he was a temporary hand,

The professor for whose reinstate-
ment the Employees Union has been
agitating is Mr Subramaniam Swamy,
~ the Jana Sangh economist of ‘Swadeshi
" Plan’ fame. He writes regularly in

RSS-JS papers, Motherland and Or-
ganiser, expounding and extolling the
- economic, foreign and defence poli-
cies of the Jana Sangh. He partici-
. Ppates in the Working Committee and
- Council meetings in the capacity of a
~permanent  invitee and  delivers
speeches as one of the party leaders.
- All this in an institution which has
©  apparently no place for politics.
' Recent reports of vastly stepped up
CIA activities in the country may oe

A False
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MR Arun  Majumdar’s paper on
“Mode of Production in the
USSR”  (December 16 and 23)
“establishes” that the Soviet economy
~ throughout the last fifty years was
~ Never a socialist one. It was on the
contrary, state-capitalist and instead
of weakening  state-capitalism, ithe
four five-year plans strengthened it
and the “nature of difficulties as they
were in the Soviet Union was more
akin to those prevalent in the capi-
talist world”, “and it was these diffi-
culties which prepared the ideologi-
cal premise of the now famous 1965
economic reforms”,

Mr Majumdar begins his paper
by attempting to create an impres-
sion that the jpublic ownership of
the means of production is not a

~ “prime requisite for a socialist mode
- of production”. He establishes that
" the “prime requisite” for a social-
. list economy lis to implement 'fhig
"~ “discovery” of the basic economic
~ law of socialism, i.c., implementa-
- tion of the theory of “surplus value”,
- We shall. of courde, come to that
point, but meanwhile let us say that
Mr Majumdar’s “discovery” is not a
unique one. Proudhon, once advo-
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- require any written procedure because

a case of shadows being mistaken for
spectres, ‘but outsiders are led to won-
der why an academic from the School
of International studies of Missouri
University is residing on the campus
when he has come to India for research
in Hindi philology. The Central
Hindi Institute has its headquarters
at Agra and only a branch establish-
ment in New Delhi,

It is also -eported that American
foundations ‘have Deen funnelling
grants from PL-480 funds to selected
nominees for various projects. One
of the pedagozues was on a 22.000-
dollar year-long stint with the NASA.

ecently four active members of
the IIT Pradyogik Azhyapak Samiti
got lucrative assignments in the USA.

Brother
Guna

cated that socialism was possible
without socialising private property
and without doing away with com-
modities and Marx, in a letter to
Wedemever wrclte thal “Proudhon-
ist socialism. . , wants to leave private
property in existence but to organise
the exchange 'of private properties
-»-Wants  commodities but ! not
money (Marx’s italics) ”. Then Marx
warned Wedeymeyer }'nd all com-
munists: “Above all thines com-
munism must rid itself of this ‘false
brother’.” (Marx-Engels Correspon.
dence, Letter no. 43, p. 105, Indian
edition, NBA, 1945) .

To justifv his areument Mr Ma-
jumdar further writes that the pat-
tern of ownership of the means of
production has no relation or con-
nection with the basic economic law
of society. He writes, “In no eco-
nomic formation the basic economic
laws have a pattern of ownership of
the means of \ production Jas the
nuclens around which they operate”.
In a back-note, No. 4, he tries to
justify it bv saving that “the basic
economic law under feudalism does
operate even when the means of
production ie., land units, are un-

der community or tribal ownership”,
(emphasis added). Queerly enough,
in the .same breath, he says, “But

as we all know, such community
ownership of the means of produc-
tion in course of its maturity yields
place to private- ‘ownership of the
means of production”. The ques-
tion is : does the basic economic law
under feudalism operate when land
units are under community or tribal
ownership or when the community
or tribal ownership yields place to
private ownership of the feudal
lords? His observation is baed on
complete ignorance of dialectics.
The mode of production never exists
in a pure form. Tt is an abstraction
and summing up of the decisive pro-
perties of social production. Tt is
always subject to chanoe through the
development of productive forces,
which at a cerfain stage of develop-
ment undermines the existine mode
of production and first creates shoo?s
of a nmew mode of production and
then in this process the shoots take
full form and dominate. Mr Majumdar
should know that land units under
community or tribal ownership and
under private ownership of the feu-

dal lords mean neither the ‘same
proberty  relations nor the same
mode of production nor does the

