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INTRODUCTION: ANOTHER MAN - IN ANOTHER MANNER

Preobrazhensky No 2? Why, what was the No 1 like? And any-
way, is anybddy at the end of the 20th century interested in
any picthfé"dfawn of Preobrazhensky? Is perhaps another opposi-
tion-inspired political heroic history resembling I.Deutscher’s
Trotsky trilogy, or S.Cohen’s Bukharin biography in the way
of preparation? Have we not witnessed enough glorification into
prototypes of the actors of Soviet public life in the -~ heaven

knows how many - years of the so-called twenties, a tiny bit
of time by historica’ standards°

: Anyway, what real y mattexs has already been said by
others. Who would risk the assertion that political and economic
history has meted out unfair treatment to the main theoretical
economists of the Trotskyist oppesition? Well, in the course
of time sovietology has painted several images of Preobrazhensky:
presenting him first in the spirit of the IV. International as

an anti-bureaucratic party leader and world revolutionary whc

criticized state capitalism, then portraying him as a pre-

Stalinist superindustrializer in the light of the theory of

economic growth and, finally, depicting him as the founder of
the theory of unequel exchange by some leftist theoreticians

of the developing world.l Not to mention the phantom haunting
the official publications of Soviet history for more than half
a century, a phantom that might be called the peasant-devouring
Trotskyist beast upsetting the unity of the party.2

What non-Bolshevik economist of the twenties even with

more original and lasting scientific achievements but of course
with less political influence /and there were lots of them/ about
whom so much has been written after his death? Why then increase
the host of illusions surrounding the intellectual significance




of the socilalist political economy of the age?

To make matters worse, this message dated "Hungary 1985"
comes from a country whose permanent economic reform have, it
appears, long discarded Preobrazhensky'’s archaic theorems on
unequal exchange, or on the law of primitive socialist accu-
mulation and put them into the never-existing museum of

socialist economics.

Do not be afraid, good reader, these questions will be
answered this time not by a well=-choreographed neo-Trotskyist
argumentation stating how glaringly topical are Preobrazhensky's
strict theses even today [e.g./ about the anti-working-class
character of the concessions made to the peasants or of the
ban of factionalism within the party. Unfortunately, I do not
intend either to offer the type of answer you might perhaps
even more expect me to provide: the "Hungarian speclality" does

not mean on my part the re-serving of socialist economic theory
in a more or less openly admitted Bukharinite fashioh, where
the basic dishes would be a Lenin-Bukharin identification, a
Bukharin-Preobrazhensky antagonism or a NEP-NEM /[New Economic
Policy - New Economic Mechanism/ parallelism.3

Thus neither rehabilitation, nor new, more refined
attacks? Then it is surely a kind of positive~scientific aim,
the ever justifiable intention of filling a gap that induces

me to write a Preobrazhensky monograph,which is really lacking
and to try to find my way through the thicket of conflicting
images presented in existing literature. No doubt, especially
after Cohen’s imposing essay on Bukharin there is a sizeable
gap in the imaginary bibliography of Sovietology, at the name
of the alleged adversary, Preobrazhensky. Not to speak of

the thousands of empty pages in the books on th history of
socialist economic thought, a discipline which hardly exists
even in name. Hence, there would be a great many sheets of




paper to write all over.

Yet my motives could nevertheless be considered roughly
Eeréonal. This was the case, at least at the beginning. For
to ﬁndertake this private detective work /what else could
Soviet studies be called, especially in Eastern Europe?/,
was motivated primarily by my own intellectual failure to put

Preobrazhensky'’s oeuvre into a pigeon~hole. Emotionally, for
example, I have always been to say the least, ambivalent.

The extreme rigidity,bordering upon aridity, of his way of
thinking, his professorial mannerisms and, finally, his almost
complete incapacity for self-mockery have filled me with an
aversion against Preobrazhensky which remains to this day.

This aver51on can hardly ‘be suppressed by my respect
for his c’ear Dower of mind, aptltude, for theoretica1 inno-
lvation, exce lent po’emic ta’ent and surprisingly sovereign
"po‘itica’ behaviour. )

_ » From an, 1ntellectua1 point of view I proved a failure as
L was unab1e to form a logical chain of the almost annual and,
according to usual representation, radical changes in

Preobrazhensky s life /financial expoert from CC-secretary,
break-away from Bukharin, desertion from the opposition,
intellectual “passive resistance , 8tc./ What is more, I could
not, interpret reliably the intermediate shifts of roles between
the two extremes the hyperactive party functionary in the Urals
animated by Messianism at the end of the 1910s and the intimi-
dated and apparently disillusioned planning expert of the
Narkomsovkhoz in the mid-1930s/. I was fairly disturbed by the
‘epithets attached to him® /the democratic party secretary, the
‘courageous opposition member, the faithful war communist, the

" radical industria1izer, etc./, which very often turned out to
be prejudiced However, I recognized in the meantime that,
given the usually inadequate treatment of historical sources,




it was impossible to get rid of these labels, which not
infrequently paralyse research at the very outset. Conse-
quently, I first had to read Preobrazhensky right through
which - in view of the early Bolshevik scholar-journalist-
politicians obsessive trust in the power of the written word -

could not be done overnight.5

Then the sources thus disclosed mixed up everything
completely. A new, another image of Preobrazhensky began

slowly to take shape in which appeared, among other things,
the features of the lokbying provincial party officlal, the
agrarian expert,the "moderate" financial economist, the
liberal manager of scientific institutions, the Soviet diplomat
establishing international economic contacts, the editor of
Pravda popularizing the New Economic Policy and the free-lance
researcher in economics criticizing the first five-year plan.
A new pilcture emerged which cannot be reconcfled with the old

one within the current trends of sovietology.6

More exactly with the old ones, although they repeat, in
essence, practically up tc the present day the politically
inspired portrayal drawn by early Soviet party history, elimi-
nating from it at most the shades of antipathy. Preobrazhensky
appears in these portraits generally as a Trotskyite, whose
theoretical disagreements follow his political conflicts; as

a restless rebel, whose war-communist radicalism, anti-nepist
outbursts and humiliating return into the world of Stalinist
industrialization from the 1928-29 exile show the same theore-
tical-ideological attitude.7 In nearly all cases, emphasis is
placed on clashes, actually on parallel conflicts in politics
and theory. With the slight difference that Preobrazhensky
kicks up a row now with the party’s impersonal Leninist Central
Committee [as in the official party history/, then personally
with Bukharin /as in the more or less traditional, model-like




representations of sovietology/. But what should we do with
Preobrazhensky’s occasional "loyal" periods, "civilized"
activities and theoretically non-heretical® manifestations?

Iin so far as we do not wish to content ourselves with
the undemanding assertion that "Preobrazhensky was a very
controversial personality", there is no choice but to rethink
the established conceptual inventory, the analytical means
and the explanatory schemes. And here the "Hungarian connec-

tion" was of use to me. Of course, not merely because in this

EEEE of the world we have sometimes had the opportunity to
Observe at very close quarters the intellectual development
of CC secretaries who had lost their jobs. It is much more
important in our case that the interpretations of the history
of Soviet economy and economic thought by Hungarian reform
theories expand luckily the scope of methodological problems
which, paradoxically, are often similar in western Soviet
studies and in official Soviet historiography.

The adherents of "reform economics” usually turn with an
appreciable "NEPotism" towards the Soviet twenties in a manner
reminiscent of those western colleagues who are opposed to the
"totalitarian" school of scvietology, which traditionall
ignores the NEP, the "liberal" wing of Bolshevism and the pre-
Stalinist alternatives /[and therefore remains in the trap of
Stalinist party history.[8 Both intellectual attempts have
the same object: their common aim is to replace the primitively
unilinear historical and sociological model of Bolshevism by
a social pattern potentially containing several development
alternatives including even pluralistic economic and political
systems. Their ideological environments are also interrelated:

détente, convergence, faith in the "reformability" of really
existing socialigm.

The emphases of historical analysis have also shifted




sideways, from continuity to system changes, from theoretical
convergence to debates, from political unity to factionalism
from a totalitarian framework to a pluralistic-oligarchical
one. But reformist thinking - although it can hardly be
condemned for the necessary self-defence - stretches this
correction of stress to the utmost /at least in matters of
the economy/. It regards NEP as a rationally operating and
well constructed ! requlated market economy necessarily rep-
lacing war communism, and tends to describe the proliferating
discussions in the economic theory of the twenties preferably
in a dichotomic breakdown, simply as debates on economic

mechanisms.9

It is in this way that Preobrazhensky becomes the chief
theoretician of war communism, an‘NEP—hater, a forerunner of
direct centralized planning and moreover, the prophet of
collectivization and large-scale "heavy-industrialization" -
Evgenii the Terrible. The whole historical burden that was
imposed in the totalitarian explanation on all Bolshevik
thinkers is laid now on him with the difference that this
time the usual ovation for his democratic behaviour is more

or less denied.

In order to question this characterization, the elements
of historical continuity and theoretical concensus which have
often been discredited in the past, cught to be rehabilitated

.

at certain points, and onlv at these points. If you, good reader,
were afraid that this readjustment would lead to a return to
an already outdated and simplified one-dimensional concept of

Bolshevism I would call vour attention to those assertions
about Preobrazhensky, - to be criticized below - which have
been made by the representatives of both the "orthodox"
[totalitarian/ and the "neologian" [pluralistic-liberal/

wings of sovietology, and, furthermore, in close accord with the




Stalinist party history. At the same time, it would not be
fair to conceal [especially as it is indicated by the subtitle
of the present study/ that this paper was conceived in the
mood of the 128Cs in Hungary, now less hopeful again but
perhaps the most realistic mood in matters of reform history,
as seen by a researcher interested in the history of economic
thought.

What, then, most urgently needs correction? It would be
perhaps the most important achievement if we could strengthen
the diachronic nature of the survey of the post-1917 period.

If the simultanecus exploration of economic, political, social
and cultural history did not always result in maintaining the
synchronic character of parallel but, with respect to depth

and speed, different processes. If - to remain with our subject -
continuity and intellectual consensus which undoubtedly appear

in Bolshevik thinking in the field of general political,ideo- |

logical and economic theory were not obscured by the variegy

of subsequent economic systems, economic policies and political
tactics, or by the conflicts inherent in their existing
side-by~side. The trouble lies, therefore, not in singling out
the elements of discontinuity and controversy in pre-Stalinist
Soviet history, but in doing all this in each sphere at the
same time, as if speil-bound by simultaneity.

Yet the diachronic separation of the processes may not
stop at the borderline of the economy. Unless we transgress
that line, we shall have to be satisfied in the future, too
with ideal-typical constructions like wartcommunism,NEP

and Stalinist planned economv ,which restrain rather than

stimulate accurate analysils of economic history today. And
what is, in our case even more painful, genetic research on
the history of economic thought can be fitted into this pattern |

only by violating the empirical material. For thinking in the




framework of the Holy Trinity of war-communism-NEP-Stalinist
planned economy one can be inclined 1/ to hold the subsequert
systems to be of a compact nature and to draw caesure-like
hard demarcation lines between them; 2/ to interpret the
trinity as a cycle, in which we emphasize the identity of the
first and the third element, or that of the second and the
future fourth one [the post~Stalinist reform economy/; 3/ ard,
finally, to find the theoretical economist"responsible" for
each type, and then his adversary too.

It is by a similar argumentation that Bukharin was given
to Preobrazhensky as an inseparable opponent for good./If they
had been able to foresee what an insurmountable graffitti
covered wall posterity would build between them, they would
certainly not have begun to lay its bricks in the mid-twenties./
Preoprazhensky particularly has been frozen in his anti-Bukharin

role by grateful subseguent generations. Hence it is worthwhile
to make attempts at a thaw first in this field.

When assigning the roles, it has become usual to distin-
guish their "nepist" and "anti-nepist" features according to
their performance in the so-called industrialization debate
of the twenties on a black and white basis. Let us also begin

to characterize the "other" Preoprazhensky - in medias res -

by the reappraisal of their discussion between 1224 and 1926
/by conjuring up the forgotten elements of the theoretical

consensus/. Then we shall leave Bukharin alone, and make an
attempt, in the second part of the study, to sketch out the
portrait of the "young" Preobrazhensky of the civil war. Are

the war-communist features really dominant in it or was
"fevgenii not so "Terrible" even at the very start of the story?




My dissertation follows Preobrazhensky’s course of
life and scholarly work in a chronological order. The
present paper has been prepared not with a proportionate
akridgement of the dissertation. Herxe I have rather tried
to give a taste, in nearly the same volume, of my theoretical
interpretation of Preobrazhansky’s oeuvre and of the histo-
rical sources disclosed. [For lack of space, I give here

only those references which contain bibliocgraphical data./

I wish to express deep gratitude here first of all to
the translator, véges Istvian and to Judy Batt, who commented
on the text. I owe special thanks also to Lengyel Tatjéna,

who helped me prepare the manuscript of the bibliography
and to Szablé Judit, who reproduced the photographs.




SEPTIEME ANNEE. — Ne¢ 12 VENDREDI! 8 JANVIER 1926.

bullelin Communisie

ORGANE DU COMMUNISME INTERNATIONAL

125, Rue Montmartre, Paris HEBDOMADAIRE, Le Numéro : /5 centimes

Pra[éfa;’res (Je faus [63 pays, unissex~vous

BOUKHARINE & PREOBRAJENSKY




- 10 -

"...May I be forgiven the bitter truth

of my words, such philistine thinking,
such theoretical stupidity that... I in-
voluntarily thought: Doesn’t Comrade
Bukharin keep, alongside his current
official writings, a special diary for
posterity, and in particular, hasn’t

he written in it: 'AU this is, of course,
rubbish, but it was required for conjunc-
tural reasons’?" /Preobrazhensky/10.

"Gracious God, this is a nightmare. For-
tunately, the guild-like, trade-unionist
theoretical system manifesting itself in
comrade Preobrazhensky’s study, is not
based on actual practice. It is only a
kind of individual theoretical wrench,
which has - at least now - no credit among
us." /Bukharin/l1l.

. 1. PREOBRAZHENSKY AND BUKHARIN: THE FORGOTTEN CONSENSUS

jan old debate on "The New Economics®/
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Could anybody have believed in 1920, when reading
the prophetic lines of Preobrazhensky’s and Bukharin’s
first - and as it turned out later - last common work,
The ABC of Communism,lz‘ that its authors would publicly
bring such charges against one another? And could anyhbody
knowing these charges have thought that a few years later,
near the end of the NEP, the opposing parties would come
again closer to one another in a number of vitally impor-
tant questions of industrialization and collectivization?
And it was absolutely impossible to foresee that the two
Bolshevik theoreticians would meet again in a political
revelving door in 1929, which would push them in opposite
directions again for a short time: Preobrazhensky comes

back, thanks to Stalin’s temporary mercy, from his one-and-
a=half years’s exile, and Bukharin’s fate is a state of
excommunication mitigated by second-rate jobs.

But after the lapse of a few months, Preobrazhensky
comes unexpectedly into disgrace again, and thus it will
be possible for the official propaganda to show by their
example - not without foundations - the inevitable meeting
of the right and left wings in their struggle against the
"generalhaia linia". Both become tolerated ministerial
officials giving expert advice /in this capacity they make
the only common journey abroad of their lives to the
planning conference in Amsterdam in 1931/, both are allowed
to deliver repentant speeches at the "Congress of Victors"
in 1934 and work again together for a short while /not at
Pravda, as between 1918 and 1924, but in the editorial office
of Izvestie/. The expected new confrontation of Cyrill and
Methodius /as the caricaturists of the Pravda represented
the missionary co-authors of The ABC of Communism in the
early twenties/ is no longer permitted by history. Maladjus-
ted Preobrazhensky is unlikely to live to see the trial of
disillusioned Bukharin in 1938.
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Heavily framed as the story of their lives is, bearing
the marks of a common fate, most biographies lay emphasis
not on the perhaps uninteresting elements of their in-
tellectual affinity as displayed between 1917 and 1923,
and again between 1930 and 1937/38, but on their open combat
in the much shorter intermediate period /primarily between
1924 and 1926/,

The story begins with the initial friendship of the
two young Soviet-Russian politicians and social scientists,
whe still belonged in 1918 to the left-wing communist frac-
tion in the Urals and Moscow. Then their ways parted and
their relationship ended for a short time in mutual curses.
This process provides a kind cf model of the entire Soviet
economic and political history of the 1920s. Quite a few
attempts have already been made to use this tempting possi-
bility by suggesting theoretical interpretations of the

period, which concentrate on the most conspicuous dramatic
13,

elements,

Most of these approaches, being products of changing
ideolcgical considerations, yet methodologically of a simi-
lar conflicting character, have proved of course extremely

useful in the analysis of the economic history and, primarily
of the political dynamics of the NEP period. At the same
time, our understanding of the theoretical dimensions of the

debates on economic policy or on ideological and political
issues is greatly hampered if, by mixing up daily politics
and economic policy with economic theory, we also search for
conflicts where agreement is sufficiently obvious. /Even if
we know that the intermingling of theory with policy is a
favourite logical operation of the twenties./ Let us, however,
consider the two-decade long history of the Preobrazhensky-

-Bukharin relationship as a whole, and we shall recognize
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also their harmony in "Weltanschauung®. We shall perceive
an intellectual arch in both lives alike, which 4is based
initially on the pillar of absolute faith and finally on

that of total disappointment. Reconstructing this may promote

not only the understanding of the more lasting changes in
the forms of Bolshevik thought,but may also make us more
suspicious of how decisive from theoretical aspects inter-
mediate turn~-abouts and conflicts were. Ought we perhaps
to read the above quotations in the epigraph differently,
interpreting first Preobrazhensky'’s reference to "conjunc-
tural reasons" and Bukharin’s one to "individual theoreti-

cal wrench"?
1.1. Continuity or change?

In the history of economic thought in my view, the de-

mand to search for the theoretical similarity of Preobrazhensky,

Bukharin or other thinkers of the age cannot be raised as
long as we do not, at least experimentally, break away with
the increasingly accepted way of representing Soviet economic
history of the 1920s. A representation, which emphasizes
discontinuity in nearly all fields of the economy. In the
case of a temporary and partial acceptance of a “continulty
hypothesis", however, we may again an alternative approach

to the analysis of the NEP period and shall not be far away
from assuming the participants’ large-scale consensus in
the theoretical debate concerned.

FPor if we regard NEP as primarily a tactical retreat,
as a limited, fragmented and abortive liberalization expe-
riment from the very outset, as a temporary action of
Realpolitik turning in many respects even spontaneously into
its opposite, and if we consider the original positions from
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which this retreat took place as ideologically unchangeable
/in accordance with the views generally held by the Bolshe-
viks/, then what requires an answer is practically, "only"
the question when, where and how this retreat has to be
finished. Thus, as to the initial and the final points of
the process, there will be agreement in the theory, and
differences will largely arise in tactical details, which
are anyway hardly defined,

In other words, if we are sceptical about the existence
of the NEP as a working socialist market-economy system, we
can also doubt whether the NEP had a coherent soccialist
market theory, and whether there were, or could be genuine
"liberal" ideologists among Bolshewdks; whether it is sure
that, with the declaration of the NEP, really two separate
path ways opened before Soviet economic thinking, as it is
generally assumed, namely: one leading to regulated market
economy /chosen by Bukharin/ and one going back to war com-
munism fwhich is preferred by Preobrazhensky/.14'

— et eam  wlhe et eme e w—— o e St et e et e e o

The assumptions of theoretical consensus are not suppor-
ted only by indirect arguments. The two Soviet theoreticians,
fostered in the philosophical theory of the Second Interna-
tional, do not abandon the basic principles of their utopian
"recipe-book", The ABC of Communism /1920/ throughout the
1920s. Likwise, they never reject the concept of communism
leaning towards naturalism of The Economics of the Transition
Period /[Bukharin, 1920/15’ and of the Paper Money in the

Epoch of the Proletarian Dictatorship /Preobrazhensky, 1920/.16'

Both of them pledge themselves consciously, not merely for
tactical considerations, to Leninism.
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Neither belongs to those economists who harbour a
wild nostalgia towards War Communism. Both hold the Bolshevik
take-over to be necessary and irreversible. They admit that,
in view of general backwardness, some of the original posi-
tions must be temporarily abandoned. But certain, more or
less similarly interpreted, communist achievements have
to be preserved and the demand for a counterattack follo-
wing the retreat as soon as possible must ke maintained.
Jet they are far from idealizing backwardness: industry is
also for Bukharin the synonym of progress, and he does not
even flirt with the well-known idea of avoiding, skipping
capitalism through the obshchina.

