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EDITORIAL NOTES

DEADLOCK AT U.H.O. THE resolution adopted by the Security
Council on the Berlin crisis was a dofeat
for the Russians. But since the Russians

used the veto and put the onus of taking the next step onto Britain

and America, it was & hollow victory for the Western powers, which
leaves the issue in a deadlock as before. Nor is it possible to
forsee an early solution to this crigis beceause of the funda-
mental nature of the issues involved.

A1l the powers in the dispute claim to base themselves on the

Ya lta and Potsdam Agreements. Russia claims that the Western -
powers have broken these agrcements and are responsible for the
present situation.

The Western powers in reply, declare that it is the Russians who
nave broken the asreements; that because of the actidns of the
Russians they were compelled to tuke the steps of introducing the
currency reform and setting up a pre-Government in the Western
Zone:s,

THE WESTEHN CLATIMS According to the claim of the Western Powers
"the history of Allied disapreement on the
realisation of economic unity can only bhe

mede clear if the naturc of Soviet claims to reparations is fully

understood.” At the Yalta Confcrence, it is claimed, Russia put
forward the demand for "ten thousand million dollars of reparations
from Germany." The Western powers considered these claims to be

"impracticably hish". No agreement, therefore, was arrived at.

At Potadam, they claim, it was decided that "during the period of
occupation Germeny shall be treated as a oinsle economic unit."
"To this end common policies shall be established with regard to:
ag Import and export proerammes for Germony as a whole.

b Reparations and removal of war potential.™

"Payment of reperations should leave cnough resourses to enable the
German people to gubsist without oxternal assistance. In working
out the cconomic balance of Germany the necessary means mst be
provided tp pay for imports approved by the Control Council of
Gervnany. The procecds of exports from currént production and
Stock shall be available in the first place for payment of such
imports n ' ' . .
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It was noted that "In applying theséd policies;acoounf shall be taken,
where appropriate, of wvarying local conditioné."

REPARATIONS FROM Althoush the Control Council had agreed
CURRENT IPRODUCTION on September 20th, 1945, on # common exports
: import programme, on the 3rd May 1946,

= ‘the Western Powers claim that the Russian
general Dratvin interpreted the note given above, to mean that the con-
dit iong of the Soviet Zone as a whole, prevented the application of
the ‘economic principles of the Potsdam Agrcemont, and ho categorically
refused to agree that, until Germany was self gupporting no occupying
power should remove from its zone "reparations from current production."

In addition, the Western Poweis claim that while they were prepared to
give all information regarding their Zones during this period, the
Ruseians refused information on any point. c ‘

In June 1946, the Russians. refused tn disclose, figures for marks
issues in their Zone. In December 1946, Molotav refiused in New York,
and arain in  December 1947 in London, to give]apy Pipures regarding
reparations already taken fr om the Russisn Zone unlgss the Western
Powers agreed in advance that Russia should get ten thousand million
dollars in reparations over a period of 20 years.

Bevin, at this time, | leclared that Russia had already taken
7,000 million dollars in reparations. Marshuall estimated that in
addition to capital equipment being dismantled and shipped as repara-
tions, Russia wes then toking additional reparations from current
production at the rate of 500 million dollars per year. (Approxinately

£125 millions.)
The Western powers, it is cleimed, were pumping into Germany food-
stuffs alone amounting to 70N million dollars per year, (Approximately
£175 millions).  "German feeling" according to the White Paper, .

was at that time graphically expressed inside Germany. as "a _cow
which was fed from the West and milked from the East." '

In order +o diéminish the drain upon the resources of Brituin and
Lmerica, and to prevent the collapse of Western Germany, the Western
powers claim that they were forced to introduce the currency reforms
in their own Zones treat ing then as un economic unit.

In addition, the festern powers charge the Russisns with "violating...
the fundamentsl personal freedom of speech and of information...”
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THE RUSSIAN On the other sdide, the charges of the Russisn |

CHARGES Government against the Western powers-are summed
up from the official Russian documents, .
published in "Soviet Weekly", as follows:

"The Government of the U.S.A., together with the Government of Great
Britzin, besan a policy of dismembering Germany with separate economic
unification of the American and British zohes of occupation of Germany .
in 1946, despite the agrecment of the Powers of the Anti-Hitlerite
coalition at the Potsdem Conference on the German question. Thereby
the agreement previously concluded betweon the USSR, Great Britain,
the USA and France regarding joint control of the four Powers. over
occupied Germany was also grossly violated.". '

"esothe operation of this policy of the threc Powers in Western Ger-
many, separated from the rest of Germany, is increasingly leading to a
growth of influence of anti~democratic and Nazi .elements..”

"Latterly, particularly in commection with the realisation of thé
Marshall Plon, & real danger has been created of a war ccononmic
potential being re-cstablished in Western Germeny, a situation that
violates the Potpdam Agreement.." :

The setting up of a Government for Western Germany was placed on the
order of the day. This declsion of the three Western Powers is lead-
ing to the consummation of the political and economic dismemberment of
fermany with all ite dangerous comsequences.

ith a view to preparing the fulfilment of the plan for the final
dismemberment of Ccrmany, in Junc of this year a secparatc currency
reform was carricd through in the British, American and French zones
o occupation of Germany and in three scctors of Berlin, where a
special currcacy - the Westcern 'B!' mar): - was dintroduced."

Had there been no currency reiform, particularly in respect to Berlin,
which is the centrc of the Russian Zone, the Russians claim "no
question of the situation in Berlin would have existed at all, as it
did not exist beforc June of this year, i.e. before the currency
reform which was carvied throush soparately by the three Western
novers." ‘

WESTERN POWERS The Western powers are prepared to
HARIEN THUIR STAND accept Russian currency as the sole

currency for Borlin. They demand iy
return, Four Power control over the emission of such money for Berl%n.
It is thic latter demand which the Russians rcfuse to accept. Tor it
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.means that the Wéstern powers have a block~house in. the cnntre of
Russisn territory,. preVentlng its completely seal~off from the West—
ern Zone. .

At UNO, the Western powers . - agreed to meet the four forelgn minis-
ters to negotiate on "problems concerning Germany as a whole" which
was one of Stalin's demands for agreement during: the negotiations,

but were rejected by the West. In Moscow, they demanded the simul-

- taneous lifting of the blockade of Berlin with the introduction of
Russian currency under Four Power Control. ‘But the resolution adop=
ted by UNO insisted that the Russians first withdraw the blockade
before the introduction of Russian currency. Thus, the Western pow-
ers have hardened their stand. ' :

STALINISTS LOSING The recent elections in Germany show a
SUPPORT loss of support for the Russians. In the
R : Ruhr minicipal elections the Stalinists
-lost about 40 per cen¥ of their vote. They also lost heavily in the
factory elections. 1In Berlin, the movement against the Stalinists
is evident. For this reason the Russians refused to allow the
municipal elections to be held in Berlin., It is further demonstrated
by the hasty reduction of the scandalous prison sentences imposed
on the anti-Russian demonstrators as. the result of popular resent-
ment,

In addition, there are the purges which are now taking place in
the Russian Zone, in justification of which, W.J Pieck, Chairman of
~the Party, wrote in the official organ "Neues Deutschland“:

"It had been established that the enemy had succeeded in infultrating
his agents into our ranks and that these agents have actually found
supporters among our members for spreading enemy propaganda."

