t o mcdi fy Bol shevism and to bring it 
closer to their own view of life . 

But it would be wrong to end on such a "dogmatic" and Stalinist t one . 
We will therefore conclude with some words of Lenin , who Lange and Sik 
cla i m as their precur sor : 

" .• • if the bourgeois intellectua l s had dedi cat ed t heir knowl edge to 
a ssist ing t he wor king people ins tead of givi ng i t to t he Russ ian and 
f oreign capitali st s in order to restore their power , the r evolut ion 
would have proceeded more r api dly and more peacefully . But this i s 
Utopian, for the issue is decided by the cla ss struggle, and t he maj
orit y of the int elle ctual s wil l gravitate towards the bourgeo i s i e . 
Not wi t h the ass i st ance of t he i ntel lectual s will the pr o l etariat 
achieve vict ory , but in spite o f t heir oppo s ition (at least in t he 
ma j ority of cases ) ••• " ( A Gr eat Beginning) 

rco BOOKS * 
10 ATHOL ST REET 

BELFAST BTl2 4GX 

* * * 

10 A . IP 

BEL.·A;_. 

LITERATURE ADVERTISED ON PAGE FOUR OF THI S Pfu~PHLET , AS ~cLL AS 

A FULL LI ST OF ALL OTHER I . C.O. PUBLICATIONS, CAN BE OBTAINED 

f . 

FROM THE FOLLOWil\Kl : 

' 
ICO ' 
10 A THOL 

BEL r: AST BTtl •tl 

-.- - - - .- - - ... -

G. Golden , 
28 Mer ce r s Rd , 
London N.19 . 






	img258.pdf
	img259.pdf
	img260.pdf
	img261.pdf
	img262.pdf
	img263.pdf
	img264.pdf
	img265.pdf
	img266.pdf
	img267.pdf
	img268.pdf
	img269.pdf
	img270.pdf
	img271.pdf
	img272.pdf
	img273.pdf
	img274.pdf
	img275.pdf
	img276.pdf
	img277.pdf
	img278.pdf
	img279.pdf
	img280.pdf
	img281.pdf
	img282.pdf
	img283.pdf
	img284.pdf
	img285.pdf
	img286.pdf
	img287.pdf
	img288.pdf
	img289.pdf
	img290.pdf
	img291.pdf
	img292.pdf
	img293.pdf
	img294.pdf
	img295.pdf
	img296.pdf
	img297.pdf
	img298.pdf
	img299.pdf
	img300.pdf
	img301.pdf