They also agree that the building up of socialiem is
to be started in one country, which is only the other side
of the thesis about the irreversibility of the revolution.
The idea of Precobrazhensky, who usually believes in perma-
nent revolution, about primitive socialist accumulation pa-
radoxically provides a positive-optimistic programme exactly
for this building process. And as regards Bukharin, he does
not /cannot/ maintain either that it is possible to complete
the construction of socialism in one country.

They consider economic measures of war communism to
be ineffective only under the dire circumstances of the
age, amidst war conditions, and regard their implementation
in the past as an error, as necessary evil, or simply as an
iilusion. The retreat required by the NEP is at the same
time the beginning of the transition period. Although the
transition itself can be divided into stages in different
ways it has a direction which is unambiguocus. And, finally,
the transition process is governed by well-definable laws.
Safequarding the so-called "commanding heights", permanent
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socialization /nationalization,etatisation and collecti-
vization/, in short, uninterrupted advance towards the fi-

nal aim is treated as an axiom. Similarly the superiority
of the state sector /industry, large-scale production/, its
non-commodity producing character and the determined de-
fence of its intact nature are also irrevocable postulates.
Preobrazhensky and Bukharin also hold common views when
interpreting the dictatorship of the proletariat, the one-
-party system and the cultural revolution. Both condemn
in similar terms the Bolshevik and non-Bolshevik groups,
which demand direct democratic participation in economic
and soclal management. They also deny the withering away of
the state with the same arguments.

Thus, all of a sudden, the definitional labels become
questionable labels, which first the debating parties stick
on one another, which are then accentuated or further dis-
torted by official party history, and which continue, to
this day, to hold sway in most sovietological works. Right
and left wings, agrarians and superindustrializers, neo-
populists and new-liquidators, liberals and those demanding
the dictatorship of industry, mechanists and dialecticians,
geneticists and teleologists, adherents of the market and
planners, followers, of the equilibrium school and radical
disequilibrists - all these are twin-attributes. After having
identified them, one is much relieved to read about the simp-
le charge of Menshevism made by both parties against each
other or about fascism, an attribute that Stalinist party
history applies to them almost simultaneously with retro-
active effect.l7' Although these labels carry literally
murderously differing meanings, it is by no means clear that
;hey also designate contents radically different from a the-~
oretical point of view, and can therefore be used as opposed

pairs of concepts.
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Will these labels still remain questionable also if,
in analyzing the details of economic development, we proceed
to discuss such issues as sectoral structure, rate of growth,
volume of accumulation, redistribution of the national in-
come, etc. fa few points where the views of the econcmists
of the twenties clashed/? It might appear that consensus is
confined to the general philosophical and pclitical prog-
ramme and the opposing labels gain their real meanings in
the world of economics and economic policy.

Sovietological studies in econcmics have already long
since provided similar answers when embedding the whole af-
fair into the comprehensive model of "unity in strateqgy battle

over tactics.,” s The followers of this view, however, ha-
ve not sufficiently clarified what is to be understood in
the given context by strategy and tactics. They mostly re-
gard the first as something not worth studying, while they
cram into the latter practically everything from considera-
tions of value theory through the objectives of industrial
development up to the minute details of price policy.

Thus, the concept of consensus gets finally lost, and emphasis

is placed on the widely interpreted conflicts. /True, the

1lo.

felicitous analogy, "storm in a teacun" sometimes also

emerges, indicating that the grandiose theoretical debate,
translated into the language of practice, is often conduc-
ted around the problem of procuring a few tens of million
roubles for investments, or around a price difference of a
few per cent./

But is there really a storm raging in economic theory?
To answer that question, it is expedient to separate theore-
tical economics from practical economic policy. One could,
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of course, form an opinion of the opposing views on eco-
nomic policy only by an immanent analysis of the debates
based on the accurate knowledge of the economy of the
Soviet twenties. Yet, theoretical parallels can perhaps be
outlined also in a retrospective way, approaching the sub-

-ject from outside.

So much can be seen at once, that the distances between
the theories of Preobrazhensky and Bukharin /held to be hu-
ge in the NEP period/ dwindle in to insignificance in the
light of what materializes subsequently.If we evaluate the
polemic, in its entirety, extending over the 1920s, it
will also become clear how "intimate"™ the relationship is
between the two Bolshevik camps, even amidst the wildest storm
of insults, compared to the coldly reserved behaviour mixed
with suspicion and contempt, which both sides display towards
their debating partners of a Menshevik, bourgeois or Popu-
list past. /Towards those, let it be said, who could have
taught them some lessons in economics/.

l.4. Convergence

To substantiate, however, a deeper relationship in
economic theory, it appears to be necessary to go back te
the history of the immediate events of the Preobrazhensky-
~-Bukharin duel.zo' I would like to demonstrate that their
polemic, though it is not concluded with a formal compromise,
is nevertheless fairly convergent, and not only for tactical
reasons. In order to render palpable the similarity, or the
mutual rapprochement of the participants’ theoretical views
in the debate which lasts two full years, we must clear in
retrospect the polemic - however unfeasible it might appear
- of a few "disturbing"” elements: of the personal drama




of the mutual hostility of the former political friends;
of the inevitably overheated climate of public politi-
cal struggle; and, finally, of the proliferating metaphorical

formulations,

1.4,1. The personal conflict

Apparently, Bukharin 1s the attacking party, whereas
in reality, he only defends himself. From the early perfor-
mance of Bukharin, with his leanings, not, long before, to-
wards Trotskyites and vet joining later the party centre,
one can feel the gquilty conscience. He overcompensates,
works himself up into the debate, moving much below his
own usual theoretical level, preaching rather drastically,
ex~-cathedra, to his former friend and co-author, while,
full of prejudice, he defends the honour of the party’s of-
ficial policy.

Preobrazhensky is not idle either. As a genuine op-
positionist he replies from the position of the oppressed:
incessantly reminding his opponent of his political past
and with professorial superiority demonstrating his oppo-
nent’s intellectual stagnation. He reproaches Bukharin for
his apologetic behaviour and condemns him for giving journa-
listic responses to his own scientific awxguments and for
tendentiously misunderstanding his ideas., The inverted fates
/Preobrazhensky, ousted from political leadership and fin-
ding his home in research work, and Bukharin, increasingly
engaging in direct political power and somewhat suspending
his activity as the scholar of the party result from the
outset in an unfavourable division of labour and vitiate
their relations with controversies that may appear to be
irreconcilable,
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1.4.2. Political waves

This division of labour is at the same time a "job
sharing"” of the party centre and the opposition. Even the
outbreak of the theoretical debate would be impossible to
understand without the appearance of the first great wave
of Trotskyite opposition, not to speak of the fact that
the storm of the Preobrazhensky~Bukharin controversy does
not really abate even after the subsequent creation of the
possibility of a limited theoretical compromise. Bukharin
is not far from the truth when he regards Preobrazhensky'’s
fundamental law of accumulation, formulated in 1924,21' as
a theoretical sanctification of the 1923/24 Trotskyist slogan
of the "dictatorship of industry". That is why, he publis-
hes his response, in the party press [lifting out the debate from
academic circles/ and not only because Preobrazhensky as a
distinguished Jand, in Trotsky'’s absence, often the princi-
pal/ representative of the opposition, often comes face to
face with Bukharin also in political fora. Or because as a
spokesman of the party centre, he is also directly assigned
by it to start a debate with him.

The "sparring partners" exert the most brutal possible
ideoclogical critigue against each other Bukharin accuses
Preobrazhensky of the defence of the particular interests
of a clique aspiring to power and of groups of backward wor-
kers influenced by his "guild ideology", to use an expression
of the time. At the same time Precbrazhensky describes Bukharin
as _"the ideologist of the reconstruction period". An ideolo-
gue, who, being a leading member of the Politbureau gives,
under the pretext of representing general interest, an ide-
ological guise to the 1924/25 turn of economic policy with

its unprincipled concessions to the peasantry.zz’
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The polemic loses some of its violence in the second
half of 1925. The debate flares up again in 1926, which
is unlikely to be sufficiently accounted for by the auto-
nomous develdpment of socialist economics. Of at least the
same importance is the fact that, after the first successes
of Bukharinite "liberal" economic policy which, for some
time, took the wind out of the sail of the opposition,
the ensuing difficulties - the grain crisis in 1925/26,
the goods famine, the restratification of the peasantry, etc.
- offer new theoretical ammunition for Preobrazhensky in
=his attack against Bukharin.

And that its vehemence should not be mitigated, is
ensured by the second great flare-up of the Trotskyist /now
United/ Opposition around the middle of 1926. In such cir-
cumnstances, Bukharin, even if he wanted to, could not re-
gard their clash as a simple academic exchange of views,
Hence, the debate is kept moving, among other things, by
the repelling power of two subsequent waves. Of two wa-
ves, which threaten to break up the most precious Bolshevik
value, party unity. This is the direct cause giving rise
to the overheated climate of the polemic, to the exaggerated,
artificially enlarged divergence of views.

1.4.3. Metaphors with many meanings

211 that has been said about the tone of the pelemic,
alsc applies to the use of words. Since the "academic”
dispute is carried out in political field, the debating part-
ners take it for granted that their theoretical activities
are, at the same time, agitation. And since this agitation
takes place in the Soviet Union of the twenties, metaphorical

language and political phrases with obscure theoretical messa-
ges, have a pronounced significance. In the context of




- 22 -

Preobrazhensky’s imitation of Marx /the structure of The
New Economics follows the pattern of Capital/, the analogy

of primitive accumulation justly appears to be provoca-
tive, and the terms "exploitation" and "devouring” /pozh-

..iranie/ of the private economy appear directly as gn out-
rage to Bukharin, who chooses appeasement of the peasantry
as a guide to everyday political action. It is of course
equally shocking to Preobrazhensky and rousing him to bettle
when Bukharin turns to the peasants with the slogan "get
rich",or when he says that the country should proceed to-

wards socialism along the “co-operative highway" "at a snail'’s
gace".23‘

These metaphorical phrases, however irritating they might
be, and however sharp the conflict of political and ideolo-
gical views they might reflect, can be interpreted from
theoretical aspects in a number of ways. On the one hand,

the debating parties withdraw most of them in the meantinme

for tactical reasons /"exploitation", "get rich", etc./ and,

on the other, they extend their meaning unfil they hardly

differ from their partner’s view /Preobrazhensky’s maxims

of "taking more from the still larger incomes", or "to

pass as quickly as possible through the period of primitive
socialist accumulation® can be good examples of that/. Similarly,
the verbal confuring tricks with the principle of "socia-

lism in dne country" aﬁgqgﬁg so-called "third revolution”®

show how broadly these slcgans can be interpreted. Not to

speak of the boring controversies about the word combinations

"New Economics" and "New Econonic Policy"...24'

l1.4.4. The paths of convergence

If, in our minds, we relieve thepolemic of the metapho-
rical exaggerations, the traditional conflict-based presen-
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tation loses some of its validity, and the cohesive ele-

ments begin to come into prominence. Instead of the
Preobrazhensky-Bukharin confrontation, generally held to
be immobile one can observe two changing and interacting
theoretical performances which, to a certain extent, come
near to one another. Convergence can be observed on seve-

ral planes.

Firstly, the opposing parties compel one another to
examine their own positions thoroughly and to support them
carefully. The abstract law-scholasticism of Preobrazhensky’s
first paper in the Cormunist Academy thus partly gives way,
to a positive exposition in his second lecture,2 :
law of value. It is also in this ma%%gp that Bukharin leaves
the state of condemnatory refutation fragmentary but positive
assertions when, reacting to The New Economics, he formu-
lates his own law of "proportional labour outlays".26' A
law, which supports theoretically the economic policy he has
pursued so far. In the meantime, both of them prune their ar-
guments giving rise to altercations, and, even if they do
not come to an agreement, now they understand each other

better,

on the

Secondly}xéepeatedly referring to formidable extremi-
ties /Menshevism, Populism, Smenavekhism/ they also force
each other not to deviate, at least formally, from the
Leninist line - as they interpret it /NEP, the peasant issue,
cooperatives, etc./. No matter how violent the fight bet-
ween them for the appropriation of Lenin’s theoretical
heritage is, it should not be forgotten that both of them
have slipped out, if not of Gogol’s, then of"Lenin’s over-
coat".
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Thirdly - and this is perhaps of decisive importance -
their rapprochement is also explained by a few very impor-
tant new developments of economic life. The expected ter-
mination of the recovery period, and therebly the real emer-
gence of the accumulation problem, as well as the simulta-
neous appearance of the goods famine compel Bukharin to re-
evaluate the question of industrialization, which he has
largely neglected. The same factors stimulate Preobrazhensky
to explore the structural proportions and general equilib-
rium of the economy. Thus, the allegedly "neo-Populist"
Bukharin brings forth important ideas about industrial de-
velopment, and the allegedly "super-industrialist" Precbrazhensky
unfolds anxieties about economic equilibrium.

And, fcurthly, actual political considerations also dam-
pen the mood of the debating parties. Preobrazhensky has
anyway been condemned in the circles of Trotskyite Opposi-
tion for his "intellectual" outspokenness. Therefore, it
is not surprising that in the period of the establishment
of the Leningrad Opposition, of the compromise resolutions of
the XIVth Congress and of the formation of the United Oppo-
sition, his fellow-opposionists try to silence him. To keep him
back in the interest of a "wait-and-see" policy and of a new
alliance to be concluded with the earlier political opponents.
/It is for this reason that Preobrazhensky abandons certain
terms which he was criticised for using in his paper of
1924: "exploitation”, "plundering", etc./ And as regards
Bukharin, the attempt of the XIV . Congress to compromise
/NEP, state capitalism, kulak question, industrial develop-
ment, etc./ mutes his voice, too. In addition, the occasi-
onal flounderings of the "liberal" economic policy asscci-
ated with him, and the resulting diminution of his power
are bound to produce similar consequences. The difference
isis ~ to put it simply - that it is not Trotsky, but Stalin
who tries to put fetters on him. And when the political deba-
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te flares up again after the middle of 1926, Bukharin no
longer bothers to give his own views in the language of
economic theory when reading the new chapters of Preobraz-
hensky’s the "New Economics" published in the form of ar-
ticles.

If we accept that the debate shows convergence over
time, the question is still open: at what points of econo-

mic theory does mutual rapprochement take place? Here, from

the point of view of our basic assumption, it may be inst-
ructive to look at those statements of either party usually
neglected by speclalists in the history of economic thought,
to which the other party usually does not ascribe special
importance. On the contrary, often accepts them with a con-
descending gesture [for example, assertions about the non-
commodity-producing nature of the state sector or of the
increased "siphoning off" of the growing incomes of the
peasantry/. It is worth observing ,that the lower we descend
into the rathermixedlggéls of abstraction applied in the
polemic, in the direction of actual economic policy, the
less common is this friendly gesture and the tenser are

the controversies.

Let us begin then "from above"., I have already made
mention of the philosophical parallels between Preobrazhensky
and Bukharin in the general theory of the transition period.
We can complement what has been outlined above by the fol-

lowing arguments.

1.5. Doctrine and_ scenario

The general ideoclogical uncertainty following the
"downfall" of War Communism does not mean at the same time
- as we have seen - the lack of a doctrine of economic theory
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relating to the transition period. What is lacking is not
so much a generally accepted doctrine, but rather a uniform

scenario of the transition. The debating parties are making
efforts to elaborate the latter, by the more or less simi-
lar, but rather un convincing application of the methodology
of Marxian economics. Although it is Preobrazhensky who takes
the lead in the fanatical search for the law/s/ governing
the transition, Bukharin alsc, in the form of the law of
proportionate labour outlays, finally accepts the existence
of the principle underlying /directing/ the realization of
the scenario.

True, Bukharin, when speaking of a "planned conscious
law®™ presents its operation in a somewhat less fatalistic
manner, while his opponent emphasizes the objective commands
of the law of primitive socialist accumulation and calls
on the economic leadership to obey them. It is also true
that in his response, Bukharin, with some dialectical turns
and twists, incorporates the state and its economic policy
in the Marxian concept of “basis"?27' All this does not ex-
clude the cynical interpretation that the politician in
power ["we are the law"/ does not wish to have his hands
bound by the opposition’s political and economic demands,
which are forced upon him as a kind of law, in economics,
and he tries to free his actions of any vardstick declared
to be "objective®.

With Preobrazhensky, two laws /requlators/ - the law
of primitive accumulation and the law of value - are in an
irreconcilable fight against each other, while with
Bukharin this same contradiction appears as a non-antagonis-
tic relationship of two principles /planning and spontaneity/

/
within one single law.287ISometies we find this in Preobrazhensky;

too, only he gives a different name to this law./ Therefore,
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it may appear that here the alternative of "confronta-

tion against co-operation" is formulated. In the writings

of Preobrazhensky the battle of the two laws finally leads

to the overcoming and termination of the law of value,

while with Bukharin we see instead of fighting rather com-
patibility and getting along. Yes, but there is the ele-

ment of ousting, too, when = to put it in abstract Bukharinite
terms - one law yie¥ds its validity, by way of evolution, to

the other. Thus, what we can really witness in both cases
is the traditional theory of the "expanding island", whet-
her it is called rashly the "devouring" of pre-socialist

forms /Preobrazhensky/, or more finely, the gaining ground
of the proletarian "oasis" in the peasant "desert" /Bukharinl?g'

In addition, the debating parties combine their pes- u
simistic and optimistic views at this point in a similar way.
Experiencing the faster recovery of the private sector in
the first vears of the NEP, they unanimously come to the
"pessimistic" conclusion that the state economy cannot thrive |
without special effeorts at making use of the means of "mono-

30.

polistic self-defence". Any state of the economy appro-

ximating to laissez faire would mean not only putting the
clock back with regard to the achievements of monopoly capi-
talism in economic organizaticn, but would also necessarily
lead to the defeat of socialist forms in the struggle of
the two regulators (principles/. If, however, we insist on
protectionism /which is in Preobrazhensky tantamount to
strengthening the state sector by means of primitive accumu-
lation so that it may reach, as soon as possible, the level |
where it can enforce its inherent advantages automatically/, |
then the state economy will be capable of expanding without }
limitations, and the scope of planning may expand incessantly - |
as they both think optimistically. E
|
I
|
\
|
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However emphatically Bukharin stresses the plan of
gradual collectivization of the private peasant farms
fusing, in the case of nepmen an expression [vvzhit’[ which
means both survival and chucking out/,31' he does not find
a genuine opponent in Preobrazhensky who, for the lack of
an actual peasant programme, awoids engaging in a debate,
saying that what does not exist cannot constitute the sub-
ject of a scientific analysis.32' And as far as Bukharin is
concerned, although his protectionism is not as persistent
as that of his opponent, neither he denies /nor can he /| the
Leninist principle of "kto kogo" /[Preobrazhensky’s notion
of the struggle of the two regulators is practically a pa-

raphrase of that principle./

In 1922, Preobrazhensky publishes an early preparatory
study of his later book still under the title From NEP
to SOCialism,33’presuming that the real beginning of the
transition period presupposes the transcending of the NEP,
In The New Economics he already raises only terminological
misgivings concerning the concept of the NEP, Thus, he does
not come into collision with his partner, who in turn supports
the slogan "with NEP to socialism” as a seguel to the idea
of peasantry growing into socialism. Although Precbrazhensky
inserts, by projecting primitive socialist accumulation, a
new, preparatory stage into the initial phase of the transi-
tion period, he does not take a stand on the growing-in
process, That is, on the question whether the preparatory stage
will be concluded by the so-called "third revolution”", fol-
lowing the February and the October ones.

