Marxisms: Ideologies and Revolution
by Mustapha Khayati

TRANSLATOR’S INTRODUCTION

Mustapha Khayati, then member of the Situatiomigtrihational, wrote the booklees

Marxismes: ldéologies et revolutiofor theEncyclopédie du monde actylblished in January
1970. It is my belief that Khayati's concise presgion of Marx’s revolutionary criticism and the
various mutant brands of Marxism is an excellemhjganion to Debord’s ‘The Proletariat as Subject
and as Representation’ in his bo®ke Society of the Spectadleis certainly an antidote to the
various ‘orthodox’ readings of Marx.

According to another ex-Situationist, Donald Nigusi-Smith,

The participation of the “situationist group” inetBncyclopédie du monde actyEDMA]
wasn't official. There were a few small-paying jabsvhich some members of the S
devoted themselves. The work consisted in draffigMA cards” and, eventually, monthly
booklets. (Each perforated card included a 500dvong text; each booklet contained
around 30 illustrated pages.) At the start, in 19%96&as my wife, Cathy Pozzo di Borgo, and
| who began to produce, orfraelancebasis, this type of card under the direction of #nd
Fougerousse — Cathy’s stepfather — for publicdtipiditions Rencontre in Lausanne. Along
with Charles-Henri Favrod, Fougerousse had beetO@?2) one of the founders of this
editorial project. [...] [M]any of the booklets wewgitten by situationists or ex-situs — even
after the dissolution of the movement in 1972. Gepord drafted.e Surréalismén
September 196&.a Poésie francaise de 1945 a nos josrattributed to Raoul Vaneigem.

There were other articles written by situs for Breyclopédie du monde actuilcluding La

Peinture modernegoublished in November 196Bes Marxismespublished in January 1970;
L'Affiche, in September 1974; [andg Golfe Persiquan October 1974’ (the latter being by Khayati
as well)?

As far as | know Khayati’ees Marxismesas not been translated into English before. In my
translation | have adjusted many of the quotes fibemx and other Marxists to coincide with
currently available English translations (for imsta those available in tiarx Engels Collected
Worksand thePenguin Marxcollection). All of the footnotes are mine.

Note that in the original text there are two impottletters of Marx's facing Khayati's text. Thrsffi
letter faces a section in the first part, ‘Labdegsence” of man’. It is Marx's letter to Vera Ziasu

8 March 1881 (two years before he died) in whichmMaearly states that his account of the 'genesis
of capitalist production' is not a general thedrhstorical inevitability' (as many orthodox Masis
would have it) but rather a 'process [that] is esply limited to the countries of Western Europe.'
Thus Marx continued on to say that the Russiangma®mmune, the mir, and its form of communal
property was in fact the ‘fulcrum’ of the developmef a communist revolution in Russia, rather

! Donald Nicholson-SmitHOn the Encyclopédie du monde actuBlemarks collected by Gérard Berréby’
translated by NOT BORED!, 2014
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than an impediment. In writing this Marx put hinfssdainst every current of Marxism that developed
in the following 40 years.

The second letter appears between the end of ¢thiersen Marx and the second section on the
‘Ideologies of the Second International’. Indeeis ia sort of warning to the future from Marx. The
letter is to Maurice Lachatre, 18 March 1872 (oaeanafter the Paris Commune). In the letter
Marx applauds the idea of dividif@apital into ‘periodic instalments [...] more accessibl¢hie
working class'. However Marx also notes that histhad of analysis' (the infamous dialectical,
'materialist conception of history') ‘'makes for gsvhat arduous reading in the early chapters'. He
continues,

it is to be feared that the French public, everdtigmt to arrive at conclusions and eager to
know how the general principles relate to the imiaiedquestions that excite them, may
become discouraged because they will not have dlglerto carry straight on. That is a
disadvantage about which | can do nothing othar ttmmstantly caution and forewarn those
readers concerned with the truth. There is no noead to learning and the only people with
any chance of scaling its sunlit peaks are those lvelve no fear of weariness when
ascending the precipitous paths that lead up t.the

Khayati's Les Marxismes should not be read agedh alternative to reading Marx or a substitute
for the development of a radical criticism todagtlier it is a contribution to the criticism of Mair
particular his continued relevance (and thus nedxtread and used), and the troubling development
of the Marxisms that have done so much to bothrsakvand obscure the revolutionary project of
surpassing capitalism.

All of the footnotes are mine.

Thanks to Pete Dunn for proofing the article, anehili for providing a pdf of the original French
article.

Anthony Hayes
Canberra, April 2015

The Freudo Marxian distortion (a new dance move)

2



Marxisms: Ideologies and Revolution
by Mustapha Khayati

(First published in Cahiers de I'encyclopédie du monde actuduméro 51, Janvier 1970)

For more than a century after the publicationGapitalKarl Marx has taken his place among the
great classical authors. Marxism has acquired dtfgl place in all the areas of thought, and rare
are its adversaries who do not admit to agreeingpwome of it. Is this success due to its
ambiguities? Can Marxism triumph as the revolutiaits? What are the relations established in
recent history between Marxism and Karl Marx? Aogvtdo we organise the various Marxisms in
relation to each other?

I. The founders and their theory
History of the concept

1. Karl Marx once assured us that “l am not a M&r&i To continue with the paradox of this
epigraph, some maintain that “Marxism” and the tifawof Karl Marx are far from coinciding.
Employed by the political enemies of Marx in theelmational Workingmen’s Association [IWA, aka
The First International], the epithet “Marxist” dgsated the partisans of “authoritarian” methods at
the heart of the worker's movement, in oppositiothie “anti-authoritarian” anarchist adepts of
Bakunin. The term first appeared in book form i828vhen Paul Brous$gublished his pamphlet
entitledLe Marxisme dans I'International@arxism in the Internationaf].

2. Brousse, like the majority of his Bakuninist quamions, did not question Marx’s thought, but
rather denounced him as the “party leader” at tradiof a coterie of “agents” and “tacticians” ie th
IWA: “Marxism does not consist in being a partigdrihe ideas of Marx. For instance many of his
current opponents, and especially the author aiethiaes, would in this regard be Marxists...
Marxism consists above all in a system which tematdo spread Marxist doctrine, but to impose it in
all of its details.”

3. The friend and theoretician closest to Marxeéhiich Engels, tried to make this pejorative
reference into a weapon and a prestigious app®ilati reluctantly, it is true. But for him as fot al
the disciples of Karl Marx at this time an unshdieaonviction was established. The anarchists

% The reference is to a comment of Karl Marx repiig his closest friend and co-worker, Friedricty&ls, in
a letter to Eduard Bernstein (coincidentally theeife doyen of reformism), 2-3 November 1882a(x Engels
Collected Works vol. 46p. 353-58): “Now what is known as ‘Marxism’ imafce is, indeed, an altogether
peculiar product — so much so that Marx once sai#Paul] Lafargue:Ce qu'il y a de certain c'est que moi, je
ne suis pas Marxiste. (p. 356). The letter dates from the same ysdPaul Brousse’s work (see below and
footnote 2).

