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Editorial Comments

In Honour of Maurice Dobb

We devote' 'the greater part of this August issue
of Marxism Today to articles written in honour of
Maurice Dobb, who, this summer, retires from his
post as Reader in the University of Cambridge.

We print, with pleasure, a tribute from his Cam-
bridge colleagues, and articles about his work or
related to the subjects of his studies, by J. R. Camp-
‘bell, Eric Hobsbawm, Ron Bellamy and John Eaton,
who have all, in one or another capacity, known

" him, worked with him and respected him.

Others will be paying tribute to Dobb’s work in
more academic and formal form. But Dobb is a
Communist as well as an economist. He is not only

- @ learned historian of capitalism but has spent most
of his life fighting against it, and has always been
as interested in its end as he was in its origins. He
was a sociologist long before sociology became a
fashion, but was also from his student days, a
socialist and a pioneer in the serious study of
socialist society.

We found not long ago a little book published at
Cambridge by Heffer in 1920, under the title of
Demosthenes Demobilised. It is a record of Cambridge
Union Debates in the 1919-20 period with apprecia-
tions of the various speakers. “The best of the
younger speakers” is the verdict in 1920 on Dobb’s
contributions, or again, “one of the clearest thinkers
in the House”.

That clarity of thought and expression has always
marked his work from learned polemic amongst
professional economists (where such clarity was
rare) to thé popularisation of socialist ideas in which
he excelled. .

Amongst Dobb’s various virtues, which it is not
our purpose here to outline, is a profound and
disarming modesty. There can rarely have been one
knowing so much who proffered his opinions with
such humility, who was so patient with those who
could or would not understand, nor so helpful and
encouraging to those who were just beginning.

His work was internationally recognised. If he
had not been so firm in his principles he would
certainly beretiring from much more senior positions.

From the first formation of Marxism Today,
Maurice Dobb has been a regular contributor and
an active member of the Editorial Board. We wish
him every success for the future. “Retirement” is

s

only a word. We know that, in his case, it can only
mean still more time for the cause which he has
always, so well, and in so many ways, supported.

Bomber Base in ’IYzailaﬁd

The American Government, in the course of its
aggression against Vietnam, .is in the process of
transforming Thailand into a vast military base, or,
in the words of Business Week (May 13th), into a
“‘major new bastion of US military power”.

It appears that already there are some 36,000
American military personnel in position, threatening
not only Vietnam but Asia in general and China
in particular, or, again in the words of Business
Week, there is a build-up that “will enable the US
to maintain a military presence in South-East Asia
outside South Vietnam”. A large part of the bombs
that now fall on Vietnam come from US planes
based in Thailand.

The American Labor Research Association
estimates (in their Economic Notes of June 1967)
that there are nearly 500 million dollars of US
taxpayer’s money involved in contracts for building
up the Thai bastion.

It gives fact and figure of those who are profiting,
some at a “cost-plus-award-fee contract that has
grown so far to 90 million dollars” with the con-
sortium involved earning bonuses for “good per-
formance and cost control”. Another consortium
is working on an Army depot and an air base,
another on a military highway system with a con-
tract already running to 50 million dollars and
another 20 million likely *“before the job is finished”.

How many times must one recall Lenin’s dictum
that “war is very terrible, but it is terribly profitable”.

Lessons from the Setback in Indonesia

At the end of 1965, following what was known as
the September 30th Movement, political power was
seized in Indonesia by a group of right-wing generals,

Hundreds of thousands of Communists and. other
patriots and democrats were massacred in one of
the most ruthless waves of counter-revolutionary
terror that the world has ever known. President
Sukarno was removed from authority; the anti-
imperialist direction of Indonesia’s policy funda-



226

N

mentally reversed and the democratlc rights of the
people virtually crushed.

How could this happen? How was it possible for
& mass Communist Party with some three million
members and ten million votes to suffer so sudden
and complete a disaster? "

It will not be easy to rebuild the movement in
Indonesia. But the Indonesian Communists still
fight on. With patience and at great sacrifices, they
are regroupmg their forces and working to Te-
* organise the Party.

They have been discussing their experiences, in
order to try to assess the reasons for their terrible
setback. Some of .these assessments have been
printed and are being distributed in Indonesia
despite the terror. -

One such document has been received in London.
It is entitled “For a Sound Indonesian Revolution”,
and was issued by a group which calis itself “The
Marxist-Leninist group of the Indonesian Com-
munist Party”. It attempts to make a general analysis
of the recent Indonesian events.

The document is too long for Marxism Today to
publish it in full, but we are proposing in our next
(September) issue to give a full summary of the
document, with substantial quotations from it.

Since the right-wing coup, save details of the
terror, there has been but little information from
Indonesia. We thought our readers would be glad
of this analysis that comes from the heart of the
continuing struggle, which shows that the Party
has not been destroyed, but that, in the most
difficult conditions, it is discussing and analysing
the setbacks, in order to learn from mistakes, and
to arise stronger than ever in the future,

. From Anathema to Dialogue

Perhaps no one on the Marxist side has done
more to break barriers and further dialogue between
Marxists and Catholics than Roger Garaudy,
Professor at the University at Poitiers and member
of the Political Committee of the Communist Party
of France.

It is very good, therefore, that Collins, who
have already served the dialogue by publishing
English translations of many of the main works of
Teilhard de Chardin, should publish Garaudy’s
now famous . contribution From Anathema to
Dialogue,* with an introduction by Karl Rahner of
- the Society of Jesus, and an epilogue by the Catholic
Professor J. B. Metz.

