SOCIAL CHANGE

the difference between the process of analysis
and understanding and the method of exposition:
the questions, the doubts, the setting up and
testing of ~ various hypotheses, the agony and
the Joy which are the ingredients of analysis
are left behind in the synthesis and exposition
which takes the form of a systematic and orderly
flow of thought. One could even make the point
that the former is a dialectical process, while
the latter is a formal logical process. The
introduction of dialectics into the exposition
still does not compensate for the 1lack of the
richness of dialectical thinking which charac-
terises the earlier phase of analysis and under-
standinge. Uncomfortable questions used to be
swept under the carpet. But as time went on
the questions multiplied and were becoming increas-
ingly bothersome. -~ When others too admitted to
being bothered by similar questions, what were
subjective became a part of the objective reality
which could no longer be dismissed as before.
Then began a period of critical analysis, at
first totally destructive and personally agonising
“the negation, and then the gradual attempt of
a new synthesis; personally joyful - the negation
of the negation, the initial attempt to recreate
this process of thought.

L
Marx télks of two phases of communism - a higher
and a lower phase. The latter is a transitional
stage from capitalism to communism. Lenin gave
a name to this transitional stage and called
it Socialism. The contrast between the theory
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of socialism as a transitional stage to communism,

and the practice of socialism in the Soviet Union
and Eastern European countries was a bothersome

one.
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a)

b)

Solutions that present themselves are

The abberration theory; The Soviet Union
‘'is an aberration (largely due to Stalin),
It is by no means a model of a true Socialist
This view was largely reinforced

society.
Here at last

by the Chinese experience.
was a true Socialist model. But now there

are doubts about China too. Is China
also becoming an abberration (due to Deng
Xiao Ping)? Aand what of the countries
of Eastern Europe, N. Korea, Indo-China,
Cuba, not to mention Ethiopia, Mozambique,
Angola, South Yemen,  Afghanistan, Guinea
Bissau etc.? Are they all abberrations?
This is a very idealist position to take:
reality is an abberration and only the

idea of Socialism is real.
4

“

The distortion theory; The current practice
of socialism is distorted because of the
need to defend itself against counter-
.revolution at home and imperialism abroad.
'But the contemporaneity, the co-existence
of Socialist and Capitalist Societies
and their mutual inter-relationship, contra-
diction and inter-penetration is the reality
and will continue to be so for a long
time more. Then why call it a distortion?
One may equally well say that capitalist
societies are similarly distorted by the
presence of the socialist societies.
The whole world is then one big distortion.
This is also an 1idealist position, since
the idea only 1is real, while reality is
a distortion of the idea.

c)

A t§1rd W?y ?ut i8 to question the basic
s:::iseswh+chils at the root of the problem,

Y Socialism - fjirst stage of communism.
to posit that Socialism is not a transitional

stage

from capitalism to communism. What

1s Socialism? Let us look at real experience

again

1)

i1i)

iv)

and what do we see :

capitalist country has
(with the possible
which

No advanced
become socialist
eXception of Czechoslovakia,
is a very special case).

On the contrary a number of pre-
capitalist societies have become
or are in the process of becoming
socialist,

Socialist societies differ from
capitalist societies in property
relationships, class relationships
and in the nature of State power

and countervailing power. However,
commodity production and the driving
power of accumulation are common
to both forms of societies. In
the case of societies at comparable
stages of economic growth, there
is virtually no difference between
their levels of science and technology,
labour skills and productivity or
production process, - in short between
their levels of development and
the productive forces.

Interpenetration, in terms of the
flow of commodities, capital, techno-
logy, knowledge, ideas, institutional
forms, and life style is increasingly
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taking place between the two social
systems.

v) In both types of society the nation

state exercises hegemony over an
integrated territory and domestic
market. Consequently nationalism and

the drive towards expansionism, charac-
teristic of the nation state, exist in
both types of society.

vi) Sometimes contradictions within a sys-
tem are more acute than contradictions
between the systems; diplomatic initia-
tives and international alignments are
increasingly cutting across the system
boundaries.

and 1ts place

This
in a model of b5ocial change has to be determined
in relation to this reality and not in relation

is the reality of ‘socialism,

of Socialism, of which the reality
In a schematic

to an ‘'idea'
is an abberration or a distortion.
presentation, its place would be one leading
out of pre-capitalism and parallel to (and not
above) capitalism. It is an alternative to capita-
lism as a route out of pre-capitalism, and not
a transitional stage between capitalism and commu-
nisme. Pre-capitalist societies in transition
throw up two classes, the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat, either of which is capable of effecting
and completing the transition out of pre-capitalism.
The emerging bourgeoisie was economically more
powerful than the emerging proletariat, and this
was reflected in the fact that bourgeois ideology
which played a significant role in instilling
a class consciousness into the bourgecisie emerged

before the proletarian world

view of Marxisme.
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Hence the bourgeoisie had an edge over the proleta-
riat and the transformation of pre-capitalism thro-
ugh bourgeois revolution preceded the transformation
through proletarian revolution, However, Marxism
provided the proletariat with the weapon that they
lacked and in the 20th century many more societies
effected the transition from pre-capitalism through
a proletarian revolution than through a bourgeois
revolution. However, where a country had got out
of pre-capitalism through a bourgeois revolution
under the hegemony of the bourgeocisie and consolida-
ted the process of self sustaining accumulation
and expanded reproduction, a subsequent proletarian
socialist revolution has not only never taken place,
but even the possibility of it has receded more
and more into the background, other than in excep-
tional cases by external intervention, as 1in Cze-
choslovakia. This is the reality of our present
historical experience and it points quite definitely
in the direction that the socialist revolution
+takes a country out of pre-capitalism and not out
of capitalism. The issue before the countries
of the third world is whether they get out of the
pre-capitalist trap through the bourgeois or socia-
list revolution. The choice however, 1is not en-
tirely an internal one. It is also largely governed
by external forces, particularly if the country
happens to be placed in a strategic position vis-
a-vis the current conflicts in the international

arena.

