Capitalist “Planning” and Socialist Planned Economy

Planned Economy in the USSR

Our cxamination of the sundry
schemes for capitalist “equilibrium”
and “prosperity” has disclosed that
the problem of socialist. construction
is today the decisive historical ques-
tion before the world. That this is
an international problem, a British,
Chinese, French, German and Ameri-
can question, besides being a Russian
problem, is obvious. For instance,

even the well-known anti-Soviet
American journalist, Eve Garrett
Grady, recently wrote: (American

Magazine, November 1931):

“When I came home from Russia Jast
Spring, after a year's residence there, 1
found that overnight America had become
Russia-conscious. Talk of the Five-Year
P'lan, Soviet export policies, and the hu-
man experiment of Communism was on
every tongue, The discussion of Russia
had come to rival prohibition as the most
controversial topic of the day.”

The liberals and “Socialists”, over-
awed by the unparalleled crisis of
capitalism and the simultaneous giant
strides of socialist construction arc
feverishly at work concocting schemes
to bring back capitalism to a bigger
and Dbetter capitalism, as it were.
Only to the extent that they wainly
try to graft on to the capitalist mech-
anism some feature of planned social-
ist cconomy now being developed in
the Soviet Union, are these would-be
life-savers of the decaying capitalist
systemt being taken scriously at all
by the best minds of the bourgeoisic.
For instance, Professor H. Parker
Willis, formerly secrctary of the Fed-
cral Reserve Board, and probably the
greatest capitalist  authority in the
United States on banking, emphasized
the other day:

“Now there is no special reason to love
the capitalistic system any more than
there was to adhere to the feudal system
by which it was, at some interval, pre-
ceded. The question of leaving it or
modifying it or giving it up is a question
of serviceability. But what have the present
generation of ‘social’ reformers to suggest
in place of it? Usually nothing except
some vague generalizations about what is

being done in Russia’” (Our emphasis).
e

What Is Genuine, Planned Economy?

There has been a lot of loose talk
and writing about planned cconomy.
In discussing this question, theoretic-
ally as well as practically, we must
brush aside the historically insignifi-
cant matters and details, rcgardless
of how important these might be in
themselves; we must look scientific-
allv into the background of the prob-
lem and arrive at some concrete defi-
nitions.  Otherwise, we will be un-
able to avoid the capitalist morass in-
to which Stuart Chase, Herbert
Swope, Norman Thomas, and others
of their tvpe have alrcady engineered
themselves.

l.et no one think that the concept
|0f planned cconomy is semething new
o socialism, somecthing rccently dis-
covered or invented by Stalin, Buk-
harin, Rykov, Molotov, or any other
member of the Communist Party of
the Sovict Union. DPlanned cconomy
always has been and remains an in-
herent feature of the socialist system,
of socialist construction as distin-
puished from  capitalism,  Friedrich
Fngels, in his Principles of Commu-
nism, long ago thus succinctly put
the problem Dbefore the workers of
the world:

“Fither large-scale industry must be
abolished, which is quite out of the ques-
tion, or it needs a totally different social
order wherein to function. The new social
order would no longer tolerate individual
factory owners competing one against the
other, but would inaugurate industrial
production as an affair run by the whole
of society according to the needs of all
the members of society . . . This is to say
that industry will be run according to a
concerted plan and that every member of

society will take a share i industrial
life . .. .”

Tho the Five-Year lan is the most
svstematice, highest and most concen-
trated form of planned cconomy hi-
therto applied in the Soviet Union, it
is not the first step but is only the
next logical move after the various
mcasurces in planned cconomy taken
by the U. S, S. R. before this plan
was inaugurated, Typical of the be-
ginnings of planned economy and sub-
stantial progress in cconomic con-
struction in the Soviet Union even
before the Five-Year P’lan are Lenin’s
Plan for Electrification, the estab-
lishment of the Gosplan in 1921, the
first draft of a Iive-Year Plan in
1923, and the ecstablishment of the
system of “control figures” in 1925-
26. In all of thesc steps the course
and achicvements of socialist ccono-
my have been along the following
lines of scientific socialism laid down
by Engels:

“Once liberated from the yoke of priv-
ate ownership, large-scale industry will de-
velop on a new scale that will dwart
the present machine industry as con-
spicuously as that has dwarfed the manu-
facturing system of earlier days. This
huge growth of industry #ill provide a

quantity of products sufficient to gratify
all the needs of society.  Similarly with
agricultural production, hitherto cramped
and hindered by the weight of private
ownership and the_ cxcessive subdivision
of farming land. Icientific methods and
improvements of all sorts will soon create
a flourishing agricultural industry, and
society’s cneeds  will he  amply  provided
for. It follows from all this that
the contrast between town and cointry-
side will likewise disappear. The fact
that agriculture .and industrial produc-
tion will be carried on by the same in-
dividuals, instead pf by two ditferent
classes of society, lies at the very founda-
tion of communist association and is an
essential feature of such association.”
(Principles of Communism).