* “Paul Brousse (French: January 23, 1844 — Aprldi,2) was a French socialist, leader of the poissés
group. He was active in the Jura Federation, acseof the International Working Men's AssociatigtWMA),
from the northwestern part of Switzerland and theage. He helped edit the Bulletin de la Fédération
Jurassienne, along with anarchist Peter Kropotkéwas in contact with Gustave Brocher between 87
1880, who became anarchist under Brousse's infud?aul Brousse edited two newspapers, one in Fremd
another in German. He helped James Guillaume puitdidulletin.” Fromwikipedia entry on Paul Brousse
® Khayati is referring to the first use of ‘Marxisti French. It is possible that the German comniuamis future
biographer of Marx, Franz Mehring, used the ternafidlsm’ as early as 1879. Cf. Ingo Elti@etween Marx,
Marxism, and Marxisms — Ways of Reading Marx’s Tity&o
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“will bite their fingers for giving us this namedgeclared Engels. From that moment Marxism was
born.

The thought of Marx

1. Beyond the apparent diversity — which continteefeed the multitude of discoveries by different
specialists — the profound unity of the theory deped by Karl Marx consists in its critical and
revolutionary spirit. The radical critique of afidt exists, the total critique “which has no feait®
own results”, is the constant and fundamental obthe work of Mané All attempts at subdividing
this work into separate domains thus appear doamadvance to failure (“Marx the philosopher”,
“Marx the sociologist”, “Marx the economist” or “Rtical Marx”, etc.) because it is contrary to the
very spirit of its author.

2. For Marx the “criticism of religion is the presei of all criticism™ The suppression of religion

became an essential requirement in order to attaineal world. It is man who makes religion and
not the contrary. Man “is the world of man”, whishto say society and the State produce religion,
“the inverted consciousness of the world” becahsg are themselves “an inverted worfddnce the
“opium of the people” [is] denounced and revealeds true dimensions, “the criticism of Heaven
turns into the criticism of Earth, the criticismrefigion into the criticism of law, and the crigsm of
theology into the criticism of politics”

3. In order to realise the real criticism of retigj we must act practically to abolish the social
conditions in which man is “a debased, enslavedaten, despicable beint?’()nce achieved the
theoretical critique of religious alienation, itee philosophy which has only interpreted the world
(outlined by Hegel and formulated by Feuerbach)trfrosn now on be “transcended” and “realised
at one and the same time, in the conscious transtan of all that exists — in short becoming the
conscious “praxis” of its goal. The conscious agesponsible for this task is the oppressed class,
those in which are concentrated all the alienatadrihis world, and whose abolition will set initra
those of all the other classes.

4. In accomplishing the “critique of philosophyhet critique of religion discovered that all sphevés
human activity, material and spiritual, are in trthe diseased backgroun@iriere-fond maladé of
these morbid representations from the religiougsmhn this regar®n the Jewish Questiarvealed
a profound analogy between religious alienation @aldical alienation in bourgeois society and its
formal democratic regim&.The citizen is a “profane form”, an estranged befdifferent from the
real man™? The real truth of man is not “the mind” [or “spitiof the philosophers (those “abstract

® Letter of Marx to Ruge, Kreuznach, September 1843
; Marx, Introduction to A Contribution to the Critique ofldel’'s Philosophy of RightLl843).

Ibid.
° Ibid.
10 Cf. Introduction to A Contribution to the Critique ofel’s Philosophy of Right1843).
1 Karl Marx.On The Jewish Questiqi844).
12 |bid. Marx makes a case for the new universalitjpal” world of the “rights of man and the citizénshered
in by the victorious bourgeois revolutions, as Qeartype of “secularisation”. Thus the “profane”mthe
political ideal of the bourgeois state, is simidtihverted” as the religious “spiritual” essendentan —
bourgeois “man” is thus the secularised “religioosn. Here Marx extended Feuerbach’s critique afdtthat
the truth of the holy family can be found in thefane family, etc.
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form of estranged man”), more so not even hisimlig essence, but fundamentally and above all
labour and productioH.

Labour, “essence” of man

1. “Men can be distinguished from animals by comssness, by religion or anything else you like.
They themselves begin to distinguish themselvasn fiinimals as soon as they begiptoducetheir
means of subsistence,” said MarxTine German Ideology Labour is not a partial and separated
economic activity, but literally the essence of malhauthentically human activity “hitherto has
been labour — that is, industryTlfe Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 84Z hus all the
history of man is nothing other than the procedsi®fctivity, conceived as an incessant struggle
against nature, and repeated attempts to domimatm nature. “We see how the historyiradustry
and the establishaibjectiveexistence of industry are tlpenbook ofman's essential powelthe
perceptibly existing humapsychology’ (ibid.) *°

2. Is this what is sometimes called “economism’glithe contrary a new conception of man and
history — of man and naturEMarx, in any case, defined a “new materialism” ethivas beyond

the philosophical “old materialism” whose last regentative was Feuerbach. Materialism can only be
“historical”, by considering the sensible worldthe product of “the total living sensuoastivity of

the individuals composing it

3. From this moment is cast the theoretical batageal critique of the existing world, and the
critique of the “ideological heaven” is transformetb the critique of the capitalist “earth” —.i@f
religion, philosophy, law, the political State, .efdabour is the essence of man then private gntyp
the foundation of bourgeois capitalism, condemespfoducer to an existence contrary to his
essence, since the worker is obliged to “makeifeisttivity, hisessential beingg mere means to
his existenc&™® All of capitalist “alienation” is found summariséuthis formula. The critique of
wage-labour, which is to say proletarian existercajade therefore in the light of the revolutignar
project of the realisation of the “total man” —aalation and its endi¢saliénatiohfollow one and
the same path.