211l things considered, not only the doctrine relating
to the transition process, but also the "director" /the
directing law/ of the scenario envisaged by the two authors
and the theoretical guidelines of the action sketched out
in the scenario are very close to one another. Not to speak
of the basic dichotomy of the actors’ team. State economy

i.lll--_______,
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/primarily large-scale industry/, primitive accumulation,
planning on the one hand; private peasant farming, law

of value, spontaneity, on the other - this is Preobrazhensky’s
classification. Bukharin also sets up a dualisitic model,

but in his case, of course,no mention is made of primitive
accumulation, and the law of value yields its place not

to the law of socialist accumulation, but to the law of pro-
portional labour outlays "unmasking its sinful value disgqu-
ise?

1.6, Parallels of market mechanisms

From a theoretical point of view, dualistic fragmen-
tation is in both cases disjunce, in the sense that the op-
posing parties derive the categories of commodity producti-
on unanimously from outside the state economy, from exchange
between the two sectors. They hold that the infiltration of
market elements /the inverted devouring-ousting process/
should be condemned and terminated. Bukharin has no khozrashchet

theory either in the preeent-day sense of the socialist mar-
ket economy, or in any other sense [the two principles are
co~operating in his system outside the scope of the state
economy/. Therefore, the consensus between the two parties
in the matters of the mechanism - to use a current phrase -
1s quite profound as far as the internal relations of the so-
cialist sector are concerned. And as to the relationship
between the state and the private sector, it is Preobrazhensky
who /unlike his opponent/, instead of making high-flying
statements about reliance on the peasant market, begins to
carry out a far-reaching structural analysis of exchange

relations, indicating where he sees /and where not/ a real
possibility of excluding the market, or where the laws of
accumulation and of value are opposed, and where they work

together.34’
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We might say that in his case all this serves mainly

the aim of laying the foundations of his famous /or no-
torious theory of "unequal exchange" between industry and
agriculture, that is, of the "exploitation" of the peasantry.
But the principle of siphoning-off the incomes, is not denied
by Bukharin either. On the contrary, he explicity agrees with
his opponent about the fairly ambigquous demand to take more
of the growing incomes of the peasants. At the same time,
Preobrazhensky also admits the political limits of income
redistribution. In addition, he does not regard the
siphoning-off of incomes as a one-way process,but as the
first stage of redistribution [the advantage of which will
also be enjoyed by the village, for example in the form of
credits./35‘

By this, and by assuming the rise in peasant incomes,
he tacitly approves of the basic Bukharinite principles of
stimulating the peasantry. Preobrazhensky does not wish
either to abolish the internal market at once, moreover, he
appears to accept its expansion, while Bukharin’s Dodonaic
phrase about reliance on the peasant market by no means exclu-
des Preobrazhensky’s demand for the strengthening of state
requlation of exchange between industry and agriculture.
Consequently, the postulates of "exploitation through the
market” /Preobrazhensky/ and "accumulation through circula-

tion" /Bukharin/ are perhaps - at least at the level of the-
36.

ory - not very far from one another.

1.7. Similarity in the theory of economic growth -
- dissimilarity in evaluating the economic situation

The mechanisms of unegual exchange and of accumulation
through circulation equally serve, in the last analysis,
the aims of industrial development. The Preobrazhensky-Bukharin
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polemic is usually called industrialization debate. In
searching for theoretical divergences, let us also des-
cend from the heights of value and market theories to
that level, It will not be easy here either to "accuse"
the opposing parties of being lagaged in a really theore-
tical dispute.

Thelr views about the general necessity of industria-
lization, or about the advantages of state-owned large-scale
industry hardly have ever differed. What is more, it is exactly
the subject of industrialization, where the rapprochement

is the quickest. It may appear unbeilevable but it is
difficult to characterize Preobrazhensky in the 1924-26 -

S
debatg a theoretician unambigously supporting the autarchic

development of heavy industry. He mentions cursorily the
thesis of the faster development of the capital goods sec-
tor, but in outlining the law of primitive socialist accu-
nulation he speaks of syphoning-off incomes into industry

in general, and not of pumping them into heavy industry in
particular., He also seriously harbours the idea of importing
fixed capital.37' Bukharin will also "discover™ the light
industry only later, in the cocurse of the preparation of the

first five-vear plan and now he has only little to say on
the essence of that subject apart from the rejection of
the "dictatoriship of industry" and the single plan of the
national economy.

But the debate unfolding around The New Economics is

carried on first of all about the sources of industrializa-
tion and not about the methods of it. Preobrazhensky does
not exclude theoretically the possibility that the internal
accumulation of industry can be expanded. He even speaks
openly of the self-restraint ["self-exploitation"/ to be un-
dertaken by the proletariat in the interest of primitive
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accumulation39‘ and expects a reduction in the wage costs

as a result of it. Bukharin’s idea about decreasing wage-
-costs through acceleration of the circulation process 1is,
in principle, not alien to him either. He simply holds that
this ac:umulation process is not sufficiently fast and re-
liable. ©*

No doubt, if they had been asked between 1924 and 1926
to draw up the accumulation plan of industry, the index
number given by Preobrazhensky would have definitely surpassed,
if only to a diminishing extent, that of Bukharin. But do-
es this enable us to assert that behind the reqular differen-
ces experienced in practical economic policy, alternative
standpoints in growth theory are at work? In my view, wecan
hardly do so. Both authors build their explanations basi-
cally on the simplest demand-supply chain relationships of
the economy, and they differ mostly in deciding which link
in the chain to choose first. From here on, the combining
of the rest of the links is carried out by the same logic.
Preobrazhensky and Bukharin assume /for the most part tacitly
but to the same degree: 1./ the complete spin-off of market
effects from one sector to another; 2./ the positive feed-
backs of the development process; 3./ the unlimited nature
of growth; and 4./ that it does not necessarily involve the
diminishing of efficiency. /With respect to the first fi-
ve-year plan both of them recognize rapidly how weak their
assumptions were - this appears to be one of their greatest
merits in socialist economics./41' Given free capacities in
abundance, these assumptions, of course, cannot be regarded
as absurd. And though it is Preobrazhensky who formulates

the charge against Bukharin, he too is, in this sense, an
42,

"ideoclogue of the restopation period."”

And the choice of what to prefer in economic policy,
to increase industrial or agricultural supply, which link
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of the chain to grasp, depends primarily on how they
determine the initial economic situation. Preobrazhensky
starts his train of thought by emphasizing the backwardness
of industry, while Bukharin stresses the underdevelopment
of agricultural commodity production, The former refers to
the slower recovery of the industry /mainly heavy industry/,
and the latter to the lessons of the scissors crisis of
1923/24.43/AS already menticned, Bukharin, in view of the
subsequent goods famine, revises this premise to a certain
extent, while his opponent, with the pride of "I told you
so" feels his own premise to be proved./ In his way, Pre-
obrazhensky, too justifies his view by eliminating a large
sectoral disproportion /the lagging behind of industry/
therefore he cannot be abstractly depictad either as an

enemy to macro~economic equilibrium.

In the case of Bukharin, the stimulation of the
commodity-production of the peasantry puts the engine of
growth into motion, while in Preobrazhensky'’s view,agri-
cultural purchasing power has already surpassed industrial
supply. Therefore it is to be feared that, owing to the
chronic shortage of goods he wants to buy, the peasant will
leave the market. Stimulation is inconceivable without an
appropriate counter-supply of industrial goods fo use his
formulation: owing to the "inhibited reflex of the law
of value®”, the distribution advantages enjoyed by the
peasant will hardly lead in the foreseeable future to an
increase in agricultural output/, thus the industrial
supply has first to be raised.44 Apparently, Preobrazhensky
is not willing either to risk peasant economy turning sub=-
sistence farming, and [although his debating partner does
not believe him/ he abandons the glorification of war
communist inflation. /Did he ever glorify it? - See Chapter

2¢3.5./ He criticizes Bukharin’s policy of reducing the
prices of industrial goods not for theoretical reasons
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but mainly because he regards it ineffective,owing to the

dominance of intermediary private trade. Bukharin is
dissatisfied with the monopolistic practice of pricing
in the state industry also not on principle, but rather on

account of its degree,45

All in all, even in this least abstract field of
economic theory, in which growth theory is contiguous to
the theory of economic policy and where scholarly con-
siderations might clash directly, the debate can be
translated rather easily into the question of practical
economic policy, where it is necessary to intervene in a
more or less similarly interpreted short-term 'conjunctural®

process in the interest of accelerating growth,

1.8, A la recherche d’une polémigque...

All this is of course not intended to diminish the
conflicts of the debating parties outside theory. Quite
the contrary: while in the course of the polemic the
ideclogical political and economic-political differences
do not usually assume the character of real conflicts in
theory, the theoretical divergences reflecting insignificant
shifts of emphasis mostly conceal differences of vital im-

portance in ideology, politics and economic policy. The
internal structure and velocity of economic processes of

a theoretically similar nature, the consistency of changes,
the stability and load-bearing capacity of the system, etc.
are obviously assessed by the representatives of power and
of the opposition in different ways. The real situation

is not one where Bukharin does not agree with Preobrazhensky’s
more radical ideas but rather where he does not yet, or no

longer agrees with them.,

True, Preobrazhensky would take amiss these words
saying that it is not the speeding up of the transition
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period proposed by him but Bukharin’s "defeatist" solu-
tions that threaten the “"smychka" /the worker-peasant alliance/
his opponent is so much anxious about, He would emphasize
that the friend and enemy image of the ideology represented
by him does not differ from what Bukharin requires. And,
what is even more important, he would also declare
arrogantly, that his scientific works are concerned with
theory and not with economic pelicy: he wishes to present

an ideal state of affairs, and the discussion of ideological
and political concessions needed for its implementation is
the task of other forao46

Differences in practical economic programs of the
two participants of the polemic are anyway hard to measure, 1
The rather vague requirements /[which, in addition, are often |
not their own, but are by one party imputed to the other/,
such as slow or fast growth, low or high prices, minimal
or maximal industrial profits, etc., would not say much to
a practical economist even if they express differing
intentions in the peculiar language of the time, Especially
not if the means of implementation are also similar. To say
nothing of the fact that at the end of the recovery period,
when already the exact index numbers have to be given,

the narrow scope for economic manoceuvres draws the

opposing parties much closer to one another., /See, for
example, the discussicns around the "Control Figures"/.

Hence, is there not a storm in the teacup either?
We should not go as far as that, On "the contrary. It
would be definitely misleading to forget about the dif- |
ferences, apparently negligible at first sight, in actual
economic policy. Because we could hardly justify, exclu-
sively by means of political and ideological analysis,
why the theoretical differences, often of a "much ado about
nothing® nature, have finally resulted in repeated dis-
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ruptions of party unity with a lasting political crisis,
or in economic decisions demanding millions of human

lives,

A political-ideological explanation is needed, in
my view, not instead of but alongside with an economic-
political investigation. The reason for this is that even
if we cannot exactly measure the differing views on practical
economic policy, we might at least decode them, In other
words, we should regard the differences in the objectives
of economic policy as responses varying not so much in
their theoretical as in political and ideological origin.,
As responses, which differ according o the attitudes of
power and the opposition, respectively, to a number of
economic and political crises in the Soviet twenties, Un-
less we put daily politics and ideoclogy into brackets, together
with economric practice, right at the start of the analysis,
then perhaps the traditional conflict-oriented presentation
of the period can be revived, be made more authentic, Namely
by making use of it where we can find traces of real con-
flicts,

Thus, we may escape becoming the passive audience
of what we could call the "theoretical theatre" of the 1920s,
Because from the fact that a conflict is played by the
actors on the stage of theory, preferably in the form of a
drama, we need not necessarily conclude any more than
that these are the dominant choreographic habits of that
time,

In this connection, Preobrazhensky’s words addressed
to Bukharin might be a kind of warning /the following
sentences could also have been, of course, formulated by
Bukharin/:
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"When I, along with other comrades, was prosecuted
in one of the trials for belonging to the Party, in
1910, and I pointed out to our counsel /the well-=known
Kerensky/ that his plan for the defence included a
variant which departed from the truth even when it would
be more advantageous for defence counsel simply to tell
the truth, he answered me: We need to construct a variant
of the defence which will be more easily grasped and
which the judges will accept more readily, and not to
complicate the structure of our defence with observations
about what actually happened in particular cases,

Such are the rules of defence in the court, But
such also are the rules of political attack. In this
kind of attack it is not always necessary to say, and
sometimes it is even quite necessary not to say, what
actually is, It is important to create the variant of
the charge which is most advantageous and at the same
time the crudest and most easily to be stuffed into the
reader’s head, This rule of both juridical and political
aesthetics Comrade Bukharin has evidently begun to

master."47
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"Attempts to effect a general nationa-
lization of the small houses as well
as of the large ones... had as their
only result that the nationalized
houses large and small had no one to
care for them properly; they fell
into disrepair, and in many cases
there was no one willing to live in
them. On the other hand, feelings of
animosity towards the Soviet Power
were aroused among the owners of the
small houses." /[Precbrazhensky/

"YOUNG" PREOBRAZHENSKY: FROM "REGIONAL

WAR COMMUNISM" TO "CENTRAL SOCIALISM"
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) If, leaving behind the few years of heated de-
bates,we were to return in imagination back to the early
twenties and then to proceed forward to the early
thirties, in these periods we could easily experience,
in addition to evidence of Preobrazhensky’s and Bukharin’s
theoretical affinity, also instances proving the closest
relationship of their views on matters of politics and
economic policy. Even if Cyrill and Methodius divest
themselves of their monk’s frocks and change for a short
time into Puskhin'’s duellist heroes /see the caricatures
of the time/, they will soon come closer again to one
another, but this time already as rather reluctant
soldiers of the army of Genghis Khan /as Bukharin calls
Stalin/. They are deliberating, in a community of ideas,
not only on the birth but also on the dying away of the
New Economic Policy, and they come almost simultaneously
to a well-considered acceptance of the introduction of
the NEP in 1921/22 and then, as if nothing had happened
in between, to a more or less vigorous criticism of its

liguidation at the end of the decade.

But let us not go into further details of "consensus
research” because it needs - as we have seen - also "another
Bukharin" along with "the other Preobrazhensky." I don’t

. want to abuse the reader’s patience, therefore I
remain loyal, in what follows, to the person of Preobrazhensky
No 2. And I do this with the aim of adding new features
to his portrait, which, as comes from the comparison with
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Bukharin, was definitely "milder" than expected. Let us
modify now the widespread view underlying even the most
tolerant 1nte;pretations of Preobrazhensky, which maintain
that the author’s allegedly radical industrialization con-

cept is supported by his theory of war communism, which he
49

never rejected,

In so far as we, on the basis of what has been out-
lined above, do not take the "wild® roles traditionally
assigned to Preobrazhensky quite seriously, then we can
perform this task, with respect to the period before and
after 1924-1926, in four steps:

1. First, if we examine his political career, practically
undisclosed until now, which between 1917 and 1921 led him
from the Urals to the post of CC secretary we can discern
in his larger studies, written during the Civil War, not
only the voice of maximalism urging on communism, but also
the voice of Realpolitik especially in matters of agrarian

policy. Therefore, however surprising it is - we may also
entertain strong doubts about whether "young" Preobrazhensky
/he was around 30 that time/ belonged to the most radical

/or even typical/ theoreticians of war communism,

2. Secondly, we can present the author’s almost
completely unknown journalistic activity /partly as a financial
expert/ between 1921 and 1923, and through it his large-scale
work as an NEP propagandist, in order to modify the assertion

that in this period, Preobrazhensky is exclusively orthodox
critic of the Leninist concept of state capitalism and a
champion of the romantic utopia of From NEP to Socialism,

A thinker, who expects his prophecies predicted in his
pamphlets on communism to materialize overnight, And who,
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when the Kingdom of Heaven fails to come, starts a new
theoretical work /The New Economics/ to sum up again, at

a higher level, his old postulates.

3, Thirdly, we may meditate on the paradox of why
Precbrazhensky’s views on economic policy underwent a mo-
deration at some points /or at least did not exhibit the
expected degree of radicalization after his debate with
Bukharin, Exactly at a time when the political climate
around Trotskyist Opposition got hotter again in 1926/27.
In this way, we may probably have a greater chance of
solving the mystery of what exactly motivated the main
theoretical economist of the oppeosition to break away from
his exiled companicns and to join forces with his hated
political opponents,

4, And fourthly, we may also outline the portrait of
"elderly" Preobrazhensky coming back into legality, but
disillusioned at once in the new Stalinist world. Of the
man who waged his little rear-guard fights with means more
limited than before, to accomplish the task of the creation-

restoration of a workable economy, What might be of some

use to us is, above all, the Trotsky-Preobrazhensky
correspondence /[1928-29/, which has been only superficially
analyzed by the relevant literature, Nor can we avoid re-
-reading, in a new light /assuming a theoretical resentment
concealed in a kind of loyalty/, the author'’s works written
in 1929-1936 on financial affairs, the world economy and
planning, as well as some of his newspaper articles.

/{Being aware, of course, of the fact that the Precbrazhensky
sources of the 1930s - also including works available in
print - are very scarce, indirect and not very reliable./

In what follows I shall have - for lack of space -
only the opportunity to make the reader little more
acquainted with the - "young” Preobrazhensky of the first
period, perhaps the least discussed one of the above-
-mentioned stages of his life. I hope, nevertheless, that
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the historical analysis below will not only support what
has been set out about the Bukharin-Preobrazhensky debate)
but will also provide sufficient basis for making the
reader sceptical, at least in the case of Precbrazhensky,
of the validity of the theoretical parallelism between

war communism and Stalinism,

"This is not me" - Precobrazhensky might angrily
exclaim at seeing the portrait painted of him by posterity,
from which he looks at us as the chief theoretician of
war communism. But he himself is in no small measure

also responsible for the fact that many regard him as "f®vgenii

the Terrible", especially if we also take his early ac-
tivity into account, At first sight, it appears as if he
enjoyed his roles of a blustering politician and of a

regular devil of a theoretician.

He picks a quarrel with Stalin as early as the VI
Congress of the Bolshevik Party in 1917, when giving the
future global secretary a supercilious talking-to in the
=2 At the I and
III Congresses of the Soviets, he incessantly provokes the

debate on the stages of the revolution,

representatives of the Provisional Government and of the

51, and later, already as a "left

left-wing parties
communist®™, he behaves off-handedly towards the commissars

of the Bolshevik government and speaks, rebuking even Lenin,
52

of the dictatorship of "certain persons® in the party.
In theoretical questions he comes into a close contact with
the "omniscient"” Moscovites looked upon as the young

Titans of the party /Bukharin, Osinsky, Pyatakov, V.Smirnov,
etc./, and in his great restlessness he cannot be said

to be far from rejecting any career advantages of youthful
radicalism,
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He soon takes sides with Lenin, but when, early in
1918, the latter wants to put a brake on the revolutionary
rush, he even runs ahead of him and joins the group of
the "left communists" who were rejecting state-capitalism

and urging a revolutionary war,

- A party functionary of the Urals /at that time one
of the most radical regional organizations/, who puts on
here theuuniform of theppolitical commissar of the Third
Army in the battles against Kolchak and takes part later

in the Sovietization of Bashkiria;53

- an editor-journalist of Pravda, who attacks any
sign of activity of the followers of the Constituent =«
Assembly, of the representatives of the competitive parties
or of the anarchist movement with the utmost hatred and |

from the position of power; H

- Secretary of the Central Committee, during whose
period of office the hierarchical leading apparatus of |
the party is built up with an unheard-of rapidity;5

- a prominent orator of the "trade union debate®,
who, in the last minute, adopts Trotsky'’s étatist platform

- the party’s young theoretical economist, who
pathetically recommends to the printing press of the
People’s Commissariat of Finance his first large-scale
financial study, which allegedly urges the introduction

of a moneyless economy by the unleashing of inflation;56

The above~-listed of Preobrazhensky’s characteristics
appear more than enough for the historical analyst to
construct the character-type of an uncompromising
"Bolshevik of War Communism,"

At the same time, the propounding of extremist views
is, for a considearable time, - apart from the first half
of 1918 - byno means a losing strategy within the party.

