
"A 
3.-  

CSE Pnnuel Conference. Julir 1979. 

Collectivis3-Statisn, a d  the  i-ssociated Kode 2 Production: Not8i.s tor~ards 
the c r i t i ~ u e  o? tne p d i i z i c ~ i  ccsnorg of socizliszl CS i t  a c t w i l y  exists. 

BrQhton Labour Process Group. 

" The c a p i t a l i s t  stool: coapwies, 2 3  much a s  the oo-operative fac tor ies ,  should 
be considered as  t x m s i t t o n a  fom3 f'rom the  ccp i t a l i s t  mode of production t o  
the associated one, ~ L t h  t h e  only dis t inc t ion  that  the  antagonism is resolved 
nesatively in the one znd posit ively in the  other.'' C ~ p i t a l  Vol III p.11-31. 

Sx1.33ry of -+suer. 

1. Importance of' the analysis  of socialism a s  it  ac tua l ly  exists.  P o l i t i c a l  
s i~ i ; ' i c zaoe ,  most notz'oly zrong revolutionr.ry noveaents in the t h i r d  vorld, 
and h understanrdiq t r a ~ s i t i o n a l  o r  pre- f igga t ive  f o r m  as they develop in 
our onn p o l i t i c c l  and e c o n o ~ o  prac t i ses  in advanced cqitallsn. 
2. ,Theories es they cctuzl ly  exist .  D i s t i q u i s h  f lrst  those approaohes 
ohic3 r~uestion the usei"ulness of the oonoept of the =ode of production. 
Against sL~uc tu rc l i sn  mSL the  p r i o r i t y  given t o  the revolutionary break. 
Issue r a t h e r  c lass  s t i ~ z g l e  2nd the conposition of the  oij-pressed classes. 
(Castoriadcs). those theses using concept of node of production, 
distinguish: 

s t  - e::chnnge theories* sociXList coul t r ies$upi ta l is t  e i t h e r  because they 
m e  in coapetit ive r e l a t i o ~ a k ~ p  rrith ca itzlisn (lr-K of' value v i a  world 
&:;et, o r  through nil i tai-y conpetition P o r  beoause exhibi t  inter& 
means of oom~nsura t ion  s imilar  t o  c a p i b l i s n  (comodity relat ions,  
~vages, 12v of value v i a  plan: cf Bettleheiri scho01)~ Others, nore 
r e s t r i c t e d  in definition, eilphasise c ruc ia l  s u m i d  09 labouxr power a s  
comodity. 

- consunption theories* s o ~ L o 2 i s ~  t o  be d i s t in ,dshed  f rom capitalism by 
consumption e c o o r a -  t o  need szthm &a? narket d a m d .  (see theories  af 
need and the Budripest schcol). In a s  much as consunption r e l a t ions  
remain s imilar  t o  oapitalism, then indicates  s u r v i v d  of c a p i t c l i s t  
re la t ions  in s o c i a l i s t  oountries ( sa le  on the market, m r k e t  researoh, 
individual r a the r  thsn col lect ive consunptioa, cdvertis+,). 

- dis t r ibu t ion  theories. evidmt i n  l i b e r z l  theories of sooialism. i l is t inot ive 
cri';eria s o w t  in ~Lcome dis t r ibut ion,  privileges end perquisites.  I ~ y d i t y ,  
abs t in~nce ,  aSse:~se of r m k  a d  hierarohy (e.g.in yiwtiqe ) td:en a s  m 
indication of soci?,list re la t ions.  B i s t enoe  of privileged e l i t e ,  ~ t h  
reintivepf I a h  incoizcs m& c a p i t a l i s t  consunption habits,  ind ica tes  t h e  
contritry. - labour process theories. Caoi ta l i s t  re le t ions  04 pro3uotion i n  production 
(~a~lor im/E 'or r i i sa )  ra ised t o  ne\? level:  i n  sone versions Taylorism 
e:itended o~r t s i ae  Lmediate production t o  a l l  soc ia l  relctions.  - pwier. Some appro?.ches' ( p ~ ~ t i c u l a r l y  l i b e r a l  ones) enphasise t h e  
nonogoly of pol i ' i iod paier  a s  the  key r c l e t ion  of ~ o c i f i i 3 t  countries. 
No explanation of t'ae economic bas is  of this power, and thus of ho~i  t h i s  
p~7e.r is reproduced against  c lasses  vrhose mat&;tl b a s i s  l i e s  i n  prod;lotion. 

- monopolisation of' kcy c l emnt  in production axd reproduction. gener&lly, 
m l y s e  node of pr-06t;ction in terns of nose such monopoly: G r ~ / s e e d  
( t r i b a l  sooieej) , l rhour  (slave/?eucial) l.zn6; key us0 vnlucs ( s 2 t  m t c r :  
L.;ir.tio r~odcs) ; c::il,io-kiv; ;ii:.i; OA' -1ro2ucctio~; cir.cul:l;ion ( ~ n c n s j  ; 
mocms of production ( o ~ p i t a l i s n ) .  1n-relat ion t o  soc i2 l i s t  coun"uries, 
e i ther :  mcms of piiotiuction no longer monopolised, tiierefore r e l a t ions  of 
roriuction soc ia l iz t  (rrhen controllad by coimunist pmty)  o r  non-capitalist 
vihcn rulirq p.rty not  co~munist) . 7 

or: sono new key mocopoly. To bc clar i f ied.  

Generally: e i ther  'socir=1' control of means of production privileged, and other  
ch.m:.ctcristics of cl-3s society c>rplninod curzy; o r  sons r e l ~ t i o n  similar t o  
capitalism privilcgcd, and soc ia l  property explained aviay a s  form; or c ina l~m.  



J.Ccllectivism. Distin,-uish l+ eras  in development of c a p i t a l i s t  labour process: i simple co-operation, manufccture, mchinofacture,  systemofacture. The las t  based : 

on the  inf ornatio~l/comnunications revolution, extending r e l a t i ons  of machinof'acture r 
from fcc tory  t o  g ~ e e t  corporate systems; cf. a l so  science as independent fo rce  I 
of pro2uction. Problem f o r  cap i ta l ;  labour 2nd mems of production no longer  \ 
a i s t i no t  - gredes of tcclmich6l labour r;&i m e  thw-selves n e m s  of production 6% and expanded reproduction. Tnus i s sue  no o 8 of s e p a r c t a  labour f r o m  means of g 

proLuction (thowh cep i t a l  constmtljr  t rying t o  objectir'y Isoriledge a s  d i s t i n c t  
mems of production) but of seperatiag t echn ichq  labourers from each other. 
Decomposition of technicha2 labour a s  of Jabour in genera .  Contradiction between 
cep i t a l  and t ecbn ichd  labour over control  ofsystem of production and reproduction 
sharpens with t he  development of systernofacture. Class project  of reduction/abolit- 
ion oi" pr iva te  c a p i t a l  v i a  the s ta te ;  e d e p a t e  e:rpression in s o c i d i s t  countries 
n i t h  developed systemofacture, rhere  s t a t e  defends revolution against  i n t e rna l  
re-emergence of p r iva te  capi ta l ,  hut  p o l i t i c d  nnd econoilic unity (synthesis) 
achieved v i a  competition and tne market and not merelgr by s t a t e  plaming. 
S t r i c t  economic b s u l e t i o n  from rrorld mzcket and in te rna t iona l  law of value. 

1 

Dist inct  mode of d i s t r i bu t ion  ( surplus product al)~ropri.ated by co l l ec t ive  \ 
techichal c l a s s  v i a  u n e ~ e l  r2ges, p lu s  privUeges and perquis i tes ,  determined 
d i rec t ly ,  often a t  e n t e r y i s e  level) .  Key  relatiol?: inai-v-idual 'omership'  of 
skill/technique, 'tlccunulated' via education, and ' p rof i t '  r ea l i s ed  by 
individual se le  of nonopolised d<ill. on the labour a r k e t .  Individual rage ! 
payments, individual ownership of skill, and r e s b i c t e d  hW1er educatior, ?.XL 
fc:.:tui.es of col lact ivisa .  bkin point: c l a s s  nonopoly of poductive i s o ~ l e d g e  

t 
vhich achieves ~ i g n ~ i c m c e  i n  the current stage of development of t he  forces  t 

and r e l a t i ons  of production r;hich rie tm systemofacture. 
I I 

4. Statism. Xcst socis. l ist  i.evolutions - distingp.i~3ciI deois5vely a s  t he  S 
! 

cI~s-2~ui'cion of the p o l i t i c a l  . a d  econonic pozer of p r iva te  cap i t a l  - take plzce 
izl un6erdeveloped countries  here pr iva te  c a p i t a  i s  r;eS:. Tnere i s  no adec_uate 
bcse f o r  tne  c o n s o l i ~ a t i o n  of coUectivism. .At fi-st me observe a Bonarpartist  
phzse, sucoeeded by s5a t im.  The latter is  based on a c l a s s  monopoly over 
~ ~ c u l z t i o n  (the a l loca t ion  of use values end labour betzeen d i Y e r e n t  un i t s  of 
production, - i.e. tine detarnination of the division of labour betrseen 
uni t s  of production - and t h e  control  of smplus  product and i ts  investnent). . . 
,. e c z ~ t  t o  r a i s e  i;he q ~ ~ e s t i o x :  m d e r  ;,:ant concl3.tior.s c3n t h e  monopoly of oircdzticcl .  
a l lon a c lass  t o  r e p r d u c e  i t s e l f  a s  a ru l ing  c lass  vrhen it has no d i r e c t  pwier 
in pro3uction. Key conditioa: the  absense of a market (see Inca mode of production). 
Cent rd ised  plcr2nin1, ri:orousl?~ sepzrated f r o m  t he  vroiorld mmket, m 3  with mrkot 
rclc'cions l a r s e l y  c m x f e d  t o  tlhe consuaption (i.e. i n d i v i d d  -;rage earner) sector: 
this i s  the key e c o n o ~ i c  bas i s  of statism. There i s  c p m a l l e l  ~ o l i t i c a l  

centi-dim. S h o e  'i'noze h control  of' t he  cent;*zl s t a t e  base t h e i r  i;oTrer on 
control of cconcoic syntiiesis ( ra ther  than d i r ec t  production) so they must 
reproduce t h a t  poner by cen'calised control  of p o l i t i c c l  synthesis, o r  put mo the r  
ca r ,  &hey must prevant t h e  independent p o l i t i c a l  organisation of those c lasses  
bcrcd in prociuctio~, IT :;c consirler t5o polit.tic~.l s ~ h e r e  z s  i t s e l f  a process of 
productian, then Tie may obscrve in aany socid.ist  countries s i n i l a r  r e l a t i ons  
05' production ~ r i t n i n  the labour process t o  those :;e anr1;;~se i n  t he  econoaic spheres 
or' l a t e  c a p i t c l i m  m d  socialism. This node i s  m~r1:ed by a d i s t i n c t  form of 
c ~ ~ e n s u r a t i o n ,  zp.pi*roprii?tion, and p o l i t i c a l  orgmisation.  

i 
5. ; ' t n t i r . r ~ / c o l l c c t ~ ~ ~ ~  ,3o th  stctism and co l lec t iv i sn  hzve much in oomon. 
Acre  i s  the  basis  of a clllicnce betneen the dominrnt c lesses  in each, both 
v i th  respect t o  w i v a t c  c c p i t d ,  and with respect  t o  labour. 3u t  there i s  a l s o  
a contradiction bet:;een the tno, between a c l a s s  based on control  of pro&uotion, m~' . .. one b s e d  on t l l c  control  of circulation.  8 2 ~ t h  t h e  dcvelopmcnt of systemof-cture 
in Eastern W o p e ,  a d  t n e  soc ia l  (quite apa r t  f ron  the  tcchnichnl) d i f f i c u l t i e s  .. 
of ciirect s t a t i s t  synthesis in m ndvanced 'd i f ferent ia ted '  econony, this I 

contrr.diction sharpens. 'kie riould in t e rp re t  the  evcnts of Eastern Xurope from 



19-56 on~iarcls in part as  a conflict beheen technocrats (defined in the 
collectivist  terms outlined above) and bureaucrats (as the 'bearers' of 
s?stisia). I n  Csekoslovd;iz in 190'8 the tecimocretic elenent in alUence 
mith the morldng C 1 3 9 9  tmporari ly dominated un t i l  statism was restored 
by Soviet statisn. In the USSIFi the s t a t i s t s  have successPully resisted 
the undermining of the central control of econonic s ~ t h e s i s  post 1965, 
as they have in Eastern Gemany. C e n t r a l  t o  these events hes been the 
relations of these contending and emergent d a s s e s  rdth different sections 
of the u;orldng cless. 

6. There i s  a th i rd  mode rhich me rant t o  discuss, which we call essooiationism. 
This i s  distinguished by the absense of monopoly ovcr any part  of its 
economic and pol i t ica l  reproduction. h e  Nay of considerhg associationism 
i s  t o  @asp the conditions upon vhich p r t i cuLw monopolies have been 
founded (means of production, labour, information a d  camunications, 
circuletion or more generally direct eco~.ordc a d  pol i t ica l  synthesis, 
knowledge) end constrmct i'rays of undermining these nonopolies. Tkus : 

- knoxledge, attack the division of head and hand by a) circulating tasks; 
b) a b o l i s m  the signFicznce of Imomledge in  produotion; c) universalising 
higher education; d) coJlectivising the ownership of skill in production 
Units* - pol i t ica l  smtbesis. attack the division betrreen leaders and re& and f i l e  
by: circulation of leadership (even by lot )  ; opening the pol i t ica l  books; 
m & h g  leadership subject t o  instant recal l  and reducing a l l  arivileges; 
limiting the rGe over which poli t ics has t o  be s ~ t h e s i s e d  {federalism 
cf ma l l  uuits) ; criticism and self-criticism.. 

- econozic synthesis. recuce the range over which production units  have t o  
be synthesised; f ree  i"loa econony; s u b o r ~ a t e  cmkealised economic 
synthetic process t o  "democraticf poli t ical  process; restore the market. 

Another way is  to  consider exvnples of associationisn i n  practise. Here ve 
should consider tine history of co-operatives, of the erenite novement, of 
thc Clarion end z l l  that  it stood for, of counoil co?xunisu, and the 
in~~uaerable examples of associated forms developed by the working class 
both h economio and pol i t ica l  production. Today the richest xe;rznples 
i n  cdv?.nced capi ta l is t  countries have been created - in the teeth of 
s t a t i s t  and c o l l e c t i d s t  opposition on the l e f t  - bj the rromenls movement. 
;"nd in the third iiorld there are the numerous esr.oc.bted nodes created by 
guerilla movements in liberated zones. .U these forms of associationisn 
hcve been concerllcd niYn y051er.s of economic politFc?J. dcuocracy: the 
f o m  of xectincs, t ; ~  c1~~rcctc.r of persons,l rclc%ions br,'c,7eea men a d  nomen, 

~ n d  old, 1czLers m 5  led, the h e ~ d  and the hma. ::;h& ne mould l ike  to  
rc;istcr i z  thct  -pn:r of their p~ec t i s e s  h?.ve developed 'denocratic' structures 
rhich go nd lbeyona  the forinel theories of democracy nithin mhich most of us 
m e  st i l l  enclosed. Libox1 theories of desccram~, irlth i t s  emphasis on 
delegation, voting, 2nd so on s t i l l  imposes many of i ts categories on us. 
In contrast l e t  us consider the key dmocratic discL~l ines  -%et oper~,te 
in cr.;r tho li::cr?.tcd zcncs of the ZPm i n  Zritrca: '&E reiFusd. t o  hpose 
either ta:ztion o r  conscription on those in the l i b e r ~ k ~ d  xezs ;  thc insistence 
on pc?iods in the front f a r  cil  ~~ idbor s  of the mvc:lcnt; t?.,%" co~c rc t e  r-:thm 
th;:l zbs.:rcct f o r ~ e  of ?oliiCa?.I R J ? ~ ~ ; ~ c s ~ s ;  t110 1..~1~10-.~1ed~^rmCnt of the 
in6ividucl rj.s;tt oi' zcc;::~iGLl, Jih2 iii--tfi~pt to u,ivi--- , ,..li;c ;ol i t iccl  eaucation 
:n& Giscussim. Ii-llj. 02 t11.ce cl:-i-.:.ctcristicc dcvclc~cil iil tllc course of 
L .ho l'.jcrr,tion n o v c ~ e ~ ~ t  in I:ozanbi:.uc 2nd in  Victnau. In ?!l theno mov~monts 
,-..osoci.~tionism, collcctivisn md statism CO-exist. The first tends t o  bc 
skron;est in pm-rcvoluticmry periods, and ve&.est after the capture of state 
povrcr. But our perspcctives su gest that the batt le  bet-ireen them i s  not 
dcternhed alone aftcr thc revolution. 'i'hc post-revoluticnzry societjr i s  in past 
chnpcd b{ the !;a, i n  vlli 12 Xi2 rev01ui;iof @ uzde by the may in which we make 
our poll  ics, OUT produc%.;on, car, o w  r e  a rons ndx. 



The C o l l e c t i v e  Xode of Production. 

3 r i e f  no tes  fol lowing d i scuss ion  w i t h  C l i v i e r ,  14.11.78. 

l. :'any w r i t e r s  have t r e a t e d  t h e  ques t ion  of c o n t r o l  of  
t h e  means of prodpct ion i n  Sovie t  s o c i e t i e s  i n  terms of 
t h e  problemat ic  of c o n t r o l  (ownership/possession, forms of 
p roper ty) .  Rather  we should  anproach t h e  mat te r  i n  terms of 
t h e  problemat ic  of t h e  means of production.  

2. The d i s t i n c t  f e a t u r e  of t h e  means of product ion i n  t h e  
e r a  of machinofacture,  i n  n a r t i c u l a r  a f t e r  t h e  advent of 

. Taylorism and Pordism, i s  t h a t  s c i e n c e  and linowledge become 
s e p a r a t e d  f rom t h e  immediate product ion process. Taylorism 
marks not o n l y  t h e  s e p a r a t i o n  of head and hand e x p l i c i t l y  
and m i l i t a n t l y  i n  product ion,  but  t h e  development of a 
c o l l e c t i v e  head w i t h i n  t h e  o rgan i s ing  u n i t  of  product  ion,  
t h e  firm. 

3. There a r e  trio main taslcs f o r  t h e  head. The f i r s t  is t h e  
c o n t r o l  of  p roduc t ion  i n  a l l  i t s  forms: t h e  product ,  t h e  
l abour  p rocess  ,' t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  t h e  co-ord ina t  ion between 
d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s  of t h e  product ion nrocess ,  and between 
product ion and c i r c u l a t i o n .  . The second is t h e  conscious 
a n p l i c a t i o n  of s c i e n c e  t o  t h e  reproduc t ion  of t h e  f i r m ,  t o  
t h e  development of  a l l  d i d e s  of product ion (new products ,  
t ransformed i n p u t s ,  new processes  new systems of r e l q t i o n  
between t h e  u n i t s  of  t h e  f i rm) .  $he f i r s t  t a s k  is c o n t r o l ,  
t h e  second design. 

4. The consequence of t h i s  development is t h a t  t h e  c r u c i a l  
element f o r  c o n t r o l  is  no longer  pu re ly  t h e  f i x e d  means of 
product ion,  t h o s e  means i n  which l i v i n g  labour  has been 
m a t e r i a l i s e d  i n  an o b j e c t i v e  form sene rab le  from m t h e  
labour  it rep re sen t s .  Rather it is  c o n t r o l  of  a) t h e  knowledge 
and b)  t h e  c a n a c i t y  of s c i e n t i f i c  development , o r ,  what we 
can c a l l  t h e  means of expanded reproduct ion.  

5.The problem f o r  c a p i t a l  is t h a t  t h e s e  two ekments cornonly 
t a k e  a s u b j e c t i v e  r a t h e r  t h a n  o b j e c t i v e  form, i.e, t h e y  cannot 
be divorced from x b i b x b i B ~  t e c h n i c h a l  labour. f echn icha l  
labour  has t h e  knowledge and t h e  dapac i ty  t o  r e a e s i g n  embodied 
i n  it. Suddenly m l abour  no longe r  f i n d s  i t s e l f  s e p a r a t e d  
from t h e  means of p roduc t ion  s i n c e  it is  i t s e l f  t h e  means of 

c t i o n ,  it embodies s c i e n t i f i c  lcnowledge which has  become 
art of t h e  labour  p rocess  i n  t h e  per iod  of systemofacture .  

6. I n  prev ious  modes of product ion,  t h e r e  have been R~XJIQIBES 
many cases  of a low l e v e l  of  neans of production,  few t o o l s ,  
o r  conge la t ions  of p l a n t  and equipment. But t h e y  have a l l  
needed l and ,  and t h e  c o n t r o l  of l and  xx~3 has been t h e  
c r u c i a l  c o n t r o l  i n .  a l l  such cases. The i r  p ~ o b l e m  has been 
how t o  s e p a r a t e  l abour  from t h e  land ,  o r ,  . ' 

how t o  f o r c e  labour  t o  rvork f o r  an explmit ing c l a s s .  
I n  t3.e i i iddle  Ages t h e  problem w a s  a l anp  s u r p l u s ,  and t h u s  a 
labour  s c  r c i t y .  The i n s t i t u t i o n s  of s e r  :dom, t y i n g  Bhxbxb~d 
labour  t o l p a r t i c u l a r  s t r e t c h  of ' p r i v a t i s e d 1  land uas  one 
rfay out.  i he  South Afr icans  developed a t i e d  system 
f o r  r u r a l  l abour  on Doer$ farmsx i n  t h e  20th century.  S l ave ry  
i n  t h e  empires of  ant iql ik ty  r e w e s e n t e d  a similar 
monopoly over labour*. I n  a l l  t h e s e  cases  l abour  porier had 
t o  be u n i t e d  t o  t h e  means of product ion ( land)  i n  o rde r  t o  
produce t h e  outnut .  but  it was s imnle  labour.  Simale  
lqboyr owe nd t h  mea qr duc ion r nained q u i t e  
S ,  wf;aEever Form €fieO$urlsrcaE r e l aF ions  rook. 



2. 

7. I s a y  c o n t r o l  over l and  w a s  c r u c i a l ,  bu t  would it i n  
some cases  be  more s a t i s f a c t o r y  t o  s a y  c o n t r o l  over  labour?  
Duby makes t h e  po in t  about t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  of c o n t r o l l i n g  
labour  i n  t h e  Fiiddle Ages. I n  most c o u n t r i e s  land w a s  i n  
abundance. The problem, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  e a r l y  i j iddle  Ages. 
lias t h e  l a c k  of labour. J u s t  a s  i n  c a p i t a l i s m  we have f r e e  
l abour  and p r i v a t e  ~ r o p e r t y  over  material o b j e c t s ,  i n  
feudal ism t h e r e  h a r e  proprietary r i g h t s  over l abour  - 
a l o r d ' s  serfs, a  icing's v a s s a l 1  - and r e l a t i v e l y  f r e e  
land. The la t ter  was not  for-ly f r ee .  I$ w a s  pars w i t h i n  
t h e  domain of some kingdom. - . . A l o r d  would 
l a y  c la im t o  a  p a r t i c u l a r  t e r r i t o r y  and t h e n  g ran t  r i g h t s  
t o  t-rritory, r i g h t s  of passage,  of  ~thaFP~B.frBtsrk&b#? 
product ion,  o r  t axa t ion .  fhe  de te rmina t ion  of t h e  
e f f e ~ t i v e n e s s  of t h e  c la im l a y  i n  t h e  power of xmus t h e  
l o r d  S army, and t h i s  i n  t u r n  depended on t h e  number of 
s o l d i e r s  t h a t  t h e  l o r d  could g e t  t o  f i g h t  f o r  him (M 
v a s s a l l s ,  v i l l e i n s ,  t e n a n t s ,  e t  a l . ) .  Thus it was not t h e  
formal  p rope r ty  i n  l and ,  w i th  r i g h t s  enforced by t h e  
armed f o r c e s  o f  a c e n t r a l i s e d  state, t h a t  w a s  c r u c i a l .  
It was t h e  c o n t r o l  of  l abour  ( a g r i  a1 and m i l i t a r y )  
which determined t h e  e x t e n t  of lan@#iB h  one could l a y  
c la im as P t e r r a i n  on which t o  e x p l o i t  t h e  c o n t r o l l e d  labour.  

. . 
8. Di rec t  c o n t r o l  over  l abour  meant t h a t  t h e  form of 
e x p l o i t a t i o n  was d i r e c t .  The d i r e c t  app rop r i a t i on  of 
~ i u r p i u s  l abour ,  o r  s u r p l u s  product.  Feudal r e n t  w a s  a 
l a t e  form of t h i s  d i r e c t  appropr ia t ion .  ltodern ground r e n t  
vas and is e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t ,  s i n c e  t h e  landed p rope r ty  
r i g h t s  on which it is based is not deoendent on the  
i n d i v i d u a l  c o n t r o l  of  l abour -  as i n  feudal ism,  but  on t h e  
ex i s t ence  of a c a p i t a l i s t  s t a t e  w i th  c e n t r a l i s e d  armed force .  
l'iodern *anded p rope r ty  no more depends on t h e  c o n t r o l  of  
l abour ,  and i n s t e a d  develops land as a commodity (o r  r a t h e r  
landed p rope r ty  r i g h t s ) .  This  would have been s e n s e l e s s  i n  
feudal ism,  s i n c e  such r i g h t s  (before  an  e f f e c t i v e  c e n t r a l i s e d  
s t a t e )  wouad have been meaningless wi thout  access  d i r e c t l y  
o r  i n d i r e c t l y  ( through a giuzerain) t o  c o n t r o l l e d  labour. 

9. I n  t h o s e  modes o f  p roduc t ion  where labour  has t o  be 
d i r e c t l y  c o n t r o l l e d ,  d i r e c t  f o r c e  is only  one means ( s l a v e r y ,  
feudal ism).  It may be s u f f i c i e n t  t o  c o n t r o l  (by f o r c e )  a 
key u s e  value. The t h e o r i s t s  of  hyd rau l i c  s o c i e t i e s  sugges t  
t h a t  Bhe c o n t r o l  of  wate r  was one such use  value. S a l t  is 
another ,  and as Barbara p o i n t s  o u t ,  may exp la in  t h e  
m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  of  controh i n  h y d r a q s l i c  s o c i e t i e s  b e t t e r  
t h a n  water. The key point* is t h a t  i f  labour  is  t h e  
key 'means o f  p roduc t ion ' ,  t hen  t h e r e  have t o  be d i f f e r e n t  
forms of c o n t r o l  ( d i r e c t  enslavement o r  c o n t r o l  of key u s e  
values  ) t h a n  s o c i e t i e s  where c e r t a i n  means of product ion 
a r e  t h e  c r u c i a l  determinatin 

v# 
ower and class 

development. Capi ta l i sm is n x b h y b x b s ~ r e b ~ b n b % x  
* b e  becaiise it w a s  t h e  first c l a s s  s o c i e t y  wi th  f r e e  
labour  ( i s  t h i s  so?). 

10. I n  t h e  e a r l y  per iod  of cap i t a l i sm,  c l a s s  c o n t r o l  r e s t e d  
on p r i v a t e  olinershia o f  t h e  means of production which had 
been produced by l abour ,  i.e. l abour ' s  product w a s  now 

r i v a t i s e d  and s tood  against/atrove those  who had c r e a t e d  it. 
gut  i n  t h e  modern e r a  of ' ' sys temofac ture  t h i s  d i s t i n c t i  



between labour  qnd t h e  means of p roduc t ion  is no longer  c l e a r .  
For as we have suggested,  labour  i t s e l f  becomes once more 
t h e  key means of product ion,  not as s imple  labour ,  but s k i l l e d  
t e c h n i c h a l  labour. 

11. C a p i t a l  does a l l  i t  can  t o  m a t e r i a l i s e  t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  
s o  t h a t  it can be p r i v a t i s e d .  Systems of c o n t r o l  a r e  w r i t t e n  
down, s o  t h a t  innova t ions  become s t anda rd i sed  p r a c t i s e  and can 
be fol lowed by deslc i l led  t e c h n i c h a l  labour.  The same wi th  
chemical formulae and pa ten ts .  The p o i n t s  about p a t e n t s  is 
not o n l y  t h a t  t h e y  mo-o / .o~~r *  lcnowledge a g a i n s t  o t h e r  c a a i t a l s ,  
They a l s o  m a t e r i a l i s e  knowledge which can be p r i v a t i s e d  
a a i n s t  t h e  crea$ors  of t h a t  knowledge, t h e  t e c h n i c h a l  + abourers.  .always t h e  t e c h n i c h a l  l aboure r s  are r e q u i r e d  t o  
w r i t e  t h e i r  r e s u l t s  down. I n  w r i t i n g  t h e y  can be c i r c ~ l l a t e d ,  
s t o r e d ,  worked upon. i3ut h e  very independence i f / i c m &  day 
5 t u r n e d  a g a i n s t  t h e  t e c h n i c i a n  i n  t h e  form o f  c a p i t a l .  

12. The h i s t o r y  of computers is t h e  h i s t o r y  of a fo r sho r t ened  
development from art isan product  i o n  $0 s y s t  emof a c t u r e ,  w i t h  
a l l  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which t h e  name impl ies :  d i v i s i o n  o f  
head and hand, h i e r a rchy ,  EZivision of labour  w i t h i n  both  head 
and hand, d e s k i l l i n g  p a r t i c u l a r l y  of i n t e l l e c t u a l  l aboure r s  
(ITT and t h e  computor programme o f  F.orth kondon as t h e  modern 
Ford workers) ,  f ragmentnt ion of t a sks .  I n  such a system t h e  
bu lk  o f  t h e  simpl,e r ep roduc ib l e  jobs a r e  s e p a r a t e d  and 
ass igned  t o  a whi te  c o l l a r  p r o l e t a r i a t .  P r i n c i p l e s  of 
o r g a n i s a t i o n  and o p e r a t i o n  are s ~ e c i f i e d  on paper by 
t e c h n i c h a l  artisans and m a t e r i a l i s e d  i n  manuals. The 
s k i l l e d  t e c h n i c i a n s  a r e  b o i l e d  down t o  a cadre  i d e n t i f i e d  
wi th  c a 7 i t a l  through s a l a r y ,  s h a r e  op t ions ,  p laces  
i n  management o r  a s p i r a t i o n s  t o  t h e  same. Such s k i  l e d  
t e c h n i c i a n s  are t h e  qu in tessence  of t h e  new u n i t y  of l i v i n g  
labour  and means of production. "The most p rec ious  a s s e t m  
a s  Sa%l  S te inbe rg  would say. 

13. :hat c a p i t a l  is  doing is t o  r e s t r u c t u r e  t h e  co1:ective 
labourer .  .;htile c b l l e c t i v e  t e c h n i c h a l  l aboumx r e p r e s e n t s  
t h e  means o f  product ion most c r u c i a l  t o  contemporaEy 
ca~ital ism. c a u i t a l  mainta ins  i ts  c o n t r o l  by s e p a r a t i n g  such labou; not  from t h e  means of nroduct iok (which it- 
cannot do) b w e d  i n  previous  
d i scuss ions  about t h e  r e c o n s t i t u t i o n  of t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  
labourer  gga ins t  c a p i t a l .  That p o i n t  is a l l  t h e  more 
s h a r p l y  focussed  r$hen we s e e  t e c h n i c h a l  labourx not merely 
a s  s imple  labour  divorced from t h e  means of product ion 
but as means of p roduc t ion  S b b s b k W b ~  i t s e l f .  

14. One f u r t h e r  pq in t  ahout dynamics. C a p i t a l  can a t tempt  
t o  c o n t r o l  c o l l e c t i v e  %h$rb~&mx t e c h n i c h a l  l aboure r  
by g e t t i n g  ~&xxx 1r;nowledge ob j e c t i f  i e d  on paper  and p r i v a t i s e l  
by c a u i t n i .  a u t  t h e  pace of c a p i t a l i s t  t rans format ion  
new t h a t  s c i e n c e  is independent of product ion,  now t h a t  syster .  
a r e  consc ious ly  organised ,  means t h a t  it is not merely 
what is known t h a t  is i m ~ o r t a n t ,  but  a canac i ty  t o  know more, 
t o  develon,  t o  r e s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  Hence t h e  importance 
t o  comaanies of  hav ins  r e sea rch  teams which t h e y  a r e  
r e l u c t a n t  t o  disband even when t h e r e  is no i t m e d i a t e  t h i n g  
fo re them t o  s o r k  on. C r  s e e  i,:ary1s a r q m e n t s  about t h e  
m i l i t a r y  r e sea rch  teams and t h e  need f o r  new prototyoesk t o  



keep them c o n s t a v t l y  employed. Nor is it merely r e sea rch  teams 
It is a l s o  t h o s e  p a r t s  of t h e  modern coruora te  'system' 
which remain artisnal, unmechanised: t h e  key execut ives  of 
a bus iness  empire. I n  s p i t e  o f  h c k i w i e  o r  ITT t h e r e  are 
s t i l l  many func t ions  whose d  amics ( r a t h e r  t h a n  s t a t i c s )  
cannot themselves he  reduce + t o  o b j e c t i v e  systems m a t e r i a l i s e d  
i n  a l i e n a b l e ,  p r i v a t i s a b l e  wri t ing.  

15. . e  may c a l l  t h i s  comylex labour.  O r  we can adopt 
Argh i r i  Emmanuel's no t ion ,of  t h e  o rgan ic  composit ion of 
labour. The la t te r  acknowledges t h e  ambiguity i n  t echn icha l  
l abour ,  i t s  c h a r a c t e r  as means of product ion,  as embodying 
dead l abour  w i t h i n  l i v i n g  labour  i t s e l f .  

16. There is a h i s t o r y  o f a  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t e c h n i c h a l  
labour  and c a n i t a l .  A t  f i r s t  t h e  t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  is 
a r t i s a n a l  and ind iv idua l .  It may be atomised i n  k k  
process  of  product ion,  o r  s o c i a l i s e d  on ly  wi th  s imnle  
t e c h n i c h a l  labour  ( t h e  whi te  c o l l a r  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  e.g. c l e r k s  
and s e c r e t a r i e s ,  punch c a r d  ope ra to r s ) .  I n  t h i s  case ,  
t e c h n i c h a l  labour  can s e p a r a t e  i t s e l f  from c a p i t a l  and 
start on its own. Xoney c a p i t a l ,  which r e p r e s e n t s  a l i e n a t e d  
labour  i n  i t s  most a b s t r a c t  form, is no d i s c r i m i n a t o r  
a g a i n s t  t e c h n i c h a l  k60.F where it o f f e r s  as much as 
i n d u s t r i a l  o r  f i qance  c a n i t a l .  Pos t  war h i s t o r m  is  f u l l  
of  examples of t e c h n i c h a l  l aboure r s  s e p a r a t i n g  and s t a r t i n g  
on t h e i r  own, o f t e n  s e t L i n g  t o  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  f i r m  as sub con- 
t r a c t o r s  ( c f  G o s s  2nd t h e  p r i n t e d  c i r c u i t  boards) ,  o r  
developers  ( c f  t h e  erman example o f  O l i v i e r ' s )  o r  l i c e n s e e s ,  
s t r a t e g i s t s  of t e c h n i c h a l  founders  b e n e f i t  and s o  on. 
o r i g i n a l l y  began i n  t h i s  way. 