Part of the discussion is on a rather lofty philo-
sophico-theological level, difficult reading for those

1Roger Garaudy—From Anathema to Dialogue,
Collins, 25s.
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to whom it is new. But the greater part of Garaudy’s
argument is the opposite of remote or abstract.

The dialogue, he argues, at the outset, “is an
objective necessity of the age”. In the second half
of the twentieth century “it has become technically
possible to annihilate all civilised life on earth. .
This is an incontestable fact”. And he continues:

“The second incontestable fact is that two great
conceptions of the world motivate men on this
earthly globe. . .. Hundreds of millions of men find
in religious behefs the meaning of life and death,
and the.very meaning of the history of our race,
while other hundreds of millions find that Com-
munism gives a face to the hopes of the earth and a
meaning to their history. Thus it is an incontestable
fact of our age, that the future of man cannot be
constructed either against religious believers or
without them. Neither can it be constructed against
the communists or without them.”

Having argued the nécessity of dialogue, he
proceeds to discuss at length, what he considers
fundamental to Catholic beliefs and Marxist
approaches, pointing out differences and looking
for common ground.

And he ends, where he began, with renewed appeal
for dialogue:

“We offer a dialogue without prejudice or hin-
drance. We do not ask anyone to stop being what he
is. What we ask is, on the contrary, that he be it
more and that he be it better. We hope that those

.who ¢ngage in dialogue with us will demand the
same of us.”

Dialogue in Britain

In Britain the Christian-Marxist dialogue is
proceeding in many diverse forms and different
places.

On June 2nd-4th at Midhurst in Sussex an ex-
tremely interesting 10-a-side- discussion took place

between Quakers and Communists on the subject of =

“Man, Scciety and Moral Responsibility”, sponsored
jointly by Marxism Today and the East Europe
group of the Quaker Peace and Intematlonal
Relations Committee.

Perhaps the deepest debate developed in the
session dealing with the morality of capitalism, or,
as it was formulated, “the limitations on goodwill
imposed by the economic necessities arising from -
the capitalist structure of society”. Another important
and polemical discussion centred around the nature
of human nature, how far it was subject to change,
and how far perfectible. { :

Much useful discussion took place on practical
social problems and on continued co-operation,
And, certainly, amongst the most positive features
of the meeting were the mutual friendships made.

Liverpool witnessed an event which a few years
ago would have been unthinkable when, at the end
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of June, over 300 people, including nuns and trade
unionists, attended a public Catholic-Communist
discussion on Pope Paul’s latest Encyclical on
“The Development of the Peoples” (Populorum
Progressio). It was held in the Chaplaincy of the
new Liverpool Cathedral with Father McGoldrick
in the Chair, and amongst the speakers, the Catholic
journalist Frank Hendry and Gerry Cohen, the
Merseyside Communist Party Secretary.

Arrangements are now in progress for a 15-a-side
dialogue to be held on October 6th-8th at St.
Katharines, Stepney, sponsored jointly by the
East-West Committee of the British Council of
Churches and by Marxism Today, with the Rev.
Alan Ecclestone in the chair.

The general subject for discussion will be Human
Dignity, with more general theoretical problems of
Man and Scciety on the first day, and more practical
issues of peace, and poverty and mutual co-operation
on the second.

The dialogue has certainly developed very widely
since our own Christian-Marxist Dialogue was
opened by Dr. John Lewis in March 1966. We are
proposing now to wind up the Marxism Today
discussion with the Editor’s contribution and
Dr. Lewis’s general reply to the discussion in
September. The whole series of articles will then
be published in book form by Lawrence & Wishart.

Still More Light on Tressell

In June we printed an article by F. C. Ball—
More Light On Tressell, The Story of a Search—in
which the disclosure that Tressell’s real name was
believed to be Croker and not Noonan and the
evidence for this was discussed.

At the very time of the article appearing an
amazing development in the Tressell story was
taking place. On May 29th BBC2 presented a
dramatised version of Tressell’s book The Ragged
Trousered Philanthropists and this produced an
astonishing sequel. It has always been accepted by
friends that' Robert Tressell at his death in 1911
left an 18-year-old daughter Kathleen who emigrated
to Canada on the £25 she received for her father’s
manuscript and there married and was killed with
her child in a car crash.

This story had never been disputed, despite the
fact that there was no documentary evidence to
back it up, and, in the fifty years since, nothing
further had been heard either by friends or by the
publishers, despite the fact that this story had
appeared in F. C. Ball's book Tressell of Mugs-
borough and in numerous newspapers and journals,
until the dramatic sequel to the play. On June 5th,
The Times published a news item stating that Miss
Kathleen Noonan had been unable to watch the
television adaptation of her father’s play because
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she was not able to afford a TV set. It was true,
Tressell’s daughter was in fact ‘alive and living in
England.

Tressell on TV .,

It was inevitable that one day we would see a
dramatic adaptation of The Ragged Trousered
Philanthropists on film or television.

The success that it had as a play at Unity Theatre
in the late “forties was tremendous. Now, twenty
years later, Christopher Morahan directed Stuart
Douglass’s adaptation of the novel for a fine
production on BBC2.

The dramatic quality of the play and its intensely
topical political lessons blended together. *“This was
no museum piece”, wrote the Morning Star critic,
“for the basic argument against capitalism has
lost none of its force since it was written™, “A viewer
completely ignorant of the book™, wrote The
Guardian, “must have known that he was seeing
something based on a masterpiece.”

It was much too good a production to be limited
to the viewers of BBC2 and every effort should be
made to persuade the BBC to repeat the programme
on BBCI,

Marxism and History

As the interest in Marxism widens, more and
more people want to know what works with a
Marxist interpretation have been published in the
past. The recently published Bibliography of
English Language Works, Marxism and History, by
Lionel M. Munby and Ernst Wangermann (Lawrence
& Wishart, 15s.) is therefore an extremely welcome
and valuable addition to the library of Marxists
and people interested in Marxism.