This view of socialism was gradually confirmed
in so far as it afforded a solution to some other

bothersome problems, such as :

(i) Marx's proposition that the ‘'relations

of pzoduction correspond to a definite
lopment of the material forces

stage of deve : .
considering this,

of production'. In
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the question arises:if there is' no qualita-
tive differences between stage of develop-
ment of the internal forces of production
in socialism and capitalism, how can socia-
list relations of production be at a
'higher' historical stage than the capita-
list relations of production, particularly
in view of the fact that, in spite of
the difference in property relationships,
accumulation and commodity production
are common to both types of production
relations? This again tends to reinforce
the view that socialism and capitalism
are historically parallel social forma-
tions, at virtually the same level of deve-
lopment of the production forces and pro-
viding alternative routes for pre-capita-
list social formations to get into the
stage of self sustained accumulation and
expanded reproduction.

ii)The second problem relates to the rationale

for interposing a transitional stage be-
tween capitalism and communism. In the
19th century it was thought that the revo-
tionary transformation of capitalism was
imminent, but at the same time there was
a consciousness of the fact that the forces
of production had not developed sufficient-
ly for the material abundance which charac-~
terised the communist mode of production...
Hence the need for a transitionary stage
between capitalism and communism. Whatever
other reasons there may be for a transi-
tional stage, the above reason no longer
holds 1in view of the tremendous develop~
ment of productive forces under late capi-
talism which has brought mankind to the
threshold of a post-scarcity era. On

::e :th:r hand, the rationale for socialism
oy L ystem yh1cp WSS EER A societv

Pre-capitalism by a sustained deve-
lopment of the productive forces through
a process of self expanding accumulation
has ?een proved over and over again in
practice. Marx's hope of a proletarian
revolution in 19th century Europe is quite
undgrstandable in the sense that European
capitalism had still not taken firm roots
and the European bourgeoisie had not yet
consolidated its hegemonistic class rule.
Had the proletarian revolution succeeded
in some country at that time, the ensuing
socialist societies would have been transi-
tional not from capitalism to communism,
but from pre-capitalism.

Having ‘'removed' Socialism from the path
way that a capitalist society passes on its way
to communism, the gquestion of the nature of the
transformation of capitalist society had to be
looked at afresh. Some of the bothersoge issues

are :-—
1

1) The role of the proletariat in the revolu-
tionary transformation of capitalism,
There 1s no historical example of a class
which constituted one element of the prin-
cipal class contradiction, characteristic
of a given mode of production, having
played the leading role in overthrowing
that mode of production. Slavery was
not overthrown by the slaves, nor was feuda-
lism by the serfs. Then why should it
be the proletariat that overthrows capita-
lism? The slaves and serfs were so much
an integral part of their respective modes
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of production, that though they rebelled,
fought against it and won concessions,
they were incapable of transcending it.
Then why should it be any different with
the proletariat?,

11)A second question is: What is the proleta-

riat in advanced capitalist countries?
Is it a cohesive and growing class wit

a definite class consciousness? or' As
it a class which is losing its identity
as the material conditions of its 1life
improve, as the degree and extent of auto-
mation increase, and as the gap between
mental and manual labour, towq and country,
decreases?

111)The third question relates to the dicta-

torship of the proletariat. The Qquestions
raised earlier about the proletariat and
its role are of relevance in this connec-
tion too. Moreover it is difficult to
conceive of the possibility of this form
of state replacing the bourgeois democratic
state structure in the advanced capitalist
countries. The transition from the bour-
geols democratic state to 'statelessness'
has to be through some other form of state
structure which contains within itself
the seeds of its ‘'withering'. (On the
other hand the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat 1is the necessary form of state struc-
ture for the socialist transformation
of pre-capitalist societies, This 1is
demonstrated by the success of the socia-
list transformation 1n countries with
this form of state structure as compared
to the 1ineffectual attempts of the petty
bourgeoisie, in some third world countries,

iv)

out first smashing the
state structure,

to it elements of
state Structures),

pPre-capitalisgt
but merely grafting on
capitalist and socialist

A fourth problem relates to the dialectical
unity of ends and means. All these issues
have a bearing on the tendency in Marxist
thinking which goes by the name of 'Euro-
Communism®, Having rejected the proleta-
rian revolution and the dictatorship of
the proletariat as being irrelevant to
advanced capitalist countries, it still
talks of a transition from capitalism
to socialism. Probably some of the confu-
sion in both the theory and practice of
the Marxist parties in advanced capitalist
countries may be resolved if they were
to liberate themselves from socialism
and set their sights on a transition to
communism, and work out the implication
of this both for theory and strategy.
Euro-Communists and other radicals in
the advanced capitalist countries are
the best equipped to give body and form
to the concept of the transitional stage
to Communism (i.e. Marx's lower stage
of communism as distinct from Lenin's
transitional stage of socialism). In
particular, they need to find answers
to the following questions, among many
others :

1) Are there significant differences
at the superstructural 1level in
relation to a transition to Commu-
nism between the Scandinavian
Countries, Southern Europe, North-
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ii)

A135)

iv)

ern Europe, Britain, U.S.A., énd
Japan? If so what is the waterlal
basis (forces and relations of
production) for these differences?

What is the character of the tran-
sitional state, if it is not a
dictatorship of the proletariat?
In terms of the unity of ends
and means, what should be the
nature of its power, if this tran-
sitional state is eventually to
wither away? What is the specific
form that the dialectical unity
of centralism and decentralism
takes in relation to -State power
and countervailing power in the
transitional state? What forms
of social organisations would
correspond to such an interrela-

tionship between centralism and
decentralism, state power and

countervailing power?

If it is not through proletarian
revolution, what is the method/
methods for achieving this transi-
tional state?

what is the character of the pro-
duction forces in the transitional
stage to Communism? Is it merely
a gquantitative increase over the
capitalist productive forces,
or is there a qualitative change
as well? 1If so, does the qualita-
tive change lie in the transforma-
tion of a predatory man-nature
relationship to a non-predatory
one? Can such a qualitative change

v)

vi)

be effecteq through an adaptation
of existing technology, or has
a new technology to be Created?
Does the scientific knowledge
for the creation of such a new
technology exist?

