Dear Ted: . iay 25,1983

Concentration as digging, digeing, digging in a
single topic and belng concrete, concrete, concrete, including
the concrete Universal is not only something you need, but is
of the emsence for any Marxiast-Humanist work. Otherwise one
cannot intellectualizing, being abstract and getting nowhere by
not escaping the dilletante-way of being a good conversationalist
“at cocktall parties but contributing nothing elither to history,
or dialectics of llberation, theoretically and practically.

yersons

This is my way of saylng you're listening to too mpany piummws
and touching so many different different placee as to make an
*ordinary” person, a ncn-intellectual, say "Ch, well, you know
too much, and I can't understand”, but really meaning: Ah, well,
there is another blg shot who understand nothing a2t all of real life.”
So, please, ploase, stop mentioning so many different todics
that £¢ is clear you really don't know where yocu're going. How can
*Interin psricd=--which, by the way, is in the Archives--mogsibly
help you in your thessis as well as leaving roots in Utah as you
leave for where M-H neesds you organizationally, etc? And, pardon
:e.khat nelther can Xevin's suggestions for still other new, latest

00KS.
. First and foremost, concentrate, at one and the came time,
on M-l’, mrecissly, as you work out, for thesis, on economics
and dirldectics h{ concrstising : » under that that
toplic, wide-ranging as yamx it 1s, w complete your stay in
Utah, and make a contribution to M-K. I4 seems to me that in this

. Runt's interast in inirelation of higtory to theoxv.

, Specifically, and more precisely still,the relationehip -: .-
. of history to theory when it comes to economics, means looking at
ong. bourgeois and Merx,incl.M _H, « The bourgeols I am reéferring
-to/schuapeter’s s that and very
garly no other 3f wourgeois is needed. That is so becauss, -though .
‘he:lg very, very opposed to Hegel as only snother German theorsticiany
who' can't escape Hegel can be, he is the one who had that R

séntence I often quote, in opposition to Marx, he thought but'I =

naturally love ae profound in sumaing up Marx: transforms
historic marrative into historlic reason.

He sald this when he was showing that here is Marxgp

‘who wrote the most profound critique of Ricardo, a terrific . -

. economist, st. eto.,, but how can one argue with him when, everytime -
he is conerete, every time he tella a tele 1t soddenly becomes = - -
not Just a narrative but reason, Hegelian, dialectic Reason

as witness suddenly ralsing 18#‘ weaver's strike to a higher

level) than Frenoch Revolution? '

, . OJksemy point is you ge® all of history of economic
annlysis throuzz different historic pakmk periods--and
alongside, you see what I did with that same periocd, énd now
you can juap to mathematical analysis of the woderns who kesp -
sscaping living pooggo and, just as sconomics moves from
Ricardo to Keynes, mico/macro analysis and living workers
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fet not pushed down, as Marx shows, to appendages to machines
but pushed out altogether by robotiks. Whereupon wildecats

ot actual events make modern man/woman see that Merx's
analysis of fetish meaning thingifying labor itself as
commodity instead of living laborgr. Whether you show it

in Vol.I, and in Vol.II, as a single sentence, and in Vol.III
as topsy turvy vokld in a whole last unfinished ch. where

he comes back again in that very sentence we use ag N&L's motto,

&6 fetigh a word, we can edirlectica ag adventures of
$yKhoth in P&R and finslly in RL, WL, KM as all
pogt~Nar xists, including revolutionaries, greatest,

nevertheless using only f-wesy dialectic when it comes %o
concretising revolutionary force as Reason so that even
Luxemburg who had such a flash of genius on Imperialism
end so eloquent on those Black women in Kalahsrl desert being
murdered by Csneral von Trotha and yet not seeing that
rev.ry force but only as suffering humanity instead of a
new category of natlonal liheration, while Lenin who does
recognise that great revolutionary new forge but sticking to
elitist party and thus laying ground for Stalinism, In
a word, it isn’t only the break with concept of theory ,as \
Marx had done it onk “Working Day, but as do it today N
not by answering fully the absolute chgllenge, but

and asking others to meet that challenge in RL, WL, KNM.

Now what you have to do is decide, concretely,
what in economics, in dimlectics,i.e., which peried? Do
you wish to deal with state~capitalism, or so=-called poste
sapltalisn, or which"beyond*==rohotiksy? Japan? what, preclsesly,
i 1t in history and theory? Reagaanomiks? imperialism -
as world or "internationalism"., These horrors are now
retrogressing so, whether it be on "free spemnch™ when
it means retur to religion tvo on monkey triml or what?
After all, mo~called Left too im using imperialism as a way
to esoape Khomeinisth capitalism by attributing everything
to "Satan” UB and thus escaping state=capitalism,

Even C/v can become abstract if you leave out specific
historic period, today, or leave out Russlan e-c, or leave out
Japanese statism; I mean you must decide US imperialism in Latin
Anerica. On thepther hand, Black could not mean you need -
to start anew when we have sverything already from ACOT to 1950
pamphlet by participants and you'd have to sfart abstractly.