Munby and Wangermann used as the basis for this
bibliography the duplicated version issued some
years ago by the History Group of the Communist
Party of Great Britain. But they greatly expanded it
and included publications of authors who, as they
say in their foreword:

“have tried to apply, or seem to us to have applied,
to a greater or lesser extent, the historical method
of Marxism. We have rejected the alternative which
would have been to include only those works about
the ‘Marxism’ of which there was an overwhelming
concensus of opinion. It seemed more useful to
maximise access to Marxist ideas than to attempt
to define a canon.”

The bibliography lists and classifies 1,234 original
works in the English language published up to the
autumn of 1966, and is divided into four main
sections. The first covers theoretical works and works
on the history of ideas, the arts and sciences; the
second works on general history, including British
history, up to about the sixteenth century; the
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third section modern foi'eign history under thred

general headings and then under specific countries;
and the final section covers modern British history..

An index of authers at the end facilitates easy
reference.

While making no claim to completeness (in
particular, work on the Americas and on post-
revolutionary Russia and the USSR is not yet
‘fully covered), this bibliography, the first of its
kind to be printed, includes not only books but
pamphlets and contributions to journals.

Manchester Martyrs’ Centenary

It was on November 23rd, 1867, that three Irish
Fenians—Allen, Larkin and O’Brien—were publicly
~hanged at Salford Jail, Manchester. Judicially
murdered, they have been known ever since as the
Manchester Martyrs.? They had been indicted for
murder and were alleged to have assisted at the
daring escape of two Irish Fenian leaders—Colonel
Kelly and Captain Deasy—from the prison van
taking them to Salford Jail.

On Saturday, November 23rd, the execution day,
Manchester was virtually an armed camp. Mills and
warehouses were defended by army and police,
barricades erected and manned by the 72nd High-
landers complete with field guns.

The trial and execution were amongst the most
blatant examples of witch-hunting justice in Britain’s
history—and this is to say not a little, Throughout
Ireland there were vast meetings of protest. Some
80,000 attended a funeral procession in Dublin. In
England thousands demonstrated at Clerkenwell
and Hyde Park. Many a song has been sung to their
memory which has inspired succeeding generations
of the Irish national movement.

One of the songs ends:

“So now, kind friends, I will conclude, I think it
would be right,

That all true-hearted Irishmen together should unite;

Together should unite, my friends, and do the best
we can

To keep the memory ever green of the boys that
smashed the van.”

To keep their memory ever green, the Manchester
Branch of the Connolly Association intends next
November, on the centenary of their execution, to
erect a bronze plaque at the site on which it took
place. The jail, now demolished, stood in New Bailey
Street which is the continuation of Bridge Street,

3The Story of the Manchester Martyrs, by James
McGill and Tom Redmond, a pamphlet published by the
Manchester Branch of the Connolly Association, in
1963, tells the story of their martyrdom.
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connecting Manchester with Salford. The present
owners of the site—The Guardian and Evening News
—have approved the scheme, and Arthur Dooley,
the Liverpool sculptor, has been commissioned to
design the plaque. A public appeal for funds has
been opened,® and, if sufficient support is forth-
coming, it is hoped to bring over a boulder of
Wicklow granite to serve as base for the plaque.

Tribute to William Gallacher

A research group at the Humboldt University of
Berlin in the German Democratic Republic has
prepared, in honour of the late William Gallacher,
a collection of memories of Gallacher’s life by veteran
trade unionists, personal friends, and comrades from
the political struggle, along with essays on topical
problems of working-class literature.

Amongst those who have contributed | their
reminiscences of Gallacher are Abe Moffat (“Willie
Gallacher, Communist MP for West Fife from 1935
to 1950”"), Wal Hannington (“We were in Prison
together™), D. N. Pritt (“Recollections of Gallacher
in Parliament”) and Hugh McDiarmid (“A Sprig
of White Heather in the Future’s Lapel”).

Amongst the diverse articles are studies on the
Scottish Radical poet Alexander Rodger (by Dave
Lesslie), on the “Poetry in Ernest Jones’ Nofes to the
People” (Georg Seehase), on “Musicians and the
Working Class in Britain” (Alan Bush), on “Mc-
Diarmid and the Scottish Tradition” (Honor
Arundel) and on “Hamish. Henderson and the Folk
Song Revival” (Jack Mitchell).

Many of Gallacher’s GDR friends are amongst
the contributors.

As a supplement there is a selection from the
work of Thomas Spence, the militant radical and
agrarian socialist of the end of the 18th century,
whose works are today among the rarest showpieces
(and at show prices) of the antiquarian book trade.
It is good to see that they will include the “supple-
ment to the History of Robinson Crusoe”, the
“End of Oppression” and some of the songs which
Spence used to distribute from his seditious centre
(the Hive of Liberty) in Little Turnstile.

The book is now completed, and, though it has
not yet arrived in this country, it should be available
by the time these notes appear.* We should be very )
grateful to those who prepared it. R

3 Manchester Martyrs Plaque Appeal, c/o Connolly
Association, 94-96 Grosvenor Street, All Saints, Man-
chester 1.

4 Essays in Honour of William Gallacher, Humboldt-
Universitidt zu Berlin, 364 pages, distributed in Britain
by Central Books, 15s.