17. Again i n d i v i d u a l  c a p i t a l s  w i l l  a t tempt  t o  i n s u l a t e  themsel  
ves  a g a i n s t  such de fec t ions ,  Low c o n t r a c t s  ( l i m i t i n s  freedom 
o f  l abour ) ,  c o n t r h c t u a l  c l auses  r u l i n g  ou t  movement t o  r i v a l  
firms ( c f  s o l i c i t b r s  and a r t i c l e d  clarlcs) ,  t h r e a t s  o f  s u i t s  
a g a i n s t  t:-e f i r m  s e c r e t s .  But i n  as much as it 

r a t h e r  t h a n  lcnowledge whic 
machine were t o  walk ou t  &&he 

Animal Farm where t h e  machines 
break loose  and found t h e i r  icingdom) h%ekA t h e r e  is  u l t i m a t  
l y  l i t t l e  t h a t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  c a p i t a l *  can do.(cf consu l t an t s /  

A. Dil lons) .  
18. : i i th  t h e  development o f  s c i e n c e  and i ts  erg-aic composit io 
even complex t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  may be socialises wi th  o t h e r  
t e c h n i c h a l  labour. A d i v i s i o n  of l abour  t a k e s  p l ace  w i t h i n  
t h e  h i g h e s t  ranks of t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  and i n d i v i d u a l  d e f e c t i o  
a r e  t h u s  made less damagin (as faP a s  t h e  d e f e c t o r ' s  a b i l i t y  
t o  s t a r t x a  r i v a J  opera$ion 7 . But as i n  O l i v i e r ' s  berman 
example i t  may s t i l l  j u s t  be p o s s i b l e  f o r  a whole team t o  
move ( t h e  r e a o r t  s a i d  it had been v e r y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
u n i t e  even t h i s  small grouping o f  c o l l e c t i v e  t e c h n i c h a l  labour  
The more s o c i a l i s e d  t h e  process  of t e c h n i c h a l  product ion,  
t h e  more imprisoned is t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  t echn icha l  l aboure r  
i n  t h e  g r i o  of cap i t a l .  

19. Furthermore, bhe r e l a t i o n s  of t e c h n i c h a l  product ion - 
t h e  s t r u c t u r i n g  of t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  t e c h n i c h a l  l aboure r  - 
r e f l e c t s  t h e  r e l ad ions  of c a o i t a l .  Skil l led labouxisc~ 



desk i l l ed .  They a r e  conscious  bo th  of t h e i r  a l i e n a t i o n  and 
t h e  f a c t  of t h e i r  exp lo i t a t i on .  I.*ith no way ou t ,  t h e y  
t u r n  on c a p i t a l .  The r i s e  of  t h e  whi te  c o l l a r  unions ,a  
r i s e  of  ex t r ao rd ina ry  r a p i d i t y ,  wi th  d i s t i n c t  f e a t u r e s  of  its 
own, t e s t i f i e s  t o  t h i s  s t a g e  i n  t h e  development o f  c a p i t a l -  
t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  r e l a t i o n s  i n  t h e  modern e r a  o f  s y s t  emof ac tu rc  

aptis d i s t i n c t  about t e c h n i c h a l  labour  is t h a t  i t  is 
%~l;a$)as it w a s  t o  t h e  manual l aboure r  i n  t h e  e a r l y  i n d u s t r i a l  
r e v o l u t i o n ,  t h a t  t h e  c a n i t  e l i s t  ~ s c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  product ion 
i n  no way & b s b z d m b m  m e r i t s  t h e  p r o f i t s  accru ing  t o  it. 
There is no mystique t o  c a p i t a l i s t  c o n t r o l  i n  t h e  eyes of t h e  
t e c h n i c h a l  l abo  r s i n c e  t h a t  l aboure r  is comnonly involved 

con t ro l .  Nor is t h e r e  any mystique as an  agent  i n  
about t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  system as such. % b z @ b m  As 
p a r t  of  c a p i t a l ' s  c o l l e c t i v e  head, t h e y  sha re  t h e  u n i v e r s a l  
v i s i o n s  U?? khjsb2bbkxm3 t h a t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l abour  has thrown up 
s i n c e  it first made i ts  count. The waste,  t h e  c r i s i s ,  t h e  
despa i r ing  pover ty  c o e x i s t i n q  wi th  i d l e  s u r f e i t ,  a l l  
c o n t r a d i c t  t h e  t e n e t s  of t e c h n i c h a l  ideology. 

21. A s  sys temofac ture  develops t h e  n e c e s s i t y  f o r  expanding 
i n t e l l e c t u a l  l abour ,  and as t h a t  i n t e l l e c t u a l  l abour  is i t s e l f  
gmrBrrpx s o c i a l i s e d  and subord ina ted  i n  t h e  manner t r a d i t i o n a l  
t o  ~ l ~ b l r x  i n d u s t r i a l  product ion,  s o  t h e  t e c h n i c i a n s  a r e  
s e p a r a t e d  from t h e i r  o p p o r t u n i s t i c  a f f i l i a t i o n s  w i t h  c a p i t a l  
and s i d e  w i th  manual l abour  a g a i n s t  c a p i t a l .  

22. The development of  s e p a r a t e d  t a s k s  r e q u i r i n g  t h e  
conscious a n p l i c a t i o n  of s c i e n c e  i n  cap i t a l i sm,  o r ,  as A'iarx 
put it, t h e  develonment of s c i e n c e  as an  indeaendent productiva 
f o r c e  i n  c a p i t a l i s m ,  p rov ides  t h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  
development o f  a new c l a s s  i n  c a p i t a l i s m , a  h i s t o r i c a l l y  
s p e c i f i c  c l a s s ,  w i th  i t s  own i n t e r e s t s ,  &ideology. It is 
a new working c l a s s ,  bu t  a c l a s s  d i s t i n c t  from t h e  manual 
working c l a s s .  Its b a s i s  is  no t  s imnle  labour  but complex 
labour ,  and t h i s  complex labour ,  embodying as it does an  
independent f o r c e  of p roduc t ion ,  becomes t h e  rpa te r ia l  
element whose mono~oly  c o n t r o l  by a small mdnority paves 
t h e  way f o r  t h e  development of  a new mode of production. 

23. The new mode of p roduc t ion  we c a l l  co l lec t iv i sm.  t:e s e e  it 
b u r s t i n g  through i n  "a s t e rn  Europe. It has  its orin d i s t i n c t  
forms, of  e m l o i t a t i o n ,  of conmensuration, though not  of  
thought. Its founda t ion  i s  t h e  d e s t r u c t i o n  of t h e  power of 
independent c a p i t a l s .  Capi t  a1 ( t h e  ownershi of  m&bxBx%x 
rmxanxxw%qmdx a l i e n a b l e  means of product ion P s t a n d s  a g a i n s t  
t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  as a g a i n s t  a l l  labour. It e x o l o i t s  
t e c h n i c i a n s  as it does manual pba&sbxuix worlters, through . 
t h e  wage form. It c o n s t a n t l y  s eeks  go c o n t r o l  t e c h n i c h a l  
labour  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of p r o f i t :  r e a l  subord ina t ion  i n  
t h e  l abour  process ,  a s t u d i e d  i n d i f f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  u s e  va lues  
produced, a d i s r ega rd  f o r  t h e  p o t a a e t a l i t i e s  of X- s c i e n c e  
t o  provide f o r  t h e  p a t e n t  absenses of can i ta l i sm:  food, 
kidney machines, employment, c l e a n  air ,  perhans even f r e e  t ime  
A s  t h e  nrb$bd conscious  o b j e c t  of  t h i s  e x p l o i t a t i o n ,  t echnicha  
labour  i d e n t i f i e s  w i th  manual l abour ,  i n  s p i t e  of  t h e i r  
c o n t r a d i c t o r y  r o l e s  i n  t h e  labour  p rocess ,  and i n  s p i t e  of 
$ E f t S s b g ~ W i i ~  d i f  f erencesy i n  wages, ideology and l i f e  s t y l e s .  
An a l l i ~ n c e  is forged  t o  des t roy  c a p i t a l  as an  independent 
f o r c e ,  t o  e r a d i c a t e  t h i s  b a r r i e r  t o  t h e  planned organisation 
of s o c i e t y  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of l abour  i n  general .  For 



t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  c a p i t a l  is as p a r a s i t i c  as were t h e  l and lo rds  
t o  t h e  e a r l y  c a p i t a l i s t s . C a p i t a l ,  l i k e  t h e  e a r l i e r  landed 
p rope r ty ,  s t a n d s  as a b a r r i e r  t o  t h e  development of t h e  
produc t ive  forces .  The r a t i o n a l  development of  t h e  produc t ive  
fo rces :  t h i s  is t h e  c r y  of t h e  new c l a s s .  And t h e i r  chosen 
ins t rument  f o r  p rogress  is t h e  s t a t e .  

24. I n  c i @ i t a l i s m  t h e  t e c h n i c i a n s  a r e  t h e  mbkbxBd s o c i a l  
base f o r  t h e  ex t ens ion  of statism. The s t a t e  as it grows 
at  t h e  behes t  o f  c a p i t a l  is r e q u i r e d  t o  provide use  values  
whose produc t ion  is t h e  product* of t h e  head. lbew t e c h n i c h a l  
~co rke r s  a r e  drawn i n t o  t h e  s t a t e  apparatus.  The s t a t e  is 
requ i r ed  among o t h e r  t h i n y s  t o  p l a n  consciously  f o r  c a n i t a l :  
bu t  i n  p lanning  consc ious ly  f o r  c a p i t a l  t h e  s t a t e  l aboure r s  
r e a l i s e  t h a t  t h e y  can a l s o  p l a n  consc ious ly  f o r  themselves. 
; i d  i n t e l l e c t u a l s  o u t s i d e  i m  i m e d i a t e  p roduc t ion  - t h e  
dreamers of t h e  r ev : l l u t i on  - now have a n  i n s t i t u t i o n  onto  
which t h e y  can p i n  t h e i r  dreams. The s t a t e  - t h e  i n s t i t u t k o n a l  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t h e  u n i v e r s a l  p l ans  of t h e  head. 

25. The s t a t e  is not neu t r a l .  Technichal  l abour  s e e s  t h e  
s t a t e  subord ing ted  t o  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of c a p i t a l .  The demand is 
t o  s ~ b o r d i n a t e ~ t o  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of  l abour ,  as def ined  by 
t e c h n i c h a l  labour. lience t h e  demands of t h e  p a r t i e s  of 
t e c h n i c h a l  labour  t o  c e n t r a l i s e  power i n  t h e  state, t o  
r e p l a c e  c a p i t a l  by t h e  s t a t e ,  t o  make a u b l i c  a l l  t h a t  w a s  
p r i v a t e  i n  t h e  sphere  of production. Revolution is SbabmcblemPx 
~ ~ ~ I ~ X H H ~ S ~ ~ R ~  de f ined  i n  terms o f  t h e  s e i z u r e  of s t a t e  
power - tliat a f t e r  a l l  is  nothing new t o  r e v o l u t i o n s  u she r ing  : 
new ~ W ~ b ~ Z S ~ S t b r n 8 z b E z  modes of e x n l o i t a t i o n .  !!hat is  
s t r i k i n g  is t h e  e n t i r e  subord ina t ion  of s t r a t e g y  and lmbHhsx 
o r g a n i s a t i o n a l  form t o  t h i s  hoped f o r  end. '.?hereas c a p i t a l  
b u i l t  i tself  up independent ly  under t h e  umbrella of  f e u d a l  
p r o t e c t i o n ,  demanding o n l y  autonomy from t h e  s t a t e  ( f r a n c h i s e s  
and r i s i n g  up a g a i n s t  feudal ism because it was impossible 
any longer  t o  develop autonomously under t h e  f e u d a l  state, 
t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  has  no such autonomous p r a c t i s e s  because 
it is  a s o c i a l i s e d  p r o a a t a r i a t ,  and because i ts  c l a s s  
p o s i t i o n  can on ly  be  secured  through l a r g e  organisa t ions .  

26. i n  " a s t e rn  Europe t h e s e  r e v o l u t i o n s  have been forged  
by t h e  new c l a s s  i n  a l l i a n c e  wi th  t h e  x b x g i h g b ~ W ; g x  manual 
working c l a s s .  I n i t i a l l y  i n  Russia  t h e  manual worlcers, 
mostly s k i l l e d ,  imposed t h e i r  v e r s i o n  o f  statism i n  t h e  new 
s o c i e t y ,  bu t  t hey  had no b a s i s  f o r  reproducing themselves. 
For t h e  system t h e y  b u i l t  w a s  a system founded on t h e  
d i v i s i o n  of head and kand, i n  which t h e  t a s k s  f o r  t h e  R 
c o l l e c t i v e  head m u l t i p l i e d  wi th  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  course  of 
econonomic deve loment .  The d o c t r i n e  of imaroving t h e  
produc t ive  f o r c e s  - espoused by Lenin,  Trotshy *S we l l  as 
b t a l i n  - kbdbkbxx when marr ied t o  t h e  R r n ~ ~ t L y ~ x  p o l i c y  
of Fordism i n  k h ~ h x  a$*bxb~Bsbnr%lac a l l  ranges of l abour  
p rocesses ,  meant t h e  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  of t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  
a g a i n s t  manual. .is t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  progressed t h e  presence - 
t h e  m a t e r i a l  p o l i t i c a l  nresence of t echn icha l  labour - grew 
s t ronger .  It found i t s e l f  conso l ida t ed  as a f a c t i o n  i n  
Sovie t  Xussia a g a i n s t  t h e  rude c e n t r a l i s e d  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  
manual workers t r a d i t i o n :  1;osyzin a g a i n s t  7reznev. It found 
i t s e l f  i n  power i n  t h e  most i n d u s t r i a l i s e d  (at t h e  t ime)  of 
'astern European c o u n t r i e s ,  Czekoslovakia i n  1968. I n  uhina 



it has conducted its own r e v o l u t i o n  aga ins t  t h e  ;'ioaist 
f o r c e s ,  and re -asser ted  its mode of productiome v i a  
c o n t r o l  of t h e  s t a t e .  

27. I n  a l l  t h e  S o v i e t  type  s o c i e t i e s ,  t h e  i n i t i a l  
c o l l e c t i v i s t  r e v o l u t i o n  has  been f omlowed by a new form 
o f  Bommuartism. Cnce c a p i t a l  has been reduced, once t h e  
s t a t e  has  conso l ida t ed  i t s  power ovee t h e  m a n s  of product ion,  
t h e  new s o c i a l  f o r c e s  have y e t  t o  a d j u s t  Bb&lgB%x and develop 
themselves and i n  t h e  meantime s h e l t e r  behind t h e  power o f  
a d i c t a t o r  who defends t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  as a r e v o l u t i o n  a n n i n s t  
c a n i t a l  and f o r  t h e  state. 

28. - owever, j u s t  as c a p i t a l  i n  France was conso l ida ted ,  s o  
t h e  new c l a s s  i n  %ste rn  Zurope r e a l i s e s  i t s e l f  as an  
independent c l a s s ,  and p i t s  i t s e l f  a g a i n s t  t h e  rtbmba16m 
new Bonarpabts from bfObxbJEhBBX S , bases  w i t h i n  t h e  
state. 

29. If t h e  above is c o r r e c t ,  t h e n  it expla ins  why S t a l i n  
took  t h e  middle course  r a t h e r  t h a n  t h a t  of  t h e  K&.@ men 
i n  1928. For  t o  r e s u r r e c t  p r i v a t e  c a p i t a l  is t o  r e s u r r e c t  
t h e  b a r r i e r  t h e  new c l a s s  wishes t o  overcome, (as though 
c a n i t a l  r v a s  t o  r e s u r r e c t  la  ' r h t s  i n  f e u d a l  
form). In t h e  same way t h e  eG$s o  t h e  last 20 

yea r s  i n  h a s t e r n  Europe do e s t o r e  p r i v a t e  
c a p i t a l  accumulation,  bu t  t o  r e a l i s e  t h e  s o c i a l  o r d e r  of 
t h e  new c l a s s .  

30. What is t h i s  s o c i a l  o r d e r ?  It is  based on t h e  c l a s s  
monopoly o f  s c i e n c e  and t e c h n o l o g ,  o f  k ~ B d b ~ b x f i s b o E  
informat ion  and t h e  m ans  of its coblnunication. Of t h e  
f o r c e s  cha l lenging  t h i s  monopoly, c a p i t a l  has  been e r a d i c a t e d  
as a n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e  through t h e  a b o l i t i o n  of p r i v a t e  
p roper ty ,  and manu 1 labour  i s w  subord ina ted  v i a  i t s  exc lus ion  
from t h e  head, an & he s o c i a l  means of communications. 
S ince  t h e  head is <n i t s  very  ese3nce u n i v e r s a l ,  -it is 
organised  as a s i n g l e  u n i t  a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l , x ~ w * v x  
unplanned autonomous u n i t s  wi th  p r i v a t e  p roper ty  c o n t r a d i c t  
t h e  u n i v e r s a l i t y  of t h e  head. Its i n s t i t u t i o n a l  form is t h e  
s t a t e .  

31. Q18xbfixsz To call  a s o c i a l  couche a class it is not 
enough t o  p o i  logy,  o r  l i f e  s t y l e s ,  o r  income 

d i f  f ere@$& 
st be a n  o b j e c t i v e  material basis 

f o r  t h e  a c l a s s ,  and a s u b j e c t i v e  o r g a n i s a t i o n  
f o r  t h e i r  h i  e n s o l i d a t i o n  as a c l a s s .  The o b j e c t i v e  
base  is t h e  of s c i e n c e  and technology as independe 
product ive  forces .  The s u b j e c t i v e  conso l ida t ion  t a k e s  t h e  form 
under c a n i t a l i s m  of whi te  c o l l a r  unionism, and statist 
s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s .  Under's,ocialism as it a c t u a l l y  e x i s t s '  
t h e y  a r e  conso l ida t ed  i n  kmmax&eb iu rn  * ' - p r m ~ t & ~ m  
t h e  v e r y  process  of t h e i r  p roduc t ive  a c t i v i t i e s  - i.e. i n  
t h e  o rgan i sa t ion ,  ~ l a n n i n g  and development o f  t h e  statist 
~ba~h&ng.x soc i e ty .  

32. This  is t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  new mode of production.  
I n  %stern Europe t h e  c b n ~ n a ~ x ~  low l e v e l  of  
t h e  f o r c e s  of product ion were such as t o  make $he new c l a s s  



i n i t i a l 1  weak v i s  g vis  o t h e r  class f o r c e s ,  no tab ly  manual g labour,  u t  t h e  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  development of s c i e n c e  and 
technology, and t h e  f o r c e s  of product ion,  l e d  t o  t h e  

- s t r a a g t h e n i n g  of t h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  f o r  t h e  new 
mcde of production. L ikk  any new mode - p a r t i c u l a r l y  
where it is in t roduced  i n t o  dominance i n  c o u n t r i e s  x i h  
which a r e  behind i n  terms of t h e  o&d mode, - t h e r e  is a 
problem i n  e s t a b l i s h i n g  new i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  new forms, new 
r e l a t i o n s  of product ion which a l low t h e  f o r c e s  of product ion t o  
develop more r a n i d l y  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  be fo re  t h e  revolu t ion .  
These pe r iods  a r e  t r u l y  t h o s e  of t r a n s i t i o n .  I n  t h e s e  pe r iods  
c a p i t a l i s m  could have been r e in t roduced  i n t o  Russia. Now 
t h e  p r e s s u r e s  a g a i n s t  S t a l i n i s m  ( o r  Sovie t  Bonarpartism) are 
not t h o s e  f o r  t h e  t e i n t r o d u c t i o n  of c a v i t a l i s m ,  but  t h o s e  
f o r  t h e  f u l l  r e a l i s a t i o n  of co l l ec t iv i sm.  

33. Col lec t iv i sm has  i ts  own d i s t i n c t  mode of anaropr ia t ion .  
I n  feudal ism t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s  annropr ia ted  t h e  s u r p l u s  
product  through d i r e c t  l evy ,  e i t h e r  of labour  o r  taxes .  
I n  c a a i t  alism a-ywoar ia t  i o n  is throllgh exchange, buying 
labour  power at its va lue  and s e l l i n g  t h e  outnut  at  m a 
tzactnelevel determined by t h e  labour  e x t r a c t e d  from t h e  
labour  capac i ty .  I n  c o l l e c t i v i s m  t h e  ne chanism is t h a t  of 
d i r e c t  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  A l l  workers t echn icha l  and manual, a r e  
pa id  a wage or s a l a ry .  ho one owns t h e  means of 
production. fhe p r o f i t  t h a t  a r i s e s  from produc t ion  - which 
is expressed i n  money fhrm - k fo rma l ly  kkx?x a m r u e s  t o  
t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  labourer.  part is re- invested as ~ l o n r B 3 ! ~  
funds f o r  accumulation. P a r t  i s  d i s t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  workers, 
e i t h e r  as h ighe r  wages, o r  as a dec l a red  bonus. i h e  c r u c i a l  
mechanisms are t h e  s e t t i n g  of t h e  l e v e l  of  wages, and ( i n  
s o c i e t i e s  where t h e r e  i s  r a t i o n i n g  o t h e r  t han  throug$ p r i c e )  
t h e  de t e rmina t ion  o f  access  t o  xbminuP ., . use values.  

34. It is  t h e s e  mechanisms which t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  con t ro l s .  
They c o n t r o l  it because t h e y  dominate t h e  key po in t s  of  prod- 
uc t ion  and a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  through t h e i r  monopoly of knowledge. 
The form ach ieves  its p u r e s t  express io?  i n  Yugoslavia, i n  t h e  
p r a c t i s e  o f  x b k B n ~ h a r @ ~ ~  workers self-management. 
The co rpo ra t e  t echnoc ra t s  a r e  not s u b j e c t  t o  c o n t i n u a l  
subord ina t ion  b x  t o  a c e n t r a l i s e d  BonarpaCtism. There is  
a r e l a t i v e  autonomy f o r  t h e  emterpr ise .  The dominance which 
t echn icha l  l abour  has  over  manual can then  be g iven  i h s  
express ion  through t h e  democra t i sa t ion  of t h e  en t e rp r i s e .  
This  democra t i sa t ion  is based on f r e e  e l e c t i o n s ,  i.e. compet i t ic  
And as is  t r u e  f o r  a l l  competition, t h o s e  who are i n i t i a l l y  
s t r o n g e s t  a r e  favoured by such freedom. lie know from s t u d i e s  of 
Yugoslav self-management i n  p r a c t i s e  t h a t  t h e r e  is a 
pre-ponderance of t e c h n i c h a l  labour  e l e c t e d  onto t h e  cont ro l l in ! .  
committees. I?e know t o o  t h a t  t h e  'management' appointed by 
t h e  democratic bodies  from t h e  ranks  of t echn icha l  labour  is  
on ly  minimally hindered by t h e  demands of manual labour. Indeed 
t h e  i nco rpo ra t ion  of manual labour  i n t o  t h e  d e c i s i o n  making 
bodies on which they  a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  at  a disadvantage weakelrns 
manual l abour  a s  a whole from s t a n d i n g  a p a r t  from t h e  new c l a s s  
and counte r ing  t h e  l a t t e r ' s  i n t e r e s t s  wi th  t hose  of manual 
labour  - seen  as a c l a s s .  Xbsbbxbsb%9x 

35. The r e s u l t s  of t h e  domination a r e :  i) c o n t r o l  over  
i n t e r n a l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  labourer ;  ic3m 
t e c h n i c h a l  l abour  awards i t s e l f  wi th  h ighe r  wages and 



- 
s a l a r i e s ,  it anprop r i a t e s  ~ r i v i l e  m? f p f  i t s e l f ,  it 
secures  i ts  jobs;  i i )  B reproduc he d i v i s i o n  of head and 
hand wi th in  t h e  f a c t o r y ,  favour ing  t h o s e  forms of economy 
which confirm t h e  d i v i s i o n ,  s eek ing  ( l i k e  c a p i t a l  be fo re  it) 
technology which w i l l  a l low i t z s u b o r d i n a t e  %akb~bxbx 
manual l abour  i n  t h e  l abour  p rocess ,  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  
u n i t ' s  p r o f i t ,  and t h e r e f o r e  t h e  income ~bxinxbqx a v a i l a b l e  
f o r  d i s t r i tg&&offe  
i n  Yugoslavxa, ar8 
do t h e  ex post  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  of p r o f i t  - as a g a i n s t  t h e  
ex a n t e  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  i n  t h e  form of d i f f e r e n t i a l  liages - 
favour  t h e  t e c h n i c h a l  l a b o u r e r s ,  by being pegged t o  wages 
d i f f e r e n t i a l s .  ) 

36. From t h e  a c t u a l  d i v i s i o n  of head m d  hand, t h e  
i n e q u a l i t y  of  d i s t r i b u t i o n  anpears  j u s t i f i e d .  The - 
1~8xiisbia guid ing  words f o r  t e c h n i c h a l  labour  a r e :  t o  each 
according t o  h i s  a b i l i t y .  

37. The de te rmina t ion  of d i s t r i b u t i o n  on t h e s e  p r i n c i p l e s  
demands a system a g a i n s t  which a$a ins t  which a b i l i t y  ( o r  
c o n t r i b u t i o n )  can be measured. E~uch t echn icha l  l abour  is 
i n  its essence  not d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  immediate production.  
It is s o c i a l i s e d .  The measure of performance must ..- 
n e c e s s a r i l y  be  c o l l e c t i v e  t h e r e f o r e ,  8 key i n d i c a t o r  
becomes p r o f i t .  P r o f i t  sh&ing is no8 a n  inducement 
t o  manual l abour  under co l l ec t iv i sm.  It is a device  t o  
l e g i t i m a t e  t h e  p r i v i l e g e d  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  t e c h n i c h a l  yorkers .  
A s  such i f  is important  t h a t  p r o f i t  should not be a r b i t r a r y  - 
determined f o r  example by an  account ing p r i c e  S ixed  on t h e  
~ g b m t m B x l b ~  putput  by a c e n t r a l  p l a n n i q  au tho r i t y .  If 
poss ib l e  t h e  p r o f i t  should  r e f f e c t  t h e  e f f i c i e n c y '  of 
t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  labour  of an  e n t e r p r i s e :  hence t h e  demands 
f o r  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  of markets,  and - a f r e e  p r i c e  system. 

58. Pluch o f  t h e  confusion about c o l l e c t i v i s m  has r e s u l t e d  
f rom ipJ~bxBoa$tbabfrhibxh~xhmbx t r a n s f e r r i n g  t o  t h i s  new mode 
c a t e g o r i e s  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  cap i ta l i sm.  ilence, s i n c e  c a p i t a l  
e x p l o i t s  l abour  through t h e  wage, it appears  a c o n t r a d i c t i o n  
i n  terms f o r  one wage e a r n e r  t o  e x p l o i t  ano ther  wage earner.  
This is t r u e  f o r  cap i ta l i sm.  Suggest ions  t h a t  t h e  workers 
i n  developed c o u n t r i e s  e x p l o i t  t hose  i n  underdeveloped coun t r  
through d i f f e r e n t i a l  wages ( c f .  f o r  i n s t ance  t h e  theorems of 
unequal exchange) misspec i fy  t h e  na tu re  o f  e x p l o i t a t i o n  ander  
cap i ta l i sm.  They l o c a t e  e x p h i t a t  i o n  i n  a ~ k a q e ,  kiTko-7 *et+;,+ 
ie fP ..CO, r; 

f n  c o l l e c  ivism t h e r e  is a d i f f e r e n t  mode of e x p l o i t a t i o n .  
It 

?'2e4+ 
t akesp lace  d i r e c t 1  i n  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  and r e s u l t s , a s  

product ion. 
+ i n  a l l  modes,from a  c ass monopoly over  t h e  key meansziof 

39. .;e should always expect  t o  f i n d  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  of t h i s  
monopoly t o  be t h e  corners tone  of ideology i n  any mode of 
production.  I n  feudal ism,  loya l ty .  I n  can i t a l i sm,  p r i v a t e  
property.  I n  c o l l e c t i v i s m ,  t h e  d i v i s i o n  of head and handx 
embodied i n  t h e  mz!dm~~ concept of  technology. The new r u l i n g  
c l a s s  a r e  above a l l  economistic. They have an i n t e r e s t  i n  
t echn icha l  p rogress ,  s i n c e  information/knowledge as a n  
sbxbnbxb&a ob jec t  of  c l a s s  monopoly must be c o n s t a n t l y  
re-created f o r  it is by i ts  n a t u r e  d i f f i c u l t  t o  monopoiise. 



It has a way of s e t t i n g  out .  t h e  concern f o r  expanding 
t h e  f o r c e s  of production,  f o r  growth. 

40. Th$s dynamic must not,he confused wi th  t h a t  ?,f c a p i t a l .  
For c a p i t a l  t h e  demand is, accumulate, accumulate, s i n c e  it 
must self-expand i n  o r d e r  t o  survive.  Its concern is t o  
e-qand its c o n t r o l  on s u r p l u s  labour  i n  money form which is 
re - inves ted  i n  means of product ion,  s o  reproducing t h e  
monopoly a g a i n s t  labour. phis need not t a k e  t h e  form of 
increased  technology,  thoush i n  v r a c t i s e  it does so.  Zut wh i l e  
c o n t r o l  of  t e c h n o l o q ,  and t h e  d i v i s i o n  of head and hand 
a r e  c r u c i a l  f o r  canktAl i s t .  accumulation i n  t h e  modern age, 
t h e y  a r e  means t o  an end. rlarx's theorems on technology 
have always been s e n a r a t e  from m t h o s e  on t h e  va lue  form. 
'he development of technology,  t h e  ve ry  s e c a r a t i o n  of s c i e n c e  
as an  indenendent p r o d ~ ~ c t i v e  f o r c e  i s ' t h e  way i n  which 
c a p i t a l  r e a l i s e s  i t s e l f  as s e l f  -expanding value. But i n  
c o l l e c t i v i s m ,  t h e  r ep roduc t ion  of c o n t r o l  a g a i n s t  manual 
labour  becomes an end i n  i t s e l f .  It is no ionger  d i s c i p l i n e d  
by t h e  law of va lue ,  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  new technology m u s t  
e a rn  a p r o f i t .  hiather t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of growth is at  a l l  
t imes condi t ioned by t h i s  c e n t r a l  concern t o  mononolise and 
cont inue t o  monopolise technology/information and t h e  
maraknxmasnu o r g a n i s a t i o n a l  appara tuses  which go wi th  i t  

41. :!e have touched h e r e  on t h Z  l a w  of  motion. Le t  us  draw,too, 
t h e  p a r a l l e l  between c o l l e c t i v i s m  and c a o i t a l i s m  i n  t h e  
spheres  o f  t h e  labour  nrocess. ~ l l e c t i v i s h  reproduces a l l  
c a p i t a l ' s  modern devices  f o r  t h e  c o n t r o l  of  labour:  p i ece  
r a t e s ,  ~hgbxbkua, f ragmentat ion o f  jobs ,  h i e r a rchy ,  des lc i l l ing ,  
a l l ,  i n  s h o r t ,  t h a t  we a s s o c i a t e  w i th  gaylorism and modern 
s c i e n t i f i c  management. :;ithin t h e  f a c t o r y  t h e s e  devices  a r e  
c l e a r l y  s e e n  as a means of c o n t r o l l i n g  l abour ,  bu t  t h e y  are 
j u s t i f i e d  on t h e  grounds not of  tile r i g h t s  of t h e  owner o f  
p r i v a t e  p roper ty ,  bu t  or1 t h o s e  of i n c r e a s i n g  e f f i c i e n c y ,  
ou tpu t ,  and t h u s  sui3p$as product  f o r  growth and d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  

42. I n  bo th  t h e s e  r e s p e c t s ,  t h e  tendency t o  expand technology 
i n  o rde r  t o  reproduce c o n t r o l  over manual l abour ,  and t h e  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of d i c t a t o r s h i p  i n  t h e  f a c t o r y  on grounds of 
growth/emanding cake r a t h e r  t h a n  $he r i g h t s  of  p r i v a t e  
p roper ty ,  we s e e  s t r o n g  s i m i l a r i t i e s  between c a p i t a l i s m  
and co l lec t iv i sm.  This  is because i n  c a p i t a l i s m  t h e  new 
c l a s s  a r e  themselves s t r e n g t h e n i n g  as a c l a s s ,  u s i n g  t h e  
same means t o  reproduce t h e i r  c l a s s  dominance over manual 
labour  as do t h e i r  coun te rna r t s  i n  t h e  Sov ie t  s o c i e t i e s .  
But it is q u i t e  wrong t o  sneak of convergence i n  some 
continuous way. !/#at we wi tness  is t h e  growth of t h e  new 
c l a s s  i n  t h e  womb of t h e  o l d  mode of progg$ian, whose r u l i n g  
c l a s s - c a p i t a l ,  have t o  develop t h & s  newLcI'a'6'6B i n  o r d e r  t o  
reproduce t h e  o l d  mode. I n  c a p i t a l i s m  t h e  new c l a s s  i s  
s t i l l  subordinate .  They f a c e  c a p i t a l  which, i n  t h e  form of 
t h e  law of va lue ,  t r i e s  t o  c o n t r o l  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  
t echn icha l  change. Above a l l  i t  preserves  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n s  
of d e c e n t r a l i s e d  private!? p rope r ty  over t h e  means of 
product ion,  lea&ng t o  t h e  so-ca l led  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  of 
cap i t a l i sm,  c r i s i s ,  hunger i n  t h e  midst of pltenty m ,  waste 
and so  on. 'he new t ? c h n i c h a l  c l a s s  t r i l l  o n l y  be l i b e r a t e d  



as a c l a s s  when t h e y  have xdmxdimhudx . ' * des t royed  
c a p i t a l  as an  indepndent force .  If any convergence is 
occur ing it is towards a r e v o l u t i o n  of t h e  new t echnoc ra t s  
a g a i n s t  n r i v a t e  c a p i t a l  under t h e  banner of  s t a t e  soc ia l i sm.  