Is the specific role of the transi-
tional stage to Communism the
development of the productive
forces to such a qualitatively
higher level as to bring about
a harmonious relationship between
man and nature? If so what are
the relations of production that
would be most conducive to the
development of productive forces
in this manner? What would be
the requirements of such a techno-
logy in terms of the spatial dis-
tribution of society? What would
be the forms of social organisa-
tion, life styles and production
activities of organisations in
keeping with such a spatial distri-
bution? Would such a society
continue to be a commodity produc-
ing, accumulating one? Or would
it be in transition to the produc-
tion of use values? If so what
are the specific relations of
production of such a social forma-
tion?

wWhat is the path of transition
from capitalist relations of pro-
duction to these new relations
of production?
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vii) Do the radicals in the advanceq
capitalist countries have to wait
for D'day when they capture state
power, or do they have sufficient
countervailing power to  bring
about the development of qualita-
tive higher productive forces
under new relations of production?
In other words are such changes
possible or could they be made
possible in some of the advanced
capitalist countries, or at least
in some regions in them? If so,
does this not become an important
component of the strategy of the
radical parties in those countries
in developing a communist con-
sciousness among the people and
'bringing about a social transforma-
tion in their countries?

viii) What effect would the development
of such a qualitatively different
advanced technology have on the
third world countries which borrow
it? Would not the role of the
‘transfer of technology' be changed
from an instrument of domination
to an instrument of liberation?
Would this not be the process
by which the Imperialist centre
is transformed into a revolutionary
centre vis-a-vis the periphery?

This leads us to the main part of the paper; the
process of Social Change, Here there were two
principal questions that were troublesome;

) In Marxist literature, the produc-
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z;\;e afnodrcss begin to t.ievelop under
: igher relations of pro-
duction even before the bourgeoi
revolution through which the bour
geoisie captures state power .
However, in the case of the prole-
tarian revolution, it is only
after the capture of state power
by the proletariat that the produc-
tive forces begin to develop under
new and higher relations of produc-_
tion . 1In this sense, the proleta-
rian revolution is a big bang
which inaugurates the change in
the mode of production. This
has influenced the strategies
and tactics of proletarian partiesj
no attempts have been made to
change the mode of production
before D-day. In fact, any prior
attempt to develop the productive
forces is regarded as reformist,
and as a palliative rather than
as a revolutionary measure. This
post ante division is to me a
somewhat arbitrary one. In the
case of the Chinese revolution,
there was a change in the mode
of production in the 1liberated
areas before the final capture
of state power. Of course one
could argue that this was possible
because the Chinese Communist
party had effective power in the
liberated \ areas. But what is
effective power and what is a
liberated area? The bourgeoisie
of feudal Europe also had effec-
tive power in the towns, which
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wag their liberated area. Effectiye
power is ultimately a certain crit,-
cal measure of countervailing power
and a liberated area is not necessg-
arily a mountainous and relatively
inaccessible area, but one in which
such countervailing power prevails,
The same thinking applies to the
transformation of advanced capita-
list societies. 1Is there sufficient
countervailing power in their socie-
ties for the setting up of 'libera-
ted areas where a change in the
mode of production need not await
the ultimate capture of state power,
but in fact could be an important
element of the strategy and action

of the revolutionary movement in
those societies?

1i) A second problem relates to the
nexus between the two levels of
contradiction in Marxist
one at the level of the base (the
contradiction between productive
forces and productive relations),
the other at the superstructural
level (the class contradictions
and the class conflict). The con-
tradiction between productive forces
and relation works itself out
through class actors. What is
the actual process by which this
happens? To me this was a somewhat
hazy area in Marxist theory.

Thé essay that follows is an attempt to clarify

my own understanding of the A
which the contradictions at the detailed process by

a long revolution,
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theory:

e

2wt

A spectre is haunting humanity

f Barbarism HeSGRectse
(@] .

In the century since Marx's death the continu-
ing class struggle has produced a rich variety
of advanced post-industrial, post-revolutionary
and still stagnant pre-capitalist societies. The
movement or non-movement of these societies, their
specific transitional paths and their present cha-
racteristics are the raw materials for an analysis
of the process of Social Change. With the dissolu-
tion of the monolithicity in Marxist theoretical
thinking in the last two decades, there has been
a flowering of debate within Marxism aimed at a
fresh systhesis. Marxist trends that have remained
submerged from the early part of the century are
becoming a source of inspiration.

This paper is meant to be a contribution to
this dialogue. In particular, it is addressed to
those to whom both the spectre of Barbarism and
the vision of Communism are real - the latter being
more than a Utopia, irrelevant for current revolu-
tionary practice. It is the theme of this paper
that in the struggle against barbarism the reality
of a communist society is of operational signifi-
cance in charting a promising transitional path
in a world becoming increasingly complex.

1 The use of the term Barbarism to characterize
the antithesis of Communism has been inspired by
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the writings of Rosa Luxemburg. However, it g
used here in a somewhat different sense, both in
terms of the end and the pathway to such a society,
To Rosa [Luxemburg Barbarism was the alternative
to Socialism of the collapse of Capitalism. While

we do not rule out the emergence of a barbarism

thfough such an "implosion", our concern here is
arlmarlly with the arrival of Barbarism through
explosion" (transcending) of certain forms of

Capitalism and Socialism.

'The term Communism is used in the original
Marxist sense, though we are not unaware that the
pre-emption of tHis category by societies which
afe. not even remotely approaching the original
vision has endowed the term with mény negative
connotations among those who are otherwise in full

sympathy with the essence of the concept.

The term Socialism has been even more abusea
However, it 1is better to adhere to the generall;
accepted Marxist terminology - though giving,« itt
a somewhat modified content and position in the
stages of societal change - than to coin a new
label and add to the semantic confusion.

Pathways Of Social Change : ue 1 i g e
‘ : stio )
! 9 nlng of Uni

il The Marxist model of social change (in
the.modern.area), as generally understood,
envisages it as a staged process consistin
of a succession of the .

of production: following modes

Pre-Capitalist ——3 Capitalist
——%» Comminist
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3.

There was, however, a problem. In the 19th
Century it was thought that the revolutionary
transformation of capitalism was imminent,
but at the same time there was a consciousness
of the fact that the forces of production
had not developed sufficiently for the mate-
rial abundance which characterised the Commu-=
nist mode of production. This problem was
solved by interposing a transitionary Social-
ist stage between the Capitalist and the

Communist.

Pre—Capitalist:»Capitalist>60cialist>Communist

The main historical role of the Socialist
stage was to develop the productive forces
to a level sufficient for the transition
to Communism to take place. Its characteris-

tic features were:

a. Social ownership of the means of productione.

b. Planning as opposed to Capitalist anarchy
in production, circulatidén and distribu-

tion.