Maurice Dobb:

A Tribute from Cambridge -

LL over the world scholars and socialists
know and admire Maurice Dobb, the Marxist
economist and thinker. His studies in political
economy—of the growth of capitalism, of the Soviet
economic system, of planning, of the problems of
growth in underdeveloped economies—have been
translated into many languages. He has been invited
to lecture in countries as far apart as India and Spain
—Italy and Czechoslovakia; he has been honoured

by foreign universities. This summer he retires from..

his post as Reader in the University of Cambridge.
Economists in his own university, colleagues in the
economic faculty, have produced a volume of essays
in his honour, to which writers from eleven different
countries, of varying political views, have con-
tributed.

But Maurice Dobb, the learned scholar, the
original thinker, the populariser and educator is also
a Communist; even his most unpolitical colleagues
have always realised this; many and weird have been
the theories they have produced to explain to them-
selves this phenomenon. Those who have known
Maurice Dobb as a citizen of Cambridge, as a
university teacher, as a comrade in the Communist
Party, and as a fellow worker in-innumerable peace
activities may be able to understand better.

Cambridge

Almost all his life has been spent in Cambridge.
He came to the university as an exhibitioner at Pem-
" brokeCollege just at theend of the first world war and
took a first class honours degree in both parts of the
Economics Tripos. He was a research student for
two years at the London School of Economics and
then came back to Cambridge to teach. Here he has
stayed ever since, except for a short period in 1951
when he was visiting Professor at the School of
Economics in Delhi. From the earliest days he was
" actively associated with the socialist movement,
facing rowdy fellow students at political meet-
ings, and canvassing for Labour candidates at
elections. For very much of this time it has been a
. lonely existence. Before the explosion of Communist
and Socialist ideas among intellectuals in the 1930s
there were few Socialists, still fewer Marxists among
the senior members of the university: M. H. Dobb
and J. D. Bernal were isolated beacons. But in the
town of Cambridge there was a small group of
Communists and those who survive still remember

the young don who joined them, patient, considerate,
wise and above all modest. These qualities remain to
this day. Dobb cannot abide foolishness but his
restraint in the presence of fools and bores contains
a lesson in Socialist behaviour. It is startling to see
him at meetings in his own college rooms insist on
sitting on a hard chair at the back, or on the floor,
and pressing others to take the comfortable seats.

The *Thirties

In 1931 David Guest returned to Cambridge from
Gottingen a convinced Communist, and set about
building a University Communist Party. Dobb,
already an expert on the Soviet economy and author
of what became the standard university textbook on
wages, helped from the beginning. He was one of the
few dons who marched out to Girton, in 1932,
together with students, to meet the north-eastern
contingent of hunger marchers and helped to carry
their packs into Cambridge. By the mid-"thirties a
handful of University Communists had become a
larger and well organised body with a remarkably
wide influence throughout the university. David
Guest was followed by John Cornford and James
Klugmann. Maurice Dobb gave lectures to the
united socialist club, served on anti-fascist and anti-
war committees, licked stamps, sealed envelopes and
knocked on doors. He took part in demonstrations,
in London and in Cambridge, lectured and taught
wherever he was invited by the working-class move-
ment and wrote for the Party press. Students who
heard his lectures may have been prepared for the
publication of Political Economy and Cap:tahsm in
1937, but to most it was a surprise.

For here was almost the first, original, creative
contribution to Marxist economics published out-
side the Soviet Union, and one that has stood the
test of time better than many Soviet works. It even
commanded the respect of orthodox economists at
a time when university-taught economics and
Marxism lived in two different universes.

The War and After
The war years brought new strains, political,
academic and personal. Dobb became an A.R.P.
warden, and was later associated with the Home
Guard. Cambridge lost many of its older students
but was flooded with students from London,
and Dobb took on a double teaching load. From
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 the advances made by the student movement

in the ’thirties there grew a graduate Communist

Party organisation. Maurice Dobb was #io longer
‘quite so afone, but his responsibilities were_no
less. While the Soviet Union was an ally—a series of
discussions were held between Marxist and anti-
Marxist dons in Trinity College. Cambridge’s
stalwart opponents, of Marxism were joined by
. Hayek, Ginsberg and others. The burden of the
Communist case fell upon Maurice Dobb. His con-
tribution - carried weight because it was quite
typically, painstakingly prepared, utterly honest, agd
at times almost apologetic in the modesty of its
presentation. For years Maurice Dobb had been a
University Lecturer but no College had made him a
Fellow. Even in the relatively halcyon days when the
glow of being a wartime ally hung round the Soviet
Union and Communists bathed in the reflected
glory, it was only with difficulty that his friends
achieved Maurice Dobb’s election as a Fellow of
Trinity College.

Wartime strains, extra teaching, politics, did not
interrupt the main concentration of Dobb’s life. In
1946 Studies in the Development of Capitalism, in
1948 Soviet Econoniic Development Since 1917
were published; the latter was a revised and
much enlarged edition of an earlier work. Both
were major contributions in quite different
fields; it is not our purpose to discuss them at
length here, but they revealed that Maurice Dobb
was not only a theoretical economist of the first
order, but also a major economic historian with an
astonishingly wide scope. In 1951 he took up his
cudgel in the journal History, contributing to a series
of articles on theories of history, an outstanding
defence of historical materialism.

-Advice and Encouragement

Cambridge now had a senior members branch of
the Communist Party, at times quite large and
flourishing. Many figures of international importance
came to Cambridge for brief or longer stays and
visited Dobb, If he had kept a visitors’ book in the
post-war years, it would contain an astonishing
array of names from the past of the revolutionary
movements of many countries and of names which
were to become famous. They came for advice and
to persuade, sometimes to attack. They met with
courtesy and attention, received help but never
deflected Maurice Dobb from the path he had
chosen. And he was never too busy or too proud to
speak, when asked, to meetings of students or
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workers, large or small, to take part in schools as
tutor and student, to canvass in elections. In the
most difficult days of the cold war he helped hold
together the most diffuse body of people in local
peace movements. .