Thus, Preobrazhensky'’s "war communism" could also simply
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be considered as a more or less involuntary personal
adaptation, as a necessary prerequisite for being admitted
to the "dominant circles", Rising in the Bolshevik
hierarchy, which he also manages to achieve with an
alarming velocity, is at that time hardly conceivable
without assuming the attitude of an inexorable revolutionary
/especially if the Uralian organization is the “stepping
stone”/, regardless of whether it is undertaken as a matter
of faith as, probably, in the case of Preobrazhensky, or

not,

It would make no difference at all if this pattern
of behaviour were to last over whole pre-NEP period,
But in the case of Preobrazhensky, we can hardly speak
of more than a kind of a priori war communist behaviour
in both theory and practice. Because after the "left
communist” interlude we can only identify this pattern
with certainty by the much cherished ideological final
objectives, the political techniques and the intellectual
externalities /language, mode of expression, choice of
the subject/,

Preobrazhensky /as Bukharin, too/ awakes probably
only after the failure of the leftist fraction to the re-
cognition that what was directly desirable for his rise
in the hierarchy a few months ago, will soon be too much
to keep his position in it. As with so many of his
comrades, with him, too, the solution to the crisis of
conscience ["to organize a new party around the old conviction,

or to create a new, compromise-based, conviction for the
old party"/ is provided by the sudden outbreak of the Civil
War. And this not only because of the enforced cohesion under

the conditions of the "besieged fortress".

The Civil War is to impair Preobrazhensky's con-
ceptual radicalism by much more significant concessions
that., Partly by experiencing the "civil disobedience"”
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of the peasantry, who constitute the bulk of the Red Army,
his desires to transform society diminish; partly by
changing from a provincial leader into a central party
bureaucrat, he is filled with a sense of responsibility for

the whole nation; and, finally, his inclinations to
Realpolitik are also strengthened by the fact that, having
risen into the CC apparatus, he must, along with ideological

and theoretical tasks, much more often intervene also in
matters of economic management and harmonize the activities

of bureaucratic organizations. Although the revolutionary
will never become a real reformer, nevertheless the few
months "ideological®” period at the end of 1917 and beginning

of 1918 will soon be replaced by an increasingly
"administrative" stage in Precbrazhensky’s pre-NEP activity.

The world of everyday life which often destroys his
illusions, the "realism" of bureaucracy, does not of course
completely destroy his faith, The age of ideology does not
come to an end once for all for Preobrazhensky either.

It is often only prolonged: the main function of
Weltanschauung, withdrawn from daily practice back to

the world of theory, willibe again the maintenance of
promising perspectives is his case, too, This circumstance

easily misleads the outside observer wishing to interpret
the vision of communism as a direct gquide in actual daily

practice, since in Preobrazhensky'’s theoretical works of
allegedly "war communist character" the vision is preserved
but its realisation is gradually postponed. But if we un-
derstand by war communism not simply the forced post-
ponement of the final aim, but also a programme for con-
structing a current economic and social system then the
model " Bvgenii the Terrible" /which is prepared, as a rule,
through projecting forward the past of October radicalism
and through projecting backwards Preobrazhensky’s
Trotskyist future/ is unlikely to help us,
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2.1.1. Innate radicalism?

It is, in my view, ex-
clusively in the usual absense of historical sources that
Preobrazhensky’s behaviour after October can be comfort-
ably explained, in personality terms, by his inherently
extremist attitude, or by saying that he works himself up

into a more and more radical position, for example, by

making, we might say, a war communist virtue of the necessity
of war. True, his inclination to theoretical over-generali-
zations and pathetic exaggerations hardly weakens up to the
late twenties, but, with the exception of a few editorial
articles inciting to enthusiasm, we can find in all his
arguments along with images of a bright future, more and

more references to grey everyday life and, what connects the
two, to a realistic programme of socialist - not communist - !
transition. The clear-headed self-control '/of a scientist’s

- hair-splitting type/ only rarely fails.

An original radicalism? Can we believe it of the
East-Siberian politician, publishing in bourgeois papers
during the war, who is an anti-social-chauvinist, but ready

to cooperate peacefully, on a Zimmerwald basis, with

Mensheviks and SRs even after the February revolution and
generally supporting the Provisional Government57? Or can

we believe it of the future political commissar in the Urals,
whom Béla Kun rebukes, amidst the battles of the Civil War,
saying: if Soviet power also wins in Hungary, one would
certainly not treat the enemy of the working class as

leniently as Preobrazhensky and his comrades do Kolchak's
58

soldiers?
between his "regional®” and "central” self, who constantly

Or even of the CC secretary being at variance

complains of being inundated with files depressed by his
inflated staff and, not unconnected with it, by his in-

capacity of decision-making?59

Nor do the well-known and somewhat more sociologically

inspired explanations provide a firmer basis to start from
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than the psychological ones, Most of them hardly go beyond
the simple formulae of "Bolshevism drunk with power and

the victory gained in the Civil War", or of "the breed of
voung radicals".6° Bolshevik maximalism at the turn of

the years 1917 and 1918 would be of course hard to under-
stand without taking into account the intoxicating impacts
of the unexpectedly successful uprising, or the ideological
demands of party policy, rejecting at the very outset all
serious attempts at coalition., It is also true that the
common intellectual endeavours ambitiously undertaken with
Bukharin tempt him to exaggerate, But, in Preobrazhensky'’s
case, we cannot even sufficiently account for the radicalism
of these few months in this way, not to mention the Civil
War period or the fact that with him, contrary to many of
his comrades, the year 1920, that is, the year of victory,
does not produce a new flare-up of the faith in War Com-
munism, nourishing the illusion that "now the obstacles

have been eliminated for ever."

2.1.,2. Regional factionalism and/or "left communism,"”

Let us tell the story from its beginning, but now in
more detail, The first serious changes in the way of
thinking of the former exile Preobrazhensky, who in April
1917 was still peacefully cooperating with the Mensheviks
and the SRs, manifest themselves at the summer meetings
of the I Congress of the Soviets. As the spokesman, beside
Kollontai and Stalin, of the national affairs of the
Bolshevik fraction, he is an extremist supporter of self-
determination and thus represents a standpoint opposing
the Provisional Government in the debates on the Finnish
and Ukranian questions.61 It may be assumed that it is
here that he first comes to feel the wind of great politics.

No dodbt,he is also entranced by the possibility, long
|

awaited in the underground and now suddenly emerging, of
performing joint actions with the élite of the party, but |
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in his soul he still remains for years [also/ a provincial

functionary.

Because when he is fighting over matters of self-
-determination in the summer of 1917, he merely reiterates
those autonomist principles, in another context, which
in the spring he used in his agitation against the abuses
of the special government emissaries sent to Siberia at
the Soviet conferences in Chita and Irkutsk, or which he

used to argue against the amalgamation of the East-Siberian
62

and Far-Eastern Soviets,

Moreover, he takes sides already at the I Congress
of the Soviets not only with supporters of national self-
determination, but also joins battle for regional [i.e.
Uralian independenc’:e.63 Later, from the autumn of 1917
until the spring of 1918, the same considerations will re-
appear when Preobrazhensky, already as a "true-born" cadre
of the Urals, tries to defend local independence of his

party and Soviet organizations,

And here we have come to the essence of the matter,
In my view, it is the “sound" demand for decentralization
of the Urals and of the region's Bolshevik organization,
without which it would hardly be possible to give a valid
explanation, including Preobrazhensky’s role of a "left

communist”, for the causes of his revolutionary fervour,
On my part, I would look for the origin of his initial
maximalism in his "geographical presence" rather than in
his ideological past.

At the VI Congress in July-August 1917 he still
criticizes Stalin, who represents the then still heretical
principle of the victory of socialist revolution in one
country.64 Thus, while Preobrazhensky, being afraid of a
counter-revolutionary action, fights in the capital, on
an orthodox basis, against political adventurism accelerating
the revolution in Russia, at home, in the Urals, many of
the decisions following the October uprising are realized
under his guidance., Consequently, his radicalism can also
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be regarded as an apology: as a "just" self-defence of a

regional party organization rushing forward in relation

to the others /and not only against the Provisional Go-

vernment, but also against the moderate majority of
Bolshevik party leadership./ Because the Uralian "left
communists” more or less also achieve all that their young
allies in Moscow were only talking of.

And what is perhaps even more important, necessary
self-defence finds ideological support in decentralist
thinking,., In decentralism, which in the ambiguous Leninist

model of "democratic centralism in a commune-state" con-

centrates on the second element and which, as such, can
hardly be regarded as a forerunner of the centralizing-
totalitarian principles of the subsequent theory of war
communism, Preobrazhensky - as we shall see - will not be
bale even at the pinnacle of his career as CC secretary,

to discard some of his respect for organizational pluralism,
i.e, for centrifugal movements within the party and the
state., /Hence his "democratism”, much talked of in Trotskyite
literature, which - needless to say - does not apply to the

other parties, nor does it bring into question the leading
role of the Bolsheviks in the party-state relationship./

Incidentally, Precobrazhensky is not the fieriest
possible "left communist™ either, Whether we regard
his votes cast at the exclusive debate on the Brest-Litovsk
peace treaty in January 1918 in the Central Committee, or his

declaration in May demanding the convening of an extraor-
dinary party congress, or his articles written at this time
in Pravda or Uralskii Rabochii, either we sense a kind of
uncertainty in principles in his formulations, or the "sacred”
principles are polluted by the practicism of regional

lobbying.65

He finds, in general, the conclusion of a peace treaty
between a socialist and an imperialist state conceivable

does not suggest the interruption of peace negotiations,
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and, what is more, he is also able to accept a peace
treaty with German annexation, not to speak of economic
contracts to be made with imperialist states., And when he
warns of the need to protect the achievements of October
against the policy of "central Soviet power” /to use his
words/66, he stresses the opposition to the centre of the

Uralian party organization /representing, with regard to
its membership, the largest and strategically the most
defensible industrial area of the time/ with at least the
same emphasis as the defence of the achievements of the

revolution itself.

The concessions made to the cooperatives, to the rural
bourgeoisie and to foreign capital, the abolition of
workers’ control and the direction from above of the state
by chinovnik methods =~ all these measures, writes Preob-
brazhensky, commenting on the decisions of the regional
party conference in the Urals, "particularly acutely affect
the Urals, where foreign capital had made immense investments
before the revolution, a territory which with its natural
resources is most attractive for world capital even today,
and which, being the most organized area, has made the
greatest progress in the construction of socialism."” Con-
sequently, the state-capitalism experiment means, in the
eyes of the local cadres, also an action against the Urals,
the neglect of the regional party organization. This is
why they protest vigorously against "the plenipotentiary
commissars coming from above and causing chaos", decide

to establish a local autonomous organ, the Uralskaia

Trudovaia Kommuna, almost tantamount to a federative re-
public, and call for the convening of a party congress,
to be in contrast to the Seventh, really representative,

Preobrazhensky declares with real pride: we had
already taken our decisions before the April theses of
the Moscow "left communists® became known in the Urals.

Our economic resolution, for example, - he writes - "is
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not the result of a theoretical deduction, but is based

on the practical experience of the socialist transformation
w67
of the Urals,

determined defence of regional interest are interwoven in-

This is how communist conviction and a

extricably for the historical observer, too.

for the alternatives of the socialist transformation of

agriculture/

This question may sound rather unhistorical: would
we have found Precobrazhensky among the "left communists"
even if he, on returning from Siberia, had been thrown
by his good fortune not to the Urals, radical from the
very outset, but to some more conservative middle-peasant
region? Perhaps this approach is not so absurd if we also
take into account the essential shift of emphasis, which
took place in his way of thinking in less than a year,

A shift caused mainly by the fact that he, after his ex-

periences in the "progressive" proletarian Urals, has the

opportunity, during the Civil War, to get acquainted with

the "reactionary" peasant Urals and also with some of the

central gubernii - .In the case of a hot-headed demagogue

this change would certainly result in distrust and in a
flare-up of hatred against the reluctant class ally, It is
Preobrazhensky’s merit that he, becoming aware of the
actual power relations, begins to familiarize himself with

the new situation realistically and with readiness to make

compromises,

In the foregoing I have tried to prove three
assertions about Preobrazhensky’s alleged "war communism”,
These are, to put it in a somewhat oversimplified way, as
follows: 1/ if he is a radical Bolshevik, he is also a
conformist and lobbyist;2/ if he is a "left communist",
he is rather a "mid-left" one; 3/ and, finally, if he is
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a "war communist® at all, he 1s so in a decentralist

sense and prematurely. I have complemented the last statement

by references to Preobrazhensky'’s subsequent gradual dis=—
illusionment with radicalism. While, in this process, the
invariably radical final aim of communism shifts in his
perception from the near future to an indefinitely remote
point of time, concern with the peasantry, with the
affairs of the nation, and with his daily office work
ripens in him a realistic, socialist programme of a longer
transition period well before the introduction of the WEP.
How does he lose his illusions in 1918-19207?

2,2,1, The programme of "legal” nationalization,

Those who know Preobrazhensky in his Trotskyist
period as a politician demanding the "milking of the
peasantry®, or as the author of theoretical works, which
contain, in the NEP period, no agrarian programme, /quite
inconceivable in the Russian context/ will certainly be
surprised to learn: he is, in the heroic age, an im-

portant /if not the most important/ agrarian expert of

the Bolshevik party. Already his début in Pravda is marked

by articles on the peasant programme.68 At the end of 1917

and for about two years afterwards he pours out articles

on that subject nearly each week. He writes a number of
pamphlets on the grain monopoly, on rural wage-labour,

and on the attitude of the peasants toward socialismsg,
while he travels all around the country diligently collect-
ing his experiences about changes in rural life, In the

meantime, he begins to see with increasing clarity the

"realities of life", which he finds no longer as simple

as before,

In December 1917, he begins his journalistic ac-

tivity in Pravda, still demanding a new Bolshevik agrarian
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programme, emphasizing that the acceptance of the SR-type
socialization should be considered as a simple tactical
concession, In the alternative of land distribution with
or without nationalization, he votes for the former, but
reckons already at that time with a long transition
period until, after overcoming the insistence of the
peasantry on independent small holdings, the ideal si-
tuation, "the conscious regulation of the economy /at
least/ on a national scale," is attained. In the belt
between private and state economy he can imagine a great
number of intermediate solutions, which rely on the
traditions of the peasantry’s common land use, but do not

yield one iota from the final aim, nationalization, "un-
less - as he writes - we want to revise the very concept

of socialism."70

But nationalization is with Preobrazhensky already
at that time, too primarily a category of property rights.

He does not announce a forced unfication of small farms,
which constitute the overwhelming majority, and suggests
the creation of the so-called “social model farms" only

on the state-owned land or on the confiscated landowners/
kulak and church lands. In addition, state ownership would
be exercised in his conception by the centre in joint co-

operation with the local organs of people’s power, The
state or "social cultivation" of land /obshchestvennaia
obrabotka zemli/ would not be carried ocut in a factory
organization, but in the ggggy form, with the participa-
tion, in the first place, of the poor peasantry /bedniaks/.

According to his draft programme, state regulation
would gradually be extended over agriculture as a whole,
In the first stage, in addition to the grain monopoly,
trade in agricultural machines should be taken over by the
state, and rural wage-labour should be restricted /not
abolished/, All this should be done by vigorous incentives

71




- 54 -

/by directing part of the trading capital into agriculture/,
by enlightening the peasantry, which would necessarily lead
to a situation where "independent small holders would take

sides en masse and voluntarily join the army of socialist
nl2

labour.

In Preobrazhensky’s view, the next party congress
must take decisions, apart from the simple nationalization
programme, on the complete socialist ransformation of agri-
culture. Hence, at the turn of the years 1917 and 1918,
emphasis is still on the completeness and consistency of
the agrarian programme, on the principle of state control,
and on the defence of the interests of the poor peasantry,
who might be brought again into an unfavourable position
by the restratification resulting from the distribution
of land. The description of the situation is still in-
variably optimistic: the "worker-peasant bloc" is firm,
because the peasantry is fully aware of the fact that the
land has been secured for it by the proletariat, which has
also abolished the peasants’ domestic and the country’s
foreign debts. Thereby the fate of the two classes has been

materially forged once for all, and thus the fear of a
73

peasant counter-revolution appears to be unjustified.

Although this thesis of "the peasantry bought off
by the revolution" is by no means devoid of disdain for
the allied class often experienced in the Russian labour
movement, it already foreshadows the "young" Preobrazhensky'’s
pragmatic attitude to the agrarian question. It is indeed

hard to believe that the future economic theorist, who
will write in 1924 about the necessary exploitation of
the peasantry, should characterize, as early as January
1918 [still as a "left communist"/, the distribution of
the national income between industry and agriculture, and
the resulting conflict of interests by the following
sentences: "... The peasantry and the proletariat will
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increase their respective incomes not by putting the

values taken from the pocket of one class into the pocket
of the other, but will multiply the quantity of the new
values in the case of both classes... Consequently, the
conflict of interests in question is not so much inevitable
objectively that one class should exercise a political dic-
tatorship over the other ... or expleoit it." The planned
income distribution preventing incidental quarrelling is

to be understood at fixed prices, with grain and foreign-
trade monopoly, and the money reform /!/ is not missing

among the conditions either.74

Illusions? Certainly, but in a somewhat different
sense from what we would expect. For the basic war communist
idea of leaping right into communism does not occur among
them at all. Therefore, this dream will not have to be
denied by Preobrazhensky later on. "They should not tell
us that this is the immediate aim to be implemented al-
ready tomorrow" - he declares with perfect clarity about
the socialist transformation of agriculture. But a programme

is a programme. "Under the pretext of practical concessions

made to the past, we cannot renounce the drafting of the
future because the fight for this future will not begin

tomorrow, but is already carried on today.“75

2.2.2. The peasant wants something different.

It appears, Preobrazhensky felt that he would
badly need the certainty embodied’ in the agrarian programme
in the Civil War period. Because he comes to experience
the first half year of the struggle against the Czech
legion and Kolchak as a complete failure. Thus, as the
captain, who has to leave his sinking ship, he, too is
bound under the pressure of the Whites, to retreat from
Perm, together with the Third Army in December 1918.
In addition, the Urals Regional Committee of the Bolsheviks,
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is dissolved
lost its functionVby the Central Committee. The president

of the Regional Committee, Preobrazhensky has to look for
a new job.76/As a result, his organizational basis is
greatly impaired. Although he is transferred to Moscow
and will soon obtain nominally higher posts, he will no
longer feel a secure support in the party organization
of the Urals, with its nearly 40 thousand members as a
pressure group, except farthe few months before the IX
Party Congress./

He is saved, presumably, from suffering a serious
loss of his ideological certainty by beginning early enough
to understand /in July 1918/ the realities of the Civil
War. While analyzing the social background of anti-Soviet
movements, in his series of articles written in Pravda77
on the counter-revolution in the Urals, anti-Soviet mo-
vements, he does not make any attempt to gloss over the
real situation. Neither does he overlook the spontaneous
mutiny of the Moslem and Cossack population, nor does
he conceal the sympathy felt by certain strata of in-
dustrial workers with the Whites. But he does not as yet
entertain the idea that the middle peasantry can be won
for the aims of the Reds, and continues to regard the
Russian village in a dual - kulak-bedniak - breakdown.

The sense of being encircled does not put Pre-
obrazhensky into a state of intellectual panic and he
continues to keep up his alternative ideas about the ag-

rarian question. Hence, two paths are open to the so-
cialist transformation of the village: one leading from
below in a roundabout way through the communes, the

other directly from above, by the 'social cultivation®

of the o0ld large estates. But in both cases the method
will be gradual persuasion of the peasant, and not compul-
sion. The new collective agricultural organizations will
carry on an equal exchange with urban industry, either

in kind or in money form, at fixed jso-called "hard"
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ds All this does not, of course, prevent Preobrazhensky

prices.
from demanding in his report to the Urals Regional Party
Committee that “all branches of production should be placed
on communist foundations" and that "products should be
distributed according to the needs of the country as a

whole.”79

The pro-seredniak adjustment of peasant policy may
be dated from the first days of Preobrazhensky’s "exile"
from the Urals to Moscow /[February 1919/. Thus he will be
"in line" not only with the resolution passed in March
by the VIII Congress of the party on the support of the
middle peasants, but he also definitely anticipates its
essence. The idea of the revision springs, of course, not
simply from the mind of the regional party functionary
pondering over the Civil War losses, over the question
*why does the peasant not support us?" Preobrazhensky,
working in the commission preparing the new party programme
for the Congress, has again the opportunity to get an in-
sight into the ideas of Bolshevik top leadership.