THE FUNDAMINTAL The new policy of Britain and America to re-
CONFLICT build the Ruhr and centre it in German hands,
which is opposed by the Russians and the

French is a step taken to recongolidate capitalism in the Western Zone.
It stems from the general American policy of strengthening European
capitalism, and is emphasised by the instability of France at the present
time. The Ameriocans must crcate a more stable base for the consolide
ation of a powerful antitRussian bloc. )

There is growing evidence that the Rusuians are attempting to consolid-
ate their base in Germany by the creation of a German police and military
state apparatus upon vwhich they can lean, and thet this may be a prelude

v
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%o propaganda for the withdrewal of all occupation forces in Germany.
In this event, the Russians will no doubt reverse the present trends.
For the German workers, the whole German population want a united

and. independent Germany, economically unified and politically freed
from foreign domination. The excoptions are the large capitalists in
‘the West who still remain a powerful factor and want the Western powers -
%o vem8in until they have egain consolidated their regime.,

The fundamental conflict arises from the different social and economic
bases upon which the principal contostants rest. . In the West, the
- capitalist imperialist economy and the political and military policies
which are nececesary for the defence of their interests. First the
consolidation of & capitelist Germany against further Ryssian expansion
and  later as @& powerful economic and military levor ageinst the Soviet =
.. Union. In the Bast, the nationalised, and thercfore transitional economy
. -«and -the need of the bureaucracy not only to defend that form of goonony, '
but “the privileges which they have wrested. Purduing a nationallst
poljcy, the Russian bureaueraoy subordinates the Communist Parties
‘%0 thelr own neceds regardless of the real intorests of the world working
class, ' ‘

The working class must call for an end to gebret diplomacy; for a peace
without annexations ‘or reparations based upon the right of the German
people to determine their u. own destiny without military force or
terror cither from West or East. Withdraw all the troops from German
soil and unite with tho Gorman workers for the establishment of a Social-
ist Germany end a Socialist United Statcs of Europe! That must be
the clarion call of all advanced workers. :

VISHINSKY'S DISARMAMENT There can be d no doubt that
PROPOSALS Vishinsky's proposals on disarmament

' caused a ocertain amount of hoart-
burning im the imperialist camp., But there is also the danger that
they will cause & great deal of confusion among the working class.
The ever-increasing military budgets  dive deeply into the workers!
standard of living end it is only natural that they should look upon
ény measure proposing disarmament not only as & mcans of economio
Tollef, but as a concrete step towards halting the agproaching war.
To add to the confusion, the Communist Parties in all countries
blazen forth Vishineky's proposals as if they created a real basis
for & "peace" policy. ‘

Lenin pointed out the fallacy of "disarmament" as a programme for
peece, but of course, thc teachings of Lenin have long ago beoome
something to quote on holiday ocoasions with the Stalinist partics.
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Pr oposals to disarm could be used by a workers! state to expoée the'
war plans of the imperialists and to expose the blatant dishonesty of
their oft-repeated avowals of peace. But side by side with this )
exposure it must be made clear to the workers of the-world that only
the destruction of capits lism, and no other method, can rid the world
of the menace of war. ILenin was oclear on the problems: - : -

"Only -after we have overthrown, finally vanguished and expropriated
the bourgeoisie of the whole-world, and not only of one country,
will wars become impossible and from a sclentific point of view
it would be utterly wrong and umterly unrevolutionary for us to
evade or gloss over the most important thing, namcly, that-the
- most difficult task, the one demanding the greatest agount of fight-..
. ing in the trensition to socialism, is to crush the resistance-of .
the bourgeoisic..." , -
- ("PACIFISM AND THE WORKERS').

Tven if Vishinsky's proposals for a one t hird disarmement all round
were accepted, the balance of power would not be disturhed.ane iota.
“Wer is 88 natural to capitalism as the process which transforms =
capitalist competition into imporialist monopolies... And as the drive
to war- approaches its climex we would witness the speedy transformation
- of "peaceful" industries into armament factorics, and on the field of '

' battle the country with the groatest production pbﬁentiél will triumph

PR

-

just ac if there had been no disarmament.

~ To propagate Vishinsky's proposals as'a means of preventing war, is

a deception of the’people.

. Similarly, the acrimonious discussion on international control of the

Atom Bomb pointcd to no solution. This terrible menacc continuecs to
hang over mankind. An "intcrnationsl" control by a capitalist domin-
ated UNO would be no more cffcetive than were the attempts to prevenﬁ
Germsny from rearming sccretly even before Hitler came -to power. And
if Vishin sky's demand that all Atom Bombs should first be destroyed
were acceded to, this would etill leave the US with the industrial
potential to commence the produstion of atom bombs at a moment's
notige. '

The only cffcctive control of atomic weapons or any other form of
armaments would be by the international organisations of labour - 2
demand which would find little support at a UNO assembly.

During the heated dokates, both Bevin and Vishinsky invoked the name
of Lenin in support of their arsuments. It is necessary, therefore,
to establish clearly what Lenin's position would have been in ﬁh?‘

prescent situation,  Despite Vishinsky, Stalin, and Pollitt,
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Lenin left us in no doubt that. he never believed in the possiblé“ _;
peaceful co-existence of Socialism and Capita lism. He wrote: I

".sothe victory of Socia lism in one country does not at one

strike eliminate all war in general. On the contrary it pre-
supposes such warg. The development of capitalism proceeds

extremely unevenly in the various countries. It cannot be

otherwice under the commodity production system. From this it
follows irrefutably that Sccialiem ocannot achieve victory =~ ° -
gimultancously in all countries. ' o i '

It will achieve victory first in one or-scveral countrics,

while the othors will rcmein bourrmemis or pro-bourgeols fox

some time. This must not only crcate friotion but a direct
gtirring on the part of the bourceoisie of other countries

to crush the victorious proletariat of the Socialist country..."

for Lenin, as for the Trotskyists, there is only one certain road
to pcace -~ the rnad of tho prolgtarian revolution.
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THi TENUENCY TOWYARDS TTATIF ICATION -

A WECESSARY CORKECTION -

_The Political Burcau considers it neccssary to review the doctment en-
titled "CAPITALIST B TA”IFILATION", issued in 1947 for discussion, (Thc
document was published in "Socialist Appeal" Mid-Aus, Scpt, Mla«ocp,Out)

In NSTYLu litereturs of the pest, the inevitoble development towards
statification has been referred to on several occasions. Most notable of -
thedo refefences are by Engels in "ANTI-DUHRING", by Lenin in his polemic
with Kautcky and in his romarks prefacing the workl of Bukharin on  Impor-
ialism. In "CAPITAL", Marx also discusses this tendency, in passing refer-
ence, when dealinz with the inevitability of tho trend tovards concuntyc-
tion and centralisation of capltal. .

Wevertheloso, it wog 1nav1table that in the above-named works, this ques-
tion of statification did not roceive un exhaustive . analysms. Tho
reagon is to be found in the nature of the periods in which these works
were writlon; periods which did not prescnt this trend to the degree
thet 1t assumes today.

In view o€ the tendeney towards statification in the capitulist economics
on ® world scele, which hag sssumed the character of a major troend, and in
Dritain hac assum:d an important plzce in the ccomemy, the above named doo-
ument woo iccued in an atbtempt to discuss the theorcetical implications of
this tendency, mnd go equip the Dirty to faoce up more concretely to the
problem, oand 8loo to the problem of the Soviet Union.

On rcconsideration, the Politicnl Burcau has arrived at the conclusion that

“hilst Part L1 of the docwacnt "THE TENDENCY TOWARDS STATIFICATION IN

BREVETHY (which was voted upon nd carried at the 1947 Conferenoc of the

1.0 ) in pubstontinlly correct, Purt I - "R EVOLUTION OF CAPIT: ALIST

MONCPOLY £ D TH wWORLD TENmHCIAS 10 STATTIFICATTION" (Whioh.was not voted

upon by the Confercnce om the crounds that further discussion was necess-—
nry) ¢ mtains certain busic crrore which wust be corrected.

