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2/18/49 .
Dear & ' 1

I dapcided tc translate the Philseophic Notebooka on the [
Science of Logie in totoc as axeaﬁptn cannot avold the appearance ;
and actuality of belng forced. Here ia the first ssction, dealing
with tha Prefacea, Introductlon and Doctrine of Being, MNota that
the Leep (tranala%ed by Hegel's translatora aas Jump) you made so |
famous in your No%es 15 not in Quallty but in Measurs. IT ia the
6limax, What is, 0 enilre Tirae% volume, He begine by objeoiing -
to %he padantry which ligted the title of the Observation to the
Nodal Line of Heasure-Relaticns: (Exsmples of Such HNodal Linsaasj -

t T 3 in the contentes pages but not in the
text 1tegelf., He then procesds to sntroduce hig conclusions with
"graduslness axplains nothing without leapa®, then he ropsats the
title of the Observation "as 1f Natufs did not make jumps" which |
. he emphaslzes further by repcating the word "Lespel® at a slde,
then coftfly emphneizec "Interruptione to gradualness’ and ends
with quoting Ehges 389-00, "It ie sald, natura non racit salium® | |
and twp more Leaps! follow that., You would think st this polns that
he teele gally and can transit to Hesence easily. No, he complaing
here that the end of Vol, I, “Transition of Being to Eesenns 1s |
analyzed doubly obscurely.® How much that men knew and how zuch more

he was ‘searching for! . I

- You will enjoy the notes on Being which you practically |
gkdlnped over in your hurry to get to Essence. It aeemed %o me oné
of the reasons waa the nececasity to mgin vith simplest cotegories,
becauss both in philosophy, economice, politics and what have youj .
thoee simple categorlies “contain in germ the whole". An excellent
example of this firm grasp of the dlalectic at its simplest 1s hi
remark, after complaining that Hegel is unelear, or rather he ia |
unclear sbout Hegal's Tull meaning in "Die Objectivitat des Soheins,
die Notwendigkeit des Widersprusha® (4inherent negativity): g

"Is not thimg the thought, that appearsnce 1a alao

. objleotive, sinoe 1t is gga of ths gigig of the ob-
Qeciilve world? Not only Wesen, but alsc Scheln are
objestive, - Even the diatinstion between subjlective
and objective haa 1ts limita,® T

A _Popular Outlina.® Need I har? on my favorite pesve! compars %o

hig
8 analyslis of essence in her A : 3

0

No wonder that man could write of ggpgg;gﬂgg'so'profoundly! “Iﬁpntihltaj

analysis of appearance %o Hosa
Anothsr thing that struck me anew wag emphasls on Methed, !
Method, Method “the dislactic which At has in iteelf"i 2®wmxxthm |The
firat referense %o Capltal) coours here when he guotes Hegsl "net 3
mere abstract Universal, but as & Universal which comprises in:i%ssls
the full wealth of Particulars.” ‘When gou_add tc his emphasia xbamrk
on ths devalopment of thinking through "Ats own necedsary lavws®, his
attack sgainat "using" rforme of thought "aa a means®, the attacks:
both on Xantianism and his "thing-in-itsel?® and Transcendal Idealem
and ita "subjectivism®, you can sea that the conretes which Lenin!
had in mind vhon he was reading Logio were both the aconomlo condi-
tinna=-COapital nlus the Imperizslism he was going to work'out-and%

&

Zinology of the Bernsteihe,” Kautskye and, yas, Rosa Luxomburg sin
re

in that very period ha aleo made notes on her book, What rich ye
vera 1014-1918 for Lenin in his Ystudy room®} |

i
#
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Evidently for the £irst timn he was struck slzo by the
faot that in the back of Hegel's mind whén he worked out the
"galr-davelopment of concspte’ wss the whole hietory of philosophy.

(He had made thege notes bafore thosa on Hegel'e History of Philosophy)
Along with thig vas the emphngis on how “materdalistic® rang the
scund of Hegsl'a statement "What i1g first in solance has had to
show itself rirst historically.” Lenin gave a very, rather truly
matsriallstic interpreatation of history as 1% mesnt to him alao
the foundatlons of soolety. At the same time he contrasts
"Jo ﬁgstry and Dirlasctic" in general when he guotes Hegel: "Foy
sophistry 18 an argument proceeding from s baseless suppoaltion
which 1s allowed without oriticiem oy reflecti-ng while we term
dialectic that higher movemsnt of Remascn where terma appearing .
absolutely diatinet, pass into ons enother becauae they are what .
they are, where the assumption of their separateness oancsls 1%selfr.”
Both Hegel ard Lenin hit st “bazeloss assumptions”; this is very |
important for our work, of course, |

|
: ' :
. _Among the "bassebess assumptions® are those that divide |
finite from infinlte by an impassable barrier, or, as Hegel would
pus it, by making one "a this-gidednese" and then sstablishing L
an “other-sidednesa", e beyond. It s at this point that he deal
. with "Cught and Barrier as moments of the finite", but wury briefly;
. -X went back to Hegel very oarafully on that, and the correspondenge
with G on the mplation of thle to the general contradilction of -
:. oapitalisn you are asquainted with, I will return to that again tmfaxy’
at snother time, ~ o : ‘ o [

No one reading Lenin can reaist temptatilon to quote him oj )
the dlalesotio, although they kncw the roader 1s all too anxious t
g30p raadinq % %o ge% to-Hegln himeelf, po hers gowe! This comd .

. after Bagel's *The thinge are, but the truth of thiz.belng 15 their ¢
¥Thoughts of dialectic en lisant Hegel, HB, :
Bharp and wise! Hegel analyres concepts which usuglly
appear dead and he shows that there Ag movement in them,
The finite? That meens movement has come %o an end!
Scmothing, That means pot wWhat Other ig. :
Being in general? That means such indeterminatess that ‘
. being = Not-Being, y - : | -
b Allugided unlversal flexibility of gongepta=—-rlexibility |
. peaghing %o the iden¥ity of opposites, This Fiexibilizty ‘ad Jeot-
. ively applied = awimkk ecleotioclem and saophlstry.  When tnie o
- flexibility 1s gbjingtively applied, i.e,, reflesting the all-sidedness
of the materlal process and its unity, then it is dalegtlc, it 1a
' the correot reflection of the dternal development of the world," |

‘ ”Eave fun with Lenin and be patient about his Hotee on Fasencs
sig::izfiu 1s a very large saction and I do thie betwesn many othe
. ae ea,

Yours,

3




Feb, 26,1940

Dear J: {

Herswith Lenin's Notes on Essence; I am moving raster uith{
the trenslation than I hed gcounted upon mainly because I hnd tuought
1t would take time ®Ho rind" the guotations bul now find that o3 |
I mysel? internaligze Hagel T nearly alweys flip open the right page,

The deep richnese of Lenin's Notep would overwhelm me 1f

1t were not for thelr utter simplioliy.. Az Af you did not ballieve
me, let me cite but one linstance. He 19 talking about a "purely
legical" working out of the dlalestis and continuves *Das fallt
yusammen, It mugh coincide as doos inducticn and éedunptlion in
Capital.'Not for one imstance dogs he permit you to think that
“o compare the dlalectic "marely to the deductlve and induokive . -
method of Capital is "narrow' for the comment ocourred &8s an =
sddition to: "The oontinuation of ‘the workiof Hogel .snd Marx must '
sonsistd in the dialectia working out ‘of the hi'sfory of -human.g-.-
thought, science and tec ique,” Moreover, "technique; or the:
technology which sets the ground for our mode of produsilion, i
ptoduction rslation and generelly the whole intellectual development,
1e nowhere here so overpowsring that you think of the mind's :
development ag a mere reflection of the sconomic. ralations; that b
$oo not only has its own laws but “worke upon" so~-to-epeak ths. = |

. economic materlal and the result ia not any one of these things . |

" alons' but’ 11 of them together, 7This can De secn, for example, iy .

| the three dates that he zats down_for Rem univermsal davelopment: :

. (1)38153-~8clence of Logic or, the heory of development '~ . b

~=(2)1847-~the Communist Manifesto, oF tho applization of dlalsctioto.

i T "goolety. _ o : L T

{ (5)1e59=--0Origin of 3pecies, cr‘appliqatioﬁ of dialectics To pan. % Coe

I Whoever ig still-en fool-llardy-&s tolsck for a .primary‘cauéeﬂfgﬁﬁﬁ:,;j

. 4

-/ may do so Af he has enough tine to waste; Henln will have none |

\ that--he will have only totallty and moverent and break-up and moﬁemahti

If the three azcilons of the Doctrine of Ecsengn-Kade } :
.| summarized in 5 worde, I'd say Hanifoldnegs for Bhow ,igi??§§°3’ |
.. Avpearance and Totslity for Actuallty. Manifcoldednese 18 partiocu-

. 1larly important 1f you consider that Lenin wrote his Hotes-Whnen

. the world was being rent asunder. Lenin, in quofing Hegel-on -~ |

| ¥he fact“that both Scepticiam and. Idealtsm msémitted manifoldednses
' “and yet thejdared not "affirm: 'St 1a'" and thé othar dared not !
ﬁ'begardFognition ae knowledge of the thing-in-1tself”, comments:
iYon inolude all the manifold riches of the
“world in Achein and you reject the objectivity
S of Schein'al!" . . _
Lenin notes, further, not only that Eesence must appear (ﬂn-rntheﬁ
_ he comments on this statement of Hegel's, thua:"Tas 1ittle phil- |
osophars digpute whether one ghould take as basie the esdenis SF
. the immediately given...Hegel substitutes ‘and' for ‘or' and ox-
* nlains the concrets content of this 'and',") but he,emﬁhsaizes that
. even mexrs i3 one of the determinstions of escenca®, aturally,
~ he dogp not fall to underline that one=aidaed determinatensas of
Eagenca bas no Sruth, but he omphasizes alsc (permit. ce to ski
 here):"Gausality is ordinarily understood by us as only & emal
part of the univarsal connection, but (a materialietio 2ddition)
the amall part is not subleative but the objectively real oconnec-
 tien." I could not help but fee) that these 'amall parte" which
- had "objesctively raal connsotlon® were the aelemente of the
“phenomena about him which became th~ book Inperialiam, 15’99 L

i
i
!
i
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- ' i
vieenre-May-T.be pormitted to linger a moment on Law of Gontradictlon,
peeing that both Lenin and you consideredisc much the essencs of thepid -
hmEagi&s aa to quote 4t in toto? I however wish to limit mysolf
only to its relaticnchip to the general contradletion of capltellem.
I began to harp on the applicabllity of parte of the dialectlc i
to that general sontrsdiction.even when I wag in the Duckrine of :
Being (Baction on Ought-and Barriep' in rolaticon to inifinite prode
uctlon-~production for preduction’s soke th ¢ 1s) and now I find |

. that Hegel notes {p.87): |"Infinisy uhich 1z contrediction as it~
appearzin the sehere of Baing"| and then moves rapldly on %o de-
monatrate that %the prineiplé of aclf-movement consissa of nothing
elge but the exhibition of contrediction®,)) Having moved that
rapidly he concludes ‘Motion is gsxistent contradiction.,” The emphasis
13 Lenin'e and suit me psrrectly for grappling wlth the law of z
motion of capitalist socliety in philoscpiic rather than in velue
torme. If am wrong, I can always return home--%o the law of value:
tut something bids me continue with 1%.. :

Some time back I wrote to Grace about the fact that “kingdom

of lawa" in Yhenomenology had me baffled eince.thers seemed 0 be

a pontradiction batween that analyeis which fitted the primltive

gconception of the 8taliniste and the ecoromlc laws to which Marx
| refers to as dominating over soclety regardless of the conaclousnepe
' of men. X.was on the point of conaldering myself etlll as & mere
'%oman of understanding® when I mef with Lenla'w notes on: the Law of
, Appearance, whera he not only sends himself back to the very same i
: section in the Paenomenology, but after ligting no lsss than 10 defin-
" itions of law in Hegsl, he ooncludes that that all thess definitely-
. ¢iffer from the rinal conclusion, p,136. 4llow me to take these
. aummations step by step am they will help me translt to totality, |
' Law 1e, pays Lenin, paraphrasing Hegel: . S T

: it . f — .

s 4?§§ undty of /ghow and exi atence; (23253 of the atens of t£;%>\
' sognition of unity &nd condeciion, of resiprocal dspendence and -
. fotnlity of -the world proceae;/(giﬁthe enduring and perglaetent in
appeavance; (4)the 1dsntity of @ppearance in ita reflection; (b)

' approximate; (7)essentlial’ appearance; {8)1aw and essence of conosp

. are homogensous. ..expressing the deepening of man's knowledge of
appesrance; (9)vefleotien of essentlal; {10}a perd; B|ppeavancs,

i totality, wholenees 18 richer thon lawv. o

ﬂsuﬁ here Lenin ztops himgelf to note: "But further, although 1t 1s

i
l
f
: the (qul ypeflection in appeérance;(6)narrow, incénplets,. %

v

I
|
‘not olear, 1t im ackndledged, 1t seems (pp.135 especimlly) that 13?
. can oversome this insdsguacy and grasp alse the nogative eids, and! .
. totalitat der Ersoheinung,® Must return here!® Now p,l357f has wial
"appaérs tc me the key sentenoq:‘g?he determination of Lpw has thus
changed Law itself." Xt whichYHegel prosseds to show what it Was
%gt first®, what 1t became as "negative intro-Reflection” developed
&%, and ecneludes "Thue Lew tp Essential Relation.® The smphasis .
‘48 Lenin's and brinﬁs us praoiseiy to the comprahension of law in
the mense in which Marx uses "abrolute general law" which cen only
ba abrogated by the medlation of the proletaria%-establlening dif-
. farent social relatlions.

L-lsﬂq
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1 What & dialsctioian that Hegel was; nothing elas can explain .
ithe sheer. geniua_of that uan's ln.ngua.ge wﬁioh defines identity as &
““"unseparated difference", Jand nov as he enters Agtuality and votalitat,
'mepsPLSs that—totulity found as * " The 4‘
.smphasis ie Lenin's, which shows he wems not going to be sutdone by

‘a man vho lived and dled long bafore WWI, Xou will like the way
‘Lanin weaves in the Smaller Logie to elarify the essence of tha
‘dlplecticitx, He underlines Hegel's I %

.which, as it opena itself out, dlscloses itgelf To be neacesiiy.”

{And then translaten: “The unfoldment of the whols tutalit,z of

‘moments of acfuality HE = essenoe of dinlectio knowledge." He

‘sleo msks himgelf whather by "momente of conoept® Hegel does not

wean "moments of transition”. He is rull of "allGeidededness snd
_all-enbracing character of world conneotion.' Always it ie: J
~“Uonneetich, relation, mediation, ncoessity, motlion, unity of
ioppositee, break-up of identity, tmzitiqn-,and_,_moiicrn,, mokion and
‘transgition, and that 1s totality. I beliews I am ready to tollow

!
!
i
|
|

~nSmInte-Nostor, T T )
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3/12/49
Danr J¢

I am extremely happy in being able to annd you the oonclurion
of Lenin'g Noter on the Logle. If you wroie your iotera on the
2ialectic for mr, then 1 tranalated Lenin for you, Surely you who
have gone into o regular "gonapiracy" with Lenin on the analyeis
of i#egel deserved saeing Leninte notae in their antirely, and not
meeely in extraote. Beinic the only ‘ussian, 1t was my duty to have
done this long ago. The only reason {ant 1% &2 the ranl ground,
not n mere excuse) I have ror not dcing sc &= vt I could not havs
vithout £irst having digeated your Hotna} 80 now we ara Bguite".
Perhape.l 11 even be conoelted enough %o say that ¢hen you cume to.’

. ’%nwritin%jyour Motes I c¢an be of garvica, e T

S ——————
1

et me say at the etart thet, although you huve entered into

thir "conspiracy® with Lenln, the oustendlpg Jiffernge beiveen the
two “"verstonal jx&k&g&:" You aote Lhot L8 gtec on
_. 4 TWotfon are as\lengthy/ca thozes on the Introduptl n§ Deetrines
(:; of Being and Essenégﬂggﬁyépgﬂ; Yourd were :oo-4§uttin your notes
on the Notion you ineludéd the acturl applicatick3f it, both insofar
s n balance sheet of Trotskylsm ir concerned as well ag in ocutlining
. our ovn laap, but Lenin's Notes on the dotion are that bulky in
?q§k.gng foy themselves, with bare indications an %o how to apply.,—* es\\
¥ dirfanrnce is not accldental. (Lepin-wna looking for a new Umiversaly
He found Hegel's Idea, and eald: Mtasif I may steal unexprE@sion
spom Marx who -stole it froa some one slse: hlo Rhodue, hic galtal -
Ané even then Lenin couldn't fashion hia new univeraai: vevolutipn.
%o a mant until there appeared the Sovletg, 117 version. The@dea)
had@ him pose the question corractly; the . uasian maseee aupplisd -
the practlice; & thep-Lenin aryived and i Wk unified the two . B
and ealled it: State and Revolution.' We, on the other fiand,  altkOugh™
we ara looking for our (thie nge's, that is) universal, have ‘some-~
thing to go by a3 Lenln had not. ﬁancu,‘althnugh you -&pant that”
much- tiwe on Notion, and ‘fnsluded ite;praebiae,_the;jh;ng;ygg;qhgae. .
most to stop at and.aay: hic Rhodus, hlo salta L0 was the law o2 >
T« Contredlotion in Fessnoe, That -too 1a not azsidensal elnce »hat
. we arn gonfronted Wity is not a “hatraysl* {stetx: 1 ko $hat of
| the Second In%,) but the gga;zg%;gﬁ;ggg of. Trotskyism which =till
| paeoes for Leninism and in wnioh we tooc have our rocta and beling,
! 8o mach so that evan vwhen you gome-io the Notion (4in.your Synthetlc
: Cognition) you return back to(Easqggh, coritradiction ol form snd
pontent, causs and =ffe0%, eto, order once and for xll not only
do awey with, but overaome, tranecand Trotakylem,

Just as th ' racterized Lenints comprshension of

the Dootrine of BAing, LAY ag.= 12l Relstion hie grasp of
the Doctrine of = ao(gnACTIC chracterizes his very pro-

[:]
round snalysis of The Dootrind~or—the Notion, and why he chocsrm
to single out The segtion on the idea as you bhnd —nietiRactiawcik
Obaervrtion 3, ‘




=D

Benin beging with the Tact that "The dislectic road to cog=-
nifion of truth 1g FFoh living obsnrvationggg/nbstract thinking &nd>
el thiségg)pract ce” and never lats go this for s single - -
»edend, & insigte that the laws of ltogical cognition reflsct
cbjectivlity in the subleotlvh coneciusnegse of man, but he does
not stop at reflecte,, No, he ptrles catrgorically, "Han'a cogni-
tion no% only refleate the objlrotive world, but grantas At W (My
emvhagis.) But if you think for a moment that that means you can
get off Anto the high cloude of the land beyond, he bringa. ot :ﬁ
right back to earth and practice, practice, practice} “'Gonﬁ?&gfgg

- of astion',..For Hegel agtlinop, practice la the |

teonelnsion'or the figure of logle, And this is true! i

i Of counse, not in the senge that the Tigure of loglc has .
i by 1ts Bthernees |the pragtic~ of man (= absolute 1dealism
i but vige versa: the pracy of man reneating its-lf billione /
of tlmes, fastens itself in eonscioueness of man by the =
| figurrs of logicg¢. These Tigures have the solidlity of a
i prejudice, an axlomatic character,greclaely {z2nd only) i
\;?ecauae of thks billion-timed repetion” _

] ‘—._._"‘“—“‘f‘f'ﬁ_—‘" -———--«—-————-—-

- And againt "The activity of man, compsoing for iiselr andg
objeetive pleture . of the world g h s ng e g the external:
activity, transcends its determinstencgs (= ed these -
or other of 1ts aspects, qualitife) and thus teles away rrom
1% the traits of appearance, exter 1ixy-and"nui11€§,fgg glvesa

it balng in-itself and for-itself (S objective truth},

And bvefore thati¥..undoubtedly practice in Hegel stands.as.a link— -
in the analysls ¢ the process of -cognition and preciasly
d las a traneition %o objaotive (“ahgolute” mceording to Hegel)
, truth, Marx, consdquently, clings tc Hegel, introducing the
eriterin of practice inte the theory of knowledget cf, Theses -
nn Fegerkach,® ’ : .