same basic economic law operate in
different property relations and mode
of production, To Mr Majumdar
“ved” is alwavs “ves” and “no” is
always “no” and there is neither the
process of change nor the tran<for-
mation from quantity into quality.
Evidently, Mr Ma‘umdar confrses
the pattern of ownership of the
means of production with the basic
economic law and that is why he
asks, “Il neither the balanced pro-
portionate develobment nor the law
of sociel owner<hip of the means of
production constitute the basic eco-
nomic law of the social’st mode of
production, then can we say that
Stalin’s  ¥ormulation of the basic
economic law of socialism is cor.
rect?” He here invents a *law of so-
cial ownership”, Unfortunately. so-
cial ownership is not in iicelf a law,
but the material basis which, toge-
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ther with property (relations, gene-
rates the basic economic law of the
socialist mode of production. It ap-
pears that Mr Majumdar is mot in
a mood to agree with this. That is
why he himsclf “discovers” the con-
crete basic economic law of socialism
refuting and replacing the “vague”
formulation of Stalin. What is the
basic economic law of socialism ac-
cording to him? He says, “While
the purpose of the capitalist repro-
duction is the  expansion of ex-
change value the very process of rea-
lisation ‘of the law ‘of surplus iex-
change value under the capitalist
mode of production generates with-
in its womb the law of surplus use-
value i.e., the law which determines
the essence of the socialist mode of
production.””  (emphasis added).
Thus, according to him, this surplus
use value is®the basic economic law
of socialism. It is now as certain as
noon-day that Mr Majumdar is not
only completely ignorant of dialec-
tics but also completely ignorant
of history and especially the econo-
mic history of the development of
human civilisation. Without ugse-
ful labour there cannot be any so-
ciety and this. useful labour is the
use-value. Again without surplus
use-value there cannot be any march
to human civilisation. The prime
question for the social scientists is
how to use this surplus use-value
which labour produces in all social
formations. Surplus ' ‘use-value 'is
not the characterisric of a particu-
lar society, but a “nature-imposed”

thing without which there would
have been ‘“no life”. - Marx said,

“So far therefore as labour is the
creator of use value, is useful labour,
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it is a necessary condition, indepen-
dent of all forms of society, for the
existence of the human race; it is
an eternal | nature-imposed |meces-
sity, without which there can be no
material exchange between man and
nature, and therefore no life.”
(Capital, Vol. 1, p. 50, Modern
Library, New York). This is so far
as use-value is | concerned. Whhat
about the surplus use-value for re-
production? Marx ‘said, “Variable
capital is therefore only a particular
form of appearance of the fund for
providing the necessaries of life, or
the labour fund which the labourer
reauires for the maintenance of him-
self and his family, ,and which,
whatever be 'the system of social pro-
duction he must produce and repro-
duce” i(emphasis added, ibid, p.
578). Marx explained it further in
one of his Tetter to Kueelmann : “The
unfortunate fellow does not see that,
even if there were no chapter on
value in my book. the analysis of
the real relationships which T give
would contain the proof and demons-
tration of ,¢=al 'value relation. ..
Every child knows that a country
which ceased to work, I will not say
for a vear, but for a few weeks,
would die. Every child knows tou
that the mass of products correspond.-
ino to the different needs require
different and quantitatively deter-
mined masses of total Iabour of so.
ciety. That this necessity of distri-
butine social labour in definite pro-
portions cannot be done awav with
by the particular form (Marx’s
italics) of kocial production, ™ but
can only chanoe the form it assumes,
(Marx’s italics) 1is self-evident. No
natural law can be done away with.
What can chanee, in chaneing his-
torical circimstances. is ‘the = form
(Marx’s italics) in which these laws
operat e. And the form in which this
proportional divicion of labour ope-
rates, in a state of societv where the
interconnection of social labour is
manifested in the private exchange
{Marx’s italics) of the individual
products of lahour. is preciselv the
exchange wvalue (Marx’s italics) of
these products,” (Marx-Engels Cor-

Letter no. 109,

x!‘espondence,
218-19).
Perhaps it is now clear that crea-
tion of surplus use value is a “natu-?'*
ral law” associated with useful social
labour without which human society

cannot “exchange”
assumes different form
economic formations. How, gthen,
can it be the basic economic law
of socialism, which ¥r Majumdar

so painstakingly discovers after re-

futing Stalin’s basic Economic law

of socialism? This social fund of

surplus use value under socialism is

increased enormously in extended

reproduction. The surplus uce value

becomes the surplus useful labour,

the commodity becomes the product,
the fixed and commodity capital be-
come the instruments of labour. The
social labour fund increases enor-
mously in extended reproduction in
“through the

continucus expansion and perfection

socialist society and

of socialist production on the basis
the
as a whole \“secures the maximum
¢ (Stalin,

of higher techniques” society

satisfaction”? Economic

Problems of Socialism in the USSR).

That is why it is the basic economic
AW,

Other questions raised in Mr Ma-

jumdar’s paper will possibly be co-

vered by my article “Economic roots

of restoration of capitalism in the =

Soviet Union”, written long before
the publication of
reference and likely to be published
in Frontier.
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