43. The c e n t r a l  problem f o r  t h e  new co ' l ec t iv i sm is not 
t h e  subord ina t ion  of manual labour. ilere it has t h e  e m s r i e n c e  
of c a p i t a l  t o  r e l y  on. It is how t o  cor.lrcensurate labour  
i n  t h e  absense of comneting c a p i t a l s  and t h e  f r e e  marliet. 
clannine;, t h e  qu in tessence  of t h e  t e c h n o c r a t i c  mind, is a 
m a t e r i a l  taslc which S o v i e t  s o c i e t y  confronted head on be fo re  
c a p i t a l .  The mathematical  techniqaues developed i n  R 
t h e  Sov ie t  Union were i n  some cases  copied by :destern c a p i t a l -  
ist firms when they ,  t o o ,  i n  t h e  e r a  of system f a c t u r e ,  were 
fo rced  t o  coaGensurate l abour  d i r e c t l y ,  o u t s i d e  t h e  market. 
And,of course ,n lanning  is not  merely a mat te r  of techniques:  
s i n c e  it is  t h e  conscious  planning of s o c i e t y ,  t h e r e  is 
t h e  i s s u e  o f  con tm. l l i ng  t h e  p lanners ,  c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e  s t a t e .  
Under S t a l i n ,  t h e  rude f o r c e s  of D o n m a r t i s m  c o n s t a n t l y  
swamped t h e  r a t i o n a l i t y  of  technocracy. Donapar t is t  
d i c t a t o r s h i p  - with no c o u n t e r v a i l i n g  s'ray from growing, 
d e c a a t r a l i s e d  c a ~ i t a l  ( a s  hanaened wi th  t h e  o r i g i n a l  
Bonaaart)  conso l ida t ed  and c e n t r a l i s e d  r u l e  by t e r r o r .  
It could no t  wipe out  t h e  technocrnts .  It r e l i e %  on them 
and expanded much of t h e  economy i n  accordance w i t h  
t h e i r  d i c t a t e s .  %t it d i d  t h &  engthen i t s  c e n t r a l i s e d  
c o n t r o l ,  i ts regime o f  t e r r o r ,  from t h e  r o o t s  of t h e  
manual working c l a s s .  I n  t h u s  S prof .  nd ly  cont rad ic tor :  
: ih i le  i n  some sense  S t a l i n i s m  s t o o d  a g a i n s t  unt  rammeled 
technocaacy on beha l f  o f  t h e  manual working c l a s s ,  t h e  
m u m m x n % r i k ~ n s ~ ~ & & m ~  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  reagime X 
ymxWux9km?Qccc s tood  at  odds wi th  khxn#cu&krq5i?g~& manual 
labour. . i i t h  t h e  development o f  technology i n  I 

t h e  base o f  s k i l l e d  manual labour  w a s  weakened, and t h a t  03 
technocracy s t rengthened.  S t a l i n i s m  became a husk, s u r v i v i n g  
on t e r r o r ,  even more e v i d e n t l y  i n  t h e  &s te rn  European 
d i c t a t o r s h i p s  where t h e  manual worlcing class were s u b j e c t  
t o  Sovie t  imper ia l ism i n  a l l  i ts  forms on t o p  of t h e  p roduc t i  
d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  new technocracy. 

44. The qoa l  of t h e  t echnoc ra t s  has  been t o  develop a system 
of n a t i o n a l  n lanning without t h e  anomolies of  c e n t r a l i s e d  
Q t a l i n i s m ,  which can a l low t h e  reproduc t ion  of t ehhnocra t ic  
domination i n  a d e c e n t r a l i s e d  form, whi le  cotanensurating 
labour  d i r e c t l y  i n  b roader  economic spheres. Dubcek's regime 
i n  Czekosloval<ia, r ep re sen ted  t h e  v i s i o n  . 
and w a s  a c c o m l i s h e d  by an  a l l i e n c e  between t h e  new 
t e c n o c r a t s  and t h e  Czek manual working c l a s s  a g a i n s t x  
Sov ie t  imperialism.xWba@BuBPk~P~ I n  Yugoslavia, f r e e  
of Sov ie t  domination at an  e a r l i e r  d a t e ,  k h a r n & n & m ~ n  
c o l l e c t i v i s m  has  developed even more markedly. I n  both t h e s e  
cases ,  as i n  China s i n c e  1976, $he concern is not t o  
re- int roduce cap i t a l i sm,  hu t  t o  b r i n g  i n  c a p i t a l i s t  methods 
of economic d e c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  through t h e  na rke t ,  and 
c a p i t a l i s t  t e c h n o l o ~  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  c l a s s  pos i t i on ,o f  
t h e  t echnoc ra t s  vis 5 v i s  manual labourf .  h e i t h e r  t h e  
market,  nor  t h e  wage form, nor  t h e  d i v i s i o n  of head and hand 
i n  t h e  labour  p r o c e s s r p m w u H 2 u ~ ~  nor t h e  impulsion f o r  
t echno log ica l  growth, a r e  enough t o  s u b s t a n t i a t e  a claim 
t h a t  t h e s e  s o c i e t i e s  a r e  nothing more t h a n  s t a t e  capi ta l ism.  
For a l l  of them flow from t h e  key r e l a t i o n s  of a new 



mode of product ion whose r u l i n g  c l a s s  stands at co re  i n  
c o n t r a d i c t o r y   position t o  c a p i t a l ,  and who s t e a d f a s t l y  
r e f u s e  t o  a l low khe i n s t i t u t i o n s  of p r i v a t e  ca$i i ta l  
a c c u m & a t i o n  t o  be r e in t roduced  by Xtsa na t iona ls .  lience 
t h e  only  p r i v a t e  f i rms  encouraged a r e  t hose  of f o r e i g n  
c a p i t a l .  : ;ealth cannot be i nhe r i t ed .  Lncreases i n  wealth 
must be 3arned d i r e c t l y  through t h e  pr ive leged  p o s i t i o n  i n  
product ion and a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  r a t h e r  t h a n  through t h e  
p a r a s t i c  ho ld ing  of a s s e t s ,  whether l and ,  money o r  shares.  
And f o r  t h i s  reason,  t h e  dynamics of t h e s e  s o c i e t i e s ,  t h e i r  
p o l i t i c a l  and economic forms, and t h e  contours  of  t h e i r  chass  
r e l a t i o n s  are q u i t e  d i s t i n c t  from cap i ta l i sm.  L'hile c a p i t a l i s m  
has e x h i b i t e d  t h e s e  forms, whi le  it has wi tnessed t h ?  s t r e n g t h -  
ening of t h e  new c l a s s ,  t h e  d e c i s i v e  po in t  is t h a t  ' p r iva te  
c a p i t a l  a t i l l  c o n t r o l s  t ' le  s t a t e ,  and t h a t  a l lows it 
t o  reproduce i t s  dominance o9er t e c h n o c r a t i c  labour. 
(note :  does t h e  manner of  t e c h n o ~ l o g i a l  p roduc t ion  d i f f e r  
i n  t h e  %st from under cap i ta l i sm.  is t h e r e  t h e  same tendency 
t o  d e s l c i l l i n g ,  h i e r a r c h i s a t i o n  e t  a l l  i n  t h e  process  of 
i n t e l l e c t u a l  product ion;  i n  Y ~ ~ g o s l n v i a  f o r  ins tance ,  m) 

45. lihat is necessary f o r  t h i s  new mode is not t h e  
inheritance of p r i v a t e  we&&th, but t h e  i n h e r i t a n c e  of 
p r i v i l e g e d  education.  . I n  educa t ion  t h e  labour  is 
i n a l a n t e d  (by t e a c h e r  and p u p i l )  which w i l l  e v e n t u a l l y  
provide t h e  complex lhbourer  B i t h  t h e  means on which t h e  
power of h i s  c l a s s  is based. ha art of  t h e  t e c h n o c r a t i c  
ideology is  f r e e  comvet i t ion  w i t h i n  t h e  product ion 
process. Th i s  a n p l i e s  bo th  t o  f r e e  sections f o r  c o n t r o l  of  
t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  l aboure r ,  and t o  f r e e  access  t o  t h e  educa t iona l  
system which w i l l  t r a i n  t h e  n e c e s s a r i l y  swrate head. 
Inc reas ing ly ,  e x i s t i n g  members o f  t h e  t echn icha l  c l a s s  a r e  
a b l e  t o  ensure  t h a t  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  have pr ive leged  educa t ion ,  
bo th  by aces s  t o  t h e  b e s t  s choo l s ,  and by home tutor ixng.  

edge and s k i l l  habe i n  t h i s  s ense  tended t o  become 

46. ' e  may alxways d i v i n e  t e c h n o c r a t i c  ideology by i ts  
economisrn, emphasis on f o r c e s  of product ion,  unholding of 
t h e  d i v i s i o n  between head and hand, i n s i s t e n c e  on 
compet i t ion,  and payment by a b i l i t i e s ,  h o s t i l i t y  t o  c a p i t a l  
i n  c o n t r a s t  t o m  s t a t e %  planning and t echn icha l  r a t i o n a l i t y  
~$ils%~srb' ' ' na tu re  of u s e  va lues  and t h e i r  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  
de f in ing  r e l a t i o n s  o f  prodpct ion in:-terms of u s e  va lues  
c i r c u l a t e d ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  s o c i a l  , r e l a t i o n s  w i th in  t h e  
process  o f  product ion , consumption, and s o c i a l  con t ro l ) .  
I n  China t h i s  coherent  c l a s s  p o s i t i o n  w a s  a t t acked  by Pia0 
as rev is ion ism,  and r o l l e d  back dur ing t h e  c u l t u r a l  
revo lu t ion .  Asx yet,holuever, t h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  i n  China 
w a s  not  s t r o n q  enough t o  counte r  t h e  rknos te  of t h e  new c l a s s ,  
I n  t h e  West, t h e  growing xMfonrhBibpx fnxakkb~nkhQS 
economic i r r a t i o n a l i t y  of  c a p i t a l ,  t h e  e q a n s i o n  o f  t h e  
new class and t h e i r  n r o l e t a r i a n i s a t i o n  as a c l a s s ,  t h e  
des t ruc t ion  of t r a d i t i o n a l  s k i l l e d  manual x n x b b s x  jobs ,  
have a l l  put  t h e  demands of t h e  l ead ing  cadres  ancl ideo log is t :  
of  t h e  new c l a s s  i n t o  t h e  c e n t r e  of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s tage .  
I n  Europe t h e  most develoned exgonents a r e  renresen ted  by 
Zuroponmunism - t h e  Dubcelcs of t h e  Go-mon Flarket. 'l 'heir 
chosen laneuarre is t h a t  of barxism. I n  t hose  coun t r i e s  as . .. 

i n  d r i t a i n -  & our tas&r;r~,-$ b; t o  recla im t*c i n t e l l e c t u a l  
and h i s t o r i c a l  t r a d i t i 6  r ?h c l a s  who+developed i t ,  t h e  
men and women of t h e  manua wor i n g  caass. Ri\;.14,11.78. 



Col lec t ive  ?,lode of Production. 

& i e f  no te s  from 256.79. 

ikin i s s u e s  a r i s i n g  f r o n  o r i g i n a l  paper: 

l. Issue  of how t o  analyse a mode of production - c i r cu l a t ion .  plan/narket. - labour process. - reproduct ion as wel l  as production. (technicldal requirements 
and p o l i t i c a l  reproduction.) 

a r e  note: xz t h e  plan/market/wages all aspec t s  of circulation.(no:iU) 
i f  so  how do we analyse r e l a t i o n s  of production trhioh 
go beyond t h e  labour  ppooess ( s ee  Balibar discussion of HOP 
which amounts t o  an ana lys i s  of labour process.) 

no te  d i s t i n c t i o n  of r e l a t i o n s  of production in production 
and r e l a t i o n s  of production i n  exchange, 

how can we t a c k l e  t h e  reproduct ion of r e l a t i o n s  between 
labour  processes. kiky is it that :  c a p i t a l i s t  f o r u s  of  
comensura t ion  (exchange on t h e  market) p lus  c a p i t a l i s t  
forms of labour  process  do n o t  equal  capi ta l ism.  

- d i f f e r e n t  forms of d i s t r i b u t i o n  (direct), - d i f f e r e n t  r e l a t i o n s  betveen generations.  ( inher i tance)  - d i f f e r e n t  means of advancement i n  s~ciety(~olitical/educatio~ 
no t  accumulation of  c a p i t a l )  - d i f f e r e n t  pervasiveness  of market. back t o  condenmtration. - d i f f e r e n t  dynamics (necess i ty  or  no t  of accuru la t ion)  - d i f f e r e n t  r e l a t i o n s  of labour  t o  r u l i n g  class.(unfree) 

Other p o i n t s  t o  keep i n  mind: - is USSR progress ive / i s  it l i b e r a t i n g  f o r c e s  of production. - many modes of production have t h e  market as comaenrmrator. - how does tine law of value operate  i n  c a p i t a l i s n  (market, 
mobi l i ty  of c a p i t a l  and labour ,  indepecdent p r i c e s  e tc .  
c f  Marx on dv lp t  of l a w  o f  value i n  h i s t o r i c a l  t rans-  
formation d iscuss ion)  - can ve  d i s t i n g u s i h  s t a t e  cap i t a l i sm of  t h e  Afrikaans 
va r i e ty ,  wi th  t h e  an t i -p r iva t e  c a p i t a l f s t a t e  capi ta l ismt1 
i n  USSR. - consider  t h e  na rke t  and p r i v a t e  proper ty  as an i n s u l a t o r  
a g a i n s t  c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  (feudalisn,Spanish Peru.1i.e. start 

a r iou  ali a t i o n  i t a l  &ce r i sed .  2. conceptP'8? & o p e r $ y f f % f g ~ g i % ~ ?  h o p e r  EyB8ssessxon@io7&ng. 

Is p r i v a t e  proper ty  more than a l e g a l  form. 
Chavarnce: abol i sh  nany c a p i t a l s  - does t h i s  uean abol ishin& 
c a p i t a l  i n  generU.  

3. Technocrats. 

- variagated body: r e l a t i o n s  of prod. %vdYnin technocracy. - d i f f u s e  c l a s s  - do no t  a s p i r e  t o  power. - b a y s  bean bureaucracies  who a r e  s e r v i l e  t o  r e a l  r u l i n g  c lass .  - r a t i o n a l i s a t i o n .  This is a bourgeois a t t r i b u t e .  no t  d i s t i n c t i v e  
of the  bureaucracy. - where is t h e  c l a s s  s t r u g g l e  . working c l a s s  a g a i n s t  s t a t e  and 
p a r t y  ( technocra t s  p l u s  aona rpa r t i s t s ? )  or between technocra t s  
and Bonarpar t is ts .  e.g. Cu l tu ra l  Revolution. 

i n  CR working c l a s s  divided ( T i s s i e r ) :  mvt. a g a i n s t  e s t ab l i shed  
working c lass .  Other charac te r i sa t ion :  temporary workers + 
r a d i c a l  displaced i n t e l l e c t u a l s .  

what about Czekoslowakia. 



but between whom is  the struggle over central isat ion.  
what is the spec i f i c i t y  of the  struggle. 

- no co.mection bebreen laowledge and power. - need t o  define i n  r e l a t i on  t o  production. some ' technocrats '  
i n  the party (cf  use of computors etc. par ty  p o l i t i c s  as 
production); many par ty  o f f i c i a l s  in  production. Hence wrong 
t o  equate technocrats with production and ~ o n a r p a r k i s t  par ty  
with po l i t iEa l  direct ion.   emem ember notion 02 p o l i t i c s  as product 
i%n and non privi leging of material production sphere2 SY) 

Bonarpartists. army and party. what is the i r  pos i t ion  
i n  p o l i t i c a l  systems of the Soviet type. The par ty  is central.  
(cf  aspi rants  t o  USSR succession. par ty  bosses of various kind. 
power in the par ty  has t o  be explained however.why a r e  they 
pa r tg  bosses. what do they represent. Some army and KGB. But 
then t h i s  reduces t o  pure power analysis  without analysing nature 
of r e l a t i o n s  of prodyction and t h i s  t o t a l l y  insuff ic ient .  
jlhat about Czek. Zconomists or planning ministries.  ) Do we not  
have t o  come t o  terms with tine party f i r s t  and formost i n  t h i s  new 
system of prodgction. (notion of decentra l i sa t ion  exceptional may 
be helpful  here - fo r  then we a re  dealing with forns  of cen t ra l i s -  
ation. cf  a l s o  notion of how uni ty  i g  chiev d. market/capital is t  
s ta te /cent ra l i sed  party/ct z ~ ~ t $ & &  r e l a t i o n s  between 
ru led  and r u l e r s  - e.g. gue r i l l a  s truggle,  or between iddependent 
s t a t e s ,  which y a r e n t e e s  r i g h t  of e x i t )  

4. Can we speak of a new mode of production i n  our current  categories.  
e.g. is notion of forces of production compatible with socialism. 

5. Constantly remember t o  conside& the question of socialism at the 
world l eve l  and not  as a closed system. Socialislh revolut ion 
i n  areas  of globe where $0 e weakest, where 4'$q't t ,  in ternat ional  intel lectuafi  7s r noes and where material conditior. 
of l i f e  and production most severe. Thus very d i f fe ren t   condition^ 
for the  succession t o  c ap i t a l i sn  than envisaged in an a-spat ia l  
systetn. So s t a t e  power seized f i r s t  i n  backward areas, with 
l e a s t  development of the  material  bas is  fo r  the new class.  
%at is the c ruc i a l  form of con t ro l  and Eor how long can it be 
reproduced. Pure force and c i v i l  organisation v i a  tine par ty  t o  
preserve q a i n s t  re-assert ion of cap i t a l i sn  on tiae one hand and 
reproducing these regimes on the other. there nust be a materic 
bas i s  f o r  t b i s  i n  the long term. Cannot go on reproducing mop on 
s t rength  of contro l  of army. !lho controls  ar&? and why. Leads us 
back t o  the analys is  of the economy, and its development under 
co l l ec t iv i s& See collect ivism as in necessari ly d i a l ec t i c a l  r e l t r  
with capitalism. Jus t  as we should t a l k  of many dleudalisns and 
not feudalism i n  general (save as establ ished through warfare ) sc 
and jus t  as the  feudal mop inconceivable without the aarket  , so 
we should speak only of many socialisms and socialism i n  r e l a t i o n  t 
the  narket ( l e s s  i n t e rna l  than external).  .ie can only understand 
these soc i e t i e s  in r e l t n  t o  capiklism at  tinis par t icular  epoch: 
on one hand having created conditions whereby a p ro l e t a r i a t  
and displaced peasantry p lus  r ad i ca l  in te- l igens ia  e x i s t s  ( a l l  

pa r t i cu la r ly  one and th ree  presupposi~g cap i t a l )  ; on t i e  other 
furnishing of supply of means of prod. and neans of control  fo r  the 
new r u l i n z  class.  

6 .  B a s i s  02 Trotsky's analys is  of US5R i s  d i s t inc t ion  of production 
(nat ionalisat ion) and c i rcu la t ion  (deformed workers s t a te ) .  

7. hggegfated mode of production. No essgnce. Tensions. S c @~'%ar&~ 8.$39. .- 



Co'. lect ive :: d e  of "roc'nction. 

S t a t i s m  and t h e  cc;ntrol  of c i ~ c u l - t i o x .  ....................................... 
F u r t h e r  no te s  from 8.6.79. 

1. Danger of  u s i n g  concent of mode of n roduc t ion  at a l l .  
S t r u c t u r a l i s t .  C e r t a i n  f e a t u r e s  o r  s t r u c t u r e s  which c h a r a c t e r i s e  
a mode of product ion.  R e l a t i o n s  of p roduc t ion / forces  of ?reduction. 
L i m i t s  established. T o l i t i c a l  q u e s t i o n  t h e n  is how t o  t r anscend  
t h o s e  l i m i t s .  IIoli t o  brea!c down t ! ~ e  s t r u c t u r e s .  'ut  not  t heo ry  o f  
t h i s  brea!:down because t h e o r y  is  not one of pro&uess bu t  of  e s sence  

2. Ra ther  s a y s  AA start l i k e  Karx from c l a s s .  :;hat c l a s s e s  e x i s t  
what a r e  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s  w i th  o t h e r  c l a s s e s  and what a r e  t h e  
t endenc ie s  of t h e  s t r u g g l e  between c l a s s e s .  liar% concerned not 
w i t h  a$ r e g s t i n g  a s e r i e s  of  r e l a t i o n s  o f  ~ r o c l u c t i o n  o f  a n i c r o  
n a t u r e  'f c o n t r o l  of  means of p roduc t ion  f o r  ex.) but  r a t h e r  starts 
wi th  t h e  g e n e r a l  i s s u e  of how c l a s s  r e l a t i o n s  between labour  and 
c a n i t a l  a r e  reproduced and ~ i l i a t  a r e  t1.e c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  betwee,  
them. The market ,  wages, se-arat 'on of workers from means of 
p roduc t ion ,  l abour  a r o c e s s ,  and ~ r o d u c t i o n  and c i r c u l a t i o n  of 
c a p i t a l  e t  al. are in t roduced  i n  o r d e r  t o  exnaain  how c l a s s  
r e l a t i o n s  a r e  reproduced. This  is a v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  way i n t o  t h e  
a n a l y s i s  t '>an ta l i ing a p a r t i c ~ l l a r  r e l a t i o n  (e.g. t h e  wage r e l a t i o n :  
and s e e i n g  whether t h a t  a a r t i c u l a r  r e l a t i o n  e x i s t s  i n  o t h e r  
s o c i e t i e s  which a r e  not  i . -cerl iately e v i d e n t  as c a . p i t a l i s t .  

3. :Tit11 Sov ie t  s o c i e t i e s  we could  t h e n  a s k  how i s  t h e  ~ io r l i i ng  
c l a s s  reproduced as an xoijpressed c l a s s .  I n  c a p i t a l i s m  Xarx 
argued t h a t  t h e  r ep roduc t ion  of Labour gower as a commodity 
had two f e a t u r e s :  a )  it was c u t  o f f  from its means of s u b s i s t e n c e ;  
b )  i t  r e c e i v e d  i ts  s u b s i s t e n c e  i n  r e t u r n  f o r  s u b o r d i n a t i n g  i t s e l f  
~ n d  worliing f o r  c a p i t a l .  B u t  note :  q u i t e  inadenua te  t heo ry  o f  
re?~;oduc t ion  of l abour  vower. I.:ay be  t h a t  t h e r e  are a nu:.:ber o f  
Kays i n  -hichclabour  power can be reproduced w i t h i n  a c a a i t a l i s t  
node of a roduc t ion .  I n  s o c i a l i s m  what h a ~ p e n s ?  F i r s t  wor!iers 
a r e  l i l i e ~ i i s e  c u t  o f f  from t l l e i r  neans of s u b s i s t e n c e  ( save  f o r  
peasan t s  wi th  p r i v a t e  a l o t s l .  Second t ' -ey r e c e i v e  t h e  bu lk  of 
t h e i r  s u b s i s t e n c e  i n  t F e  form a wage, and purchase u s e  v a l u e s  
on t h e  market. They r e l a t e  g @ k r h e r a  v i a  t h e  ~ a r l c e t .  i n  t l ~ i s  
s e n s e  alcin 60 can i t a l i sm.  i i z i  r a i s e d  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of  brea::ing 
t '>e  CO--nectfon between s u b s i s t e n c e  and labour.  C:.? cos!nen'ced t h a t  
it was p e r f e c t l y  p o s s i b l e  ( w i t h  s o c i a l i s m  as it should  e x i s t )  
t o  have workers p a i d  :.rages i n  t h e i r  r i o r k ~ l a c e  b u t  have d m o c r a t i c  
controih over  t h o s e  who a l l o c a t e d  t h e  wages. 

4. The ques t ion  says  AA when we c o n s i d e r  t h e  wage f o r  example 
not  s o  nuch ~ r h e t h e r  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  of a !:age denotes  t h a t  t h e  
Sov ie t  s o c i e t i e s  a r e  c a a i t a l i s t ,  bu t  !:hether t h e  wage &S a n roz re s s .  . . 
i v e  form. . ha t  is it r e l a t i o n  t o  c l a s s  s t r u z g l e ?  Could b e  p rog res s -  
i v e  (e .g .  i n  ~ f r i c a )  o r  r e y r e s s i v e  o r  both. Lenin would have 
aryued t h a t  KEI: was p r o ~ r e s s i v e  i n  a s  much as i t  was necessary  
t o  reproduce t h e  r evo lu t ion .  l t h e r s  ( . - e rhaw i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  
of 1,iao) n i s h t  s e e  t h e  wage r e l a t i o n  not  i n s t r n n e n t a l l y  as t h e  
previous  vie:< i n n l i e s ,  bu t  as c a r r y i n s  w i t h  it c a v i t a l i s t  r e l a t i o n s  
r h i c h  themselves  t T l r e a t e n t  t h e  develonr.ient of s o c i a l i s n  i n  
t h e  post  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s o c i e t y .  Sometimes wages may s e r v e  t o  
c o n s t i t u t e  a c l a s s ;  a t  o t h e r  t imes  t o  deccnnose it. 

5. C r  cons ide r  ano the r  a s p e c t  of  t h e  !:age-capital r e l a t i o n :  
s o c i a l i s i n ?  consu-1-tion. T h i s  is  a develonr.:ent i n  t71e forms 
under  which l abour  Dower is re?roduced. 1 n : ~ i v i d u a l  \gazes a r c  p a i d  
t o  i n d i v i d u a l  vor!;ers whose f a m i l i e s  a r e  reproduced i n d i v i d u a l l y .  



. . .  . i t h  t h e  development of c o l l e c t i v e  consumption t h e r e  is a 
c h g l l e n ~ e  t o  t h i s  t ie .  Educat ion is  c o ~ n u l s o r y ,  r s q a r d l e s s  of 
ones n a r e n t s  c o n t r i h n t  i o n  t o  s o c i a l  labour.  Yhat unemployed 

person cannot r i d e  t h e i r  b i k e  a long  a p u b l i c  highway ? 
i'f course  t h e r e  a r e  a t t e ~ ~ m t s  t o  d r ~ g  s o c i a l  consur. :~tion back 
i n t o  i n t o  t h e  work-subsistence bind:  c h a r s i n g  f o r  s e r v i c e s ;  
l i n k i n g  unemaloyment and o l d  age payments t o  work and t h e  wage. 
But a t  t h e  end t h e r e  n r e  s t i l l  t h e  50% of t h e  unemployed who 
r e c e i v e  sunnlementary b e n e f i t s ;  sramt t h e  e l d e r l y  too .  Lo i n  
c a p i t a l i s m  t h i s  contradict!.on f o r  c a n i t o l  is  m s e n t  ( c o n s i d e r  
groun bonuses also$, .or p r o f i t  s h a r i n s ) .  That about Sov ie t  
t y p e  s o c i e t i e s ?  The s o c i a l  wage is  a l a r g e r  ~ r o p o r t i o n  o f  
s u b s i s t e n c e  t h a n  most c n a i t a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s  (evidence?) .  
I hch  consumption is more s o c i a l i s e d  (e.q. c o l l e c t i v e  l i v i n g  i n  
some s o c i a l i s t  c o u n t r i e s ,  c o l l e c t i v e  e a t i n g ,  c r s c h e s ,  ) . But 
t h e  wage reclains a payment t o  i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  rr~ork. 
( s e e  m a t e r i a l  vs moral i n c e n t i v e s  as a n  i s s u e  about t h e  degree  
~fxblsrbx~%EtxB%~~hxnf t o  1ih.ich work has  been d i s j o i n e d  f r o n  s u b s i s t -  
ence.) ( P r i s o n  and c o n s c r i p t e d  a r n i e s  as esample o f  what c a n i t a l i  
of  t h e  f r e e  l abour  marliet i s  not :  is t h e r e  a similar c o n t r a s t  
between t h e  camp economies of t h e  USSR and t h e  Xlabour r e l a t i o n  
ou ts ide .  .) 

6. Looked at from t h e  p o i n t  o f  view of l abour ,  many similarities 
of c l a s s  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h a t  o b t a i n i n g  i n  c a p i t a l i s m  i n  terms of :  
forms of c o n t r o l ,  aims o f  c o n t r o l ,  l e g i t i m a t i o n  of a n t r o l ,  
c o n t r o l  s e e n  as neces s i t y .  O r  put  a n o t h e r  way: s i m i l a r i t i e s  i n  
t h e  way worlcers a r e  s e n a r a t e d  from means of s u b s i s t e n c e ,  s e p a r a t e d  
from means of p roduc t ion ,  and $?&&X t i e d  t o  means of p roduc t ion  
through promise of subs i s t ence .  '.le have t o  ask: ~ i ' l a t  a r e  t h e  
c o n t r a d i c t i o n s ,  t h e  t endenc ie s .  

7. Against t h i s  tendency t o  s e e  t h e  p a r a l l e l s  between l abour  
r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s  i n  c a a i t e ? i s t  and s o c i a l i s t  s o c i e t i e s  
and t o  s t r e s s  t h e  c o n t i n u i t i e s  o f  c a p i t a l i s m  and s o c i a l i s m  
(e:g. tendency t o  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  i n  i n d u s t r y ,  i n c r e a s i n g  s o c i a l i s -  
a t i o n  of l abour )  I would r a i s e  t h e  ques t ion  of af ia lys ing 
discontinuityfinterruntion. Is t h i s  a l l  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  produced: 
a new v e r s i o n  of c a n i t a l i s m ?  That it s!?ould come t o  t h i s .  
I n  answering t h i s  q u e s t i o n  iiboo says  rrte should  s t a r t  f r o n  c l a s s  
s t r u g g l e ,  from c l a s s e s  i n  motion, not  s t r u c t u r e s  at r e s t .  
But i f  we a r e  t o  ana lyse  o l a s s e s  i n  motion i n  any o t h e r  t h a n  a 
c o n j u n c t u r a l  and ad h o c  way, t h e n  we must have some i d e a  of t h e  
movement of  t h e  system as a rvhole %a which g e n e r a t e s  and is  gener- 
a t e d  by c l n s s  s t rugg le .  ::e must have an  i d e a  of s t r u c t u r e s  i n  
motion. Fo r  i n s t a n c e :  i f  Lenin s a y s  W%:' i s  p r o g r e s s i v e ,  we have 
no vay of c r i t i c i s i n g  t h i s  p r o j e c t  of  t r e a t i n g  t h e  marliet 
i n s t rumen ta l ly .  Does t h e  deve lo~men t  o f  co:nniodity r e l a t i o n s ,  
and t h e  wage r e l a t i o n  ( s e e  t h e  develonnent of  unemploy~ent  
and :.age dif  " e r e n t i a l s  i n  t h e  e a r l y  2 0 ' s ,  t h e  exnu l s ion  of women 
from t h e  waqe labour  f o r c e ,  and f a i l u r e  o t  emaloy t h e  youth) 
e a r r y  wi th  it r e a c t  nary  t endenc ie s  s h i c h  t h e  state w i l l  be 
l i m i t e d  by. ',:.ill t h  gtrnment become t h e  master?  Can t h e  s t a t e  
be  s e n a r a t e d  from r e  l! a t i o n s  of p roduc t ion  i n  p roduc t ion  and 
exchanqe, guaren tee ing  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  a q a i n s t  t h e  r e s t o r a t i o n  
of c a n i t a l i s t  r e l a t  'ons of a roduc t ion ,  7,ierely through t h e  
r en roduc t ion  of s t a t e  nower nwB not i n  hands of n r i v a t e  c g ? i t a l .  
The n o l i t i c a l  i ~ n o r t a n c e  0.6 some answer about what is  goin2 on,abo. 
how t o  c h a r a c t e r i s e  a s o c i e t y ,  is  evident^ i n  any of t h e s e  s o c i e t i , ~  
s i n c e  a l l  s i d e s  w i l l  a r w e  t h a t  t h e i r  p o l i c i e s  t r i l l  f u r t h e r  



s o c i a l i s m ,  t h a t  t h e r e  is a temnorary n e c e s s i t y  t o  have n i e c e  
o r ! ,  o r  t o  c e n t r a l i s e  c o n - r o l  of  t h e  s t a t e  i n  a p r o g r e s s i v e  
army. 

8. Llboo's q o i n t s  I s e e  no t  as a s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  
modes of p roduc t ion ,  bu t  as demanding xza such an  a n a l y s i s  f o r  t h  
answer t o  h i s  q u e s t i o n s ,  and i n  doing s o  demand a n  a n a l y s i s  of  
modes of p roduc t ion  i n  motion r a t h e r  khan at rest. IInw t o  go 
about i t ?  F i r s t  by a c r i t i q u e  o f  ways of unde r s t and in5  t h e s e  
s o c i e t i e s .  Then by an  a n a l y s i s  of how c l a s s e s  a r e  renroduced,  and 
t h i s  r e q u i r e s  bo th  a d e f i n i t i o n  of c l a s s e s ,  and an  unders tanding  
o f  t h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  through which t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s  can renroduc 
i t s e l f .  

9. Thus we a r e  drawn i n t o  t!.e d i s c ~ ~ s s i o n  of whether t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
of commodity and wage r e l a t i o n s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  j u s t i f y  a 
c h a r a c t e r i s a t i o n  of t h e  US52 a s  s t a t e  c a n i t a l i s t .  YIe must 
cons ide r  what a r e  t h e  neces sa ry  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  t h e  l a w  of  
va lue  t o  o o e r a t e  (mobile c n n i t a l ,  mobile l abour ,  connodi ty  arod- 
u c t i o n l ,  and :<hat happens !<hen t h e s e  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  not  net.  
"e must c o n s i d e r  whaCh&nects of t h e  :;age under c a n i t a l i s m  
a r e  p r e s e n t  -nd which are not  (wage as s i g n ,  as t r a n s f e r e r  o f  
r e a l  r e s o u r c e s  from c a p i t a l  t o  l abour ,  as ins t rument  of  c o n t r o l  
w i t h i n  t h e  f a c ' o r y ) .  And on the b a s i s  o f  such answers we can  
t h e n  h o p e f u l l y  unders tand t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a  s p e c i f i c a  of S o v i e t  
s o c i e t i e s ,  t h e  c r u c i a l  a r e a s  o f  c o n t r o l ,  t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  betrple 
d i f f e r e n t  l a y e r s  of l a b o u r ,  and between labour  and t h e  r u l i n g  
p o l i t i c a l  bureaucracy,  t h e  laws of motion, t h e  r e l a t i o n  of 
t h e s e  systems t o  :!estern c a p i t a l i s m .  '.:e w i l l  a l s o  have a  b a s i s  
f o r  cons ide r ing  S&& how a s o c i a l i s t  s o c i e t y  could  be otherwise .  