And~bafora'thstz ha-had traced thT; wbryo of historicsl materialism
n

in Hage%i quoting and emphasizing zamix caps)the following from
: ternal yabure

(Hegell “In his %uolg man_poggeggeg pownr .gver exterial .

, \Javgg-Shgggg gocording o his onds, ho Freqyently ic sublentad to it. »

)'Hls,wholn emphansle on the End,and Sybiegtive notion 15 that the

- 'faims of man are gensrated by %ha_o Jectlive world but that he g

” changes, subjeotively desires change and acts; thare he goes so

i] fAx an to aall the objective-world mp-actualand the desires of

‘i man aotugl, and the reAson Hehangs on £6 4o the Idea ie that "1t

| not OEI hag the dignity of a universal, but alaso the simply

. tual, " ' , :

J &c En o ‘ | ‘
Lat me ses whether I omgn do with The Idea, what I tried to do with
the Law, 1listing 1t whn in detail,£5¥ in hag no lees than 17
definitiong--more correctly, manifoldednseses: {What a vord I just

mede up”@'n tion apd ob) t @')m}gg;ggg bjectivit
otion n obJectivity; of subjleotivity
to obleosivitys 3) to traﬁauand; 4)pro and subordination

of thought end cbject; containe strongest ;
sinoe notlon veaches freedom and gfeimnlly creates,_stey OVEIrQomeE

€)1s Truth (only as ! and relation dpes it raalize =
italefy R)is Ropegn (Subjeotive and Objgotive; 8)ile objlective_ggldvity

1693
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9)davelops through (a}ldfe, {v)process of ¥nowledge, inoluding
¥gng1;gg, (c)rraches the Absolute Idea or complrie truth;
10)logical notlon, which » natura AND conretenees AND mbetraclt-
neas AD phenomena AND esernce AND motion AND relation; 1l)not
onlp dlgnity or universsl bui aleo aimple actual; the richeat is the
mpet concra%a; 12)unity of cognitlon nnd praciice; 13)3 ?ostualtea
summrlze 1%t {a)go0d End (subleotive End }ve. ngiaué;§¥ {Yexternal
notualisy?’); (blexternal mosng (wezpon) {objlective s jeorrespon-
dence o’ subgect and oblac%, the verirtication of auﬁjnctive ideas,
whieh are(ladcriteria of objective iruthy 15)absolute Tdea ae
untty of theoretical and practical idea; (18)mathgd of absolute
cophition, after which ig She (17} summétion of ihe dinlectisg.

Fop that Lenin gives 17 other aspects which-o nstantly

ey . .

develon throughQ§§%§£iggcy(@bJoctivit S contvadiction, struggle;,
(transl 1onj unfoldingr .‘hnw‘siﬁan“ﬁhtdﬁ”Beﬁm”to be a teturn-to

cl&’(nagatlon"pr"thé’hegation), motion, practica., He sums up
. zeience which he considers, arter Hegei, Wn gircle cf circlop
tha movement from "gubjeotive Idsa Lo objective truth Shrough
practice,” with no end of" emphasig on teokmique gnd and tha
objective world and eubjeotive nims: "Igchnigue, mechanigal _gnd
1. thys gerwve the almg of mslc 17y that 1% sharacter \esgonce)
7..,! 4

T 7] n
Lon yg external ond}tlo 7 W
alur 00 ding thet the only vewrificatlion of all

notura, gL 1

those dialngtical laws 18 th~ application tcv%gd;xigggl sglences -

and hence the emphnels on our restudying Marx's Qapitald, . .
of tha Marxists of the 20th century underatocd, and a renark agains
himeelf: "Marxistg criticlzed the Kantians and Humlsts at the -
boginning of the 20%h century more 3wt An the Feuerbachina {and
Euchno®ian) :than in a Hegelisn manned.” The. emphasis on the plural .
darxiatg) 18 Lenin'a; it follovs the remark agalnst Plekhanov; and

. hae an additional remar¥t "The questlon of the eriticism of contam-

\ porary Kantien ,—as te.? 1In other words, the emrhasls on

/ the pluraldinel elf ps he 1g the only one in additvion to
?‘Plekhanov Who had bothered much with Machism, o

ag

It 1c a maoterly undevstatement to say that I am immensely .
‘impreseed. -A bettor way to express it 1s that I am dying to gel
down %0 apply all thia to two thinget (1) the Amerlcan economy %o
wich I hope to get.to seriously this gummer; (2)to Marx's Capital -
tn which I hope Orace will collaborate; I have written on-some of
the aspeets already ond-will tomorrow send off anothrr letier on
other aspects. ‘ ‘ :

o Beeause I have been very anxious to finieh this {Novack's
visit took a wenk out) I have not read either the notes on the ~
Furitan Revolution or the one on the fegro queaticny I hope 1 can
keep both t11ll next veek and will ley you Yamsst have my reactions

then. )

My love %o Oonnle.




Dasnp Jt

Por the tlmn boing-«beeruse I have not yet had time to
reorlent In Fltishurghe~l +ill not writs on the dlalectic 1t-
self (that 13 on Lenin': Notebooks on it) but only the cireum-
etances surrounding it ’

{1}ErupsXaya's memcdrs {Vol.II, 1...152-5}) speak of
1914=6 and amphasize (a)international range of VIL's activity
which gave & new tone t~ his work for hueeia, (b)study of
phileozorhy as preparation ror hie essay on Karl Marx, vhich
begnn with Fhllosophic Mrterlaliam and Vialectics., Krup:kays
comments: "Tills wrg not the usual way of presenting Marx's
teachinga. Before writing the chanters on philoecphlc material-
lan andhfialactlca Ilyich agein diligently read Haga&rand
other vnhilosophers and gon;;gnnd theee studles sven(gl for—,
he hpd finighed the es2ay. Ihe alm of hig vecrk in tﬁﬁéﬁgﬁlm
of phll, was to master the method of transforming philosophy
into a c¢oncrete gulde to zctlon, Hls brief remarks shout
R the dialccticeal approach toward ali&phinomena,‘maae in 1521
Tk in the oouyse nf the controvgrslesufirh Tifuey Buplanla b "
AR P AN W 15 Py SR g s LR U RV 0ty W
Bt v P (0 ) e sntrotuction by Adordteky, under the sditorship
(Mt e gar~0f Bukharin, to the Notebooks (Leninski éboyn;h,_#12,19 i :
: —{ .. the Lenlnski Shoynik #.9%1989 hae an iniroducetion by @ ) /lf« )

.

along similar lines), These state the following {a)"In all
works after 1914 Lenin mentions the dialectic. For example:.
'Collapee of the 2nd Int.*, 'Results of the Digcussion on
8elf-Determination’, 'Abcut the Junius Pamphlet' and thé¢ Trade
Union dispute,' (b)then olisa the notes of tlie Lenin institute

videh show thet qnfll/30/20) Lenin asked r‘aﬂcopy_éf)S.
kmﬁﬂi 8. Mat, 6ut Philogophy; (Ilyin; Hegel
Algso in tha$ year he nsked for a Huaslan edltion of Hegel's
Seisnce of . :{o)letter to editore of Undér Banner of

8. IR 1923, (The introduction by Daborin kad also inoluded
reference to Lenin's Notes on Bukhprin's "Ecconomics of the -
Transltion Period" as belng entirely about ‘wethvd—I-Temcmber,
inoldentally that vhen I astudiel these notes, although I studled
them only ae an "economls$"” I had been much attracted by his - -
eriticlem of Bukharin's statement as to capitaliim beinz *an
antagonlstic, contradictory order" baoause thess two words
were "not one and the esame, The firat {antagonism)would dlsap-
pear, the second will remain under socialiam,” And began to
ply you with queetlons as to difference of the two in Hegellan
terminology. Alaso, never being able to get awey from the '
accumulrtlon debate, I.remember now that the outline of Lenin's :
intended book againgt Q}?wincluded a peotion entitled "Dialeotiggﬁ?
and eslectlca") ) pee . '

-~

_ Now the question of Plekhanov. You will remember Mih's
firat reference to himc(p.4) of my tr.,} is still as a source

for after ﬂuoting Hegel the "erabeequss of higtory",Lenin
comments :"This '"inner apirit'—-of.Plekhanov--is the ldéallatio,

mystionl but very profound indlention on historio eausos of
events., The note by the M=E-L Institute on thot refers you

to Rmsgylk Plechanoy's "On tha 60th Annlversary-of Hegel's Death"
which is the algajomega cf some prople, By({p.49)howaver ha
places him ae oA who oriticized the Kantiarn# in the Feuerbachlan
rather than the Hegelian manner. This i1s 1914, In 1915




he begins hle noto=z on Hegel': Hisztory of Phtlosophy, It 1s
thare {p.2 of the excorcts I zont you) that he writes:

"HB*Work outi Plekhanov wrota on philoeophy {dialectic)
probably nearly 1,000 pages (Beltov .. agalnet Bogdanov
! sgainat Xantisna. on fundamentzl questions, efo,ete.)
There L& pil in them obout the lorger Logic, about it,
itas thoughts {1.e. dinlectlic nroner, as a philosophic
aci~noe)! !
The MEL Institute thon footnotes the nemes .of tiieae
woria, thus: Mg Beltow ¥ On theé!ostlnn of the Honiatic
View in History¥; me Bogdanov?! "From Defenss to-#towaskd.
Offense”; re Kanticna, Bernzteln, otc: "Griticlsm of Our
Critiza™ and "Fundamental Problems of Marxiam”, :

. 4nd finally there iz the refermnce to Plekhansvy in
the short plece "On Dialeotics" in Zelacted liorkas,; XI,pn,.&
Ag contrasted to thet ther: 42 the advics to the yg_ut;ﬁ .
to study Plekhanov. No one, howsver, hac denlad that Plekhano
never had taken up tha aueation of tha dislsotic, coe

It 18 not frue however that ienin's notes wers mevely

notee inelde of a copy in the library An whloh any ons conld.
. have wrltten., The ?hilogophic Notsbooke eongists of 10 < .
notsbooks, ori the eover of the first of which Lenin aarkedi
"Hotebookz on Fhilosophy®. ) ‘ ‘ S T

L Unfortunately I cannot get the work of Ilyln heres
ExxmnefEvanxsaxoxSatxthaxN¥xBabkke kihraey 13 would take.
_o¥er.a month o Ery to borrow it from Iihmmvy of Congress:™X .

think the only thing we oan dc 8h that ie drop 4t for the ..
time haing and when I om neoxt 18 NY (It will not be Hay 30
a8 thet trip Has had to bs ouncelled ; ‘perhaps July 4th) I.will
read and make' extracta, - - A

What‘yuu weite of the plenum is *inleresting®,

: Hore all is quiet and relatione smoothed; I will
ase they don't run off that courae agein,

' The Beat to Connie and Nobby.




¥ay 17,1049

Lzar Ji

I've been thinking of some volnts to be included in the
letter to ¥mrcusn, and it seema to me that %o follow Lenin
shrough hils FRilosonhic Noiozooks, the deoade, 10131525, ahould
be held on %o firmly Tor the ons red thread thzt rune through
hite great activity in tnat zeriod as well ea through his
notebooks 16 the amctualization of the "dialectic proner” as
the dlislntegration of the order and its criegerles on tie one
hand and tne self-activity of the mosess and creation of a
new social order on the other hand., The Logic %o hlm irthe

theory of knowledge which eees”(l} the negeasaxy connaction
oblactive tie.up of all alidez of a

ziven phanomnna, and :
(2)ths immanent emerieces o

SERAneny

dirfarense or the union of the
objective loglo of avolutlon and ‘
the atragple of differences of polarity.:

We can practieally follow hla ste~ by sten and see how
he applied these keys of tha dialectic to his study ‘of Imperiallam,
Hia atudy of the obJeotive sltuation is connested with hle study
of the pheponenological raflecticon of thieg phenomeron ini .
obson'a Imparialism {1902) :
rdlnﬁ’a Finanoe Gapitsl (1910}
birgfe Accumulation of Capitel (1913} (Although
the latt¥dd ig not included in his book on Imperialiem, we Enow
Crom his notebooks on Foga's wark that he had Shat in mind & in
frot hig remark that d@r eclect!clmescapproach %o the phenomsnon '
of imperialism had so bevIIdered ner as to lead ner 1o a rovie- /—é/\
fon o? Harx azsumes . added significance now.) - " J

ot
P

Theae three,'from the soglal liberal Hobson to fhe -
revolutioniat Luxenburg and inecluding the centrist Rilferding rall’
to grasp t?e quintessenilal, and that is that. 1t 1s the \

entps '

* gopcentyetion of g;o§u§E1nn which led to:monopolyjout of which
imperialism wag bornl &lenin airesses thet kuskgithose ke

are the'eteps in the rige of finance-caplial and tha ngg%gg} '
contakned in the term.* (Hy emphnsis) Xhat is to say, Hilferding
by glving finance capital the predeminance has felled to eshow

the financial oligarchy arose, Just aa the Narcdnikl had

Talled to ehow how surplus yslue wag ranlired and thus hoth
remained in the warket, rather than sticking to production both
in its expansion and Af ite conaentration. To Lenin, howvever, -
who gaw the totality of all sides of imperialiem, imperiallam
emerged from canitalism in general, but campitaliem at a |

potage “whan 1ts essential qualities hecame transformad 1nto§¥¢~

; eir opposites",~=and Lsnln dses ngﬁw aton hersu hut adda

ﬂ;hen fentures of higher social stn§e ' arige, And preclsely
becauge he saw the affirmation in ths negatlon {(and whg,which
clasa,vag to afflirm 1%)hc was not bawildared by the opposliteness.
of mononoly and eompetvition; on the contrary hs anw thet the ’
Tormer @id not drive out the latter “but coexiste o¥er 1t."

Emergsnce of difrnrenoa.'rurthermorn, 1s not only in
objact, but in subject--raelation of the two fundamental tendencies

in the workingolasas, In fact tha dialestlc proper maa.nti onm
‘ ' SRR R -1
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gragp of the contradiction in osasnce, and the division of
‘Yhe roletarisat 1teelf into an aristooracy of labor and

.the mares in general, To Zall thus to conn~g% polioy with
aconamics meant that the 2nd International in 1ts Reaol:tlons
in 19172 had not advanced one aten boyond Hilferding'z
coonomic atudy, and thia puint Lenin makes &% thn very start,
in the srafatory note to his book.

Thie min$ gcem very repetiviour ho you sglnce I an hot
aaying anything o 434 not ulvaady know, but I om trying to say
1% from a rew anfle—to connect vhat was new in his Impe rialiem
vith hda concluslon thut nonv of the Marxlsts hed underetood

,j8ardtnl and partleularly asaw iiue first chavier for i% ig impos-
ﬂ[ﬁiblc to understand that without comprehension cf the wvhole of
Hegel's Lople, t meoms to me that what ienin mcane by that

1s thet no one had seen imperialism "growing out of" capdtallsn,
"apacifically, the concentration of production "out of vhioh" was
corr aonopoly any more than thay had besan avave of tha anity

of" npnoeitas in th;ﬁggﬂﬂPlity {Lanin zcems nevar to tire of
reveating that thefZeri “bontaine all the contradictions of the
Tully d-~veloped oaplialimm, and he evan compares the acmaoal oy
santaining ln embryo all tﬁa coritradictions with the first
simple generalization containing the basis of logic, ) The
ferm of valus, where Marx "flirted" with the dialectlc is Tull
of ona Ihing manifesting itself as its opposite! use value
appears ag itas opposite,value; conorate labor =5 its oppealte,
~abstrdol laborj private lobor as ita opposite, sooirl labor;
and this- conatant transision of one into the other ervating
ever dosfier oontradictlone and antagonisms out of which new

relatlons‘are ‘norn,

Whot Lenin sooma to Le saydﬂxn thiat with the Marxlats
of the paat } century the revatition that the Petishistio Tform
of n produot of labor ac & commodity hides.the socisl reletions
oi men was A mere ritual end because of thet they, in thelr
aga, falled to sec that the fatishistic form of apyusarance of
the concentration of produstion as monopoly-cupital om which Aﬂxf
imperialism was built hi& the asoolalisation of Jlabor and
hencs lmperhlier ns "$hs eve of the revolution", . Bocause they -
fallrd to grasp this they separated woliiica Trom sconcmiso.¥

That thut was not‘only on the part.of Xautaky with his
theory of ultra-imperhlism and “preferencs" of political methods
but even of revolutlionlsts and “arxlets suoch as Bukharin and
Troteky 1a beat seon from the trade unlon debato. (Forgive
this _violent jump from WWI §o 19203 these are but rough notee
and I am trying o follow through the major'discoveriss’ of
Lonln‘e dlalectica, rather than following tha hiaboric ccurse. )
ls oonstant, almost tiregome relteration, of the supsriority
of molitice ovor ooonomigﬁv saena to me to sny that so long
ng a olass stnto exists poiitins is_the truth of qconomMige.