Younger graduates in his party branch received
constant quiet encouragement. In 1956 and 1957
many of them left the Communist Party. Whomever
they blamed, however indignant they were, they
never lost their respect and in many cases their
affection for Maurice Dobb. Yet it was Dobb who
was one of the first to- write to the Daily Worker,
after the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU appealing
to his fellow intellectuals to stay in the Party. Not
that he did not voice his criticism in his branch, in
the party press and at Congress, but he held to the
logic of Marxism, aiming to improve not to destroy
the revolutionary party to which he belonged.

77
Communist Example

As the support for the Communist Party among
senior members of the University dwindled in the
late *fifties and early ’sixties, Dobb must often have
felt a little disconsolate, but he rarely showed it. In
no small measure his presence and behaviour held
together a weakened-and sometimes rather gloomy
party branch. There was a time when he ironically.
remarked that it was quite disconcerting walking in
the streets of central Cambridge, because so many
ex-Communists crossed to the other side when they
saw him coming. They seemed to find it embarrassing
meeting someoné of such intellectual integrity who
continued an active Communist. In time the party
branch began to grow again and we hope that
Maurice though he retires from his university post
will still continue to encourage and help, though his
major contribution will be, as it has always been, in
his writings. .. )

We look forward to many more years of activity,
for Maurice Dobb at 67 shows how Communism
keeps us young. But we also look back to the quali-
ties from which so many people have learned. We
have been taught by example rather than precept,
by a continuous unassuming modesty but combined
with it an intelligence that has no use for sloppy
thinking or for what he once described as shabby
behaviour in personal relations.

A stickler for scientific accuracy, an opponent of
dogmatism, Maurice Dobb has always disliked
demagogy. A fellow Communist once described him
as the impeccable Maurice, a tribute to his humanity
and to his Communist behaviour.
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Economist, .

Historian
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HIS summer Maurice Dobb retires from his

present academic post of Reader in Economics

at Cambridge University. Most of his academic
life has been spent at Cambridge, though he was for
a time visiting Professor at the School of Economics
in New Delhi, and during the war visiting lecturer
at the School of Slavonic Studies. He has of course
travelled widely throughout Europe and through the
ex-colonial world in general and has studied their
problems on the spot.

It would be entirely wrong however to regard
him as mainly an academic, who, sheltered behind
the defences of an ancient university, happens to
have a scholar’s interest in communism. On the
contrary Dobb has always played a major part, as
" an open dedicated communist, in all the major
political struggles in Britain in the last forty years.
The student body at Cambridge played a part in all
the major struggles of the period, the anti-war
struggles of the early 1930s, aid for the unemployed
marches, the great movements against Fascism,
and against the Fascist war danger, and in the post-
Second World War period the great struggle for
nuclear disarmament. Above all throughout the
period Dobb helped to show many students the
relevance of Marxism to an understanding of the
major events of the time.

Controversies

He had to engage in'most of the major economic
and political controversies, from the 1920s to the
1960s—and what controversies they were. He
had to make the comparison between Marxist
political economy and the neo-classical political
economy then taught in the Universities as means
of investigating capitalist society and as guide to
action. Dobb saw Marxism passing in the estimation
of academic circles from the stage when it was re-
garded as a rather outmoded system of political
economy, hardly worthy of the trouble of being
refuted, to the position of much greater respect
with which it is regarded by the controversialists
.. of the present day. For after all Marxism had some-
“thing exceedingly relevant to say with regard to the
great economic crisis of the 1930s; something that

. J R.Campbell

could not be claimed for the neo-classical school
before Keynes.

The controversies around wages have surrounded
Dobb from the moment in which he went to Cam-
bridge in the 1920s, in the midst of a great post-war
capitalist offensive against the wage standards of
the British worker, until the incomes policy con-
troversies of the present day. His little book on
Wages, published in 1928, has gone through ten
issues, with of course emendations and one major
revision in the process. Economic development both
capitalist and socialist has always been at the
centre of his interest and besides participating in all
the discussions around these questions his major
works have been written in relation to them. Dobb’s
main concern has always been with the great central -
economic and political themes of the day, and not
with the peripheral questions which occupy so
many economists most of the time.

Emergence of Industrial Capitalism

His first major work, written at the age of 24, was
Capitalist Enterprise and Social Progress. Enforced
leisure in H.M. Prison, Wandsworth, in 1925-26
gave me the opportunity of closely studying this
work, which helped me to understand that the
questions of how capitalism emerged within feudal-
ism in England, how it did and why it did, were
not the simple questions that I had imagined.
Dobb returned to the same theme, as a mature
scholar, in the publication of Some Aspects of
Capitalist Economic Development in 1951." This
provoked a lively controversy with the well-known
American economist Paul Sweezy which ranged
through several issues of Science and Society.!

Marx in the third volume of Capital, dealing with
the development of industrial capitalism out of
simple commodity production, in a state which was
still in the main feudal, had noted the two ways in
which this process took place:

1 The various contributions to this controversy were
assembled in the booklet The Transition of Capitalism to
Feudalism, Fore Publications, 1954,
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“The transition from: tlig feudal mode of produc-
tion takes two roads. The. producer becomes a

merchant and a capitalist, in contradistinction from
agricultural natural economy -and the guild-encircled

= handicrafts of medieval town industry. This is the

really revolutionary way. Or, the merchants take
possession in a direct way of production. While
this way serves historically as a mode of transition—
instance the English clothier of the seventeenth
century who brings the weavers, although they
remain independently at work, under his control,
by selling wool to them and buying cloth from
them—nevertheless it cannot by itself do much for
the overthrow of the old mode of production, but

9 2

rather preserves it and uses it as its premise”.