10. For examnle, k h  how can w e  t a c k l e  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o n t r o l  of 
t h e  par ty .  On t h e  one hand it-.appears neceesary f o r  making t h e  
r e v o l u t i o n ;  ml3xbwbkLmbabiPmix pnd f o r  d e f n e d i n ~  it. On t h e  o t h e r  
it a c t s  t o  stamp out  a l l  o p p o s i t i o n  bo th  i n  making and d e h d i n g .  
In  t h e  prev ious  minutes r a i s e d  t h e  q u e s t i o n  about bhe cond i t i on .  
necessary  f o r  t h e  r ep roduc t ion  of c e n t r a l i s e d  power through t h e  
mediult of  t h e  c o n t r o l  of armed f o r c e ,  RI& s o c i a l  in format ion ,  
and c o m a u ~ i c a t i o n s .  I n  c n a i t a l i s m  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  d e c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  
is p r i v a t e  p rope r ty ,  t h e  m o b i l i t y  of c a ? i t a l ,  and t h e  
s o l d i e r i n g  of t h e  n r o l e t a r i a t .  I n  feuda l i sm it  ::as t h e  market,  
and problems n8x'bkbxbxx a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  lori l e v e l s  of  
t h e  p roduc t ive  f o r c e s  i n  f o r c e ,  communications and informat ion,  
( c f  Domesday Doolc as except ion  t h a t  proves t h e  r u l e ) .  I n  I n c a  
empire c o n t r o l  over  t h e  d i ~ s i o n  of l a b o u r  and c i r c u l a t i o n  of 
n e c e s s i t i e s  (not  nec. bhe v roces s  o f  product ion:  bu t  what was 
produced and kbwb%bxiaxxx by when i ~ c i r c u l a t e d ) . I I e n c e  t h e  
Soviet-promorphic I n c a  n l a n n i n ~  system. I n  S o v i e t  s o c i e t i e s  
t h e  lcey f a c t s  a r e :  i )  $he d e s t r v c t i o n  of p r i v a t e  c a p i t a l  as an  
autononous b a s i s  f o r  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  c e n t r a l i s a t i o n ;  i i )  t h e  
a b x o l i t i o n  of c e c e n t r n l i s e d  d e c i s i o n  making over  t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  
o f  both  c a n i t ,  and l abour  (i .e.  t h e  i m  e d i a t e  c o n t r o l l e r s  o f  
s u r n t u s  p roduc t  d i d  no t  have t h e  freedom t o  dec ide  how t o  u s e  
i t ,  and c e r t a i n l y  not  t o  t r a n s f e r  i t  abroadl  nor  d i d  labour  
have freedom t o  a l l o c a t e  i t s e l f ;  i i i j  t h e  necessary  r e  l a c w e n t  
of t h e s e  d e c e n t r a l i s e d  d e c i s i o n s  s y n t h e s i s e d  s o c i a l l y  E -  y  t h e  
milrliet by d i r e c t  s o c i a l  s y n t h e s i s  by t h e  c e n t r a l  o r sans  of t h e  
s t a t e  c o n t r o l l e d  h:. t h e  party. i .e .  nlannin;, c f  f o r c e s  of 
n roduc t ion  i n  in format ion  and co!:lmunication i n  t h e  ecnn-r:;ic s p h e r  
some d e c e n t r a l i s a t  !on now a l l o v e d  f o r  e n t e r v r i s e s ,  but  not s o  
a s  t o  t h r e a t e n  a s  an  e x t e r n a l  n e c e s s i t y  t h e  c e n t r a l i s e d  



dete rmina t ion  of t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  of l abour  i n  t h e  U Z d X  and 
t h e  n a t u r e  of u s e  va lues  produced; n o t e ,  however, t h a t  t h e  
p r e s s u r e  f o r  d e c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  f e l t  a s  a n e c e s s i t y  because o f  
nocuer of  i t h e r  e n t e r n r i s e  managers, o r  wfPmrit workers ,  not  t o  
nroduce a L o u a t e l y  h wi th  f u l l y  c e n t r a l i s e d  system at  t h i s  p o i n t  
i v )  u n i f i e d  n o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l ,  ~ i ~ h i c h  is  c o n s t a n t l y  used t o  
du rec t  t h e  o r g a n i s a t i o n  of economy, a g a i n s t  some of t h e  t endenc ie  
mani fes t  i n  t h e  s t a t e  economic burenucracy and ksa arong 
e n t e r w i s e  managers. 

11. I s sue :  a t  t h i s  s tagebf  t h e  deve1or;'cent of  t h e  p roduc t ive  f o r c e s  
and r e l a t i o n s  of p roduc t ion ,  what is t h e  c r u c i a l  t h i n g  t o  c o n t r o l  
l abour ,  l and ,  means of o roduc t ion ,  Icnovledge, o r  t h e  
meBh~Uxb2bsx ~exluIbn!iTxx mechanism of t h e  economic nexus i t s e l f .  
L'rom t h e  h i s t o r y  of t h e  b::S2 it aqpears  t h e  l a s t  of  t he se .  
;*nny theorems of tl: ew r u l i n ~  c l a s s  a r e  h e e d  on t h e i r  c o n t r o l  
over  econoz ic  p l a n n i  % g. Is t h i s  s u f f i c i e n t ?  110~1 can t h a t  c o n t r o l  
be reproduced; how can workers b e  prevented  from s t r u g g l i n g  
a ~ a i n s t  t h i s  c o n t r o l ;  how can t e c h n o c r a t s  be prevented  from 
a s s e r t i n g  t h e i r  potier as d i r e c t  a g e n t s  of p roduc t ion  i n  terms 
of t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  economy, flyaes of use  va lues  produced, 
s t r u c t u r e  of d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  and r e l a t ; . o n s  wit : -  b a s i c  producers.  
O r  looked at  ano the r  w a  , who do t h e  new r u l e r s  r e - r e s e n t ?  
The answer must be soug X t i n  terms o f  r e l a t i o n s  of p roduc t ion  
not  j u s t  r e l a t i o n s  of power (S nce t h e  l a t t e r  q u i c k l y  l e a d s  t o  
t a u t o l o g y ,  e l i t e %  t h e o r i e s  e t c  f . !:ontrol of  t h e  d i r e c t  mechanism 
o f  s o c i a l  s y n t h e s i s  (economic nexus) i s  a c o n t r o l  over  t h e  
mechanism of c i r c u l a t i o n .  (we ca l l  it c i r c u l a t i o n ,  s i n c e  i t  is 
c i r c u l a t i o n  v i a  t h e  market which e f f e c t s  t h a t  s y n t h e s i s  i n  
c a a i t a 1 i s r . i ) ~ .  Could i t  be t h a t  i n  t h e s e  systems c i r c u l a t i o n  
can dominate production.  That r e l a t i o n s  of p roduc t ion  can be 
determined by r e l a t i o n s  of c i r c u l a t i o n !  And w i l l  t h e r e  not  be  
a t e n s i o n  between t h o s e  who h3ve oower over  i%bnhsbnBxx c i r c u l a t i o  
and t h o s e  who have power i n  p roduc t ion  ( t e c h ~ ? o c r a t s J .  I n  
t h e  ca se  of t h e  l a t t e r  we csn d e p i c t  how such  a  c l a s s  would 
reoroduce themselves  as c l a s s ,  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s ,  t h e i r  antagonism 
t o  manual l abour  and s o  on. 3u t  of  t h e  fonmer,vri.bat? 

12. F i r s t  t h e  r en roduc t ion  of t h e i r  power wit1 denend on t h e i r  
r e l a t i o n s  t o  world c a n i t a l i s n ; ( t h e i r  s y s t e a  must no t  l a g  behind) .  
There is a n  antagonism between t h e  systems f o r  c a n i t a l i s m  sets 
a l i m i t  t o  collectivism.Cnllectivism always t r y i n g  t o  reduce 
t h e  sphe re s  o f  c n n i t a l i s m  (c f  ~ f f i c a ) .  Second, t h e  r e a r o d u c t i o n  
o f  t h e i r  power w i l l  deoend on t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e i r  
d i r e c t  o r ~ a n i s a t ' o n  o f  t h e  conmeasurating nechnnisc- t h e  plan.  
Problems h e r e  a r e :  t e c h n i c b a l ,  economic, p o l i t i c a l .  T h i r d l y ,  
problem of r e l a t i o n s  t o  t h e  d i r e c t  producers. Is c u t t i n g  o f f  
t h e i r  f reedon of m o b i l i t y  enough. ',:hat of s o l d i e r i n g .  Cruc i a l  
r o l e  of  t h e  warty: bo th  as c o n t r o l l e r  and l adde r  of ~ c r f e c t i o n .  
Accu::ulaCion of nower i n  t h e  v a r t y  equ iva l en t  t o  accumulation 
of c a p i t a l .  Dependent on adherence t o  law of : , o l i t i c a l  va lue ,  
i.e. argxeernmkx p u r s u i t  of reproduc'ion of c e n t r a l i s e d  power. 
C r i s i s  ta!<es g l a c e  when t h e  c e n t r a l i s e d  Dower not only  f a i l i n g  t c  
d e l i v e r  i n t e r n a l l y ,  and by comparison wi th  c a p i t a l i s m ,  bu t  when 
it  is c l s a r l y  under  t h e  c o n t r o l  of ano the r  un?&mx% s o c i a l i s t  
system (e.g. Zuss ia ) .  Then t h e  l a d d e r  l e a d s  not t:: p e r f e c t i o n  
but  subservience.  And o t h e r  l a d d e r s  a r e  e rec ted .  Class  
i n t e r e s t s  coae t o  t h e  f o r e :  h e r e  f o r  d e c e n t r a l i s a t i o n  and 
t@h@fil-ff&&$e&&l&gj ($fie,Ifa,iss i p ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~ / e ; e  f o r  econoi::is t i c  i n c r e a s e s  



, - 
13. .:e ~ i o u l d  lodge t h e n  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  t F e  c u r r e n t  r u l i n g  c l a s s ' s  
power i n  t h e  c o n t r o l  of  c i r c u l a t i o n .  ?,'heir p o l i t i c a l  ;lower (ove r  
t h e  army, ::GB e t c j  d e r i v e d  from t h i s .  ~ y s t e m  of a u r e  f o r c e  
impossible.  : :ust have some r e l a t i o n  t o  product ion.  C e r t r i n l y  i n  
t ' - e  long term. Ques t ion :  how does c o n t r o l  of c i r c u l a t i o n  r e l a t e  
t o  power over  vorl i ing c l a s s .  -i) neri r u l i n g  c l a s s  can on ly  en fo rce  
t h e i r  power of c i r c n l a t i o n  by r educ ing  freedom of movemellt o f  
~ i o r k e r s  ; b )  t h e  c e n t r a l i s e d  c o n t r o l  over  c i r c ~ ~ l a t  i o n  a s  t h e  
b a s i s  of . r e l a t i o n  of p roduc t ion  prec ludes  t h e  develonment of  
d i r e c t l y  ~ r o d u c t i v s  c l a s s e s  fnrrom forming themselves as a c1osS:- 
Bot!? would wish t o  a s s e r t  kh~ha ominance of p roduc t ion  
over  c i r c u l a t i o n  (freedom of 8 f  c a n i t 7 1  and labour) .  
ilence undercu t  t h e  m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  of  p l anne r s  nower. IIence 
cons t an t  decorn7osition of t h e  d i s t i n c t  and conso l ida t ed  polier of 
p roducers ,  and i n c o r p o r a t i o n  of p roduc t ive  l abour  i n t o  t h e  
d i r e c t  mechanism of n o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l  - t h e  very  s k e l e t o n  o f  
t h e  new c l a s s  - t " e  pa r ty .  '?he lower r ank ing  members of t h e  
p a r t y  l i k e  t h e  s e r v a n t s  o f  t1.e a r i s b n c r a c y  o r  c a n i t a l i s t s :  
t h e y  a r e  anpa ra t ch iks ,  who do not themselves n l a y  t h e  d i r e c t  

m. economic ro&e w'%ic!- g i v e s  t h e  r u l i n s  c l a s s  t!ieir power. ~ l e  
? a r t y  is t h e r e f o r e  not  a r e l a t i o n  of n roduc t ion :  bu t  a r e l a t i o n  
o f  c i r c u l a t i o n ;  it reproduces  t h e  m .  noooly power or t h e  c e n t r a l  
a d n i n i s t r a t i o n  over  t h e  economic nexus. 

14. C l e a r l y  p o s s i b l e  - i f  t h e  above ho lds  t r u e  - t o  i n v i t e  i n  
f o r e i , ~  c a n i t a l ,  bo th  t o  p rov ide  technology  (:,;hich t h e  l o c a l  
t echnocracy  e f f e c t i v e l y  w i tho ld  th rough  s o l d i e r i n g )  and.>where 
necessary.,mnnaqement, No t h r e a t  t o  t h e  c o ~ l e c t i v i s t s  because: 
i )  p roduc t ion  can be d e c e n t r a l i s e d  as long as c i r c u l a t i o n  is 
c e n t r a l i s e d ;  b )  t h e  f o r e i g n  c m i t a l i s t s  do not themselves  
form &ar%xhgx a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n t e r n a l  p o l i t i c a l  c l a s s .  I n  f a c t  
being used t o  su-press  t h e  power i n  0 7 n o s i t i o n  of bo th   technocrat^ 
and rio~?,rers. !.'hat % o f  Yugoslavia. Bave t h e  c e n t r a l  n lanners  
l o s t  c o n t r o l  &f c i r c u l a t i o n  having fol lowed p r i n c i ~ l e  o f  
d e c e n t r a l i s e d  c o n t r o l  o f  p roduc t ion ,  and t h e  i n v i t r t i o n  t o  
foreig:?  c a p i t a l  t o  a l i m i t .  !:hat happens however: not  t h e  
r e s t o r a t i o n  of p r i v a t e  c a p i t a l ;  s o r e  autonomous nower of 
t e c h n o c r a t s  because of n l anne r s  wea!:eni.-g c o n t r o l  on c i r c u l a t i o n ?  
I n  o t h e r  xbixbShxx c i rcumstances ,  t h e  new Bon?ar.part ists  e s t a b l i s h  
c o n t r o l  of - - o l i t i c a l  power i n t e r n a l l y  be fo re  c o n s i d e r i n ~ h o w  
t o  reproduce t h i s  power v i x  c o n t r o l  on econoaic nexus. 
Iience n a t i o n a l i s a t i o n  o f  p r i v a t e  " rope r ty ,  and s u ~ e s s i o n  of 
a l t e r n s t i v e  n o l i t i c a l  f o r c e s  ( e m a n s i o n  of Taylorism of everyday 
l i f e J b u t  no t  y e t  c o n t r o l  over  c i r c i i l a t i o n .  2hy: because power i n  
n roduc t ion  d i r e c t l y  s w p r e s s e d  n o l i t i c a l l y ,  and al lowed t o  
o p e r a t e  i n  d e c e n t r a l i s e d  way wh i l e  r e i g n  of t e r r o r  ensured 
power f o r  t h e  new rukers .  

15. h Thi s  would a l l  i n t r o d u c e  a f u r t *  e r  c o a n l i c a t i o n  i n t o  
o u r  g e n e r a l  n i c t u r e .  A n t i - c a n i t a l i s t  r e v o l u t i o n  ~ i o u l d  now o f f e r  
t h r e e  a l t e r n a t i v e  oa ths :  s t a t i s n ,  c o ' l e c t i v i s m  o r  a s s o c i a t i o n i s n .  
The 3uroco"nunis t s  r e n r e s e n t  t h e  second. %'he o l d  new l e f t  
t r a d i t i o n  t h e  t l r i rd .  .ind t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  grouns as t h e y  a c t u a l l ;  
e x i s t  t h e  first. 

16. Bet t l ehe im ' s  d i s c u s s i o n  now can be seen  i n  a new l i g h t .  "ages 
and conr.;odity r e l a t i o n s  verhans should he our  ?o in t  of  e n t r y :  
but  understood ir: t e r n s  of a new re l f l t l .on  of p roduc t ion  
e s t a b l i s h e d  t l i rouql~  c o n t r o l  over  c i r c u l a t i o n .  '.'ages t h e n  a r e  
a key index  t o  t h e  way i n  whic!~ c l a s s  polier i s  being re?-o:tuced. 



Sta t i sm c e r t a i n l y  does n o t  wis!i wages t o  be  a  s i g n ,  nor  a l low 
labour  t o  be mobile because of d i f f e r e n t i a l  \.:ages. T t s  r u l i n g  
c l a s s  wishes t o  have d i i - e c t w  c o n t r o l  over t h e  a l l o c a t i o n  of 
labour.  Hence the r e l a t i v e l y  narrow riage d i f f e r e n t i a l s .  The 
l a r g e  s o c i a l  wage. Technocra t s  mi3'-:; be  i n  f avour  of i n c r e a s i n g  
l abour  m o b i l i t y  and r e s t o r i n g  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of waxes as s i g n s ;  
a l lowing  wage d i f f e r e n t i a l s  , and u s i n g  wages as an i n s t r ~ ~ m e e t  of 
c o n t r o l  i n  t h e  labour  process .  hssociat ic:nism would a t t e n n t  
t o  b reak  t h e  narrow i n d i v i d u a l  i - e l a t i o n  between r i a ~ l i  and 
s u b s i s t e n c e  v i a  t h e  wage: a s s o c i a t i n s  worlcers i n  work and' i n  
cons~rmnt ion , ,wi t l~out  a necessary  over lap.  ..ages where pa id   for.^ 

work, cou ld ,  as Ab90 sur:;ests, be  pa id  c o l l e c t i v e l y .  (cf. 
book c lub  t e n d e r i n g  p l a n s  i n  t!?is regard) .  

17. I n  U . S R  t e c h n o c r a t s  have been al lowed t o  developea ?!ages as 
in s t rumeh t s  of c o n t r o l  i n  t l - e  f a c t o r y  bu t  not  t o  u s e  rdayes as a 
s ign .  Th i s  r e f x e c t s  t h e  course  of t h e  r evo lu t ion .  d t e r  t h e  
r e v o l u t i o n  t h e r e  was a n  i n i t i a l  pe r iod  of Gonarwartism uncer  
" t a l i n :  t h i s  r ep re sen ted  a defense  of t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  aga ins t7 : the  
r e s t o r a t i o n  of q r i v a t e  c q i ~ i t a l  , and t h e  n o l i t i c a l  reddCCion of 
a l l  oaos i t i on .  In t h i s  per iod  t h e  n l a n n e r s  developed wi th  t h e  
p a r t y  as t h e  adequate  form t o  b u t t r e s s  x%xibxBsbhw c o n t r o l  obe r  
c i r c u l a t i o n .  Icruschev r e w e s e n t e d  t h e  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  of s t a t i s m  
a f t e r  t h e  i n i t i a l  Donarn ta r t  i s t i  s t age .  Cnx- i n  Che1:os lovalcir! 
h a s  t h i s  been cha l lenged  by t h e  new l a y e r  of  t echnoc ra t s .  
('z'hat o f  t h e  worlrers movements, p a r t i c ~ l l a r l y  i n  Foland. what have 
been t h e i r  demands beyond t h o s e  of wages; n o b i l i t y  o f  l abour?)  

18. One o f  t h e  p o i n t s  o f  p o s i n s  t h e  q u e s t i o n  i n  t h i s  way is  t h a t  
it may a l low u s  t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  neccasarg  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  
a s soc i a t i on i sm i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way. Cne f e a t u r e  of t h i s  :.:e seem 
t o  ag ree  i s  democrat ic  c o n t r o l :  bu t  what tie must as?; i s  t!le b a s i s  
f o r  t h i s  c o n t r o l .  I n  c a o i t a l i s n  t h e  b a s i s  is  n r i v a t e  proner ty .  
Votes were . . l i n k e d  t o  prowerty  u n t i l  %88!3x 1395 ( f o r  men). The 
P:arried .&omen's ?roger$y Act nreceded t h e  v i c t o r y  i f  vo te s  f o r  
women. Fo r  t h e  Zngl i sh  v r o l e t a r i a t  i.n g e n s r a l ,  y r o n e r t y  wscg 
came t o  be  de f ined  as u r o o e r t y  over  ones own l abour  i lo r ie r ing  t ' e  
v o t i n g  age t o  t h a t  a t  which people  s tar t  vforkJ, p r o n e r t y  over  
o t h e r  neonle  ( . -a r r iage  and v o t i n g  - cf .  s i s n i f i c a n c e  of 16 f o r  
m a r r i ~ g e ;  adulthood. t i n e  when one can own ~ r o o e r t ; r  i n  ones 
own r i g h t  ; t h e n  v o t i n a  -.f t e r  two y e a r  gbxbahr :  a-3prent ic .>shir ,  
i n  p r o p e r t y  ovninqj ;  and n r o ~ e r t g  over  ones l i v i n g  qua r t e r s .  
(movement f o r  owner occuna t ion  rhmxlarwx encouraged f roc: 191Q' S 
i .e .  a f t e r  x n g l i s h  working c l a s s  had t h e  v o t e  - h e r e  t h e  
c h r  no lczy  runs  i n  a  d i f f e r e n t  d i r e c t i o n . )  

19. . I n  f e u d a l i s n  Semocracy (? .a-na C a r t e r  e t  a l l  rs,s secured  by 
t h e  inadequacy of c e n t r a l i s e d  aolier from a t e c h n i c ~ ~ n l  no in t  of  
view ( c o u l d n ' t  c o l l e c t  t a x e s  d i r e c t l y ,  r o i s e s  l e v i e s ,  d  s c i - l i n e  
s u b o r d i n a t e s  adequa te ly )  gnd o o s s i b i l i t y  of  s tewards  s e l l i n g  
t h e  khxbsbxhxMr~Hx s u r n l u s  product  on t h e  m,rl;et, Thustwin 
cond i t i ons :  not  p rone r ty ,  bu t  101s l e v e l  of p roduc t ive  f o r c e s  and 

m lqigh l e v e l  of develonr~ent  of  d e c e n t r a l i s e d  c i r cu l a tdon .  ~ h u s  
f e u d ~ l  r e l a t i o n s  as we know t h e n  devaloaed w i t h  t h e  r i s e  of t h e  
market ( s ay  m i d  11 th  cen tu ry )  and d e c l i n e d  i n t o  abso lu t i sm 
wi th  t h e  develoament of f o r c e s  of p roduc t ion  (and destruction) 
by c a n i t a l i s m  and convers ion  S o - a o m  of s u r n l u s  product  from 
k ind  t o  money. 



20. I n  democrat ic  g u e r i l l a  movements we have c e n t r a l i s e d  c o n t r o l  
but  d a i l y  denendence on v o l u n t a r y  r ec ru i tmen t  t o  t h e  army, and 
v o l u n t a r y  dona t ion  of s u b s i s t e n c e  goods by o r o d u c t i v e ( c i v i l i a n  
labbur.  

I n  d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  der!ocr?tic s o c i a l i s t  f o r n s  we have 3 ~~ t h e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  t h e  nroblem of potrer ( t h e  a n a r c h i s t  
v i s i o n  o f  s e r i a l i s e d  c o l l e c t i v e , [ o r  perhans we siiould 
c a - l  it p o s s e s s i v e  c o l l e c t i v e  i n d i v i d u a l i s n .  ? r i v a t e  p rooe r ty  B is abo l i shed  bu t  r e c o n s t i t u t e  as c o l l e c t i v e  n r o n e r t y  w i th  
r e l a t i o n s  t o  o t h e r  c o l l e c t i v e s  v i a  f r e e  n e g o t a t i o  -S where t h e r e  
a r e  any r e l a t i o n s  a t  all .)  

i i )  t h e  e s t ab l i shmen t  o f  fo rmal  s t r u c t u r e s  of  de l ega t ed  democracy 
democrat ic  c e n t r a l i s m  f o r  exnmnle. c f  r i g b t s  of  ins t -nC r e c a l l ,  
mandation e t  al. The qroblem w i t h  t h i s  is t h e r e  is no material 
b a s i s  f o r  t h e  reprod@tion  of t h i s  system. iJhy should  a  c e n t r a l  
committee, i n  c e n t r a l i s e d  c o n t r o l  of  t h e  army and in format ion  
networl;s, a g r e e  t o  be  s u b j e c t  t o  mandation and i n s t a n t  r e c a l l ?  
I n  p r e  r e v o l u t ' o n a r y  n e r i o d s  t h e  7:ower of t h e  rank  and f i l e  is 
lodged l a r g e l y  i n  t h e  v o l u n t a r y  ad?ierence t o  t h e  group. l3is 
enfozces  a ' i s c i ~ l i n e  on t h e  1 -ade r sh in ;  bu t  a f t e r  t h e  
c a p t u r e  of s t a t e  power and t h e  n a t i o n a l i s i n g  o f  f o r c e  and 
c o n t r o l  t h i s  form of d i s c i - l i n e  farles away. 

iii) ::aoist  t r a d i t i o n  n l a c e s  an emnho&&s on c r i t i c i s m  and self- 
c r i t i c i s m ,  lodging  de:?ocrc?tic power i n  t h e  f o r c e  of s o c i a l  
opinion.  Cut a g a i n  t h e  problem is: how can t ; , i s  be reqroduced;  
no r u l i n g  c l a s s  l i k e s  t o  h e a r  what t h e  mhxbabxkxx oppressed e r  
c l a s s e s  t h i n k  of it; 811 r u l i n g  c l a s s e s  both b lock  t h e i r  earsm, 
o r  f o l d  ' p y b l i c  on in ion '  i n t o  some c o n t r o l  system of 'op in ion  
management . 
22. :.%at rhrilbxbalbibnxx i i-reducnble i n s t i t u t i o n s  could b e  deve lope  
t o  prevent  u s u r p a t i o n  of a c e n t r a l i s e d  ~ b a i b ~ b l r x  system by t h o s e  i 
power. C a p i t n l i s m - a f t e r  a l l  was founded on circulationaps? 2nd 
p r i v a t e  p r o ~ e r t y .  It could no t  a b o l i s h  i t  even et moments 
o f  a c u t e  c r i s i s  and dic t tzor lbip .  ( s e e  F a s c i s t  exner ience:  h e r e  
it Ifas l a b o u r ' s  xbxbsbkhzbxtmxx ' r l roqer ty  ' t h a t  was destonyed: 
freedom of movement e t  al. ) ~ ~ t x B s ~ ~ ~ p b 7 ( b ~ b B 1 z ~ ~ b a b x h . ~ x  
sb~ToxPlbba?bxxx I n  w i n i t i v e  CO:-nu!lis:n vie tnust imasine t h e r e  t o  
be  no SO-A last in^ s u r p l u s  product  (hun te r s  and g  t h e r e r s  
had t c  consume imaediate lyd.  r o l e  of  d a l t  i n  develo-ment of  class 
s o c i e t y ) .  'i'5e v i s i o n  of "Le k i n ~ d o r ;  of p l e n t y  a l s o  a b o l i s h e s  
t h e  pro5lem; hu t  is not  p e r t i n e n t  t o  u s  now. '.'-e a r e  d e a l i n g  
w i t h  societies (our  s o c i e t i e s )  w i th  scane  and du rab le  s u r d u s  
produc ts  which a r e  n o n o ~ o l i s a b l e  by r a l i n ~  c l a s s e s .  

23. P o s s i b i l i t i e s  

- no t a x a t i o n  o r  consc r iv t ion .  - m i n t a i n  t h e  na rke t  a s  connect ion between co1 lec t ives ;no te  
h e r e  t h e  market a s  i n s u l a t o r  a g a i n s t  cen t r3 l i sm.  

- . u n i v e r s a l  armin? of t h e  nonu la t ion  (neonle--s m i l i t i a )  : and 
o t h e r  u n i v e r s a l i s a t i o n s  ( a b o l i t i o n  o f  s b s b x s ~  s e c r e t  goverbmenl; 
i n f  ormstion ; x l x ~ g a r 3 v r ~ 8 8 x ~ g r i g 1 ~ t s  of  interco:-;c;ucication v i a  
e l e c t r h n i c  media). Bas i s  o f  t'lis l i n e  of t h i n k i n g  i s  t o  
s b s o l i s h  a l l  t h e  pr ie3eged  e lements  i n  a ~ o v e r n m e n t ' s  qu ive r  
of  vower by u n i v f r s a l i s i n g  them. .:gcin meets w i t : ]  t h e  probler:  
of a  cover  ne . t  c  t r o  l i n v  t l  i q s  erl:ic!l a r e  p r i v a t i s a b l e :  a n u c l e a r  hmL/o W nehiofft/e$c9; 



- a b o l i s h  d i v i  l a b o u r ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h a t  b e t i e e n  head 
and hand, a n  he  a n  o  produc t ion  -nd t h e  hand of &EXSAX 

d e s t r ~ i c t i o n .  
&?e86 d f  

24. T!?e problem. C e n t r a l i s a t i o n  r e q u i r e d  t o  defend t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  
y e t  a t h r e a t  t o  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  p r o j e c t  i t s e l f .  The r e v o l u t i o n  
d i e s  i n  o r d e r  t o  v b a b z ~ x l b ~ b i b s r b % B ~  p re se rve  i t s e l f .  

25. The o n l y  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  t o  main ta in  c e n t r a l i s m ,  bu t  
l o c a t e  m a t e r i a l  nowers i n  t h e  nonu la t ion  ,S a ~qrhole. .'.rns, 
o r g a n i s i n g  t h o q h t ,  r i g h t s  o f  what is nroduced, in format ion ,  
c o n t r o l  of human reproduc t ion .  Is t h i s  t h e  a n s w r .  A combined 
union o f  women p lanning  t h e  r ep roduc t ion  of t h e  s o c i e t y .  
No c e n t r a l i s e d  s t a t e  a n p a r l t u s  could reoroduce t h e  whole s o c i e t y  
from w i t h i n  its rahlrs. The aqpa ra tus  could  main ta in  
c e n t r a l i s e d  power over  arms a g a i n s t  n r i v a t e  c a n i t a l .  It could  
of course  u s e  i t  a g a i n s t  t h e  women's union: but t h e  b a t t l e  cou ld  
be  cont inued  i n  myriad ways. The f i g h t  ~ ~ o u l d  s h i f t  from p r o d u c t i o ~  
t o  renroduct ion.  This  is a f t e r  a l l  one a r e a  of everyday l i f e  
which S o v i e t  t y l e  s o c i e t i e s  have found if very  d i f f i c u l t  t o  
contro&.  C f  t h e  d e c l i n i n ~  b i r t h  r a t e  as a form of s o l d i e r i n g x  
a g a i n s t  t h e  regime. fB Planned produc t ion  of c h i l d r e n  i n  China,  
bu t  t h e r e  a g a i n  nroblem has  been t o o  many not t o o  few. 
Family n lanning  has  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  been c o n t r o l  over  t h e  working 
c l a s s  by t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s .  Now w e  e n t e r  t h e  e r a  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  
r en roduc t ion  when t h e  c o n t r o l  w i l l  be  lodged i n  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  
women s t i ' l  l a r ~ e l y  a g a i n s t  t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  men. 
B B ~ ~ 5 x $ x B s b ~ b ~ ~ ; t b ~ b ~ b k b a ~  RdlSb~Ei~qgx r. b i r t h  s tr ilre. 
I n  c a p i t a l i s m  t h i s  would b e  l e s s  e.':fective because of t h e  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  m o b i l i t y  ofxlabour:  bu t  n o t  i n  sfatism because 
o f  r e l a t i v e l y  absense of i r n i c r a n t  labour.  The i s s u e  
becomes no t  on ly  t h e  c o n t r o l  of  each i n d i v i d u a l  wommn over  
h e r  orin body, bu t  t h e  c o n t r o l  of  women over  t h e i r  c o l l e c t i v e  
hody.(cf n;IPF i n  t h i s  l i g h t ,  i s s u e  h e r e  is s e x  r a t h e r  t han  b i r t h ,  
and q u e s t i o n  of c o n t r o l  of  t h e s e  n o l i c i e s  s t i l l  no t  r a i s e d :  
male c e n t r a l  committee r a t h e r  than  women as a c o b l e c t i v e ) .  

26. I have afidressed t h e  q u e s t i o n  of c o n t r o l  i n  a s soc i a t i on i sm 
because i n  t h e  e  t h i s  i s  c r u c i a l .  Cur o t h e r  v i s i o n s  and vers ion :  
t i l~ i ch  we U on %#E agendn i n x b x b b x b s b ~ b r b m m r  i n  o r d e r  t o  have 
a  b a s i s  f o r  convar i son  nfbab~bWb8:1sb~Bzk&x f o r  . cv ie t  t y n e  
s o c i e t i e s  i n  t h e  end w i l l  deoend f o r  t h e i r  xbfbtbfy s u s t a i n a b l e  
r e a l i t y  on t h e  r :enocrat isa t ion of con t ro l .  L'ith a b o l i t i o n  of 
n r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  and t h e  market ,  t h i s  beco~:es t h &  g ~ e a t e s t  i s s u e  
f o r  a s s o c i a t i o n i s t s .  The conscious  0re;anisat ion of l abour  by 
t h e  producers  can on ly  be done on de l ega t ed  powers: and t h i s  
g i v e s  a  n o t e n t i a l  power t o  t h e  d e l e s n t e s  t o  c o n t r o l  c i r c u l - + t i o n  
i n  s o c i e t y .  i!o formal  method of democracy is  ~ u n r e n t e e  enough 
t o  prevent  t h e  u s u r p a t i o n  of de l ega t ed  nowers. T>e gvs ren tee  
must be  lodged i n  t h e  v e r y  s t u f f  o f  s o c i e t y ,  i n  i t s  b a s i s  of 
n roduc t ion  and r ep roduc t ion ,  i n  i ts  s i n e  qun nons. 

RI.. 10.9.79. 