In his article urging a public discussion prior to
the Congress, the issue of "colossal importance" of the
revaluation of the relationship to the middle peasantry
is already among the question to be discussed immediately,
without any commitment for the time being.8°
days later it will become evident where Preobrazhensky
really leaning to when he begins to play on the idea of
the "social cultivation” of land. When greeting the
peasants’ spontaneous initiatives experienced at several

But a few

places /[common ploughing and sowing etc./, he speaks of
“socialism springing ocut of the chernoziem", which much

more deserves support than the traditional rural cooperatives,
where, as he thinks, state subsidies are, in the final ana-

lysis, beneficial to the rich peasants.81

Already the title of the study in which Preobrazhensky
sums up his ideas about agrarian policy for the Congress:
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"Along the paths leading to socialism in agriculture"82

gives much away about his concept. With the exception of

the old-type cooperatives, he thinks that several paths

are imaginable at the same time, exhibits great tolerance

in the choice between them, does not conceal even the

seamy side of the “"most" communist solutions and - as he
did earlier - does not mistake the maximalism of law forthe
realism of economic practice. He welcomes the law on the
nationalization of land waiting for approval, but does

not fail to emphasize what proctracted and strenuous work
will have to be done by the government before its provisions
can be put in force, before, to use his expression, "the
music of the future" can be heard everywhere.83

In his view, exactly three paths lead to socialism
in agriculture: the sovkhoz, the commune and the "gocial
cultivation" of land. Sovkhoz, the organization with in-
dustry-like, large-scale production methods, belonging
to the irrevocable ideals of practically all “"regular”
socialists at the beginning of the century, is associated,
strangely enough, with tormenting doubts in Preobrazhensky'’s
way of thinking. Sovkhoz equals socialism, but only a
"little bit of socialism" - he says using his favourite
journalistic phrase. It is nonsense that it should be
the dominant form of transition if only because the di-
stributed lands should not be nationalized from above,
with a view of establishing sovkhozy on them.But if they
have already been established, who should direct them?

He himself has, as is usual in his thinking at that time,
serious reservations concerning the advantages of central
guidance and, as regards internal organization, he
suggests - for the time being - "only" workers’ control,
because agricultural workers are still too backward to

perform independent management.

If not sovkhoz, then commune? "It is a primitive
form" ~ says Preobrazhensky making a wry face. Small-scale
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production, temporary community, usually of urban workers
migrating from hunger to the countryside, it is a collect-
ive experiment not shaped by the logic of economic ac-
tivity. Its path to socialist agriculture is more twisted
and narrower than the path leading to the sovkhoz. What

is more, the commune adjust itself at least as inflexibly
as the state farm to the production and distribution
habits of the Russian wvillage.

Although, in principle, both would be desirable
paths, the peasant obviously wants something else - and
this is the decisive element for Preobrazhensky. The
village experiments with "social cultivation" while
preserving some of the traditions of the obshchina, and
does so0 gn nasse, even without the pressure on the part
of the communists. This is, partly, also a large-scale
form of production, and thus it meets better than the

commune the demands for increasing agricultural productivity,

which is, surprisingly, often a more important considera-
tion for Precbrazhensky than any ideological requirements.
It represents a transition to socialist agriculture to
use his formulation: "from Asiatic small-scale farming

to communal large-scale estates"/ in such a way that in
the process it does not impoverish the private economy.
The means of production are jointly used in the loose
organization, the fragmentation of land is diminished,
while the traditional principles of the private peasants,
with respect to distribution and consumption are not

violated.84

2.2.3. Power to the middle-peasant, too?

Has Preobrazhensky still something original to say
about agrarian policy even after the VII Congress? He
has a lot. It seems as if his turnaround from the poor




to the middle peasant has opened a valve in his thinking.
On returning from his tour of inspection in the country-
side, he publishes his experiences in five parts in Pravda
to break - as he writes - the official optimism of a few
85 He obsexves that the middle peasantry

is reluctant to accept the local council posts, and these

party leaders.

positions are cccupied by lumpen elements, by so-called
"communists” joining the party only to make their fortunes.
"... The word ‘communist’ becomes a swear word, the symbol
of violence and hooliganism”. Hence, no wonder if the
talented middle strata of the peasantry draw closer to

the cooperatives including well-to-do people.

The central agencies have distorted information

about what really happens in the villages. Earlier, as a
result of the great prapaganda around the committees of
the poor peasants /[the kombedy and the communes, the
whole of agriculture was declared ripe for socialism.

And now, while the middle peasantry is still held to be
counter-revolutionary, even the faith in gradual socializa-
tion is lost. At the same time, the middle peasant is op-
posed not to Soviet power in general, but to the communes
organized by force by "declassed workers and peasants",
or to the intertwining of communes, kombedy communist
party organizations and local councils. Hard-working
peasants see in the communes - often justifiably - an

association of parasites - thus Preobrazhensky draws his
86

disheartened final conclusion.

By this, he banishes once for all from his train
of thought the ideological generalization that "our main
ally 1s the poor peasant". He becomes perhaps poorer by
one myth, but richer by one dilemma: what should be done

if /[formulated in his favourite Marxist terms/ the de-

velopment of the productive forces in Soviet-Russian ag-
riculture , too is assured by the activity of strata

which do not represent the most progressive production
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relations and are also politically unreliable. And vice versa

what might happen if socialist production forms prove hardly
workable?

He comes to fact these questions, when, on the one
hand, he sees the increased striving of the peasantry for re-
settlement after land distribution and recognizes that the
enterprising peasants leaving the village commune - just as
in the pre-1517 times - work much more efficiently when
moving near their lands and cultivating their individual
farms;87 and when, on the other hand, he suddenly realizes

- quoting his words - that "our sovkhozy in their present
forms have nothing else to show but their miserv."88
Within the world of Bolshevik ideology, the problem is of
course impossible to resolve for Preobrazhensky, too.

Yet he begins very soon to ponder over the solution
without any serious war communist prejudice, even though
he goes from one extreme to the other. For at one moment
he seems to accept, although with some indignation, the
demand of the resettled peasantry to guarantee them the
undisturbed use of their lands for at least 9 years.89
In the mood of “communism expected to come tomorrow" this
would be hard to imagine, just as the fact that the class-
indifferent térm"ambitious”go
concepts of sociological analysis. Also it would be strange
to expect a Bolshevik politician who is under the spell
of war communism, to promise the peasantry, like Pre-
obrazhensky, does that mobilizations, requisitions, and
the levying of surtax will be ended, or that state ad-
ministration through elected local representatives will
be introduced as soon as the Civil War is over. It would
be no less surprising if he, like Preobrazhensky, spoke
of the middle peasantry as "a participant in power®; and,
horribile dictu, as "a shareholder of the revolution"
entitled to demand dividends after its victory, or to out-

vote the board of directors at the general meeting.91

appears among Preobrazhensky's
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While first he goes as far as undertaking this
risky analogy of power-sharing in its entirety,
immediately afterwards he calls a halt to his roaming
thoughts and tries, with appropriate vigilance, to set
the ideoclogical and political limits to the changes to
be made in favour of the peasantry. He admits that the
abuses of the dissolved committees of poor peasants
cost the government hundreds of millions, and, as he
says, "the davai-davai type", topsy-turvy campaigns

have to stop. He warns at the same time: do not allow
under the pretext of compensating the middle peasants,
the bedniaks to be plundered and the kulaks to get rich.
We cannot give up any of the positions gained by the

poor peasantry, and "play games with democracy when we
are encircled by dark counter-revolution." Nobody should
think that communist rule will be mitigated to become

a kind of neutral Soviet power purged of the Bolsheviks

only because it would be desirable if the party stopped
working as "an administrative appendage" of the state
agencies and if, in contrast to present practice, not
“the tax collector persuaded the taxpayer” to exercise
his civic duty.92

One extreme against another extreme? I think
that the matter is not as serious as that. I suggest we
should rather get accustomed to the fact that Pre-
obrazhensky, whenever he detects that he has gone too
far in:a pragmatic reasoning, suddenly realizes it and
puts his ideological defensive reflexes into operation,
which usually help him to unburden his conscience by
making a host of announcements in a radical spirit. This
pattern of behaviour is of course not unknown in other
Bolshevik theoreticians and politicians either, who live
under the burden of objectives which are "continually

just now" impossible to implement. But as regards the
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ratio of reality to rhetoric, Preobrazhensky definitely
differs from his colleagues in his consistently practical
pondering over current problems and in his abandoning,
one by one, the dogmas in which he has lost his faith.
Thus, his "war communist" phrases may be increasingly
interpreted as nostalgic pictures of lost /or suspended/

radicalism.

2.2.4., Marking time with ebbing patience.

If we were to examine Preobrazhensky’s views on
agrarian policy exclusively on the basis of his writings
published after the autumn of 1919, it would be rather
difficult to relate them to his gestures, made in
principle, to the middle peasantry a few months before.
It is not that he withdrew anything /this he does not
do up to his "submission" in 1929/, but - apart from
his synthesis The ABC of Communism - he generally does
not repeat himself. He goes into details and adjusts
his tone: both changes being, connected, it appears,
with Preobrazhensky’s world outlook assuming a "central"
character. His links to the village become looser, and
acting in the central agitprop machinery and directing
it as a CC secreta%§?§pril 1920, it is increasingly the
daily official tasks of the supreme party apparatus
rather than local experiences that determine his course

of thinking. The tone of his works also changes accord-
ingly and becomes sometimes supercilious and peremptory.

It is no longer merely ideological faith that is
designed to offset the practical concessions made to
the peasantry, but also some contemptuous phrases about
the inconsistent and incalculable behaviour of the
ally.
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In his works mercilessly dissecting the Red Army,
he repeatedly comes to speak of the figure of the
middle peasant-hesitating between the Reds and the
Whites, exhibiting in difference, often hostility to-
wards the Soviet power and inclinations to desert. To

guote his words: "the peasant sand" can only be rein-
93 The peasant who, when fightihg,

forced by "proletarian cement".
"defends his land and not socialism", whose

instability is primarily responsible for the defeats
suffered in the Civil War, is expected now, on the verge
of victory, when he need not be afraid of losing his land,
to display new uncertainties. We must not forget that the
peasantry has tried several times "to devolve all burdens
of the struggle onto the proletariat, even if the struggle
has been fought for the revolutionary aims not only of
the workers, but also of the peasants” - he states rather
distrustfully.’?

Despair undoubtedly plays a role in these suspicions:
how is it possible that, despite the compromising, con-
ciliatory policy measures of the Bolshevik government,
great masses of the middle peasantry still join forces
at once, whenever one white general is defeated, with
the next?! Nevertheless, disillusionment does not sound
retreat for Preobrazhensky at this juncture either. True,
he does not make progress eit??g.dAEaghe X Congress, he o5
will support Lenin’s prodnalog /Hroposa enthusiastically,
but for the time being he does not give evidence of his
desire to liberalize agrarian policy further. In principle,
he continues, by and large, the "marking time" tactics,
and in practice - in conformity with his party obliga-
tions -, shifts the emphasis from the analysis of the

situation to central agitation and mobilization to change it.
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But he preserves his sense of reality, and,
even in the euphoria of the victory in 1920, does not
join those who wish to make the village communist as
soon as possible, His view of the sovkhozy, for example,
does not change for the better in 1919 either, and is
no longer enthusiastic about the workers’ control de-
veloping in them. "Where /[agricultural/ workers make
any attempt at all to have a say in management, they have
done it so far exclusively with the aim of carving something
out for themselves to improve their position®" - says Pre-
. Yet he does not search for an

obrazhensky resignedly.
appropriate cure in the centralization of these Soviet
farms. Quite the contrary, in conformity with Sapronov, the
future "decemist", /with whom he will soon kick up a row
precisely over matters of party organization/ he attacks
the bureaucratism of Vesenkha /[the Supreme Council of
National Economy/ and Narkomzem /the People’s Commissariat
of Agriculture/. It is perhaps here toc that he gives

the clearest formulation of his decentralist creed: "It

is necessary to rely in full measure on local forces in

managing affairs, and the role of the centre must be con-
fined to general direction, or to providing all sorts of
help where the local forces are unable to cope with the

mnatters alone."97

Even if the state of the sovkhozy does not
find his approval, yet that of the communes does. On
the one hand, he becomes aware of the fact that now not
only the poor, but also the more enterprising middile
peasants are setting about a kind of common farming,
and on the other hand, he discovers that the communes
sometimes transact exchange in kind with one another.98

Yet this combination of efficiency with a communist

economic form does not win Preobrazhensky'’s approval
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to such an extent that he would propose this collective
solution in his question-and-answer brochure On the Peasant
Communes,>? published in the second half of 1919. This
propaganda torrent, promising all conceivable earthly

good, presented in the form of a talk between a Bolshevik
and a peasant, is designed, despite its title, to popularize
in fact nothing else but the "social cultivation" of the
land.

"You work half as much in the fields and harvest
twice as much as you did before". You may rename your
village called "Bezkhlebnaia" [figuratively: "want"/ to-
day, "Khlebnaia" /"Wealth"/ tomorrow. Machines will come
from the West, there will be plenty of fertilizers and
many Soviet agronomists. The dukhobor factionalists also

worked in communes for several decades ["... do not forget,
they were not some high-ranking foreign rich men, but
muzhiki of our own from Tambov, Voronezh and Poltava"/

- it is in this style that the highly prejudiced

arguments of the communist agitator pour forth without an end.

But as soon as he comes to speak of the institu-
tional set-up of the economy, the "advertising expert"
Preobrazhensky immediately regains his composure:
~ common ploughing and sowing, perhaps harvesting and the

joint use of machines and draught animals will do for
the time being, it is not compulsory to enter the commune,
anybody can withdraw his land and resources from it, and
the membership may decide on the method of distribution

later on, and even then egalitarian solutions must not
be applied forcibly. /Here Preobrazhensky uses the terms
artel’naia zapashka and obshchestvennaia obrabotka as

synonyms., [

How little Preobrazhensky’s principles of ag-
rarian policy have changed in the meantimre, is best shown
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by the great summary, The ABC of Communism dated October

1919. Although he and Bukharin compile it altogether

in three weel_-:s,loo in order to popularize the party’s

new programme, nevertheless it provides a good opportunity
for the party functionary-journalist, who has just
arrived from the Urals, to rise to the ranks of the
party’s theoretical élite. At that time he cannot yet
know that posterity will hardly keep in evidence that

the chapter /in addition, Chapter XIII/, which is,
perhaps, the most important from the point of view of

the recipes of socialism, and nearly the half of the

book of several hundred pages is written by Preobrazhensky.
It is also true, of course, that this summary written by
him in the role of an agrarian theorist is at the same
time his swan-song., He will be engaged, like in chapters
XV and XVI, also written by him, in such subjects as
banking, money turnover, budgetary matters, etc., and

will become the partv’s first theoretical economist in

the financial field for several years.

Here are just two short quotations from the "ABC":

"... for a long time to come small-scale peasant

farming will continue to exist; for a long time to

come small-scale peasant farming will be the predominant
form of Russian agriculture alike in respect of the

area thus cultivated and in respect of the quantity

of agricultural produce. The question therefore arises,

how can we help this method of farming..."lOl

"... while striving to effect the socialist trans-
formation of agriculture, we must be careful to avoid
alienating the middle peasants by ill-considered and

premature measures, and must make no attempt to coerce
lo2
"

them into forming communes and artels.
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It is these two ideas that determine the
keynote of the chapter on the agrarian question as a
quasi-independent study. The middle peasantry must be
allowed to choose, at its discretion, a loose transitory
form for the "social cultivation” of the land /here
again is his o0ld pet idea/, which is even more informal
than the artel. The preservation of the ideals of large-
-scale farming, urban and suburban agriculture, or the
sporadic references to a possible expropriation of the
kulaks and to the establishment of professional
associations for the poor peasants will serve again the
ideological "packaging” of the basic compromise even for

Preobrazhensky himself.

2.2.5. Sickle and hammer /from loan to primitive

accumulation/.

The pragmatic approach to agrarian policy remains
typical of his activity even in early 1920 /he does
not expect that urban and suburban agriculture will
increase large-scale grain productionl°3, and criticizes
the setting up of a labour army which divorces the
peasant from his home, is not efficient and instigates
resistancel°4, etc./, but it appears that with the

passing of time he also begins to set the price of the

practical standpoint represented by him.

I have spoken so far of "the peasantry bought
off" by the revolution. Now I could also put it like
this: losing his patience, Preobrazhensky "presents
the bill to the village." He does it with some in-
dignation, but in the most natural way as in business

negotiation: in exchange for the easing of its burdens,
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now significantly less than under tsarism, the peasantry
is expected to display at least political neutrality,
and of course to fulfil its commitments towards the
state /requisitioning, compulsory labour service, etc./.
It is a kind of bargain, which is all the more favour-
able for the peasant - he keeps on asserting - as all
that we demand is a loan which we shall repay in

proportion to the reconstruction of the industry.105

And here a new thread of thought is beginning to
manifest itself in Preobrazhensky’s argumentation. Start-
ing along this path, he moves with alarming rapidity from
simply requiring the peasantry to undertake [let us call
it/ "equal burden-bearing” to the acceptance of "primitive
socialist accumulation", /a principle borrowed through
Bukharin from V.Smirnov/, that is, requiring "unequal
distribution of the burden','106 which will be unfavourable
to the peasantry for quite a long time. This is the path
that will also lead him from a narrow sectoral approach
toward comprehensive, macro-economic analyses, and to
works which claim to deal with economic theory at all.
/In vain does Gosizdat /the State Publishers/ - working
by the way, under his supervision - "mobilize" Pre-
obranzensky in October 1920 to produce for the party,
within three months, a book with the title The Peasantry
and Communism he turns a deaf ear to the command. At

that time, he is already engaged in concluding his study
lo7

on paper money./

In support of the idea "the peasantry is indebted",

the account is half ready by the summer 1919, which is,
for the time being, only designed as a reminder of the
immense sum of money that the villages had to pay to
the Tsar each year. In the spring of 1920, however,
Preobrazhensky bashfully admits: true, we take less
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from the peasant, but "give practically nothing in return
for it".lo8 He feels that this state is impossible to
reconcile with the slogan formulated by him a short time
before that "no class thrusts its hand into the other’s

pocket”. Therefore, he hastens to declare reassuringly:
» 109

“"the Soviet power does not forget its debts.

Here Preobrazhensky gets into a mess. On the one
hand, as a CC secretary responsible for propaganda in
the village, he incessantly repeats, that the peasantry
can be persuaded to take a neutral stance /let alone to
desist from taking up arms against the Reds/ only if the
agitator demonstrates - as he says - "by figures in hands"
how much the peasantry would lose by a possible restoration.
This is how the accurate account is made up by the time of
the first "Week of the Peasant" - as they call it [August
1920/, In the course of the propaganda campaign, the
peasants must get to know that, compared to Tsarist times,
the Soviet government takes away from them only one tenth
in the form of razverstka /requisitioningl.111

On the other hand, however improvised and heavily
prejudiced this calculation is, this one tenth /230 milliocn
pud of grain/ cannot be juggled away by calling it a loan
in mass propaganda or in theory. /Let it be said, to
Preobrazhensky’s credit, that a few months later he re-
adjusts the comparison by making it more objective., The
village paid, he says, only seven times as much before
1917, but he adds at once: in 1918/19 even the town did
not fail to pay compensation to the village./ll2

But first he tries to get round the problem by some
spectacular phrases, /It is an "ill-luck” both of Pre-
obrazhensky and of Soviet economic science that these
considerations, originally partly journalistic, partly
practical, and partly explicitly ideological in nature,

llo
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will soon prove to be too fascinating.,/ "“Give grain first,

then you will get textiles, and not the other way round,
For the hammer to strike, the sickle must work first"

- sounds Preobrazhensky'’s slogan in clear reference to
the emblem of the revolution.113
for the supply of the army in the first place, and not

That grain is needed

for the urban population, is merely a difference in
degree for him: the army defends socialist industry.