4. This end of alienatiordgsaliénatiohis nothing other than the object of the “commupi®ject”.
Communism, according to Mar, is the end of humaigtory and the beginning of man’s control

13 Karl Marx, ‘Critique of Hegel's Philosophy in Generaii The Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of
1844

1 Marx & EngelsThe German IdeologyMarx Engels Collected Works v, 5. 31)

15 Cf. ‘Private Property and Communisim The Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844

18 |bid. Cf. ‘Private Property and Communisiim The Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844

" This almost certainly refers to then current debaegarding Marx’s “economic reduction” and sdezhl
“productivist” ideology. Cornelius Castoriadis wiag champion of the former, Jean Baudrillard thieta
Castoriadis accused Marx of reducing all humarvagtio “economic motivations”Nlarxism and
Revolutionary Theoryl964/5, akahe Imaginary Institution of SocietyPart 1). Jean Baudrillard would later
call this “productivism” The Mirror of Production1973). Both confusingly collapsed Marx and theatst
orthodoxy’ established by the Second and Thirdriv&tgonals. In related attacks Baudrillard and @datlis
accused Marx and the Sl of making labour the “asseaof the human. However both ignored how Marx
differentiated between the abstract conceptiodaifdur” and “production in general” and the speciéirms
such “purposeful” activity, which entailed the madéreproduction of the conditions of existenamk under
different forms of social organisation.

18 Marx, The German Ideologyart 1, section BThe lllusion of the Epoch(Marx Engels Collected Works v.
5, p. 41)

% Trans. amended. Cf. the secti@istranged Labourin The Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844
(Marx Engels Collected Works v, [3. 276)




of history. It brings to an end the conflict betwawvan and nature, between man and man. It is “the
positive transcendence of all estrangement — $hiat say, the return of man from religion, family,
state, etc., to hisuman i.e.,social, existence ® Thus understood communism is the true solution of
all antagonisms: “is the riddle of history solvadd it knows itself to be this solutioft.”

Necessity of revolution

1. The masterwork of MarGapital, is not so much an economic treatise but “a aréigf political
economy”, as is indicated by the very subtitlehaf work?? Despite references to scientific rigour,
Marx did not seek to fashion an economic work,more so even to enrich economic science. The
theory expounded i@apital aimed above all to dismantle the foundations ditipal economy, the
bourgeois “science” par excellence. The critiguéhefcommaodity, of the commodity-form of
production, is its core. And “fetishism” is the c@pt which summarises this critique.

2. Proletarian revolution becomes a necessity etiien the very being of the proletariat. Thusst “
revolutionary or it is nothing? Its internationalism is not an “ideological” optibut results from the
very force of circumstance. The bourgeoisie andatamodity system have unified the world, and so
the struggle against these can only be carrieglobglly. The last class revolution, the socialist
revolution has for its aim the definitive abolitiohclasses and the establishment of a societyhiolw
nothing can anymore exist “independently of indixts.”™ The abolition of the State is an
indispensable condition of this. Henceforth thdf“senancipation of the workers”, the liberation of
the class can only be carried out collectivelyhwitt any representation (i.e. the bourgeois
principle)® This “dictatorship of the proletariat” will abolissimultaneously private property, the
hierarchical principle, classes and the Statectinemodity and wage-labo€it.

3. Such was the fundamental nub of Marx’s theorgmit appeared. For more than a century it has
rarely been accepted, in its totality, by all itsaiples. Already when he was alive, against the

% Note the use of ‘transcendence’ in the English‘angpression’ in the French: “it is the positiueppression
of all alienation, the departure of man from radigi family, the State, etc., and his return to home&stence —
that is to say social.” (my emphasis). Gfrivate Property and Communistim' The Economic and Philosophic
Manuscripts of 1844

L bid.

22 Capital: A Critique of Political Economyy Karl Marx.

2 Letter of Marx to Schweitzer, 13 February 1865.0kg the subjects of this letter Marx wrote to Scitwes
about how working class ‘combinations’ and tradamns would help in freeing the working class frdme t
‘state tutelage’ of Prussia (in particular). Maontrasted this with the support the German Lassaltegave to
the legalisation of worker’s cooperatives. Margued that state guaranteed cooperatives were ‘iggglas an
economic measure and serv[ed], furthermore, toneixiee system of state tutelage, to bribe a secfidine
working class and to emasculate the movement.’d@wrfronically, since Marx’s time the trade union
movement has become precisely what he criticiseaddoperative movement for (and sometimes everdbten
with the modern day banking-cooperative ‘movememitist as he pointed out to Schweitzer then, tloeking
class is revolutionary or it is nothing’, whichtessay, there is no revolutionary working classrafsam its own
self-organisation against capital. As the Situasitsnfull well knew in the 1960s the modern tradéon
movement is the working class organi$edcapital, as disposable, albeit ‘regulated’, wage-laboustde.

24 Marx, The German IdeologyPart 1, section DProletarians and CommunispsubsectiotForms of
Discourse’(Marx Engels Collected Works v,. 5. 81),

% The quote paraphrases the infamous opening séthe dWA's General Rulesvritten by Marx
“Considering, that the emancipation of the workat@sses must be conquered by the working classes
themselves [...]"”. Khayati, by calling ‘representati the ‘bourgeois principle’ draws parallels, aft¢arx,
between the alienation of essential powers andebeesentational alienation of ‘political powenstésted in
politicians vis-a-vis the supposed ‘non-politicaurgeois civil society. CfOn The Jewish Questi@nd below.
0 ‘Between capitalist and communist society thege the period of the revolutionary transformatibthe one
into the other. Corresponding to this is also atipal transition period in which the state canrmthing buthe
revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariaCf. Karl Marx. Critique of the Gotha Program, part 4
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deformation of his thought, Marx wrote in protésam not a Marxist.” On one hand Marxism would
become not only an ideology (in Marx’s sense oftdme) but a justification for the politics of the
reformist and Stalinist workers parties. On theeotiand it never ceased to inspire, outside of
political machines and workers struggles, a “caitignd revolutionary” reflection faithful to its
origins if not its aims.

4. The process of the “ideologisation” of the thiougf Marx had commenced with Engels, his most
faithful companion, toward the end of his life. Téxecord established between him and the leaders of
the most powerful workers’ party of the time, Gem&ocial Democracy, helped to school and
became the justification of numerous political coampises. By admitting parliamentarism as a
possible means of reaching socialism, Engels —hatvs known as his testament — seemed to
approve the reformist politics of the leaders @f workers’ movemerft. Though formerly he had
insisted on the “scientific” character of socialidme had opened the way for all the ideologueb®f t
Second International (essentially Kautskyism) —a ivord to Marxist ideology.