8ince truth, in turn, is a proecass which includes ilro,
'mowledge (including practice mf man)and absolute idea, or
notion plus reality, the relationship of polities,gp.

aE Yhe proletapiat, to ec-nomlcs, or the activity of the -
oblective forses, 1 th:t o7 man transcending nature; or the
xekx activity of the workers *to a man? leading to the birth

of 500ipl man, That 1 why he pald so much attentlon in hls




‘

ralmnlent generaliges "slygniPies the ever-deenen

o o

notrcs %o the sectlon, The Idea, Ain Hegol's Logic, etressing

that the beat of the dlulectic is there, His profound

greap of tww sub)ectivkty in the oblective, and the objectivity
of the subjective is geon Lest of cours:- in the Btate and
Revolution where the proletariat®to a man® rune the econcmy
maikes the revolution, tvansforms the 1deal into tha raal an

puts an end tc the ordered ohaoe of caplialism, and latsr

fights the bureaucracy in his own workers state te proteet

the workere from 1ts a@ate.Jcﬂ_\ -

[N T ‘ e
LA - (
Parhaps 1t would bo well 6o concidely sum up all —
hie rafarences to Canital in order to show whit he saw
1n 1% as ha read Bagel that he had not seen#kﬁh
{a)rirset vefarence &gggg:atocapibnl ag *not_ ... ... __
A mare unlverssl" Lut gontalving Yfuli wealth of varticulars,?
(blsocondly-’e vefuses to gseparate tne “purely
logical” from the “merd“Tlstorieal” and points to %he faot
that ine Two must c~inclds as dofindusilon and deduotiipa
in Canpital®, Ii $a there ton he notes the® $he eontinuntion
ot tha worz of Hegel nnd Marx "must oonsist in the dimlectioxl

warking out of 3he history of human thapght, sciense and_teshnique,”

.-~ (odhia rorevence to value (H.4B3ae to dirud abgirrotion
ighan than ths Tty o HUpplY and- dewand s ——

‘ ~H)in the sootteq on gho Universsl, Particulsr il JT5) |
Individual ha ways {p,43D £8 'histerical analysin is

ranindaoant of Marx'e {mitation of Hagel in Oh,I, T e
{n)in draling with tha tmn algnificance of the
Logic Lenin. notes thet "Ma-x naa annlied tke Gislectic of
Hegal’ tn nolitioal sconomy. (It 1s here ite says eimple
vAlla ‘0onsaing all contradletions of capitalist, and
ing knovwledga

of the oblestiva~gnrld connection, ) o .
‘ ~(£)10m »y is the guotstion we always use an %o
no ¥arxigt underalianding Capital who nas not understood Logla,
{g)on pﬁé§3h9 danls withn the fact that preotioe in
Hepgol 1s " link Ix the analysio of the prooess of eoignl tlon
%praciaely ap » transitiod to the objeatlve (!absolusat,
aceording to Hegell)twmith, Mary, conmmquently, olingze to .
Hagel, introducing the ertterin of practice into the theory
of knowledgae! af, The on Faorbach, ¥
(h)finally (7,8%) ava the raferences to Marx lesving

us e logla of Gapliity and logic, diaiacfic snd the thaory

. of Knowlndg being a5 4nd the ganlc..
. B i ) e

- b e

T T e

Now tha ealatianshinaf dmmat Lenin to Plakhanov,
Seginning with 1914, 1ns aa the ralationshin of Mavrx to
Feuwarbaoh, nc mora, end also no lesa,

Yo nve no rdoubt noted that bepinning with 1914
in hler seany on Mavw and ending in 1923 with his letier to
the editne of Under the Bannar of Marxism Lanin asema to
aepurate phllosophio materialism from dialootios; regarding
tho formar he glvas credit not only to PLlekhanov but also
to Charnysheveky and %o the present (1923)nditora of Under the

v 1609
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Barnsr of Marxism who are not Communist but zre materlallieta,
No doubt in vert thie division i¢ due t¢ the Sockwardnesas

of the Husslan pasannt wvho Jme te bs broken fron wullzion
($2ealism) on very elamontary lovele; and in ract 4t 1s due
to being true tc his past {not subjootively but oblectivaly,
ag Hagel rose Yrom Sant and we frex Tootaslylsm). Thig, Shan,
nleo ereatee Tor us = bridge o the Totally nav, and we '
can make our philezophie leap by ahowing that on the queetion
of rdialectlce hr gives creddT %0 no ope oub Hogai. Xngel? and
¥arg ané the digleatin $o him 4g 3gg£ﬁ8? Lnowlndpe,

Pleasc forglve this disevganized form of pubiing down
Ry thoughte: gince we ore not togethor, coheslon of cxpresaion
1e not poailble wntil T actunlly soo an ousline of wiut you
progoaz to wrlle, One more thing munt he included, anC that
is developing the comnection betwosn WYIX and the 1iberation
novonent on the cne hand and the aunnoapiance in 1943 of
Karcuge's jleagop, end Nevolution on th othner hand; and the
en2 of I and total coellapse of the ald- eatagurliss.and our
a-peerance Witk Lenin'=z Phileaophice Hotnbaoksquj.

. From the practical polnt of view thie letter ashould
degln wlth the fact that Philip 5. Hogely .o the Hyaslan
Institute of Colunbia University having suggestaed I weliis.
him, and also aomewhern Dring in hs names of Roman. Jacobgon
and Hoyor Schapiro with whom I nave dlscugssd the pesject,
aad finally Pr, drace Chiln Loe ns my collaborator on the

. German, or lowsver you wish to intpndues hev, .

. Tomorrow I ghsll Tinally petl around to typing you
a copy ol the draft ve mude out when T s in E}.

Warmest greetings to Connie wnd Nobbdy,
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5/18/49

Dear Gracay

I note that in to J you msntion the diviasic:
between nmate thet avidentl clwractorised
he wrote Ew -0ritialam,
© ragord the fast and that tha:

wag sontrary to the p Marx agalgned to dlaleetics ;
knowt ¥y woag Lenin._tlgés ted? In my letter to o 6/17) -
I try to develop s istordiea reason. I point to &_}.-_6) actat the -

< relationship of VIL %o lanov parnllsling that of Harx to

Feuerbach and, two, the begkwardncss or Russia, (Ineldentally we
Buwut alao rem En,pirio-critloiam was written against
those who la &8 for God and hence it wig & sort of a
n-tural throwbaok for L %0 have taken this *bhagkuard* abap
An stregsing materialiem and failing to sen the @laleotios; the
greal chaoe and consradintinns wa sse in 1949 wers not anywhers
that aharp in 1909,) MNow 1% B6oms to me that Lenin'g ¥oprop?
oan bs worked ont philosophically, which 1a why I am weiting o
yoa, and goonomioally, which I bope to 4o, In other words, what
ig fhe relationghiy of materialdsm, English, to materialiam,
Freneh, to materia iam, Ruselan? ‘

Thet man Yapxe Was a nmost remarkable geniyg—we have not

bla to work ouy the thetes on Feuerba that he jotted
down in 18485, but it g : AMn e key to ounr Dredent
problem, an two

materialism-mthat of Fey t the objeat,.
.reallty, mensuousness ia ] Wn form of the
' g’gntmmim but not as ) "

s at 1 ‘

So" nATEPLAT I am, was developed 'by Adeullsmewbut only abatragtly
sJ.nc.s;,I of Sourese, idealiam does nnt Xnow roal senouocuz activity
as BUG. 1¢|o; . . v ! h
. "The standpoint or $he 0ld materialism 1o "Tgipiy ,
; ‘“he standpoint of the pew is humap soeisty or ‘.
humanity.* - . : - I

It sseme to me slso that with JVa vorking out of thg
- volution, ve get a different reletionship of masacs

to ‘philosophy than we got when w kept on repeating thut Kant
Tor years befors the Frenap tvolution worked out thy bourgeols
-mode of thought, n'est-ce pas? In other words waile working ou
the philosophice relationship of materislssm ma dinlestics whi
will explain Lenin and alag ug-~whery were the masges in 1808
wh;‘nébsnin tackled philoascphy for the Tirat time and where in
1915 ‘ ’ ’

H .
AL v
' : l; ﬁ; 1\-""‘ J’
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and out in my A
mind partisularly are: y hitherio exlsting // .
T
M! .
no%

Thus Lt happened that tho sidse, in .'of;pou!.t:lon' T

L
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- of upposites merely - i% is s very vivii Fosling shet only by tis means Aket wo

Mey 207, 1949 o
NLE 1‘,-,“\. ,;\\ﬂ, ¥ f\;\ 3
¥r danr 31 v
I forgot to mention that I had raad your notes, I thought thed
wonderful, asd I liked their ad hoc character. Ho theses. Those are betier
urlens I decthvs myself, there is more material in them this way, more leaps.:

I have not besn doing much tuk I w nt_ovar Mat'm and Fmp R
end had a good look at theiFhilouophy o Mind. ¢ T zot nothing from the se "}’.;,.;;:.-

for opur Sagk mow, hut I hive a e SERGtATEE ie shere ¥6¢ us. Fut looking at -
your notes,the P'v and M'z and Impirico-0'm and thinking & bit, I get the following!l

2. 1 begin with 2 bocazse 1 will come out of ml). this. Lenin
1907 and P'v bad %o fight old-faahioned bourgscis idealism, and wrote to sult, .
Wny?! Beczuse thelr eneiy wne Rusatan Menshevism permeated by literaliem, the
redical petirdourgeoisie. TNote: fenin hed read Plv years Yeforsi he had
whtiten who are the Fhends of the People {atout wnickh mors later) That waa
ggeingt the Narodnike. Fow in the Teaction has had to battle for plain paterfalism.
Reading th.e book over I find ne inadfnacy. He 4id whet he sav nesded S0 bo done.

_ He deal:z with the epistemological question, in geperal.

‘ 2) In 1914 the ensmy is the labor bur'y Znd InfE, on.p werid ssels:
socialigm iteelf is in quesation; not from llberal sdaslists, net from Xmatlans,

but from avowed Marxzizts, malerisliata, Pherofore his stuly of the Logic had %o
clarify materislism, not materisllsn From tdealiom tmt vnlgar materialism fron. T
dialectical meterialism. Hence, opposltion, & gdiction, thdmpving principls

of the diamiectic} and then to prastice, o TMEEe) the subjeatlva contelinod .
in the objective. In cutline, as e univeraal, State and Revolublon. cand .

' aftex Moeky ho Zoes that, he had o program for the pov'n, Threatening. th..-..l.trq'_j:he

3) Fow in 1948 I sit down to write in Nevada, What as I look: back
strikes me as the thiang that I felt most noeded to b3 done: this, that: error: i 3
fhat Stalinism ia the conerste by vhich-tho‘pralgtggiht_ /.Q: .
5 gusir L iw,  TAR iniem is ths perversion of Laniniem, Yub ? T
) 8/ in the rola.of_the partyy nevienal defense vopudisted, intermational...
ored Go, repudiation of privatg property,etc. It is not the unlty

gan undergtand pTogress. : . . e

. I fas) that this meens much more to us in 1948 than 1% 4id %o Len.i.n T
in .19114_-. Do you £es) that wayl T , vl

B Secondly, ne 1 toid. you, the other day, I feel very u'trop;'ly thnt '~..‘-'
the differance Mtwe%ﬂ? cognitionslf and dimlectical philogophicol seg=—+t ~-

nition, dominates our App 1t 414 got dominats hie, Hors is gnother reason -

added to the one I gave you the other day, 8taliniam is s pherialisn oool WOXE
dengerous then vulger materialisn, It actvally attackd and carries out -ail renove~
tion of capitalism except the abolition of wagea-labor. Already Ingels had eadd - -
that gtate-cap'm contalns within it the technical means eto, etc, anly that the =
prollt rem?i.ns prol't. (I omit the ldeslisnmd positivien into which The falinisia
are hurled ’ .

Ws have @ mors deadly enemy than either Lenin or FL'v {1894) or Lemia A
(1908) or Lenin (1914) had, Hence for us &is nev nepact = the i '

) Alalcotic worked at and out in a way thot our predecessors 414 nod have [
the necessity to dd. And as Leuin had il to attack Pliy and Rosa, #o we have %o/ .
glear up all prodlems with the I7th, -




;‘, . P

>‘ Botwoon I\J; ll-lgoﬂ wo have eplstemelogy and chlefly guantity into
quality; in 1 ity of opposites, coutrrdinticn; in 1948} wo have as our
madn objective tha negation ol thenegation, and the clerificetion of the
Tary i‘yvad‘ai*cngnﬂromu@_‘n the dialectic itsalf.

Finslly L ir 1914 had to omchasize proctice, For ns in 1948 there
wag no theory and then wractice. Tor us thenry iz rrnctico; their uaity for
us iz sstebliched by the needs ef 1lite. There war still = division in L's tims
(191%), T 4wy 1t in hin notes, I am vory conecisus that for ns that dlvision
does not exist. I see a dislectical development in the Marxiot stwdise of
dialachc... ‘

But thare is more to it. We ipeludas in oud) eristemolozy, matericlism
C{V 1d~alism, E'Eho wkole di_lectiml theory of Ynowledge, yraciice, all ending

in he praotiess of prolfn, i.e. ve7!y politica. I use olitien" in the Greck
: mﬂ}é
T

gense "= the -moie nea, the conplat.a msm'%.‘odny the nrodlum of epistemo)
is a politisel nyoblem, i the full and cobpitte—ra
tice, ec 9%’353?&:&1% Lenin h-d this in 1918 ga zn nbatrac

u.nivaraal ov if you 1ike o firval ment of _Eg__goncggjam.v > Ie 190
ﬂmﬁﬂtieﬂ party wes foF KTH The on‘l}:’ moans by which the

Poidey tHy pardy, in_the e 1 ,
yo uge it, mow,is the only teet of éf_l,l,,kﬂovledga, ate, I don't dmow-if o 7
seathisr-alzeei'l — ’ .

Bow we cen mxz gs? beok to Ho..l, When K M. une working ous thew
thsory in the i’artias he worked i% out complehely in the abasraeh. He had .
in the Echnomic-Philosmophic M_S, to work ont ipistemology; ageinst Baner & O'N
FTeusrbach {4he thogaMoudﬂon. ~nd egeinst Hasnl he took up m“ro'blamn,
pature, h\unnnj.w, hmnism,\nagation of negation, nractice (*h‘llosoahic End
poliuca_) i vhat ¢0a B3 objectively seperete in L's mind in! 191!& - ‘mory'
and ypnética, Harx mads {nto a complete whole, 1in the Econemic-Fhil, oscphin S
Bag and meain in Onl. Vol. 1, 512, von remerhar whera hd gepn;- 1ndﬁntrv will - oo
collapss unlass man beconas £n113r acoial. The taeie opposition vaa' (£or hinm-
then) ‘bstwasn {ke emergence of real hu.manity from oub of the degradation of
© the piol. I do not sne that very clasrly in Lenin rzeinst the E’ernd.niks 1n
189%. \In ths Holy Family, quoted in the intred'n to German Id.eology. a:!.fl_gL
thers iy a fauvous passage in which ho wory clocvyly WEGE Bhid He‘génaﬁ'conco_pj
. ae_tha raseon for the prol, as human. So you ses, Marx usas: the alniectic
dgtrletely in working ont 7 theory Agrinct Herel and his perverse progoay.
Bu.t latar siege by stage certain aspscts of it emerge and are ireated wntil
today we h-v» to uge it 211, tut much more concretely- and. mgreutar wealth,
dstall, etc. than he did. Finally if Lenin saw the importance af philosophic
- idealism, 1n 1914, we a2e it more than he. We are polee apart from-Hogol,
6 a'bnt veTy ¢lome to him in anothorreepact., 4s natarlnliste we root man in

amrtronnent, but now that tha r2al lziatory of homanity is about ta dogin, the

tho \O\B QE ﬂ!‘ : 19 . e o s et T

. —rm
e — et A — et

Ra the Togin, egein, Hoturally, Loaln, in croving Shat capitailism had
ts develcp in Ruesia, in fighting for an arens in vhich %o create & Social-
lJoemoeratis party in Bussia, used the btroad aweep of 2iamlectic which could be
got ascond-hend from Marx., In hin essay on Maorxz in £1912 {37) he hsd the reglar.
concep: of dialestic, But 1t is vhen the prolet. ita~lf divided in 1914 that he
fsels the need for o more ypomatrating study of the Logle, BSo theve 1% 1s, - -

Hora ass n fow 0dd remavks. You sny L in 1915 sees that 4inlmotic i
Yhe main thing, not the matim, I have shown it, or rathar indicatad vhy.
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The core of dlmlestic 1s self-movemont through opposition, Good, 3Bub that. ‘{j'}
is the core of clalectic-for him, in 1904, Pub for ns, 1948, in our world, '(bi-,/

the core of dimlectic is the maisrislist interprotation of Hegal's last :
chopters 14 the Logic, the complete interpenatration of subjactivod o'nJectiv;7
%idaalum and materlalism. We see thut error i the dypnmis of truth zore
#learly than L, But for that vory reasop wa have to move en. Think of that
passage in Vol. IIX, p. 900 aud scmathing im which KM tulits nbout what man
mist te - the necessity of creating an environmant suitadle s hiz humen naturs,
what the {racdow consists of. He gounds lik%e a Uniterion mivlgtar, ihers asve -
poverful ovyrtones of chilecphic L ideallgw, wnttl suddenly hs ES8u; ands: "Tis
furdementol vremtse 1s tha sh _.tonh*: of the worlkin day." ‘