And that the sickle, too ought to be produced in order
that it can work /that the slogan can also be formulated
on the reverse/ is of no interest to him either now

or later,

More precisely, the promise to repay the loan
compels him, for the purposes of reconciliation of the
peasantry, to give a rough outline of the expected

stages of Soviet economic development in a pamphlet

written for the third anniversary of the revzblution:ll4

"eeo The peasants ask the government day by day when
finally they will get textiles, nails, ploughs, scythes,
axes, In order that the peasant may understand when he
will get everything he needs, every farmer must get
acquainted with the economic plan of the worker-peasant
power. This is as follows, A large house cannot be built
without anv foundations, directly on the earth. In-
dustry, too must be restored from its very foundations,
Such foundations are transport and fuel. The factories
cannot start working without fuel, without grain to
feed the workers, without raw materials. All this must
be transported. ... The first foundation stone is the
railway... The restoration of the railway and of the
plants supplying it..., and, finally, the production

of the fuel consumed by them - this is the first task.
«++ The second is the reconstruction of the textile in-
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dustry and of all that is needed by this branch of in-
dustry. Also second in importance are nails, axes,
scythes, ploughs, that is, all that is necessary for
agriculture. Hence, when Soviet power, in the framework
of labour service, compels the peasant to fell and
transport timber, to remove the snow from the rails, or
to deliver grain for feeding the workers, the peasant
must perform these tasks in full awareness that he works,

in the last analysis, for his own advantage..."115

Golden rules of propaganda - we might say - for
purposes of mass consumption., Really, it would not be
worthwhile to pay special attention to it, if the above
logic did not reoccur innumerable times [fand, further-
more, in the same simplified form/ in the case of most
leading Bolshevik thinkers /let us mention only Trotsky'’s
famous speech on industrialization at the XII Congress,/

Thus the delaved repavment of the loan received

from the peasantry is guaranteed by an axiomatic model

of economic development, If we cannot start the repayment

today and cannot promise any good for tomorrow either,
please wait for the day after tomorrow! At least an outright

speech.

Now that the "theory" is available, all that is
lacking is the ideological reinforcement to make the
development order acceptable agriculture, heavy industry
and light industry. And here the "Bukharin connection®”
comes in handy, and with it the thesis of "primitive
socialist accumulation® which, though containing nothing
substantially new against the loan concept, nevertheless
fits in well with the Marxian tradition., /Thus the speech
becomes even more outright. It is not by chance that

Lenin protests against flirting with this concept in
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the case of Bukharin.,/ Bukharin’s influence can already

be traced when The Econoics of the Transition Period

was published. Preobrazhensky’s review of the book116
shows already in August 1920, that the semi~-official
theoretical approval of the destruction and state co-
ercion following the rewvolution is to his liking, Coercion

which Preobrazhensky as a good Marxist, is not willing to

regard as a purely non-economic factor./True, here he |

takes over from Bukharin only the category of "socialist accu-
mulation®”, and separates it from the necessary emergency
measures applied in agriculture partly even before the
revolution/,

All is not lost that is delayed. A little atten-
tion to the analysis of the national economy, a little
withdrawal from the village, taking a little taste of
the central power, and necessity becomes a virtue, Pre-

obranzhensky, who not long ago does not venture to con-
fess even to himself that the exchange between agri-
culture and industry has become extremely unequal for
a considerable time, declares, in his first theoretical
economic study, written at the end of 1920, on the |
subject of paper money, now quite naturally, even i
trimphantly: "the partial expropriation of the surplus
product of small producers", "the alienation of part %
!
|
|

of their incomes® for the purposes of "primitive so-
cialist accumulation". He draws the picture of a long-

lasting, painful process, in which the peasantry takes
part in the reconstruction of the socialist sector by
direct taxation in kind frequisitioning/ and by in-
direct taxation /primarily inflationl.117

|
|
Different is the moral presentation of the \
|

matter, too. In the scientific analysis the “"ambitious
|
|

middle peasant" appears as a commodity producer taking
an unfair advantage of his market-monopoly position,
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evading state taxation and favouring the black market, and
not as a social stratum needing economic help, and to
whom, by the way, the state is also indebted.118 Pr
obrazhensky would, probably, protest against discussing
the question on ethical grounds, Primitive socialist
accumulation is - he would and partly does say - the

e-

historically necessary consequence of Russian backwardness,
of war destructions and of the delay of world revolution,
What has it to do with ethics? Victorious revolutions

in the more developed countries will also begin their
career with destruction, but in the course of reconstruc-
tion they will not have to reckon - as Soviet Russia has
had to - with the innumerable troubles of the industriali-
=2 What is involved

zation /modernization/ of the economy,
here is incomparably more serious than the question of who
owes what, temporarily to, whom, We should not mix up
political economy with dailv political tactics, he would
be sure to fulminate as he will often do with Bukharin

a few years later. And, as regards actual politics, let

us be satisfied with stating - he would add - how much

the peasant gains numerically by being taxed not by the
Tsar but by the Soviet power. And anyway, if we start

moralizing, do not the emergency measures of primitive
accumulation drain the consumption of the workers, who

acquired land for the peasantry?l20

2.2.6., Agitation from the Central Committee.

Thus would the year 1920 be nevertheless a_ tur-
ning-point in Preobrazhensky’s thinking in the matter
of agrarian policy? Will the newly appecinted secretary
of the Central Committee become a real war communist,
just when the Civil War is practically over? The question
is decided ultimately by the extent to which the above-
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mentioned theoretical innovations influence Preobrazhensky’s

practical proposals in the field of economic policy. Dn
the question of whether he will develop a consequent war
communist standpoint at the level of economic theory at
all, I shall say more later on./

As a CC secretary also supervising the new department

of the Central Committee responsible for rural affairs,
he does not inundate his subordinates with too many in-
. structions., /Of the 132 CC circulars issued between the
IX and and X Congresses altogether 8 are concerned - and
121

He is
rather engrossed in peasant propaganda, in which, while

mostly only superficially - with agriculture,/

constantly criticizing his colleagques, he tries - as we
have seen - to make rural agitation more practical., At

the IX Conference in September 1920, he demands methods
122

adjusted to "peasant psychology"; in the same month

he speaks about a long, difficult and very cautious agi-
tation in the interest of the socialist transformation of
small-scale farming;123
he bursts out: ",,. nowhere has so much nonsense been
spoken as in our rural agitation... It is no good agitating
the peasant for socialism and incessantly trying to con-

vince him that it is bound to come."124

For his part, he would like to set an example by
emphasizing graduality and spontaneity: "In order to
put an end to the low efficiency of small-scale farming,
the peasant need not renounce his own farm, under the
pressure of violence, against his own will, at the cost
of sufferings and tears, The way is open for him to co-
operate voluntarily..." To co-operation, which the go-
vernment is glad to promote, expressed metaphorically:

as "the proletarian locomotive"” pulling the heavy "peasant
125

waggons" towards communism.

and at the X Congress /in March 1921/
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Only propaganda phrases? We might perhaps think so
if these agitative phrases were not linked to a basic
idea which first appears in Preobrazhensky's argumen-
" tation in November 1920; and to which he remains faith-
ful in such a degree that it will constitute a Leitmotiv
of his anti-utopia /From NEP to Socialism/ published
in 1922, What I have in mind is /what we might call/
the *idea of internationalization" of the worker-peasant
alliance. According to this, the middle peasantry as
practically the only food supplier of the country de-
serves a particular treatment, Not only because without
it the Soviet power would have been unable to face the
challenge of the Civil War, but also because the middle
peasants will save the revolutions in Western Europe,
too, when capitalist America resorts to a grain embargo
to starve out its socialist opponents. "We are witnessing
the opening prospects of a common economic bloc of our
middle peasantry and of the whole European proletariat® -
declares Preobrazhensky optimistically.

But an indispensable precondition of the alliance is
the large improvement of Soviet-Russian agriculture,
Ywhich can be conceived as taking place in the next

decade /sicl!/ on a massive scale only through the de-

velopment of middle-peasant farming™ - he hastens to

add cautiously.126 Even if - we may say with the easy

wisdom of posterity = Preobrazhensky is wrong in
prophesying with a world revolutionary pathos the marriage
of European technology with Russian grain, he more or

less succeeds in predicting the point of time of Stalinist

collectivization,

But this is, of course, by no means his intention.
Yet there are not many in the leading circles of the
Bolshevik party in 1920 who have the courage to give
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the peasantry ten years of respite, while assuming,

in addition, the advent of the European revolutions.,

And this towards the end of the years, in a political si-
tuation fatefully deteriorating for the communistS,when
it is commonly known how much less grain has been re-
quisitioned than expected, and there is fearful anti-
cipation - of the collapse of the food
supply in the spring, and later of the actually ensuing
general famine; when in the public political atmosphere,
heavily charged with the peasant revclt in the Tambov
area and by the Kronstadt mutiny, the Bolshevik ag-
rarian policy begins to apply the means of reconciliation
and incentives only at the eleventh hour /at the X
Congress/, having used formerly mostly compulsion in

the village,

How does Preobrazhensky behave in this strained
situation? I think that we cannot reassuringly conclude
the discussion of his alleged "war communism® in
agrarian policy and theory without reviewing in brief
how he reacts to the state requlation of agriculture,

a demand that is formulated in the upper strata of

the party with increasing volume. This will be no easy
task for us, as Preobrazhensky leads primarily a “party
life" at the turn of 1920 and 1921, engages in the

trade union dispute and broods over financial matters,
and rarely states his views on the future of peasantry.
No doubt, he does not refrain from attacking the reviving
SR movement, or its right-wing leaders who are, by his
opinion, fishing in troubled waters, instigating the
village against Soviet power and idolizing the free

market.127

In the requisitioning versus food tax issue he
takes no definite position, but it may be taken for

granted that he does not see in it the watershed of
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agrarian policy. He does not glorify the requisitioning
system ideologically, He always ranks it among the
emergency measures of the war, Even when he begins

to preach the gospel of "primitive socialist accumula-
tion", he sees the value of the razverstka virtually

in its expediency: the rapidly devaluating money be-
comes after a while less and less suitable as a means
of siphoning-off peasant incomes through taxation, But,
as easily he adopts it, as quickly he is prepared to
renounce it, as soon as it ceases to be useful.

For taxation in kind is not unknown to the wvillage,
but if its volume cannot be increased for political
reasons, or if it happens to decline, then, in order
to replace the outstanding inflationary incomes of the
state, the requisitioning system is not irreconcilable
with the issue of a new, stable money and with siphoning-

off rural incomes through the market - says Preobrazhensky
128

in his first financial study.

Requisitioning 4= market? This is virtually the same
in the winter of 1920 as prodnalog will be in the spring
of 1921 as one of the resolutions of the X Congress.
Thus it is perhaps not surprising that Preobrazhensky,

who simultaneously argues with Lenin in the trade union
dispute, not only assures him of his unqualified support
in the debate, of the introduction of food tax but,
recognizing at once that what is involved here is not
simply a guantitative reduction of requisitioning to

taxation, puts forward a complete revision of the fi-

nancial policy.129

Thus, the New Econoic Policy does not cunstitute,

at this juncture, a break in Preobrazhensky’s course
of action in agrarian policy. Moreover, even if we
cannot know exactly the finer points of difference of
opinion about the introduction of the prodnalog within




- 79 =

the Political Committee of the Party, he is likely not
to have voted for maintaining the razverstka even when

Trotsky first recommended its abolition in the spring

of 1920. Or if he did, this could have been justified

by - even subsequently not diminishing - fears: whether
it will be possible later somehow to regain the quantity
of agricultural products being lost as a difference
between requisition and taxation? /With Preobrazhensky's
words: “"how can we replace what we got from the razverstka

and what we shall not get from the prodnalog?“/13°

How can the state regulation of agriculture be-
come stricter when the government relaxes compulsion
in one of the most important fields, in the exchange
between town and village? Of course by raising the degree*

of planning in peasant production - sounds the usual

answer in Soviet agrarian management well after the
declaration of the NEP, too. Following the desperately
bad harvest of th@ year 1920, the party places, of
course, a dgreat emphasis on the efficient organization
of the sowing campaign in the spirng of 1921, Here an
important role is also assigned to the "propaganda
minister" Preobrazhensky. /It is over his signature

that the main mobilizing circular of the CC is published
in a February issue of Pravda,the only document, in which

the his ideas about the war communist utopia of agri-
131

cultural planning can be traced./ For a conclusion,

I will briefly comment on this.

It is a fact that after three years’ intermission,
the idea of state regulation alsc returns in Preobraz-
hensky’s concepts, among other things, in the form of
Osinskii’s notorious compulsory sowing plan broken down
by the centre. Mention is also made in that circular
of establishing common local seed-grain funds and of
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elaborating a system of technological norms for agriculture.
Has Preobrazhensky, too lost his usual sobriety that,

while the demobilizing soldiers revolt against oppression
and exploitation in the villages, he should preach about
further state interventions and about setting up "sowing
committees" reminding of the former bedkomy?

He has hardly lost it. Although we cannot know
whether, had the NEP not been introduced, the idea of
nationalizing agriculture through planning would have struck
deeper roots in Preobrazhensky’s thinking. After all his
move towards state regulation is practically not too im-
portant. According to his ideas, a compulsory sowing plan
would only be drawn up for plants needed by industry,
seed-grain funds and norm setting would make sense within
the context of economic forms to be organized for "mutual
assistance" [this is, presumably, Preobrazhensky'’s new
name for "social cultivation"/, and the newly established
rural committees should be filled primarily with "ambitious
peasants" /here is the old ideal/. All this would serve
to "strengthen and develop" small-scale farming. And,
finally, the inevitable promise: "the ambitious middle-
-peasant who, while growing in wealth, also defends the

worker-peasant republic", "deserves to be rewarded" for
wl33

his active participation.

dilemmas of a "war communist”,

"Wwhile good communist literature promotes the
success of the proletarian revolution, the case with
good proletarian revolutions is just the opposite: they

are hardly favourable to good 1iterature."134 It is in
a similar mood, often mixed with self-tormenting apology,

that Preobrazhensky begins each of his impcrtant works

132
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written in the Civil War period. He scribbles his pamphlet
on anarchism on the brinks of the trench, the manuscript
of the hastily written textbook The ABC of Communism
suffers damage when the building of the Moscow party
organization is exploded,135 and he has only time to
write his study Paper money... when all the files in the
Central Committee are already settled. Is it worthwhile,
in view of these "mitigating circumstances", to search

retrospectively for a coherent theory in his scholarly
work? Especially if we also know that Preobrazhensky dis-
tinguishes himself after October 1917 primarily as an
agrarian expert and begins to flirt with economic theory
in the field of financial policy only towards the end of
the year 1920.

No doubt, mention has already been made of a few
important things concerning theory. If we are to arrange
part of what has been outlined above according to new
aspects, it is again due to the stubborn belief, provoking
criticism that Preobrazhensky belongs to the war communist
apostles of centralized and naturalized planned economy.

Let us make it clear right away: he certainly
would have liked to belong to them /it is another question
whether there were such people at all, and if there were,
who they were/. But his sense of Realpolitik, his fully
not suppressible decentralist leanings and - however

strange it may appear - his theoretical reservations
connected with the unsolved logical problems of Marxian
economics prevent him from unsolved attaining this aim.
When dealing with his "mid-left communist" period I have
already made a few assumptions which contradict the
above-mentioned belief. And in exploring his activity

in agrarian policy, we might have had new doubts about
Preobrazhensky’s allegedly "war communist® attitude.
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For this - generally condemning - qualification can
hardly be attributed to anyone 1/ who confines himself
to the "legal nationalization" of land, the most important
factor of production; 2/ who popularizes informal and
traditional ways of co-operation in the reorganization
of agriculture with respect for the principles of graduality
and spontaneity; 3/ who tolerates the middle peasant /the
“shareholder"” of the revolution/ and would even reward
the particularly ambitious farmers as long as a decade,
while considering them, in addition, as a guarantee of
world revolution; 4/ who concelves state regulation of ag-
riculture regionally in a decentralized way and, as regards
its form, not according to a single plan; 5/ who, in the
exchange between village and town, does not insist on
complete naturalization, nor on the requisitioning form
of siphoning-off incomes; and, finally, who in the level
of theory, is unable to associate communism with poverty
and backwardness and who, moreover, regards the tasks
related to economic growth /reconstruction/ and moderni-
zation to be more important than the stunt of "leaping

into communism,"

If we omitted, with some distrust, half the above
assertions of Preobrazhensky and said: let us now dis-
regard the propaganda phrases, which are intended to re-
assure himself and the public, even then we could hardly
deny that the author forecasts, with surprising objectivity,
a protracted [socialist/ transition period. A socialist
economy, in which neither centralization, nor naturaliza-

tion and planning can be exceptional for a long time to come.

How would Preobrazhensky build up /if Bukharin had
not preceded him/ his own Economics of the Transition

Period? To give an answer, we need not have to refer

back from his future "New Economics, as Preobrazhensky'’s
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long-forgotten review136 of Bukharin’s book, which is

well-known to this day, might provide an appropriate
starting-point. Interestingly, in searching for the
theoretical conflict of the two Bolshevik theoreticians
this debate, with a reversed cast, regularly evades

the attention of the historical analysts, despite the
fact that on this occasion Preobrazhensky makes the
argumentation of his former co-author about socialism!
questionable, true, in a moderate tone, but in its very

foundations.

2.3.1. Confronting Bukharin

“... it appears - writes Preobrazhensky about
Bukharin’s book - that the author exaggerates the in-
adequacy of the basic concepts of political economy to
analyse the economic relations of the transition period
... At present, 9/10 of the value produced in Russia
is turned out by petty commodity-producers, and an enormous
proportion of the goods produced but not consumed by the
producers does not come to the state distribution organs
but to the free market. Therefore, to declare that the
category of value ’‘cannot be applied at all in the
transition period’ is a slight exaggeration. It is also
too early to speak of the bankruptcy of the financial
system. Coinage - not disturbed by the "economics of
the transition period" - continues to circulate, while

it loses nothing of its value; and paper money will not
be of any use for us unless we set out from the basic

concepts of political economy."137

Commodity, value, money, etc. - these are, for
Preobrazhensky already in 1920, categories, in whose
dying out one can trust, but to disregard them is hardly
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permissible if we are to understand the real situation.

It is another thing that these concepts [as in socialist
"mainstream-economics" up till now/ gain their real

sense in the world of agricultural small-scale production,
and "attack" state economy from outside. Is there anything
else, besides the realism of his agrarian policy, that
saves Preobrazhensky’s economic thinking from shifting

towards extreme naturalism?

I think it is, first of all, his suspicion, never
ending completely, about the centralization of economic
management. His basic principle, on an orthodox Marxist
basis is this: the forms of organization and management
should never be divorced from the given state of the
productive forces. In other words: centralization is
worth being urged only where the economy strives in-
stinctively towards concentration. Small holdings, petty
trade, small housing must not be centralized not only
because of the political risk it involves, but also
because this leads to the fragmentation of the strength
of the centre and, in the last analysis, to anarchy.

A tremendous fall in agricultural output, an expansion

of the black market in trade and neglect of the maintenance
houses will be the fatal consequences of haste - thus
Preobrazhensky clearly foresees the economic history

of socialism already in 1919, when explaining the party

programm.e.l38

Attention! This is not simply /to use the language
of the time/ oblastnichestvo, the ideological standpoint
of the local "petty monarch", who takes offence only at

the bureaucratic behaviour of the centre, but he himself
divides power still less with his subordinates. Nor is
it the position of the central party functionary, who
willingly criticizes Soviet bureaucracy from above down-
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wards, even beginning with the People’s Commissariats.
Here Preobrazhensky is simply very cautious and practical.
How could we otherwise explain that a politician,
program-oriented like him, who permanently requires a
principlally new agrarian programme, a new party programme,
a new financial policy, who all along the 1920s will
attack the party leadership because it does not represent
a resolute economic policy etc., does not join, during
the Civil War, those  demanding the introduction of a
"single plan" of the national economy, nor does he
associate with the prophets of glavkism, of centralized
and naturalized industrial management. For him, plan
means economic policy, redistribution of the national
income, strateqy of economic development, and at most
macro-economic regulation /e.g. declaration of foreign-
trade monopoly/, but not a hierarchically organized
mechanism of economic management relating to the economy

as a whole.

