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v This is the first issue of what will be & regular

_jou.rnni of the Bolshevik Leninist Group. We aim to make thiejo—

 urnal a forum for discusaion of those issues which are ¢ 0

-; ‘the developmentof of revolutionary gtrategy and mcuﬁ'fcﬁi%-

~ and the world. Therefore while we seek to present wor::lma]‘

‘cles of depth, this is not going 0 be an academ{c jo g
¢*Sectarianism has had a terrible effect on the In e

onary movement in particular. preak from thie past ital

lutionary ch-
must surely be clear to all those who desire revo et
+ no political tendency hag a monopoly of truth or 4
ogl.mmheregoru whiie many of the articles vill c:try :.v;.lan:r:i.x
linist bias our es are open to contributions from gpr-c
ndencies who oonsﬁgz themselves Marxists. Such 2 debate is im

_perative. There is a crucial need for fresh thinking cn problems,
old and new. = -
Our two articles in this issue deal with just such prodlems.
;ny revolutionaries believe that India is a semi-feudal counif._v_- X
such the central contradiction in the Indian countryeide is su-»_
osed to be between a dominant class of feudal landlords o‘h‘jf__ﬁf 4
e hand and a bloc of rural classes on the other. This is 2 dan=
e;couel.y false theory. It encourages revolutionaries to sugpert
politically disastrous alliances bastween the landless labourers
poor peasants with the class of rich peasants and so-called
dle peasants, who in many cases are aspiring capitalist far-
s. This happened for examplein the recent Karnataka and Mahara-
itra farmer's agitations.
In actual fact the agricultural policies of the Indian state
1y benefit the capitalist farmers most of 2ll and not .gx_me
edly powerful class of . : feudal landlords. What is more
2 is strong evidence to show that India was never feudal let
mi-feudal. ki
Is Feudalism ?", the first of a two-part article, expl-
Western Burope alone can be considered to have been feu-
nd part which will appear next month rejects the no-
la was ever feudalist and also criticises Marx's view
special Asiatic mode of production. e
; § ue deals with the question of

ere are four positions on this.

¥

is some form of capitalism i.e

ue society (sui gemeris) which

. It is a transitional
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Uk i h king class
5 ilure af the wor s
tant of late. . And certainly, the fa
:élxi'e::.ond in a co-oedinated fashion on a mass level to the misuse

3 have
ed War on the Ing; of NSA to arrest labour activists up and down the country must «
Ndia,

3 his does not
Berms are g, g, spurred Mrs. Gandhi into issuing the ordinance. But tl S At
E8=impose at 1(-',;@::“""1;. mean the government has not begn worried by working class -
working class i, cr}' S0 The coming »f the ordinance has much to do with the kind of action
W gy,

) : :
nts democratlc v fepresented by the publioc sector strike of 125,000 cmptoy:e:m :Oy-
ndence of tne Ju,,:i"’f". Bangalore, Hyderabad and Kolar; thg at:ik:n:: Reserve ban P
ey ; the reaction to -° the LIC ordin :
RSO the oppres; S T o ey ught to pre-ecmpt
0 ment action, Through the nrdinance, the government has soug P

Vin full "peré;-m“’ future resistance by rendering the workers helpless.Mereover, iir;ce
ested under itg I\;C“ the trede unions are by and large, tied to political parties, o
y AL centre has sought to cash in on the weakness of the bourgeois eppo
step forwarg Y §ition'partiee who do command gome following ameng sections ;i‘n::f:e
ediately, Stry T"‘i working class. It is alfo pcesible that the timing cof the or :

“docks, aerodrop. * measure was influenced by the government negotiations with the In
e public distrlb;;,, ternational Monetary Fund (IMF) for India's highest ever loan of

$4 Billion. One cannot be certain of this but it is certain that
Mrs. Gandhi's case befare the IMF will not be harmed by en action
'essential - g that so helps the capitalists and industrialists. The sudden a.nt!h

ended for angy,, s.tea.lthy way in which the ordinance was introduced shawed that-t ‘e
| be re-enforceg r go¥ernment hoped te gain an advantage by catching wnrkers by . & _

¥ surprise. And the way Mrs, Gandhi hae tried to throw a sop to work-
Fare gravely o e_:s by promising to ban lock-outs and lay-offs, shows that she knows

Aoy ‘..« whata dangerovs game she is playing.