ABSTRACY CHARACTER O "W SUnSTION

Mo whole of Port I of the document was nbotract in character. Thot is to
pay, it confincd itself to o discussion of cconomic processes without con-
cretely roluting them to their hiuturlcul context, the social processes in
which the laws of the cconomy operate.

Tor cxomple, ngﬂnm1ﬂﬂ the charaotorisation of the cconamy dascribed in the
Aeeument g "Stote Capitaliam” to bo correoct, it dnes not necegsarily . fnllow
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from the thesis in the documcnt that the dcvelgpment of such a. society ffbﬁ

"private" capitalism is inevitable. The conflict within the national cooN~

~mies, and betwecn the = various national cconomies, the convulsions of wax

and the class struggle, the dialectical process of forward surges and baok-

- ward lapses, all in turn militete against a smooth development of the trends
. 4n the economy, and meke for a baokground of crises and oxplosions., They
pose the conclusion, previously formulated by Lenin, that .long before such
e "statc capitalist" sooiety could develop, tha class struggle would oux :
ao ross the proccss,

But dcapite the abstraction of the document in tho sense desoribed aboﬁe,
an attempt wes made to discuss the tho features of such an econony and its
laws,

BASIS OF ERRCR

The Political Bureau has comc to the conclusion, quite apart from the
abstract ions reforred to above, that "State Capitalism" is a contrdiction
in torms, insofer as it is considered that such an coonomic form embraccs
tho whole of & national economy. ,
In Part I of the document, the sections headod: "The State as Arbiter
Botween tho Monopolies", "Tho State as Buyer of Commodities", "State
Bonds as A Fiuld of Investment", "The State as Rogulador of the Labour Mar-
ket", "Tho State as Investor of Capital" cen romain as written. Thoy arxe,
in ¢osence, an A.B.C. statement of the process in the- devclopment of the
concentration of capital. This, of course, prov1ded it is understood that
the references to "State C apltnll sm't - apply to pertial
measures of stetification - i.e. measures in relation to that or that seoc=-
tor of the economy, whilec the main sector remains on tho basis of "private™

property.

It ie in the conception that an cconomy in which the entire means of prod- -
uction are in the hands of the state would remein capitaligt, that the .-
error is committed. In the document, particuiarly Iin the section "State
Capitalism and the Capitalist Crisis", the whole scheme of such a hypothot-
ical "state capltallom" is predentod in an entirely 1nc rreet and formalis—

tic manner, briefly thus

(a) The development from the laissez-faire period of "free" compet-
ition to the period of monopoly, whilst developing 2 certain planning
within larcer sectors of the cconomy, accentuates the contradiction be-
twoon the various units and decpens the anarchy in the production zcla-
tions as a whole.

(b) The development from monopoly capitaliom to "statc capbtalism®
th(rcfore, has the same cffcect, and far from climinating the crisis, mere-

ly‘apgrravates it.
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The reason for this ig:-

(a) Wnilst in the development of monopoly there is established a
greater equilibrium in the various scctors of- the economy, therc is
“in effect less.equilibrium in the economy as & whole. The diSpro
portion between accumulation and consumption has been acoontuated in’
the economy as a whole, the contradiction between the various 80~
tors becomes sharpencd. ¢ inorxcascd lack of equilibrium can one
ly be met by more intense crisos than previously.: ‘

(v) Sp with "State Capitalism." ;‘JuSt-aﬁAﬁhefoontrédictibﬁs and o
lack of equilibrium are accentuated b ~ the- development of monopoly, so,
ipso facto, with the development of "state capitalism" the acutencss

0f the crisis must be proportionally deepened.

STATIFICATION OF THE ENTIRE ECONOMY PREVENTS CRISES

Statification of the entire means of production, . . not only gives $he
possibility of planning production, but makes such planning en indispens-
able corrollary of this production relationship, and cuts completely across
the process which under private ownorship makes for crises. Control of .

the operations of - industry through such a plan is not only cne of tech-
nical detail. On the contrary, by far the most important factor, indecd
the basic factor, is that such relationships create the basis for a cone
gcious control of the division and allocation of the surplus value.

Undex"private" capitalism, the anarchy of competition between the different
‘onterprises, the different industries, gives rise to cortain basic laws.
Competition spurs on the development of technique, and consequently @
ohanging ratio in the composition of capital, i.e. between the two basic
compenent parts of capital - constant and varieble. And whilst, through
the attraction and repulsion of ¢apital between the different sectors of
the economy, there is an equalisation of the rate of profit into an ‘
average, the heightening of the value composition of capital brings in
ity wake o tendency .to & decline in the rate of profit. ‘ .

The "two-faced law" of capitalist accumulation, i.e., that the gcneral
- extenmion of accumulation must take place at such a pace as to offset the
effects of the falling rate of profit, does not contain within itself the
solution to this problem of the capitalists. Even assuming the most
favourable conditions for capitalist accumilation, therc is & limit to
this process. = The absolute limit is the exhaustion of the reserve army
of the unemployed. (The consideration that wunder the whip of & totalit-
arian state the living standards of the massos can be depressed even be-
low the physical minimum, does not alter the problem., It may stave off
the evil day of crisis for & time, but it will not ecliminate it.)
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DILLEMMA OF CAPTTAIISTS IN OVERCOMING CRISES

At such a stage, whon there is an absolute over-production offcommoditie&,g
when capital has presented itself as the absolute barrier to further cap~ -
italist production, the capitalist class is placed on the horns of a = -
dilemme. Either raise the cunsuming power of the masses and thereby el- -
iminate the "glut", or depress the consuming power still further and res-
tore the rate of profit. Whichever way the capifalist. turns he cannot
avoid the crisis, but he is compelled by the blind laws of the economy to
follow the latter course as one of the basic means of restoring. equilibrium
in the economy. . : ' ‘ : 4

Wages and social services are slashed, the over-produced tommodities go
further beyond the reach of {the masses, production slows down, masses of
machinery and masses of workers stand idle - this is the only way cut for
capitalism. Constant capital is devalued and allowed to wastc without re- .
placemcnts consumers? goods, however slowly, percolate through the economyj
the ratc of exploitation is increased. Thus the ratc of profit becomes

rest ored and the cconomy revives.

The reason why the capitalist class cannot adopt the first coursc, that of
raising the purchasing powcr of the masscs, is very simple: %o do so would-
be to argravate the very cause of the crisis itsclf., The fall in the rate
of profit lecads directly to ihe crisis. To incrcase the consumption of the
nasses at such & stage would mean to cat Turther into the rate of profit.

It would be like giving a man who is dying from poisoring, morc poison
instead of an emetic. :

Thig is thc factor that thce roformist cconomists of the "Under-Consumptionist®
school fail to rccosmisc.

That this problum rcmains with capitalism in the transition from "free"
competition to the staze of monopoly, and is cven aggravated, is undoubtgdly
true. But in an cconomy where the entire mcans of production arc in the
hands of the state, thore is an cntirely different relationship.