. Sweezy argued that Marx’s phrase “the producer
becomes a merchant and a capitalist” could mean
that, “the producer whatever his background starts
out as both a merchant and an employer of wage
labour”, whereas Dobb saw the emergence of small
capitalists from the ranks of those engaged in petty
commodity production, both in industry and in
agriculture.

A Japanese professor who contributed to the
symposium in the main supported Dobb saying that:

“one “of Dobb’s most valuable contributions to
historical science is that he sought the genesis of
industrial capitalists not amongst the haute bour-
geoisie, but in what was taking form with the class
of the petty commodity-producers themselves, in
the process of freeing themselves from feudal
land-property; that is, he looked for their origin,
in what was being born from the material economy
of the body of small producers; and therefore he
set a high value on the role played by this class of
small and medium-scale commodity producers; as
the chief agents of productivity in the early stages
of capitalism™,
Dobb’s emphasis on this group was that when
they became employers of labour (on a small scale
- at first):

“they prospered greatly (as employers of labour)
from the falling of real wages of the Tudor inflation;
and smaller gentry and rising kulaks were organisers
of the country cloth industry on an extensive scale.
Evidently they were a most important force in the
bourgeois revolution of the seventeenth century,
providing in particular the sinews of Cromwell’s
New Model Army. Moreover the fact that they were
is, I believe, a key to the class alignments of the
bourgeois revolution; in particular the reason why
merchant capital, far from playing a progressive
role, was often to be found allied with feudal
reaction”.

Controversy on Wages

The usual dissertation on wages to be found in
economic textbooks takes the facts of a class-divided
society for granted, without showing any curiosity

2 Capital, Volume 3, page 393, Kerr Edition.
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as to how it came about that the majority of. the
adult population of a developed capitalist country
appear on the market, looking for an employer,
while a small group owning the means of production
(or their managements), appear as the purchasers
of the labour-power of the workers. Most bourgeois
economists accept this transaction as a contract,
in which both sides are able to bargain freely, and
the result is as a whole equitable—so equitable
indeed that the interference of any organisation,
trade union, or even the State itself, was found to
have harmful results, not only for the employers but
for the workers themselves. Many economists came
close to asserting that the laws of nature would be
grossly interfered with, if there was any interference
with this wage bargain. Dobb had to remind us
that. the proletariat, with no means of living except
by selling its labour power to the employers, was
created, over a century or so, by political as well
as economic forces, which separated the petty
producers—peasants and artisans—from their means
of production and left the workers heavily dependent
economically on the capitalists:

“Hence the labourer, because of his smaller
economic freedom—his more circumscribed choice
—is dependent to a great degree and in a more
significant sense than the capitalist is on him: a
fact that will have a fundamental influence on the
wage-contract between the two. Such a dependence,
economic and no longer legal, will be a dependence,

. not of a labourer on one particular employer, but of
labourers in general on the whole class of employers
and potential employers™.?

This suggests caution in the use of the phrase .

“free collective bargaining”. To stop the state, & la
Stewart and Gunter, interfering with specific wage
or salary bargains is good, but one must not imagine
that the outcome is really “free collective bar-
gaining”—which is precluded by the monopolist
position of the capitalists as buyers of labour power.
Dobb conducted a sharp polemic against those
economists who contended that wages could not
really be influenced by trade union action and showed
the possibilities of doing so in a number of ways.
The views that he combated, not only in the thirties
but since the Second World War, seem to be
superseded in the writings of some latter-day econo-
mists by the view that it is precisely the success of
trade unions in raising wages that accounts for the
post-war malaise of British capitalism, and that
this necessitates the imposition of state curbs on
the unions. We need I think another study by Dobb
of the working of wage bargaining in 'a State
Monopoly capitalist society which has maintained
a comparatively high level of employment, even
when periods of recession are taken into account.

3 Dobb, Wages, page 8.




MARXISM TODAY, AUGUST 1967

Bourgeois Political Economy

In a collection of essays on Political Economy and
Capitalism, published in 1937, Dobb traced the
development of economic theories from Adam
Smith and David Ricardo through Marx and
Engels to the neo-classical economists of his ‘day.
He was able to contrast these latter-day economists
with Marxism, showing their basic differences in
method and in outlook. The founders of the classical
political economy—Smith and Ricardo—were con-
cerned with clearing away the barriers to the full
development of industrial capitalism, and with the
reduction of the power of the land monopoly which
they regarded as a barrier to that development.
They regarded the growth of industrial capitalism
as the greatest possible boon to the human race and
sought to present it, objectively, as a functioning
social system. Ricardo was concerned, in particular,
with the distribution of the revenue between the three
great social classes of capitalists, landlords and
workers and how this came about in the form that
it did.

Their doctrine was in some ways defective and
Marx had to thoroughly work over it and correct it
in the writing of Capital in which he was concerned
with laying bare the law of motion of capitalist
society. We had to find the source of the accumula-
tion which enabled capitalist society to expand over
the years. Smith and Ricardo had formulated a
labour theory of value of a kind, but were unable
really to explain how accumulation resulted.