Mo, we don't need you on Black dimension. No, use whers you

can shine dn economics and dialectics in world history. Mako

:p ygur mind, and stiock to it, on specificity of rel.of his.

O thes )

but as thesis and bring to convention,

And do work who will come to it in Sept,,and
slso are you working on "entersainment" by corrocpondlng

to NY? And the class is of the essence, It sounded great
that you do have 10, and anthropologisteand internationaliss,
concrets, concrete, conorete.YourB'

Have aomethlnf¥h1aok on white, not as letter,
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,CI¢May 6, 1983
Dear Raya,

Yesterda 165 yrs. after Marx's birthday, I attended a
lecture onwmamistﬁ I didn't know
what I was going to say before I raised my hand, and honestly
it took me a while to figure out what I had said after I
,E§°p€?$ galking.t What I realized was that this very nice

nstitutionalist” professor continues to separate the
young/old M&arx by kegping Marx's " ngig$4ygdg§g_§g,
Ricardo's "embodied labsr" and Marx' s “holistic, social
alues, or axiology Iimited to hig visior 'of 1844 or
non-scientific statements” He thinks that Marx's core
idea of the way people produce their living is "materialist"”
and excludes the "social values or axiology”. I chanced to
read §2335933~21~32_M&F last night and once again underwent
second Tegativily as 1 read "they keep separating the question
of personality from the mode of production."

What was sagd & that privately this professor_gings a
different tune fi¥ave thumb, will travel" could also be seen
aE~theToed avel the digtance from those who "privately”
think one thifig, yet will not "politicize" their rhilosophy
"publicdy”. /My own experience reminded me of Hegel's quip
about Kant A paraphrasing),"You have to get into the water
in order to learn to swim". Though I didn't know how to
respond to this learned professor at first, my practice,
when there is a Marxist-Humanist Trilogy of Revolution, and
when News and Letters exists, meant that I didn't drown as
many other voices did "privately"”. 5

_eE~gplf you haven't heard yet, the study group did. become
HE 2 al.xdi%%ﬁEE%people attending. The discussion was
v,/fbon ragsion/Intélléct ifi the context of the third world's

confrontation with NUpjﬂAmenicansﬁgnd Europeans.. .Qur
L% A

@a_Egggp,has_memberggfiqm,Africd‘ Norway, Austria,l..

ny way, we'll see what develo . I am feeling the need
for study group participants out of the university community.
(otBhe tape retordingtef.your)talk is of good quality-I'm
told and I will send a copy to the center. We also are
tryitg to get a transeript typed up, which will follow as
soon as we are able to get it done. The radi

det and a friend is editing out the commercials.-
ssertation, I again feel that I m getting
¥ater” but not yet "swimming”., My idea was
efiter on your gl ifngou grelationship
: —bo-Variab eapital as a key to the Marxian
Dialectic of Dead over Living labor., I proposed to keep
this in mind wdth Marx's section on "erroneous conceptions
of Political Economy" where he talks about Smith's "incredible
abepation”, It seems fo me that all I have heard in presentations

¥

by "Marxist Economists” is never ending focus on the Market or

Wages? I was impf%paed that %glggg;L,gnd.Srﬁi{thggg“gggiggggI.
all made these errors and tha%t a very vocal group ) .
continue the attack on the Labor Theory of Value and "orthodoxy
todgy. The social democratic, and state capitalist politics of
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these "seientific" marxists concerned with distribution is
beginning to emerge for me. I thought that I might choose
a few important thinkers and ask what was the attitude towards
Constant Capital" on one hand, and did this have any relation
to their attitude towards Hegel on the other. Do thinkers who
miss the living laborer confronted with dead labor also fail
to confront the Hegelian Dialectic? Anwther way of saying this
is that I wanted to take some Post-Marx Marxist Economists,
measure them against Marx's concept of "constant capital”
confronting laborers and ask if there is any relation to
the method they practice as against dlalecticSu..oveevaeaees

/;ngay 10,1983
05. My concern with the first topic was that I not stop at
\b N critigue of other intellectuals, i.e.,"apply" a dialectic,
- but also show an “attitude” towards the"creation” of
dialectic by living subjects. I had then wished to follow
\ on one hand the Post-War debates on automation, "constant
d;ﬁ capital", and show in contrast to those who say "nothing
new" happens when capital substitutes for labor,that a
new stage of production and revolt was reached. This
is not original, as you have already workedqithis out. I
wighed to inwardize the dialectic and"extend"it(though not
ag a workers' movement does) by confronting other tendencies
that I meet in the world of URPE and academic economics, as
you called them in another letter the "pragmatists and
‘ empiricistg’. : ‘
TR ‘ ught of helping to produce the pamphlet on
' the mingrs' strike as ﬁEE%gof The dissertatiofi too+ vKevin
o I ‘ ot A Tore-theoretical fopic would be best, given
gBources though. I would be willing to help though and
hi that I could get a project accepted that included
our theoretical atttitude" to the strike. One person

id an oral history of communist involvement inthe formation
of the CIO.here.