Oo:l.ective I o d e  (cont) .  

b r i e f  no t e s  fro:? 15.6.79 
" ~oi : l r ;ensumtion nncl S-rnthesis .  
1. I s s u e  once more of i ~ n i t y ,  synthesis in^, CO-.:? ensura t ion .  
;io!v is t h i s  clone. ?irst t h e r e  is  a q u a n t i t & t i v e  v:-y, :-ec'ucinz 
q u a l i t i e s  t o  q a s n t i t i e s :  -.. e i t h e r  th r?ugh  xoney, o r  t h e  vote ,  o r  
s i z 3 l e  l z3our  time. An each cnse  t::e ?eoTle r e p - i n  ind.i-.ri:!c?~lisecI, 
and e i t l ? e r  es?i?ess p re fe rences  ns i n $ i v i d u ~ l s ,  Oi. Ere rccoua ted  
as i n d i v i d u a l s  ( lnbour  -- t ime  pla;:..ing~. :ontrns", t h i s  t o  tile 
Yanln forris of ~ c i t y .  .acre t h e r e  ?re d i s c ~ ~ s s i o n s  of a l t e r n n t i v e  
outcomes ( e . 5 .  s t r a t 2 ~ ; y  f o r  lnnd reform,  course  o f  t > e  wzr e t c ) .  
'Zfl?se outcones  a r e  not s e e n  n s  i n d i v i d u a l  ex~:*css ions  of i r e f e r e n c -  
but  i n d i v i d u a l  exp res s ions  o f  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  t h e  c o l i e c t i v e .  
C e r t a i n l y  a.-.lyenrs t o  !X tl7e c z s e  i n  Z r i t r e a .  ?eo?le speak  f r o n  
t h e  i o i n t  o f  view of tl:e z e n e r n l  will r t ' i e r  - t k n n  t7?e  v r i l - .  of  311. 
(I3n;ine buyin5 f r o n  t l ~ i s  yoii?t of v:'~elr: L ? I U ~  not 1'11"t I vr-nt 
t o  consume b n t x  .r;!hrt i tkin:: v;ould be b e s t  f o r  t:le o v e r ? l l  
s o c i e t y :  boyco t t i ng  ;..l::-ican %r-.:it is 3n e::imnle of t h i s :  3 
f o r n  of 7 r o t e s t  t'iri:rt.;:~ t h e  n7r:;et; o r  ? o s i t i v e l y ,  t:?e ' 3 : l ~ r t i s t  
an?roved shoys. Tnte res tbng  chnnne l l  t o  ~ e c l o i a ,  and s i v i n g  
a nevi t5zist t o  t h e  consuner move:-ent. I n  n s  cuc'? as :ye rll ' v o t e  
w i t h  moneyt i n  t h e  h i ~ h  s t r e e t ,  l e t  us  t o t e  ? o l i t i c n l l y , i n  
p u r c h s s i n ~  l;r?..??rs of subs i s t ence .  The > o l i t i c e . . l  consuner,. 
Secondly,  d i s c u s s i o n  .may con t inue  u n t i l  2Z1 ai-e ar.1,- ed: O r  9 

t h e r e  nay be a v o t e  bu t  7 v o t e  m;,:oag o n l y  t h o s e  vho have been 
discuss in^ and vrho a r e  s e t t i n g  U? t11s i s s u e  t o  v o t e  U-on. 
( c o n t r a s t  t o  referendum). g reenent  on t:?e i s s u e  t o  be  vo ted  on. 

2 .  :l-clrly t h e  l ? t t e r  method whic'? i s  e s t2b l i s l ; i n s  n co':.ective 
y o s i t i o n  q u a l f t e - t i v e l y  r - . t hn r  -. t h ? n  q u n n t i t ? t i v e l y  f a c e s  
l i n i t s  of s i z e  n.nd tic:e. .-o:.r c?n n 5i2rabbjr o f  sucll q u a l i t a t i v e  
f o r a  develo?; cf .  t h e  ? r a c t i s e  i n  ~ u o r i l l a  movenents r z t 5 e r  t h a n  
present in^ n b s t r a c t  q.nst?ers. I n  t!lo 111ost s u c c e r s f u l ,  same 
erinhasis a t  e?c7: m'3eting , even i:?ien cor!?osecl o f  de lez? tes .  
-. 
!.o;.i could ::'e c o n t r a s t  t '7eso n roces ses  -S x3 corflete synt!icsisin,- 
r ~ t h e r  t h s n  a b s t r a c t .  .iboo sui;.;ests t h 1 t  .?ny c::-'ressio? of 
~xszzmx col? .ec t ive  ' y r e fe rence '  i s  n > s t r a c t ,  but  it soei?s t o  ue  
t h r t  t h e  vrocess  is concre te .  Some qunn t i ' c t a t i ve  u n i t s  f;.n.y be 
re.ferrec1 t o :  ~m:ibors o f  people ,  ln5our  ticie. 2ut  t h e s z  :re 
not  t h e  r.leens by vi!~ich s y n t h e s i s i n e  t-l:es p1 ce. Ziven c c e r t a i n  
nu;-;b.,r of yeo?le i n  t h e  g i l i t l r y   lit, t h e y  c?n !,e de?loycd i n  
a v a r i e t y  of vxys.These q n n n t i t n t i v c  n o c s i b i l i t i c s  a r e  ?xi-t o f  
t h e  o b j e c t  of  d e c i s i o n  r?t::er t l l3n t 3 e  Tiocess  of  co1ledtiLve 
dec f s ion  i t s e l f .  Tovinrds a conc re t e  ~ o l i t i c s ,  a r j u ~ l i t i a t i v e  
p r a c t i s e .  

3. ;:ot;e t h a t  c e n t r a l  nT.n~.~?iil- vf&?f%our t i n e s  )::ere17 invo lves  
t ; ie  n u a n t i t i v e  or-,--nisat'.on o f  p ro -?~?c t ion :  i t  is not i n k e r a n t l p  
?e: .~ocratic.  It nay be inhercntl:? underrocrntic. ( t h e  no t ion  o r  
K a t i e ,  and t 5 e n  t h e  cor!nosi"Lo;l of  cori?le:: Inbour 
fro:: t!le si:::?le u n i t s  is n. ~ b n b a b s s  t'evice a s s o c i ~ t e c l  :-it3 

-1 neo-..ic-rclicnism ). T t  is  z vx-i .-nt  of  c o n t r o l  f r o  : above, 
i:3icI1 (v!h?tever t h e  i n e q u - l i t i e s  02  t h e  ~- . r l :e t  o r  l i b e r 3 1  
v o t f n ~ ;  s : . ~ s t e c s ) i s  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  li:13i-c71 c??i?alism, a s  R ~ O C B S S  
o f  C O  1-lensurntf on. 



- decentralised e c r n  .:;i.zs nn? c e n $ r a l i s e d  n o l i t i c s .  71scisn. 
ful - ther  ( : is t i ; lct ion nec here .  a, t h e  ex t en t  t o  vrhich - - 
a- m C O ~ I . S C ~ O I I S  CO Lec-tive ~ l e c i s i o n  is arr ivecl  a t ;  
!I, t h e  tray i n  whic!: t'lis ciecision i s  mrde. Usin,- dbfbcbabZC 
c e n t r a l i s n - t i o n  i n  f i r - S +  s ense ,  t? ien 7oncisc: .;.Tfected a 
centrnlise;?,  a o l i t i c s  ~ f i t h  t h e  econon;y still;?: l o c a t n d  i n  
hhnds of rruc' p r i - m t e  c a q i t - 1  CO !:nnsui--toil t'-~-ou:!? 
i n t n r n r l  ;.:orliet. 

- d e c e n t r . ~ l i s e d  zconoxy 8nr1 ( I s c e n t r a l i s e d  ~ o l i t i c s .  La- i .bn l i sc ; .  
:t 2-?pears t i ln t  c a ? i t ? l i s : ; ~  h l s  n  centr?l i?ecI n o l i t i c s  i n  t h e  
z t n t e .  Gut c o a i t o l  is i n t e r n n t i o n n l  end ns long 3s t 3 e r e  is 
i n t c m ~ t i o n n l  n o ' s i l i t y  o f  c n a i t z l ,  t h e  n 2 t i . o ~  s t a t e s  a r e  s o  
msny Sccen t r -7 l i s e~ l  orzgns  o f  n u t b o r i t y ,  ?r5ere co :~ ,~ i ,~ensu rn t ion  
be tveen  t h e n  is es t a !~&ished  at t h e  ? o l i t i c , ? l  l n v c l  57 
d i  -1omncy n:ld !.;are 
. n o t h e r  v e r s i o n  is  t h n  a n a r c h i s t  ~ r i n c i ~ l e .  ' I ecen t i -? l i sa t ion  
i n  econony and y o l i t i c s  kkxq:: unr'er conscious  c o n t r o l ,  
and 2 b o l i s h i n g  aEi tb%b~s:~n~xb~rtL-c~cc tile ~roblei ' !  of syn thes i s .  

5. I n  e.3cv?% c a s e  ve  3 r v e  d i f f e r e n t  v e r s i o n s  of c e n t r n l i s a t i o n  
7 m 

and decent r - - r l i sa t  :.on. ..bus i r o t s l ~ ~ i s t s  a c c e ~ t  a Cou51e 
c e n t r n l i s n t  i o n  (13enninyf ulL !)ecnuscof izci: o f  2-71ilit y o f  emit a1 
i n  S o v i e t  t y p e  s o c i e t i e s )  but  i n s i s t  t h - t  t i le  ~ o l i t i c ~ l  
c e n t r z 2 i s a t i ~ o n  be democr?':6c. ?"?c % i n ~ b x a r r b s : ~ ~ b o h ~ k : S ~  
~ m x ~ & ~ b 3 h s l b ~ b n b ~ ~ b n b x ~ : b ~ E n b x : s . ~  C t  n l i n i s  : i c  

7 ~ f f e ~ e v a l y l r r c :  undenoc ra t i c  c e n t r n l i s n t i o n  i n  bot:i. -astei-n a s r o y e  
enn r e f o r n e r s  v i s h  t o  have a n?ore r l ccen t r a l i s ed  ew,noi.iy, bu t  
w i t h  ~ ~ n i l e n ~ o c r n t i c  decentrf l l i secl  u n i h .  yu;osl - v i z  t r i s !~  t o  have 
l e c e n t r a l i s ? t i o ? l  bu t  r.15.t'. R = r c ~ , t e r  moasure o f  lot-l f i e t : l ~ ~ t - n ~ . ~ X  
i n  t!2e fqc to ry .  111 both cpse  *I-c ?:-rlcet i s  s iver .  8 : rea te r  
p l a c e  i n  t h e  process o f  ecni-to::ic s y n t t ~ o s i s .  '?:le s o c i - l  d.jr.:ocrnt.- 
9 - r n 3 . i ~ -  is c e n t r a l i s e d  7-o.litics o f  a for r :n l ly  de::.ocratic !:inC 
(23s t r r . c t ,  ryuautfbtive sy~:t : lesis)  3nr: n cor.i?lotel;.r d e c e n t r a l i s e d  
ynd u I ? ~ R K o c ~ - ~ ~ c  syste21 of econoaic  u n i t s  r.ri.1;:~ 1.rhrl; 'c::e:r would 
c711 n &ygcr?tic form of synt:lesis.  ( n o t e  here:  :.E rl9stin;xish 
t h e  ~db&i~ss'~~.ni+s cnil t h e i r  f o r - :  of  syn thes fs j l  aqc? t h e  !:'v 
i n  rr5ich :ynkhesis  is  est3b:isheil 'Jetveen t h e 2  i 2- 1 ie~*?rc':i*:s 
o r  s y n t l ~ e s i s .  c a p i t - l i s ~ . i ,  r e - t  a r e x i  o r  ... c ; i r e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ? f $ s ~ t i o n  
o f  lnliour syn'i&sised '1;. t h e  mar?:et. 12 socie l i : ? e rn l  vcrs ioi?s  
(Vqne!;) p e z t  der-ocrnt ic  - c?ircc.k s o c i n l i s n t i o n  of lobour  syn t ' i es i s?  
by t h e  risrliet. i n  socin.1 i e n o c r ? t i c  ve r s io :~s  t h e  i n ? i r e c t  
s j ' n t :~ - s i s  o r  tile 1.:2r'.;st, snr2 tT:n po.ie of  p o ? e r t j r ,  c o ~ ~ t r ? l : . e d  
by t h e  d e n o c r q t i c  a o l i t i c a l  

P " o. . .e !:se: on r e t c r n i n s  t o  t:;is q u z s t i o r  of  u n l t g  an< boy 
i t  i s  e.?fectecl. Seen ? l - i 3 . y ~  fro!.? t' e  no2:.t of vie!.; of lztrour. 

(?he cize o l d  s u b j e c t  of  l i b e r - l  ~ o l i t i c z l  sb8on~b:i  t:xory.iii  
a b n ' ~ c b : : h ~ ' o x b ~ I ~ ~ h i : b ~ : ~ .  ' ' 

-r x s o c i a l  c o n t r a c t ) .  AS t h e r o  I <nn:er 
o f  an inciivir: . .-list  ontclogy.  C:oul,: :.:e not  s tmt  f;-or: t:?e c l c s s .  
Th i s  has  been t? le  t r a d i t i o n  i n  : - ~ r x i s t  t:~ou:;ht. :7ny  o f  our  
remnr:;s a r e  ques t ion ing  t l ~ i s  a s  aCepS17te. -?'L.. 1.1 ?:'-ore 60 !.re r;tn;-t. 

7. I o t e  on money. I n  n s  z!rr.ch -S :.:one;' is  t h e  n ~ t e r i r l  o b j e c t  
~ I ~ ~ o u - T ? I  .:'hic1; 10'3011~ i s  r~:n?e co : : . ens ;~->le ,  $':c co,ptr:l of 
t h i s  b 3 j c c t  i s  c e n t r ? l  f o r  a  r u l i n ;  nss. . m  ;;z :.:ollz~?:.ists 



i n  t h e  "e s t  ho ld  t l l z t  c o n t r o l  o f  rloney is t h e  o!:ly instr--;.lent 
?:kich t h e  s t a t e  r e q u i r e s  f o r  e c o n o i ~ i c  ?olic:?, s i x c e  ::lone? e n t e r s  
i n t o  311 r i v u l e t s  of ~cc:;ol-~ic l i f e .  ZbrnB1:!~sbxBsk1~bkxx~i T h c ~ ~  t ' ~ e r e  
is t h e  :i,:r~;:~?..n h i s t o r i c n l  schro-.  trnc:itio.?, b=.-t exei?.nlifierl i n  
- 7  - -  .nn;l?'s t a t e  +.!?eory of noney. . e r e  t ' -e  $~-y!r.ien+, i s  t h n t  nouey 
i s  - p r o r l ~ c t  o f  t ' :~e s t a t e  and t l iz  .rour.rl?tio~i of 2 s t n t e l s  
econo;;ic ?o~:?er.&bxbxbfr8s5nb9b11Bskxbn ':e;ccts : ~r::i:?'- no t ion  of 
noney as t'ie univers.?l  cocr;loc?ity: a s t a t e  t??:en. s e e  *ore -.. r e c e n e t ~  2 u d i  -loch. i:ilferr!in: 21so s e e s  m n e y  e t  c c r t ~ : i n  s t : : ~ ~  
a s  bein% under t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e  s t n t e  r2t:ler t h 7 n  contro.'.l.inz. - i:ey i s s u e  h e r e  is internat- :or ,a l  noney. i n  a s  &.ci~ ?S ~ o l i t i c n l  
po?;.er i n  c -n i t a l i s r :  i$ d e c e n t r r l i s s c l  ( i n  nat'.on s t a t e s )  t!:en 
tl1.e i n t e r n r r t i o n o l  lnv: of v - l u e  d i s c i 7 l i n e s  n a t i o n a l  s t n t e s .  
: 'nly m y  i n  r:r'.ic:1 d i s c i q l i n e  c3n he  ; -es is ted is by t 3 e  
most s t r i n y e s t  f i n n n c i n l  @nb%nUixQ~bxpibn.$-ix nut *rchy ( i n c l u c ' i n ~  
r i z i d  e>:c"-npe c o n t r o l s ,  nonoqoly of f o r e i ~ n  t r n d e  e t c ) .  Thns 
we s ? ~ o l ~ l d  c o n s i d e r  ;:xi econonic y o l i c y  hnsed on ' ) i l ? t e r n l  d e a l s  
v : i t ! ~  a r e s s  th.:t t h e y  atSer:?ted "o b r i n s  vit : l in t h e i r  o r l ~ i t  o f  
- 0 l i t i c o 1  pover. ':e c -n  t h e n  consir ler  t '?2 1-:0re zener.nl l u e s t i o n :  
under ::'-3t c o n d i t i o n s  does c o n t r o l  of  rzoney ( z s  one ;:.sy?ect of 
t h e  c o n t r o l  of c i r c u l a t i o n )  hsco:.la s u f f i c i e n t  t o  e s t - b l i s l ?  
e 1 a . s ~  r u l e ,  o r  does it i n  i t s e l f  IPE irnnly 2 mnrlret xch-n.;e 
::??ic?~ m-lces a cen t r a l i s ed /nonopo l i s ed  c i r c n l a t i o n  impossible.  
:;uery: how long onn a monopoly of ~5xb~Babkbnx market 
forms of c i r c u l - t i o n  a l low e : - f ec t ive  c o n t r o l  i n  an underdeveloped 
c n p i t a l i s t  economy: c f  t h i r d  VJOI?~C! yovernfients and r e l 2 t i o n s  
t o  ~ e t t g  cocmodity ~ r o c l u c e r s .  C l e n r l y  :-e must ~ r n x ~ ~  al?!ays 
s p e c i f y  t 'le r e l a t i o n  of n p n r t i c u l n r  form of c i r c u l . r t i o n  t o  
F - r t i c u l n r  f o r n s  of pror?uction:  t h e  t ~ o  a r e  by no m n n s  
n e c e s s a r i l y  corresyondent  . 

-. 
8. . .o te  on c i rcn ia t~ .on /pror luc t ion .  '?hnt is t h e  f r o n t i e r  bet3/:een 
then.  Ze".~ember : ' a r x l s  remarks: a l l  c i r c r i l ? t i o n  is procluc".on, 
~ n d  a l l  nrorluction c i r c u l a t i o ? .  ( c f  vo?-u:::e L1 f o r  i n s t a i ~ c e ) .  . . 

I l n t  is t h e  f r o n t i e r ?  .!.boo s u g , > e s t s  reyroCuction.  C i r c u l a t i o n  
is t h e  moment o f  r e a l i s a t i o n :  and i n  c o n i t o l i s t  s o c i e t y  t 3 e r e  
is no r e o l i s v t i o n  o t h e r  tb2.n gooc:s s o l d  t o  v!or::ers. Th i s  is 
t??e r e i n  s y h e r e  where connoclity r e l a t i o n s  nnc? fh: r c l - t l v e l y  
f r e e  e::cI~nn,re s t i l l  r u l e  i n  Eoviot  t p e  s o c i ~ t i e s ,  ::ov? does ' t !? is  
n f f e c t  our  a r ~ u n e n t  a b o ~ t  s t n t i s ~ . : .  ::an one f i n d  n t ' l e c r e t i c - l  
~ n a l y s i s  ( d i s t i d c t i o n  f o r  exm7lle of  s t a t i s r ; ;  a r d  co;.:.ectivism) 
on t h e  d i s t i n c t  i o n  betvreer: p roduc t ion  nnci c i r c ~ . l a t i o n .  

':ex should !?ere re -cons ider  t l ie  ecr l j r  n o t e  on ::ages i n  Loviet  
ty?e  s o c i e t i e s ,  ond t ' - e  ques t io r .  of  irnf;es as form. 

9. This  q u e s t i o l  undera ins  o u r  d i s c u s s i o n  on r e l ? t i o n  of burzau- 
c r a c y  a?d technocracy.  To v:!lat e x t e n t  ~102s t'.e :~ure .?ucrnc:~ 
C?e?cnd on t:;e tecl-nocrncy 7 s  t:lc c r n t r o l l e r s  o r  ~ r o C u c t i o n :  
t o  vhnt e x t e n t  i s  t!.ere Y congruence o i  i n t e r e s t s  :!hicl? :I-l:es 
them e ' f e c t i v e l y  f r l c t i o n s  of t : ~ e  rulin:; c l - s s .  2ould one 
e x i s t  v~it!?out t h e  other .  3 i ~ i l a r  nerhnps t o  t h e  r o l - t i c n s  
bet'..een it?~:11stri71 .and f i n l n c e  c l ? i t - l  ( s z e  in tcr-m-etgt ions  of 
Fr?nc!l h i s t o r y  - oncl I T  ? v e r s i o n s  of ;n-lisl? h i s t o r y  - i n  ter3:.:s 
of  mnSxQA'Pcb%bn:~:::: y e l o t  i o n s  )Iet,:een i3  ' ~ ? ~ t r i ? l  rip2 fi2:-cce 
c ~ 7 i t a l . l  ?t? a c l ~ s r   sin^ i ts  ?ol:?r 01: c o u t r o l  o.? c i r c u l - t i o n  
e v c r  c o n s t ? t u t s  i t s e l f  -S a c?.ist!.nct c l a s s  i f  !?ec. y s t  t h o s e  
730 !17ve e c n n o : i c  nower i r  -:-o::~~cti.n. in one sense  c - ? i t 7 1  
coulc! he s p i 2  t o  hove g~yeg5f b:;b~b&~bBfonbr:brS;?:x~~:i:%1 no C i r e c t  



power i n  ~ r o d u c t i o n .  '?hey have e s t ? b & i s h e d  n nono9oly (over  
means of prorlnction - through t h e i r  propert;. c l - i r i s :  and 
t h e y  t h e n  o r s s n i s e  t h e  mnjori t jr  o f  t!?e n o ~ u l a L i o n  t o  :.IoT~: f o r  
t h e ~ i  - t h e  l .>+.ter  having t h e  r o l l  7ower i n  ~ror7uc t ion .  The 
key mechanism f o r  r e p r o c l ~ ~ c i n g  c a ? i t a l i s t  rDr:er i s  t h e  market 
.and t h e  c i r c u l a t i o n  of c r p i t n l ,  n l u s  t h e  anna ra tus  of d i c t n t o r s h i .  
wit' i n  t h e  f a c t o r y  and i n  t h e  s t a t e  a s  a  vgole. ( t h e  1n":ter 
1:owever is  conmon t o  mzny c l a s s  s o c i e t i e s  and c-nnoi; be token 2s 
a d i f f e r e n t i a  s p e c i f i c a  v~hen it i s  ?na lysed  s o l e l y  ns ' f o r c e '  ). 

5 a c t  of t h e  bui-enucracy i n  Sov ie t  sty?. s o c i e t i e s .  They s r c  
f n r  from i n d i f f e r e n t  t o  ~ r l l a t  ha-*pens i i  1 -\rocluction.  hey a r e  
concerned rsi th repror:ncinz h ie ra . - . -ch ichc~l  relc.ti .ons i n  p roduc t ion ,  
and t o  i n c r s ~ s i n z  ~ r o d n c t i v i t y .  They a r e  concerned i n  short w i t h  
L  he n:-o,?ctive e f f i c i e n c y  o f  t';e sys t en .  ,nd tTlis i s  one 
i . . ? t e r p r e t ? t i o n  o f  t':e r o f o r ~ i  yeesnres  i n  a s t e r n  3nro;e s i n c e  
1955. 'Iius ::ruschev h&&xizx introc:ucedrefoi-r,:s i:? *h=: educa t ion  
vr'lich ?:oul?ss'rengthen t h e  t ech roc r7cy  ( c f  technicL1.11 educa t ion  
in par t i cu l~ r ) .3 scen t r : l l i s a t ion  of econoi:!ic n d n i n i s t r ? t i o n  t o  
rey ions .  :.'he same i g  Ilungary. 19.55 s e e n  ns comgronise betveen 
b r e a u c r a t s  and t echnoc ra t s .  The t e c 3 n o c r o t s  (3nd t e c h c o c r n t i c  
i n t e l l i g e n s i ~ . )  g iven  T r e a t e r  f reedon i n  oconolxic r ~ r n - g e n e n t  
and i n t e l l e c t u a l  d i s c u s s i o n ,  ?11.it b w e ~ u c - a t s  i n s i s t e d  on  
e x c l u s i v e  c o n t r o l  over  i n t e r n n t i o n n l  e c o n o ~ ? i c  noit:: and p o l i t i c a l  
pol icy.  (memor~ndun: !ie must loo? i n t o  t h e  c o n t r o v ? r s i e s  
about t h e  nean inz  o f  1956, 195C, 1955, 1971 e t c  mj. I.ow 
wkk- one view (t'7e l i ! ~ e r z l  v i e r  i n  t h e  :Test) s e o s  t i l e  r e f o r n s  
AS a n  a t t e  ?t t o  ma':e a technicl ln ' r ly  i n e f f i c i e n t  .syster;i more 
*;ror!;?ble: e~nphas i s  on no. of  i t e n s  t l i - t  cm he hnncllecl by one 
c o m ~ u t o r  f o r  c e n t r a l i s e d  ? l , -nn in~ ; ,  ?roi)ler.is -bout $~bab%ba5 i sax  
r e a c t i o n s  of d e c e n t r a l i s e d  econocic  nonsgers  i n  'rendin:' 
i n s t r u c t i o n s  fmr:. t h e  c e n t r e  - i n  s h o f t ,  t r ea tmen t  o f  t h e  
prob lens  of Coviet  t y q e  s o c i e t i e s  a s  o branch of Cpera t ions  
' esearch/Systems t?leory. t?n t h e  o t h e r ,  s e e  t h e s e  t e c h q i c h a l  
i s s u e s  r e l l 9 c t i q g  c l a s s  s t r u ~ g l e :  t h e  t 2 c h n o c r r t s  organisin:  
n- t h e y  do - s o l d i e r i n g ,  maklns c r - s s  d e c i s i o n s  - bec -use  
t h e y  s e e  t h e m s e l v ~ s  as nv?~.essed by ' t h e  s y s t e ~ i '  ( t l~c?  l a t t e r  is 
t h e  f e t i s h i s . . -  p e c u l i a r  t o  st ~ t i s n ; .  -.ofo~.r!s vh ick  i ~ c i - e a s e  
d e c e n t r n l i c o t i n n  t h e n  r e c o z n i s e  t h e  Foyer i n  ?roEuction of 
A ~echnocr .? . t s  2nd workers. 

"heq key p n r t  of  t i l e  nrgunent &?mf i s  t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  a 
r e s t r u c t u r i n ~  of t h e  econozy ?vt~icii eoulc? u11i'orr.ine t h e  c ; - t e r i a l  
b a s i s  f o r  t h e  reprocluction o f  s t a t i s r i  n s  a i;:ode of g r o d ~ c t i o n .  
A c l a s h  bere. '?ccllnocr-ts f o r  o srrstei' of b ~ % c u l ~ t ' i o n  .:!lick - zl lows t1mn t o  r w l i s e  t h e i r  noyer i n  nro::uctlon. J u r e r m c r ? t s  not .  . - 
..o!il t:?e:-e s r e  !:'37s i n  v:'?ich n bc t r ?~uc r - c7  ?iouli: rir: t o  nccoco,:ate 
o r  ncnage t e c h c o c r - t s  wi thout  g i v i n z  .:ny or: t'>e !:ey s t r u c t u r e s .  

-. Thus: o f f e r s  of  ndv-nce ihx'bkbxs i n t o  t? :e  bui-enucrncy. . r i v i l e z e s  
on ?:ages. ' t r e s s  on v o l i t i c n l  n e c e s s i t y  o r  ' x r e -nc r?cy  -;?ir.st 
t h e  rq~or?rin,- c l s s  and ?::ai..st c n v i t - l .  ':!IS ex t en t  to :~!lihb 
t h e s e  ?rove s ~ ~ C E i c i e n t  w i l l  ,:e?end on t h e  c1evelo~:ient of t h e  
technocr7cy i t s e l f  ( f o r c e s  of n roduc t ion) ,  t h e  i n t  c?r :~nt ional  
imel ,? t ions  v r i 5  ottker 50v ie t .~ t : -ne  s o c i e t i e s ,  t h e  ?grLicul . r r  
con.:~~?cture. 

Zone ~~110 or,-u$CI f o r  t'ye i f e n t i t y  of  t i le  t:ro ih~bz3ab2n:: cs 
c-r7?onents of n r n l i n x  c l - s s  sny  +,;~?t t b c  t?cb.-ocr-c:i is 

- depen:lent on t b c  5 u r . ~ ? u c r - c y  f o r  c l q s s  nover over lobour. ..--c 
t : ? ~ + . i s t r u  r e q 7 i r e  - s f n ? $  " :& ~ ? $ & n $ ~ ~ ? 8 8 ~ $ s h & t s ~ ! ~ e ~ n , , ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ $ & ~ ~ r e y $ ~ ~  



c'. 

m-ke t h a t  s t a t e  conf6r:a t o  t h e i r  yenern1 c l a s s  i n t e r e s t .  %='he 
sane  resgonse goes t o  t h o s e  ~ ~ h o  S.?:; t h c  s ta te(bur?nnz~cr?cy,  denenL 
on t e c h n o c r a t s  econonicn?lg.  Cert:-in:g,hnt Bhey 7,>7i?L t h e n  
s z s e r t  t h e i r  v e r s i o n  of t h e  econ0::i.c qx&~h:rbxx  s;.r.Len n,-.-.i;lst 
t h ? t  o f  t h c  t ~ c ? l n o c r ? c y .  i n  bo:;:? e w e s  t:le tyro c l n s s e s  ?re 

'I, m. not c!.-tun'lg exc lus ive .  ~ d e y  a r 5  int9:-c'e->emlent. :ilc ruest ior i  
is: which ru l e s .  

l(?. 71" lie d e f i n e  c l n s s  fyo:.: t ' le  no in t  of vin.! of Zhabour, than 
!ie ask:  a )  60 t h e  d i f f e r e n t  .;rou?s h-ve i n t e r e s t s  i?:licll s;l'r-!l;r 
d i v e r s e  wi th  r e s ~ e c t  t o  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of l abour ;  b> what 
a r e  t h e i r  r e l n t i v e  s t r e n g t l : ~  a s  a cl: lss;  c l  :::?-t a r e  t h e  
t e n d e n c i e s ,  which is ~ r o ~ r e s s i v e .  ;.o?r =one or7ue t h q t  s t - . t i s n  
is  ? r o ~ r e s s i v e :  i n  t i le  s e n s e  t h ? t  2t::lin - - n s  c o ~ ? s i s t e n t l y  
f  nvourinz t h e  p r o l e t - r r i r t  by: i n s i s t  in% on fill: en?lo:mlent, 
and no reclundnncies; i n n r ~ v i n g  vror!:ers l i v i n ~  s t rndarcls  nn6 
rec!ucins d i f f e r e 7 t i ; l l s ;  e::pcnc?in.~ t:le S-here o f  s o c i ? l  
consu: p t i on ;  resisting t h e  r e - i n t r o c ~ u c t i o n  of c - ? i t ? l  an:! a l l  
317t  goes wi th  it. Under t!le l a s t  'tlcaciing vrould 50 ct l r rent  
r ~ s i s t a n c e  by n o s t  : ' t - l i n i s t s  s t z t i s t s  t o  the rebxImbxb~Emsr 
zBxfnlr:cx f u l l  n q r k e t  reforms nc!vocnted i n  7.;2urore. -";-on t h i s  
p e r s p e c t i v e  '..re vroulcl e m e c t  a. C O - l i t i o n  :>et~veea-~ior l : in~ c l a s s  - 
and s tat is ts  a g a i n s t  t e c h - h c r a t s  and cn7iCa.l. An s.;uro?e 
hovever,  t h e  s t a t i s t s  a r e  c l e a r l y  suborclinate t o  t h e  :;oviet 
s t a t i s t s  ( t h i s  hns econni:!ic i r n ~ l i c n t i o n s  i n  t h e  d e i n ? u s t r i a l i s a +  
ion of C~zelroslovr lc ia  - is  t h i s  CO- rec t ? )  and t i le  2 lh i ence  - 
breaks  dovrn. Certn'.npy t h e  :~or!:ing c h s s  s u  >oiqted .~ubzecc!t. 
(Soviet  t a n k s  f lown i n t o  Prague because unsafe  f o r  t l la i  t o  go 
by land) .  5 of t h e  p , r ty  i x ? e l l e d  - dovrn to700,000. 

11. -?ro~ekty.  I:uch of t h e  a.rgur:ient s t a r t s  frosi p roper ty :  does 
t h e  a b o l i t i o n  of p r i v a t e  propert;. s i s n n l  t h e  end o f  c3ni tz l is : : ;  
~ n d  t h e  b e g i n n i t i ~  of s o c i ? l i s o  (prk%# s ? e c i f i c d l y  i:t'.?on it 
is ~ ? . z r r i e d  t o  t h e  c o n t r o l  by t!le vror::ers p,-rty,. irst p o i n t :  
t h e r e  a r e  nxny d i f f e r e n t  f o r r s  of  p r i v n t e  p rope r ty  2nd c c l l c c t i v e  
7roper ty .  F r i v - t e  ~ r o y e r t ? .  iisu.q:.Ly i::!nlies r i g1 \ t  t o  u s e  and 
r iz l>t  t o  s e l l .  '>re,- ter  res t r ic+? .ons  on u s e  of !?o~?se :.,:lic?i i r .  
ronted end house ?r::ir.l. i q  owned. s e e  l n 5 ~ p  
p o i n t  of v iev.  - - : i ~ h t  t o  s2ll, 3x6 toc%gfm. a., ouJ:sic'e 
p-od1:ction. ~.t?t i~ ~ r o ? u c t i o n  c . -? i t~$ l  h-.? t!ie r i - h t  t o  use. 
~ l e n c e  t h e  ic:?ortr.nce o f  n f f i r c a t i o n  o f  r i z h t  t o ' u s e ' o a r s e l v e s  
o u t s i d e  pro:?uction. q e  cluol of  c: nten26r?ry c?-?i?rr l i sn:  i n s i d e /  
o u t s i d e  nroiJuction.  T.:ost s o c i n l i s t  thought  has  concentrated 
on one o r  t h e  o t h e r  bllt not  t 5 e  o ' i n l e c t i c  between t h e  two. 
Suspect  t h a t  same ~&x%xbw'Jtrb*x bin,ry o ~ ~ o s i t i o n  i n  ZovieL 
ty?e  s o c i e t i e s :  c f .  ru::ours $3-t tootl?br1rs:?es :.oul3 be il?tio:znli$ 

R and concern t o  h u i l d  ones o!.!n house. ':race t h e  1:i:;tor;r o- -- . y r i v a t e  pro?-rty: r i y h t s  over  f i e lc i s  ?or  e::?::.~&e. ..i;hts 
over  houses. 2 i ~ : l t s  i!l f - c t o r i c s  and du'csi:?e. : oIL:;l: i- i :p : l t  t o  

'7" 1 ( s o c i ? l i s e  an2 on nllose t e r c s .  ' l icensii . , - '  e t  71, m:? n r a  S 
vror:: on t h e  develo?r:ent o f  ' ?u ' i l i c l  is concerned ::entr?llg 
r i i t k  t'fiis. 7 s t a  d u t i e s ,  and y i f t  t a k e s  a l s o  y e r t i n e n t  re -  
~i,:!lts t o  pass  ove r  ?;-o?ertp, an:: t n s e s  r e l s v c n t  O n  ri-::?$S of 
sq l e .  