WY CAPITAL BICOMES A BARRIFR TO CAPITALIST PRODUCTION

In the crisis of capitalicm, whilst the nced to depress the living stand-
ards of the masscs i a vital neccesity, by far the most important factor

15 the de—valuvstion (by whatever meanc) of the constant capital.  This
essentially flows from the fact that the barrier to further capitalist prod-
uction is capital itoelf,  Vhot does this latter statement mean? It means
that, on the basis of the laws of the morked, the anarchy of compe tition,
too much capitcl has boen produccd fn rclation to the nceds of capitalism
iteelf.
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Of more concrcte 1mportance ig the quustlon° how docs thls express 1tsclf?”g¢
The answer to this is the only mcans of explaining how OOmpetition really Y
~beq1ns with the period immediately prior to the slump.. c
. So long as accumulation takes place at a sufficicnt rate to offset the -
effects of the falling rate of profit, the capitalist class, collectively

and ag individuals, are not confrontcd with any important problem. Pro-
viding that the mass of profit is sufficient to make further 1nwestment '
profitable, the particular rate of profit (whhther it be 5%, 3% or 1%) is
-not decisive under such circumstances’. It is at the atave when th¢ decline
in the rate of profit has become so catastrophic as to make further 1n--
vestment unprofltable, that the reol problum arises.

At-that stage there incvitably develops an intcensified competition between
the various individual capitalists. Theve is a process of "jostling" to

" decide whose capital shall remain "fallow" and whose shall*remain in the
process of production and accumulation. Thore is a conflict bhetwecen the
51d capital and thc new. That, nothing clse, is what is mcant when we
state -that too much capital has been created for the nceds of capitalist
production. And the further crcation of capital merely makes more Forme
ideblc the barricr to further production. At that stage the economy "jams,"

THE BSSENCE OF CRISIS IS "FRIV.ATE" CHARACTER OF CAPITAL

The wssunc. of this "jostline", the esuvuance of this competition, is the
sxistunce of various private capitals, organiscd into scparate units within
the national cconomy. Once therce has buen cstablished a unity of all thcso
capitals in the hands of the state, once therc has becn e¢stoblished a

single capital, the basis for the clash of the various capitals has becn

¢liminated.

The distribution of capital in the various scctions of thc'sih”le unit of
cconomy is consciously plamned.  The "jostling" as a result of the blind
laws of the markct is & thing of the rast.

i1l accumulation still take plece?  Will there still be a tendency to a
fallins ratc of profit?  The answer to these questions is in the affirm-
ative. But to 1map1no that they will hove the same meaning as in a cap=-
italist sccicty, i.c. where there arc private owncrs competing, is to
cmmhﬁdymMsthL&mmz%'mpmthm.

It ic ncecssary to look here at the other side of the process of the
hoishtening of the organic compesition of capital.  There are two sides
to this proccss - that of valu. and that of tcchnique - both indissolubly
linkcd. The heishtening of thé value composition means the development
of techniquc¢ and vice versa. Thus, another way of cxpressing the ten-
dency to thc falling rate of profit is in the incroase of productivity
throush tho introduction of ncw machinery.
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- Far from ‘this becoming a barrier fo further production in an economy whe:
‘the total capital is one single entity, it - in fact oén only act as.a '
spur to further production. The cheapening of the means of production. - ..
gives the possibility of an enormous extonsion of production itself, bem -
cause, the limits of production arc no lomger determined by the limits o
to which the process of "jostling" between the individual capitals can * i
be taken. - The limit to production is in the capacity of .technique, which .
mcans that there are no limits. : , o : R
In this sunse, accumulation, which under capitalism is the "raison d'etro"
becomes merely the medium for the limitless oxtension of production, where
the division of the surplus value is something whiich is consciously con- -
trolled and not pre-determined by the blind laws of tho market. ' :

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ACCUMULATION AND CONSUMPTION

The relationship between the purchesing power of the masses and the extent
of sccumulation becomes entirely diffcrent from that under private owners
ship of the means of production. As we have Secn, not only the individual
capitaliste, but the capitalists as a class, force the deprcssion of the -
nasses! consuming power in the period of crisis. The reason is that the
depression of the wapes of the coalminer is just as vital to the engineer-
ins capitalist @s it is to” the mineowner: The rate of profit throughout
capitalism is averagod out. Any lowering of thespecific rate of profit
in the mines through a  successful strusgle of the miners also makes in-
roads into tho goneral "pool" of profits, and consequently the average
profit, which is as vital to every capitalist as 1t is to thc minewwner.
Thus, +the alignment of the¢ capitalists as a class against the strugele of
aeny scetion of thé workers.

But while therc is this elipnment of the class, all is not well within.
Therc is the strugsle of cach agginst all.  This struggle reaches its
sharpcst cEpression at the approach of the crisis. And in this competit-
ion, based upon nothing other than the private ownership of ‘the means of
production, each and cvery capitalist strives to reduce the costs of
production and hcighten the ratc of exploitation in his individual enter- ..
prisc, This mecans that cach and cvery capita list must strive to depress
the living stendards of the masses. Thus with the individual capitalist,
so with the class. Undcr-consumption in relation to the needs of the
masses, and over-production in relation to the needs of thc economy are
but the two sides of the samc resultant, flowing from the division of - the
total capital in the cconomy into various, privately owned soctors.

However, just as capital no lonzur confronts socicty ‘as the absolute
barricr to further production when there has boen ¢cstablished the uwnity of
the various capitals in the hands of the state, so the other side of the
picturc no longer remains. The inevitability of the underconsumption of
the masscs no longer oxists, With each rise in the productive capacity
thore is no lew which prevents the raising of the standards of the masscs.
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:  THE TWO EEPARTMENTS.OF PRODUCTION . S

Of particular importance in this comnection is the rolationship between
the two depertments of production - that producing producers!'. goods and -
tha't ?TOducinﬂ'consumGTS’ goods. In a "private" capitolist dgonomy the
relationships between these departments are blindly conditioned by tﬁe
narket. In the disproportion which devoelops between the departmenﬁs,'the
.chaos in capitolism receives one of its sharpest cxpressions. There is
no controlled relaticnship between the two. ' I A

Production has a certain logic. Producers goods have their outlet in
the vroduction of articles of consumption. The overproduction of capital
inthe crisis mcanc  thet the disproportion between the two deportments:
has become £o acute that the outlet for new capital goods is "blocked )
.oup.t The strusgle between the competing capitals intensifies - but
chaos remains and increasces. Profit is the motive force; therc are no
ucanc by which the process can be consciously rejulated. '
Undor 2 wified cconomy the possibility ic immedintely giéen for a cone
scious plarmine of the two depnrtments. The "blind" flow of capital
to «md from the various sectors, is replaced by 2 comscious regulation.
Disproportions are eliminated as they arise. The dovelopment of technique

"y
pS

sicte ihis. Tho "overproduction' of consumers goods is replaced by @

A ing: of thoe living stondards of the masses. The relationships between
crastont and varicble capitul cre consciously controlled. What is imposs=
ihle avier cepltalism novw bocomes a conscious feuture of - the: cconomic

STOCCHD.

HACHSSTTY D FREEDOM

™15 dous nok mean that, devonding upon the level of technique, gocicty
can erbitrerily pliy cround with the roelationship between consumption
and gecwinlation.  Jitldn limits, this car be done, but the limits are
strickyy set by the lovel of techmique.  Socicty does not leap over-
pimt from the realm of nccessity into the realm of froodom. But the
hi;her the technique develops the less will be the problems, and whet is
contral to thic gquestion is thot the problem which pcriodically besats
capitaliom, with ito privatec owncrship of the means of production, -
the problem of noverproduction” - is completely abrogaﬁed.
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That is why we now consider that the characterisation, "State Capitalism", -
in relation to an economy in which the whole of the means of .production
are in the hands of the state, is a contradiction in terms. It ig, in
fact, no longer capitalism. Ihe basic law of capitelism, the law of
crisis, no longer applies. :

NATIONAL "STATE CAPTTALTSM' AND WORLD ECONOMY

However, it is necessa ry to discuss the relationship between a national
"state capitalism" and world economy in dealing with Part I of the
Statification Document. The idea set forth in that document is that
- even if the whole of a national economy were in the hands of the state,
the relationships between such a national economy and world economy
would be basically the same as those between the individual enterprise

and t he national economy under "private" capitalism. That is to say,
the relationships which make for crisis would still remain, but on a
tremendously extended scaleg. Crises would not be eliminated, but on

the contrary would be ag:ravated.