2" Khayati is not referring to Engels Will of 1893its Codicil of 1895 (neither of which make any rtien of
parliamentarism) but rather to Engels’ ‘Introduatio Karl Marx'sThe Class Struggles in France848 to
1850 — his last substantial work before his death 3. In this text Engels referred approvingly te th
‘[s]low propaganda work and parliamentary activitycessary to ‘win over the great mass of peopideed
he painted a rosy picture, particularly in Germaofithe growing electoral power of the German Socia
Democratic Party and the need ‘to keep this grayeing’ and ‘not fritter [...] away this daily increiag shock
force in vanguard skirmishes, but to keep it intattil the decisive day’. However from the foregpine can
see that Engels is ambivalent, both supportingefiatism and still envisaging a ‘decisive day’ uéipg a
‘shock force’. However this very sentence was aditirom the first published version of this pieicethe
German Social Democratic publicatibie Neue ZeitAccording to the editors of the Marx Engels Cotigel
Works the Executive of the Social Democratic Paegtyuested that Engels tone down his references to
revolutionary overthrow, something that Engels apptly complained about but submitted to nonettwel€S.
Marx Engels Collected Works v.,20p. 521-22, and fn. 449, pp. 632-33.
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Il. The ideologies of the Second International
Kautskyism — or, “orthodoxy”

1. In 1883, the very year of the death of Marx,|Kautsky (born 1855), founded a theoretical
journalDie Neu ZiefThe New World] which, over the years, would be thternational tribune of
Marxist socialism. Becoming institutionalised, M from now on is known as a “science”. Its
“revolutionary spirit” declines to the profit ofigour” and “objectivity”. It is no longer the “theyp of
the real movement”, the critical analysis of “&lat unfolds before our eyes”, but the “sciencet tha
the workers’ movement must rigorously understaraiapply to achieve its goal. The socialism
baptised scientific is one thing and the workerevement is another; their coincidence will be the
work of specialists of Social Democracy.

2. For Kautsky Marxism is less a revolutionary tlyeexpressing the development of the proletarian
struggle than a scientific method applied to al domains of human activity. From which two
directions of research or rather application: pecadly in the political world, [with] the workergarty

in the heart of bourgeois society; theoreticallyfibing in all the lacunae that the works of Maard
Engels were unable to tackle.

3. From 1891 the German Social Democratic Partytedba Marxist program at the Erfurt Congress,
essentially due to Kautsk§ But to the extent that it officially became Maixise workers’

movement appeared to move away more and more fremevolutionary path to adopt a reformism
at once syndicalist and parliamentary. The fidgityclaimed to Marx did not exclude a practice
often opposed to the thought of Marx. Kautskyisrinesideology of the management of the German
workers’ party, the first ideology of the “workeistireaucracy”.

4. In the countries where this bureaucracy hadoyirm and where the workers’ movement was still
organically weak, “orthodoxy” remained much morithful to the revolutionary intention of Marx.

In Russia, Plekhanov (nicknamed the father of RusBlarxism) led the struggle against populism
and taught a whole generation of young revoluti@san his country. He founded the first Russian
Social Democratic Party. In Italy it was aboveAattonio Labriola who would introduce a Marxism
cleared of all ideological traces (economism anenism).

Bernstein — or, “revisionism”

1. Student of Engels (and also the beneficiaryi®fill), Edouard Bernstein was at the same tinee th
teacher of Kautsky. Co-author of the socialist paog of Erfurt, he had also written numerous
historical works (notably on the origin of Christity and the English Revolution). But the work
which would be his most celebrated — either cumelteaped with praises — was a collection of
articles written between 1896 and 1899, and c@teander the titl&heoretical Socialism and
Practical Social DemocracfakaEvolutionary Socialisiip a work which would make him the leader
of the “revisionist” school.

2. Bernstein had the ambition — the first — of dirgvout the ultimate consequences of the practical
and theoretical lessons of the experience of Ge®wmml Democracy. Basing his analysis on the
English example and on the real situation of thentaa& party, he set out to make a broad “revision”
of Marxist thought in the light of the latest deyginents of capitalism. Denouncing the flagrant
contradictions between the revolutionary ideolofjhiie party and its resolutely reformist practice,

28 Cf. Karl Kautsky.The Class Struggle (Erfurt Program)
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Bernstein called on his comrades to have the ceuttagemancipate itself from a phraseology which
is actually outworn and if it would make up its whito appear what it is in reality to-day: a
democratic, socialistic party of reforrfe.”

3. Claiming the “testament” of Engels, Bernstaud &ater his German and Russian disciples, called
into question the Marxist theory of value, the aamtcation of capital, surplus-value and
pauperisation. On the political level they contddtes idea of the dictatorship of the proletariad a
found that it was marred by “Blanquism.”

4. Despite the outcry against “Bernsteinian revism” throughout all of the Social-Democratic
International, the workers’ parties did not howesease their reformist practice; on the contrary it
became more and more likely. The “revolutionanhodoxy” was reduced there to a mechanical
repetition of formulas without content.

Sorel — or, revolutionary syndicalism

1. Many historians feel that the true introductodrMarxism into France was not made by either Paul
Lafargue or Jules Guesde, founders of the firstddaworkers’ party (the POF in 18%pand

authors of some books of socialist propaganda lamdulgarisation of “historical materialism”, nor
even by Gabriel Deville, author of a very clear &uithful summary of the first volume @apital (so
said Engels). The thought of Marx was known arigetl in France across two revues of short
duration:L’Ere nouvelle[The New Era] (1893-94) arice Devenir socia{[The Future Society]
(1895-98). A young philosopher was one of the ppiecanimaters of these journals — Georges
Sorel.

2. On the basis of a total rejection of the refatrpolitics of the social-democratic parties Sorel
proposed to restore the fundamental idea of Marxibenclass struggle. Locked into parliamentarism
and the illusion of one day conquering the Stagefelt that the socialists had given up on the
proletarian revolutionary path. Consequently parkatarism was not only “utopian” but downright
counter-revolutionary. [Thus] The heir of the Maitqpolitics of the class struggle can only be
“revolutionary syndicalism”.

3. According to Georges Sorel the proletariat cand way emancipate itself by constituting itself

“on the model of the old social classes, by putth@mselves in the school of the bourgeoisie &sf,
Marx had put it, the proletarians can only seizephoductive forces by abolishing “the current mode
of appropriation”, “how can we accept that they pagserve the quintessence of the bourgeois mode
of appropriation, which is to say the forms of ttaal governance?” The sole organised and
developed forces, capable of preventing “the retdithe past” are the unions. These purely working
class organisations — that must “remain exclusivedyking class” — must wrest from the
municipality and the State, one for one, all tlagiributes, in order to enrich the proletarian
organisations in the process of formation.” Theongsiare already the kernel of the future socialist
society in the heart of capitalist society.

4. “To summarise my thought in a formula, | sayt tha entire future of socialism resides in the
autonomous development of the workers’ unions.¢hSa the leitmotif that we find throughout the
work of Georges Sorel, from tevenir socialiste des Syndicd&ocialist Future of the Unions],

% Eduard BernsteirEvolutionary Socialismfrom Chapter I1I: The Tasks and PossibilitiesSotial
DemocracySection (d) The Most Pressing Problems of Sociah@aacy

% The Parti Ouvrier Francais (POF, or French Workeasty) was founded in 1880 by Jules Guesde antl Pa
Lafargue. The party originated with in a split frétederation of the Socialist Workers of Francenfiad 1879.
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through to thddécomposition du Marxisni®ecomposition of Marxism] anéflexions sur la
Violence[Reflections on Violence].