Yon 220, in writing __ljg,c:gfg_sx wa have %o Mrow rrecisels vhere ywe siand,
in relation un Lonin, 5o that w} wa wrlte, v+ 21 the btasls for ourvelvas to~
morrow, In “rehb ve cannot W te cloerly : & #11 urlens we have this devalopment

in ordsr, .
o ‘ "T.}i\( {

Yon mat csaln: tha wholo q:mution/:;%:';?r\-r‘u-:{.her Znoulodse sinidr and the .
categorlog ure axbernsi,..invelves th{ varty, . If tre cntegories are developing
¢ontent, than the masses are-living prissys, oic. ete, Gond. Tow after
thies I loolr r¢ Lenin agzin, 1914, has writss us i aii this is 7ary nav o him,
ook on n, 51 . the Notes where he BEFEY - :

"Vory wrofund and wise! The laws o(fl—g.né::_:‘_n_.n ths reflection of the o'b,jectiv; -

in the guhjzctive conaciousness of marcT™ -

: . . ©pgrasp R
Look a% tke way he rupests it. The conerelievrsusl of this 1s new %o Edn, C" i
How in 1948 thie wes not new to ua, eves meare o graaped the lmportenss .ef - N\ |
his Notes, Yhat.was now to us ia ﬁeg‘s‘!., to ue whe hed axpericnced 1923-458 -Je{
had to ges iha o'rganizut;&ne of tho prolly s& Jeveloping"categoriea¥of soclaty,
Lenin kad r:.a:}‘:ewunﬂem'ysm w8 were Topcting to Staliniem, . We L
had f?ﬂ-mt'cﬁ'its and focaI prints—te-draw-—fror—ve—tin $Q e i T
- doin he oxdinctive, i.a. the parby, to the objective, the marn (the ofg'd ovie. [,l
in a wBy: = r "YERT1Ny avars of The Ly betwess his: revAal . .
and ke concfeto (I must teke Yhis up soms doy). Jite groatness 1a thet he
stvove to bridge 1%. We, 194€, and in the US in prrticwlar Ltho sducated By ‘
the Zuropcan ciperience) ase that Shere 1s not 0o nmuch A gap &o a uniky., VWhers i
he gay the gor, we soe the unlty. Con you do comething with thisl Farlly, o
. ond really finglly; Lenin says XM d1d asb leoave g Logle, but he 1of% us the
LogAc of Copltpl. MNow in his 189% work ha deall vith the general theory of, -
Onpital, dealing with e ¢ and social relntions ggainst tho atupidities - ;
of the Narolaiks, In {9UBRas teken up elamontury epistomofogy. In 1914, ke ;
"deals with lnbor tmr'y, opposition within =rol't, relates thig to the onncrete !
enp's of (Lo day, etc. and finds Jtate and Rev'n, Thh pardy aod sarby yolioy \%

coatime to be the exyyression of thesa relations. Your para whess you n:z__'%gu_ )Aﬂ

Mhols question of thmﬂy" is correot, ui only in 1ts GoRvOEE " Ww MAVE agan- |- \

the dlalncticn of 3 B2l T Thoparty fu- oo M $ha gmigiﬁp of . ',1 |
_ﬁ ovorything, that we hattlo(ﬂ_;o‘_t) with the logic of capitnl.(?mz ordinary spist- "1;: M
i

y

ealogy, tut with the cpiemgiogical, the economlc, the hiskdktoal, the.pold- L
ticnl wignifiaonce of tha party. Iouking through cnd ek thinking over L'm,
at 1%a various ctages of philosorhical develoyment, I d4 nc% sec thia, Juab this,

The real history of humanity ia- buginning.- -He poend ‘e oroblem in § & R in o
tarms, gonersl o o¥-the wnes, the inevitadility of eco'm, etc. We °re TayoT : t; )

for ns it _ia v Mind, the subjdctive element, the party.!Put on thin isane W
a¥o on cne side; eles, but qverybody, "1é"on the appestéeysds,

If we oan get somswhere on th!.é. then wo cen put L' 1k 1914 very p}'_ec!.a:.lﬁ"'

1 . . "‘__‘,
BRURETeRb A $90R0TR03T00 1000 Shopratipeily sod peaobontd Spaetenotslsy * |
- © 1614




oobhing ab all, except: Nan HxEGNWSE can be fres, Is-he able to do W
If so, how! Sociclism] yesl Buk it m2ans the one-party state. .The every-8uy - =
precccupation iz the pame preceonpation of abstrect theocry., I think this ie (A

voiy wery signifloeat for cur case.
: N

(Flosss fbrgive =y typing job - It's done between cashiering, phoning, answering

salesman, oto.

piarl

4
£, G
praprads. S




DISCUS KON J & G = Hay 27, 1949
— q?fv' v
There is a dinlectic in thcught It waver in ite own way, It'van 1;]'1 53:4"‘/
Lenin political thought and.organization.to correspond, The 0ld wasy pravicus "’t\'f
to 1915 In which the erlsie of ca,;itnlir'n wvoudd autonatically bring the soelal :
revolution - that was hencefort The mestion wns how the socialliat ide ,{g\ s
the rocialist movemsnt, ec ively “ywo1d davelop, vhet was its ldeala ote. -
Hencaforth enormous resnpect Hr Hepel's idealism, '

Harx's critique of the Hegelinn dialectic in 1844 mst b brought in. Vsty"
viclous agnlnst Hegel's itdesliem,

The evncest of uractice ~ not.the concent that the Staiiniets have
thpt the intellsctunl wust come out of his study and nct on the lime, Concsps of &

Tectice developing and testing itself. Concept of ensentiml capacities, ranty -
activity - tha basie difforence between thin nnd boargeols revolution, The bourgesls
revolution and towrgeois Lceology escentially that.of conquest of naturk, overcoming
dunlity. of ihought and being, men nnd"n_.ub'.tre, development of prediftiva forces. -
Third Inte'm;ksnalg;a%{—&—kmr‘:hn;édenlogy ~ development of produstive forces - .ﬂ!ﬂ:
ts bourgeols.( P. 31 = Marx's Oritique - ents away from thip oppoattlon ond showw ; -
that it is lhe Tool of posiedwyivh, -“Marx watches hummalty - the wex inbmman &:n -_'_ .

.. vhieh hu\nan assence x m,tar!.-:linﬂ ttralf, ;a;hro§ Wﬁm

: — i —~ .

,!/Yl . There is a 'Zreguance of dialectical development which nppests in'f __

5 jonsry perlod. are it & conquest, a leap forvard, stated firat of ‘sl 13! ”,,ng. j
but in eppogition to previous period., This vhich iz an advance . of. tha uubject,beeon b

P
r&tlonnlized - turning inte on the ane hand idenlismged-pn the other.poxitiviem
’the essence of Hoth belng ihit mati ie over- ‘here, natire Is over therd’lnd‘“ini"‘:_

"be dridged romehow.

For axample, the gre~t lenp i'orwm'd in t
indiﬂﬂui‘rﬂﬂ But what the phllocopbers (Ho‘bhe
T jIntoude, not as developing bub as thay were {wor c! one sgainet all) a Lo
thﬁ'é’fore had Lo-¥at a govermor-over-fhem, TYou have the sequence: in(avery dev hen
of philosophy.” W@_ﬁae tntroduction to 2,8 & U cher® :.ngelu o
axtracte from Hpfx on French Hakérialian in Jhe Holy Family . Han had to find .
Y, himself in pature = therefors o ththe o 1a of unity of knnwledga'
and Being‘l ﬁacop,:adlscovery in that men 1s active in world, (Sos Hagrl -
Phanomentlogy =on, Roaaon a Cartninty nand Reason's Truth to get. this dia.lactis \,
thro the initial effirintion and revolutionury’ "idvanea tg. ite demeratio
in .o%) ‘Buritans. exprees this principle, A4t $he 'beEi%.’ning 1t 18 revol=ry'. VUi
utionary, TRén Hobbes ratlonaligss 1%,GEnd% sroveluilon sefahliahes” 19-@1_"2’_;;3 o
on a new baels, the n1d Basig having beea 1 ] ,
of the individual has to be éﬁmatnted. does thig for botrrzes :
¥hat Locke falls to ses in Wﬁmlmd howaver ie the contrndictions “and
Clator.

.. _negmtivity in thls moveaent, stpb}%u the latter ax principlea ord.; 4
"1t for the same remson that(Eanfidid it forBousecay, 1.s. this-bgdcvardnoseof’

Germany. Lellpnis's monudes bhave mor x. U
tnin_thie Wﬁlﬁernxgu n he unity and Ehersfor nace‘“ity for-‘ara:;---

snn:;clknnas/ghfncen_. = \. 3

We have ths sam saq_uhnco K pt_who establishes the Hi’im"L"f the Jhaman
intellect ar DGR © on, ‘Q@ oceapier hiomssl? with this proeess ¥ if-
‘the negntivity, - vhere.s Kant had o a4 the reconciliation (1nZijite’ pmgﬂu
ity Shhalling rouolvod. tha pontradletion in the name wny tha$ Hobbea bad, br n:
totalltarian ruler, Hogel then reaffirva tha prineciple of LRGN

1nniat1ng oa thoprocese_gf! ation, and. the ultimate nnity as & premise;-

fapteie ety e ot ot r*:,-*es m@’w' ""%“";_h'




E{(Raa'a note oij/Zﬁ ;

celves in 1949 Sthe fartd ne principl . eonneionl politiecal practies, in 1702; then
in 1923 Stalin 4 hat Hobbed and Sehslling did - finally tod.ay)!sunee af Ilmda

document)

In Gres ,,._I.Lm\ of o1l the MNilesianz gettlng away from pure sense~uertainty, Then
conmen of whow the mtomieis are marely n vardation satabilishing this prine
g=for-9o1f [in a rationslistic form. The brenking away from this rate
aceupy nelvas with the development of individuality comen in the
ssquence Trom Socrates ta Aristotls, Within this broad seguence, we sze the game
dinlectic rrom Bocrstes 19 Plato to Aristotle) Mﬂﬂ.—h_—ﬁ_

— e

Horicdm with this princisle 6f broad vequence an / eh 1ntam‘l sequencs, wa ean gko
the &fn Judgment in the 17th Century with cpalints doing
far ‘so what Lacke did £oF the individual, Th.en the\Synthetlec Mudgment with
Eant whose’ !.ns-vitmle venult ic Shhelling. ,DIaXectic reason.anf the npeeula
:Judgment emerges with HegelZ Tals hua to ho-worked sut Wore pracli &l does. |
it on the baeip of the muss movement ixn the Frepeh Revolution, theiZmrErsal the
Pabouvists. They t:y to correctiant ond then Scheiling from below! FegeX apart,

from hig iderlism and i‘inal positivien T2 ces ee their actuz) movement Yo nathod.
s ese G cama -*;~._/¢~—-—--

— : ..

S N :
In the Realm of Being! the aialectir'al movement 1s comp rent’ ‘trom that f.
the ﬂegi,m of Eggence, The dialsctical movement in the n1‘m of Bolng iw ¢ t
dogrs £ the getermw 0% the-individunl in hi3 8 glven j rjﬂlﬁ& w,
Bt (tf “abctract uolversdii The movement is to qmtity. abstraut labor.

e abstTret ,Jrinc:l 8 Bolng-for-Self han to hecoms thig lse],v
“because 1% 1&55&:;2&. The dinlectiecal movement in theé wdm of & ie’ auno-

.\8

~

P@

- tho neceasity for the universal to be congrete, from the very baginning. Then, e

thj.ng tlne. (Previous to 1914 the vhole revolutionary movomend, the 2nd. Intemt;-
ionnl ond all the rent of then were assentinlly in the Eegln of Be.'mg. Zven Lonin-:

\qfhefora 1914 was not very consclous of Esssnce although objectixe situatbn: inEnuia? P

(Zgonah, Ye today have act omly to 45 Ecsonco but slse Hotlon, ihs dialsoile” 6;--

Avove hin to the logle. The key to Lenin's notes on Logie im Zhis reddtion ¢

W - b -

! the t - The Btalinist sre etillg fighting Catholie. -humanlon by rat=;

1-uf{m1’s'm. It i therﬂsr’ ration’all over ngain which with the stsge that hum:.z
and ohJectiv(EE?EIop r"reached, $e mort merclleas tyramny, ° R

The movement in the Eealn of Ecéence 1n the expaneion of theconereta 1ndiv!.dua1 ol 5.){
tloping ‘This 1z the revolutionar’y movement, while -the other ia( 4_
e counfet=revolutionnry movement., Hegel beging by 1mri$£ng on the reality of

Show. He willl have nothing to.do with the grbatract essonce or 'halne-fo’__;plf o
I% iz alwog® AS i7 he were coiducting a polermic againet Bolng-for-self,” to. antadlish

attadke-4hig mors gpectfidslly showing how identity mrist become difference and
therefron opposition and contradiction. Having estallighad this as the mbatraet.
principlas of the movement, he reaffirms that the cantradietv__g_ﬁ.l_not golng %o %o
without unity, by going to ground, the principle of melf-transcsnéndee of the

- opporing dsterminntion b tha eubject, But the momsnt he does thh, Jhe bhas to -
show again thot thelUround zugt be concrete, It has to includ he sonditiens
%o emerge lnto exiastence, Then sgain he inelats ‘Llv-evwéiice must appear, 3

and sake-sxplicit—the-contPadiction between the appearance and the eszonce,” Appean-
ance &g the immedincy of this esemnce with the contradiction positéd Tho vhole: in
conetantly mﬂ.ry;_!__ bacsne mere concret cl comprehenslve - with (’- end pubstance

which vill 1@01@::“ and be the ?WSJ-_“!W‘ i the \gqargill ncﬁna.]

tty, = el AT e e 27 e —i

(Note Hobhes would not kave bean what he was excepl for@- mvemnh.,
not what he was except for Soviate, The chnrnctcr of :-mlu‘_ ntabliuhu ohauut-r,

of couanter-revolutlion)
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1)-We have to prepars thie latter for b * the general pudlie, ' We A
cannot take snything for L tonly professors will resa i A
to begin with, ‘8] Im§ enfny self-centalined, reforring -
| Mot philosophers were oxpreswicns
4nsa EMMW-—-—-——-_ ——
_ ~ T
We have to be careful nlso to lenve way. open f£oF us %o wake the notion
« 8 we hadn to work through emssnes Yory havd %o 1ake enxencs elear o .
underetand Lenin before making oqur own jump, The only way to do that 4 JIN
- extramaly clsar the dlstinchis botvasn Harx's critique of dinlectie - .
- and Engels on Feusrbach in Then we have %o go from Fenerbach (1 to Mat.
srialine and Empires-Critickemand & . &re the Rwetd Friends of ¢ ls, ineind-
ing Plelthanoy - including stuff on rtyland Lenin's s%uff on the % order
fio malte &hs Blz Juap e iZh, in AT-should be izcluded the lonz pnwceze nznineg
Xedteky from Lerin -\ nowsen ag rasnon,\ e have to shoy hay be was praparad by hig
axpariencss in Runairrﬁ;:_zﬂgfskenps,- Ve lae.t;e reader nsoking hat next, -
e T L T . : )
o o\TALBE S0 Harx-on Utildtarianisn and ‘Hs,el on Enlightenment (Phenomens o
{ ‘g‘gg), ajohould concontrate on how far palitical aconomy, deveIdp¥ni of canitale .
e rglm\p. t of thie “abecluta subdatance”, that we are dealing with, &ha whonlq *
. iynediately work out Lenin's aotss on Bu‘zhar_igg,a.nd she should look up references
to dlnlsctic in the volmmss Fafarred Y EF tha Bussian edizors npd lavo them oY
¥% clear (Notn the conetant huttle with ,ﬁulch.u-in.‘.hx.Imni.n..:rpm.l.mé‘ on - The absolute:
out of a platol withont the laboz, patience and sufferaing of the mnegative and hig
{ina) totalitarianism in 1925 ~ all , line from his potition on
.qusatian 1019161 thon his fight with Lenin on the Draft Program, Brast.,.¥ 0. oy 11
. Tha.anderds 2. botle la JDetveen abatract universal and comerate uni¥ersal,) " -
Aretse ftunbled badly when he 134 to ahow tranalition frbm‘-cap’_.t',a‘.l_.'léh._, S
zocidlian s not gredeternined nnd how politice predtermines scoromice, Buf:
ralities Ténin neana tokal and. colippehsneive cognition.. Revolutiong politipg. -
@oﬁ; us is the @tion, -the'concrete"déti’:‘ﬁfmd%"ﬁ “the m,n?g;thét”; e
Shit B v

;
{

2 rhat Tenin meont Yp Bolsheviaw in Ansgin, %rymh 1 vag soolal
! eola revolution. Ve have %o-Tanp off from IR 4an 4

.- brings this up in hig s e

a : . R - \

. . ¢ N \/' . P : ‘ l. R
¢ Today it 1g not a quoation quu’:;irpa or Chinn of whother capitalism wili solve
the questicns., Tha quaation is how new soclety is going %o he Yorn, ihep are the
\otJective apt subjective memng. That “is the doctrine of the hﬁiop. Y )

.
s

3) Tha third point is point on contemplation, Lenin remwis pe 16 againat - -
thora people who verceive deteroinations and then jump to explanation, (Lenin before_ . i
1914 wnu fighting Narodnik nonesace and idenlism, Such was_the need of a revolutionary .
uppraesh that by 1914 wns prasred to grosp he 'elf-r_novemun_t of subjeat. Ve have ‘o’ L
tzaca obvjective davelopment of this in his vor 39341 He, rens_gruabling 7.
about exvlonmation, P:Lekha.nw__dnss.:fz_xgt) take the ‘coner -exposition by 3T ™

eveloping.a poliay which has past, présent and futiure@eveloping.out %
¢ g

t, ~ fetlons, He cpnwtantly_ di on, comEy 1,.d2 N el
- “'hnthmuuia:eniu ig an L)

He t2 on F tns Hotiom amd the conception o ; — ]

novledga., %e hovever are concerued with the theory of ) "

at m revolutionary had the idea of activity in 1t fronm

2 dalgctic of its own, For inntance, his idea of } I

57 sapitaliat production., That im what he is trying to eatablioh. By 1905 that"

bottle ix von, In 1905 he is trying to establish activity of proletariat pe basiy

| 8dr destruotion of Tomriat state. Jatusen 1914 ang 1917 he entuhnn;"l‘ prineiple o7.