In the first place, it is necessary to remind ourseclves .that whon Marx -
discussed the problems of the laws of capitalist economy, basic among
which is the low of crisis, he did not teke into: consideration the
external factors of the world market. Whilst not attempting to
minimise the effects of the world division of labour, and whilst showing
the importance and the intercommection of that world division of labour,
he assumed for the purpose of his investigation a shut-in national
economy, independent of its connections with the world market, -and
devoid of the problem of the supply of raw materials,

He showed thot the cause of crisis was inherent within that national

economy, inherent in every sto ge of the process of praduction. In
the foregoing we have shown how these inherent laws are abrogated by

 the complete statification of the means of production.

VORID DIVISION OF L4iBOUR

Would the world division of labour have any effect on the functioning

of such & national "state capitalism"? The answer is - yes, but not
in such a woy ss to alter its basic laws. '

L4

The world division of labour has two sides: the division of labour

in the production of raw materials for industry, which has a geographical
basis (tin is mined in Malaya, coffee is grown in Brazil ctc.), cond

the division of labour in a technical sense due to the diverse ma nner
in which modern industry has been developed. At the root of this
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" . . . o . . . . . 3 ; '
wol}d division of labour is the division between industry and
agriculture. ‘ '

The interdependence of the capitalist countries through the world aivis-
ion of labour? an interdepondence.which prevents any insulation for any
-?gqtion'of‘world capitalist ¢conomy againgt the-crisis of overproduct-
lon on a world scale, is not Just a series of links betweon the various
unational economics, 1t is constituted by a whole network of threads
linking the various unite within each national economy to the various
units in the rest of +the vorld, etces - All of these units are in
competition one with the other. The process of the production of
surplus value and of accumilation are dictated by this competitions
each individunl capitul ig contrelled blindly by the market on a world
gcale.’

The insulation arainst the shocks of the wprld market, which exist only
very partially (protection ete) in "private" capitalism, becomes a
reality in "state capitalism" through the monopoly of foreign trade based
on the unity of the national capital. = With the world slump; such a
single nationel coonomy, would not be beset with the same broblems as
Xhe capitalist countries. . : :

In the first place, the whole of world economy does not shut down.
Production is considerably reduced, but trading relationships continue,
Such & nationzl economy with a high level of technique, which required
to exchange industrial products for other commodities necessary to its
own economy, would not find the pressure of the capita list countries
sufficient to prevent the functioning of its own economy. The
heightening of the organic composition of capital, the curse of the
capitalist countries, would be its greatest weapon. "Dumping" would
become possible on an unprecedented scale.

On the other hand, such 2 nation al cconomy in the process of
developing its technique, like the Soviet Union, could consciously
develop its plan on the basis of the existing world division of labour,
and thus nake it even more free from the shocks of the world market.

What islimpurtant in this whole conncction, is that whatever the
particular productive capscity of such a national econony,. the abrog-
ation of the lows of capitaliosm within the economy, by way of the stat-
ification of the means of production, also provides the basis for an
insulation against being dragred down into the vortex of a world slump
involving t he capitnlist countries, -
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- EFFECTS OF WORLD CRISIS

But once having said that, it is necessary to state that such an.

isplated national economy will obviously suffer certain disabilities as
@ result of the madhouse of the capitalist world, in which machinery
énd men stand idle. It will limit the péqe at which it can advance *
- its yproductive forces, even though it cannqt,prevent that advance teking
‘place. In the same way, so long as such an economy remains isoclated,
the fetters imposed on production in the capita list countries will
gpmpel it to adopt wasteful measures and deploy sections of its capital
lnto uneconomic enterprises. In short, its- advance would be prevented
from.rebe1v1nﬂ its fullest expression so long as’ capitalism remained

in the rest of the world. :

But with the statification of the means of production, the wnification
of the capitals in other countries, which would then extend the range
of planning from a national to an internatiodal level, then these tem-
porary expedients forced upon the isola ted national economy would
become absolutely wmnecessary. BEvery wasteful process would be cut
out. Pechnique and th e standards of the masses would advance with

seven league hoots.

CONCLUSION

The conflict between
the Social Mode of Production and Private Appropriation.

Thus, the Political Burenu his renched the conclusion that the basic
laws, the crises, of capitalist society cannot be separated from the
ownership of the various sectors of the economy in the hands of private,
individual capitalists. The conflict between the sobial mode of
oroduction and private (i.c. capitclist) appropriation is the root
from which 211 else flows. At the stage when the state takes the
entire means of production into its hande,whether or not capitalism
5till remains in th e other countries, the capitalist relations are
"transformed into their opposite". 4 new society exists.

The estoblishment of such relations in the economy is possible only

by the revolutionary action of the working class. The establishment
of such relotionships in the economy is the first basic task of the
working class in power. To conclude, from the fact that to-day there
is a general tendency in world capitalist economy towards the statific-
ation of the means of production, that capitalist society can peacefully
evolve in this direction, is to igmore the tremendous social convulsions
brought about by capitalism itself.
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Jconomic contradictions produce social antagonisms, which in tum ,
develop thelr ovn logic, not awaiting the further growth of the produc-

tive forces. "Time is by no means o sccondary factor when historic
nrocesses are in.question'. The social process has its tronsitions
from quontity inte guality. The tendency towards statification finds

its expression in a period of capitalism in decline, a period in which
the convulsoions of wars and revolutions hove become a permanent feature.
The peaceful development of this trend, which in its conclusion would
tronoform capitulism into ite opposite, is absolutely excluded. Thus ,
"Stute Copifalism" is not only a theoretical absurdity, but an entirely
unhistoric notion. '




THE PURCE or
RUSSIAN BIOLOGISTS

. . By David James .
"Purges" are a commonplace in Stalinist Russia, and the news that
biologists are to suffer the fate of musicians, artists, politicians
ana administrators, would not soom particularly startling. 1But
in reality it is a new departure. Previous heresy-hunts covered
only the world of man and his socisl institutions. Now Nature her—
self must toe the line. ‘

The '"new genetics“, founded by one ‘Michurtn, and whose arch-priegt
ie T.D.Lysenko, were known in Russgia before the war,. as -a mipority
trend. Most Russisn biologigts held ideas in Common with their
Jestern counterparts, and their work was held in high regard. In
August this position was chenged., “Reaotionafy" biologists were
dismissed from leading posts, and Lysenko's ildeas were declated the
only true faith. His report to the lLenin Aoademy of Agricultural
Sciences has now been published in Znglish, ond helps to throw light
on the motter. - ‘

LYSENKO'S "MARXIST" GENETICS " Lysenkol!s scientific ideas
are almost inextricably mixed with
his political and philosophical
views, and it is difficult to dezl with them alone. But the follow-
ing is a very brief sketch. :

The generally accepted Morgan-Mendel theory of heredity stotes that
inherited characteristics of orgonisms are determined by ultra-
microscopic bodies called genes.  These are located in the chromo-
comes, which are fibre-ldke materisls in the nuoleus of each cell.
Bvery body-cell conteins two duplicate sets of chromosomes (cases
@re known of more than two, but they cre o minority). When the
cells divide during the organism's growth the chromosome outfit
divides too, and cach new cell contains an identical double set of
chromosones to the origincl, Now the reproductive ocells —~3perms
and ova -.- sre obtained by a "reduction division", which halves

the chromosome outfit: these reproduc tive cells contain only one
set of chromosomes. Pertilis. tion consists of the uniting of two
Such cells -one from the mother, one from the father - mukl@g a
new cell containing a normal double set, which can then divide and

Tro-divide eg the embryo ST OWS ,



_According to this theory, the genes are normally unoffocted by the
conditions of life of the orgonism. Since they are - the sole
bearers of hereditary charadteristics, these are also unaffected.