* The ordinance is also a prelude to other measures. The bourgeoi
-sie is demanding higher profits and the government is determined
the government Sees to give it to them, in the hope that this will help to solve the

overnment a fro. proplem' - of low everall growth rates. So real . ‘wag:s of workers
the organiseq Wor- must be reduced or frozen. We can fully expect attempts to intro-

duce CDS (compulsory deposit scheme), restrict bonus and eliminate
its status as a "deferred wage", and reduce dearness allowances,

With inflation continuing unabated, there is no doubt that the
' rganised working class would have continued to fight to protect
smissal, fine its real earnin 3s. To attack thg' working class econoﬁically it is
0 are suspected thus neeeamy to destroy its organisational capacity to fi-
,?inamially sup- seld, M@.ﬁ one important aim of the ordinance.

is, the most ,b another meaning to this ordinance. It is a

industries ang cap

' as stopping wory
£0-810wWS, work-to.

rested withc:ut € vis-a-vis the CPM3led govern-
¥ appointed : ’t.__ias\ always only a matter of

vernment decided to attack the CPM,
- rich farmers' labby,

anner? RN
this m b

; ; , _Programme is a fundamental
i " \ 8 W vhe major "workers' party" in the
::rn:er;r;eo‘ Y, ek R he bourgeoisie when the 1at-
e bo ; ' total 4 WRRNE S B Oh
5 - ‘ class and 4 Bl
e ferce cape- = bl ap y , and 1ts bureaucra

> mobilise state resour-
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15 f the eco-
4, where the market ie not centeral to the functioning v :
nomy and thus the exchange of commodities is restricte

5, where the nobility tenas Lo econsume luxury producta
8. whoru the serfs ave oternally in debt
7. where serfs are not free to move about like wage labourers si-

noe they are tied to the soil
f. whore religion and other ideological forces reinforce the ex-

ploitotion of the serfs.
All these are certsinly aaspects of the feudal mode cf pro-
duction. But they are alao aspdets of all agrarian socletles bet-
woon slave socloty &and capitalism. Thoy are not therefore, the ce
=ntral or gpecific characteristics which make feudalism fundamen-
&Illy different from all other types of pre-capitslist agrarian
sovieties auch as the early Muslim countries or the Chinese dyna-
~ aties. Indeed some of tho above listed oharaeteriatico (4, 5) hold
t:un even for slave society! . 3 4 a
. %% "Other problems also arfsé frof this .metBod’ofidnalysing his-
my.lez cmiyle, “if “fendnliam wag luch A general afid widesprdisd
gﬁnﬁon&nan why ‘wia 1% 'that capitalism d $sloped first in Western
» whica then provided the impetus for the development of
pitalsin throughout the vorld? Why wes 1% that in Wostern Burope !

‘ 'esforu Burope why did Russia not pass from feudalism to ca-
ism as the Western states did instend of being "“the weakest '
in the imperialist chain"® .
udal_Period !

e slave mode of production was dominant betwesn the second
to the second century A.D. This society was dependent
ge on the labour of ‘slaves and did not take the culti- |
: oi; too seriously. The supply of slaves wag large- |
W& on_ oreign oonquo'b Iaintaining slave women and 3

trom the t!u.rd century on-
ton neoc.yod.