German Revolutionary Marxism

1. Already, toward the end of the™entury, a left current was developing within sbcdemocracy.
However its first theoretical statement was madeaponse to Bernstein. In 1899 Rosa Luxembourg
publishedReform or Revolutiom which she advocated the violent fall of theitast system and
refuted the “theory of the adaptation of capitaliskor her it was solely the class struggle, togeth
with the development of the internal contradictiohshe system, which could lead to the “general
crisis” and facilitate thus the “passage to sosmliby means of a revolution. Summarising her
theory she took up Bernstein’s famous phrase aretsed it: “The movement is nothing, the end
everything.®

2. It is the “Luxembourgist” current which, on ttay after the night of thé"of August 1914 and

after the adhesion of German Social Democracydavdr program of the Second Reich, raised the
flag of “proletarian internationalism” and fougletitouse the working class. Rosa Luxembourg, Clara
Zetkin, Karl Liebknecht and Franz Mehring creatathwome other German revolutionary groups the
Spartakusbund [the Spartacus League] and callatidogstablishment of the power of the workers’
and soldiers’ councils, by proclaiming that profita revolution can only result from “the action of
the great massive millions of the people, desttoddlfil a historic mission and to transform

historical necessity into reality™

3. Faithful to her idea of the self-emancipatiomofikers, Rosa Luxembourg after having strongly
criticised the “ultra-centralist” conception of theninist organisation saluted the Russian Revartuti
of 1917, but by submitting it to criticisiTe Russian Revolutiph918)* Some months later she
would fall with Liebknecht , victim of the sociaéthocratic repression lead by Noske against the
Spartakus insurgents in Berlin in January 1919 pideshis these tendencies in the heart of the
German proletariat were not eliminated, and “GeriRawolutionary Marxism” would reappear in the
1920s.

Russian Revolutionary Marxism

1. In 1902 with hisVhat is to be DoneRenin opened an important debate in the hearbabs
democracy, a debate which would conclude in thié afplhe RSDLP [Russian Social Democratic
Labour Party] into two factions: the Bolsheviksgtmajority) lead by Lenin, and the Mensheviks (the
minority) lead by Plekhanov and Martov. Althouglstiplit had taken place over the “question of
organisation”, the two tendencies would diverge eramnd more over the very meaning of the
revolution in Russia and the interpretation of Msmx Their separation was definitive from the
outbreak of the war of 1914.

2. Parallel to the left current in Germany a curdgvelop in Russia hostile to reformism and
compromise with the liberal bourgeoisie. Despitehsitations of Lenin, Trotsky defended the
theses of “permanent revolution”. For him, the vavskalone could accomplish the revolutionary
uprising in Russia. It would fall upon the prolésato lead the movement against tsarist autocracy
because the Russian bourgeoisie was too weaki@igine that the dictatorship of the proletariat is

%1 Bernstein had famously written in Evolutionary Btism that “The Final goal, no matter what itiis,
nothing; the movement is everything.” Cf. LuxemhbmurReform or Revolutionintroduction

%2 Rosa Luxemburg/Vhat Does the Spartacus League Want?

% Rosa Luxemburglhe Russian Revolution
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in some way automatically dependent on the techdmaelopment and resources of a country is a
prejudice of ‘economic’ materialism simplified tbsurdity. This point of view has nothing in
common with Marxism” (TrotskyResults and Prospegt¥

3. Lenin only responded to these theses when, il 2§17 he proclaimed “All power to the
Soviets.*® After calling for Marxist analyses on the key cfims of the State against what he called
the opportunists deformation of the leaders ofS38keond International, the author of State and
Revolutionabandoned his theory of the party and committetiécstruggle for the conquest of power
by the workers and peasants councils. But, fron81B& returned to the primacy of the party over the
class, and it fell to the opposition to defendphieciple of workers’ autonomy (which would be at

the centre of all the new currents of non-ortholftarxism while Marxism-Leninism would blossom
as the official ideology of Internationale Commumjsow led by Stalin).

34 eon TrotskyResults and ProspecBhapter IV. Revolution and the Proletariat

% Even thoughAll Power to the Sovietsis a slogan which Lenin used as the title of gitaional article in
July 1917, and is an effective summary of the gartbrust of hisApril Thesesthe slogan itself does not
appear in the latter.
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I1l. Marxism-Leninism
Before Stalinism

1. As the first proletarian revolution to triumghe Russian Revolution produced an exceptional
effect on the international workers’ movement. Saduvith enthusiasm by revolutionaries of the
entire world, it became the example to follow foe &ntire proletariat, for which it constituted the
“avant-garde”. From 1918 the Bolsheviks lived inieipation of the revolution in the West; the signs
of capitalist decomposition, entering into its fiphase of “imperialist putrefaction”, were
everywhere.

2. The Hungarian Soviet Revolution, led by Bela K1818), found its best theoretician in the person
of the young philosopher Georg Lukacs (born 1888 .a series of articles published between 1919
and 1923 Lukacs became one of the principle reptatees of revolutionary Marxism in the Third
International. When in 1924 he published his widigtory and Class Consciousnegshad the effect

of a bomb. Condemned by the new communist orthodsxevisionist, the author inaugurated his
career as a “Marxist-Leninist” thinker — characted by a series of auto-critiques — and disavowed
his earlier work. The fundamental idea of thisieafvork challenged on every point the mechanical
materialism of Lenin’daterialism and Empirio-Crticisng1908).

3. At the same time in North Italy the workers’ mmavent of occupations of the factories of Turin had
as its principle theoretician Antonio Gramsci, fdanof the Italian Communist Party. Passionate
reader of Machiavelli, Gramsci discovered in theohetionary party the “Prince” of modern times
and in the workers’ councils the form adequatedatising proletarian power. The party is that by
which the class accedes to the consciousnesstabits, and Marxism rather than being a neutral
science (to explain the economy and society) tgerahe “philosophy of praxis” that must be
realised. The revolutionary party can only speaktthth of the class, but this truth can only be
practically affirmed in the councils, “where alldmne masters and disciples”.

4. For Gramsci, to prepare the working class tohéis historic goal effectively signified “orgaing
the proletariat as the dominant cla¥sThe discovery of workers’ councils by the proliain
revolution is the principle fact of revolutionstbe 20" century. Worker councils are “the most suited
organ [...] which the proletariat has managed to bgvErom the living and fertile experience of the
community of labour¥ It is the foundation of the “New Ordef®.