{- ‘\“. | ?’ ‘

-t

e

. metivity of revolutionary mmsses in “oiets for establiehmul of paciallisi, & !
wae particulorly concerned vith contradiations inside prolstariat {proletarian dea'y Yo
and Beviet dams'y) end tha . -velopment of thaam pantrodictfons in party to power and L
alac relstion in a1} corts of detaile batween that contradiction and every toncelvable

- jampect of the exizting vorld. The theory on vhich he is working is dlalectie as theory/

;0T Tiowledge and for hinm idn esssnce 13’&) and?Z) valldity o Ehenonsnay/

i;:ke philonophfc idealism and labor durpmiEracy. u 1p background of statement;

\ /. oht evil or malicious Intention® amt4¥ Tiw-farther _ggn_gx_-etizeg,hy—gtnx.sment that in

momentn of crieis, petty-bourgeols parkies e¥sn §Hough they den't exis® will grow

and grow large and to vhat extent we do}ktsn_y( — '

For ux_dinlectic in 1949 is theory of knowledge, the 9 complte conception
become@g_ﬁ‘ v vhich we understand and carry oa our congrdte activity, In other
sworls, eilT at111 conceivod ms £ throretles) business, telling Yarxlats to
atndy and lock up, ate., hes becone for us reguler dally method for dealing with
both fondemental guestions and phenomena. ¥rat wns not wo with Yenin. H: gald yon
cen't resist mnless yournktudy up on these questlone. '

In the Notes Lznin keeps on zaying - very important, wonderful, ete, Yoo | .
he seeg that logie 1s reflection of actions of miillens of mAR.~. yondarfol,. 1t sounds. .
very naive, It is p discovery to hi - Togic ig the hlutory of philosovhyy Une:.
beging to ask himself "What wns hls acqushtance v cie pelfora R

Note p. 49: Two Aphorisus - On Industion and Daduotion. - He saye that both
&o togehhmr and pajes particular referen . I, Chapter I. Tou hava there ugi-"
vrlua snd - ealue varions etnges ofgtrnns ofiihich reprecent steges of soelety -
long. past. So Marx is working botk by dadubtlon and inducsion, chetkdng 6% -
‘agalnat the other, and he could not zet nlong celentifienlly without; doing thie,
For Ienin eavital wvns the copltnlismof the 19%h and early 20th cantury, imperiall
plus, cuper-profite plus the labor buresucracy. Thore wns Bo other capltalisin bud
' you enuld only arrive at this by msans of induction and deduction, At one and the
Bame tims he was establishing essantiality of concrets aad essenblality: of the subjectiny
(Wa may heve to develop theee ideas first and then nove aver %h eoncrete phenddsin
with which Lenin daalt) ' Ry

@- logle, theory of knowledge snd dislectic nre not difference - one "

the sams. Masx left us the Logic of Capital. The others didn't undersland philosophy

and they didn't underatend Capital. They didn't go into dislectie/as)a thsory of -

_ knowledge, What wase 1% they didan't understand in Capital? HB Lenfh dide't have.in® -
" miud conerete lnbor and abutract -lator. Ws have that 1nmind. todey, ve have fasteied.

\ EL( on aliénetion dnd unity of th and practice in 1549, Ljanin had self-nctivity. for

‘(‘?\-ponticn but not for produetign, | Yhat was 1t that he did hnve 1o alnd thst the. -

—

Karxigts hzdn't understood for 50 years, eince 1867 v, —'\".."'/‘_. : ‘
. 1]

’

,  (Rae should get sxact dates, reading of Logie, writing of Imperbaliva,. whgﬁ-ﬂ;}q};,}%
3 started, finighed ate. Get necessary quotes from Imperizllea and State and 'hvolgttoﬁf§§
¥ on objactive world connsctions) . . R

B ' ' of ;_-

. v ‘; ,‘k

- Get clear p. 49. What did Lenin have in mind? The 2nd Int} dldn't do what it Y7,

did beoenuge it was "caused," Result of objective world conuectionc. “To reject R
the unlvaxsal in the particular it izpossible,V Co : '

Lanin vrote megnificently on vol. II, The others BAA an abutru.c-:t"'cénce'i:t'ié:‘x:_fé
Capltsl, did not relste develogmeni of capitalism to emergence of castes, etc,  That

fg vhat he means By Fejeoting mwalice or evil intention" This laber buwvesucracy .l
capitelism today - thers ia not capltalism and then lalor bure'y. I:_\_;l,u%loﬁ '_p.i;d':'.do-j-

dued } L R
wéction neans aesing labor tur'y = cap'm, For others the collapse of capitrll




.

".vae something separate frop the buresncrasy, He said capitalism crented bupty
sz ‘apart from this Interconnection and wesléh of details relited to the univcrsal,

tke clasn etruggle, theret is no capitalism and - relating diffarent goded . .

stages and loglcal development of capltalism, you have to take avary n};a )hp D

#nd relata 1t to pravious steps by boondening and deapening it and m{aatim_: n

logleal snd necezsnry transiiion. The catezories of palitieal sconony were

soclal categories, same po logic was of vhilosophy, -

What were the 1deas of Marxigts for last 30 yenrs shout Copital? Thig

aonphistorle, concsptiont Ko atages, no transitions, noy show?




'

6/8/49

Those 3talinist barbarians, H-E-L inetifute in 1939, excluded
from thalr mublicntion of Lrnin'sg "Hotebooks on Imperlalism™: Ya
ampii number of materiala,.,.ns having no diract relation to the
thene, !  And who decided they hrd no relation to the theme? And
what were they? .Could 1%t have posoibly bern noter on Fhenomenology?
But the ohilosophicnl notes, published separately as we know, are -
ganerally raferread to by the edltore ne telng found there, for ea,, .
tha one »n "Marx and _llegel" by Plenge, vhom Lenln ocrlls "an arch-
scoundrel”, Iso ercluded Trom the Imperinlist Hotevooks ars
Mssme materiaYs Telating to the lnparialiet war, 1914-1918, to

the extent that these latler, accordlng to the plan of the Marx ~E-L
Inetitute will come ou% in A separete sbornik," As I connot get
h>1d of the %borniki here I do not know wheother latter have been
published, It may not aince it 1= clear fros the Notebooks tThat
. actuzliy—the “WI 1s included for the Impenlati=$-HRolebooks encow-
Q\\pass onlys what went inte. Imperd 1igg,(but_slso'in the articlosd
- \\on the Parl of the 2nd Int., alro on EKauftsk¥Tam; alno .on the ,53 .
Selg-Datermination quertion, ete, (sce below), -and hence thesg Aot
rarticular ones must have been kept out for othar reasons, The Y A
date of publicatlon of the veluma is 1834, el

.

-
1

s

~y Lenin began the{“Notebooks on Imperialism the middle .. =~
of (1918 in Berne and contlnued_them-in Zurich In{ 19164 evidently - "
ri ed Imperialism there in{July 1916, altho it vasn'tv publighed '.°
1111 ‘#oril 1917, There are sltogeilrr 20 notebooks, 16 of ‘whieh ™
were numbered by_Lenin,ﬂithwGreekwln.ters*’ﬁnd)one.was_entitléd'
#3pailaford* (author ot\@ggIof Syeglﬂand#ﬁoli& , Anoiliak HHanxiem @ .-
and Imperialiam® ng _lates® materinlis on Marx &-Engels {OUAGS "
by Mehring),Bti1l another "Egelhaff® (sZuthor) anx-NsenzrefrbRingt -
§%ﬁ‘3ﬁﬁ‘§ﬁtitled "Materials~on Pergla’,’ In addition Lhe one A
entitled "From the Notahook “AGetriak 'soo,statistics" &others! ,;é
must be the one which included the question of the var; in: any .7
case it ig incomplete, Finally there is one entitled. “Individual
{Separate) Notes, 1912-1916%. Yhe Notebooks 1ill up:'693 pages; ..
they include quotations from 148 Gooks (I06-GET.; B3 Fro L7 EMgs
and 2 in Rus, tr,) and this means 1% dors_not include thoge booke
of which ve heve no quctatione, for ex,; FAenomEncio ~AlB0 |
there are quotations from 232 articlee (205 Ger,, 13 Fry and 13 - -
Engl.} that had been published ln 49 different pericdlonls (34 Ger., -
7 Fr.,, nd 8 “nglieh), They are extremely rich, covering the oo
fleld economlioally (including Annale of Am, Academy of Pol. & So01al;’
Science), philosophically (below), ﬁolitioally, including the . %%
attitude of Ameriesn soclaliste to Negroea AND outline of articlex !
he intended to write on Trade Unlons (snd buresucracy, see below)l -
I must take back the remark sboyt Taylorism in my previocus letter;.
Lenin heddovered the Tiret books on that too! The gquestion of '
dinlectics rune through sll of them, and particularly so Whs
question of the transformation of one thing into lts opposlte,

Novw in the very firset nctebock, ».3, there appears the-
tollowing? "From the p n 1, e h 1 o books of the Zurioh
: gnntons l libraryd \ NG
Gideon _Spigker: “About the Holationghip of Navurali. ) .
Sclence to Philosophy” (esp. versus Xant and Lange's<™
WHigtory of Mnterialiasm, 8°. Berlin 1874, | .




~
-

/
"Hegel. "Phenomenology" (Holland ed, 1907)*

EXNATE ¥R Then in the secona netenook, (p.42) there
is mentioned "Plengs: N.vx and Hegel®  Thare 1a ep edltorisl
note here raferring you to Lenin's Philoscshic Notabooks an: My g
Kk brief resume avuears in tlose Kn?nbcﬂks.
O WL e
The Taiph Notebookalinol de,ubeside the matorial uged 1n
Amperialism, materim] whkeh/was later uded in Tollowing articles:
Juniug, /TNg Fa 1 of the 2nd Ing., n projected one i
on Aautskyism, somg of the materiol for Statae and -
devolution, (called ReTH  MErX I BT TRS  Sthte and
inel, Havy on Trance iG?l, 1reland, 1870, Coming War, English
work$ra, Engels in h{s,late lnttere,“andﬁig_gig_1ntrodgption to
Morvla Cologna Trial, an. poertunist of i .glish Workecs., and
gomething I neVEF‘béaFEnbg?EFE?'CEE"E&ro‘E‘DiEarm-;'whiéh vae
published in 1894, which hag W terial on army and illitin ang
then VIL has another lictie piece on the subject in whieh he liats-
fvaryone from kngels to Liebknach and Luxemburg (evidehtly hor
Beform and Revelution in dtg eomplate edition had Al Avpandix
on tne aubject), - L . '

: Ag he went on his wey (insidantally he continued to
colleot materisl on imperialism even after the work was published,
up to Feb, revoluti~n) he made outlines of the work, in-which 1t .
can Be aeen that "final gtage" was,called,"latest'stage“, and -
what 16'a great deal more important, he was to have -included a-
8sction on Taylor {That wag when the book wae projectad to'include
glao politieal queation: Imperilalicn and Onpotuni em, Ulplomagy vbr .
and Foreign Pollitics, Imperialian and Jemocracy, The Hational .. o
“ueation in the epach of bwreriallsm, and Tinally" *Inzerwe-win~s . |
AcomMned, r) veraue . ”sociallzatlon“, under which heading, after .

8%, Simon and Marx cllowg: — S
: , v7£Techn10al“Progress and paln (Qualsrel) .
' l_rTaylor‘and "atudy af the movemant" F0-yy
LBy

e e

Then, when he plans the titlec of the chapters, under Chapter
X, the final, section IIT 1ga entltleod "Imperislism ie a btransi-
tlonal or dying caplialisme®, »ut then thepe appears, evldently. a
a variant, "III, Combination versus eQoiaplisation, | apidity orj
Spint-5Simon and Marx -<Riegam about the/growth ,
-=Tranaition to what? ( 84 we haq 1t once already)
. Taylor hera?* : ‘

As we know the laat chapter, and that variant is thare too, wag .
ingtead entitled "The Flace of Imperialism in History!,: We oah

novw more fully appreolate hie remark in the -Antroduction to the
work: "We are going to attemui tc show, briefly and in the simplest
way, the connecotion between and the reeiproosl relstiong of the
chiaf aconomic féatures of capltalism, Wwe snali not pANue on
napeote of thas quastion, other than economle, vhatever, thelp
importance." Taylorism did not bacoms a ghier axx@unkamtix factor
6111 1820, and not a dominenit ono till the lepreasaion,

In getting rid of Kaute o Me work on ' |

Religisn, which nr ¥» he onlls Kautsky
1vat g

At the end of that ( : 1t LI -

in america was Rautekylan; he refers to that ract

- -—-_’\N—’——-\______

et




:{T»
“Boonillet verty and neproes in Amerlca. p. 382=0 (the page muat
refar to Kauteky's book on Religlon,r}: "lnnuszrial”lﬁLﬁAﬁum_

Norkera of the World " 1z rfor Negroee, The Relp- Rl -0
tionship of the Socivlist party "ie not entirely - j

unanimous”., One nroc*amatlnn tor Negroee 1n(aﬁg} i )E
3[~«..r\ c%éa

onlyll] \

\ \
Ibidem, p.592. In the Bbals c._hisaisalg25 tue |1 ey oiior iy

eucialists organized N¥zroes "in se arate locall il ,fn79 .,
groeupa” 4 e

Finally, among the gaparate notes, whilch the editer saya was
. wrltten i~ IR1iZ2 or 1813} thre 1s the followlng: '

“2LAN FOE ARTICLE ON TRADE UWIONS

n¢se-of prices, Flunder. *Strike", Pigsonbreederg.,ca.
’H’%k the-2nd miid 1ibersls
mrteEND fues

Traqe unions {"world phencmenon' 1in Europe 3 = T

aldevelopment of productlion )
b) home market., Farmer and p Jgaaant_poverty,

AL i st ot et

i
L N

3o

ek

‘e)situation of the workers, ‘fFawleasness.
' d)politieal freedom. :

B Trade unlona and "pureaucratism' 3
4, ", o0il and sugar’ yersug 1analorda.{.

_ (union of landlords)
5. Tradd Unionas and -the Urals//.

€. Lhinovnlk llberallnm or 1% beral—chinovnik vien) - ‘ ﬁ&
. (" 0L O anglaliqgi% versus clase struggles, Gov, carrion and ;raﬁ)
Te efe and mutual-respenslbllity of thieves, R :

e T

7 bia. Capitalism and uniofis,.

e, Meana. (l)opening of the borders . ' T ﬁ
_ (2)20 min, in workers dwellings in coal & oil regiona. ‘j §_

(3) government production and democratic condltlons -of
- confirol :

(5) (4) labor unionz and political freedom

(4) (5} questionaaire a2nd public comalssion and full

diaulcaure.

i

®mxThis plan was wpi tten on' n singlu page with a decument oy -
rather outliine of production and price of oll in America from.

1900-1910.

I will try to translate other parts of the Notebooks me 1 gb along.

T
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DK

J @\,}.:; “_j_
My dear Rae, ' (\(w,,p)“‘ a'f- ;.,‘ﬁ:;f‘
; FRAN A

You are covering s 1ot of ground and it is pretiy good.
o ;" But after some conversatlons with G, & reading {carefully, this
v s s [T time)} your corregpondsnge, I feel shat we arc St&1Y off ¥ ne,

) Ay %o the apparently final form of the bl_u]q-_l];;rint I vorked ouk

RERE/E f Tt ol last waek, ” -

PPy P L X
S ot P !
Fl r:”f '

/) /

Thig represente the core of our problem,

Lenin 1n 1914 had pne view of Capital and of Plilnsophy.
' The wnr, &the collapse of the Seoond Int, made him
atudy Dislectls and changed his view of Capltal and of Pallosphy,

. How deapite many talks with G and looking up w@any
profound and illuminating pointa ghe makes, no ong has put his
?inger on jhig yet. Alter onee more going through the stuff I
arrivo here. ’ , .

: Lenin before 1014 had read phnilosophy o write ks
essay on Yarx. Krupekays, you say, says B0, He was workling
towards a philosophic sonception, But on reading the e¢asay 1 ase
not a serious %ﬁ about opposition——the unity of opposites. Revi
are thera any of his philosophis roadings previous to-this .

.easay¥. £ ﬁnsume'thera aie none, But this Teading of Ht_‘gal'I‘a,é.‘ir'dh’:j-

" If you note VolXI p;p. 33434 you will @se hia soncepe.
tion of the gocialisged prol. 1s quite abatraocty so e hls aonoen=
tion o the state. o T o .

Thas by sarly 1914 he was exnotly 11ko the others,

Now,‘ we have to bo careful here, _
. The article %ho Are the nds of the People 3s.in
the same traditton, (By the way, Wil cme, Wmt are your ohancss
of getiing Lenin, Selevted Works, gomplate. I know you have GORG
volumes. You need pll,) <Thus Friends of the People; Hati{m &

Empirio-C'm.; and 1814 are all ana. .

But there 1s snother Lenin: the pragtlaing rovoli-
tionary in Rusela, And here he 1s dialestionl to an extrame deg-
roo, His 18 an extyeme ravolutlonary temperagent driven by the -
ehargact,oontpadlouons in Rugsia, sc that in his oconception P
of the rev., v.v., important (Vol.h‘.".,a'mund Pa253), hia coneeption
of the armed workers; ets., hips corcsptlon of the role of the Y
party, ota, (that _th{na_ I 'bleass Grace so much for bringing sharply .
to pur notios) in all this there is a Lenin profoundly dizferens
from Plokhanov. -
Wo will have to begin here-=in the contradiction B

# 1n Lenin nimaoslf before 1914, . !
Hars let me sugzest that yoy get down to this etuff..

Yo muet Lezdn here,

i

\ ' Then comos 1914, August, and,l prosume -k 8%
ot 1624 Hegel's LoRig, - Frévicusly te : -

probably had reed only tha .eam

--—A""-_rm:-w«\'ra'\ LR

RN it bR R - P n e e

-




prily ofE oean Tty poy ot heoa ILilbv adn
20 nang A owred T mIafanLund enom - “"1
..;""."2!?'10'1. DOk medustians ol w0y bt S COn
")f\c rz‘

R osd sy

of goneral ghilosonhy about.id: ;. had’ ui‘!.i.tan. Check all -
like an ascountant, N

How, hins Rusaian experiences are golng to ba generals
Toy nuuitaiiam an & whole, Tho puini hlll be made, by the
o huw hia previcus study oi' Capdtalism in russila had deslt
the sspects you minwled ovut, ‘

Now gha yuewiion igl
vhat did Lerdn prdmaidily,
dlscover? Mure vreclsoly, what funlamental aonception illumingted
hls readlng of the Logie? %Wa lwuve the mp,
IN%, the aistilusionment with ali previous tnoughb, and methods
oF uhaugnu. .