thA me muc over, a “_' (9;-
- turn attacked, from the




| few societies (mainly betweon ¢
‘weat Spain) and was or 1,
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 centary. This ws 8 period or .
rapidly. In the towns, arts.
9 W“mm. l',-anspor-_,_
J. Most important of all, ,._
ing of property, #0 charact.r.
me 1oss stringent. There v,
& collected in the form .,
14 in money. The stat.
of the fortunes of pr;_
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feudal systen?
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.t ‘b: the upper o)
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al Upheaval s,
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glish kings were the first to do this.
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=
to namo the person receiving the land. Fiefs refused tiltor:x::‘c
land themselves, and when they yeceived their .~;:t:tr! ,:Vy..nd.r
~ted the tenants or serfs on it to pay rente to the lords and
- abour pervices for the fief.
rro::v;dom often began not with a grant of an estate from the lo-
rd to a warrior, but the other way around. When
med » small estate he' would often offer it up to the lord for .fv
honour of bocoming a fief »nd so obtaining _thc right to protection.
Once the relationship of personal bondaze was thus scaled the pro-
perty surrendered was returned. This great movensnt of land surre-
nder to the lords went on especially during the first period of
the feudal age. I€ the warrior desiring t» become a fief was of
high rank, then his possessions called "=1lods" would be returned
and he would remain completely independent. But if he was poor and
of low rank, then while his estote would be returned, he was
required to pay a rent to the lord.

Fiefs were not only grants »>f land and serfs. With the devel-
opment of money and exchange during the second period of the feud-
al age;, Tiefs werc often distributed in the form of money. She En-
: Money fiefs gradually took
the form of a fixed salary. In Germany and Italy, however, the
transition to cash remunerction was mueh slower and more
ted. :

The gradual taking over of the powers of the
vpssals was a crucial feature of feudalism.
gland. The N, raman and early Angevin
the help of a single non-elective body which either met in formal
seasions with a fairly large membership (the General Council) or

informally with a much smaller attendance (The Curia). In times of
Strife the monarchy had to call the General Council of vassals to
obtain from them their 2ssent for an increase in taxes to mect

the war effort. With the passage of time, the calling, of the Gene-
ral Council, which was originally o formality hardesed into a
constitutional principle. Such a development was hastened during
periods of War, internal uphrcavals Or when the munarch was perso-
n-.uy ‘weak. At such times the powor of the vassals rivalled that
of the King, o v B

i warvior possas-

restric-

aonarchy by the
Take the case of En-
kings geverred England with th
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Aacked political and social strength. They wore continuously sub
=mitted to a number of indignities by the monarchy. They could
be demoted to the rank of a 'cémmoner' at any time. They could °
be punished and humiliated 1ike commoners. They were ealled 'aln
=ves' of the King, and they were continuously rotated all over
the country when working as edministrators oo as to prevent them
from atriking deep regionnl roots.

Fourthly it was precisely thé vassalage system that allowed
for the development of ca capituldsm in enclaves. Veasalage allowed
estates to be independent of the King. Here a riaing bourgeois

~ Or morchunt elass could develop. In Western Europe this led to
‘ th- rise of ba. 8 within the feudal cconomy.
0 such developaent of the indigenous bourgeoisie took place in
'#'@0 Bdet. That is why the Russian bourgeoisie could never hope
oppose the monarchy oucceuﬁg}ly. In Frence the bourgeoisie
,. @Miuly allied itself to the monarchy to help reduce the power
» the vassals, and then reversed itself to 1end a successful -
uggle against the King. In England the vbourgeoisie sided with
i‘v!ltlan against the crown and restricted fts royal pOIer.
i Russia the nascent bourgecisie was too weak to even op=
the nenarotw let alone carry through o bourgeois ruvolution,
5 1s why '!;91:-}(1 could argue in his thesis of Permancnt Revo-
,;gm 8 the bouuec&-u ‘was too weak to take over sta-
monarchy, it would be upto the
he revolution to socialism bypas-
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transactions-- purchase, sale, hire, lease, inheritance
carity. It wis not concerned so mych with public or criminal laws
ns It woas with civil and commdreinl laws governing disputes over
property. No prior legal eyotem over acocepted the notion of un-
qualified private property. Owmerahip in Greece, Persis and
Bgypt wrs nlwaye conditional. This revival of Roman law was nece-
88ary to enable the now social relations of production to emerge.
Frivate property becamc a purely economic fact divested of all
religious significance. Thus Romon law promoted the exchange of
1and, labour and commodities. By compnarison Islamic law was at
best vngue and uncertain in natters of real estate. It wag reli-
giouns and therefore made confusing interpretations. Chinese law
had a single mainded preoccupation with punighment., It was sca~-
reoly concerned with civil law at all and provided no stable su-~
pport for economic activity. Japanese law was elementary with
only the timid beginnings of enforceable commercial law,