In other words, acquired characters ﬂro not inherited.  Changes in
the genes - "mutations" - normally occur spontane ously and are not
evoked by external conditions. It must be uwnderstood that this
theory does not deny the effect of the conditions of life on the
organism, for instance inherited characteristics -may not be mani-
fested under unfevourable conditions.  But incsmuch as the genes
are unaffected by these conditions, the heredity also will be une -
affected, ond favourable conditions will bring out the inherited
characteristics in the offspring. .

Lyserko completely denies this view. He cla ims that not the genes
alone but  the whole orgamism is responsible for heéredity, which
in consequence is affected by the conditions of its life. He affivms
the inheritance of acquired charccteristics, end claims thet he can
back up his statements with facts, whercas the Morgon teaching
"ecan cite no evidence to prove its point.t (p.13 of his report)

Only an expert biologist who .is thoroughly femiliar with the field
can affirm o view on the correctness or otherwise of Lysenko's

ideas, and the author of this article makes no claim to do so. It

is necessary to say, however, that 211 the most famous biologists

in Russia as well as such leading biologists as C.D.Darlington and
J.B.8. IHaldane hove opposed Lysenko's views. Clearly his state-
ment that his opponcnts "can cite no evidence" in their favour is :
absurd in its bombast. In any case, whatever the merits of the dis—-
"pute, it is the Stalinist methods of Lysenko which &re our main -
concern. Pirst, however, a few words in general on his appa arent
value a3 a scientist.

LYSENKO!'S "SCIENGS" , One remarkable thing is the slen-
der oexpoerimental evidence which he
cites in order to overthrow the
whole structurc of modern genetics. In his report he decscribed
some experiments on tomato plants which are supposed to prove his
point. ZHric Ashby (Warriuon Professor of Botany at Manchester
University, author of the Pelican book "Scientist in Russia"), who
has seen these cxperiments, dilsmisscs them, saying that the plants
used were too small in number, of uncertain pedigrce, and infected
with a virus disease that  would materially affect the result.

Again, replying to the Academician Zhukovsky who had scid he would
believe Lyscnko 1f he saw vegetative hybrids.  Lysenko referred to
"dozens znd hundrcds" of such cxamples to be seen in Russia for at
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lecst a decade.  Bither the good Zhukovsky must have been 2 blind

8y

hermit, or Lysenko was indulging in another piece of bombast.

He makes a truly remarkable claim: "Once we accept the absolutely
$rue ond generally known proposition that the reproduction cells, or
the germs, of new organisms are produced by the organism, by its
body, and not by the very same reproductive cell from which the
given, already meture, orgenism arose, nothing is left of the "neat"
ohromosome -theory of heredity." (p.15). So apperently the beliefs
of most biologists, J.B.S.Haldane included, are so absurd that a
"generally known -proposition" will refutc them! And still Morgan's
genetics stand, the standard textbook in many Russian colleges
until recently expounded thig genetics (as Lysenko admits, p.17),
and the new genetics "is not so far taught in our universities
and.colleges." (p.34). Indeed, bourgeoisddealist sabotage and
suppression of the truth has buen effective!

In one place Lysenko ventures outside the field &f biology with
remzrkeble effect. He is attacking the use of statistics in genetics .
(pfofessor Haldene'S fdrde by the wiy). It arises as follows. Since
by hereditaty charatter of  the oﬁéﬁﬁism is feteymined when the re-
productive cells which originate it uftlte, thé ﬁhiﬁg which deter-"
mines this character is the chromosome outfit of these roproductive
cells themsclves. This in turn is determined by the "reduction
divicions" in the parcnt organisms which have given rise to these
cells. Now in these reduction divisions, clements of chance enter
into the formation of the (single) chromosome set of the reproductive
cell: its chromosomes may be drawvn from cither of the two sets in

" the perent cell, cnd may be further complicated by 'orossing" of these

chromosomes, not to speak of mutations. Tho vesults of breeding
experiments thercfore show a randomnesss - but by dolng .cnough eX-
pcriments, and applying statistical analysis to the results, valuable
information may be obtained about the structurce and behaviour of the
chromosones.

Lysenko fulminntes against such nidcalistic' methods.

"Unzble to reveal the law of living Nature, the Morganists have
to resort to the theory of probabilities, and, since they fail

to group the concretc content of blological processes, thoy Te -
duce biological science to merc stotistics... Physics ond chem-
igtry hove been rid of fortuitics. Th:t is why they have bocome
exact gcicnces... By ridding our .scicnce of Mende lism-Morganism—
Woissmanism we will oxpel fortuitiocs from biological science. We
must firmly remcmber that science is the cnemy of chance."(p.48)
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Let Na ture take notel Chance is a Trotskyist - sorry, Mbrganlst-
deviation, and will not be tolerated in Russia.

And is it true that phys1cs and chemlstry have been rid of fortuitles?
One of the mopt important advances in chémistry of the last quarter~
century has been the growth of chemical kinetics, the study of the
progress of chemical change. This branch of the science essentially
studies the collision of molecules and their absorption of energy.
Such phenomena are completely randon as far as individual molecules
are converned, but display exact laws when the vast numbers of mole-
cules concerned in nrdinary reactions are considered. Thus we may say
that after a ocertain time a given proportion of molecules, say %3 have
reacted, and this may be determined exactly: but for any individual
molecule we can only say that it had a probability of reacting of one
in thres. Thus in one of its most important fields, chemistry is an
entirely statistical science.

In physics the case is even more emphasised. In his little book

"WHAT IS LIFER®", the physicist Schroedinger explains that all the ex-
act physical laws are statistical, and depend for their accuracy ' on
the vast numbers of molecules that are concerned. Lysenko can haddly
have been ignorant of this, for he bitterly attacks the book in another
connection., The trouble is even deeper than this, Thowever. For
study of the atom Has revealed a law known as the Uncertainty Principle,
acoording to which it is impossible to know simultaneously both. the -
position and momentum of a body. There is a degree of uncertainty,
minute indeed, put of significance when we deal with minute bodies like
electrons., Max Born explains the 51gn1f10ance of this ("ATOMIC
PHYSICS", 1937): "The law of causation, & idordlng to which the
course of events in an 1boiateﬂ gystem is o0 letely determined by the
state of the system at time t+ = o, loses 1is validity, at any rate
in the sense of classical physics." He goes on to say that furtier
development of theory makes it possible to cstablish a chain of causes
and effects, but in that case we do not know the initial state exactly.
"In this scnse the law of causation is therefore empty; physics is in
the nature of the case indeterminate, and therefore the affair of
statistics."

I+t would appear that Lysenko's igmorance of the ABC of modern physics
and chemistry does not prevent him from making crass assertions about
these sciences. This glvcs us & measure of his valuc as a scientist in
general.
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[YSENKO'S "MARXIST" PHILOSOPHY . It is Lysenko's philosophy and:

politics that necessitate our
! closest attention.

He claims that his theory alone is compatible with dialectical

maderialism: "The materia list theory of the evolution of living

ndture involves recognition of the necessity of hereditary trans-

mission of individual characteristics acquired by the oréanism under

the conditions of its life:; it is unthinkable without recg itlon

of the inheritance of acquired charactews." (p.9). And symetric-

~ ally, his opponents represent philosophical idea lism.