But Lenin doeg not begin blanxk, in him is the roevolutionary
filalectio, In nim is embodled the most viovlent coniradicticna
of worlé=eapitalisom, “nen he begins to study a.z‘resn, tho Ruassian

areleliarian vevelution iz beginning,

Here is point I, *he mind wh, 1s now reading dilaicotic is begin—
ning %o enply to the wm'lu anene *h-* speoisl contradiotions of
Ruggla. -

A Qetniled list of s observations, principles, ebo, on Cepital,
_pnrty; nbor mbvement; philosophy, eto. hefoos ie .a.mpemtive. g
: mm ﬂown,}clusqiry, organize them, S

Not.' fto 180 h&@pﬁ alu?
a

S et fundermient; concep‘tionx for lim ., organlyed. the
new matartal s Hawxiim An genarhl,, ‘\He had just finteched a come
nloti raroad ng. But theophtically hip strenghold ie noh ph.-.loaoplv

itia G Sp qnhav. e \m b#:,m, ag tm negq,n gz_g_m
with Cap: “

“A she’ at'nrt he iu go.*.ng tu rm&d tn¢ Logio. materials
istically, he Spyts._ Hev elas e.-c:mpt} in texas of/ s world out-
- look, exrafors I»pmoogaz Gapltal must be tlgngﬁ_g;g——ml
whilcdophy, And I nete’that exeept 1q’p0fepén B ;Lo i‘x.ahhanov
‘1@ makes no goggvogg rarerenaan emant tq{bapital. ‘

.. There is a log:l.u, a dinlactic, amaterialism of

- Capltal, ALl ars the eama. ) 4o do’ fot (nocd suy other Wigle,
You have to maater_all the Logic to 'understand Capitul,
.Induutlva and daductlva ia Ghe mnthod or Uepital, 9‘60.

ay, I fecl we have been playing around so rar. (Yo offense.

%0 Gmoa. }h Le )‘L Lort he Lo <
Ty, ! in says Harx 1e the : 16
* & " o g‘ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂo&

_l\g_j_ljgﬂ 11:&1., Ian'y 1t obvinun that th B wmn
_now anomu gllodin. and b e method? - :
R . Thags quesﬂmm mg t:mnai"ion wg Lutst anaver

M -and Lw’,' T A
. M Onea n.a“e,w,gmt Sa _13111 10':10 of L.m&t.al and the
..hsoxr:.r iof !mowlng;u ‘ . ‘ }” .“-
. e 25
. J PREEYH :
Thers I wag uomgallna to atépgrbut ¢ Gna-I hdd a a. talk on Fridey. m

I axplainsd to # the J,:t'qnst: my 1de.-as. The r%gst ?rart of ‘thi:
e VBI" « '-'~:.

..'.';;__




6/13/49(%)
Dear Rae

These are some¢ general ldeaas. First Being 1s pre-bourgeois
soclety, the loglcal essence of the pre-bourzeols society.
Esgence is the distillation of bourgeols soclety,
f:ﬂotion is the subjectlive ﬁastegﬂ of bourgeols and. futurse ]
A this ‘subjectively, ifitéllectu- !

N

ally, for a few,

Hegel'eﬁﬁmed up and completed all previoué thought,

oo Hegel, Rlcardo, Shelley, Beethoven, 8Savigny, all between

L%%;Q:;SEQ; stated the fundamentzl problems of bourgsois soclety.

"It 18 & terrible plty that we have nobody to do Bhelley--as & poet, .-
But with petience will get that done tao, All the tendenclss of
bourgeole soclety were at that tlme stated abstractly, but the
contradictions were there, in all their work,

L

The fact that Hegel gummed up 1s -wha% makee him sgo import-

ﬁnt, today. He stood po_the‘Fr.,Eev. as we stand to the Rus. Rev,

oW . ' _ : ‘ ‘

" The method he worked out for the elite, the few; 1s what -

we have %o work out for the masses, That is why thaéﬁgggéggg'ﬁ Cond

Idea is so important for ue, We have to work out th 8. .ldea B

“fUT the exact opposite of that for which he worked i1t out., XEngels !

sald Essence was the most important. Correct, But for bim, S
not for us (1949), oo ’ T :

i NB alwaye that The lozle lsi"without coneretion of gense®, ™
It ig nothing in partiocular, It expressee everything. . . i
For exampke, Being I can see aa-the'gunely,aconomic anal-
8ls of aocclety, Easencs, howsvVeér, the soclologioal analysis,. ‘
eaps oug%, Both gbjective logic. Bubjective Logic, Notion, |
deals with, expresses mmn's subjective determinatiogaﬁ need, ~ . .. |
jiecesslty, to master nature, society, himeelf,. The "real hiatoq{ -
V{ﬁr humsnity* is-being worked out in Notion., When the WASREE, NOL
& fow philodgophérs, grasp the dlalsctlc, the loglec, the unity
of theoretical, practical, methodologlcal, we have reached the
. # Abeolute Idea of asociety, i.o.,socilal man, There begins the-
v qpyqiggment.orihuman power for 1te own edke,

N

T W . -
o galn: )
4% =/« The logic is "without conretlon of gense," It emprecees
kY qy‘:ﬁbhe Abasolute or an Absolute in many absolutes. The hietory of
& ;dji'societ{ 1s an Absolute; but ong oan m:ke a g golal agso%uzg of &
" i1y Bpecial soclety, capitallem, L eing = the gne of _Zhe pre=,
& B ulsites, mhg'elegentary economio réigtiﬁﬂi‘or eggitﬁiiamgfjjﬁf
ﬁaganug;;gggpixaaggmw:a_gg gee 1% in Marx's Capital; Notion ® g
;he” of the proletariat—whl d by itesubleotive,
i1,0,,1%8 political organizations, Tg%gx%. 493 wa are faced with .1
‘the dialectic of the party, We ha*é o trace lte growth, develop~-.
ment, how 1t,9ert§ﬁashfmust perish, Lenin came at the elimax -
of onpitalism;ﬁaﬂd‘beélnning with the Rev, experlence, he trana-
Terrad 1t to world-oap'm.i ang emerged with State & Rev, He \/
The t n

zosed the prol, %"to & man® and yet hrd oge Pty in oV,
opposition to it absf.;mcnrmﬁ'o?ﬁmwﬂﬁr%nﬁv*‘"--

: o L
1626 gonoreten R 1927, the unlons versus the party. That: pposi=
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tion we have now to resolve, Note that there is no other problem

in the world today--gll problems revolve around the Yone party
state." If that can be solved, there 1s nd obstacle to the irreslss-
ible victory of international locialism. it te the last 1deological

defence of the bourgeois end its satellites;

it preoccuples all

thinking workers, 1t domlnates the petty~bourgeoisie.

Tn 1914-1923 Lenin did several thinge; but they can be
boiled down and worked out only by rigid giatoricaiﬁtfactual

investigation, ghaped by dlalectlc.

\sThey. pre-1914 capitalism
fres competlition and
some monopely.
Ofserly organisation of
1mperialism, or

Rosa L'g, At the height
of monopoly 1t will col-
lapee, back lnto rree

&kk o

ompetitlion
¥_;?§%} -

S

o

g_agi_t.@_lism

He. Cap-igm, 1914—;0!
"Monopoly, Monopoly,
Monopoli , 3oing into
astate cap*talxsm,

,_,r

U, 1940~

ptate~ca ? going
into int'l, reorg-
anlzation ‘

glate-cap., atate-cap. No redivision

/1; vieion of world
fease of . antagon-

isms ¢ )

1823 clearest
perception of A few
wastern natlong
againet Ger., Hus,,&

' many hundreds of mil-

- lions in the East

‘Isl . Hust keap the

" Eorf
fiing by 'democracy“
'Eveﬁ the rev. i o

1n Britain carriad to
‘extrems somplete nation-
alisation; no conflaca-~
tion; parliament; democ~

racy; plan

Thay,

e

out every-'

w_,m et

_..lx..-/‘
Lan*n 1914-1923

. The _economic omic structure at ogecap.
-deman , :

that this bocome. atate-

of monopoly. Gap

g3t csp. in (BRus,) and
around workers take
over acc't'g., & con-
trol all over the
world which,

state-capitaliatio, -

NB,
. free competition,

Method
Lenin

in ad- "’
vanced .countries, i

but v
unification of the
world. . ‘ :
Incredtble increase’
of antagonisms

e

-nui:;._.\

X )

notive powa
must”

subatituted

A new metive’
power: I.can-:
'not over-
: gmphaslze im- ;

s Db NS

‘.,':' > ,'

For vworid mkt, &

coming of al.

&economics, nat'l.’
&1nt'1..party &_ ol

}fbpposites, politi

&

Pure Kantianlem, de%en-
erated: A mixture o
uncriticsl idealism &

uncritical pogitiviem

Unity of © _npggltg

_..._-—.—-—-—
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Method,Cont. .
They, Lenin Yo
pre~1914  Steges of Transition, Transition,
Tranettion, Transition Owing to vasat
{Borething Rew for him) extension of state
walch 1s governed by the solution cap. ang its
of = conerets problem, and conflict consequences, and
bastween the bourgeolele or petty- the oblective
bourgeociske authoritaplen way and aittuation (Mass
the proletarian creatitve way. Resistance~-n&ss
Each stage of transition‘arisss strikes in UB--
from the previous stage, -and ex- interrelaggons of
presses the basi¢-confradictione econony,stec.ete,)
in. w and more..ssute -formg.-.._. pose whole prol, -
AAemoer v =-4€mnoc, mobilization ... against sll par-
. § of tne masses, democ, org'n, of ties wiich =
( army at rear, etc. it -xFuraaucracy

e -
Mo gremarme ERAREPISIITREES

But inside and outside Rusala still
posaa rev. .
opposite to reformlet party: has

+0 owing to great mass of seml-
prolstarians and petty bourgeoisle.

ey :

S| T
: 3.‘:;5‘9;‘"&;”&::95:-‘ '

P

Now you have some idea of what I mean. {Grace will write to you?eb'ﬁ
alsc) I Ga.mpb ewear by all I' say in the c¢hart, but that ls The= i
" method. Jgreat error is to bellieve that L and the European
"' Menghevwlee~Bad the same policy but they be yod; ~-No-vwekthing.

They had-e--é3ffereni.matigs on everzthiﬁﬁz . thought_his ideas
f . gWeTe speotfivaiiy-Russl-ans™ e d‘tgﬁbransfer thege—"
prorojindly dialectical conceptions of hls to world cap,}the

% . international et:. _ _ ' .

o
.

. If, ooncretely, we desw the line between him a%a themx 1n 1914
1%%d as he developed 1%; and hetwsen him end them and all. shades,
LT; Bikh,, Rosa; 1f we do this with_the utmost concret¢ness and . {.
formal tabulation and as ‘aqpiﬁggs possible ¥e shall have done '3}
]

& tremendous hlstorical nd cleared the way ror ug .o-w,
politically., On the whole “M_ge—Eenin in esaence aware, off the
‘new role. of-.the prol., huf compelled)to pose 1% in terme qﬁ rtie
, Hl; the objective situations o pose in térms of the prol.s .
i.e., organlzed labor as a wnole the rev. prol. That 1a the—"
new diglectiocal stage. _But first and Foramost to drive hows;™
~ %%§£¥§¥7—evan’mﬁre Han he did. the differences between L and the .
, of 1914, BRosa L,, LT, etc. Bukharin atc. are to beyk- ' =
seen in relatlion to thile struggle, - S AR

i

L

G “111 vrite as I an;. Gpmpare the t-WO. Thiﬂl work must be 1n ‘l
, will help us, but the truth lles in_the copgrete, And do no%t,
% ) .
,(:igy E§1%hi§ difficult ror some of the 2nd In%, played with 1t} to

L
g’ 'i I am sure that 1n the work and in the concrete changes ¥g ] g
é?% %'. - Funderstand what L saw in the Logic and not vice voresa. . The Logle’: 3
T;ev % I would say, Jump to the trade union dlscussion ete. I think
+f the thing is to get Imp., State & Rev., and stafe-oapitallsm 3
clear. 1914--up ic the repor’ and dlscussion to. the .
R agy L»le
| -+ 1628
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Bol, conference aftepr Ltg return; akip from here to State & Rev,

One iittle example of what I mean by concrete, To\pbliga

me make a little 1}5t of what ig teught as to the baels of K's
change in April, here 1s plenty -ere; but what ig naver gaid is

vhat L said in the L8 many other placeg.

Heavy Industry in Fuseie hes reached the Atage of nationalization
and nat'™n, ca*la for elther bup, control or workers! control,

‘This gconomic bagls ham boen ccmpletely lost, I think I have
written enough, Ir Jou Go not like the method & the ideas, let
me know, and I am ready to Try another way, ~ But I have been
gnaving at this ror weekg--it has, along vith my poor health-- .
brevented me from doing. anything else, and now I am sure thai
this 15 the ¥ay -to what we want, @ .

: . J.

Let me add something else that 1s to me v. iap, in _all gipe tione,

Lenin made the'aphér;ém on Capital in the midst or‘g:ﬁigggqg;qn;

about the(8yllogiam,. L - e S L
7 If you add to this the longishfpasaage on

P

S P W T

ptaf, 1915 Vol,XI, you Will mee that he 8evs very clesrly that .
every single Btatsmbat, 1.e., the tree ig green, contains gppos-
ltion g h : 1b111ty-orrdevelopment.to"fuqthggﬁggpgz_h|gh;
tlongeNow every : ”ﬂBT*Eﬁﬁttu&pyanﬁ7pf”§§ﬁ1§§;h1p'tab%ﬁgggh‘,‘
Af*theory, containg th glements of transition’ to snother atagps™

Fin which the contradletions (unity of opposites) appear at g

higher stage, ) }ﬁmﬁﬂﬂp

"Wﬂw T T .;.-,,;,,_,_,“._MJ__.‘ sgpd e T A ey g iney -
Grace shoulqd rir;¥"*ﬁoﬁk out this Héotion or the 8yllogism
yery ocarefully: as logic ?irst; (then later ag applied_to

cabltal and Capitsl and what not--there we can have a free. .. o

“for all); but it should be. done as logic first,

This means thet You, Rae, must concretiue every stage of

capltal and what wasa thought about it at the time (briefly or
course)particularly in 1914, Note that while some may have =
- talked about monopoly, ete. we will be able to show up what they.
thought by contrast wish Lenin, _ :
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Jans 2%, 1940

in ')‘]
Hy dsar Groca:

You heve foroed my hend, I om going to meke a polemic agoinst: yom, Put
firet -prolegmaens. Tou and R, must undsrstand that coples of my letters g»
to R, G ond W, Now i wigh %o add ¥ and L (I wonld be glad if R ssns mou a
copy of my letter with the chart. %he date, Ras, X thirk, iz June f#th). These
latéars, mine, mnat not go to anyons slse., Thore avs many rongons - the onky
ono necesary to etate nyw is that I exprass myself fresly end kmow that I
verpetrate philosophica) bonere. I don't mind., I encoursge @, 0 vrita Iresly.
They are a ¢onversation — o thres-way conversation. Jf thay opy ec.d.. the ypibers
pre nffected, Williem I proposed to includs because he is doing perlous vork
for poblicstion ond he must ¥s awere of what we are Solng. ¥ and I Rave Tollowsd
the developmsnt of our ideas, back and forth, good and bad, and I have alunyw
taliced to them so freely that I dontt mind théir oatching mo in contradistions,
end furthermore Lyman has, I think, a 1ittle more {ime than Before and 1f ho
followe the correspondsnce will undoubtedly have comotMing $¢ poy ond in adlit-
ion should huve the job of revising the final Heer a tongh jeb in whilch so far
wo_hove not on the whols éistinzuishe fuf slvan, Within tide olrdle I cen
polemicize agains’ Urace. One step out X wouldn't. I slss fnrited you to

\* polemicize mgednet me = you &ldnté toke 1?.. I have spaht fEe last three weeks

\\I-’ l
.;-i

r-iL

I

vy

¥ 4hose marvalous three pagos on LE'y

-’: P

\’7

vy

ADOQ 1A e qmtit and Leﬂ:nits, 1 am un irnfinitoly
_wieor men. I-know nov what at_you wors telElfe nbont in in your letiers %o Hevnda.