C - - :  ~ c t i v e  ?rogert;r: throuy;r, vo r iocs  f or:.x o: C O = O ? C I ~ - ~ ~ . V ~ S  .- 
d i I f t  f o r : - ~ ~  of s t c t e  iiro?er-tg, i \ ~ : o s l n ~  s o c i a l  ? ro?er ty ,  
sol!r7?oz/l;ol!r!loz e t c .  T l~us  ~ ~ r x i v e  n??. rer  r ccntimiui: ~ I I - n  - 6 i s t i v l c t  c? tegukfes .  -.ro?cr'cg means 'orrnsd' a.? ?-;-inst ' o t ' . e rcd l :  
tenT4ency t o  t l i ink  of C ' l i s  i n d i v i d n o l l y  but  o+ course  



can e q u a l l y  be  co' . lect ive.  Thus a r u l i n g  c l a s s  nog 
encouTaqe a forc, of p r o p e r t y  w7:ich m a n s  t ? ~ ~ t  it  'owns' it 
co?.?.ectxvely t o  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  o f  o the r s .  . l terr?n+;ively, 
? r i v a t e  x o p e r t y  an;. be t!le v e h i c l e  f o r  c l a s s  d o ~ i n 3 t i o n  - not 
onl:r i n  p o : ' ~ c t i o n ,  bx?t ?.Is0 i n  conztl- ~ + , i o r ? .  i5:-1::?le: ~ r i - ~ r t e  
' -ouses $ t h e  t e r r - i n s  f o r  rep-oduc t ion  of n a t r i z r c h y  (:'S 
LLun;?ri8n f i lm) .  ':? c ~ n n o t  riivine t h e  n - t u r e  of t h e  
s o c i e t y  f r o c  i t s  f o r s  of p r o p e r t y  c lone.  

I n  cno i tn l i sm:  p r i v n t e  y r o p e r t y  i- iyhts c:rnd~!?llg- :;:oc:ifiecl 11y 
tltct s t a t e ,  and i zdeed  signi:?ic?nt::r t:-?nsfor::ed ( c f  -1so 
sema:. p r o p e r t y  and ch.!~y=inz r i s b t s  f o r  :-occn an:? c7?ildi-m;$. 
I n  conten?orarry ca7Ft .~l is1;1  even r e c o g n i t i o n  t??t new f o x i s  
o f  p-oyert:. q u i t e  conmt; .h le  rritl? cn?itr . l :  CO-07s 
CaTcshott), s t a t e  y rope r ty ,  even socialist s 5 c i e t y  
a t t i t u d e  of :ocn~na; .a) .  i t  .?'l c?e~?n::s oc "Le re~-tioo!:s of  
t h e s e  f o r n s  of n r o p e r t ~ r  t o  c - ? i ?g l  o r  more ,-cnerg.'ly t o  t h e  
~ u l i n z  c l a s s .  

12. Gu-rant ee s  . TurYier renar1:s : 

- r i ~ h t s  of h o r i z o n t - ? l  r e l s . t i ons  by d e c e n t r e s  r a t h e r  t l l ~ n  v i a  
t h e  cen t r e .  ?'his n o l i t i c n l l y :  but  c m  we i n n z i n e  such 
l i n k s  ec7~nt .mica l ly  v i t l l ou t  a xnrliet. 

- s n r ? l u s  canr,ciousnoss ( ~ a l ~ r o ) .  : t a t e  caznot ar?vroyr i3te  
c r c a t i v i t  y. 

- t e c h n o l o g i c a l  ascetisrn ( (Zahro aga in)  

- r e g i o n a l  and e t h n i c  gunren tees  ( -narc i l i s t s2 .  Da:;unings 
n .? tura l  grou?ings)  . 

- o-mos i t i on  ( sno the r  f o r n  of onwc l~ i s r : :  nut  them i n  nnd :lash 'ec; 

- t h e r e  czn be no p8 ren ' cees  f o r  r lssociat ionism. 



2 
: .otes f r o n  22.6.79. 

. . 
l. ..oCes of ~ r o ? u c + i o n  occe nore.  re t 3 e r e  c o n t e ~ r i i n z  moc!es 
( o r  ways; of  ?ror1ucing i n  e.-c?? s o c i e t y ,  o r  c r n  ..re c - . - r n c t e r i s e  

m, 
s o c i e t i ? ~  n s  ?;-e!or:in-ntlg one node, S.,". cr.7S.'; 3lisri;. L ~ l e o r i s t s  
o f  ' t r . ? . n s i t i on '  a r z u e  t h a t  vie have mtenr:in; uoc'es. 2 l i n e s .  
3 - e t t y  C O  :noil i ty prodt 'ction, ?ris:!itive c a p i t a l ,  5euSnl forrcs. 
(; qnde!. on  ' 2 - l n s i t i o n  f o r  exnr:ple). I:truct,ur%lis-!:. conce-t of 
s o c i - l  for:::ntion R s t a t i c  xqx ;not  ~ e c )  =:7y of kbB%khgb,rh& 
~ u t t i n g  t3is. Cocbinnt i o n  of nodes v'.>ich -r$ ' a r t i c u l a t e d '  one 
i f i t h  a3:otlier. Cne (lo:xin%nt. Z ign i f i conce  o f  r e v o l u t i o n  is t h a t  
t:lere is  a r u ? t u r e ,  r e  i n t e r r t ~ ? t i o n ,  - c??nnce i n  sLructuraL 
dominance. 

2 .  ~ n e  t r g d i t i o n  i.:!lich s e e s  h i s t o r y  as 2 z u c c e s s i o i ~  0," s t -gcs .  
2 r i x i t i v e  C O -  : u u i s n ,  3?:&km, s l a v e r y  ,fcu:'slism, cmit ,o l is ; . l ,  

m. soc i - l i s r c ,  CO:-.- nnism. . .;e silai-? G i s t i n c t i o n s  e:.;?!l-?sise t h e  , 
s i g n i f  i c snce  of t '-e r ap tu re s .  Ctn l in .  

S'. A :: S arsuerl a g a i n s t  s t  .-zes, - y . i n s t  s t ~ - ~ ! c t ~ ~ r o  1 -n?.Lysis Y 

and a g a i n s t  t i le  e!::p'~asis on r r ~ n t u r e ,  and n hierc?rchg,of brealcs. 
(if qn:rt!?in,- 1 n n t r i x  r,-tTier 'iiinn a. vec?or  of 5rGil:sj. ':c need 
n h i s t o r y  of t:!e t h e o r y  of r e v o l u t i o n :  n c r i t i q u e .  

4. :Ior,r do :.re c ! ? ~ r ? c t e r i s e  1540, 17G9, l e t  ? lone  19178. C r  1848. 
"A0 ir:-ni-tant ? o l i t i c ? l l y  bu t  not econc>:-!ic-lly (but  s u r e l y  t h e  1 3  . 

t a o  s r e  c l o s e l y  convected). ,:uantit:r/nu.?litq. Imsortance o f  
+evo lu t ion  i s  t l lc  cgange i n  s t a t e  power: tills does not  mean 

st w e  go from ze ro  t o  double t h e  h o i l i n z  ?o in t  i n  one rzvo:ution, #ki n from 99 t o  101  degrees.  The ln t t e r , ?~ovreve r ,  is  - d e c t s i v e  
and q u a l i t i a t i v e  c'.nnge i n  t e r x s  of r e l n t i v e  socir.1 r e l a t i o n s .  
3 n s t r n c t i o n  of econo,-:ic power oT sol:.le c l a s s e s ,  cons li:.?ti'?n of 
o t h e r s ,  and now new prgennnc ies ,  nrjy conte:?tlons 02 n l t e r n n t i v e  
f D D ~ S  

5. l?nnz,nrs allrays of a chemic?!. ig-go. '-lilt -:e hcve i n  c  . ? i - ' : a l i sn  
a r e  R v n r i e t y  of modes of proCuction (:~?;rs of  pror?~rcin;-) rrkich 
n7;r be .d i~ lec t , ! . ca l l~r  rel.c.feil,.,$o,g-c?? o t h e r  ( u n i t y  of o~~?os!.tes),  
so.-:e of  v~!iich hxve f u t u r e ,  "!iL.ti ., so:::e have none. ..e czi: t: et1 
loo!: x t  t h e  Ynys i a r x i s t s  hive t r i e d  t o  r . ~ ? l y s e  t::e q . : , o n t i t i t i v e  
c'.?-yes t b n t  lcnd uy to  t h e  q u n l i t n t i v e .  

S. F i r s t  t ro ry i t ion  s e e s  deveLo?r:ents not  rs p - e - f i ~ u r n t i - v e  bu t  
c o n s t i t n t i v e .  -..:>at is t o  spy ,  t h e  c1evelo~-::e?ts i? cr--i tnl iss!: i  
d i d  not n r e f i T u r e  t h e  a a t u r e  of t h e  oosf r e v  :tl~L;on?ry s o c i e t y ,  
but  could '3e s een  as 7rovi l in ; -  t'~:, cond i t i ons  57 $3 !::licll t h e  
ne.. .I s n c i e t y  ~ro~l l .d  he  i.ntrociucer:. ,.ere we '--ve t h e  trc5i ' ; ion o f  
l eve io? ' n?  f o r c e s  of ~ r o , ' u c t  i o n ,  c e n t r n l i s r t i n n / c 6 n c e n t r ? t j . o ~ ,  
soc i - l i so t ' on  of lnbour ,  increns in- r ly  . . J lnr:? c r i s c s .  .;gsie 
produces i t s  ovr;? ,"r?Ve cii..::ers. .;ere is 7 mixture  of r.;.-.terinl 
C,I-rnct c r i s t i c s  nec. f o r  ne?! p rocuc t ion  ( c e n t r n l i s s t f  on) - ~ and ? o l i t i c a l  cond i t i ons  f o r  r evo lu t ion .  A otl:inz con h e  

m ~ c l ? ~ . e v e d  b e f o r e  t h e  r e v  !.utioo but  t h e  r e v o l u t i ? n .  i:lo l i ~ ? e s  
\ of  p?ogress iven. jss  : a, fu?t!!er develo-:.:e.lt o r  t'.e ~ o 5 e r i n l  bas?  ; 

b; insty.!i:entnl develcnnent of t h e  7zr t rc ! : i c l .  is t o  s e i z e  r'ovier. 

7. Second :n-Lysis s e e s  t!le cccno::::? .ror':in::, ?nS l ? i ~ o u r  ?cl.-tecl 
i - , . . - . - -. 2 

, "S ::l:fch 60 ? r e - f i ~ u y e  r,oci?lis-: .  ..Ifre!! .o:?n-.-.c-th,~l of f i j - s t  -- . i:.--o:-t.-r.ce :]ere. -.p t . 7 ~  r-- of t i : - :  EC~:;OT:;;(. S:. .-.*@$S :ne?z:' of CO:: enstl:--Llng :>::r:?n P a ~ o u r  -:G:: . . .  LC.. v:i:~-E~:. x -h-~-%rfgg  



soc i a l i s : - -  is  alr??c?y T:eiils Cevelo-3s.: i~;r c-.?i 'r?lis;:  ( c ?  '?.?ylorisr.i 
?n? ?orclism). It is t h e  foi-7: 1:r'-ic?~ i s  y e - f i y ~ , r - t i r r e :  t l ~ e  contec' .  
re;;l,?iils c ; ? i t a l i s t  Sec?use c - - i t - l  s f i L l  r u l c s  qro 'uct ioz  .ccd 
t h e  s t a t e .  

S. Thirc!ly, t'lei-e mi is n t r - d i t i o n  t h n t  s e e s  tile labour  
- lovenent proclucing ?;-e-fi;ur?t i v e  forr:s i n  t h e  s - l ~ e r e  of 
? o l i t i c n l  synt11cssis.  3:-t  is  t o  say, i - L  i s  not  a ;:u?stion of 
n r ib i leg inC;  t:;e for!::s o f  eco-o .+c CO. - : - 'ensuration.  It i s  r - t I?er  
one of . ~ n % l y s i n g  - 0 l i t i c a 1  co : . : ensu ra t ion  - y.?t - t iculx- ly  
t h e  :lay t : ~ e  n 0 1 i t i c ~  o f  ?reduction is  o r ~ n n i s e d .  i:ot hovr le.bour 
is r e l a t e d  v i a  n pr inc i r i l e  ( t i n e  ,and t h i n g ) ,  bn t  hot? t h e  u s e  o f  
l abour  is de$,ernined v i -  n ?recess. I.;mr:.:c d i s c ~ s s e d  ?!:is i n  - 7 5cJ.u:::e IT: ; $Zl~I?xrb&c n . ~ s o c i ? t o d  l.?irloui- 211il C O - O ? C Y ~ ~ ~ V ~  pro<i..ct- 
ion :  

11 .n 
. .?e CO-o . e r a t ? v e  foc . to r i?a  o f  t h e  l a b o ~ r r e r s  "L,enselves ?c->resent  

v~it : l in t h e  o l d  form t h e  f i r s t  E ~ r o u t s  o f  t::e nctr, alt!loug!? the;. 
n n t t ~ r . i l l y  reprodvce  and r:ust renroc?uce ever:i!.rl-ere i i 7  t l ' e i r  
actus:  orr- ;onisntion a l l  t??e . s T " o ~ ~ t c o r : i i l ~ s  of  t ' - e  nrev-ili:: ~ : ~ s t ; e n .  
2u t  t h e  . ? n t i t 3 e s i s  between c i ? i t n . l  ancl l abour  i s  ovzrco:.ie : l i t h i n  
them, i f  a t  first 0.-l:? by :.r.!y of  1.1r:iin~ t h e  a s s o c t - t ? l  Labourers 
i n t o  t h e i r  ovn c a n i t - l i s t ,  i.e. by enn3lin: th97.i t o  u s e  t 5 e  
means o f  ?reduction f o r  t h e  e~:~?loy~:ent  -f t ' , e i r  own l a ? ~ o u ~ - .  
"hey s!?ol:, how a new r:.o:'e of  vroc 'uction nntur ." l ly  :;rays ou t  o f  
t!?e olc? one,  !.!herl t h e  deve?.o?r.lent of t i le  ; ; ~ s t e r i n l  f o r c e s  of 
~ r o ? u c t i o n  an:: of  t h e  corres~onc?in:  for.:s of s o c i r i  yroi::lclion . . 
h-v$ renc?led a p ,? r t i c l? la r  s t n g e ,  i t :?out  %'!s f .qctory s j s t e n  
- r i s i n g  ou t  o f  t b e  c m i t a l i s t  node of p ro6uc t ion  t h e r e  could have 
been no CO-o?crntive f a c t o r i e s .  ;.or cou ld  th?seI?.ws r?evelo?ed 
viit'?ont t h e  crccl i t  systenlnrisin,-  o u t  o f  t h e  s<?ne r;oc:e of ?I-or'uctir 
"I  c r e d i t  s7ster.i is  not o n l y  t h e  7rinci- , .?l  S a s i s  f o r  t ' .e  
yr.-clu-l transfer:-~.?tioi~ of cnvi -h- l i s t  ~ r i v r t e  e r . ?e r? r i s - s  i ~ t o  
cn - i t ? l i s t .  s ioc?:  co :nnnies ,  bu t  e n u n l l y  o:ffers t':2 r:.e'-;l f o r  t!:e 
E- .ad ' - - l  e:rLevsion oi" coo?el--~' i v c  :n"L~-~-l5ses  on n xore  oi-2 l=.ss 
n n t l o n ? l  sca'e. The c - 1 - i t l l i s t  s tccl ;  CO:-;?-nics , n s  :-::?c? 
7s t . 1 ~  co-?7cr.-k1vn f . . c f c r i ? s ,  s ' ?oc~ ;  :ie ccnsiCcrec1 3s t r > n r i t i o : ;  
for:-:S Eroi.: t i le  c n y i t  - l ist  : :o<e o f  ~ro, i : :c t ion t o  t l?e -.-.zor,igtec: 
c!?e, !;lil!? t:?$ -1117 :'is+:.?.ctit??l :..'?-t t:?" -nt?,:o:li31:] j . ~  =so lve2  
no;nt$vely i n  t h e  one and p o s i t i v e l y  is t h e  o ther .  " (111 1902 ed. 
F. 631 j 

Fe c a l l s  t 3 e o  t r a n s i t i o n 3 1  r a t h e r  t hnn  n ? e - f i ~ n r a t i v c  forms, hn t  
.. 

t h e  rceaning is t h e  sar.?e. 1,ovIever he is not s.gi:::; t h - t  t h e  
co-ops a r e  t ? , ense lves  mo'2es o f  ~ r o d u c t i o n .  l s s o c i - t i c n i s -  i z  

7 c o n f l i c t  ruith cmit- l i s r . : .  - .ather he t?ll:s of forrls. n.' the?  a r e  
forms not of t h e  r e l n t i o n s  o: in:li\ric'unls t o  e;.c o t h e r ,  bu t  
o f  h o ~  c n ? i t q l  r . ? l s t c s  t o  1;75our, ?!?:l ho:! l.-:~our r e l a t c s  t o  
i t s e l f .  
. . . . o t e ,  t oo ,  !lov:ever ;:ar::'s !?ost i L i "  t o  oi':lnnisc. 2s n:ncri;:;cn+s 

" c?roi.lec! t o  :?-::aye. I:e c o c t r ? s t s  ( i n  'cl?? ,o .:U-:is-L : 3r . i fzs+o,  
?.: ( ) C s q >  'I :r,7r?~!nl ~ ? o n t ~ n e o u s  C ~ C I S S  o r5 ,wisnJ . ion  o f  t i?e 
yyo?.e-':rrr-iat C? -n o;.z-?i-nt?.n.: o h q c i ? t 7  s--eci.?::y c~::t:-~sr-r' 
;,;r 5l.e -?~.eqtol-~. l l  . . f t e -  .- . f in-ncci; ':I- t ' .~e b s s i e .  l-.ot c s  ?:so 

. . . %mites  c-.:?os:i'c?-o;~. t o  .2I>^rt isn.  . o:.: Goes %::is ti*n.-t:-:e2t 
~S '? :  c"sti7gui,c!l i t s s e l f  fro::) t b n  :? X .701-1-- ! , - S  . . . " -,-. 

L. c'~-r,ned :.is . ;os l t ion,  o r  !:E *O ' 81~ti i l : l i~nh CO-07 $%I?. 
f :-or: f::nnis::; ?It , ; r n ? t i a c l y  do ::e t n ' - e  23; ~ t h - t  : .:in:: T. -,roves o? 
co-o?er,?.';?.vc Tor-!S. . 



C.. : T : u r t l ~ l ~ ,  t h e r e  is a. l e s s  develope'i t r ? . < i t i o n  n% concerned 
,.:it!: prefi- ;ur*ativs for:ns i n  ?c?li';ica.l o r ~ r ~ ~ i s ~ t i o t ?  i 2 ; s e l f  (i. c. 
not  t h e  7 o l i t i c s  o f  ?roc:uction, 11ut t h e  i ro6nc t io i l  of  ? o l i t i c s j  . 
T'*e ::ror.1en1 s novement , 2nd some strenr;s of l i b e r t  - r i o n  soc i ? f  i s n  
~bn!~frB:&bx%&nfL.:hrsIC: n r e  i : : : ~ o r t n n t  ??ere, tcze.f;l?er :iit:i 

t 3 e  o l d e r  t r ~ r l i t i o n  of th.2 ; l -~; - ion,  an: t h e  12 
( s e e  t ' ? e i r  concern wit'? t 5 e  fo?n of meetinzs, .  Lso t? le  

m .ustro-F:ar::ists and t h e  Serr.?.n SID. ,ony;ress of  2rv.n7? 292%~ 
i c  l 8 ? 9  !v!.~ich o r ~ n n i s e i .  t'..e ~ n r t 7  or- t l ie  ':asis of n a t i m r l i t y ,  
!,?ca~loe t h i s  ~;rou--c? Fnz icn te  'lov tl:e n"cfon? l  qusst i-on :!ould be  
SW:: s e t t l e d  s I -mcturaLly  a f t e r  t h e  rev?Lution.  

m, 10. ~ , m s  we c - n . d i s t i n z u i s h  t :~o  i s s u e s :  fii-st t!:~et?~er 3ro-fl:;urnti- 
foi*:-:S is E? usef111 conce?t. :-eni.? axe! o t l ~ e r s  ~ ~ ; , - . i n s t  tl:e 21rrioi l /II  -. -7 T concerns ( a s  ?!ere t h e  ebbs) .  . o r  ~ e n i ~ .  n. fluest.;.or of  i9S*:-l?il:e!lt-?!. 
-* ..o..: c : - n i t - l i s n  ;1nvec1 t h e  vc?y fox- i t s  ovr? overt ; :rov~. t h e  nell 
S O & ~ : J  ~ . 1 0 1 7 1 f i  50 crentec! nf';er t h e  re . ro~.nt? .o~ k 7  tI?e T r t y / ? n C  t:le 
s t a t e  ur.i'er i;:?e d i c t ? . t o r s ' . i ~  of t h e  ?;-olet.?i-L-; cconc:, i f  
we c o v l c ~  tiiin:: i n  telv:s of  X-e-i i ;nrrt ive ~ o r r S ~ ' . a t  sn5et-e 
were t h e y  r o s t  s i . yn i f  i c a n t  : f orxs  o f  CO . . .  :en?ui*atf on;  f o rus  of 
e c  nonic  0 ; - san isa t ion ;  foi-T.;S o f x  ?oLi<!-ical orz.?nirnti:;n. 

- 
11. ,m l ' a renthesis .  %orrelat;!.on :.!itq* feur'nlisn. -n l - t e  
f e u i n l i s r !  c q i t n l i s n  6eveloved.x i t s  o:n ? re - f i r> l ra t ive  forms. 
L s r ~ e l g  i n  ?rocluction ( p r i v a t e  c m i t a l : ,  but  a l s o  . . i n  p o l i t i c s  
( g u i l d s ,  c i t y  s t a t e s ,  ancl t ovn  a~1r:~nis t r r r t ion) .  e r e  t h e s e  i n d e e i ~  
?re-f i s u r a t  i v e  ; t h e y  were t h e  a c t u ? l  f arcs :.!hich feud-  lis:.: 
e?couz-syed t o  e x i s t  as t trenselves.  " l~ey f i n a l l y  coalesced t o  
s e i z e  s t n t e  ?oxer not s o  t h e y  could  c o r e  i n t o  I~e in f ; ,  bu t  i n  
oim<er t o  fenove t h e  3 a r r i e r  ol" feuclal. n'ssoLutisn t o  t:?e 
con t inu ing  circi11a.tion o f  c l n i t a l .  (1n.n.' r e  "or , c'-ni.p? i n  
levy-bov?ty system, ~ ~ ~ % ~ : ~ ~ & R ~ I ? S - . : B ~ E P ~ I Z ' L ' :  fore i s ;?  no l icy) .  
"und i t i ons  e n c h l i n ~  t h i s  :?as t!:e r 'ccenti-arise6 c:-?.rncA;or o f  
feu.:lrll sro-!ncLi.on, anc'i k k :  s?eciZicc . l ly  t l ~ c  ?::!.stence of t::s 
r:?rt:et. ihxbnbkb%&six  Coci- lisi.: 13p.s t:-ac?it ' o n a l l y  ha:=: :?een 
s e e n  as not codorn in , "  t o  t h i s  e a r l i e r  "isto?:., i!ecai!se it 
de?on:is on cen t r , ? l ' sp r  ecohor.:y 2nd golti%y qnrl t:?crefoi-e is 
r ~ u t u a u r  erc:asik'&& c- - i t .~ .1 .  3 o t  it ?e,cnds on hovr 
we s ? e  soc i~ . l i s c : .  If it is br-sec? on cle!:~ocr-tic cei7t~?Lir;e.3 
ecoi1o:::ics and --o l i t i c s  , t h e  Eor.is of ?ez:oci-acy cnn be s t a r t e d  

,~, v r i o r  t o  t h e  c e n t r a l i s a t i o n .  . ,ones of .?utonor:;. cni1 ?>e :~u;.l+ uy, 
l i lce t:.e l i h e r s t e d  --  zones of '-'"nan, ;-oz.?!:~bique, o r  Z r i t r e a .  
; -CO :lever saw iennn as q re - f l :~ rn t ive :  it :las 7301" and 
b-cl;-.ard, wl~ereas  s o c i o l i s r i  v!a S nrosnei*ous o:ld 7ro:ressive: 

.L 51?t t:?i7t it  is  t o  tnl:e ?erka;~s  ,,CO eco!lo:-ic n vie:! or t i le  r.:.q.';ter. 

.-l. 13. ::e Can t!ien ' i * . x r  ou t  t l ?e  i ! iscwsion i n  t!io ::.oys. .cx:-st, 
:?y consi-!erin: o t h e r  ---e.?s 017 ?refi:ur-tion ;~csic:es C O : . .  c:.rui-atio:-. 
tT-2 y o l i t i c s  o r  ?rop:?c5?on nn:? t',e "i-o<;r:ctioi: o.C ~ o l i . ' : i c s .  
-, . o r  e::zr?1e : sbc9xhbnhsbr:bf:Enh+?::c collective cocsc. .-\t i ov ;  . 
f o r m  of : ' n i f i c - t i o n  ?~?t:i"e:-! ?ro:'.uction anc? ~ ~ c . r l - t i o n  .i'.e 
l--'-t>r t o  inc '_ude t h e  : ? i s t r i ? ? ~ . t i o r ?  o f  zoor's, of income, car: 
consu:-.?t i o n )  ; xo9uk!1rrn~h~bxnarr;.: ancl s o  on. 

.no  13. Cccond, we can  c o n s i d e r  dzier-r't &=c v e r r t o ~ l s  o f  :::lot is 
heir..; ? r e - f i~u rec l .  .' '?at L s  t o  s a y  I*& ~ ~ e f i z t ? r n t i t . r e  for:.:s 
not on ly  co:ltencl and con::r?c;ict c:.nitnl (t?ol:-:h c r n i t i ? l  2-7 
encou -ye  t l?er,  i>c?cn.~se +,':e:? 3;-e !?eceszar;-' 5u t  contei?:' 
coc t rnc ' i c t  t5?r.;snlves. 



14. Cne t--~c!itio.? is  c ? l l e c t i v i s m .  Y i i s  vies s e e  .is r?flsc'i;.n,- 
develo.?ncnts i n  t l , c f o r c c s  of ~ r o c l ~ ? r t i o n ,  p ; . r t i cn 'a r ly  t h o s e  
v'~ic11 :.!e hnve c;.lled syster . :o^-cture.  'be c l e a r e s t  :?:?-!ot~ents 
a r e  t h e  .:shbs, 5u t  t h e y  ? r e  o n l y  ~ ~ r t  o f  a b r o r d e r  t r x i i t i o n ,  
t h n t  o: s c i e n t i f i c  s o c i ? l i s z  :.:rhich c'ined ^or  s tn ' i e  -o:rer, 

"~,T\ p o c i t i o n s  or? l o c a l  !io,-ies (d.,.. ,. I n  l897 t h e  '-e!,bs elnboi--ted 
a c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  col:.ectivisra  wit:^ t h r e e  s?:leres : 

a) tl,e S-here oT t h e  c i t i z e n .  Ire:~ i - . s 'c i tu t ion:  mu;ri@~iilities. 

5 )  t 5 e  snhe re  o f  t '-e worker: !;ey i n s t i t u t , ' o n :  Tr-de Unions. 

c )  t:ie sq11c~e of t h e  consur.ier. Irey i -?s t i? l t . :cn:  t h e  co-ops. 

--  ..ere i r s  r a t i onn l .  o r ~ r n i s a t i o n  of s o c i e t y ,  !.iit;:iout t k c  s 3?tii.:ental- _- 7 -  in:.: of n r i m i t i v e  der!ocrnc:7 (re:?i-osented 13:; tile 51.?i?ion ?nd L_-, 9 

7":ey' .re;:@ o-'l)osed t o  7:-o;*uc r co-o?s.nhxbkb::~cb::~?b:~1:b~:: T t  :.ins 4 no .cc?-;lent t57t t h e y w h  t i n  - u s s i n  a v e r s i o n  of t!le 
c o l l e c t i v i s n  t o  : ~ b i c h  tke:? sa:$ h i s t o r y  t e n c i n ~ .  

,.:uery: i n  t e r m  of pur : : i s t inc t ion  betr-edr? c o ? . l ~ c t l v i s n  nnd . . 
s t n t i s n ,  vr%icl~ s iCe  viere t'fle ebi,s on. .. 'res~r:.nbl;~ t?zey -;Jere asst. 
p r i v 3 t e  cz--.ilLql and t h e  nnrI:et. O r  were t:ln:r l ike. ;;'h?v?, s s e i z g  
p r i v a t e  c n - - i t s 1  .. b e i n s  l i r i t e d  by t h e  s t n t e  (no tab ly  t?!r~uy??~ .tax 02 
r e n t s  >. .!id t h e y  d i s c u s s  ?l?.nnii>z 2nd c o n t r o l  over  c i r c u l ~ t i o n ?  

L. ':e could no douJ~t  t r - c e  t r a d i t i o n s  i:? s n c i - l  r.'emocr?t ~nou:!?t i n  ,. 7 --LI?-s coun t ry  re?resen t i??g :  Zt?i ; isn,  col?.cclivism and n ~ n r g e d  
c r p i t  -:ism. 

s e e  a l s o  French s o c i a l i s t  pa r ty .  7ocni-d ve ry  1,??1c?? F col ' ec t i l r i s t .  
C'nity v i a  t::e p a r t y  t o r e t h e r  7:iit:: ::orl:?rs col?"-rol. &%grw& 6 -C F;;C 
a l s o :  s t a t e  p % ~ x  plannin: ' p lu s  r;ior?rers c o n t r o l  equa ls  socia1isr.1. 
E t a l i a n  C.-, . : . u n i s t  p g r t y  a l s o ?  

c m  ye  s c e  t ' + e  s o c i a l  r'ococrc'ts as i n  S O Y C  !I~,-.TS ;)~-??x-in;. t 3 e  
;round fop  co l loc t iv i s l :~ .  T~eg !iil: t h e  end !,G not t e rlcans. 
'.t ?l:e s,l:::e t i n e  3uiibd t h e  P - - x i r a t u s  (?::coul'cr,yin~: f i :>a;lce 
c ~ p i ' : n l )  11hic11 l a y s  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  col lect ix . r is t  ~ e v r l u t i o ?  -.;riilst 
c > ? i t ? l .  :'Ye leadin;. edze of col :ect iv isn  is noT;! t h e  7urocot:::.:unisJc 
p z r t i  S. 
( t o  vrh7t e x t e n t  xhxbkbm were t h e  b a t t l e s  ~ n d  c n n t r o v e r s i e s  at  
t h e  t u r n  of the cen tu ry  ones hetl!een c o 2 l e c t i v i s t s  o f  t:?e :?.?hian 
v q r i e t y  2nd t h o s e  of t ? > e  :.-r::ist tro.cli+:ion, an: t o  :::?.-' oxten t  
n b a t t l e  'bt . -een c2:lectivisr: 5s 2. ::!:oZe 8n:i - l s soc i t . . - n i sm.  
312 t h e  e a r l i e r  i i s t d n c t i o n  o n l y  coce t o  5e  g e r t f n e n t  (1919) 
- P t e r  t h e  clefest  0.: n s soc i ? t f -n i sn2 .  s e e  7 ' s  ----- e r s s  on t l lc  
struy:-;le over  f o r a  i n :  f r i e n c i l ~  s o c i e f  i e s ,  ... orl:in; l . :enls cl~?::s, 

\ S a i - C i n ~  s o c i e t i e s ,  n u t u r l  inscrnnce.  , 

. . 15. ..not':ler t r ~ d i t i _ o n  i s  nzsoci-.tLonisn. r-ei-oes co". i-oTr-Lu';:'on-rie 
U n t i l  r - c c n t l y  rorr?l:-ly l o s t  t!:e r'inl-.-:le iri.:'? co'~'ec5ivisll:. 
-.oci:li$n hcs  been l . ? r ze ly  c n l t u r e d  57 colloctiais: : .  



.. see a l s o  . g?na,:;oe!: anc' Soathe. and r e s n n r s e  of L m i n ,  ?-o'~s!~r r.nd - 
-osa L. nn:I c u r r e n t  c l iscnss ions  i n  -3s-t%-t'1 Zurope, on t h e  
one hand, and ?:omen's novensn'; on t h e  other .  

15. I s s u e  o f  r e l ~ t i o n  'Jetween t h e s e  con$ecc:in:; fol-r~s anc? fo rces .  
'3 $ : . l e c t i v i s n  :??^S i t s  ~ a t e r i o l  Sxse  i:? 3, t:?e t?c!~r.ocr.-cy; 
bj t h e  o r s a n i s z t i o n s  of t:?e ?ior?:in;. cl;-.ss. ( t h9  l.?t ' ier X-.? b e  t i le  . 7- > n t  n a t e r i ~ . l ~ ? ~ a s i s  f o r  s t e t i s c l ) .  -.'!:3C of  a s s o c i - t i o n i s z .  
s o c i a l  f o r c e  does it rey re sen t .  

17. Z e r t ~ i n l y  t h z  p o s s i b i l i t y  of  312iences. 'Zi~zs v?e a l s o  as':: 
:.h,-.t a re  t 3 e  cont?i'iions fo? -c ;soc 'n t icnism t o  !~?ve - ;~,- :nter  c>.-nce ... o? succes s  t i l -n  i ?s t? .n leg ' s  ? r o t o c t  3 t  5 t ."ieorges 'le-;-5rf dgeik, i n  
t ? e  1740's. T" :::ay 5 e  t i ~ n t  c o l - . e c t i v i r ; ~  ?r.tr2r, t h ?  ',!?g f o r  - z . ~ . ~ o c i ? t i o n i s ~ i .  '.e x u s t  consirler.  .em-g,lPj i n  ri.vclut:.on.?i-.~ 
!::ovenents t??e  ? I l i e . ' c e  :ouI.cl he  !~e-5::een ~ s s o c i z t i 3 n i s i : l  372 st?.tis?; 
~ C ~ e r e a s  i n  nclvnnced c 2 . n i t . ? l i s t . s o c i e t i e s  al ' ience t~onlcl be  more 
het?ieen c o l l e c t i v i s m  and as socsn t ion i sn .  ' 11 .: t?us  loss O!I s t a g e s  
of r ev - lu t ion .  Lenin: bouzeois  i lenocrnt ic  i0vltn foXo!:ed b7 
s o c i a l i s t  r e v l t n ;  :.a0 i ; c? f t e r  1st vorlc! :;'m t!.e "sl: der.oc:-?iic 
r e v  l u t i o n  fix-st ,k;:!!?ich !:as n ;>ou~-:eois rcvl ' in  Lec! :,y t h e  7 r o l e t 3 r -  
i n t  becruse  ' J o u r ~ c o i s i o  t o  ?rep.?.: t o  l e a d  i t ;  t3en  s ~ c i r ? ~ s t  

.7 r e v l t n .  - o t3is ::e :?ould xiiSz!xW=hcb2-: CO -::ent : 1st 
s t a t i s t  r e v l t n ,  t!ler. col?.ectiv5.sr.?, nzcl ^ri-??.:.'ly azsoc ic t ion is t l .  