I have (also) thought--that--the-key-concep r those who -
Ganrict ses what we are talking about is the faw of Motignﬂfﬂz)
that cute through the tangle of markets. So man
caught up with going back and forth to market, that I thought
I might make a contribution by collecting and developing
Marx's comments on the relation of production to, the market
and once again contribute to the Battle of Ideas with Post
Marx Marxists.(Again taking particular Post Marx Marxists.)

My own interest if§ deep and continuous in Hegelian
Philosophy. Recently Kevin recommended & book, Hegel Contra
Sociology by Gillian Rose (a woman). She argues that all
sociology is Kantian or Neo-Kantian, including the Neo-Marxists.
This barssthem from directly grasping Marx's philosophic
foundation. It's a confusing, difficult book for me, I have
just scanned it. However, the point is I have & deep abiding
interest in Hegel and wgg;d welcome a topic that lel-ma
develope Hegel Contra E onomics. The fmathematica

ReE 60t the discipline off from “higtroy and its-process .
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(_J I am supposed to prepare a half hour talk on the"American _

N

Civil War,The Eight Hour Day Struggle, and Marx's Capital"*}or
my—hiﬁfa?y‘ﬁlg§§;~~l use my time to study M-H whenéver possible.
n going rough the Supplementary Material you recommmend at
the back of MkF I was impressed with the depth of Beard's,
Parrington's, Sherwin's, and Carrison's childrens' scholarship
on America. If we have a perspective to develps an
organizational relationship to the Black Dimension in Denver
and with new Black intellectual contacts, would it make
_Bense for me to continue to search in the area of the

~)V“ ¢ Black movement for aopic? I think that part of my "problem"
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4" ig that I am too obskssively intellectual, theoretic/philosophic

«Y 'and a eonfrontation with a movement from practice would help to
6hgwdevelop¢\me as an active Marxist-Humanist.

. .  Another direckion might be on the question of "personal

i#"' development" and the dialectic. The books on Phillips,

e Garrison, or Luxemburg show that the Phenomenology can

be starting point to grasp "quest for universality". Here

‘ Jaﬁ [ I would try to establish that "personality is not separate
%JN} ﬁ/ol from production” or revolution. I might take an individual

{}, american revolutionary and show the relationship between
erevolution and personal devglgpgmept. Here I would have
some support from K Hunt—“and Randa) but I'm sure they would
imsigt that’ _,‘,'“ The topiec
L, —CcOR o mind was the fo stitutional economics
and the economics profession, either R, Ely ar@ =f or Commoms
and relating this to to the black struggle and groups or
~individual revolutionaries in this period.
A8 I am just beginning to practice RLWLKM, ways to write

n relation to the "new moments” haven't yeteiglled+‘,EK Kunt
ation o

B nhsxa_gguﬂ_a“dgep concern he has is the r P
igtory to theo I of course point to your work in M&F
and t apter on the Working Day. However, the new book

deepens your development of the topic to show that revolutionary
develppments effect the economic laws. I might think about that
and develope something...How could anything I conceived at now
not have permanent or continuous revolution in it! The meaning
of my first appraach would be bo emphasize the Dialectics of
C/V for the West, but what aboutthe peasantry and Third World?
Perhaps learning “panish and taking a central american or Latin
AYerinan Revolution would be an expansion out of my american-
enrocenteredness.

I will make work in the Archives crucial for the dissertation.
Art Kunkin has F¥im papersg and other documents not_included
in the Archives that might be turned into a chapter that shows
how your development differed from CLRJ's and others. Perhaps
this could dovetail with the production of the new pamphlet?

I am"in the water"” but not yet "swimming”. Your comments are
a lot to ask for but given that I'm trying to find my way in
a land that you helped chart there really is no-one else who
understands where I'm trying to go. I deeply appreciate your
attention. }/1259

PS: Did you read Ritters® Hegel and ‘¥he French Revolution? It's
in tha "Studies in Contemporary German Social Thought™ reeries
edited by Thomas McCarthy (MIT press). Kevin asked me to send
a note to Gillian Rose mentioning you along with my interest in
her book on Hegel. I'll do that this week.
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