Retention of differential rewards as mate-
rial incentives for production ("to each
according to his work" as distinct from
the Communist distribution principle of
"to each according to his needs").

Smashing of the Capitalist State apparatus
and its replacement by the dictatorship
of the proletariat, which would eventually

wither away with the approach of the Commu-=
nist stage.

The quarrel of the early anarchists with
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fi-

tbe Marxists can be traced to this interposj-
tion of a Socialist stage with its repressive
state apparatus. In common with the Utopians

they did not place much emphasis on the rolé
of -the development of productive forces in
s9c1al changes, and felt that the time was
rlpg to wusher in the stateless Communist
Society, which would be non-hierarchical
and self-managed.

Ig a way, the quarrel of the Social Democrats
ylth the Marxists may also be traced to this
interloping Socialist stage, which they felt
Was an unnatural and unnecessary intervention
in the historical process. The evolution
of capitalism itself would lead to the millen-
n}um, and any extraneous and forcible imposi-
tion of a proletarian revolution followed
by the dictatorship of the proletariat was
an historical abberration.

The Russign revolution presented a major
theoretical challenge to the Marxists of
that time. Some of the issues that it raised
were :

a) Why did it happen in Russia and not 1in
one of.the more capitalistically developed
countries, particularly Germany where

‘the proletariat was i
¢+ relative i
the most organised? s

b) How could one talk
; of the dictatorshi
; shi
of the proletariat being the highest tori
of democra¢y when the proletariat was
st1l]l numerically insignificant in &
minqntly agrarian Russias in a predo~

¢c) Was 1t a bourgeois~d
emocrat i

! 3 C or a Social-

ist revolution? 1

s . i e s

d) If it was the former, why was the bourgeoi-
sie not leading it?

e) If it was the latter: how could the stage
of Socialist revolution have arrived on
the historical scene, when there were
so many unfinished bourgeois-democratic
tasks in Tsarist Russia?

The first question was answered with the
statement that "a chain snaps at its weakest
link”, and this "explanation" was readily
accepted by Marxists. The second question
was answered by changing the formula from
the dictatorship of the proletariat to the
"revolutionary democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat and the peasantry" and, except
for a slight variation about the hegemony
of the proletariat, everyone agreed.

The last three gquestions, however, proved
to be more intractable, and there was no
uniformity in the answers given. Some of

the answers were :

1

a) Pre-revolutionary Russia was in the throes
of a bourgeois-democratic revolution,
but of a new type. The bourgeoisie had
ceased to be a revolutionary class. Hence
the new type of bourgeois-democratic revo-
lution had to be led by the proletariat,
and in actual opposition to the bourgeoi-
sie. But this did not make it a Socialist
revolution because the tasks to be perform-
ed after victory were specifically bour-
geois-democratic and not Socialist ones.
Moreover, the revolution would lead to
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the consolidation, not of proletarian

but of bourgeois power; because in a demo-
cratically elected Constituent Assembly,
the petty-bourgeoisie and bourgeoisie
would dominate over the proletariat which
constituted only a tiny fraction of the
population, "Thus by its actions the
proletariat brings the course of revolu-
tionary events to the extreme limit which
is allowed by the objective development
of social relationships, then almost inevi-
tably at this boundary a big temporary
defeat awaits it", (Rosa Luxemburg).

b) The bourgeois-democratic tasks would merge
with the Socialist tasks, and therefore
the bourgeois-democratic revolution would
fl9w uninterruptedly and without disconti-
nuity into the Socialist revolution.

c) The February revolution was a bourgeois-
d?mocratic one, while the October revolu-
Flon was a Socialist one; thereby compress-
ing the so-called entire historical era
between Capitalism and Socialism into
the space of 8 months.

The laboured and tortuous character of the
- Similar issues

The source of
ilinearcharac-
staging described ear-
idenng of  the stages
S may help to resolve

these pProblems, Such
ollowing;

the confusion seems to pe the un
ter of the historical

lier, A different o
on a non-unilinear bag
some, if not all, of
an ordering may be the f

Pre-Capitalism

Capigalism
I
[
: Communism
|
l
|
1
]
Socialism
------=interpenetration, not transformation

10.

Some of the implications of the above model

are

a)

b)

c) The

Capitalism and Socialism are historically
alternative stages of development for
pre-capitalist societies. The main histo-
rical role of both stages is the develop-
ment of the productive forces of society,
through accumulation, as a prelude to
the Communist mode of production.

The Russian, Eastern European, Chinese,

Vietnamese, Korean, etc., were Socialist

revolutions. But the term "Socialism"

needs to be drained of its ideal content
and regarded as a historical stage parallel
to Capitalism, and co-existing and inter-
penetrating with it. The inequality,
the bureaucracy, the limitation of demo-
cracy apparent in varying degrees in exist-
ing Socialist societies are not abberra-
tions, but inevitable consequences of
a centrally directed thrust at 1lifting
up pre-capitalist societies from a semi-
medieval to the modern era.

place in

Socialist revolution took
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"backward" Russia and not in the capitaljig-
tically "advanced" Germany, precisely
because Russia was backward and Germany
relatively advanced. The Socialist revoly-
tion as defined above 1s a possibility
only in pre-capitalist societies, anqg
not in societies where capitalist accumula-
tion has become a self-sustaining process,

d) The term pre-capitalist must be regarded
as including all socio-economic formation
where accumulation has not become a self-
reproducing and self-expanding process,
It  thus includes even those societies
which through their contact with imperia-
lism have become a part of the world Capi-
talist system, have even developed the
wage labour form of exploitation in some
areas of the economy, and whose superstruc-
ture contains typically capitalist fea-
tures, but which nevertheless, partly
because of their dependency relationships,
have not reached the stage of self-produc-
ing and self-expanding accumulation,
“State Capitalist" socio-economic forma-

‘ tions would also, for the same reason,
be included in the pre-capitalist stage.

@) Socialism is not a necessary historical
stage for capitalist countriea to go
through in their transition to Communism
and in relation to their proximity to
this transition, some capitalist countries

may he‘ more advanced than some socialieh
countries,

11« But, even this model ig

- bi-linea
deterministic: 22-2ingar and too
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e i a——

Capitalism

a)

b)

c)

d)

It ignores the rich variety of social
processes and forms that time has thrown
up during this century.