Modern research has discovered only one major region of the
world where a feudal mode of production comparable to that of
Western Burope indisputably prevoiled--- the islands of Japan,
Marx himself commented in Capital: "Japan with its purely feudal
organisation of landed pProperty ...... gives a much truer picture
of the Ruropean middle ages » than all our history books." Japa-
nese feudalism developed from fourteenth/ fifteenth century
‘onwards and eventually promoted the speedy and successful

“capitalist industrialisation of Japan --- the only coun-
try outside the West where this happened. It is significant there
~fore that only where sfricﬁ’ feudal systems existed, did capita
~1ick develop to an 2dvanced stage. Concomitantly only these so-
cieties became colonisers and imperialiste and not the colonised,
Those who characterise all or most pre-capitalist agrarian so-
cietics as feudal cannot thérefore explain why out of all these
'feudal' societies, some developed into advanced capitalist co-

¢ and se-

- untries, others remained backward, and still others bypassed the
?_ capitalist stage through a soci2list revolution.
t

_aimlmnnorgsovmg;g :
1._The _Socihl Character of the Seviet_Economy

E. Mandel (edited extract from Marxist Economie
‘Theory,1968, Merlin Press)

Contrary to what * mamy so-called Marxist sociologista any

viet economy does notidisplay any of the fundamental agp-

_ economy, It ig true that rapid industria-
Unioh involved a "primitive aceumulations

ering the consumption levels
-86m, primitive accumula-
3@ in &e poverty of the pueople,

B . R
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380 the marginnl soctorn as h :):',"n {n a capitalist economy in ¥
gaeclining phoso. he Ussi joun not artificinlly lLimit produ-

don, aupprocn vechnicn) invenvacne, have periodio oxisea of

wer-production” or deliber tnly destroy part of production in

BESE0 Miiee profit rates,
acteristic of the onpyt
woopnomies of canita

These are nll phenomena which are

{8t cconomy ne a whole, including

List countries less ' industrially deve-

flithan he USSR (1tnly, Argentina, Brasil ete.) but are not

@8N the Soviet Union since 1927, thav 48 , for n third of & ‘
tury.

S World capitnlint

.
trnony forms a whole. Bven countries whi- ‘l
ROre most aself-roliant 1ik Japan on the ave of the second ’
1‘ war, Noazi <Gorm; my, Italy 4 the period of the League of £

gne temictiona", otc, -- were unable to insulate themselves |
any substintial way from the general situation in the world {
LEALISt market. The outbrenk of the orisis of 1929, 4nd then
of 1938, left a deep mark on the economies of all the capi=
d%at countries, not excluding the "self-reliant” oness
?he floviet economy, however, while retaining definite linka
fthe #orld capitalist coonomy, is insul-ted from the flucto-
in the world economy. Indeed periods of the most remarka-
Ivence by the Soviet economy have coincided with perioda of

#, depression or stagnatisn in the world capitalist teonomy. i
§ being so, it is ridiculous to declare that the capitalist o

8 OF Soviet econumy is shown by its competition with the

B great powers (USA, Germany, Japan ete.), a “competition |

‘primarily takes a military form. It is clear that any non- 19

8t economy estoblished nowadays over # large part of the

mld find itself in latent hostility wikh the surroun-

talist world. Geographienl, military, economic and

2i81 nucessities follow antomatically from such a situation.

Bhis is not capitaliast competition which is competition for

nd profis, It is a “"competition" which rasults precisely

d.gtaront social charceters of the USSR and the capita-

d, which confront each other.