He would give way to temptation, when appraising
industrial management - as many at the top in the Vesenkha
/the Supreme Council of the National Economy/ - if he,
as an agrarian and financial expert, were not fully
aware of industry being embedded in the economy as a whole.
Although he is apparently enthusiastic about the internal
naturalization of state industry, nevertheless he does
not conceal it even from himself that in Soviet Russia
a partly militarized, and partly non-functioning
industry is "enjoying" the realization of the communist
ideal. Consequently, it would be logical that Pre-
obrazhensky should draw the conclusion - as in dis-
cussing the sovkhozy - that rapid communisation of the
state industry may only lead to the "demonstration of
misery". If he had not been absorbed in agrarian policy,
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if not so much positive expectation had been attached,
in Bolshevik theory and propaganda, to large-scale state
industry /as to one of the "commanding heights" and the
“citadel of the working class"/, he would likely have
come to this conclusion, too. For in the course of the
introduction of the NEP, as if the scales fell from his
eyes, he becomes a dedicated follower of the khozraschet
idea.

2.3.2. The communization of industry.

This . "enlightening” is, of course, not without
antecedents. Between 1917 and 1921, Preobrazhensky comes
twice really close to the problems of economic management:
first, when in 1917/18 he has to comment on practical
decisions on industrial management, following the national-
ization of enterprises in the Urals, and, secondly, when

analyzing finances on country level at the end of 1920,
he has to form his opinion about the relationship between
the industrial sector and the state budget.

In the first case, everything still appears to
be clear and simple. Given are the strong Uralian industrial
area having tided over the war with relatively little
hardship and capable of being self-subsistent in food
supply, a stormy nationalization process and a very ac-
tive Soviet apparatus with a Bolshevik majority at the
regional level. What can prevent the industrial enter-
prises in the Urals from being transformed into a “"single

regﬂHal trust”, in production, and a "syndicate" in
3%

procurement and marketing?l39 The original Bolshevik

ideal - Preobrazhensky might think at that time - is
realized at its best even if industry is organized not
according to the principle "one country = one enterprise®”,
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but according to the principle "one oblast’ /region/ =

two connected enterprises"™. The III regional Soviet

congress of the Urals passes its resolution in this

sense already in January 1918, long preceding thereby

the similar decisions on industrial organization of

the Supreme Council of the National Economy. The re-

solution comprises the transformation of the organiza-

tional set-up of industry, as well as that supply of

enterprises, of the distribution of industrial products

and of financing.140
As the "conspiracy" of the Uralian capitalists

is disclosed already in December 1917, most of the or-

ganizational threads tying the Ural region to the ca-

pital are successfully cut at once by closing the

offices directing the industry in the Urals from

Petrograd. As a result, all industrial enterprises

working in the four governerships in the Urals come

under the supervision of the regicnal Sovnarkhoz

/Council of the National Economy/, which is acting

as the economic section of the executive committee of

the regional Soviet. The - elected - organs of the plant

and district industrial management are similarly sub-

ordinated to the regional Council of the National Economy

and to the "production plan" adopted by it "just as they

were earlier to the administration centre residing in

Pi€er'.14l

The regional Sovnarkhoz may oxrder further na-
tionalization in the districts "in the interest of the
organization and planned regulation of production at
any time; the participants of the Soviet congress demand
that the Council of People’s Commissars should pass the
affairs of the former Petrograd centre to the regional

apparatus; even the production conferences, having
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their sessions at least every three months and consisting
of the representatives of the plants, are responsible

/as supreme “self-governing® institutions/ to the regional
Soviet. No wonder if this kind of regional centralization
demands the setting up of local "ministries™: it is in

this way that People’s Commissariats of finance, pro-

duction, labour, exchange /trade/, forestry and agri-

culture are planned to come into being in the Ura‘ls.142

The same Soviet congress also orders the establish-
nment "of a single supply department regulating the
economic life of the region." It is into this department
that the existing supply organs are merged. They perform
their former activities now on the basis of the "compre-
hensive supply plan of the Urals®™ both in procurement
and distribution., Of course, under the "strictest dis-
cipline®, because the department will, in the future,
punish all "separatist" actions opposed to the plan. And
that everybody should well understand it: “.,.. not a
single pud of metal or other product can leave the
factory without the permission of the supply department.
No product of any kind can be exchanged for grain without
the permission of the supply department... Not a single
supply organ has the right to change the price of grain
or other products without the order of the supply
department”, etc, - sounds the thoudering resolution.143

In financial matters, however, seemingly more mo-
derate requirements will also do: no attempt is made to
press own - Uralian - money; it is emphasized instead
that the individual governerships should have a share
in the monetary funds, to be heavily concentrated on a
national level, according to the budgetary gquota sub-

nitted by them, The resclution of the Soviet congress

of the Urals wishes to promote "the weakening of the
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power of money as such" primarily by the creation of
the monopoly position of the People’s Bank replacing the
State Bank,.In other words, by establishing a single,
and hierarchically organized financial apparatus, which,
broken down to plants, also performs inter-enterprise

accounting.144

Let us confess, there is something strange in the
above demands: in the management, representing communist
/naturalist/ principles, of production and distribution
the regional aspect is much more stressed than in finances,
desired to be abolished sooner or later, where the central
element gains predominance., One cannot tell to what
extent Preobrazhensky agrees with each of the above re-
solutions, but we could see ourselves how strongly he
defends them as a local party leader and "left communist®,
In the process of communisation however, he will have

a few surprises,

2.3.3. Centralization and bureaucracy,

Preobrazhensky may be astonished by, firstly, the
reproduction of the centre-region conflict, hardly ex-
pected under Soviet cjircumstances, in industrial ma-
nagement; secondly, by the bureaucratic attitude of
the new Soviet apparatus hardly to be excused merely by
tsarist heritage; and thirdly, by the recognition of
the fact that regional intersst may be conflicting
not only with the central one, but may also clash with
the revolutionary objectives professed by him. The first
dilemma will only partly be resolved by the general
radicalization of Bolshevik policy following the out-
break of the Civil War, which will presumably make the
advantage of the Uralians in the revolutionary rush disappear-

As regards Soviet bureaucracy, Preobrazhensky

wages a relentless war with chinovnichestvo all his life,
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Finally, the third problem, which he must face when
studying the materials of the first controversies on the
establishment of the Ural-Kuznetsk Combinel45 to put it
simply: strategic large investment for the long-term
defence of Soviet power as local interest, or the immediate
mobilization of the resources to be tied up here for the
purposes of a revolutionary war/ accompanies him to Moscow,
True, from there things will be viewed from a different

angle.

The state capitalism versus left-wing Jor as they
call it themselves: "proletarian®/ communism debate will
be set aside for a while by the Civil War, but on the
desirable proportions of centralization and decentralization
Preobrazhensky has to decide day by day whether he writes
an article on the management of agriculture, on the or-
ganizational structure of the army or on the machinery of
party and state propaganda. In August 1919, he still
announces firmly: "..., the decentralization of our economic
- but later on

and Soviet apparatus is indispensable”,
he usually drops the subject. He will be interested rather
in the questions of how the party should be directed,

and his responses will also testify to a more centralist

attitude,

In the matter of the new Soviet bureaucracy he
does not come to heretic conclusions either. As regards
the state apparatus, he professes the same view at the
end of 1918 as in the spring of 1921: "... our clerks
are working not only little,badly, sometimes nothing at
all, but they do not even know how they should,..” It is
here that Preobrazhensky - in a way not typical of him -
is pouring out recommendations for administrative

penalties /reducing of personnel, forcing employees to do
manual work, lengthening of the working time, etc, /. Let us
break, he says, with the situation, in which "with the
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passing of time, our state apparatus is increasingly
becoming a kind of recreation home, a social security
organ for those who are suffering from the October re-

volution.'l41

2.3,4, From the organization of industry to its

reconstruction

While Preobrazhensky is not able to regard bureaucracy
as an organic characteristic of Soviet industrial mana-
gement even on the eve of the NEP either, he will no
longer consider the complete naturalization of industry
as such in the autumn of 1920, when he devotes more
attention to industry with the interest of a financial
economist., The initial naive textbock-phrases begin to
be replaced by formulations of Realpolitik on the pages
of The ABC of Communism in this context, too, Preobrazhensky,
following the modifications of Bolshevik tactics, turns,
in the autumn of 1919, not merely to the middle-peasant,
but also to handicraft and small trade, which, even if
the author does not draw the final conclusions yet,
will appreciably repaint the picture he had in his mind
of the organization of industry.

For industry appears to him more and more in its
entire economic environment, It will be increasingly clear
to Preobrazhensky that commodity relations within the state
sector can be eliminated ~ if at all - only in proportion
to the increase in production., The gquantity of foodstuffs
delivered by the peasantry and the output of the consumer
industries are for the time being too small for the na-
turalization of wages, therefore the distribution of the
industrial goods produced cannot be sufficiently centralized
either. There remains the individualized system of exchange

in kind with its black-market implications: factory food
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detachments /[organized bagging/, or paying the workers
with the product of the enterprise, etc, The minimum pre-
condition for the centralization of production would be

- thinks Preobrazhensky - production itself, but it is,
for the time Being, - disregarding the supply of the

army - largely limited to small-scale and kustar industry

still unsuitable for naturalization and centralization.148

Individual barter, the militarization of large-scale industry
and the nationalization of small~scale industry do not re-
place, in Preobrazhensky’s view, the communist ideal of
centralized planned . economy. The emergency solutions of
the Civil War do not satisfy him /his persistence is
imitated by not too many/, he searches instead for a
way~out, which, through the maintenance of natural-hierarchic
organization, leads to a really workable large-scale state
industry, It is in this way that the task of the organi-
zation of industry passes, in his mind, into stressing
the need for the reconstruction of industry, or into con-
structing a growth model already mentioned, a model,
which starts with the development of heavy industry,

After this, not much would be needed, in principle,
for Preobrazhensky, when meditating on the fate of state
industry, to draw a conclusion which appeared to him

simple almost from the outset, concerning private

peasant farming., To put it more simply: the market must

be allowed to enter, to a certain extent, the socialist

sector, or the informal commcdity relations, existing there
anyway, must be legalized, Yet how difficult it is to

take such a decision is sufficiently proved by the

history of socialist economic thought up to our days.
Preobrazhensky himself even as a future propagator of
khozraschet, will not think over the above postulate with
theoretical consistency. Nevertheless, he will approach,

and, already in his allegedly "war communistlstage; occasionally
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also transgress the limit up to which a Bolshevik
theoretician, educated in the Second International, could
venture to proceed at all when answering the question
of the reconcilability of commodity production and

socialism,

Is it really possible to maintain the centralist-
natural organization of industry, when efficiency is
beginning to become the primary goal? Preobrazhensky’s
answer, as it appears at first sight, moves in the
usual ambiguity: let us preserve the image of the /possibly
near/ communist future in this case, too, but not without
talking objectively about the present of the transition
period. "Every worker,,, will take part personally in
drawing up the comprehensive plan of production, or
will have at least a completely clear picture of it " -
he writes in the “ABC".149 On the occasion of the first
Week of the Peasant, he signs the praise of "the /central/
distribution of labour in the interest of the economy as
a whole", and in November 1920, while expounding the
so-called propaganda of production, he is daydreaming
about the o0ld communist idea of the "common kettle®" even
under socialist circumstances°l5° He speaks about the
kettle into which all products will be thrown and from
which the members of society can take more only if their
performances are higher. But as soon as Preobrazhensky
comes to face the demands of everyday life, he calls

the elaboration of a single plan of the national economy
151

with some reservation "experimental in character";
he holds,for example,"revolutionary mobilization” in
the case of the railways to be viable - arguing with
Lenin - only against differential material rewards; and
he calls on the working class "to be reconciled to

inequality"” stemming from the momentary order of import-
152

ance in the prevailing shortage of foodstuffs,
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2,3,5, With or without money?

Although he more or less agrees with the planned
abolition of monetary accounting within the state sector,
his arguments compared with those of a really faithful
"naturalist" appear to be very unimaginative. Moreover,
and this is why I spoke earlier of strange theoretical

reservations of Preobrazhensky, the Marxist, he re-
cognizes part of the logical problems deriving from the
simultaneous implementation of centralization and natura-
lization, and plays, for a time, with the idea of limited

monetary circulation, named “"the exchange of talon3153,

indulging in reveries even about the future communist

economy. And if we add on what a wide surface the concepts

of centralization and bureaucratization are related to

one another in his perception, and therefore how pain-
ful /and hardly final/ it will be for him to renounce

the decentralized commune system in favour of centralized
planned economy, then not only the "war® but sometimes
even the "communist" colours of the portrait of the
“other" Preobrazhensky will be dimmed in our eyes.

"The abolition of the whole system of the paper
money circulation... can be ordered only by a government
which has the possibility o have access to revenue in
another way" - sounds, by my opinion, the key sentence
of his first . theoretical study in economics, The Paper

Monez...154. As long as taxation in kind /in the form,

for example, of requisitioning/ does not cover the ex-
penses of the state budget, the incomes - primarily
those of the peasants - have to be tapped by means of
inflation., And if this path proves to be no longer

viable, we should not refrain from the partial stabili-
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zation of the monetary system either. From a monetary
reform, where the proportions of the new - "hard" -
prices are determined on the basis /[sic!/ of the
prices of the much hated "free-market morass".155

The resurrection of money, which has completely
lost its value, within the state sector would be of
no use - this is the idea of Preobrazhensky that
posterity regularly interprets as an ideological guiding
principle rather than a pragmatic secondary motif. .
True, Preobrazhensky often speaks at length of the
dying out of money, of the complete bankruptcy of the
monetary system, and breathes a prayer for the

printing press producing money of less and less value,
But already in the introductory part of his study he
lays down: the printing press is nothing else but a
means, "a source of financing the revolution," For the
printing press called by him,in a lofty manner,"the
machine gun of the People’s Commissariat of Finance"
multiplies the paper money "which maintains the new power
in the hardest period of its exitence, when it has no
possibility to cover the expenses of the Civil War by
direct ta;«:at:i.on."156
The state sector needs money &s long as it can
purchase goods for it directly /in the market of raw
materials/ or indirectly /through wages/. Will there-
fore - we might ask - even the formal preservation of
monetary accounting within large-scale industry have
no longer any sense as soon as inflating Soviet money
comes up against the boycott of peasants, or the ex-

penses of issuing money reach the level of inflation
incomes? Of course, it has not -~ would Preobrazhensky

nod his assent if he were really fascinated by money-
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less economy. Instead, his answer is a negative one.
Some of his arguments are of a practical nature, The
foreign trade, the exchange between the kustar and the
peasant and mainly the necessarily only partial natura-
lization of industrial wages will require money for
quite a long time yet. A kind of "receipt" is also needed
that the state will give to the peasants as an acknow-
ledgement of its debts in the period of primitive accu-
mulation. In addition, some means of payment will also
be necessary so that the state will also be able to

set the price of the services consumed by the village.

157

2,3.6. The constraints of naturalization

Why should we not interpret all this simply as
an inevitable consequence of the emergency measures
forcibly imposed, from ocutside and temporarily, on the
state sector in the period of transition? Primarily not,
because Preobrazhensky, although his practical approach
to the survival of finances makes him conspicuously
differ from the innumerable Bolshevik theoreticians

and politicians hoping for the immediate dying-out of
158

money /see his debate with Larinn risks even more in
his theoretical argumentation. Let us see what components
he choses: period of transition - stable currency to
supplement distribution in kind - workers buy in the

free market to meet their secondary needs. And how does

he justify this choice? “The advantage of this method
would be that it makes superfluous the clumsy apparatus
administering the deliveries of secondary ... products
and their distribution and frees the satisfaction of

needs from bureaucratic handling, and makes the individuali-

zation of the satisfaction of needs possible."159
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Preobrazhensky takes the original Marxian require-
ments relating to the ever freer and richer satisfaction
of individual needs so seriously /in relation to the
entire socialist period of transition/ that he is
unable to conceive, without a general means of exchange,
the central-subsistence-economy of the future either.
And not only in the circulation of secondary goods.

For a summary, let us refer here to Preobrazhensky'’s
version of the utopia of the "talon-exchange", not
unknown already at the turn of century. Perhaps this
will also count as much as the declarations of "Evgenii
the Terrible", which include the merciless ousting of
*commoditied by 'products" or "the forcing of the free
market and of the independent commodity producer into

a blind alley."lGo

"The naturalization of wages and the intorduction
cf labour books, on the basis of which the workers and
employees of the socialist state will recieve the
necessary products from the state, and the institutionali-
zation of the accounting bocks.of the peasants deliver-
ing theilr surpluses to the state and getting industrial
goods in return will not make umnecessary  the intro-
duction of specific short-term accounting tickets in

the form of cheques or talons. These tickets will
probably have to be introduced for the easing of distri-
bution, so that every worker-consumer can get the
necessary quantity of products under consideration of
his individual preferences. Let us assume that in the
storehouses of the state cooperatives [sic!/ textiles,
shoes, sweets, toys are available for distribution, and
every worker can go to the theatre once every month on
average, and so on. 1f for these products and enter-
tainments talons /tickets/ are issued, one man
prefers to get one more pound of sugar, the other one
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more arshin of textile, the third would like to go to
the theatre not once but twice a month instead of
taking all foodstuffs for his talons, the fourth would
willingly yield his seat in the theatre to somebody

for a dozen eggs, the fifth would want to have two puds
of apples from the peasant instead of making his

claim for a pair of shoes, etc. This kind of exchange
of talons among the consumers neither changes the distri-
bution system itself at all, nor the gquantity of
products available for distribution, it gives, however,
appropriate room for the manifold satisfaction of in-
dividual needs. Therefore, the issuing of such cheques
or talons, whether with the indication of products
available against them?%gly with the indication of the
labour value of the talon, ... is absolutely necessary
in the very long period in which the socialist society

is not yet in a position to give its workers all that
161

they need."

Here is a Bolshevik, who has doubts about the
absolute power of naturalization and whose reservations
are likely to be explained by the illegal exchange re-
lations established within the rationing system of the

Civil War period. He is not engaged in examining the

economic problems of the commensurability of goods in
kind, as he apparently trusts in the feasibility of

the determination of the "natural®” labour-values
/although, in contrast to many economists of his time,
he does not patch up any labour-equivalents/. There-
fore he does not feel the need to analyse, within the
production sphere either, whether it is possible to
combine the factors of production efficiently if we
know only their parameters in kind. At any rate, by his
proposal to carry out some decentralization of exchange,
he willy-nilly also makes the idea of perfect centra-
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lization questionable.

Thus the announcement of the New Economic Policy
does not find Preobrazhensky completely unprepared, not
only in agrafian policy, but also in financial matters
and partly in economic theory, too. He suggests a limited
monetary reform, does nots&mjxgnly' insists on state
revenues being covered by requisitioning and is also

ideologically "relaxed": in his vision of communism

naturalization and centralization are no longer taboos
for him. All this characterizes him exactly at the

moment when the NEP is born. That is at the X Congress,
when he, as one of the first "revisionists", runs through,
in his mind,all the expected economic consequences of the
introduction of food tax. What is more, he does so, in
the avareness of the sure and painful fact that even the
slightest liberalization of the agricultural market may
"undermine the basis /large-scale state industry/, on
which the Soviet Republic rests."162

2.4. "Etatization” and local patriotism
Thus the market is, to a certailn extent, indispensable,

but to prevent that it should jeopardize the achievements
of the revolution - Preobrazhensky thinks =~ it is
necessary to take cautious counter-measures. Slogans
like "subordination of the market", "let us struggle
against the market with the laws of the market" repeatedly
appear in his writings, for example, when he meditates
on inflation.163 He does not call it market regqulation,
and organized market, and does not speak as yet of the
functioning of the law of value, nevertheless he assumes,
in the long run, a kind of regular, not completely
naturalized exchange relation /at "hard" prices/ primarily

between industry and agriculture. Instead of the SR-
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-sounding concept of free market, which he contempt-
uously considers as a synonym of the black market. He is,
of course, basically barter-oriented, but is, at the
same time, fepresenting the idea of state-organized

exchange: he rejects all forms of bagging, but is in
favour of regular exchange of labour /of the mobilization
of urban workers to perform rural seasonal work, of the
establishment of machine stations under the supervision

of the state industry, etc./.164

This "organization" of the market is safegquarded,
in Preobrazhensky’s argumentation, by firm state monopolies
/grain, banking, trade, transport, industry/ and by the
possibility of several smaller or larger state inter-
ventions. It appears, he risks entering the world of the
New Economic Policy trusting in this quarantees.165 This
indicates at the same time that by the end of the Civil
War Preobrazhensky has preserved very little of his
decentralist views, at least in matters of the economy.
From a "regional communist" he is increasingly becoming
a "government Bolshevik". For the communism of the
commune state evolves more and more a central [state/

communism in his ideological development.