Unfortunately he makes no attempt to argue his philosophical case,
and show the necessary comnecction between the soientific theories
and the corresponding philosophies.. In fact, he grossly perverts
Marx's teaching. He attempts to transplant Marx's theory of the
inter-relationship of man and his environment to t he world of
natural science. :

Marxism teaches that the conditions of manks life determine his
consciousness, and at the same time his consciousness reacts back
and affects his conditions of life. The materialist doctrine of the
first postulate is qualified by the dialectioal approach of the
aecond. Marxism teaches that inheritance of acquired character—
istics in the realm of man's mind and his life in society. Man is
born heir to & social tradition, which changes -as a result of
changed external conditions.

This does not conflict in the least with the idea of the inheritance
of bodily characteristiocs which  are independent of environment
(we should add: independent in the short run, i.e. leaving out
natural selection.) Thus & man may have a liking for msic and
an appreciation of its value, as & result of being born into a
family where such things are esteemed, But he will not have

a gift for musical composition ox exocution unless he has the

right gene structure, for a musical gift is apparently a physical,
hereditary characteristioc.

o : » N -
Lysenko's conception of a"materialist! gonetical thebry and its

y ' ans =&
gileged adcordance yith Mprxist jdeas id ih notudiity a valgaris-
jon »f Marx's wHole method.
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The value of Marx's teaching lies in ite correspondence with the
facts.. For that reason bourgeois historians, where they are
genuineiy concerned with truth, are compelled to adnpt the essence
of Marx!'s analytical method. Of course, they roject the positive
world-changing side of Marxism. But we must emphasise that the
latter would have no significance if it wore not for the objective
truth of the theory. . T

Similarly, the test of & natural-scientific theory is in its agree-
ment or otherwise with the facts. : Morenver, natural science is more
fortunate than historical in that its facts can be established at
will by experiment. If the Morgam theory fits the facts then it is
correct, at least unless new contradictory facts are discovered. This
is true irrespective of whether or not its proponents cre idealists:
the theory itself stands. the materialist test. ' .

Lysenko's error - if we can call it that - lies in trying to erect
scientific theories to fit an a pricri philosophical conception. In
so doing his philosophy is in rzality idealist - for all that he calls
it "matcrizlism" - for the laws are deduced from his mind and Nature
bidden to fit them. BEngels had a fitting reply te Duhring who
attempted & similar things

"Tf we deduce the world schematism not from our minds, but

only .through our minds from the real world, deducing the basic
principles of being from what i3, we need no philosaphy for this
"purpose, but positive knowledge of the world "and what happens
in it:s and what this yields is also not philosophy, but
positive scicnce." :

Lysenko!s method is not merely idealist, but obscurantist. The
mediacval Schoolmen obtaincd their natural science by studying the
Bible and the works of Aristotle. Any individual such as Roger
Bacon or Copernicus who studicd naturem and obtained results contra-
dicting these authorities, was pursued and forbidden to publish his
works. 1In Russia today, scientists who dare 1o obtain results contra-
dicting the Stolinist "interpretations' of Marx and Ingels are liable
to be cxpelled and imprisoncd. .

"R CLASS STRUGGLE IN GRNETICS"  As well as denouncing their theories,
Lysenkn attacks his npponcnts as
idoalists, bourgeois reactionarics

and forcigners. The gonetics dispute is a facet of the class struggle.

"Two worlds - two idecologics in biology" is the sub-title of one of

his chapters. :
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It i% a fact, of coursc, that the majority of the world's scientists
come from capitalist countries. Many are reactionary, many hnld '
_1dealist and mystical views. TUp until now, no-one has thought of-.
attacking thear work on these grounds. The objective merit of their
W?Tk is the criterion, among Marxists as among all nther people -
with a scientific outlook. Uhere such views dn affect the work -«

as in the social sciecnces, where the results depend on selection

0? significant facts, and the conception of nsignificance" varies
Wlth the investigator's bias - the case ig of course different. It
ic notorious that, despite $heir fakse views on philosophy, the
greatest scientists of our day were bourgeols in outlook.  Thus,
Newton firmly believed in God; yet his mechenlos, Dby cnlaredng
man's understanding of the universe, has materially helped fto under-
mine religion. " If Lysenko hed beon alive perhaps he vould have
denounced Newton's work as the product of an ldealis®?

Tven in the social sciences 2 scrupulous worker has been-known to-
produce resulds deteimental to the interosts of his own class. The
cconomist Ricardo was one of the mostd capable and conscious spokes~
men of the English capitalist class. How did Marx assess him?
Speaking of the bourgeois theoxry that when workers are displaced by
machinery there is always & corresponding libexation of capital to
employ them again, he says: . _ ’
"Originally Ricardo held the same opinion; but after a time,
with the scientific impartiality and love of truth characteristic
of the man, he expressly renounced it." ,
' (CAPITAL, Vol I, Chapter 13, Sec.6
footnote)
Vor should we forget that Marx drew largely on the work of the

<

bourgeois Ricardo when he wrote "CAPITAL." :

Scientific objectivify ig & priceless heritage, gained by capitalism
from the obscurantism of the Middle Afes, and except in fascist
countrics capitalism has not destroyed it. gooialists must recognise
and welcome this fact, not deny it c¢nd bury it under a dung-heap of

slandeX.

The truly reactionary nature of Lysenko's attitude appears when he
attocks his opponents as bourgeois or fricnds of foreigners. Thus,
he talls of "forecign reactionmary biology hostile to uss' (page 21).
wpRAVDA" (11.9.48) pointcd out YTat Toicomann was a Corman, Morgam

an American, ond Mendel un Austrion ond gvmank»to-bodﬁ?“V'TﬁQ choicest
flower in this appalling ntiitude de to be found 1

‘ nﬁa;stﬁfeméﬁﬂ i
gquoted in the: Reswiem pede " LI TERATURNALA GAZETA" (8.9.48)3*'ﬂ

2, -
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"We thg ugdersigned, mombers of the collective farm 'The Road
to Socialism' (Ramensk Region, Moscow Province) demand that the
hangers-on of bourgeois soience, vilc lackeys nf the frrelgnors,
should de expelled from our universitics. They have no place '
omong the scientists of our Fotherland. What have they glvon
to the people who are advancing with sure tread to Communism?" ’

Against these reactionary foreigners, "PRAVDA" and Lyscnko hnld
aloft the banner of "Marxism". Marx, of course, was a Russian
~born and bred! o

USETUINESS AS A SCICNTIFIC CRITERION sccording to Lysemko, his  °
npponents! work dnes not

. lead to results pf practical
usefulness, and apparently that is epough to condomn them. Thus he
attacks Zhebrak's institution for stpdying polyplnidy, because
"although it has for some yoars done nothing besides 1ts’ work on
polyplaidy, (1%) has produced 1iterally nothing of pactical valuc,"
(page 23). The paper WBOLSHEVIK" (15.8,48) delivers itself of
the gencral statements "A science which docs not help production,
which does not arm practical workers, which doos not help Soviet
citizens to build a better 1ife, has no right o call itself
science."