It depicts Pre-Capitalism, Capitalism
and Socialism as each being undifferentia-
ted socio-economic formations.

It implies a necessary transformation
of all Pre-Capitalist Societies into Capi-
talist or Socialist Societies, ard or
both these, in turn, into Communist Socie-

ties.

It envisages a unique path of transition
from Pre-Capitalism to Capitalism, from
Pre-capitalism to Socialism, from Capita-
lism to Communism, and from Socialism
to Communism.

A more realistic model could be the following
one:

Pre-Capitalism

=

v BN ey

we=====-==-interpenetration not transformation

ww=---==-)interpenetration, possibly transformation

13.

The implications of this model are as follows:
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a) Pre-Capitalist societies have eéX1steq often on the presence of a charismatic
and exist in a variety of forms. gomg leader,  Moreover, the probability of
s e o particurar patn is nox o constont, o
others will ;i so but some a e Mkl SYAEY, WAthitle) ccomtdipel of SHERY

AT : ppear tg new event, In such a context, prediction
be far from this transition in their pre- L of the transitional path is a hazardous
Sent ‘state, venture, As Jacques Monod says: "No one

{ will blame a universal theory for not

5 Tbere 1S no unique path of transitjop affirming and foreseeing the existence
either from Pre-Capitalism to Capitalisp of this particular configuration of atoms:
or from Pre-capitalism to Socialism, ° it is enough for us that this actual
Neither is there any determinism about object, unique and real, be compatible
whether a Pre-capitalist society would with the theory. This object, according
move to Capitalism or to Socialism, or to the theory, is under no obligation
whether it would move at all. - to exist; but it has the right to".

c) The "determinism" exists, i1f at all, Vip e) Both the Capitalist and the Socialist
the objective necessity, that if a pre- revolution must smash the pre-capitalist
capitalist society does move to a higher state apparatus, and erect in its place
stage of social development, it can only either a bourgeois or a proletarian state

move to a stage which will develop the apparatus. Since in pre-capitalist social
forces of production through a process formations, the bourgeoisie and the prole-
of self-reproducing and self-expanding tariat are numerically small, the peasantry
accumulation, and it cannot leap to the and the petty-bourgeoisie play a vital
Communist stage merely through the develop- ' role in the revolutionary transformation
Tent of the forces of production in an of pre-capitalist societies, whether ‘thro-
intervening stage. ugh the bourgeois or the proletarian revo-
lutions. However, where the petty-bour-

d) The particular path of transition that geoisie attempts the transformation on
a Pre-capitalist Socia] formation takes ’ its own, independent of and in opposition
however, is not g matter of necessit; to both the bourgeoisie and the proleta-=
or certainty, but of probability The riat, no real transformation takes place,
chance for a particular path dnpenhq not and pre-capitalism continues to eX}st
only on the internal class relgtloé'li e either in the form of simple commoélty
and the configuratiop of thg : til P; production or some form of "state'Caplta_
environment, but gt o non-‘ L¥ ernal e q. Burma. Bangladesh, Sri Lanka,
occurrences such - . nonTpredictable fex)

; as a fOYtUltous contune= Tanzania).
ture of the interpna] - 1
and external ‘situak ; : S ieties also
f) Capitalist and Socialist socie

el S SRR o leadernhip and i
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g)

exist in a variety of forms., The
particular trasitional path from
Pre-capitalism wil] largely conditionp
the form of the resulting Capitalist
or Socialist society (unity of ends
and means). Within the Capitalist
and Socialist groupings the variety
of forms will depend partly on differ-
eénces at the level of the base (forces
and relations of production) ang
partly on superstructural variations,
particularly in the character of
the state, the extent and nature
of countervailing power, the level
of social consciousness, and the
vitality of community organisation.

If the Socialist transformation of
pre-capitalist societies could take
place along a variety of paths, and
if these paths in turn largely condi-
tion the character of the resulting
society, and if this, in turn, largely
conditions the possibility ang the
facility of the future transition

. to Communism, the pbrocess is not

deterministic and scope for voluntary
action will exist, The task of revo-
lutionary forces in such societies
is one of charting a course which
could ultimately result in the surest
transition to Communism-which is
not necessarily the same as the one
which will result in the quickest
transition to Socialism, This does
not mean, however, that they should
stand aloof | fronm Il -a @i f ferent
Cypels S of transitiona] path which
the SOniVDieture . of circum-

h)

i)

stances hasg made inevitable. A quali-

tatlye : change in pre-capitalist
continuity is welcome as it breaks
the stagnation - even 1f it were

to lead to a capitalist path of deve-
lopment. It only means that they
should 1look for and create space
in the new situation for the achieve-

.ment of their objective.

The historical contemporeneity and
interpenetration of Capitalism and
Socialism 1implies that imperialism
is not only a phase specific to capi-
talism but also to some types of
Socialist societies. It further
follows that the "positive" aspect
of imperialism in 1lifting up certain
societies from the Pre-capitalist
into the Capitalist state (e.g.,
South Korea and Taiwan), has 1its
analogue in that Social imperial%sm
has performed a similar positive
role in releasing certain societies
from the Pre-capitalist trap and
transforming them into Socialist
societies (e.g., Eastern Europe).

The variety of forms in which capiFa-
list and Socialist societies ex1§t
could result in a variety of transi-
tional paths to Communism, and .an
equal variety of forms of Communist
society. However, the development
of the productive forces alone does
not ensure the transition to Commu-
nism; it 1is a necessary but pot a
sufficient condition. Equally impor-
tant are the specific relations of

production, the quality og the man—-
nature inter-action which is develop-
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3}

ing the productive forces, and at the
level of sperstructure, theextent of social
consciousness, community organisation and
countervailling power. The mere developmentof
the productive forces alone may not lead to
Communism, but to its negation, Barbarism.
As more and more societies escape from
pre-capitalist stagnation into a socialist
or capitalist path of expanded reproduction
and accumulation, the space available
for the dominance of the imperialist rela-
tionship between centre and periphery
becomes increasingly constricted. As

a result, Capitalism enters a period. of
internal crisis, a manifestation of which

is the stagflation that is now afflicting
all the capitalist countries in varying
degrees of intensity. This however, need
not presage the "collapse" of capitalist
countries into a state of endemic chaos.
On the contrary, the deepening crisis
may provide the objective conditions for
a historic change: the transcending of
the Capitalist mode of production itself.
The Capitalist mode of production may
turn into a fetter inhibiting further
development of the productive forces.