I cannot undertake to keep track here of this
metamorphosis, the main causes of the intellectual
changes are anyway hidden largely in the intricacies
of internal party policy hardly possible to disentangle
here /the rise and fall of the pressure group in the
Urals, Preobrazhensky’s rapid inclusion in and exclusion
from the secretariat of the Central Committee, the
trade-union controversy, differences of opinion concerning
party democracy, professionalization of the party apparatus,
Trotsky’s ambiguous influence, etc./. But since I have
already often taken resort, in my argumentation, to the
"centralization" of Preobrazhensky’s way of thinking
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/I have also made mention of his sense of responsibility
for the whole nation, and of his supercilious-reprimanding
way of behaviour/, I cannot leave this thread untied.

For a conclusion here are some "knots" from this thread:

/1/ Exchange in kind among agricultural communes
as the germ of socialism; the gradual unification of
consumer cooperatives and trade unions, that is, of
distribution and production, while “the function of
the state is limited to that of a central accounting
office"; "state-cooperative" storehouses for the or-
ganization of local distribution = similar phrases may
be quoted en masse from Preobrazhensky’s works written
in 1919/1920, in order to illustrate that it is not

easy for him to get rid of the traditional vision of
166

decentralized commune-system.

/2/ In his theoretical deliberations, however,
the socialist state as a centralized and hierarchic
organ of professional administration comes to play an
essential role. He attributes more and more importance
to professional knowledge and rational administration.
Although the theoretical model is presumably inspired
by his party experiences [first of all. by his daily
struggles with the difficulties of the party developing
into a mass organization, and with the lack of his sub-
ordinates’ professional culture/, Preobrazhensky trans-
~formulates his former view of the conflict of the
"verkhi" and of the "nizi" /upper and lower level or-
ganizations and leaders/ also in the context of state

management.,

He moves in a centripetal direction, but never
becomes ~ at least according to the military interpre-
tation of that time - a real centralist. Not even in
the course of the trade-union controversy when, finally
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joining forces with Trotsky, he vigorously emphasizes
the demand for the establishment of a stable, centralized
state apparatus. For Preobrazhensky - together with

his comrades from the so-called "buffer group" - gives
his support to the platform demanding the "statization"
of the trade unions only when its militarist-centralist
edge [Tsektran labour armies, etc./ is, to some degree,
taken off. Large-scale industry, mass production and
concentration remain, of course, important values for
him, and, what is more, they are now associated not only
with the non~-recurrent concept of nationalization

/natsionalizatsia/, but also with the continuous concept
le7

of etatization /[ogosudarstvlenie/.

/3] He also speaks of the etatization of party work
/as of "an absolutely progressive" development/. He
regards this process in another respect as the "communi-
zation of the state". Preobrazhensky’s aim is to rationalize
party life: to make the recruitment and the regrouping of
the cadres more organized, to construct a uniform program
of agitation and to optimize the organization of the
Central Committee. All this is tantamount to the take-over
of the management techniques of modern large-scale in-
dustry and the state, or to assigning several tasks,
"expropriated" earlier by the party, again to the state
apparatus.168 These changes should be carried out, of
course, without diminishing the hegemony of the Bolshevik
party. It is in this spirit that at the IX Congress
Preobrazhensky instructs the decemist Sapronov about the
higher rank of the party congress compared with that of
the Soviet congress.169 Also in 1920, at the IX Conference
he gives a lecture:to Lutovinov, belonging to the Workers’

Opposition, of how necessary and, unfortunately, how
limited the interventions of the CC are in the activities
of the leading state organs.17° Moreover, he accuses at
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the X Congress in 1921, Lunacharskii "departamental imperalism"
in the debate on the scope of authority of Glavpolitprosvet
[the Centre of Political Education/, supervised by
Preobrazhensky, and protects the - "non-etatizable" -
prerogative of the party /and partly of his own/ against

the People’s Commissariat of Enlightment in determining
171

the basic principles of Marxian theory and propaganda.

/4/ In the "verkhi" - "nizi" debate the phenomena
of bureaucracy within the party and the state do not
seem to be separable to him either. But while in the
debate on party democracy the change of roles from the
old "oblastnik" /regional functionary/ into "tsekist"
or "tsekovets" /member of the CC apparatus/ is unambiguous
even terminologically, in the controversy over regional
economic centres, he sticks, even if not to his "sound"
decentralism brought from the Urals, but at least to

giving voice to the advantages of local patriotism.172

Maybe, Preobrazhensky as a member of the CC
secretary-trio is really more indulgent in suffering
groupings within the party than either Stasova preceding
them in the job [she was nicknamed "Absolute" in illegality/
or the Molotov-led trio following them. It is also likely
that he is less military-like in moving the cadres here
and there and apointing them from above. At the same
time, he quickly forgets, between March and September
1920, the anyway rather mild slogan formulated by him at
the IX Congress about 'some decentralization of the power
of the Central Committee", For at the IX Conference held
in the autumn, he as a CC secretary appointed a few months
before, is already more inclined to discuss the new or-
ganizational measures of the Central Committee /the brand-new
plan Hr the redistribution of cadres the setting up of
moral courts of justice, etc./ than to praise those local
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organizations which "do not always wait for central
guidance", but have the courage to act independently.173
The demand from below for a partial division of power,
which helped, among other things, Preobrazhensky to be
appointed secretary at the IX Congress in order to

pacify those who weredissatisfied with the militarist
methods of the secretariat of the CC, at the IX Conference
already appears in the opposite form. Preobrazhensky represents -
here the usual claim of the centre to set things in order

from above: "sometimes it is necessary to take steps even
against certain strata of the proletariat", against those

"who have lost their heads" - he says sadly.174

/5/ Only local patriotism? Is that all that has
remained of his Uralian pride of "we have got further
on"? One thing is clear: this haughtiness will give place,
as soon as he comes to Moscow, to the aristocratic pride
of being an "e@ld Bolshevik"l75 Yet, his last statement
before the introduction of the NEP /at the IX Congress/
on the desirable organization of state economic manage-
ment,still discloses much of the past of the former
"oblastnik".

"All - including the Central Committee - is getting

definitely bureaucratized" - fulminates Preobrazhensky,

but the "ulcer" of bureaucracy, as he calls it else-
where, is primarily a consequence of the infection named
Civil War. Those who blame the central organs for it

/i.e. the decemists/ are similarly - and rightfully, as
he thinks - criticized by their subordinates from the
governorships, districts etc.176 Here is the first serious

example of the relativization of the significance of the

regional. level /oblast’/ in Preobrazhensky’s thinking.

In the tug of war about the regional economic centres
he ironically emphasizes - as he says - his impartial
/["non-party”/ communist attitude. And really, while, on
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the one hand, he takes for indispensable that these
centres "should be given full powers in making decisions
on issues of an indisputably economic character", on

the other hand, he readily admits that regional centra-
lization often cannot be justified from economic aspects.
It sometimes only inserts an unnecessary intermediate

step in the relations of governorships with the go-

vernment. Of course not in the Urals or Siberia, which
177

are regions far away from the capital.

The regional organs can be set up in such a way
that "the central authorities send there their own
representatives with full powers, with extraordinarily
full powers, or pershaps with excessively full powers -
says Preobrazhensky mockingly. But also in a way "as we
did earlier, when there still existed... proletarian
democracy in our country"” - he adds full of nostalgia.

But he recommends, as if he got frightened of indulging
in reveries in the recent past, instead of an election
from below, parity committees, consisting of the represen-

tatives of the centre and the governorships, to direct
the regional centres. The way he continues is also
surprising: "In this connection, I am most resolutely
opposed to the establishment of such regional Soviets
of the National Economy as were recently set up by the
council of the labour army in the Urals. The trouble
is that the council of the labour army is gradually
transformed into an economic organ and acquires step
by step, but irresistibly, full powers in other
oblasti, too.178

This is how the glory of the world passes away.
"The "Ural’skaia Trudovaia Kommuna" in 1918 is all right,
but the quasi-republic created by the labour army in
1920 is not? Perhaps Preobrazhensky sees clearly how
he gives lie to earlier himself, and it is possibly
for that reason that he concludes his train of thoughts
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by substituting the pejorative concept of oblastnichestvo
for local patriotism. If the regions implement the
central instructions completely, why should we shrink
back from exploiting the local energies by refreshing

the spirit of regional competition? - he asks with

the remaining courage of the one-time provocatively

pro-regional Bolshevik.

"If any delegate from Petrograd, participating
in the Congress, when walking in the courtyard of the
Kremlin, can proudly say that even the last street in
Petrograd is much cleaner than that.

This pride is due to the fact that patriotism
in Petrograd is entirely put into the service of the
construction of communism. If at home /!/ in the Urals
there are old comrades among the workers who are inseparably
united by their struggle against capital; if a competitive
spirit can be observed in carrying out requisitioning
or in perfectioning the organization, then why should
not we put also this kind of oblastnichestvo into the

service of the construction of communism?“179

/6/ This text inspired by the vanguard-spirit
of the Urals, tamed to local patriotism, is, by the way,
not Preobrazhensky's last word in the subject. For the
anarchist and anarcho-syndicalist movements, gaining
ground again at the turn of the years 1920 and 1921
outside and within the party, infuriate not only the
Bolshevik politician in him, /he was never enthusiastic
about external political competition, and now at the
X Congress, he gives his vote even for the ban on
factionalism within the party with a view to silencing
the Workers’ Oppositionﬂ but also cne of the leading
theoreticians of the party. Because great passions

are needed for him, in the busy time of the transition




to NEP, to rewrite and also to publish soon after the
Congress his study Anarchism and Communism,the first draft
450 It is in this work that

of which was written in 1918.
he consigns to oblivion the vision of the commune state,
branding it as a petty-bourgeois utopia. And he who does
it,is Preobrazhensky who, as one of the originators of

the idea, conceives at that time even the Komintern

as "the international conference of the councils of workers’
deputies and of all ’independent’ organizations of the

proletariat."181

And that this farewell is devoid of the tears of
self-pity, is due to a new intellectual flirt,/it is perhaps
unbelievable/ to a 1liaison between Preobrazhensky and
the NEP,
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EPILOGUE

The "other" Precbrazhensky? Why, what is the "first"
like? - I put these questions right at the beginning of my
study. What is that particular "other" Preokrazhensky like? -
the reader might agk me now,justly longing for unanimity.
“Tell me now at last fair and square, is this Evgenii reall
the Terrible, or is he not? Which of them is the real one,
and 1is there a real one at all? Or is it exactly this
ambiguous soul in which the truth lies?"

I might evade the answer in either of two ways. I might
say, first, that the only honest way 'to state anything
seriously about him opens after the presentation of his
whole life-work. Secondly, that it is only by means of a
kind of "dialectical" interminglinag of the "first" and the
"second" Preobrazhenskys that we can arrive at a satisfactory
solution, leaving it to the discretion of the reader to
decide on the ratios of the individual components. The fact

that I do not evade the answer right away, dces not mean,
however, that I am able now to answer the questions raised.

For I might describe Preobrazhensky [also on
the basis of his allegedly "war-communist" period outlined
here/ as a politician and theoretician, who can be characterized
by such high-flown epithets as "soft", "liberal", "moderate",
"decentralist". These attributes, however, would have a sense
only in the context of their established counterparts. Unless
we leave out of consideration the "first" Preobrazhensky and

drop the concepts used there /[radical, centralist, indust-

rializer, war communist, etc./ we have really no choice: we
may meditate over the internal proportions of the conflicting
designations /he is more radical in this, more moderate in
that, more centralist now, less decentralist then, etc./
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My writing - however its polemic tone might suggest -
sets "one" portrait against the "other" not primarily with
a view to redistribute Preobrazhensky’s characteristics
in the spirit of complementarity. No, the logical operation
of confrontation serves, in essence, didactic purposes. For
I should like to demonstrate that an alternative interpre-
tation of the age would be needed since an appreciable pro-
portion of the historical facts disclosed contradicts the
approach which has playved a dominant role until now, or very

often even diametrically opposed statements can be supported
by them.

Hence, what I am suggesting is not that we replace the
"first" Preobrazhensky by his opposite self,although I am
convinced that, with many of his characteristics, we would
not make a blunder by doing so. I would not approve either
if we were satisfied with the model of a "double-soul"

Preobrazhensky, which would easily explain everything, al-
though this method is related at several points,to what has
been said above. I would rather recommend the fundamental

rearrangement of the "first" portrait according to new concepts.
Thus the "other" portrait will not be a mere negative of the
"first" one, that can be seen on the cover of this study, but
it will be another kind of portrait in the strict sense of

the word.

Another in what? "Mid-left-sidedness", "regional
communism", realistic agrarian policy, limited "naturalism",
etc. - and I could go on listing the tentative concepts I

have used, often for lack of more suitable ones, in the
second part alone of my study. Whether the categories I have
put to the test in analyzing this arbitrarily chosen period
of Preobrazhensky’s life would prove to be feasible also in
drawing the arch spanning the whole period from 1917 until
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1837, is a question not reassuringly settled even for myself.
But reassuringly to the extent that I would take it amiss i1f
you,good reader, putting down my study, turned to me
sceptically with the words of the prophet Jeremiah: "Can the
Ethiopian change his skin and the leopard his spots?®

-




ANNEX: BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE WORKS OF E.A.PREOBRAZHENSKY

The list below contains nearly all of Preobrazhensky’s
works predominantly in Russian, that can be found in a
printed form. I am trying to present more than the only
serious bibliographical undertaking known heretofore
/Filtzerxl 1980, 40 titles/ by listind not only the author’s
studies and books, but also his newspaper articles - often
cf the volume and level of a study - as well as his public
speeches and contributions [thus the number of the listed
items amounts to 411/. In my view, this kind of documentation
of the roles of the poltician, publicist and debater charac-
terizes any Bolshevik social scientist of the time more
faithfully than the focusing of attention merely on scholarly
works in their strict sense. /It is for this reason that I
have included in the bibliography some circular letters of
Preobrazhensky issued in his capacity of CC secretary, and
even some of his samizdat writings known until now only by
their titles,as well as his letters sent to Trotsky and his
comrades in the Opposition during his exile in 1928/29./

The list contains exclusively works published between
1917 and 1936 as I have only indirect information about
Preobrazhensky’s literary activity before 1917. The written
materials of his illegal party work before and after 1917,
are preserved in archives inaccessible to me, and the over-

whelming majority of his legal publications in the Russian
countryside have got lost, and were anyway often anonymous.

x/ I owe special thanks to Jenny Brine and Don Filtzer, who
gave me assistance in collecting Precbrazhensky'’s works
not available in Eurocope.




Finally, the bibliography is only nearly complete also
because, however persistently I have tried in the course of
many years of research work to chase up Preobrazhensky
materials in the specialized literature and daily press of
the twenties and the thirties, some writings of the fanatically
prolific author are sure to have escaped my attention, not to
speak of the state of local libraries and of the poor quality

of the paper used for printing.

The works of Precobrazhensky have been divided into
three groups: 1. works in Russian, which are available in
libraries; 2. works not available, which are known only
from references; 3. works in English, German and French /mostly
re-editions/. In the first group the titles are arranged in
a yearly breakdown: in the first place there are those works,
which could be dated exactly /[some dates were corrected
according to the new style/, then comes the rest of Preob-
razhensky'’s writings/articles in periodicals, books etc./

I put a question mark where the reference is missing or
unreliable. The number cf pages is not indicated.

List of abreviations:
TI. and E.I1. = Preobrazhensky E.A.
The Trotsky Archives /[unpublished materials, Houghton

=
0

Library, Harvard University/
BKA Vestnik Kommunisticheskol Akademii
BCA Vestnik Sotsialisticheskoi Akademii
BAIT = Vestnik Agitatsii i Propagandy
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- kn u ond, lpasgma. 1919, Jl. 23,
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~ Kro sarosopuuyu? llpssza. I919. IX. 23.

- Hemor B mouns3y zereii. llpeszra. I1X. 24.

~ Zaguum yMom. llpaszma. I919. X. 3.

- TeHUKWdUn U seMenbHuf Bompoc. lpemza, ISI9. X. 8.

~ JrBouu Hauw pAzw. lpasza. 1919, X. 9.

~ JzapHHe Garanbor pepoawuuu. lpasza. I9I9. X. II.
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O moOmisanui rpycolt paCoueli cniu. llpasza. I920. li. 30.
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cpesga PKI(G). H.,I960.

- llapa urpuxos. lpasza. I920. I¥. 23.
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- Tpyzosoii mpaspuni Gexnxorh. llpasza. 1920. ¥. I.

- Tenerpamma I.[4.Tponxomy (1920.¥.10). The Trotsky Papers II.
1920-1922. Ed. J.M. Meier, Mouton 1971,
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- HeoGxonumoe manaunzamie. lpasza. 1920. YI. IS.

- YKas 00 oCHOBAHU# HmapTcoBulkoN. Ipasza. I1920. YU, 7.

- llepsre kupmmuw,. lpasza. I1920. YU, IO,
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K nmocespsofi kaunsH:in. Bcem ryOxomam, (Luprynap). BAD, 7-8. I92I.U.4.
I'pasznanve Buyrop Yepros. llpamza. I921. IlI. 5.
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X cwesgpe PRI(6). &i.,I1963,
0 Copp0e C MEIHO-HOYPHYE3HO- B8HAPXWCTICKOI KOHTP-pesolbnueil, (TesucH
L7 aruTaropos). BAID. 9~I0. (IS2I. I¥. I8).
OzuH W3 nO3yHIOB. lpaBaa., I921. ¥. I.
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i3 MOPOBIHUNANBHHX EBleuaTnenuit. lipasgza. I92I. YU, I3.

[Tamary Apreua. lpemmag. I192I. YU. I4.

Hosag skomomuueczad MOJNLTHXE W 387aun mapTii. llpasja. I92I. YI. 28.
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llepcnexrryusu. lpasga. I92I. XI. 6-7.
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NOTES

My dissertation contains a special chapter on the historio-
graphy of Preobrazhensky-interpretations. Thus it did not

make sense to go into details here. That is why i

only indicate, without comments, some characteristic works

of sovietological literature in the notes, and, instead of
speaking of Preobrazhensky, I rather let Preobrazhensky

speak himself.

When quoting his works, I give only their short titles, the
years of publicatifin and the page numbers where it is necessary.
For further details, see the Bibliography in the Anmnex.

All italics in the quotations are mine.

NOTES TO CHAPTER 1

1. See, for example Deutscher’s Trotsky trilogy or the imtroduc-
tions of Mandel or Naville to the French edftion of Thes=
New Economics; for an interpretation of Preobrazhensky’s
works in the light of growth theory, see, for example
Erlich’s Soviet Industrialization Debate; about unegqual
exchange, see, for example the works of Emmanuel, Amin or Sau.

2. See, for example, The IX and X Chapters of the "Short
Course". For current interpretation, see, for example,
the VII-X Chapters of Istoriia politicheskoi ekonomii
sotsializma /red. Trifonov and Shirokograd/,Leningrad, 1983.

5. See my studies "Gazdasdgi intézmények torténelmi/etlen/
parhuzamai. A NEP és a magyar gazdasdgi reform."A KTI
Kdzleményei, Budapest 1982, / /A/historical parallels
of economic institutions. The NEP and the NEM/ and "Az
elfelejtett konszenzus. A Preobrazsenszkij-Buharin vita
ujraértékeléséhez, Medvetdnc, Budapest1382/2-3./The
forgotten consensus. The Preobrazhensky-Bukharin contro-
versy revisited./

4. See Note No 1

5. See the bibliography in the Annex

6. These features of the "other" Preobrazhensky are portrayed

in the subsequent chapters of my dissertation.




11.
12.
13.

See Note No 4

See, for example, W.Brus: The market in a socialist economy.
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1972; S.Cohen: Bolshevism and
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