Q_G‘I:nsw something imy miaaing, “Fuat, Sister Grage, yoi ere phptyaeh., Arnd in this L

1o8t letter, yoeuv are abstract. not in mernl. ag Yo Laidnltx,. the Mleatics and’
IomEatAtyy and Hegel 4n relation to individusls snd the whels..-Up, that &3 zosd,
tho I 'bo'iim if you vera mare councrety in stabting 1t te me, it mnld have ‘bpg_!_n
easier.for_me, But in th 45 letter, a\:-tmt. n'bstrnct abdrac“i" a’Eé-'i' tlﬁne,s
which maat 'Dﬁ concrate,

Unroauouabln'l--liarsh?' -Ha-i Hhr.— .After wueku p? peinful back and foﬂh,’i 7‘7

q—u..-

H "g in ‘uné Xouby Jou and I be iy Y nﬁmue oui of u. i say: we 1

«imst ﬁn&. out-thecontradlations’ {n Lenin himself: begin from the concrate;
cradkcing our hesds on the Loglc, lod ug crack 1t on ER Imper—

J 1 say: nstea.d "o
"* ialing, e o thowght before 19ik, eta, I make w chark. I mtato the

periode; I say we are to find out what was thonght of sach party at

. way comes oud mwfil both in the Mxs omd in the typing, I eay: Ms e’
we squipped tc teckle the logle, L's Logle, 3¢ to say. _
. Ree immediately duclcs down 1nto her bocks, OConcrets, ﬂm oem\ref.e. iha _
, Sacts, tabulaticn, order, s she 4id Lo o and. weeks until she ccme out wltk
p&ﬁ:ﬁ end aufder 1914, I way;/

N mrralonl and mesn marvelous --u#ud.el. But !.n ths.s recent letter you have pod

en gonerete, .It fm.g letter of tha Kevada idnd. It contsing many beakhf) °
ngs and thinge va, vilGome up Yater: Bub it io geueral. tap. %00, too -7 !

genera.‘!.. Let e concrotizat
¥s oot kmow {a) hat
was tha Menshevik theory?
2) h’hat vea LYs theory in 1917?
" ] ML. ] | ]

Now of immense impartanee, Did L anywhers {.slop ths Soviat idea Yafore
1914, Febly. 4s far g8 I Jmow there is not a single mentioun of Boviets dvefors
1917, HWhlch means that 1Z the Soviets had not comp, State and Reva would have
baen a uffﬂr‘nﬁ Yook, 1630
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and trace inter-relations, connections, fraisa duvelopuent. Ny chart by ths ,
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-l
3) thero do xe stand irn vegurd $o all these pointa in 19497

Let me oxplain one point. Before 191%, L, for Bupsis, used to talk, writa
obout, an armed militia as the army, the reguler nray, after the revin, Ha ‘
fought Flek. end othera in favor of nationalisatlon of the land - this wea purel,
bourceois, he seld. Of csucse, ot the back of his nind, he had the Commue of
1871, But the queation is preclaely vhat, if unything, 4id he have in mind up to
1914 and thon up to the March Rewn about the prel. revn. Talulate, chrong-loglo-
alize instend of pure legicking. Your little summary does not emgwor thase
questions, or the problems ressd by them, ¥ kmow, I speat qalds & wWhile la &
dnot with you dsing that type of thing, It is even more nipleading than appsars
at first, or evan second, glanca,

Qur real prodlem is not 8 & R, ¥hat you have dons there is Fansy®, tho hord to
do a8 an erpresaion of logles), i.e. Hepelien movemens. Thars yuu hove pafe &
good beginning-for work which will come st the ond. ¥o, ep vrotlem now is
Izpsrialism, ¥Yor 5 & R; the political relations cams out of that, Hers is
gne probtlew, ienin uTitea as if he hed never heprd of monosoly 2a befng char-
avteristic of 20th century saoitalism, He had discovered potiathing, Vhat wag
it exzctly he had discoverad. Socialiszation ate. but I zmeb gee o ot
vhat Eilferding drsw from his monopoly, You describs Hobuon, e$c, Pui I sm
interested primarily 51 & himsolf and then in Hilterding (191C). TYou soe
Kphtely end Zenin vers supposod to have the sams views bsfore K, "batrayed,

"né point is not hisforical. Absolutely not. In the Thread'g Oatastropho'

.- tnd Will the Bolahs Rotain, I saya that mationallgation = control tut national-

/4 :
. he is sure monopoly MeansDLEn:; -

$zation 19 possible snly becsuse of monopoly.

Whose conhrol? Dui before that

The plan i in the economio movement. Agadn, maybe st Jaml

Bub I an meoing the shole thing as 1f neir.  Go nationalisation = plen and the

qusstion is: yhoao vipn, 4e I-wee i, 5o for he avslons planlsamnogns and it 18

1ogpibls that his inelatence on nmonopoly av oppesed to’frse compedtion eiguifies -

plan or no tlan.” The Sovistp of 3917 show him how o plon. Yom kove So watsh

Iury-mefuuy what he wote about plan batween 1916 ani tho Februery Hevolution
o2 Herah), ) o T R : .

Furthsrmore o wonderfol story is t0ld if you watch the dates When Lenin ghage

by stogs finds himself moving from munopoly to state~nonopoly. '.l!hq sos P
markadle is that be kg Tegan, in thoe oerly chiples of Impim, with m wonseption
of the gtate pe collective cepitslist. Them he drepped 4%, to take 1% up agaim
in later booke. Tho yhole thing wevolves arownd plail trusis or maseses, Now yom
8oe yhet workers conirel means. o ,

Tou see L took very ssrionsly free compatition and commodity pi'omtipﬁ 2or s

3§ Ixpe maxket as a lover of progresg., At the other end, 3}} monopoly, cnd in $he

A

t

latter part of Imp'm, he says se, m1l monopoly in stagnadion. There is a very
deep historic content hera, :

I have oaid onough, I hope, to mske cleoy ‘on ons voint how closs is the con-
nection betwean Izp'nm and State & R,

Of immenge importance toc is monopoly as the itrongition. Put psrhaps I should

" not bring that in and should stike 4o tho main polut, that Lenin sabk the Soviels .

solving = sirictly scomcmic peoblem wosed bY Bodopely & imperiaiiss, and 3¢ %
nover seen it hefore, either the problem or tha conorets solution. The Thresidtg
Catantrophe and the other one show thet clearly.
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Fow, from thers, on to some Logic, fLpua there, You say in your latter L we-
rodiates mathed of though' of Boing, snd shows tke nocessity of method of

thou bt of Isnence, I can't sey yes or no. But after the last len days or ao,
{and how I hnve sweatsd,lying on my back, siering nt the celling, dipping into
o baok, and staring at the coiling again) after ten days of this,larrive here.

.. , Dexnin I cenot se2 o8 having repudfated the usthod of Deing. Tpn comywof do
(a thed, You huve to use it but on its own level {Oud forzive ws. I tramile,
&\ f’( tromhle, tremble, nt the boldnesu of somc of the things I sey) Ite lovel ie
1 i material objects oo materlsl cbjects, i.e. ceplisl as o waterial objsut.
1f anyons noys o me that capital is a socisl reletion I shnll utter a siresm
of filthy language, I kmow thut. The material, the objact,.in.{ gpital, can b
moasured, arkytically: it must bo as a gtari, Fow jet : 3 %, T haz an
2im, & voarpose, o something that is slways prewmty a Bequg-for-Self Ope, that
chenges into » succossion of the Many; oach oms of wilch Lbwerer, comen
end goas, but slwaya hearing in 1t tho thing-that-matters, the gemuius ahagrpot
infintte - - rofit-scsking or wore scientificelly, suwrplusevolue. Llndiywléaal
caplbcle come end gof inifinite forms, Many, Mony, Many, conuectod with each othsr,
2lsappearing ané giving place to new ones, lu welline tho tot £
incriigsing the toisl pociel croital, ‘Phis ig tho problem of the AYomists, Thay.
ses the xany individuals tut cammo% ses that these must be goverasd by soms
totelity, some Quo, Leltmiz nees the necessity Tor this, tut he tlez the muny %o
the Ore By o purely external vond. . Thay do not ses whal Marxz sow Cp Lenin am
Mer®pi9l%) thai ths Individunl msny ones, express, in their finite bixth, death,
__auf.pevightug, only the development of the dig Cne, the aystem’as o whole where
" K (Petugefor-Beli 18 profit. ) . ' :

| These poopls are, the onae who £l into pure Quouty, and hers ia a fins

 job for
you, Orace. 'Note how in Quantity Hege) conetantiy comes baok to Absolube Indiff- -~
evence, But we ave dirlecticisns. The method of Thought of Jeing is g wathod
of Tnonghti wid if we foilow 1% we seo thebCuentity Decoise the infinite Rmatl-
tative progression (¥B the viclcus atiack of Marx on Bemthan; sach for himnaltl
and theorefore nll for the good of all)., ‘ ' :

Bu} Hegel insibe you ceunot go on indefinitely with the Infinite Quantitgtive
Progresiion, At a cortaln stage tigyquantity begins, within certain limits, %o
gosune vhat we mi 1, & quantitative/quality. Zken thin quenti tative
quality becomes n{zatis)) the relation 1e whel matters; and from this ratio you
meva into meamure, sort of rule by which you ﬁent tha vhole .thing. I

innumerebly_gustes illustenting this... . s TET s e
it - _ : -

e - ' - PR

~ Wow taka Harx, Morx locking =t Qanifel objestively reached Relative Burplus-Valus, .
pure quantity; then he eplit g into orgaaic compowition, tktoving meids pura quant-
ity sl fastaning on $h and hig fina) statosent is that the ratlc-develoeps -
until production becomes 3ible. Why! 3y a pemsure: For ug end for Hark |
thet measwure is msni the sffect mpon the proletaria¥. We ars forthwiih in ine’
vomln of Eecance, the relationship between the proletarlat and the abjsctiive fo
of Uspital. The two are jeimedl : ' L

: e . . . ) .

Now my supposed mmnlysis of cepliial as objlective congbitutos an phatraction from
HoFR. & agroo. Lob that 48 bow Hegel, ss s Zood beurzecis dialecticlan would
argue, vould think, Azd in the end he would arrive at mengure - plaze, rule,
owdsr, axd tha sreanized bourgeois stuge, or stute-ogiéaliom, The 1 ffedenco
between im and Marx would be that Marx, ; would sée und irclulde
the proletariat, labor. Bud it oeems to me that ths me¥hed of Being, beicg &

" 1logioal_gnd & dlalectical mathod cen go thus fur, but no further,

Here I repeat, and I confess, 1 am alwsys nervous sbout this: Logic is shedregt. i

1632
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1t suplie s to nothing in particular. The Logic ef Capltal
the legic of soolal davelepment en a world scale (ve shall o
tothat in a mement) ; but Hegel's Legic, whataver 1tserigini

1 placed befere us as abatractiens which f1it or enable us te
trat.: into the innermest czseme ef an ebject.

Yot Hegel himaelf says Baing - ore-capltalist seclety : Eogenc
1z medePpoocierty, beginning with Bacen eto. Let me make veryc)
How I see 1%, thic use of Being as & m thed eof thought,

Teday, 1949, there are diffsrat ways o lesking at geclety. Yo
can leok at it purely objectively, materialis tl cally, See hew the
productivs ferces rrow, largsr and larger; new they nugt be con-
trolled by the state. That L1s pure Bsing, 1ts methed ef thought,
Others, howaver, see class cenflict, recegnizs uan as the neazure -
they want to correct capitalise - abatract Trom 1t the reasen rer
1ts oxlstsnce, woeflt-making, Thess are ithe "ctubberneat” - the
mutlgﬁggid sf all, 'Then there ars the dislecticlans -~ Marxiste whe
(L1 rangitery and the prolstariat ss g its grava-dligger, .o
Be that st all *2wuw times the medss ef Lheusht represented by the
philesaphers ef dirferernt &gas are used: - erent classes uge then,
e.g. your old-fashlsned American capitalist, your fres entervrise
fanatic,- Is a man <f pure Being. : a

!

Yeu can de the same with Stalinlsm; lesk at tis. differsnt methed ef
theught which try te selve 1t, Yeu will fini them again, Being,.:

Esasence, =ic, Just fer practice, Au Bsing, Man says: Stalinlan},  ° s
You must have legdership. It defeats capitalism. He 1s & Stalinist,. !
Arether 'man, reflection, .1, e. & man whe éteps Bt ths end o epsence, .
Just ae & being man gteps at "shie ctive" messurs, he ssys's Stalinism?
Wo muat get & good D sauorsmoy. He dpes net undemstond thot. . ths ..
esgende of bureaucracy ls te buresuoratize, 4 dialectician seeks te o
2bellsh the whole thing. .Grace knews #l1l this, The thing 1s tec uze - -.
1% cencretely, ' ‘ S . . | -

Now I suggest (whiapor 1t, whisper it) that Lenin before. 1914 was
net too far frem a type rpf_fEfEEIng for Westarn Furepe which esaw . | :
the Soclal-Domseratlc bureaucraclestaking pewer (not R_eanefully, of -
ceurse) and establishing that type eof state. “Seviet® demscracy, he
d14 net knew. Wh'l exmsatly 314 he think? I bellave he kad Ter -

Beatern Eurspe ague ideas abeut zsm thing 1lke the Cemamune,

But the Oommum(w ted ps in beurgeelis demscrucy. .

But Imperialiss and ths danks ard finanse-capital put inte hie hasd
¢ 1ldea of a concrets natlenal centrsl {in fast in 1518 he sxid that

the road teo soclalian and state-capitalisa is the same - natienal

sgceunting and centrel) This econemic, ebjeutive econemic relation -

opened his eyes te what seolalism in 1916 was. This was his first
atep, his transitien,

ey thingswill havae to bes werked out here. But te get this break )
sharply enough and all that 1t means - that 1s & jeb, 1In 1924, net
a soul tal ked about "plannsd sconemy" - nebsdy. We have to drive this
heme, The beurgeoisie dees 1t now. He saw timbasis fer it -and Lo
then meved te the ocentrel and acosunting by the” proletarsist. Xa Step .
EENXEIXRZEXNXAEXERZX ANk xawneoatrxanEni 2nd think of hew akarp a turn -
that was. Get back inte the olimate ef 1924, But he saw beth ¥ ana.. '
-. Ho savw as clear as day that menspoly meant contrsl, seme sert off:
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centrel, werkers or the totalitarian state. You sthers 22y have

seen thle befere ga clearly ac I aees it now, T didn't, He say,
sand we haveto say ttmt he caw, then, It saves us frem having te
S8y how wea ses now,

I think we should stay here awhile and extrast every ounce »f
Juloe we can sgueeze from Lenin'e bresk with hia sconoculoc past,

I want @ to say directly - Do ysu mse who t I mean by cencrate and
whers you are too general. If nst, let me know. Hy great polemlc
1s net very ssrious really,

Hew a little more, on this point. We say that Lenin werked at
lmparialisa kx nrimarily te account for the m1lapss of the Secerd
Internatlonal. WNot cencretelyf trus, He worked primarily &t cavitale
ism., He reund the transition - woenonely, Then he analyzed the Iind
Iaternstionsl and frem thers he linked them up completely with tne
baur‘ﬁeaisi.e. Soue he said weuld B9 with the hourgeoisie. He@emper
oW Lenin's "planlessnsegs cezses. For him, theres was, inherent in
the whola situation, a brutal, mersiless type of “plannlng“ and he
threw the Secial.Demooracy ever into the bsurzsois unker tyne of
pl&n, In these days NB, aven T% ¥y In the Vanifeste & :
8peke of elther the proletsrian state or the’ impe riallist state, Lenk
belligved and theught, thia bocauss like Marx in 1867 he drew hie con..
glu=isng te the end. A very caresful reading wuft be made of the
Manlifests and the Platferm of 1919,

8s, Grace, I belleve we muast throw all we have into the cencrete,:
arouxd L's Imperislism. If Rae prefers fm you te & the sylloglam, =
ste, 0,E. Bu Imperizlism andrelated vritinga, that is the stuff .- -, :
nw. ) - o i - - n “2 -
Here 1'11.etep. Tired. I'll do somethimz on thelegic of’ Cupltal !
when I fesl 1ike 1t; But first L want te anplyy soma detsotives. Tn -
the Mmnifeite o£1919 wa used to have one tranelation: statificatien
ef preductien. I notice in Firat Five -<ears of C,I. the translater
is using & new term: yiats-izstion. Now ene ef LT's worsé blunders ,
i3 to say that state-capitalism can only be the French etstisme. The .-
words sheuld be carsfully Jeckedup. CB, the Revelutlon Betrayed. The
‘polnt 1s: deubly impertant because words tm t the Stalinists eriginally

- tronelated aw nationalization (Cellected Worke) they have ¢ anged

(Beleated Werke) and call aeméthing elme., Again, why?

Now I dori't want te be aisunieratood. I cast. my remsrks in the

ferm of & pslemic -not teoe much either, I began that way but seen
Terget ; tee much sincerity. We have all besu abstract too lang,time

ie going by and we nesd hencelferward to be absolutely cenarete. If .. -
I had strength and tim» T © uld supply a mess ef qust @, and in erder, -
But I'll walt en Rae's first respsnse and then: supslacent.
Future conoretiens, Future. Preslgely what 414 L think ef the >
party in 1903, 1914 ; new did He change? :
N T e )

But fer the time being. Imperielism - extract iteguts, ey
Ssrutidize it. Dialectlcalize %it, Develon the inplications, By - A
dialeoticklize it, I mean analyse it in dlslectical terns. Then .o
see whit Reu can de km with it in striot legloal terms, quantity, '~ .
quant¥ative ratio, eto., as I have tried to do, Marxiste in the @ =
vast have emphaslzsd Imperialiss and Wer. Wa should read new fer

:+ 1634
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vhet 1t signifilss abeut the structure of canit zligm, Iliperillii?l;--.:'}-‘
is ¥xrx's cheptar en the Hilstorlodl Tenfency of Ozpitalist Aocumulp.’ ..
tien concretized. That ia the 1914 gtagasf thelnfinite We have ¢s \
cerc retize what -&ﬁin demgcribed as Higtarlcal Tendenctes of hils time;

I started som#hir¥ ¥m2 £ think xm but ¥ill finlish nome other time, .
Or doas 1t fit, ' :

J.

In geleotad“ P33, thers 1s a mervelsus definition eof wm\L Reans
by "private® in eacnomic teras, ~.
And I mimply must net emit this. The Notes in the Sslected FWorks

ars very full, There ars refsrences t2 Bukh's erganiz ed sanitallismy

of 1928. There iz gz long quarrel bestwesn L and B. It should net be
teo difficult to trace this, Alse T think R should begin to aay wmt .-
ghe wats us to &, or If she wighes I can de 1t, prebvably batter f han .
#he, among ether reasons bacause I can cemmunieste %¥ith & se emetly, - .
The thing, if werthy deing, should ba done thersughly, sndas I ses - . .
it, if done right, could use 1914 and hit 2 great blow fer 1949, I
am sesing Rew %Et far more than I thought bafors, oven in Nevadas. . Ta
have L'as authority and metho bshind us, 4nd 1 wee every any if we -

* o&n make that break sharp enough, wWe will be ready to make sure when
the time Comes, o BT

80

Befers I soent. 1t off, T saw the thing so 'éIQery that I am nwed te
writelit dewn, It .should ge something like this, . ’ s
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1, Lenin in 1914 ‘ - g . . o S

P Bketoh.of hia carsear, ;Pregmt,'éfcbiuble—;;qr stngle santances sueh V¢

' a8t Ho Had denounced RL's theory ef undercensumption and irsigted thkt &
& Adifferent rearrangement ef the natlenal -eap 1tal eta,. :

 Maybs # or 5. gentences
Hls theary eof the state
His 1deas of thls
o " that
: o : etc,
- His dlsputsa

2, ﬁsgellauism' and Mafxiam in 1914, . _ Lo . .
Marx andDimlectiec A(Phencmenolo%y &nd Legic) : - }
He*had uered 4 3In Capital. ngels, Plek. Distzgon.. Lenin areus

3. 2914 -His resding ef thé Leglo. Wnat the Leglc 1s. What he 'saw,

Taperialise - in the 1ight of the Legic The Legis of Capital :;3’?“;.4
8 &R 3 i H This should bs thﬂ,blﬂkéz

Preyleus Marxists en Capltsl (faviteky ato ‘
o) Hegel (Plekhanev)
4. Part IV will tske up 1917.31923 ,
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And all thraugh anking and posing such problema in such a way that
anyone 5f intalllpgerce would agk the game aw stions for 1949. And
thisto the penercl wublie, Isn't that som thing?