N

"he test of thoory is practioe." That be Marxist teaching, and in
the natural scicnces it means experimental observations are decisive,
a fampilisr and gonerally accepted principle. But 1t bears no
immedidte relation %o the criterion of uscfulness. It is well knewn
that "pure" scilence ig ssldom of any immodiate practical value; bub
were it suppressed for that reason, information of great ultimate
wsefulness would be lost. Only in technology can the criterion of
uaef&lness be applicd. And tochnology itself would be meagre were
1% not for the "pure" sclence on which it is based, which often
nas been conducted in a spirit nf pure inquisitiveness. '

of cpurse,,_the development of soicnce is dependent on the -
. of gociety. The one interacts = upon tho other. It would e

entirely rcactionary to say that the scientist can gsit in an ivory -

tower, indifferent to the socicty in which he lives. In the last

analysis, all science serves the noods of socicty i and in that

gonse  there is no "pure'" scicnce.
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Once again, ‘ pysenko's idea is a perversion of Marxism, which
can only serve to diseredit Marxism ampng scrious people.

Is it in faet true that Mendel-Morgan genetics are useless? Let

us repeat, even if they were it would not condemn them if they

correspond to the facts. But a geneticist of L.Fyfe, writing in

:Ee Stalinist "MODERN QUARTERLY", Autumn 1947, had the following to
s ‘

"In my own view this (Lysenko's influence) must have caused
serious losses to the USSR. In North America plant breeding
avowedly based on genetics has two successes to its credit -
hybrid corn and rust-resistant wheat - which are so striking
that it has been seriously argued that they did mnre than any
other discovery or invention towards winning the war. Plant }
breeding in the USSR cannot olaim successes of this magnitude " -

What, then, is Lysenko's practical value? It appears that he is a
very capable practical farmer, and has been responsible for many
ideas which have helped to improve Russian farming, though they do
not depend at all on his genctical theories. Professor Ashby says
that "when the much-advertised pre-treatment of grain by low tem-
peratures, called vernalisation, préved a great failure, Lysenko
cleverly substituted another pre-treatment, which is virtually a
germination test, but which appeared under his name in the decrecs
for the spring sowing in 1945 and 1946." '

("SCI.NTIST IN RUSSIA" pagc 115)

THE PARTY AND THE PURGE If Lysenko's ideas and activities
are so monstrous, how has he succeed-
: od in rising to the top in the
Russian genetical sphere? The answer is simple: behind Lysenko and
his theories stands the Russisn Commmist Party; behind that stands

the NKVD.

"The question is asked in onc of the notes handed to me. What is the
attitude of the Central Committee of the Party to my vepoxrt? I '
answer: the Central Committee of the Party cxamined my rcport and
approved 1t", says Lysenko. Thus far the English version. "PRAVDA"
10.8.48 recmarke that this was greeted with frantic applause and ine-

terminable ovations, all rose and sworc fidelity to the great cause _

of Lenin-Stalin. .
horply changed- ha

"The condition ... in Acadc he -
to the intorest ta;amtgs,ig s;m¥ﬁ°1§a?€§v the Government, and
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Comrade Stalin personally. A considerable number Af Michurin.

ists have been elected members and corresponding members of our

Academy, and more will be added shortly, at the coming electiong,n
(Page 22 of Lysenko's report)

Prescicncel

- That well-knewn geneticist, Molotov, quoted in "WORLD NEWS AND VIEwSH
(6.11.48) approves the inheritance of 8cquired characteristics s Tow
marks that "the scientific discussion on biological questions was
conducted under the guiding influence of ur Party."  And the Party
never jokes. » -

Already in the 1930!'s a small~scale purge had oceurred. Academicians
Levitsky ang Ardglov were imprisoned. Frofessors Agel ang Ferry were
shot. ILysenko's greatest Opponent, Vavilov, who in 1921 was en-
trusted by Lenin with the task of organising Russian agricultural
~research, and who won world fame as a Diologist, was sent to a COn;
centration camp in 1940, where he died in 1942, But still his ideas

All this has changed. The Council of the Academy of Seiences of the
USSR issued a decree on August 28+th, 1948. Orbely, Secretary of its
- ®iological section, is dismissed. Sohmalhausen, Director of the
Institute of Morphology, is dismissed. The Laboratory of Cytology
(study of animal and plant cells) is abolished. The "Five Year
Plan" of the Biological Section is revisod along Michurin lines.

The Council also sent a letter to Stalin, admitting its past errors
and promising to occupy a "leading position in the struggle

against reactionary teachings,” .

In 1945 Professor Zhebrak wrote to the Amorican magazine "SCIENCE"
defending the freedom of Soviet science, pointing out that many
Soviet gencticists were sharply critical of Lysenko's theories.
After two years "PRAVDA" wakes up and thunders: "Zhebrak as a
Soviet scientist should have unmasked the class meaning of the-
Struggle which ig taking place around yuest ions of genetics, But
blinded by bourgeois prejudices, by detestable fawning on bourgeois
gcience, he has adopted the attitude of the enemy's camp..,"

(Quoted from "TIME", 22.9.47)

Until Trecently, Stalinists abroad could maintain a oritical attitude
towards Lysenko, Thus did Fyfe, in the "MODERN QUARTERIY" article
quoted (it is interesting that in that article he referred to Zheb—
rakt!s "SCIENCE" article 88 proof of the freedom of Soviet sciehosef
Little Jmowing he was in the "enemy's camp"...) So too has
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0.B.S.Haldane. But the British C.P, is reacting to this new ortho-
doxy by publishing glowing reviews of Lysenko'!s report, Stung by
A.J.Cummings! taunts, Ha ldane has written an article in the "DATIY
WORKER" (1.11.48) critloising some of Lysenko's genetical ideas -
but oh, so tactfully! - not a word about his attacks on statistics,
on foreigners, nnt & word sbout the philosophical question or the
purges. No matter: Haldane is on the spot and cannot escape from
the dilema of his pesition. ILet him ponder on the example -af ..

Titos = people have been excommunicated for lesser heresics than
-Haldane!s. _
WHAT DOSS IT ALL MEAN? Why, we may ask, does the Stalimist

Government take so much interest in

this question. )
The reasons are probably manifold. Lysenko is the practical man,
the peasantst demagogue", as Ashby says, He is supported as the N
men who rouses the peasants from thoir slothy whose practical genius
can force the raising of agricultural production. If this bo at the
cost of destroying the edifice of Ryssian genetics, that must be
borne. : : -

Again, the Stalinists are whipping up hastility to the West, not
only against capitalism, but ageinst all liberal ideas -that might
encourage a critical spirit and threaten the Stalinist totalitarian
regiwe. Is it an accident. that Western biologists arc attacked not
only as reactionaries but as foreignors?

Under Stalinism, objeotive research into history and coonomics is

already impossible. All books dealing with the history of Russia -
must paint Trotsky, Bukharin, Zinoviev nnd many others as saboteurs
. of the revolution: anyone whe darcd mentlon their leading role in
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thé revolution and the . early Soviet state would not spend a day

~ free. Nor would an economist who submitted a statistical analysis

of the distribution of the national income between groups and
classes in"Russia, unless he carefully obscured the true position.
Now biology joins the list of "controlled" Subjects. Nature must
conform to the Party's dictates: if it happens that she fails %o,
no-one must dare to mention the fact. - :

4 regime which does this demonstrates its absolutely reactionary
-character. No government which fears and suppresses science can
.8tand the test of history. Economic . . successes may be
:achieved by-applying known techniques; technolégy may even make _
..Some advances, But when the free devclopment of science is stopped,

the source of progress dries Up.

- Sdcialism;vby liverating men from his class exploitatibn,ifrees his

Spirit for the pursuit of truth and beauty. Such wes the effect of
the Russian revolution, although it was only a first gtep to
socialism. By its suppresgion of the human spirit, together with
1ts infernal exploitation of the body, Stalinism demmms bxotes how
far 1t is from socialism, and how it undoes the work of :
October, 1917. g

PUBLISHED BY BILL MUNTER, for the Rovolutiovary Commmist Party,

(Trotskyist), 256 Harrow Road, London,:W.2.
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