The way out of the 1impasse could lie in
a transformation of private ownership
of the means of production into one form
or other of social ownership, and of commo-
dity production into the production of
use-values. This could open up two posi-
ble paths of transition; one to barbarism

and the other to Communism., Social owner-
ship of the means of production and the

production of use-values could take a
centralised form within which a predatory
man-nature relationship develops the pro-
ductive forces, thereby providing the
material base for a satiated, manipulgted,

14,

hierarchically mana

barbaric Society, %;f tizd o::SSns;ious
social ownership and the productionan:;
use-values could take a decentralised
foFm which may eventually transcend "owner-
ship" itself and become "non-ownership"

Such relations of production will providé
a framework within which a new technology
based on a harmonious man-nature relation-
ship could develop the productive forces,
thereby providing the material base for
a want-free, 1liberated, self-managed and
fully conscious communist society.

A preliminary characterisation of Barbarism
may be attempted:

a) A very high degree of development of the
productive forces coupled with a history
of (a) exploitation and/or (b) concentra-
tion of means of production and centralisa-
tion of decision-making gives unparalleled
power to a  few over man&, exercised not
through deprivation but through directed
satiation: induced consumption of useless
products and usurpation of increased lei-
sure time. The economic machine is kept
going and even expanding by these created
wants way beyond any meaningful level
of human needs.

b) The driving force at this stage is neither
coercion (political) nor remuneration
(economic) but ideology - a powerful diffu-
sion of perverse consumerism through the
use of mass media, creating a mindless,
sub~human, robot-like mass, completely
atithe mercy of the manipulators, i.e.
the scenario of "1984",
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c) While the essence of Barbarism is power,
it operates not necessarily through the
erection of awesome state power but by
destroying all possibility of countervail-
ing power. Thus neither Communism nor
Barbarism require a state-the former be-
cause of a highly conscious people and

the latter because of a completely uncon-—
scious mass.

d) The root of the unconsciousness lies in
the social being: the ultimate development
of technology, predatory on nature and
based on extreme division of labour.
Dialectically, the efficiency of this
technology makes consumerism possible
and in turn the_ ideology supports the
existing man-nature relationship. While
aggressively and wastefully transforming
nature, man transforms himself into a
Barbarian

A summary comparison of Barbarism and Commu-
nism may be as follows :

Barbarism Communism
extreme division of = S llow: Mdivision et
labour, low skill, low labour, varied tas
consciousness, "efficient" ks, high skill,hi-
but wasteful technology, gh consciousness,
geared to individual less "efficient",
consumption geared to maximum
collective consump-
it1onk.

predatory on nature -~ symbiotic with na-

ture

formally social ownership - beyond ownership

centralised ~ decentralised

- little or no extraction - no exploitation
of surplus value
- abundant, over-consumptive- sufficient, balanc-
ed life style

- stateless - stateless

= unconscious, mindless - conscious, purpose
robot-like man ful human man

= manipulated, tran- - emancipated, mo-
quilized passive society bilized, active

society

= control through ideo- - consensus through

logy with false choice ideology with real

choice, variety
and freedom

= relationship as com-— - relationships as
modity, lonely atomistic meaning of exis-—
amorphous tence, secure, CcO-~

llective, cohesive

Barbarism and Communism have apparently simi-
lar material conditions. ,The difference
lies in the nature of the articulation of
the productive forces, and subtle differences
in the relations of production creating and
being re-inforced by entirely dissimilar
superstructures, mainly ideological. For
a long historical epoch they may co-exist
in an unstable state.

process of Social Change: The Long Revolution

1. Perhaps the most succinct statement of
Marx's conceptualisation of the process
of social change 1s to be found in his
Preface to "A Contribution to the Critique
of Political Economy". The main proposi-

tions enunciated there are as follows
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1)

ii)

athlsh))

iv)

v)

vi)

vii)

viii)

"In the social production which men carry
on they enter into definite relationsg
that are indispensable and 1ndependent
of their will".

"These relations of production correspond
to a definite stage of development of
their material powers of production".

"The mode of production of material life
determines the general character of the
social, political and spiritual processes
of "litfe®,

"At a certain stage of their: development,
the material forces of production in so-
ciety come into conflict with the existing
relations of production",

"From forms of development of the produc-
tive forces, these relations turn into
fetters. Then occurs a period of social

revolution".

"In considering such transformation the
distinction should always be made between
the material transformation of the economic
production which can be determined with
the precision of natural science, and
the legal, political, religions, aesthetic
or philosophic - ip short, ideological-
forms in which men become conscious of
this conflict and fight it out".

"No social order

. eéver disappears before
éll the pro@uctlve forces, for which there
1s room 1in 1it, have heep developed"

" .

New, higher relations of production never

In
tha
of

appear before the material conditions
of their existence have matured in the

womb of the old society".

theory, Marxists have generally agreed
t the process of social change consists
a dialectical interaction between the

objective and the subjective, base and super-

structure, chance and necessity.
however,

one
tes
the
the

a)

b)

@)

In practice,
many have tended to 1lean towards
or the other of these dialectical opposi-

by placing special emphasis on some of

propositions of Marx to the neglect of
others. For example:
Propositions (iv) and (v) have been spe-
cially emphasised by some, and this has
led to deterministic and teleological
overtones. Historical ‘"progress" tends
to be conceived as an "objectively neces-
sary" process propelled by the "unfolding"
of the "inherent" contradiction between
forces and relations oﬁ production at
each stage of their development, and its
"inevitable" resolution "inexorably" lead-
ing humanity on to higher and higher stages
of social progress.

Oon the other hand, particular stress laid
on proposition (vi), particularly the
latter half of it, has resulted in a sub-
jectivist tilt which assigns, to the deve-
lopment of consciousness, the major role
in bringing about social change.

Propositions (ii) and (vii) have often
been ignored with the result that "Marxist"
fancy, set free from its earthly moorings,
has roamed freely in Utopian realms,
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4) Proposition (viii) has been almost forgot-
ton with the result that not only the
understanding of the revolutionary process,
but also the grasp of revolutionary
strategy has suffered considerably.