When we will examine the specific
achievements of socialist construc-
tion alrcady rccorded by the Five-
Ycar Plan, we will see the correct-
ness of Engels analysis of the basic
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features of planned cconomy. The
continuity and oneness of socialist
theory and practice, in regard to the
problem of planned economy, from
the days of Marx and Engels to the
present, is evident from the follow-
ing resolution adopted by the First
Congress of the Presidiums of the
U. S. S. R. Gosplan and the Gos-
plans of the Federal Republics about
ten yecars ago.

In our struggle for planned economy
we aim, first, at such a structure of the
national economy as, owing to inner har-
mony among its parts, to scientifically
established methods of production and dis-
tribution, and to a correct coordination
with objective material resources and the
existing labor power, will result in maxi-
mum production at a minimum cost and in
a minimum working time; second, at the
construction of the complete state sys-
tem such as will assure regular working
of the whole mechanism without crises
and interruptions while the entire labor-
ing community will be a conscious par-
ticipant in socialized production and will
clearly understand the methods by which
and the extent to which it is possible
to subjugate nature to its meeds.”

work in the Soviet Union? What are
the mechanics of socialist planned
cconomy? The State Planning Com-
mission is not a congregation of a
number of economists, of Communist
officials sitting in swivel chairs in
Moscow and sucking out of their
thumbs plans for factories, power
houscs, mines and general cconomic
development.  The planning machin-
cry of the Sovict Union is a gigantic
all-inclusive system centering at Mos-
cow and reaching the meost remote
sections of the country and involving
and directing the most rctarded as

How docs the system of planning,

well as the most advanced cultures in
the U. S. S. R,

The All-Union Planning Commis-
sion operates from Moscow. Work-
ing under its direction are planning
commissions in ecach of the seven
constituent republics comprising the
U. S. S. R. There is likewise, and in
the saifec tblation. to the Central
Planning Commission, a planning
commission in each of the important
thirty autonomous Soviet republics
and areas of the Federation. Then,
there is a planning commission in
cach of the grcat oblasts (sort of
provinces or states) into which a re-
public is divided. There is to be found
a planning commission in the smaller
politico-economic divisions. Planning
bodies arc also associated with the
more important divisions or depart-
ments of the government cultural or-
ganizations and various industries.

It is true the system of planned
cconomy is still in its initial stages
of formulation and application. Yet,
the U.S.S.R,, tho it inherited only a
backward Czarist industrial machine
ravaged by imperialist and civil war,
has already shown its capacity to car-
ry thru a policy of planned, of social
cconomy in coordinating the current
work of state enterprises in all their
branches in achicving great tempo of
rationalization and hcavy industriali-
zation, in realizing rapid collectiviza-
tion of agriculture, i “the under-
1aking of pioneer work in backward
regions”.  And all of this under un-
favorable and complicated interna-
tional conditions!

(Concluded in the next issue)

FOR A REAL DISCUSSION OF POLICY!

We publish below the letter of
Chas. S. Zimmerman to the “Dress-
makers United Front Committee” in
reply to the so-called “challenge” to

a debate.
. & @

January 25, 1932.
J. MIGDOL,
Chairman, Dressmakers
United Front Committee,

Dear Brother Migdol:

On Saturday, January 23rd, I re-
ceived a letter from you in the name
of the Dressmakers Unjted Front
Committee, making ridiculvus accu-
sations and pretending to challenge
me to a dcbate.

At the same time that I received
this letter, I noticed in the I'rethert
appearing the same Saturday after-
noon, January 23rd, an alleged an-
swer from me to your coinmunica-
tion. I could not understand how it
is that the Frciheit could carry an
answer from me to your letter when 1
had just received your letter. Un-
der these circumstances it is clear
that the same people who wrote your
letter to me also wrote my alleged
answer to you.

Judging by the contents of your let-
ter and the great haste with which
the Freiheit answered it for me, it is
clear that the Needle Trades Work-
ers Industrial Union officialdom and
its latest so-called united front com-
mittee, the Dressmakers United Front
Committee, are still afraid of an hon-
est discussion of the rea] issues before
the dressmakers—especially, on how
to bring about unity of the dressmak-
ers. Thru this letter you are mere-
ly making another petty manouver
to confuse the dressmakers and thus
avoid a genuine discussion of the ac-
tual issues.

