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‘[Bletween capitalist and communist society there lies the period of the
revolutionary transformation of the one into the other. Corresponding to this is
also a political transition period in which the state can be nothing but the

revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat.’

Karl Marx, The Critique of the Gotha Programme
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Explanation: law and coordination

Law is needed not just for control (the general need to prevent directly harmful and encourage directly
beneficial behaviour), but also for coordination (enabling people to anticipate the conduct of others and thus

more successfully achieve their objectives either personally or in cooperation with others)

Tom Campbell, The Legal Theory of Ethical Positivism

Law is a particularly useful coordination instrument because of its ‘seamlessness’, ‘forms and modes of

application and enforcement’, and ‘legislative capacities’
John Finnis, Law as Coordination
Dictatorships require coordination:

(i) To effectively deal with the emergency via self-defence or revolutionary action

(ii) To maintain the functioning of everyday life in areas not affected by emergency (contracts, marriages, petty

crimes, etc.)

-> There is a practical need for law even in dictatorship



"Without a legal system and a legal order—without Law with a capital L-the Stalinist regime
could neither control the social relations of the people nor keep the economy going nor
command the political forces in the country as a whole. It was rediscovered that law is not
a luxury but a necessity, that at the very least it satisfies a basic need for some outlet for
the feelings of justice, of rightness, of reward and punishment, of reciprocity, which exist in
all people. Stalin did not want the Russian people merely to obey; he wanted them also to
believe in the rightness of the order which had been established. This fact breathed in every

word of Soviet legal literature from the statutes and cases to the treatises and law reviews.”

Harold Berman, Justice in the USSR: An Interpretation of Soviet Law