The substance of all the above proposiFions
of Marx, could be synthesised and concisely
formulated as follows :

As a result of the development of the pr9duc-
tive forces, and corresponding to a def%nlte
stage of that development, new and higher

relations of production gradually pegin
to appear in the womb of the old society.
These new relations of productien, in turn,

generate new social, political and ideological
processes and a new consciousness correspond-
ing to them, The interaction between the
productive forces and consciousness results

not only in the further development of
the productive forces and consciousness
and the deepening of the new relations
of production, but also in an increasing
awareness that the existing relations of
production have become fetters hindering
that development, The growing conflict

between the new and the old is then fought

out by men, and thus ensues a period of
social revolution., However, the old social

order never disappears before all the produc-
tive forces for which there is room in
it have been developed, !

In order to comprehend thys process better,
it is necessary to probe deeply into its
detailed operation, both in historical
as well as contemporary societies, Such
a probe will not only increase the understand-

B hin

ing of the Process,

enable conscious intervention in 1te For
such intervention to be fruitful, however,
1 ' necessary to analyse the process
from the point of view of distilling from
it useful operational concepts which could
guide revolutionary strategy.

but will also thereby

Such an analysis of the process of social
change, which also, incidentally, brings
out the element of probability inherent
in it, could be as follows :

a) The development of the productive forces
increases the social surplus,

b) While the distribution of the social
surplus 1is being continuously reproduced
by the production process which is taking
place within the existing relations
of production, there is a probability
that as the surplus increase, some leakages

and modifications may gradually arise
in the existing distributive system,
\
c) The surplus accruing to independent
direct producers may increase. Even

some of . the dependent direct producers
may well be able to retain a part of
the increased surplus and not surrender
thelventirety “ of it “to ' the exploiting
class (or classes). Also, within the
exploiting class itself, more of the
surplus may accrue to some individuals
and sub-groups than to others. Thus
begins aprocessof differentiation withinthe
ranks of the independent direct producers,
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d)

e)

dependent direct producers and the exploi-
ters,

The new Dpeneficiaries of the 1increased
social surplus may well utilise it in
the same manner as the existing exploiting
class,. Tn the event they will gradually
get absorbed into and strengthen this
class, and the reproduction of the existing
mode of production will continue unchanged,

However, it is also possible that at
some stage, some of them, at least,
will use their share of the increased
surplus in a manner different to that
of the traﬂitionalrrecipients.' In particu-
lar, they mway utilise it to further
develop the productive forces and could
thereby come up against the need for
new relations of production, because
of the inadequate opportunities available
for the development of the productive
forces within the existing relations
cf production.

To the extent that these new beneficiaries
of the increased social surplus carry
on production within the framework of
new relations of producticn, they constitu-
te the beginnings of a new social class
which is emerging from within the "womb
of the old society", and which is becoming
so to say, the standargd bearer of the
further development of ¢the productive
forces. Their activity of deQeloping
the productive forces under new and
higher relations of Production constitutes
the seeds of change Within the existing

g)

h)

1))

social order,

Whether these seeds will germinate,
take root, grow, flower and multiply
will depend  on the suitability of the
environment, which in this case consists
of the space available to them under
the existing relations of production
(i.e., economic space), and within the
existing superstructure, paréicularly
the dominant power relationship (i.e.,
political space).

Wherever adequate space 1is available,
the process of social production may
now reproduce not only the existing
relations of production, but along with
them the new relations ' of production
together with a new class which becomes
increasingly conscious of itself as
a class,and whose "objective historical
role” 1is the further development of
the productive forces.

The continudus reproduction of the new
relations of production will generate,
reproduce, and 1in turn be strengthened
by its own social, political and ideologi-
cal superstructure, which reinforces
and 1s reinforced by a growing class
consciousnesse. A countervailing power
in opposition to the dominant power
will begin to emerge and gradually get
organised and institutionalised. Counter-
vailing power is of two types, non-antagos-
nistic and antagonistic, depending on
the nature of its relationship to the
dominant power, In the case of the
former, this relationship is a contradic-
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tory but not an antagonistic one. Such
countervailing power grows together
with the dominant power, It may seek
to reduce exploitation, but within the
existing production relations, to check
and control the abuse of power, and
at most, to take over and manage more
efficiently, and perhaps even more equit-
ably, some of the institutions of the
daminant power. The other type of counter-
vailing power has an antagonistic relation-
ship to, and 1its growth necessarily
implies a decline of, the dominant power.

j) As the available space gets used up
and constricted, the new relations of
production come into conflict with the
old, which now 1is becoming a fetter
con the further development of the produc-

tive forces, and the new class whose
consciousness has been growing becomes
acutely aware of the need to create

more space. The conflict between the
new and the old is then fought out by
men who are conscious of themselves
as being representatives of two contradic-
tory and antagonistic forces, Thus
ensues a period of social revolution.,

revolution is ' not a once

k) The social
It is a process

and for all big bang,
taking place over a peried of time;
a long and protracted revolution, It
does not and with the "capture" of politi-
cal power, It encompasses an entire
period of development of the productive
forces under new relations of production,

D A i

In the

and 1in conflict with the old.
conflict

course of the revolutionary
to create space, non-antagonistic counter-
vailing power is transformed into an
antagonistic one, and then into the
dominant power. This 1is, however, only
a stage in the process, though an important
It could infuse a greater conscious-
and direction to the process and
Leakages may be transformed
from driblets into a flood. The new
relations of production may be further
expanded and reproduced by a widespread
sowing of seeds. The class struggle
to create more space could now be waged
under more favourable conditions. With
the heightening of consciousness, there
may emerge a non-antagonistic counter-
vailing power, not only to check and
control the abuse of power, but also
to oppose any tendency of the dominant
power to compromise with the old social

one,
ness
speed it up.

order. Thus, the social revolution
porceeds; sometimes slowly and taking
a zig-zag course, sometimes leaping
forward, until the old social order
disappears when there is no room for

productive

the further development of the
forces under the old relations of produc-

tion.

emerge from

6. The opetatibnal concepts that
social

the above analysis of the process of
change are ¢

leakages ¢ differentiation ¢—jseeds ¢« space

consciousness e countervailing power ¢pdominant power,
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The two-way arrows indicates that the causal
relationship 1s not a uni-directional one,
but a dialectical relationship flowing
both ways, in which cause and effect conti-
nuously interchange their respective posi-
tions.