18. I!ote I':-usc??ev1s non c ~ n i % l i s t  p-th. ;:c?;. f n a t c r e s :  
- - l ~ . n n i n g  ancl n a t i o n a l i s a t i o n  o? one Ben:!, and s i n z l c  ? a r t y  on  
t"& other .  ??.is r e ? r e r n ? n t s  t t : ~ e  f o r n  o f  st.?.tisr.: t7-ouy't? not, t h e  
subst?nce.  ?orn,  b?crruse it is e:nro?r ia t i i lx  %h n r i v a t e  c - p i t , ? l  
and i n s e r t i n - y  c o n t r o l  over  c i r c ~ x l - t i o n  (ylr.?-inz). .!it,hout subs{-nc 
b e c a ~ s e  -, t!is s i n ~ l e  p a r t y  ?.:ay not he n co;.~:::vnist ~ a r t y .  (:33.:2,W 
 asser er). 

19. :'oYb,r r e t u r n  t o  q'11estton of -::e-li:~~ration: 

- f o r  s o c i - l  d3:::ocr-cts Ji' e y  s e e  t:ln c::tr?nsior 02 t h e  7o:rer of 
A,. L , A ~  s t ~ t e  as ~ 1 - e - f i ~ u r r t i v e g  as !rell,?.s cor?,:t,9+,1rtive. 
( e x m i n e  t r a d i t i o n s  an? chnrges ?ere;.  

- o?yonents of s o c i ~ l i s ? ~  :lr~.rzc been ?erl~-.ni; t h c  n ~ i n  co:r:en",.tors 
on  c o l l e c t i v e  f o r n s  erAodqing (p;-efigurin;) o s c i a l f s t  r e l z t i o n s ,  
o r  as :m ~:oul;r~co3.7.ectivistcg r e l a t i o n s .  Incluc7,e h e r e  bo th  
c a g i t n l i s t s ,  and anarci. ' . ists/&ssoci?t .anists.  L ~ ~ : : ? l i f 5 c - ~ i o n  : 
t h e  nr;.:ed fo rces .  :;rstenofnc'cure Z i r s t  clevclo?s h e r e  oil a ~ r n n c l  - 
sc-Le. 111 Zoviet  Union even i:o;-e ?::':?:?c;ive. zi'nrt ? : ~ ? l l e l s  
emno:-.icrl. ly .?.ncl s o c i . ? l l y  bet:ieen t h e  a r r s  co:::?le::cs ir, 2~'.st. nnrl 

0 ::est. c f :  ccricck-i.ption; col: .ect ive c :xr~::-:tinnf r?o r f  ::.,.' a.(. 
sec,?sj:ion; (des?rtFo~:; ; sin;.le ..:~rltz-ccei: I:zei-.?:-c':I:; ......-.. ' n o  f-c<;io:ls; :?at ctvcn for:-;S of olec'cion. .. , t x : : ~  -k:l-se 
?o r s s  ';ex? t o  e:r'ie-d in", omri3: 3::. S--heises o? cs.-i2,-list  
s o c i e t i e s  (;lo"-orz of t ? ? i & o r )  j i 2  C c!.:fJc~:-;: ~ F O C Z C ? ? . O E  
2 5 '  of  c 8 t f o n ? 1  icc?r:e cor:.>~.;-ec: t o  S:' 4:1 t-:Aq. ( ?:-;:'S C:?-T?C~- 
or. U Oll t o  'I@ c i rc i? ln ted  ss---.r.atel:.r.) 

S ,?is - o-.qonents of pssocj.-tinnis:n:b:i.i::itz6 by: 
* l-c?: c_" -:o'iJ;icrl 7o::er. 



Soci. i l isr .~ and : o b i l i t y .  

' i n u t e s  o f  meetin2 2Q.15.79, 

1. S t a r t i n z  no in t  was t h e  a r t i c l e  i n  T i b c r a t i o n  no 1 on 
Soc ia l i sm i n  Iabour .  The : -oint  made i n  t h e  7 r t i c l e  was t h a t  
we nus t  d i s cus s .  t h e  ques t ion  o f  new modes from t h e  po in t  of 
view of l abour ,  from t h e  forr.;s of r e l a t i o n s  between l a b o u r e r s ,  
and not  merely t h e  r e l a t i o n  between n r u l i n g  c l a s s  an? t h e  
means of:: p roduc t ion /c i r cu l a t i on /  o r  ~iha . tever .  Thnt is t o  s a y ,  
r.re n u s t  8P.iay.s cons ide r  t h e  ques t ion  of mo?e of proc!pction 
not  j y s t  froill t h e  po in t  of view of sh%%ngl:bnU:.:b~Sbir6sHxb4hXa~s 
t h e  r e l a t i o n s  of t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s  t o  t h e  e:mloited c l a s s e s ,  
bu t  f r o p e v k ~ ~ ~ P i ~ c ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ z ~ ~ m & ~ ~ x  how t h e  
e x p l o i t e d  c l a s s e s  r e l a t e  among then-elves .  ':e t end  t o  t r e a t  
t h i s  t r ~ i ~ s 1 1 i s t o r i c a l l y :  e.g. t? lot  t h e  r u l z i n g  cl- lss  w i l l  
all-rays t r y  and deconnose t h e  c s 7 l o i t o d  c l x m e s ,  i s o l a t i n g  t k e n  
from each o t h e r ,  making it d i f f i c u l t  f o r  t h e n  t o  c o n s t i t u t e  
themselves p o l i t i c a l l y ,  3 O r  we s e e  it s t : -uc tu ra l ly :  t '?e 
r u l i n ~  c l n s s  u s i n g  nnny dev ices  t o  reyroduce t h e i r  porierx. 
I n  some x s o c i e t i e s  ideo logy  ploys  U c e n t r a l  r o l e  ; i x  o t h e r s  
econor;ic s e p a r a t i o n ;  i n  o t h e r s  a  cen t r a l i s ec l  ~ o l i c e  s t a t e  
which prorluces a s o c i a l  atomism of t h e  k ind  fro:: which 
u t i l i x t a r i a n  dreams a r e  made. A I C ~  

2 .  The I t a l i a n  schoo l  h r v e  made a d i s t i n c t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n  
i n  t h i s  f i e l d .  ?or them t h e  c e n t r a l  ques t ion  i s  ;IOW t h e  
working c l a s s  r e l g t e s  w i t h i n  i t s  0r.m ranks  as t h e  r e s u l t  of 
khs its g e n e r a l  r e l a t i o n  t o  c a v i t o l .  I n  t h e i r  fo rmule t ion  
t h e r e  i s  o  c e r t o i n  h idden  v o l i t i c a l  hand at  vorlc, recorilposin: 
l abour  t h r o u g l ~  a l a t e n t  n i l i t n n c y  produced by t h e  produc t ion  
process  i t s e l f .  T h e i r  argument is t h n t  u n i t y  is  ac'-ieved not 
by b u r e n u c r a c t i c  s t r u c t u r e s  f o r  l abour  ( l a r g e  p o l i t i c a l  
p a r t i e s ,  t r a d e  rinions e t c )  bu t  through t 3 e  c o n s i s t e n t  l g  h o s t i l e  
a c t s  o f  l abour  a g a i n s t  c a s i t a l  which f o r c e  c n n i t n l  t o  make t h e  
xchmges.  See  f o r  exnrnale S o l o ~ n z t s  a n a l y s i s  of t i le  US l abour  
movement i n  t h e  in ter-war  p e r i o d ,  o r  ;<egr i  view of t h e  s t a t e  

r ,, as t h e  c r e a t i o n  of $nkbaa n e ~ a t i v e  l ~ . b o u r .  .~ov.gh 7:ep-i 
s t i l l  bcLieves o pro le ' cn r i l n  p n r t y  is i r m o r t a n t ,  ,the t h e o r e t i c a l  
; i u r , t i f i c o t i o n  f o r  s u c h a  un ion  i s  not c l e a r  v i s  ir v i s  t h e  
remaiciier of ti?e a n a l y s i s .  3 t h e r  t h e  r e q v i r m e n t  is  t h e  
o r g r n i s a t i o n  o f  t h e  ran?< nncl f i l e  iinCerneat!l t h e  ~ o l i t i c c . 1  
r a d c r  l i n e  around conc re t e  i s s u e s  iil t h e  to!fn /PJO~-?;place. 
'?!~ei-e a r e  s t r o n ~  s t r a i n s  of  nnapcho-synilicalisn i n  t h i s  
p e r s p e c t i v e :  m b h ? + ~ ~ e h g x  c o n f r o n t i n g  t h e  s t a t e  not r i i t h  v i s i o n s  
of a l t e r n a t i v e  s t a t e s  bu t  w i t h  t h e  o r g a n i s a t i o n  of l abour  
. i ~ ; a i n s t  any s t a t e .  .:hat dist in. ;nishes them f ~ r o n  sonte c u r r e n t s  
of  nn-;-chisn is t h e i r  o n t i n l s n  about t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  To??er and 

r . l i l i tancy of labour .  :!ave t h e y  (other. tiion t'?rough ;oloi;nG8S 
account of t h e  iolsl?ovi!: r e v o l u t i o n )  extended t l > e i r  - e r s ? e c t i v e  
t o  Sov ie t  t y n e  s o c i e t i e s ?  

Z. 1-ote t h a t  t h e  I t a l i a n s  yrasn  t h e  d i a l - c t i c  of t h e  
r e l c t i o n  of l abour  and c g ? i t n l  v i t h i n  a s  we l l  a s  ba tveen  
ther:selves v i z  t h e  concentnhl  sc:~er:iae of t k e  labour  qrocess .  

4. : nrx  of course  o f f e r e d  t h 9 s e s  HN from tl-is - - e r spec t ive  a l s o :  
- c?? i tn l i sm a s  d9s t roy ing  t h e  i n d i v i d u ~ l  i s o l n t i o n  of p t t y  

~3;:::-odity nroducers  nni: t h e  p n l i t i c a l  su '~jrr ,rnt ion of the s c r f ,  
1)  c o n s t i t u t i n ~  c n l : e c t i v e s  of fvee  {rn.7? 12bollrers e'JeT Tl:Ore 
p i f ' - r l  L c&+?ft;?. t h e  res.1Y.t of t',e c e n t l . - l i s a t i o i ~  m r ?  concentr .? t ion 



- cg.pital ism as break in5  dovn d i y f e r e n c c s ,  i n  rllnce,ks:;ill ,  s ta t l~:  
and inpos ing  c9nr;on c o n d i t i o n s  on '::ass vo rke r s '  i n  t h e  
per iod  o f  n?ch inofac ture .  c e r t a i n  universal ism.  ( c f  
d e s t r u c t i o n  of t l le  p e t i t  bbs i e ) .  

- u n i f i c a t i o n  o f  vrorl:in% cl,-.ss t '-rough ::hat? T'.e par ty .  
a s s o c i a t i o n s  between producers.  

- t ' , eory of f e t i s h i s r n ; W s b  i t  w a s  t h e  tns:: of s o c i n l i s t  t l?eory 
t o  e x n l a i n  how s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s  were not hov t h e y  seemed. 
Tetishisrn a s  a div i r le r  o f  t h e  vorLing c l a s s .  

5 .  "he l i b e r a t i o n  a r t i c l e  i n s i s t e d  on such a g e n e r a l  
c?-progch t o  a n a l y s i s  of  s o c i a l i s t  s o c i e t i e s :  how d i d  lnboure r s  
r e l a t e  one t o  ano the r  a s  ? a r t  of t h e  r e l a t i o n  wi th  t h e  means 
o f  prodlhc$ion ond t h e  r u l i n g  c lg s s .  Zonsiclered he re :  t??9 
profound impa.ct 04 i n d i v i a u o l  ..ages, stJ.X l a r g e l y  t h e  form of 
s u b s i s t e n c e  ~ h p g ~ s & s x i n  p r o v i s i o n  i n  t:?e 3.F'R. T e-ds t o  t h e  
f e t i s h i s n  of t 3 e  incl iv idnal  l a h o u r e r ,  be ing  nnid sccord ing  t o  
h i s  o r  h e r  c o n t r i b u t i o n ,  :,hen i n  f a c L  p a r t  of c o l l e c t i v e  labour .  
I l t e r n ~ t i v e  suyzes ted ,groun  ?r,nges, o r  Zrourl p.-yments (conzunes 
an2 co-opera t ives?)  

5. Beconcl i s s u e :  r e l a t i o n s  of l abour  t o  s! : i I l~:nov~led~;e/ tcchnoloy:  
C u r r e n t l y  t h i s  a spec t  o f  t h e  c r l l e c t i v e  labour  is p r i v a t i s e d  
CS t h e  p r o p e r t y  of .the i n d i v i d u a l  worker. ':or?<ers a r e  p a i d  - 
more f o r  s k i l l .  a d i v i d u a l s  t%e: .efore  encouraged t o  accnnula te  
slcills v in  a ? p r e n t i c e s h i p s ,  s t udy ing ,  u n i v e r s i t y  courses .  
The i n d i v i d u a l i s a t i o n  of : r y e  nayments n&xtrtrexx t h e r e f o r e  
l e a d s  t o  t h e  p r i v a t i s a t i o n  of s!:ill, &Y t o  ::.aye d i f f e r e n t i a . l s ,  
and t o  a regime where !mrnan c a p i t a l  t h e o r y  r u l e s  i n  d a i l y  
p r a c t i s e . .  There is ~ l s o  a n  ~ c c o m ~ ~ n y i n ~ e t i s h i s a t i o n  of 
t9chnology and sc i ence :  i n d i v i d u n l s  by p s e r i e l  d i l i ~ e n c e  can 
s h a r e  i n  t h e  -.oq.;rers o f  t h i s  eve r  p r o ~ r e s s i v e  s o c i a l  force .  
Indeed lie have gone s o  far  as t o  s a y  t k o t  t h o s e  who X ~ @ ~ K & ~ & H  
kxbwr6~tlp1~~xzni develop t h e  c a ~ n c i t y  t o  ~ r o d u c e  technolosy ,  
proc?ucti.re ::novled=e e tc .  s o c e  t o  cor:?ose a new c ' ~ ? s s ,  s i n c e  i n  
o r 6 e r  t o  revroduce t h e i r  i n d i v i d u a l  ~:!ono?olies n x m -  t h e y  
develop a  co::inon i n t e r e s t  v i s  3 v i s  a )  uns':i?.leci.!~or>ers; 
b~  t??e f o r r ~  of t h e  ~-?ro?r int ;or?  o f  ':rc~ltleclye; c j  t h e  r f l n t i v e  
em?h?sis on *he deve-~o?i::ent of  t h e  g r o c l ~ ~ c t i v e  f o r c e s ;  d j  a r u l i r  
' J u r e s u c r ~ t i c  c l - s s .  % o x m m x t r ~ ~ s  

7. Low csn t'lis he  cocntered.  i:: by co : l cc t iv i s ing  !:a-o ~8:ri;:ents; 
i i ) b y  c o l l e c t i v i s i n g  c o n t r o l  on who froi-: t h e  collective is  t:-nine. 
i n  c e r t n i n  s l : i l l s ,  and t h e  c o n t i z u i n g  r e l n t i o n  betr~reen t h e  

" newly s l r i l l - d  worlcer anc! t h e  c n l l c c t i v e .  sci.~et:!i::g of t h i s  ?:ind . . took  ? l a c e  i n  t h e  c u l t u r a l  r e v n l ~ ~ t ' o n  i n  China. o r k e r s  vould 
be 3esir;natecl f o r  cou r se s  and b:ould t h e n  r e tu r r l  +o f i l l  t h e  
gay t h a t  had p ro rn~ tcd  t h e  co:Lective '&nvest:.;ent1. I n  t h e  i l e c t -  
r i c a l  ~ e n e r a t o r  f ~ c t o r y  t?lis l e d  t o  vic!!s on t \ e  fori.: of  
etl.ucation. i n  t h e  job t r a i n i n z  bein,- %un? t o  lent: t o  am3 less 
h a u t e u r  by t h e  t r l i n e e s  ir .  c o n t r a s t t o  1 -n ' ve r s i t y  zduca<;?on. 

?!1e co: l e c t i v e  h a s  desi-nntci :  vrho s:~oulcl t r ~ y i n ,  provicled t h e  
x u % B ~ b k b x b ~ ~ ~  suIJs?.?tence du r inz  t r ; . i n i n ~ ,  discussec1 !:I17 t h e  
t r a i n i n y ;  is  needed f ro: :  t h e  no in t  of  vie?: ol" t h e  ?roZuct ivi t ; r  
of  kh~xbc3kll::: i ts  o?n c o l l e c t i v e  l a 3 o u r ,  nnd -ifect;c:! t h e  
forr:  of educ- t ion  i r  orcler t o  ?revent  t k e  ~ ! ~ V ~ ; O ~ : ~ : ~ I ? * L  of a 
s u ~ e r i - p  outl6olr on t ' -e  pn:*t of t k e  t r? . in?e ,  t!?en x ~ J : : ? I ~ o s ~ : : : :  
a, L L I ~  1fbxBk5W%%nh:ibf?3kh~:::; cnns t r~ : c t  i o n  o f  p- iv- t iseci  s::ill 
t . r i - 1  hove been firr,;lg conntered.  1" ::ill 'le s een  t'?3+ %%E:: it 
is  -) not t!le i n d i v i e u a l  b~1.t t:le coL lec t ive  ?!:lit:? has  i x d e  t h e  
i n v e s l z e n t ;  5 )  t!i:+ t l ~ e  individu7Z is o s r e l y  t ' ,e  S:nrer of  s::ill; 



c )  t h a t  t h e  sl:ill is  t h e n  8:-?lied XR&Y as por t  o f  s o c i a l  lnbour  
i n c r e a s i n g  o v e r a l l  p rod lhc t iv i ty  i n  a ~ o y  ri.:lic!. c a rno t  be 
~.~??~b%_nousl:r  . ;7ss i~ned  t o  t h e  i n d i v i i l u r l  cnn t rohut ion  of t h e  
sl:illecl rrorker a lone ;  d; t l ' s t t t e  s!:ill should s p r e a d  :ritl.i.n 
t h e  ?rodfiction r l ~ i t .  i n  2s much as ::not:.ledge / s : r i l l  h?s  a 
h i z h  r !arginal  nroductivi t ; .  (yihic'l t o  iae-.ent: is  not .60 s8.y t3'3"t 

it a lone  11a.s r n i s e d  t h e  productivi$j)  xk.::$pb%3kkxnsc:: and is 
l o d ~ e d  v? i t :~ in  soi;?e inclivirlunl r.rori:ers r.t e r  th:?n o t h e r s ,  
t h e r e  w i l l  al!.rays 5 e  a tendency toya rds  tech;rocracy. =':is 
ho lds  t r u e  i n  c r a i t n l i s n  "S i!1 s o c i a l i s m ,  grid ::ust b e  li.:;ed t o  
tT1e t v i n  i n s t i t u t i o n s  of:" n2ivi;lunl vages ;  b l  s t n t e  :-+her 
t h a n  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t r o l  of  t h e  educa t  ' oil ?recess, and 
Tndividupl  r a t h e r  t7>an  CO l l e c t  i v e  d e c i s i o n  na!ring on sn~bsb=X% 
?iho s h a l l  become t h e  b e a r e r s  of t ' e  tec11nolot;y ?S 3 s o c i - l  Zorce. 

8. : s s o c i a t l o n i s t  thought  has  t ended  t o  s e e  t l ie  d i v i s i o n  o f  . . 
l zbour  as t h e  ' r - ? d i s  malorum'. AAO.: m?ny of our  nct-'.on_; a r e  . . 
bnsed on t h e  a t tempt  t o  r e c o v e r  t h e  'rj'lole person ' .  . e  S' ould 
c L l  be  p o e t s ,  nnd a l l  labourers .  O f  t h e  y e a t  d i v i s i o n s  i n  l abour  
t'.st between k b ~ t l x b x 8 x h a M b ~ i h x b ~ :  bxti8kQxbrrb::bhmm 
domestic rvor!; and c::n~r.:odity pro-?:-c been pr imrry ,  
t o g e t h e r  7:ri':h t h a t  betrroen head and hand. '.:hat o t h e r s :  
c o q d i n n t o r s ,  co-ordinated (at t h e  b a s i s  of  ; . : ichels t h e s e s ) ;  
creative/lhncreaKtive lnbour ;  k u x ~ ~ c  i n d u s t r i a l / a - r i c u l $ u r a l  l a b o u r ;  
(can lie add o t h e r s ) .  (f i zh t e r s /non  f i g h t e r s  - 7 G i t r e - l  

9. 2, cons t an t  tendency i n  o u r  thoug11t i s  t o ~ r a r d s  a t e c h n i c h a l  
deter-inism. 2.n each of t h s  ,?hove t h e  f n c t  o f  t11e di-risior? of 
l abour  deter!:iines t h e  r e l ? t i o n s l ? i p s  between t h e  labourers .  
Zegd a l ~ ~ r a y s  . ?on ina t ins  over  hand , cnmr;odity over  domestic 
lohour ,  i n d u s t r i a l  over  a ~ r i c u l t u r a l ,  co-ordinators  over  
CO-ord'.nnted, lie could no doubt none h e r e t i c s  f o r  each: t h o s e  
!rho s e e  *n irqppp founded on t h e  t e c h n i c h n l  c l iv is ions  - 
of which : . icl ta  S i a :;ood ins t -nce .  3ut do ::'e not  ho ld  
i? s e n e r a l  t h a t  s o c i ~ l  r e l a t i o n s  cn? dominate the t e c h n i c h a l ,  
by r e c o 0 : ~ s i n ~  t h e  f o r c e s , .  t h e  t e n d e n c i e s  induced by t b e  technic11- 
2nd t 3 e o  s o c i Z l l y  mas te r ing  ths~:.:? 

10. "hei-e hsve  been a n.:nbr?r of .ways vro 11zve t :-?cl i t ionally 
z ~ ~ r o ~ c l ~ e c l  t h i s  quests-on o f  resb is t in ; :  t h e  ty rnnny  of t h e s e  
Cj.visions of labour:  

- lq0tilte t h e  ~BS!;S. t h u s  c i iv is ion of lnbour  is  nreserved  but, not 
the* d i v i s i o n  of l aboure r s .  11: 1 n u s t  do a ?ol-t l o n  of Ei muo- 
l2'ilour; a l l  : lus t  f i ~ 3 t  t ? ? r e e  nonths a t  t h e  f r m t ;  a l l  cnnua l  
l n ? ~ o ~ ~ r e r s  - u s t  ;'ttenL' c l c s s e s ;  n:L n u s t  ??z-tici??";e i r  7olit;ic:.: 
r x n e t i n ~ s ;  a l l  n u s t  t a k e  t u r n s  i n  t b e  t-.sl;s of  t h e  holile. 

- u n i v ? r s a l i s e  s l ; i? ls .  T h i s  may be ci t l!er  n 2108s on t i le  
r o t a t t o n  o f  t a s k s  (nc:equ,-te r o t - t i o n  r e q u i r e s  soxe 
re -s? : i l l ing) ,  o r  s e e  n a r t  o f  t h e  problei l  Sn t e i -~ i s  o.? 
c l ? s c i t i e s .  Thus if everyone is copable  of being a t e ~ c h e r ,  
the:? t e p c h e r s  ( o r  t e c h n i c i n n s )  w i l l  be  l e s s  l i o b l e  t o  
in?ose t h e i r  vers;.ons on o the r s .  - . e Z u c i n ~  t I ~ e  sum. 

- des ign  yroduc t ion  s o  a s  *E not t o  r e q u i r e  d i v i s i o n s  of inbour. 
e . ~ .  s m n l l  s c a l e  ?rocll-ctj-on vr!?ere pro*!t~ction r e q u i r e s  - t h e  
r :u l t i ? le  s I r i ? l s  of t h e  ? r t i s a n ,  o r  sil:all fn~: : :er .  -n zene ro l :  
r o l l  bnc'r t h e  d i v i s i o n  of labour.  



- p - S .  T h i s  i s  zimed a t  t h e  d i v i s i o n  S e t m e n  s:iii~ecI/unsi:il  
o r  m a h l r h x b ~ c  coc!?le::/sir.:ple, c r ea t ive / cnc ren t  f ve lzdour. 
Ilodern c n v i t ? l i s c ~  s e e n  3s drns tu~yin$  s::ill i n  everycta? l i f e ,  
b i r t h ,  cool:ing, rrnl,rin.i.ing, proc1ncti.on of COL;! . oc l i t i es ,  
c u l t u r e  r?16x&xp I 4 f a a ~ u b k b : ~ ~ c m ~ : ~  e t a l .  --.eclpir;? 
s!ci"_s f cf ~RC!: t o  1 9 t h  c e r t u r y  rreevinz, c:3fts ,Sol!: s i n ~ i n g ) .  

m. - c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t r o l  o f  t i le  p r iv i l eged .   is b r i n g s  u s  bncli 
t o  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  sl;il:ed labour.  : 3 m  v?@ 
not clevelo? r e l n t i o n s  o f  n r o d ~ ~ c t i o n  !;:,I~icl? - revents  tI2e 
domination of t h e  ' t e c h n i c h n l  t endenc ie s l .  '.3e c u l t u r a l  
r e v ? l u t i o n  n lnced  y e a t  e q h c s i s  oi: $ 5 ~  i d w  l o z i c - l  con t ro l :  
but  r e c e n t  even t s  r s i s e  t h e  quest!.on o f  hov? f n r  co:.lectivs 
i d e o l o ~ i c a l  e n t e r ? r i s e s  can be s ~ ~ s t a i n e d  w5en t h e  xnYex%a%x 
socio-econocic trbsbs bases  of every::n:: l i f e  reyroduce 
t l?e % b ~ h x % ~ ~ c <  s n e c i f i c  i l iv i s ions .  21e nttemyt t o  
b reak  t h e  t i e  between i n d i v i d u n l s  ant? s::i.l: anr? - : F ? i r ! ~  
c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t r o l  o f  s l : i l l  t h r o u ~ h  de-.relonF!y .nev forcls 
is  an  n t t e n p t  t o  s o  bey nd i ' e c l o y i c r l  c o n t r o l  (vrhich is  g , - :  why C'lina v e n t  beyond t x , i:lturnl =evoluS!.on i n  develo->inz 
new f o r m  a s  w e l l  a s  new t ' -ouyhts) .  

11. Let  u s  consic!er t h i s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  b u r e n u c r - t i c  ?ewer. 
qistr of Zwviet t y y e  s o c i e t i e s  a r e  sf;ron,-ly d i v i s e d  03 
e r  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  Se tv~een  t e c h n o c r x y  and hure7ucr?c:r 

is f n ~ o r t a n t .  "he T ro t s l ry i s t  t r a d i t i o n ,  3 e t t  l e h e i n  and t h e  PdeC 
schoo l ,  and even some of t h e  'new c l z s s '  'pro~onen1;s s e e  t h e  
mgjor d i v i s i o n s  between a r u l i n g  s t r n t a  o r  c l a s s  and t h e  
workin= c l a s s  and peasan t ry .  9 i v i s i o n s  n i t ? l i n  the& r u l i n x  
c l a s s  e r e  r e l a t i v e l y  u n i . ? ~ o r t a n t ;  s ? e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  techcocracy  
c m  only  c o n s t i t u t e  i t s e l f  th rouch  t h e  p a r t y  whit? i s  doz~ina ted  
5y t h e  bureaucracy;  many of t h e  s o - c ~ l l e d  t c c h n o c r ~ t s  a r e  
p a r t y  people  ( h u r z w c r a t s ) ,  nnd many of tile so-cal le i l  
bure.?ucrat  i c  f v n c t  i o n s  a r e  t l l ense lves  pbni3zbk31rb:r6:-,1,-: p? r t  
o f  proc1uct.ion (ancl m i nvo lve  C ~ c l - ~ - i c ? ~ r t 1  Iabour j .  Cn t h e  . . o t h e r  hand, i : a l l e t ,  wr11cn.c Zurnl~nn,  and o u r  t k ~ s e s  on 
co!.:.ectivi?* ,lii$l il: t ! ie i r  c?i.?feren+ ways s e e  t11e teck;:ocrn.tic 
s ? r a t a  a s  d i s t i n c t  f m r i  t?:e boieaocrrc:r t o  c a l l  
a c l a s s ,  and s e e  t h e n  i n  p 0 t e n t i . d  c l a s s  strup;t ; le  bo th  
wit11 t h e  workin? c l n s s  i n  a l . l i ence  w i t h  t h e  bureaucrscjr,  and 
i n  soGie s i t y a t i o n s ,  w i th  t h e  wor?iin: class a g a i n s t  t h e  

m. burozucrac:r. r :ao b a s i s  of  t h e  r l i s t i n c t i o n  is r c l - t  i o n  t o  
econos ic  p rodnc t ion  end re l i roduct ion:  t ? ~ e  t echnoc r -c io s  -?oT:ler 
is i n  t h e  ::;ono?olisntion o f  'norrlec1f;e o f  i:::;:.eZiate u s e  i?l 
prodess  o f  , $ p & ~ f t i o n .  Tlle bnrenucroc ies  polrer is v i a  i t s  
c o n t r o l  ovic ci$ci. l c t i o n  and ? o l i t i c q :  nroduction.  L lbe r r ' t i on  
has  a siiilil?r pe r snec t ive .  It n u t s  t h e  contrc?st i n  t h e  f o l l o v ~ i n ~  
1i7y: 

"Taylorism, t ' le  r : c i e n t i f i c  ancl tecl:~lnlo:ical 1-ev l u t i o "  
to,-et ' ler c o n t r i 1 ~ - - t e  t o  t::e co~cont i .?" , ion o f  co?i ' irol 
:i i i thin t l?e  -roc!uctF.or! v p i t  i r t o  t h e  ha!?!ls of  rrllnt hr>s 
been c?l:ed t 5 e  toc'-.:-ocrocy. In s o c i ? l i s t  s o c i e t i e s  
t? le  c ~ ~ s t r i S u C i o n  o? s::r?lus(tl.us the f o r r s  of 
acc~l:.:ul?.tion) an< t!?e r e l n t  i o n s  bet!.:eei: 83.i:f e r e n t  
ProZuct ive  u n i t s  ? r e  cont rc  ::.ed by t11e 'b~!rc:uc~cc:~' . 
"herefore  f o r  nny wo:'uction t o  :,ecoi ,e  socin; ,  it 
?ass t h i - o u ~ ?  t ' l e  1lani:s o f  t h e  buren.ucrac;.." ,no l.?.Z,, 
~. ~~. .~ ~ - ~ 



12. i'ne Ifay v!e could r l i s t i nyu i sh  t h e s e  Zorces frot:l t h e  
p o i n t  of view of l abour  is  ',:l say ins :  a/ tT:e tec5eocr?c;- 
r e l a t e  t o  l abour  a s  c o n c r e t e  l abour ;  i.e. th-r have t o  ' j. o r g a n i s e ,  subord ina t e ,  C i s t r i b u t e  la'3our s - y c l f i c n l l g  nccording 
t o  t h e  rn.?<;erial r e q a i r e n e n t s  o r  t h e  groCuctj.on g r o c e s s . ~  
b; t '?e hur?aucrocy i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union h3ve t r i e d  t o  r e l a t e  
t o  lnbour  but  car. on ly  CO s o  -S s i o y l e  lnbour. i.e. ? l a m  e r e  
?mm up v i i t : ?  v z lues  t11.7.^, a r c  intenr7ed t o  corres?"?S :;it71 
labour  a s  s i r : p l e  l abour ; .bu t  t b i s  i s  a t o t " l l y  miS>nceivzd 
ven tu re ,  cnci t h e  r e s u l t s  can o ~ l y  h e  a . r?>i t rary .  Zn f a c t  . 
t i se  and a g a i n  t h e s e  ea~pe r ine i l t s  have been nb;.ndoned i n  
f avour  o f  p l an  e r i n l  l ~ a l a n c e s ,  i.e. r e l n t i i :  t o  
l abour  v i a  t h e  %-@gs t hey ?I-ocuce, 1-aving t h e  
r e l n t i o n s  o f  conc re t e  l s b o u r  t o  t1:e t e c h q o c r n t s  i n  t b e  
hzlBx%&xz& e n t e r n r i s e s ,  Zone o f  t h e  r e f o r z s  n t t s r , ? t  t o  
e l r ~ o n d  t h e  s q h e r e  of c o n c r e t e  ln5our  r z l a t f o n s  at t h e  
e:yense o f  t h e  s i r m l c  l abour  o r  ubx5nHi'Cg::: t h e  usg vrrlue 
r e l a t i o n  ( c f  t h e '  Zas t  ::ern?.n c ? r t e l i s n t i o n  ~ovenon"i .  
Gt'ycrs t r y  and r e y l z c e  t h e  usn v? lue  r s l - t ' ons  ::!-tl~ co.,:i-oriity 
r e l n t i o n s ,  and t h u s  t;-?nsforn t h e  relat!.on 6L" +;:;'-* ' ~nre?i~crr.c:r 
t o  l s 5 o u r  ~ s r a c r r ~ P ~ ~ b m b f b ~ b ~ h ~ b x I : Y o f ~ x x  i n t o  one of 
n h s t r a c t  labour .  1s not  t h e  a i n  of n Cer;ocrctic soc i - l i s r ; ,  - 
an  f l s s o c i c t i o n i s n  - t o  r c l - t e  t h e  s ~ h e r e s  o f  concr&e l zbour  
conc re t e ly ,  t o  nrcZmbxhk8sbxbn3 " ren17ce n'l ~ ~ ' o s t r e c t  , 
s i n ~ l e ,  o r  u s e  va lue  r e l a t i o n s  by r e l n t l o n s  of c o n c r e t e  l abour ,  
t o  universn:ise t 'ie concrefig, $J $9- us ez?;l-s5s on  
t:?e conc re t e  lroula sive a EZ$ x~$dS&& 
c' iscussions of Efb~bcbxb~[~cx s o c i a l i s t  denocr?cy. 