If workers sold their labour at the market price
how did a surplus arise, which was the source of
reat, interest and profit ? Marx showed that what the
workers sold on the labour market, at its market
price, was their labour power, which had the unique
quality of creating a surplus for the employers over
and above the cost of wages, and this surplus value
was the source of rent, interest and profit. Through-
out his life Marx had to contend with two schools
of thought on wages—the first, comprising workers
as well as capitalists—who contended that the
workers were unable to increase their wages in real

" terms under capitalism, and he had to make clear
to the second school that, no matter how well the
workers were organised, they would be unable to
push up their wages. to such an extent that they
could cut into surplus value and decisively reduce it.

Unemployment, Crises, Growth
Marx showed that capitalism in the course of
development created a pool of unemployment—the
industrial reserve army—which hampered the wages
movement even in booms and was a terrific drag
upon it in slumps, and which thereby imposed an
upper limit on wage increases. The credit squeeze, so

4 Political Economy and Capitalism, Routledge, 1937.
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familiar to us in stop-go, helps to create this pool
of unemployment today as a drag on wages. Many
of the Government’s advisers today seem to be
insisting that this pool must in the future be kept
larger than it has been since the  war precisely in
order to help to ensure that wages do not rise as
fast as formerly.

The classical political economists were never able

to explain in the light of their doctrines why capital-
ism periodically plunged into economic crises. When
it did they usually explained it as being due to some
event external to the normal workings of the
capitalist system. Ricardo adhered to the opinion
that increased production in capitalism created its
own market in the long run and Marx had to show
Jjust how it could nevertheless give rise to devastating
crises.

The classical economists were also weak in their
explanations of how the system could grow but they
tried to see the system as a whole and their feet
were solidly on the ground of capitalist reality. They
were not afraid to show the class structure of society
in operation. e

In the last three decades of the nineteenth century
the main body of economists in the capitalist
countries adhered to various variants of the marginal
utility schools, This type of bourgeois economics
tended to smuggle the class structure of society out
of sight and to play down the monopoly power of
the capitalists in relation to the workers. It was not
concerned with the question of how society came
to be divided into contending classes, how the class
structure perpetuates itself from generation to
generation, how free competition gives way to
monopoly, what is the origin of the economic crises
which disrupt the economy, least of all, did it
concern itself with the emergence of imperialism—
both in its traditional and neo-colonial manifesta-
tions—as linked with the growth of monopoly.

Bourgeois economics dealt in the main not with
relations of production and of classes in society.
Its concentration was on market relations, how
demand-operates in deciding what shall be produced;
how prices—including the price of labour-power—
were formed first in a competitive market and then
in conditions of monopolistic competition, how in
consequence each group appearing in the market,
the powerful organised monopoly capitalists, the
workers organised and unorganised got back from
the economy what they had put in. All this resulted
not from state decrees but from the material opera-
tions of the market. If workers were in miserably
poor-paid jobs, this was because they were in
branches of industry not highly regarded by the
market. If they wanted to escape from this sad
condition they could go and find “a better hole”
elsewhere,
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Until Keynes successfully didcredited some of its
basic lines of reasoning® bourgeois economics
rather disgraced itself. Senidt British economists
gupported the Treasury in its view, successfully
defended throughout the 1920s and 1930s, that
little or nothing could be done by the State, to
mitigate, let alone drastically reduce, the unemploy-
ment that was impoverishing large sections of the
people. 'In several chapters of his book Dobb
subjects this type of bourgeois economics to an

- intensive criticism.

Building Socialism

The problems of building socialism in the Soviet
Union have been one of the major studies of Dobb
thfoughout his life as an economist and economic
historian, who is also a committed Communist. No
one in Britain is better acquainted with all the Soviet
economic material. He first went to the Soviet
Union in 1925 and has been there frequently since.
As the Communist Party’s representative at the
Communist International, I had in 1930 to rescue
him from the attention of some minor Soviet
authorities in Central Asia, who were quite sure
that no one from an ancient British university
would visit their area for any good purpose. His
second major work, Russian Economic Development
since 1917, published in 1928, dealt with the period
from the seizure of power in 1917 till 1927—taking
readers through pre-war Russia, the Revolution of
1917, the periad of “war Communism™ down to
the New Economic Policy (NEP) (1921-27), in short
right up to the beginning of the First Five-Year Plan.
The English-speaking reader is introduced to the
difference between the Russian Marxist conception
of socialism and that of Fabian gradualism in
Britain. We note the patron saint of Fabianism,

. Sidney Webb, who in later life became an admirer

of the Soviet Union, describing it as ‘“‘a new civilisa-
tion” and writing:

“The British Socialist movement, which derives
from Robert Owen, and (without its knowledge)
from Bentham . . . at no time has been predominantly
or even appreciably ‘Marxian’. With hindsight one
might ask, and where has that got it.”

Present-day Marxists will note with some amuse-
ment that the prevailing opinion in the years
immediately before the publication of this book was
that, by adopting the New Economic Policy, the
Soviet Union was well on the way to restoring

~ capitalism. This New Economic Policy by giving

increased scope to the market and to the individual
peasant farms, would, many bourgeois economists
believed, enable capitalism to grow out of petty
commodity production, as it had done in the early

5 Far be it from me to suggest that even in its reformed
state it is in any way trustworthy.
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stages of capitalism elsewhere. True the commanding
heights of the economy, the industries, such as they
were, the monopoly of foreign trade, the financial
system were firmly in the hands of the workers’ state
but many supporters of capitalism hoped that in the
struggle then developing, the market, and the
capitalist (kulak) representatives emerging from the
peasant mass, would prevail over the State in
control of the workers.