Stalinism

1. The metamorphosis of the Russian Revolutionta@dlevelopment of the bureaucracy into a new
ruling class transformed the revolutionary thedrivarx into an ideology which served to justify the
political system installed in Russia. Orthodox aoegmatic Marxism-Leninism would have its priests
and its faithful. [Andrei] Zhdanov, in the nametb& Communist Party of the Soviet Union, legislated
for the entire international Communist movemenhigiters of doctrine — in art and in science and
philosophy. “Diamat” (Dialectical materialism) afgbcial realism” constituted the “fabulous
science” which reduced to nothing the “cosmopoldad objectively bourgeois” discoveries (such as
psychoanalysis, Einstein’s theory of relativity pirassionist painting, etc.).

% Antonio GramsciThe development of the revolution

37 Antonio GramsciUnions and councils

3 'Ordine Nuovo(The New Order) was the name of a communist-syigicpaper broadly sympathetic with
the Russian Revolution of October 1917 that Grainelged set up in May 1919.
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2. Two French examples can illustrate this modéWafxist orthodoxy: Roger Garaudy and Louis
Althusser. The first followed a political and idegical itinerary more or less faithful to the evia
of the PCF IParti communiste francdjisvhile he had been one of the leading membersdeivi 945
and 1969. The first philosophical work by whichdistinguished himself was his doctoral thesis
presented at the Sorbonne in 1953. Théorie matérialiste de la connaissari¢ée Materialist
theory of consciousndssas inscribed within a Zhdanovvist orthodoxy whitefined Marxism as a
“scientific” philosophy. Upholding an ideologicabgmatism against the critical tendencies which
developed after the death of Stalin, Garaudy oatwerted to liberalism several years lafehuthor
of Humanisme et Marxism@u’est-ce que la morale marxistafidDieu est mor{an important work
on Hegel)!® he became the director of the “Centre for the Bart Research of Marxism” and the
organiser of the “Weeks of Marxist Thougft1n D’'un réalisme sans ravad€or a realism without
shores] he opened up to “bourgeois” art and defdk@dka, Saint John-Perse and Picasso. At the
same time he engaged in a grand dialogue with ngsand participated in many debates with
Catholic and protestant theologians searching famevergence and entente. Champion of an “open
and humanist socialism” Garuady rallied to the eaafshe Dubcek experiment in Czechoslovakia
and strongly condemned the Russian interventiolwbarned him the reprimand of his party.

3. Louis Althusser, without acceding to the pairéwrchy, developed in relative independence a new
interpretation of the work of Marx. Teacher at BEwle normale supérieure where he gathered
numerous disciples, he aligned himself with theagphilosophical tradition of “scientific socialiém
“Marx — Engels — Lenin — Stalin — Mao Zedorf{§'While remaining a member of the party Althusser
was not afraid of proclaiming that “Stalin is orfetlee great philosophers of our time.” In his two
worksFor Marx andReading Capita(2 volumes), he proposed to found a “Marxist ptolehy”, to
complete the scientific theory of history discovkby the founders. In this project he borrowed from
modern, generally structuralist philosophers (aaglClaude Levi-Strauss, Jacques Lacan and even
Gaston Bachelard) new concepts to the end ofifitiegy a new reading of Marx.

4. According to Althusser, all the work of the ygudarx is not yet “Marxist”, and remains
influenced by Hegel and Feuerbach — thus alsouhddmental concept of “alienation”. The
scientific and thus specifically “Marxist” work dflarx begins withCapital, which is to say after
1867. Denying all humanist aspects in the thougMarx and insisting on its scientific character,
Althusser undertook a return to an old orthodokgroughly loyal to Stalinism. His influence in the

% After Khrushchev revealed details of the ‘Statinit’ at the 28' congress of the Communist Part of the Soviet
Union in 1956 many members of the International @onmist Parties turned away from Stalinism (for eghem
the philosopher Henri Lefebvre and the founderheArgumentgournal in France). Garaudy initially stuck by
Stalinism, though expressed a criticism of sorésavturn to what was then a new, radical ‘humaniisti
interpretation of Marxism-Leninism based on readimg‘'young’ Marx. Garaudy'’s fidelity to Stalinismas
similar to another party philosopher, Louis AltheissHowever unlike Althusser he finally criticisdte party
over the suppression of the Prague Spring in 18@Baudy was expelled from the party in 1970 — preghly
after the writing of this document. His future iileetual direction led him to embrace the Islan@tigion some
years after the publication of this document. | ldasay that this is not too dissimilar to eitheg $talinism he
previously shared with Althusser, or Althusser’sstie conception of Marxism —complete with a social
universe at the command of mysterious ‘structuimates.

“0 Respectively ‘Humanism and Marxism’, ‘What is amdat morality?’, and ‘God is dead’.

*1 TheCentre d'Etudes et de Recherches Marxiateties semaines de la pensée marxigtee organised by
the French Communist Party. The former was interidextganise ‘intellectual labour’ within the pargs well
as publish Marxist-Leninist theoretical journalieTlatter was the name given to public meetinggicoeearly
debates with prominent non-party intellectuals €ay. J.-P. Sartre) through which the CommunistyRaould
demonstrate its purported intellectual weight andigr. The “Weeks of Marxist Thought” were under the
direction of Roger Garaudy in the early 1960s.

*2That is to say the “Maoist” schema of Marxism-Lrésin (and thus Stalinism). Maoism is probably more
accurately described as “Maoist-Stalinism”.
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heart of the young student and left intellectudleus, apparently earned him a certain toleranme fr
a section of the leadership of the PCF who fearghdorcement of pro-Chinese currents within and
without the party?

Post-Stalinist revisionism

1. First the death of Stalin and then the “Khrusivwcteport” of the 20 Congress of Communist Party
of the Soviet Union triggered an immense campaifgsriticism across the entire international
Communist movement. But it was above all the iretion of Budapest which marked the era of the
“thaw”. The intellectuals of the Eastern countpesvide the best introduction to the fundamental
themes of Marxist thought to traverse the vasigerit which the “revisionists” of these countries
authored during the course of the years 1956 andT'Brough their critique of totalitarian Stalinism
they prepared the weapons which armed the inswwgéioland and Hungary against the
bureaucratic dictatorship. According to this critigall the alienations analysed by Marx are detecte
in socialist society and denounced as such. Thggit for the total “dis-alienation” of humanity
signifies the entry into a new historic phase.

2. The crushing of the Hungarian insurrection pk&eba profound crisis of consciousness among
European communist intellectuals. Many quit theypand discovered the “fresh air of criticism”. In
France all of the participants in thAegumentgournal had lived through the experience of Stsiin
and the drama of de-Stalinisatidkrgumentsvanted to be the tribune of a “New Marxism”, open,
humanist and anti-dogmatic. Putting everything optestion, it specialised itself in “questionintg%
principle editors: Kostas Axelos, Edgar Morin, J&arvignaud, [Pierre] Fougeyrollas, F[rancois]
Chatelet, L[ucien] Goldmann, G[eorges] LapassadeHanri Lefebvre, all contributed to the
elaboration of this new Marxism, “de-dogmatisedt drevised”.