1y it is wroag to zegard the Soviet economy merely

culmination" of tendegsies which can be sean in preaent-

lism. To make out. for example, that collective owner-

means of production in the USSR is an advanced form

‘ownership; to argug that while in Imem oapitalist
astate is 1nterfomg nore ‘the economy,

cies® have been Sully develo & & state has

iin the oconomy. v

v "W capitaliam the inc

o2
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in character. But they do not grasp that what is non-gocialist in
‘the USSR--- extensive socisl imeguality, bureaucratic privilege,
lack of genuine workers' control in the factories etc.--- repre-
gents a product of the countryls capitalist past and capitalist
environment.
In reality, Soviet cconomy embodies contradictory features,
which neither its vulgar critics nor its apologists have becn able
~ to bring together into a comprehensive conception. A particularly
ludicrous allegation by some the USSR's vulgar critics was the one
put = forward by Bruno Rizzi and taken up by James Burnham in the
Menagerial Revolution: the Soviet-German allience was said to be a
stable alliance between two social systems of the .same kind.
The Nazi attack on theUSSR ana the extremely clear-cut and savage
nagure of the conflict (precisely because they were two different
social systems) showed the complete inanity of this theory.

The apologists point to the absence of private ownership of the
means of production, the constant and rapid progress of the product
-ive forces and of the genersl level of technical skill and culture
of the population. All this does indeed prove that the USSR
is not a capitalist country. It remains nevertheless misteken to
draw the conclusion that the USSR is already a socialist country.
Classes (the working class and peasantry) continue to exist, with
interests which are sometimes ‘antagonistic to each other. Social
inequality has increased and the level of development ofthe pro-
ductive forces still remains below the level reached by the most

I T advanced capitalist country. - .
" The advocates of the "state capitalism" theory correctly point
~out that social inequality is a bourgeois characteristic. So also
< tha norms of payment for work (mney wages) that exist in the USSR,
t they generalise falsely when they describe the Soviet mode of
duction as also being capitalist. The advo. ites of the theory
"bureaucratic collectivism® ‘show clearly W xonagayi‘bnnet
e of the Soviet mode of prednction. Bu
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DEMOCRATICALLY C:NTRA-
ON THE PRINCIPLES OF
D DEMOCRACY.

STAND BY THE D OF THE PROLETARIAT BASED
ON SOVIETS AND NOT THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PARTY FOR
THE PROLETARIAT. IN SUCH A GENUINE SOCIALES®: DEMOCRACY

VORKERS WILL HAVE THE RIGHT 70 STRIKE, FORM INDEPENDENT
UNIONS AND MANY PARTIES, N

U

WE RELECT THE THEORY OF ‘'SOVIET SOCIAL IMPERIALISK'.

THE SO-CALuEi SOCIALIST COUNTRIES ARE ONES 1IN TRANSITION

B CAPITALISM AND SOCIALISM. THESS POST-CAPITALIST |
SOCIETIES ARE RULED BY BUREAUCRACIES, MOST OF WHICH f
HAVE T0 BE OVERTHROWN BY A_ POLITICAL REVOLUTION IF
THERE IS TO BE 4 DECISIVE ADVANCE TOWARDS SOCIALISM.

14. SOCIALIST ‘- REVOLUTIONS WILL TAKE PLACE 1IN BACKWARD s0-

CIETIES AND IN ADVANGSD CAPITALIST COUNTRIES JUST 4S8

POLITICAL REVOLUTIONS WILL OCCUR IN THR TRANSITIONAL

SOCIETIES. HOWEVER, THE CONSTRUCTION OF SOCTALISM CANNOT

BE COMPLETED IN ANY SINGLS COUNTRY, BUT ONLY ON THE

WORLD SCALE THROUGH IHE CONSCIOUS CO~ORDINATION OF REVOLU-

TIONARY EFFORTS. FOR THIS & REVOZUTIONARY INTERNATIONAL IS VITAL.
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