This letter of yours pretends to
propose a debate between Ben Gold
and myself on the question of the
united front. We have always been
ready and are prepared today to en-
gage in a genuine discussion of the
urgent problem of unity of the dress-
makers. But, what do you proposec
in your letter? Under cover of so-
called impartiality you proceed to re-
peat parrot-like the lies and slanders
of the Needle Trades Workers Indu
trial Union officialdom and the F'rei-
heit which neither you nor any hon-
est worker does or can believe, By
‘making such ridiculous charges that
"I am an agent of the bosses, the bank-
iers, the capitalist politicians, Dudley
]Fie]d Malone, etc., you are simply
trying to cover up your bankruptcy
and to blur the real issues before the
dressmakers.

You speak of the divisions in the
ranks of the dressmakers. Have you
forgotten that over a year ago we
raised this question of unity in the
Needle Trades Workers Industrial
Union? Then your only answer to
our plea for unily was booing and
more vilification. Apparently, thru
our continuous propaganda and activ-
ity for one union in the industry, we
have finally forced you to recognize
that the dressmakers want unity and
mean to get it. But instcad of meet-
ing this issue squarely, instead of dis-
cussing it honestly and attempting to
find the best possible way to bring
about unity you arc continually en-
gaging in clumsy unity manouvers.
Thus you are only prolonging the di-
visions and standing in the way of
unity. In fact, it is because we are
| Systematically unmasking these man-
.ouvers of yours and are actually do-
ing our utmost to unite the dressmak-

Zimmerman Answers “United Front Committee”

ers for a militant struggle that you
are so vicious and have lost your
head in your attacks against us.
Everyone recognizes the deplorable
conditions of the dressmakers. All
workers ngecognize the need for a mili-
tant struggle .against the bosses. All
dressmakers know the need of having
one union in the field as the best
means to facilitate a victorious strug-
gle against the bosses. We are work-
ing energetically to bring about such
a situation.

We say to you: Stop your cheap
manouvers. Stop your splitting ac-
tivities. Stop your mud-slinging. The
situation is serious. You must stop
playing with the welfare and lives of
the dressmakers. An honest discus-
sion will help to clarify the issue of
unity and hasten the rcalization of
one union in the industry. Contrary
to what the Frciheit has stated, I am
ready to accept and am preparced to
discuss this issue with Ben Gold.

I propose to defend our position
that the best and only way to unite
the ranks of the dressmakers and
really achicve one union in the indus-
try 1s by the members and sympa-
thizers of the Needle Trade Work-
ers Industrial Union joining the In-
ternational Ladies Garment Workers
Union which today has the majority
of the organized workers and in the
International Ladics Garment Work-
ers Union uniting with us and all pro-
gressive and left forces on a construc-
tive program, win the workers, and
build up a powerful union which will
be able to fight militantly in behalf
of the interests of the workers.

I propose that if you are prepared
to go into a frank unity discussion,
not merely to continue your game of
throwing sand into the eyes of the
workers, that then we arrange such
a debate between Ben Gold and my-
self under the joint auspices of the
Dressmakers Progressive League and
either the Dressmakers United Front
Committee or any other sub-division
of the Needle Trade Workers Indus-
trial Union, no matter what its pres-
ent name may be.

Fraternally yours,
Chas. S. Zimmerman.

ATTACK BARES TRICKS
OF N.T.W.LU.

(Continued from Page 1)

such damnable methods of settling
differences in the ranks of the work-
ers. We condemn this bloody attack
made on the dressmakers delegates
and dceclare that this attack exposcs
beyond a shadow of doubt the whole
fraud of all the petty and dishonest
“unity” manouvers of the Industrial
Union and its United Front Commit-
tee. To all honest workers, this out-
rageous attack lends the final and de-
cisive proof of exposing the United
Front Committee and its parent or-
ganization, the Industrial Union, as
absolutely uninterested in and even
hostile to real unity of the dressmak-
ers on the eve of the dress strike. The
Dressmakers United Front Commit-
tee, now stands clearly exposed as
only an auxiliary of the N.T.W.LU.
which itself has been reduced to a
mere shadow.

We, the 223 shop delegates, hereby
declare to all the workers that slug-
ging tactics and brutal assaults to
which desperate burocrats have al-
ways resorted, will never and can

never bring about unity. We firmly

reiterate our position that the only'
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