3. Henri Lefebvre, former member of the PCF, pafksewhat many specialists consider the most
brilliant of this school. Operating a type of retuo the sources frofroblemes actuels du Marxisme
(1958), he wrote a critical autobiographg, Somme et le Resta which he updated the themes
sketched in his first workd.& Conscience mystifie@936, andCritique de la Viequotidienne 1947).
Insisting on the importance of the concept of atem in the thought of Marx and the critique o th
modern world, Henri Lefebvre declared war on doggnatand analysed the Stalinist phenomenon.
All of this work made him worthy of being considérey the “orthodox” the “leader of international
revisionism”. Though focused on the critique of modsociety and the reestablishment of Marxist
theory in its original truth, some of Lefebvre’sidgénts reckon that his work suffers from concession
to fashionable thinkers, notably in the sociolobaad linguistic domain$'

43 “pro-Chinese currents” is what we would today n&pre-Maoist”.
“ Khayati had been a student of Lefebvre’s at thivéfity of Strasbourg in the first half of the 186
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IV. “German Marxism”
The “German Left”

1. The revolutionary wave which unfolded in Eurgfier the First World War began to ebb from
1921. This Western counter-revolution had repefonsaupon the Russian Revolution, transformed
in turn by the “restoration of capitalism” in a kaucratic form. There were German revolutionaries,
direct heirs of Rosa Luxembourg and Liebknecht wieoe the first to bitterly remark upon this new
course of history. The split in the German CommiuRarty, some months after its creation into two
factions, allowed the “left” to organise in a nearfy: the KAPD (Communist Workers’ Party of
Germany). Its theoreticians and foreign partisdtesrgted to renovate revolutionary Marxism by
reviving its “critical and revolutionary” core.

2. Starting from the slogan “all power to the wagkeouncils” the left took Bolshevik Leninism for
its essential target, considered as the heir ahsdemocratic orthodoxy and its reformism. Ithsst
current that Lenin stigmatised in hisft Wing Communism: an infantile disordander the label
“ultra-left”. The “council communists” thought thby subordinating the international Communist
movement to the national requirements of Russidat-is to say the State — the Third International
repeated the history of the Second. It sacrifiqggoblétarian internationalism to national imperialis

3. The theoretician who most marked the Germandaahas Karl Korsch (1886-1961). When in
1923 he published his esdelarxism and Philosophlge collided head-on with Kautsky and his
disciples as much as triumphant Bolshevism. Thensomdisapproval raised against Korsch and his
book was that it could lead one to believe that #einist movement was still an integral part of
Kautsky’s orthodoxy. Denounced as a “revisionigfdsy Marxism and Philosophlgad the ambition
of re-establishing the dialectical relation whictisés between the revolutionary movement actually
happening, and its theoretical expression beyoighse and bourgeois philosophy. Elevating
“dialectical materialism” into an invariable law bistorical and cosmic processes — as in fact Bngel
and Lenin had done — is, according to Korsch, @gtro the thought of Marx. It is at the root oéth
transformation of the theory of proletarian revalntinto a “worldview” ["Weltanschauurig

without a link to the class struggle.

Freudo-Marxism

1. Parallel to the development of the counter-natioh, a prodigious intellectual movement
flourished in the Weimar Republic. From the confedion of Marxism and psychoanalysis would be
born a whole new thought known under the nameeftiankfurt School, whose progenitor was
Wilhelm Reich.

2. Heretical psychoanalyst and non-orthodox mermbdre Communist Party, Reich saw his works
burnt simultaneously in the USSR, Hitler's Germamg in the United States. His work is considered
by Herbert Marcuse as “[tjhe most serious attempletvelop the critical social theory implicit in
Freud”*® Reich was active for years in both the psychoditatyrcle of Vienna and among the young
Communists in Berlin. He finished by being exclddieom both. For the author ¥he Sexual
Revolutiononly a radical transformation of society can eedmses: the future of psychoanalysis is
not in the clinic but in social revolution. Marxisamd psychoanalysis have one and the same end,

> Herbert MarcuseEros and Civilisation: A Philosophical Inquiry infereud Boston: Beacon Press, 1966
[1955], p. 239.
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such is the conclusion of the writings of Reichwimtn 1930 and 1933, notablyThe Sexual
Struggle of Youth

3. It is these ideas that are taken up and develiopthe light of German philosophy (principally
Hegelian) and the burgeoning social sciences, tdgetipromoting the social research at Frankfurt:
Adorno, Horkheimer, Marcuse and Fromiuthority and the Familjurnished the themes of their
first investigations, which would be continued imérica througlstudies on the Personality and
Family. In 1947 Adorno and Horkheimer publishialectic of Enlightenmenin essence dedicated
to Hegel, philosopher of the bourgeois revolutibenouncing the “philosophical mystification” of
Heidegger, “heir of national-socialist decaden@eforno attacked all the forms of totalitarianism,
among which he placed Stalinist Marxism.

4. Herbert Marcuse inaugurated his work with aeatfbn on Hegel. Publishingegel's Ontology and
the Theory of Historicityn 1932, he contributed with Adorno and Horkheirtea deepening of the
relation between Marx and Freud. In 1941 he pueti$teason and Revolutipa Marxist
interpretation of Hegel. He settled accounts witftial Marxism in Soviet Marxismdefined as the
“ideological superstructure” of a repressive sgcgminated by the Stalinist bureaucracy. “If there
is a fundamental difference between the Westerrtla&oviet societies, there is also a strong atrre
toward assimilation” wrote Marcuse. But the workisthmade him most celebrated throughout the
world isEros and Civilisationin which he criticised the pessimism of Freudlonfuture of culture
and violently attacked the culturalism of Eric Fragraccusing him of preaching adaptation to
oppression. IOne Dimensional Mahe described in a desperate fashion the totalitasiructures in
modern society, without opposition nor revolutionperspective.

V. The Situationists

1. Created in 1957 by an international group obhationary artists, the Situationist International
became from the beginning of the 1960s, after wargxclusions, “an international group of
theoreticians”, rooted in Dada and Surrealism diave all the historical thought of Hegel and Marx.
Taking up some fundamental themes from Marx, trexetbped a unitary critique of the
contemporary world, at once geographic — by denimgnall of the powers which exist in the
modern world as oppressive — and historic — byaising all of the “alienations” developed by
modern capitalism, whether in the bourgeois Wesh®bureaucratic East.