A circular representation may better focus
on this inter-relationship :

dominant power

leakages countervailing
power
differentiation consciousness
seeds space
Such a representation also more clearly
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signifies that there is no singular starting
point for the process. Under certain histori-
cal conditions, the dearth of space may
be the binding constraint for the process
to move decisively, In such situations,
the creation of space through revolutionary
conflict, even going all the way to becoming
the dominant power, may be a first priority
before any seeds could be sown, However,

T

1 f this 1s a protracted struggle, some
seeds of the new relations of productior
can be sown 1n that very process. Yet,

the task of completing the social revolution
still requires going through the different
sequences of the process, beginning now
from a position of dominant power.

In other historical conditions, the space
needed .for sowing the seeds, either exists
or can be created through limited struggles
which do not go all the way to becoming

the dominant power. Such situations, 1in
which many contemporary societies find
themselves, regquire the conscious sowing
of seeds (i.e., the development of the
productive forces under new and higher
relations of production) 1in the available
space., This will not only 1increase the

momentum of the social revolution and hasten
the disappearance of the existing social
order, by constricting the space available
for it to grow, but may also be the surest
method by which people become mobilised,
conscientised and organised to become the
dominangt power, and to consciously continue

the struggle until the old social order
disappears.

Some of the 1implications for revolutionary
strategy, of the above analysis and the
operational concepts it has yielded, are

as follows @

a) Seeds and space constitute a dialectical
unity of opposites whose movement and
interaction generate social change.
Seeds without space are, to change the
metaphor, mere bubbles, and space without
seeds is only a vacuum. Seeds in search
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b)

c)

of space and space looking for seeds
provide the terrain for revolutionary
action. Consciously looking for and
creating space for the seeds to thrive
and the sowing of seeds 1in the available
space with the consciousness of becoming
the dominant power 1is the very essence
of revolutionary strategy.

There 1s often a misconception among
Marxists that any action by them to
develop the productive forces of society
is "economist" or "reformist", while
only that action 1is revolutionary which
leads, through theoretical education
and mass struggles, to the raising of
mass consciousness for the capture of

political power. This 1i1s a one-sided
conception of the process of social
change, which in reality 1is brought

about not only through the development
of the productive forces and their mutual
interaction.

The dividing line between reformist
and revolutionary action 1is not whether
revolutionaries should actively participate
or not in the development of the productive
forces, but under what relations of
production and with what consciousness
they do it. To do so under new and
higher relations of production and to
struggle to create the necessary space
for it, 1is to embark on a course of
revolutionary action designed to sow
the seeds of social change and multiply
them continuously, with the ultimate
objective of becoming the dominant power,
and thereafter completing the social

d)

e)

f)

revolution,

For instance, there exi1sts considerable
economic space provided by certain forms
of state capitalism in some of the Third
World countries. This space 1is largely
an unutilised vacuum,

Rather than merely condemn State Capita-
lism, revolutionary action consists
in “transcending" it by fully utilising
the space it provides to sow the seeds
of change; i.e., to develop the productive
forces under new collectivist relations
of production, and to create more and
more space, by political and economic
struggles, for the seeds to grow and
multiply. The raising of mass conscious-
ness 1is an integral and inseparable
part of mass creativity through mass
action to develop the productive forces
and to create economic and political
space for it.

The development of the productive forces
within the relations of production and
the growth of consciousness could lead,
whenever the existing political space
permits it or more political space can
be created, to the establishment of
strong and antagonistic countervailing
power. This "Yenan® need not necessarily
be in the mountains or the forests.,
It could be located anywhere, In the
case of the bourgeoisis of feudal Europe,
it was located in the towns.,

On the other hand, in many capitalist
countries there exists a substantial
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g)

political space provided by bourgeois
democracy and the growth of countervailing
power both in a diffused and institutional-
ised form. This space too 1is largely
an unutilised vacuum in search of seeds,
The utilisation of the political space
of bourgeois democracy for purely trade
union struggles limited in scope to
snatching a bigger share of the social
surplus 1is, however, “"economism” and
not revolutionary action. It merely
increases the "leakages" in the system
of distribution of the social surplus.
But unless this leakage is utilised
to sow the seeds of change, it will
not lead to social differentiation but
to an identification with the capitalist
class., It will not lead to the raising
of social consciousness, but only to
a reinforcement of the capitalist mode
of production, by gaining for it a wider
ideological acceptance from the new
beneficiaries of the social
it creates.

The task of revolutionaries in capitalist
countries 1in Europe and elsewhere 1is
not merely to condemn the obvious limita-
tions of Dbourgeois democracy, but to
fully wutilise the political space it
provides and develop the forces of produc-
tion under new and higher communist
relations of production, thereby sowing
the seeds of change which will lead
through the struggle for the creation
of more and more space and the consequent
development of social consciousness
to an eventual transcending of both

surplus

———

h)

1)

.

bourgeols democracy and the capitalist
mode of production, Many of these socie-
ties possess economic space, and often
also political space for the seeds to
grow. What they seem to lack are viable
seeds capable of withstanding the ideologi-
cal “lethal radiation"™ pervading the
whole atmosphere, One effective shield
is a coherent socially oriented (as
opposed to individual drop out) counter
culture created by those whom the system
is throwing up in significant aumbers
as a reaction/revulsion to the dominant
culture, Movements at the superstructural
level concerned with eco-development,
new 1life styles and democracy at the
work place have the potential for generat-
ing seeds under these conditions.

Likewise, the struggle in the socialist
societies 1is between tendencies towards
Barbarism and the striving for Communism.
This struggle lies both in the superstruc-
ture and the base. The political and
economic space to sow and develop the
seeds of Communism varies in the different
socialist countries. The task 1in the
continuing revolution in these societies
also, 1is to sow seeds and create more
space in which to do so.

The basis of internationalism 1is an
identity of interest and mutual reinforce-
ment arising, not out of being a part
of the world Socialist movement 1in a
common struggle against Capitalism,
but from being a part of the world Com-
munist movement in the common struaafe
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against Barbarism.

country may or
tion, Barbarism
countries will

While Communism in oOne
may not be a viable proposi
in one or two powerful

overwhelm the rest of humanitye
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