13. So t h e  bureaucracy ' s  power rests on  a) c o n t r o l  ove r  
c i r c u l a t i o n  ( o r  t h e  ~t?~bnrbsbn'fi:ib~bJIh~bx9:: s o c i a l  sgnt:?esis of  
soc in l i sn i ) ;  b )  c o n t r o l  ove r  - 0 1 i t i c a l  syo thes i s .  1:i terr :s  of  
t h e  6 i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  cl ivisio?- of  l ~ b o u r  tillat :in;?s c?n v;e 
o--7roac5 t h e  prob'am of bren::iac t h e  nono?ol;r of a c l n s s  over  
t 3 e s e  t v i n  e l c n e n t s  of  tile new s o c i e t y .  

n; d e l e ~ a t i -  n. c o n t r a s t  t h i s  t r a d i t i o n r l  ~ o : F t i c ? l  c?e::?nc! r r i th  
t h e  ~ n y s  i n  v: scononic  d i v i s i o n s  o f  lnbour  hove Seen counte rc  
Consider t h e  1 U- of d e l e . ~ ~ t i n g  s l c i l l e d  1abour. ?robler.; is 
tb:t t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  necessary  conr l i t ions  f o r  t!:is t o  
o p e r a t e  e.de.cuqt2ly. IInovIla,'ge o f  hovr t h e  do lezn te  is 
behavins;  ::nowledse o f  t h e  i s s u o s  unc'er d i s c u s s i o n ;  cayacit;' 
t o  cha7.1enge t h e  d e l e s a t e ;  i n s u f f i c i e n t  hnse f o r  t h e  r e l e g a t e  
t o  c o n f i r n  h i s  o r   e er never by forr.1~ o f  na.tronn,re 'Jnsecl on 
?ov!er C nf e r r e d  b:r ~ o s i h i o n  -S de l ezn te ;  r o l - t  i v e l y  C;:-e.?ter 
t i n e  s y e n t  u i t h  t 5 e  d e l e ~ n t o r s  t h a n  : r i th  o t h e r  dele;.^tes. " !.he p r o v i s i o n  t h a t  c l e ~ c ~ n t e s  sIloulr? be  su!1$?c5 ti i n s t n n t  
r e c - l 1  ani! t h x t  t:ie:r s'*olild r e c e i v e  t!lc? avcrzyje xoi-kin*: :!nC;e, 
is  unders t  ?od, i ~ u t  t h e  quest 'on i s  t:het,l?er tlhese r'esicler-zta 
a r e  v a r i n b l e s ,  a r e  the:- t :?ccselves t h e  keg t3el.,+,ions of 
nroduct ion.  ?rice t h e  so -ca l l ed  r leleg-tes e s t , -~?&ish  r. l:,.on-:ioly 
over  socio-econo::ic .m:? -0: i t i c a l  s g n t h e i s P s  , t h e ?  dos-nds 
f o e  n?ndr t iog ,  ins t . -n t  recol.1, anrl no ~ r i v i l e g 5 s  ?~l:: ? e r r y % s i t c s  
have l e s s  ?urb:!ase. ?or ,  as vri.';ll c e ~ . ~ i t ~ l  i z  ?CS Ti no?6ly over  
t b e  cenns of gi+o'~lct?nn, s o  "he b u r c - n c r r t s  b-ve Sesn se-2 U? 
t ~ i t 1 1  a c r u c i - l  ?:ono-oly, 7nd nevr fo1,:-.S of feti.;:lis;.; :;i!l; be 
~ r o ~ u c e d  es r r e s u l t .  

v \  1 Li:litecl terms/el .?c t ion by l o t ,  e t c .  t h i s  is  enu iv - l en t  t o  
t a s ? : ~ .  i r : ~ l i e s  geher-:is?.tior. 0 7  n'LlsCr-ct 



6.  
c )  1;i~nu31 l abour  f o r  t h e  ' :X-e~ucrnts.  ensu r ing  so::e e::perience 
o f  yene r - l  manual ~ I S : I S  ?or t h o s e  i n  pozer. 

d) c r i t i c i s m m  and sel f -cr i t ic isr .1 .  i.e. & d ~ b k b g l i ~ ~  s o c i a l  
d i s c i ? l i n e .  Cne of t h e  p r e - r e q u i s i t f e s  f o r  t h i s  is r e l a t i v e l y  
s m a l l  u n i t s .  'To~J~c:! o f  :;nol.~leCge o f  peop le  i n  t I ~ e  concrete. 
i:o$ t h e  Z r i t r e a n s  an:? t h e i r  movenent from one u n i t  t o  m o t h e r  
s o  t h a t  t!leg :mar.? vreli a wide v a r i e t y  o f  peolyle i n  v r l c t i s e .  

d;. a b o l i s h i n g  t h e  i"orr?s of  s:,rnt>ds ?:hit? m e  su3jocJ; t o  
d i x c t  c l a s s  c o n t r o l .  

- nbol i sh  s y n t 5 s s i s  a l t o g e t h e r  (i .e.  hr5-:: n? $?to sc-l1 
co~.:.;.uaities, w i t 1 1  &mm sor::e forr: of f e d e r h l  l i n l ~ s  ? ~ e t ! ~ c e n  
t h e n ;  u s u a l l y  bnsed on se l f - sn . ? f i c i ency  SO th-t no econo-~:ic 
s y n t h e s i s  r e q u i r e d ,  and n i n i n o l  y o 1 i t i c a . l  s g n t ' e f s i s .  ) 

' - i n t roduce  e c o n . - - i c  s y n t h e s i s  v in  t' 3 :-:-rl:et. 'i'his moves 
t h e  q u e s t i o n  of c l n s s  domination back i n t o  t '-c a r ena  of 
p~oc luc t  i o n  (c f  nhove) . 

- . ,hat  e?u ivn len t  i n  ? o l i t i c n l  s y n t h e s i s .  ;:u:ti pni-tg syster.1 
(3nss ' :  ; : ande l )  ; f ec?eralisr i  ( ~ a r e n t e e  ove r  e x c e s s i v e  IXX~& 
s y n t k e s i s )  ; t rnc 'e  unions.  i.e. a l l ow o t h e r  c l a s s  sg? theses ,  
and a c e r t o i n  compet i t ion  t o  g r e v n i l .  

t h e  n o i n t  about t h e s e  p roposa l s  is t h a t  u n l i k e l y  t o  c a r r y  
rseigi:t u n l e s s  m o n o ~ o l y  over  t h e  socio-econoi.:ic s y n t l ~ e s i s  
broken. 

14. General  note :  many of t h e  demancls nbout Zoviet  t y p e  s o c i e t i e s  
a r e  u top ian .  3em~nds  f o r  example f o r  f r e e  i n f o r i n t i o n  m d  1 
&?:.ition of s t a t e  s e c r e t s  (?ahro),  a ' : - . l i t ion of ~iir?r;.rc??ic'lal 
s t r u c t u r e s  i n t ro f iuc t ion  of y o l i t i c o l  i1er:ocracy ( a  l a  Tro tsky  
anLi : . snde l j  do not sr'Q-ess t h e  questioi'. o r  :,!!?at i s  t h e  c r c c i a l  
forr.: of  c o n t r o l  ?riiich . -* l lob~s  t h e  r u l i n z  cL7ss t o  re:>roduce i t s e l f  
a s  ;? c lns s .  I n  -S much as it  is -n e c m o - . i c  c o n t r o l ,  i t  rieans 
?:l.-t t h e  f u n c t i o n s  t h a t  t h e  rvlin:  c l ~ s s  c a r r  ou t  r u $ t  be 
full"iL-ied iil n n o t l ~ e r  ~ s y  o the rwi se  clay t o  day : . i re i)re?:;s Co::n. 
.>:id i? tl?e  1n::ter s t n ~ t s  t o  'ir---:et1 t'xe c u r r e n t  ru l i r . 2  cl , -ss  
is confirmed i n  its p o s i t i o n .  The econo::;ic i s s u e s  - t h e  
need t o  produce and d i s t r i b u t e  u s e  vn lus s  F - r e q u i r e  a 
cc-:?crete .?nsver. I f  t h e s + s s u e s  a r e  not  r?nsv?erecl t h e n  c-31s 
f o r  ? o l i t i c a l  t r a? s fo rc l a t i ons  a r e  CO:-[.:only t m n s f c ; - r e d  i n t o  'G' c  
~ g s t e  paper  bas:tet, hecxuse t h e  ru l in ;  c l - s s  r c m ~ i n s  entrenched 
i n  its c o n t r o l  of t '-e !rey f o r s s  o f  s y n t l ~ e s i s  nncli'a ?i*o'uction. 

.r? 
?rand~mn&d:rhmn1:u~XT]~~::bn~: For  t h e  - r o t . _ ~ l y ~ i s  t S t'iis is 
not  cq p r o b l e s  bec-use econo-:ic yovrer is  i n  t h e  hands oP t h e  
~r.or!:in,n c l a s s  (rvorl:ars z t a t e :  ; t h e  i s s u e  is t1?911 so l e :  j. I yol i2: i+, -  
i c n l  one. Ih!t i f  ve zo f v r t h e r  g i l~ l  .?xo:~ine ?~z.?xf~nlr--c i?':ic?- ?.re t h e  
d o d s ~ ~ k ~ o s ~ ~ k b ~ l 1 ~ 5 1 b : : 5 - -  key rz l ,? t i .ons  of i ; ro3!~ct ion i n  .,. Zoviet  $ 7 ~  s o c e t ' e s ,  t h e n  ~ n y  cl--n;e of  - c e r i o u s  !:in2 lii-- "3 i n ~ r o l v e  n t : ? e o r e t i c a l  ! ' iscussion o f  S?:~::&..=E~~'.~~>:T~::II:.:X 
sbs8n'3~bnrar~:46:r.'.W~ m $117 c r v c i a l  E : -no-o l ies  t o  c'~??.len:e 
and ~ ~ I T O V I  over. i:o e v ~ l n n n t i o n  -s t o  r..~kr, f o r  t h e  ?yo t s ' g i s+s ,  
t i le  ? o l i t i c ? l  r e l n t i o n s  d i scussed  a r e  s o  c e n t r a l x  t o  t h e  
cui-rent deter:-linationrr of t h e  c l a s s  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  vrhola R% . .. 
ZX~~KPX:: s o c i e t y .  (%-ots::~is: concent oT c c u r n r t i o n .  



... 
15. . :onsiderstions on how t o  Sreak  down t h e  adverse  e - f ~ c t s  cl" 

d i v i s i o n  of l abour  r a i s e  t h e - n u e s t i o n  of r o b i l i t y .  '?:ere 
 rea at i : i ob i l i t i e s :  

a )  geo=raah icn l  
b) s o c i a l / s e c t o r a l  
c; p o l i t i c a l  

I n  each o f  t h e s e  dimensions .;re can c o n t r l s t  riioc?es of .-,oorlnhirn~ - 
?reduction. I n  c a n i t o l i s m  ~ ~ r o r k e r s  a r e  re la t ivel : ;  ir::b;il,b: 
Fir many reasons :  housing,  rrttnchment t o  a r e a ;  t i e d  t o  job, 
Given t h a t  c a n i t 3 1  is far pore  mobile,  t11e otiest ion is: how 
cnn ~ m M x 3 x  mobile c a v i t n l   et adequete  l abour  f r o n  d n r ~ o b i l e  
p r o l e t a r i a t .  2 n s ~ e r :  r e s e r v e  qrmy; c a t e y o r i e s  OF n i g - a n t  worl:ers. 
i .e.  t h e r e  is dua l  l abour  su?p ly?  l o c - l  end n iy r -n t .  Cne of 
t h e  f e a t u r e s  o f  v ~ i g r n n t  vor::ers is t h e i r  &sense of p o l i t i c a l  
r i s h t s  (c f  ou tda t ed  v o t i n s  re . : i s ters ,  r.0 r i z h t s  f o r  f o r e i z n  
~ror l re rs ,  and i n  s tar! ies t  form - t h e  zy?s i e s (on lp  r ! o l ~ i l e  proper ty:  ; 
I n  s o c i n l i s r ~  as it  q c t u q l l y  e x i s t s ,  t::e con t ro '  over  l abour  . 
mohi l i t y  is spx& s t r i c t e r  t h a n  i n  cnpi t r l l i s r t :  

- emigra t ion  d i f f i c u l t  . - i n t e r n a l  e i g r n t i o n  (mnnqged?), c f .  Soi-don's boo& v?':".icl~ i n d i c a t e <  
t h e  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  su r round ing  t h e  po!ier and clecisions on 
t r a n s f e r s .  

t h e  camp economy allotrecl f o r c e d  t r , n s f e r  t o  bnc!;:zrd r ez ions :  
now l a r y e  i n c e n t i v e s  f o r  r.~or?:ers t o . g o  t o  Si!:eri?. 
a r c y  too?asn  migrant  l abour  f o r c e ?  

I n  r e l a t i o n  t o  o u r  cl iscussion,  t h e  d e v e l o ~ n e n t  of co?.ective 
over  i nd iv idu . r l  c o n t r o l  poses problems. Ilow can i n l i v i C u ~ l s  
t r q n s f e r  from one c o l l e c t i v e  t o  ?nother. For esn.;l:e: t h e  
' b c e a r e r  of  s k i l l s '  once hnc?: f r o 3  ' rrni3in.r  ni;l?t wish t o  r;lrve. 
Freedon of nove!3ent !i' ulcl .;itre hi:!] o r  h e r  n c'.?nce t o  
r e p r i v a t i s e  t h e  s k i l l s  locl?:ed vri thin t h e n ,  hy n o v i n ~  t o  an nren  
si!ere emyloyers o r  c n ' l e c t i v e s  viere v: i - l inz  t o  na.y accorclinr 
t o  i : : n r ~ i n a l  p roduc t iv i ty .  ..nsvrer a f o r r  of t r a n s f e r  
sv~oi, system. ?reeclo::i t o  ~o  i f  arrangements f o r  a re?lncnc;ent 
can be made. cf t r a i n e e  doc to r s  i n  Trance 1tho o v e r a t e  such 
a s:rstem; o r  t h e  sciro q i n ~  of m ~ n c i l  ?louses i n  t h e  Li:.  nothe her 

, . example is t h c  CO-o?erat ive  housin: scl1er.les i n  U::. .-!l@ s??ou:d 
c3:jose new e n t r a n t s :  t h e  group wi th  whom thenev e n t r a n t  i s  t o  
l i v e  o r  a z e n e r a l  boc'y of t h e  e s t a t e .  r ~ t :  t!?o l a t t e r  s!:ould 
do s o l  5 e c ~ i u s e  t)le former woulr: t end  t o  tllsz-vour t '  ose  -;.ainst 
whoi.; it ~ 3 s  pre ju2 iccd .  Confir::!i~:,n 6bsuni"L:r r ' : t ; ?e r  t h i n  
b ~ ? i l d i n g  un i ty .  

T1.e ques t ion  o ?  gco.cr?.?kiczl IN 3 i l i t y  coulc: :)e 1oo::er: r.t a s  
t h e  r i s h t  of  i n d i v i r l u l  l abour  to secede.  T i ~ i s  s eces s ion  I-ny 
be fro!: t ? l e  cn? . lec t ive  of 1:r';ich t h e y  for?.; n  art, o r  f ro : ,  t;:e 
c o ~ i n t r y .  C f  ?ro.?ound i"nor tqnce f o r  sucl, n frceclo~:: r:ould 
ensclre n f l i s c i ? l i n e  on t l ~ o s a  :lolding q o l i t i c z l  -nci eco:? 9-:ic .)o:!qr, 
f3::5:rb~b~b::H~x~~r::x~~ . for::: of noyct i v e  ;le --ocrncy. .Jut 
lir'lere ? 0 s s i 5 l c  t :>sre s!?or?lr? : ~ e  ~ln:-?er l  seclss io:?  cei-??;;.,: i n t e r -  
n - l l y  - g u a r e n t e e i n s  t h n t  t h s  co:lective does no4 l o s e  by {!E 
s e c e s s i o n ,  and t!lat s ! : iL1  i s  not r e~ r iva t i s ed / c? .n i t a l i s cd .  



h )  s o c i a l / s e c t o r a l .  Tey q u e s t i o n  :lore is  c i r c u l a t i o n  of t s s k s ,  
and ~ ~ n i v e r s a l i s a t i o r  of c? ;~c , c i t y  i?:~icl- is c u r r e n t l y  ?;- ivatised 
by a  c l a s s :  e d u c ~ t i o n .  7ouble movement: a )  i n t e ? l e c t u a l s  ancl 
t h o s e  wi th  hi- ;her t r a i n i n g  S'-ould a l l  enznp;e i n  nznu71 1abot.r 
( c f .  ' . - r bes t  l abour  i n  Zubn, ;.oznnbirlue e t c 3 ,  f i g h t i n g ,  e-; al l .  
h; t h o s e  v:it:lout I ~ i g h e r  t r i n i ? ~  h,vins o m o r t u n i t y  f o r  such. 
!:ate 2ahro ~$110 advoc.qtes connulsory educa t ion  t o  23 years .  of ase. 
(y 334-5 and 504b f o r  t h e  prev ious  q o i n t  about ~ f h i t e  coo'l3.r 
r.:or?<ers en.;n~ir?$ i n  b lue  c o l l a r  r o r k )  . "'Ierticg l rn%gbFlolrjb*bnIlx 
economic rnigrat? on" mn;. i nvo lve  "horizon?.al gco-1-nphical 
n i y r a t i o n "  $ ( o r  even v e r t i c a l  ceographica$  ~ ~ i z r c t i o n ,  c f  Incns )  
bu t  not  n e c 2 s s ~ r i l y .  (no t e :  c?lan(~e of job t?e could c311 
h o r i z o n t a l  economic m i ~ r s t i o n )  

c )  p o l i t i c ~ l  n i ~ r n t i o n .  
- hor i zon tn l .  7 p r  system o f  c o n c r e t e  denocr?cy t o  work 

( ; r i t r e m  and :'ozqcibinue s t y l e )  Versonn.1 ?.:nowledge 07 t h o s e  
t o  be e l e c t e d  renui red .  E r i t r o a n s  move from grou? t o  group: 
t r o i n i - g  v i t h  one u n i t ,  f i z b t i n s  v i t h  ano the r  and s o  on. 
Af t e r  s h o r t  t ime  p o s s i b l e  t o  ::now w e l l  ( i n  ac t -on)  considerob i r  
nnnber or people  (thouyh c l e a r l y  limits. (10,00C people  i n  
5 yea r s?  - such  f i g u r e s  i r : ~ o r t n n t  becnuse w i l l  c le te r r ine  
p o l i t i c , - l  fo rns .  

- veri'.iczl. -11 p o l i t i c a l  s y n t h e s i s e r s  ri:ust r e t u r n  t o  base  
f o r  c e r t - i n  pe r iods  of t ime/ l i . c i t  on pe r iod  o f  o f f i c e  holding.  
Pormnl r e c a l l a b i l i t y  not  s v f f i c i e n t .  

encoura~emen t  of  d i r e c t  po l i t i c . . l l  syn t i -es i s :  c f  : so's 
c711 t a x  wor!rers t o  come t o  ;?eking d i r e c ' l y  t o  vo ice  co:.:plnints 
dur ing  t '*e c u l t u r a l  r e v > - u t i o n ;  cheaq t r s i n s  (free:') I n i d  on. 
C ~ l t t i n g  o u t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  burea.,crncy. 

clvlyt of  economy so  t h a t  ::ajar clecislons c-n be  tn':en v:it'?in 
groups where - - o l i t i c a l  s y n t 3 o s i s  e s t n : ) l i s ~ ~ o d  d i i - ec t lp  
r q t h e r  t l i m  t h r ~ u ~ h  de l egn te s ,  o r  pern-.nent o f f i c i a l s .  

(trio models of p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s :  a> where t h z r e  are a 
h i e r ~ r c h y  of d e c i s i o n s  parn: le l l in= a h i e r a r c h y  04 d e c i s i o n  
making bod ie s  (?r7r2.s11 c o ~ ~ n c i l s  dec id ing  on a  bus sl :el ter$ 
u s t o  t h e  grand p o l i t i c a l  .zonerals  vbo :!is> t o  Ye spa red  t h e  
d e t a i l s ) ;  t h e  o t h e r  where t h e  p e a t  decis ioi ls  a r e  a l l  
d i scus sed  a t  t h e  '1o~:er '  nore  d i says regz t ed  l e v e l s  and 
mmkx -,:eneral d e c i s i o n s  e s t i ! ~ l i s h e . d  t 'lrougk r! xe~MMbmbrr% 
process  o f  d e l e g a t e  c l iscuss ion rp t I i e r  t h a n  r .~ec :~an ica l  v o t i n g  
( re fe renda) .  ) 

16. ; .os t  of the,se forms of m o 5 i l i t y  OF n i z r - t i o n  invo lve  
g e o g r m h i c g l  ::ovement. I n t h e r  th.in t r e ~ t i n :  ; e o c r ~ n h i c n l  ::ovener- 
a s  s e ~ a r a t e  (.~lt!?ou:;!~ i t  is n d i s t i n c t  diy.:cnsionf !i'e skoul2 
t r e a t  i t  -S :: space  v!!?ich "tlher for:.!s or" ::io'>ili::;. necessnri.1;- 
take.  I o t e  t h a t  ..:re h w e  been c i r c l i n g  round t h c  t h r e e  ~ ; i - an t  
d i v i s i o n s :  heat? nnd l?nnc?; tolrn an< countr l - ;  :?ori:ers and pc?zs-ntS; 
t o  which we should  add a f o u r t h :  nen 2nd v!onec. "12 first of 



- 
t h e s e  d i v i s i o n s  L have c i l l e d  s o c i a l ;  t h e  sec,)nd is c l e a r l y  
~eograp11ic  i n  i t s  form; t 5 e  t:li:d is s e c t o r a l ;  t h e  f o u r t h  sexua l .  ? 
z;. fift:? nerhaps:  p r r t y  and isasses, vrl~icl. i s  ? . o l i t i c a l .  i n  each 
c a s e  lie cgn t!iinl: t h roush  s i ~ c i l a r  s n l u t i o n s :  
- des i zn ing  away t i le  div-ision, hy nbolis:iin,- one o r  ot:ler of 

t h e  v o l e s  of  t h e  d i v i s i o n .  

- c i r c u l a t i n g  people  t ' - roush t h e  d iv ided  jobs: s o  t h a t  ever:rone 
is success iv&&y,  i n t e l e c t u a l  anc? unnunl li:or:;er, 7arochia l '  nnd 
met ronol i?  an ;  pe,?s-?nt ,?nil i n d t i s t r ? a l  worker; sbB3s'n:tzdBxx 
? o l i t i c a l  synch ron i se r  an1  rnnk and f i l e r .  The s e :n~a l  d i s t i n c t i o :  
falls o u t s i d e  t b i s  s o l u t i o n  save  through similar c i r c n l a t i o n  
through t h e  t a s k s  norr :a l ly  t a k e n  on lq? vromn and rxn. 

- f o r - a l  mechanisms of c o n t r o l  of t h e  c1or:innnt ?ale i n  t:le 
d i v i s i o n  ( y n r t y ,  town, i n d  vor':er, men, t e c l ? n i c l ~ ? l  l a b o ~ ~ r ;  . 
e i t h e r  th rough  c r i t i c i s m  auc! s e l f  criticise, fornalr i : !~%s of 
r e c . 1 1 ,  e y l i k a r i a n  l i f e  s t y l e s ,  e t  al. 

I n  t h e  dLscussion of n i ~ r n t i o n  ?re have been concerned 1:rit.h 
t h e  second of these .  

17. Yut t h e  ~ % s b t r b s & n t L u b f 5 x b ~ x  importance of ~ l o h i l i t y  goes 
'?eyond t h i s .  It is  not  nlerelg a  syace  on r!?iic:l o t h e r  in?=.rnt ives  
a r e  ma7ped ( s t u d e n t s  go ing  t o  t h e  connt rys iCe) .  Emx : .oi ; i l i ty 
has  a s i g n i f i c a n c e  of i t s  own tr!lich goes beyond t h e  s i n y l e  
n a t t e r  of c i r c u l a t i n g  over  t h e  d i v i s i o n s .  For i t  r e l o t e s  a l s o  t o  
t h e  v e r y  c h a r a c t e r  of  t h e  sbxbrrWgx co l . l ec t ive  r '" n vrbic? 
t h e  d i v i s i o n s  t a k e  place .  There w e  ?t l e n s t  , ~ , ~ y s  .. i n  
-~111icl1 geoyraph ica l  m o b i l i t y  ~karb::s8nWaabkb~??3ctPr~x:&~&trfa~ 
has  an indeyendent s i g n i f i c q n c e :  

a);: t h e  r ig ' l t  of s e c e s s i o n  (ex i ,y ra t ion)  i s  o forri of  r legr t ive  
cle~iocracy, -mx 7oq11lnr ~ ~ c r e n t e e ,  a 6isci : l l i : ie  on 
t h e  e c o n o ~ i i c  and n o l i t i c a l  ancl econo!:iic le?::e:-shi?. Given 
t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  of  lnbour  m o b i l i t y  eve2 :.:>ere t!:ere o re  no 
l e g a l  h -  r i e r r  g j , gg r ! l en t  (3s i o  c i t i :  , ~ h ~ ' ? x I ~ b t i . u R s  
seces s ion  woul8 11e a  last r e s o r t .  l u t  it is 3 r e s o r t  
s u b j e c t  t o  popnlar  not c e n t r r l  c o n t r o l ,  -nd 2s such Y J O U ? ~ ~  hnve 
t o  be rb cons tnn t  f n c t o r  i!? t':e r!incls o f  r n 7  r u l i n z  s t r n t u n .  

t h i s  t h e n  amounts t o  a f o u r t h  annronch t o  c o c n t e r ~ c J ; i r ~  t h e  
g req t  c:ivi.s%ons: i t  n'lo~rs t? lose  undernr iv i le , red  t o  o?t  ou t  
of  t h e  c o 7 l e c t ? v e  r:.hich is divir'erl. 

b)  n o b i l i t y  t o  vriden nuci!mr o f  veo7Le one 1:no::s vrell i n  o rde r  t o  
make conc re t e  deaocracy vror:: b e t t e r  (:CC and cl iscussion of 
d e l e , ~ n t  es ) .  

t h i s  i s  a s l o s s  on tl:e n e c h a n i s ~ i  o f  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e  cloninant 
p o l e  i n  d i v i s i o n s ;  i.e. t h e r e  ,?re c e r t ? i n  nec. conrl t i o n s  f o r  
such c o n t r o ?  t o  be e " f e c t i v e ;  oce  o f  vrl~ich i s x  no3i i l i ty  ( ? p o t h e r  
i s  t ime ,  which 1in'-S ir! t o  r . io '~i l i ty .  o r e  t i n e  xfrza ?or t h e s e  
syster ls  of coYLective clecist.on :.hen ?eo?Le l i v e  c l o s e  ?o:;etlierl. 

c; s o 3 i l i t y  t o  oncourngc e::?erience, ? > r ? e c t i v e ,  ' : 3  co~~!zl:er 
i c e o l i s r :  about t'ie c::l:not~il, h rn,-tc:~ t h e  1;TryL;e o r  e:~:-erionce 
of t i -e  s y n t h e s i s e r s ,  t o  b r o ~ c l e n  c u l t u r e .  -'-1s c-,~!lS? ? ~ e  



i n t e r ~ r e t e d  i n  t e r m  of t h e  b e n e f i c i a l  d i s c ip . l i ne  of 
t h e  sy r l t hes i s e r s  e x ~ e r i e n c i c g  t h e  concli t ions of t h e  
synt!lesised, bu t  t h e  ec~vhas i s  h e r e  is on t h e  c - ? ~ . c i t y  f o r  
c r e a t i v e  t;?oug:?t -nd c c l t u r e  of t'le syntTiesisec1 ti1~r:soLves. 
we r.lig'.t r e $ - ~ c l  P t  as ? a r t  of e c t u ~ l i s i n ~  educat ion.  

18. There a r e  f o u r  !peat  ages  o f  huciznity: 

i) c?lild!?ood. r e l ~ t i v e  ~ e o ~ r n v h i c a . 1  s t a b i l i t y  ?erha?s 
i r ~ ? o r t  a n t  h e r e  ; irnfrbnsirarbxbxh~b4~11~~ educa t ion  a s  t h e  
i n t e n s i v e  expe r i ence  of t h e  in:.:ediate. 

i i )  youth. p e r i o d  of most rr.pid no'uFli.ty.(ni,~r3tion. - 1.isran-k 
lnbour  a s  't!le g r e a t  adventure '  ( s7e  Ze^n ..ouche on ~ i ~ r o n t s  
i n  Senega l ) .  Youth have more i n  coi>!:ou !?it'. yout3 e lsevr~lere  
t h a n  w i t h  e l d e r s  grid younr:ers i n  t h e i r  o m  cor! .un i ty .  

p e r i o d  t h e n  of z i y r a t i n ~  c o l l e c t i v e s :  t:?rougI~ youth s e r v i c e s  
( s e e  t h e  Zeyche l les  model) ,  xbxw: manual l abour ,  
t r a i n i n :  and ec?ucat?tion courses  ,i.L7it qry l abour ,  e t c .  

chi ldhood is  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  a p e r i o d  when t!?e c h t l d r e n  
a r e  d i v e s t e d  of ' r i g h t s '  ( vo t ing ,  ovrninz p rope r ty ,  
having sexun l  r e l n t i o n s ,  bein: c o n s t i t u t e d  l e g ~ l  s n 5 j e c t s  
o t h e r  t h a n  a s  havini; c e r t a i n  i;r::unities .- nnd n r o t e c t i o n s  - a p i n s t  a s s a u l t  f o p  o x a m ~ l e ) .  iouCi1: per11r-x t h i s  i s  
an  1nterr:ecliate ? e r i o d  wi th  cho ice  -?.on? c o l l e c t i v i t i e s ,  
d i r e c t e d  labour.  ( c o n s i d e r  c o n s c ~ i ~ t i o n  ?nd c!~dldl~oocT>. 

i i i j  r e p r o d u c t i v e  period.clistinrmis':ed by c h i l d  beqrinf:  and 
r e s ~ o n s i h i l i t y  f o r  ch i ld ren .  lin!:ed i n  t o  pe r iod  of 
marriage.  I n  -S z:ucl~ a s  r e l a t i v e  ~ e o s i ' n n : ~ i c a l  s t a b i l i t y  
i s  a d e s i d e r q t a  f o r  c h i l d r e n  t h e n  t b r e  i s  n r u o s t i o n  of 
r e l a t i v e  sLrh';iCy o f  ~~ , d u l t s  r e s n o n s i b l e  f o r  
c h i l d r e n ' s  . . care .  TraCiti.on3:ly t 'ie pr . recfs  -i?d 7 a r t i c l i l r r l y  
viorcen. A .any ? o s s i b i l i t i e s :  

-  throb^ o f f  constrn 'nt  of r 2 l - t i v e  i ,-:!:o;~ility f o r  c i ~ t l d r e n .  

- i n s t i t u t i o n a l i s e  ch ' l d  c a r e  s o  t h ~ t  c1ifl"erent p o o j l e  
loo!: a f t e r  ch ' l c l ren  i~ snrlc n l ~ c e .  

- mainta in  f n n i l y  l i n k s ,  wi th  ? ? r e n t s  becor.:inx r e l n t i v e l ~  
i~; :nobi le  (1inl:ed up to  c o l l e c t i v e  c11 i d  c a r e  f a c i l i t i e s  3 

> i v )  t h e  f o ~ i r t h  age. ( i n  F rench , l e  t r o i s i e m e  -. age,. i.1: t h o s e  
beyond t'?e pe r iod  repro:!uction. L T  n r i - x i - l e  ano-:;her 
p?rioC of n o b i l i t y ,  b u t d ~ e n c l s .  Coulii ?rovide t h e  iii: :o?~ility 
qddressed unCer i i f )  nbove. ?r could  ?In:. leodi!:,- r o l e  i n  
educa t ion :  1 mizr:lnt c o ' l e c t i v e  .;lel::orp. : - .: nge n 2." i o r  

C: c"-lenge f o r  soci7lisr : .  ( o l d  n-e de f ined  r,ov c o t  '17 x ~ : f ~ ~ ~ ; : i ~ .  
but 5;. ?ost  repro5uctLon ve r iod r .  

:!hat; -5ont ?. c o x ~ u l s o r y  nardod of e, 'uc-.tion (~e-s<:~?c?:;ic::> 
f o r  -11 t h o s e  -zed 50 o r  core .  



19. T::e 10 s t n z e s  03 educa t ion :  

, . - ~ r i m a r y  i n t e l l e c t u a l  s:,mthesis ( m n t ? ~ e n n t i c , ~ ,  v ~ r i t i n g ,  r e  in;;! 

- primary s o c i o - y o l i t i c n l  s y n t l ~ e s i s .  

- i n t e n s i v e  c i y r - t i o n  ( i n n e r  . j o ~ ~ r n e y s ,  l i h e r n t u r e ,  $zsycho:ogy, 
mnsrhc , 

- e x t e n s i v e  m ' r a t i o n  ( C,l?eyeriod o f  yout :~  movenent 1 

- i-e-education f o r  t!?e f o u r t h  age. 

O r :  e:rpnnd ages  o f  hunani'iy t o  f i v e  ( i n c l u d i c g  a s  t h e  f i f t h  
t b e  Fer iod  from 0-5 y e a r s  o l d )  and have t h e  sane  tv:o e l e a e n t s  
of  educa t ion  i n  each s t a g e :  i - r e r / o ! ? t e r ,  mnte1- i r7l is t ' ideal is t ,  
P:otion of mig ra t ion  o f  coufse  c l o s e  H t o  t h a t  of  erlucntion . . (educo meaning t o  lgnd out]. I.,?? be - re fe rn l t l e  t o  s n b s t i ' i u l e  
t h e  cor?ce?t o f  m i ~ r a t i o n  f o r  t h a t  o f  educa t ion  g i v  n  t h e  
l ? t t e r l s  p / u a t e r n a l i s t  over tones .  Can we tlriclr of t h e  10 
riligrations. 2 - q l y i n ~  t o  e-c? a s e  of humanity, and not  - c o n c e n t r ~ t e d  on t h e  B:< 9-23 p e r i o d  as i n  lahro.  b ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n s s  t h e  
notior? o f  adu l t~~ooc l .  sm c o n t r a s t  s c ? ~ n ? &  el 'ucation i n  
c n p i t a l . i s ~  ((I?o:levcr cleforr.~erl; v i t b  t h e  ;loverty of n ~ w s  n c l r ~ l t  
cultu.re. ?art of  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  in igrat ion t o  snc3x 
cor:z:unism. 

.. .. 
l e x t  meeting: !:?Line's h o t ~ s e ,  n t  8.0' ?.m. on ?ric?-.y 6 th  ~ u l y .  