2. The central theme developed in Guy Debofdiie Society of the Spectaidehe objective critique

of the current capitalist world conceived as “spel&”. The theory of the spectacle takes up the
analysis of the commodity made in the first chapfeCapital. In the spectacle all is inverted, the real
becomes ideology, and the latter is “materialigeeioming a type of reality to the extent that it
invades all the domains of social and individui@. liThe absence of real life is the dominant mdde o
existence in modern society. The spectacle is ionlgality a moment of the development of
commodity production, in which “the true is a morhehthe false”. Like religion the spectacle
separates man from his being, and makes him moweionreal world of the image.

3. After having made the critique of urbanism, grdtand ideology, Debord evoked the perspective
of liberation in the revolutionary movement of fhr@letariat returning to the assault on capitalist
society. A proletarian revolution alone, consciofifs goals, can put an end to the alienationshvhi
dominate the life of all. Such a revolution musténéor its program the realisation of the absolute
power of the workers’ councils and the abolitiorabfseparations: the State, classes, family, icalig
and ideology, etc.
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4. Published at the end of 1967 Raoul Vaneigemik e Revolution of Everyday Lifier: Traité

de Savoir-Vivre a I'Usage des Jeunes Généralibasame one of the references of the rebellious
youth of May 1968. Setting out from a total critigaf the old world, Raoul Vaneigem attempted to
draw out from the tradition of refusal and contenapg contestation the new lines of revolutionary
force. Whereas Debord started from the dispassardtque [a critique froidg of the spectacle,
Vaneigem, from the perspective of “radical subjatt!, denounced the survival which is opposed to
true life, and is the lot of everyone in the woofdbppression. But both converge in the radicaisaF

of all that exists independently of men, and indeepening of the project of “total man”.
“Generalised self-management” is the goal and thans for realising such a project, the proletariat
(that is to say all those “who have no power otieirtlives and who know it”) will be the subject.

/-
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APPENDICES

[reproduced on page 4 of the origih&ls Marxismesfacing the section in the first part above,
‘Labour, “essence” of man’]

MARX TO VERA ZASULICH[*]
IN GENEVA

London, 8 March 1881

41 Maitland Park Road, N.W.
Dear Citizen,

A nervous complaint which has assailed me peridigioaer the last ten years has prevented me from
replying any sooner to your letter of 16 Februagm sorry that | cannot provide you with a concise
expose, intended for publication, of the question frave done me the honour of putting to me.
Months ago | promised the St Petersburg Committéetthem have a piece on the same subject.[**]
I hope, however, that a few lines will suffice tigkl any doubts you may harbour as to the
misunderstanding in regard to my so-called theory.

In analysing the genesis of capitalist productisay:

‘At the core of the capitalist system, therefaes the complete separation of the producer fram th
means of production ... the basis of this wholeettgument is thexpropriation of the agricultural
producer.To date this has not been accomplished in a raftishlon anywhere except in England...
But all the other countries of Western Eurggre undergoing the same procéSsipital, French ed.,
p. 315).

Hence the 'historical inevitability' of this prosdsexpresshjimited to thecountries of Western
Europe.The cause of that limitation is indicated in thiédwing passage from Chapter XXXII:

'Private propertybased on personal labour ... will be supplanteddpjtalist private propertybased
on the exploitation of the labour of others, on evépour’ (l.e., p. 341).

In this Western movement, therefore, what is takitage is théransformation of one form of private
property into another form of private propertg.the case of the Russian peasahisiy communal
propertywould, on the contrary, have to tsansformed into private property.

Hence the analysis provided@apital does not adduce reasons either for or againstidbdity of

the rural commune, but the special study | haveentddt, and the material for which | drew from
original sources, has convinced me that this conenisithe fulcrum of social regeneration in Russia,
but in order that it may function as such, it wofitdt be necessary to eliminate the deleterious
influences which are assailing it from all sidasg #hen ensure for it the normal conditions of
spontaneous development.

| have the honour to be, dear Citizen,
Yours very faithfully,

Karl Marx
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First published, in Russian, Marx-Engels
Printed according to the originarchives Book I, Moscow, 1924, translated from the French

* Marx's letter to Zasulich, which became knowmrtany Russian revolutionary Marxists, including
Georgi Plekhanov, was preceded by several draltichvware included in Volume 24 of the present
edition. The letter was published in English fog fhrst time in: Karl Marx and Frederick Engels,
Selected Correspondendé&reign Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1955

** Marx is probably referring to the request that\write a book on the Russian village commune
made by the revolutionary Narodnik Nikolai MorozovDecember 1880 on behalf of the Executive
Committee of Narodnaya Volya. The Narodnaya VoRadple's Will) group, was a revolutionary
Narodnik (Populist) organisation formed in Augu872, when the secret revolutionary society
Zemlya i Volya (Land and Freedom) split into Naraga Volya and Chorny Peredel (the Black or
General Redistribution). The founders of the Naey@nVolya were professional revolutionaries,
advocates of a political campaign against the aatyc

[reproduced on page 9 of the origih&ls Marxismeshetween the end of the section on Marx and the
second section on the ‘Ideologies of the Secoretational’ above.]

MARX TO MAURICE LACHATRE[*]
IN SAN SEBASTIAN

London, 18 March 1872

To Citizen Maurice La Chatre

Dear Citizen,

I applaud your idea of publishing the translatiéibas Kapitalin periodic instalments. In this form
the work will be more accessible to the workingssland for me that consideration outweighs any
other.

That is the bright side of your medal, but heréhésreverse. The method of analysis | have used, a
method not previously applied to economic subjeuntskes for somewhat arduous reading in the early
chapters, and it is to be feared that the Frenbligyever impatient to arrive at conclusions andes

to know how the general principles relate to thengdiate questions that excite them, may become
discouraged because they will not have been aldarty straight on. That is a disadvantage about
which | can do nothing other than constantly cautiad forewarn those readers concerned with the
truth. There is no royal road to learning and thly people with any chance of scaling its sunliake

are those who have no fear of weariness when aiscgtied precipitous paths that lead up to them.

| remain, dear Citizen,
Yours very sincerely,
Karl Marx

First published in: K. MarxX.e Capital,Printed according to the original Vol. |, Paris,728
Translated from the French
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[*] The facsimile of this letter was published &g fpreface to the French editionGdipital (see Note
436). In English it appeared for the first time garl Marx, Capital, Foreign Languages Publishing
House, Moscow, 1954.

The French authorised edition of Volume IGdpital was published between 17 September 1872 and
November 1875. The translation was done by Joseghwho began in February 1872 and
completed work in late 1873. The quality of thenglation largely failed to satisfy Marx; besides, h
was convinced that the original needed to be revisadapt it to French readers.
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