For years intense controversy raged inside the
Soviet Union regarding the way forward. It em-
braced the great discussion on the role of the unions
in Socialist society, which shook the party, in the
months before the definite adoption of the New
Economic Policy. It is interesting to note the
fiercely autocratic attitude of Trotsky with regard
to the unions (since some of his naive present-day
followers have cast him for the role of a valiant
democrat fighting agamst the bureaucracy). With
regard to the New Econdémic Policy this volume
makes clear the extraordinary intricacy of pursuing
a policy of gradual advance to socialism, in a country
where the overwhelming majority of the population
were individualistic peasants. It was in this con-
troversy, that opposition groups with Trotsky and
Zinoviev at their head, drew together, with their
policy of enormously speeding up the role of
industrialisation and their conception of soaking
the peasantry by increased taxation in order to
prov:de the necessary resources for this. It was a
policy which, if accepted at that moment, would
have led to a premature attack on the “rich peasants”
before the political and economic conditions had
matured. .

History of the Plans

Most of the developments dealt with in this book,
aresummarised in Dobb’s later work, Soviet Economic
Development since 1917, which was published in
1948, and of which the sixth edition, revised con-
siderably, takes developments up till 1965.

In this book those who talk glibly of planning
find all the mnecessary explanations of what
planning really involves and the alterations in
planning methods and techniques up till the present
day where a great change is in progress in which more
choice of what should be produced and how is
being given to the individual factory or group of
factories, and naturally to the consumers.

Dobb was one of the first to attempt to corvey
to intellectuals outside the Labour movement the
tremendous task involved in commencing Socialist.
planning in the conditions of the Soviet Union in
the late 1920s. In a paper read to “The Heretics”
in May 1929 he sketched the background:

“The pollcy in Russia today intends to dlspense

with this aid [foreign financial aid], to reconcile
rapid industrialisation with the Communist goal of
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a classless society, where the economic polarity
between those who live by their property and those
who have no property live by working for those
who have, shall be no more, and all, instead, shall

figure as workers, communally owning the means -

of production, with which they work. The com-
bination of these three clements in one policy,
rapid industrialisation on the basis of socialist
planned- economy, and classlessness, is what makes
the new Russian Revolution of today unique in
history. And $ome idea of the stupendous character
of this effort as applied to Russia, can be gained if
one remembers that the old open-field system pre-
vails over the major part of Russian agriculture; that
60 per cent of the pre-war population were illiterate;
that some 60 different languages are spoken within
the Soviet Union, some not yet possessing a script;
that for instance the major part of the people of one
republic, Kazakstan, is nomad, and that in parts of
Turkestan, women still wear the veil and (until the
present Government prohibited it) were sold in
marriage like chattel slaves. What after all are the
lives of a few of an effete ruling class, compared
with historical tasks such as these?”

Soviet Economic Development deals with the
growth of planning, outlining many of the problems
on the way:

“Ought the goal of economic planning to be to
steer the economy in whatever direction, and at
whatever speed, the programme of the Soviet
government dictated? Or should it, in the very
nature of the situation, confine itself to enunciating
the laws and tendencies which must inexorably be
followed if economic crises and breakdown were
not to result?

“Put abruptly in this form, the antithesis is clearly
seen, of course, to be unreal and absurd. To answer
the first question with an unqualified affirmative
would be to claim for the State divine omnipotence,
and to assert the complete dethronement of economic
law. To answer the second question in the affirmative
would be to identify the Soviet economy with an
anarchic laissez-faire economy, ruled by atomistic

 competition,’ and would be virtually equivalent to
a complete negation of planning as an influence on
_the long-term trend of events. Any plan must in
any form be a synthesis of forecast and directive.
Like the process of history itself, it must necessarily
be a blend of subjective and objective elements.”

The first attitude to planning, of course, tended
to reduce it to forecasting economic developments,
and to stress how greatly the progress of agriculture
influenced economic developments. This in the late
twenties was to create for many active workers
engaged on this question “the baffling sense of a
closed circle of interdependent limiting factors to
which all economic discussion seemed to lead”. It
almost reminds us of George Brown’s “National
Plan” where all discussion of the various projections
for industry seemed to lead back to the deficit in
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the balance of payments, with no real propositions
in sight on how it should be eliminated.

However the Soviet way out of this dilemma was
to attack the agricultural bottleneck itself by the
qlrive.for the formation of collective farms, which
would put agriculture on a new and more productive
basis.

“The system of economic planning in the USSR
did not spring full grown from the head of Lenin
as some people seem to have assumed. It had a
-history of growth and change over two decades, at
some stages of tortuous growth; and certain his-
torical prerequisites were needed, before economic
planning could be anything more than partial or
tentative—a fitful hand on the reins rather than a
curbing and steering of the team.”

“Questions to Reality”’

In these terms Dobb warns the reader at the
beginning of his chapter on “The Planning System”
in Soviet Economic Development. The plans however
carefully prepared had to be tested in operation,
and modified in the light of practice:

“To start upon the plan is to put questions to
reality (as a scientist does in his laboratory) which
could not be answered in any other way. The way
that the programme shapes when translated into
practice gives fresh experience and new data to the
planning organs which need to be continually alert,
not only to receive and sift new data, but to adjust
the shape of the plan as it proceeds, in whatever
way this closer acquaintance with reality shows to
be required. Thus the plan, like a living organism,
can be made to grow, and modify its shape, as part
of its activity.”

From Dobb’s descriptions of the many and
varied problems confronting the Soviet government
it is clear that it had to move in the light of certain
imperatives such as the maximum development of
heavy industry (particularly after Hitler came to
power), the breaking of kulak resistance, the
accelerated collectivisation of agriculture, and, in
view of the scarcity of cadres, the close supervision
of most activity from the centre.

In the recent period there has been considerable
criticism of the shortcomings of the way that
centralised economic planning has been operated in
various Socialist countries, and, as usual, capitalist
critics see in the