%e must not write the rnrticle nov, The main outline w11l be aufficent

P,9, Readling over your letter,G, T am struck by twe things: &) how
igaful it 12 to me b) how necepsssary it is fer ke %o astaurt t> take
Imrerialism apars eo that you can see what I mean by cencrete., Just
to keep vou golng for o his,

P9 you know ith t the [-5-9 party in July 1903 {formulated a orogram,
the oniy one In Turopr which cortained s pgrapgranh on the dlctatords jo
of th» nroletariat.

T el ‘ ———
Exactly wirt was L's conception of the dem. dict. of thant and pea'y,

a¥e In w3 tHIz-1 had dothlrg to Iearn from anyhedy 8F anything,

The astate was to zxuwkxikexmmexy nobllize Lt maszes and eruesh the
eniany, wn=ther or bourgeclis 4-c or soclallist revoiution, Now as far
bagk am 1907 I, had o clear corception of hiy thesip on al per-profits’
and the orol, limlted however to colenlal chauvinlem (Gankin sm
Fisher, B,62}) But he was not tmubled sevinusly by it. RBut 3t 18 there

Agaln, Ganxin and Flsher, (p."ée-é: I, says in a very very orofound(snd
confusing) pavsage :.we mus complete demes racy in mobillzing the

rels tarist in the aray, etc. in order to achlieve soclaikanw, OCivil war

against. the bourgeolsle is a war "democrst ically ergank ed," But
desplie talk about particlpating in “"atste affalra" k 1z concerned
with clivll wer and llquidatlon of capltallsm, Thia is written in
spring or summer of {19163 Natlional accsunting and contrsd Jdo not
appealt, Hm haed already written or wery nsarly wriflé Tmperialls,
He pets inte a controversy with Bukharin (G % P, (236} gandS & R
bagin. ag noties for an erticle ageinat Bult's Thesris®mof the 2tate, Tt
was $0 be nurlished with Suk's artlele, lim hegan in the apring of
1917 ‘before the outhreaks in March in Ryssia, New B'e. two artciles
ars in G&F. UVow we have L on Imperlalism and B on Inp'm: Then we |
Yiave beth en the state ard both on gelifudetsrmination. L, 1 helleve,
8dded plenty after the firet revelution,

‘But there 1@ a duslity in his coneeption of the siate - 1o erush the
enemy ; snd to administer, One of them he always had, We Dave %o )
é1g the other out of all that mess, FE.g. the comparigan of the orig-
inal note-boek an S & R with tke flnal boek, (some of the not es ure :
at the bagk of Critlque of Goths) T, saye B on self.deterpination 1s .
the "same" noneense as on the state., You seo what I mean by cencrate,
now; not yesterdsy nor temorrow but now., In all this not a word, not
one weord about the Soviet, . ‘

Now I am golng to jJump a bit. You s<e 1t saems o me i@t he wanted {0
finish with the 2nd Intl as a_tycs of orgenizetien, His party, thered

fore, was mersly the vanguard of & rew type eof opcanization, Here neyw ;.
in ths organlzation la the counter to tir astegnmetion inherent in all [

mencpely -hare ir the gource of mos emsnt - I ree creative activity te
replace fres @ upetition., S2e? DE 1t out, d&g desp .

And,‘i am galng te juwp agaln, the key to all these differances, dev-‘?“-ff-'-
elopment ofL, eto, is in Imperialism, somewhers behiml B's anarchist
1deas 1s an ‘incapacity.to gram the relstion between' fres sompetit! on /

and monopoly. ~I-am-guessing, but I belleve the guess is goed, Here!!
I will stay, This is leng enough. T think next time irms tead of thfi/

¢ 1836
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Loglc of Cavnital, I'Il do some notea on Imn'm, But I hone you aes
vhat we must now sysiematically do.and why I loek at your létter as ;
too smanth, Finally, we must be on guard against glving the imnreu- ’..\
lon (false} that L read & book-and understoad. That weuld otrangle .- -
us. N9 dlslectlec taught him to formulste, clarify, concretize oble o’y -a*
ive stager ote., Vg must show the dlale cticul c ontradictions in 1ife -
and in his inharitanca of 1914, and his conteov arbies etc. Thie is .
net  Nevada, br the way. Iret a0 tired after twe houra and what 1ig
worse, I gkip the cnnnectione - cannot bother t> write them dewn. s
belisz. e we geit scme place here. If we haven't, in method, let me
knew, And sven AP Marcuse says, Ne, wa have two or threa artlcles,
and if I am not crmfy, we shall of for them If need he to all rercs of .
pecple, all sorts. We pot o wbthing, end with pstisnte, osuf of vatient’
vorP, comesg tle way to worlt 1t out snd wis tto de with it,

-'.......,-_,;{. et

Juns= 22 (duly dated)

De you agree now after yesterday's opus (Tuesdey, June 21lst) ; thset
there 43 a newr significonce nosto L'e statement on the Grapt Baglnnlng
Look at 1t agaln, will yeu, Selected IX,p. . "I have always said that
coercion 1s noet the main’ thinrg," Why? He knew all about cesrcion .
sysn farths bourgeclsz revolution. Mo, the maln thing 1sths new dis-
cipline, etc. 2né then he describes the claracteristica of alave-
%agor, ssrf-laber. wage alavery snd pralatarinn ar ratoer aocialiat
ahor, .

:
3

ih

" (Gtep a bit frienda, ard visudlize what a terrific impact a atudy uf
this kind 1 11 have - in tna nrevalling gloum) L . g

1 -
j

Now, watching particularly the kind ef. soclalipt 1aber doscribod in ..
' the Great Beginning, back again to Imp'm. A1 mensrély in atagnatj.m,
"But as he gaid in 1920, 511 denoeracy help praluction. Boclalizatien: {,
af 1aTor iz wanderful, Bl he hac nothing concrste to'put in its :,"‘"-:;:F
1n Iap. The articles wnich denarlbes the rels tien ‘of dex'y to woocim '
(Tt 1s in Vel. V, Heeleoted) is written in Avgn ' 1916. Notethe ksy. . J
‘para. beginning "lapm is highly develered capitaliem® snd endirg- LA
minimum program, 1,8, under cupm.”’  There iz a’ deer-splng dial. 1w °
ke rsa, But we must pasg it by, tho bearlng i’r. :’m uina. ) .‘ K \

TS

ﬁowever, nnt.e T-is Aragged 1nt.o this by Buk. Queatim I. DEes Buk, =
,)?(-repreeent the Marxists who Adid not understand Canital, Fer note that °
“L, 1s not hostile %~ these dund Marxlats sg he' :I.s nethestile to the .-
phllosepher, Plek, as he 1 s too d we to them, enly tee' recently, -
Badt agaln teo the econoamlc revn of soclalism. L has nothing posl’d.ve 1
to aay, . . :

i
{

You gse thic .is a very fine mwind, I see 1t new in datail- of the aame
kind as. H'Esal -8 nnd ‘-iarx' Se - Takaa nsum;;ﬁ for & puuuu' nsvar aub- o
stitutes a vhrase for a thing, skips no intsrmediate stages, lets
nething pres. He knews what free compet.itﬁ.on has mesnt. Thht waa ;
the impatua, later he will say that 1t 'is-the. .einanding werld-market., . .
Becializatlon of laber is woenderful, But I.den't aes a line in .
Imp, which lmpliea the pesitlve nolutinn ganaPetely. Now ovlan 1is

thare, When he comes to write 5 & R, Ne e';’rr;!ea over the Tactl thet
%planlessnsss cengea.” It asems to me: th / ;

% EE = REJRCTS . PURE PLAN . ‘

It may seend I have aald this before. ‘yba. But I don't think se.
Later , alfter the Soviets haVe appsared he will aay elther thelr’

plen sr ours. But- until then he does ot slip Ainte the euy oa:?.,

163‘?
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goclalizatlon and workera newar. fThere 1g not a line thst Enoew
between 1916 and the Letters from Afar about economice. Theve is
very 1ittis between Aprll and July. Only after he has started te

¢ ¥rite 9 & R that he grasps whrt+ 1g requirad, and whst 1s 1t? The
anar of people, new millions. 3Before this he simply 413 net know
out 1a 1t -ImpEieq In Tmneriallsm? It is. You can see tm t he hss
to find an opnosite to Monopoly. It is not "socimlizatlon of
laber, S of 1 is an nconoale fs8%. He B s not yat found the
relati'n botwesn the fact a2md th e energy of millions as s motive
force. There 1s a mase of stuff 1n tte early writings of Cavital -
against Harednlks, etc: ngg¢is line 2bout thie, thet I can remember,
A1l of tham, I, included, XEE canitalist Aleorder and socialist _
order. Show this. I however (only nov T touch the Loglc) aees at
he core of Herelianiem and Marxise sportaneous pelf-movement, sate,
This is the core. MNonopoly l1s the economic qubntsmasnce of capital
ism. Itsopposite ig not soclalk ation of labor, just rovipg bﬂ.gge,v
and glgger and biprer, That If you plesse 1s"Guantityand "plan.
Its opoesite ic the freedonm,.the democracy, of miilions whihe 1ifta
oroduction a new atage. HowYe must drive home this., In the 1914
thinge he had seid szoclelization of labor, In that, havwever, so -
late (July-November 1914) the large scale production i3 the re, and .
he talixs about new people, batter sdumatad, etc.. The thing 1s
there but very wery sbstractly and bookishly as we ueed te say it
st the gtart. ’ ’ B : s

Rew for suwe Jumpa.. There 15 some adr1el Idgtral work-nidden

here, [Tvery Ta: ga"LtE ODDIAILR) evary new_stage of th_g_'m@ ]
A AL o By L@egia L vowtt®,) Meng i _ona @iich stage o

Grace can work ouf™tihle: "Bt Denind it-all 1s semetalm; else, ihe
Legic of Capital,” Benin says i we have that.  What is tle connacta -
1en with all-the abeve? . Wothing but the whole leéglec ef m clal ;
develanment. Tws, mevementsn are in Cavitsl. One is the whols of .
hlstexy, Prizitive uss-valus vreduelng sdcletica,’ gulidey and 7’
saal 1 peasants, <capitaliem, soclzlism. Domineting this but Erewiig
sut of 1%, is the leglosl movement of Capital Lisslf, simpie Gaehe b
sration, congmagt ef home markat, struggle over werking day, relative
surplug-value. (very lmpettant transtion here} Now we have ts seo
bath 1n generd 'and in pmrtiocular, at the gris! o8, t»re is

W@;exmgdm-am;MEW-
NenoB#ly Lla of#=Blich and T.-Beako t he concrate oprosite and

aohere of tra_ri‘aitl,r'm. In Monnpoly 13 a contradioctlien,n many centrs.
dletions bui all sxpressing ene baslc ons. New having dug all
thie out of Impm and the conorete -~ datefs of articles, eto. we ocan
begin with Letters from Afar and ride gleriously to B & R,

. I hope thls means semething te you investigatora. I wishl o ula
geot down to lt. But maybe it is Just as well, One last wed ,At .
all oeosts establish whet the others were thinking areund 1914 and .-

Raen that galng. . R L N
‘\\b@ J
LY

Rae - I pot your lstier a faw hours ag I hedn't sent this o't P
and wlll add a faw thinga. Yeur mathed.ls.admizabls. And ¥eu wili "~
sea that I am znswering the siie aqueatlions .you ark, But thers are
aona irends I think wreng. You sae-n.to--bs\rgqlemicizing in a very

narrew circle and writing a pelitlcai~ treatiye. However gaood that
may be 1t will g »t u8 nowhere with{ Maroeuasas,/amd the this may seurd
like herasy, ne placté with maybedy now..—Y have as good a racerd & .
&ny in ttruggle of teniencles I Lelieve. .In faot nearly 10 years !
of my 1Life ham been spent Iin bullding a tendenoy, But thia ls

neitle r the tlme nor the place for that, This lswit © e,

t 1 63 8 o ‘ lene --;"".&-.hnni“” v """'“@""l‘l\v' e
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Something hacnened to Lenin 1n 1914, Tt hanpeng that

there was z0sed wht im now.onenl andfor averybody - the crizlas
of worlid history, In thooe days %t Tasthe buslre s of revolut
1maries ognl counter~-revols only. Teday sveryvedy talks sbaut
what preoccupied Lanin thern. Te tell his mxperlence, what he
aocepted, whct he rejectod, haw snd why. HNe such atudy of Tenin
exlsts snvwhere, 5o In Feneral , shatractly. '

But coneretely, we have to hang it en his loglcal studles. It
11l nead txet but it zives ug the opnortunity to emphasie mamthaa,
Thy must wo bo =0 concr te, Prémarily because wihhnw thit we

ghell never understand hiz; never did he loae alght of 1t nacondly
¥e nili ncl be able to exlain him exeapt by cantraet, with him-
gelf, hilp own pagt, and with others, Yo gre therefore concerned
with pre-1914, with certain Hrxd concepts common to all, gnd -
oevntaltione such as they hagd anre arsd, Yo asre.

: (avove) .

Mow uy lestar here hnxzhnoaemumntmnmgn kmrnawx ahowg
how we muat explaln Imperisllsa, The vhole thing finally will be
written in 3 pages. It mesnm 30 -pages of work.ts gst it down to
that, 3ut nste hew Erupskaya's statement about Letters frem

Afar fits 11xe a gdeve., Lenin fust A1dn't know and vas losking

Tor some concrete form for the asolsl revolutdon. (Dan't Torget
Dartraa Wol#s snd all thess writers on Henin.  .They sre jwt .
‘slphers, they understand nsthing, Our gtoff will ' ve autherity) .
&3 you etudy and waie notes Xeep. in your mind thia., The trik a%aut
planned ec nomy, free enterpride as progressiva, ias secinlle® posea
ivle without Letslitarianism - &1 these 'paople want -te Xnew abou
today. Work hard and then be in:. &8 positisn to write it dewn vary
simply and:directly, - oy . . .

‘

-ﬁ:l‘..‘-'-l.:;...:..__—...;_.a_;.'__;.l N N S

fnother point,  Take 1'g 8 sut a¥elruci and comzrete, W1ll
continue ‘elasvhere noon, R - ‘

. o
S ::‘:IE::-,,‘
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June 20,1949
Dear J¢

Early oapitaliat production which beglra with eooperatioh
and dsvslops into mrchinoracture reaches its climax in railwoada/
- brinzing coheslon to national market and Bedsener steel replacing
iron 1n ghins conneciling the world. The oui-throat compatition
leading o scandals and Tlghting labor demundin§ an elght hour
day in lalssez-falre fashion ends ths turbulent'd0e and Capltal

as concelvad by ¥arx, All Marxists ac Xautgky'e "Zonnomic
Doctrines of Karl MarxH:“kgighnh35_nn£f§gfnunca_of dlaleotic,
nor of contradictlon in any connrats g2n3e, and FenchoEno—more—

than ecommodity production le not an individunl, Lut a sogial t¥pe of
productiony and, abstrastly, somenow soclaldan i the "next stage”,
nistorieally ngiy of course,

The BQOijring capltaliecm to 8 new 8tage. Eefore they

Qave gilte @id®d;the trusts and“finael victory over sgriculture
%111l not only lay the groundwork for 8tatiflecation of preoduction
oul there will be the first search by a gang Lboss {Taylor) as
#0 "uhat conslitutes a day's work on .any operstioc ®, that ig
within soclalization of isbor, there will be The fragmantation
of the individual worker, the standardization and priacipla of
interchangs of varts of machines, factory ley-out, that 1g
advance planning within factory ae well ae Qutside (truetal. ,
In okher worde what Marx called real capitallstic pr g§§§%qg o
.- Shesron YDl machiinofacture and the creation=of95u;p us value.

the preoduction and reproduction of the caplialintio relation .
of production will mean concentration ‘and ceniyallzgtion of
capitel, rationalization of nproduction or tgtalitaxianism of
production relatlons, I{ 1s at thie point that Vol. IX of .
- Sapital 1 published and Lenin enters cn the scene in his fight
with the Narodnik! and his original explanatlon of Vol,II," By
original I mean hs not only Aoes not aseent- Ladveky- (ulthough -
"he doesn't know that he doesn't agcert hlm elther) but he himselr :
interprets Marx directly, Therc is nothlng ahywhere greater in
the explanation of aceunulation of  capltal vs. market, produstion
ve. consumption, disproportion leading elther ‘to orises or to
Toreign markst to avold crises but not to overcome 1t, inevitabllity:
of capltalist development thsn. there is in Lenin’s polemlcswith
ths Narodniki elimaxed by Deyelopment of Cavitglism in Ruegia,
But Rueela ig & backuard country and 1te caplteliat developmen
proves the vrogressive mission of eanltoliem ageinst barbarica,
Teudal, paternalistic semi-feudsl autocracy, and not the horrors
of the capitallst factory, :

Here cnters the first contradlistion with/E;nin himaely,
pre-1914, The first period, 1824-1903, involves on the oneé hand
" the advanced worker VSP_backward-paasant-abatraotly,-buﬁ-in'”' T
actual revolutionary worker, concretely, this abufrastixexkx
advanced worlter is a very nush oporesded Individuzl., On Fines, |
and gll other leaflets Lenin wrltes in this period veveal the :
appalling conditiona of the faotory whibh S0 not enter into his i
book, but which most definltely enters into his fight with , .
tendennles in the Boolal Demooracy, for he will nsver for & minute ‘,
deviate from his complete reliance 21 the worker and desires,
aime, nands, conorete and abstract, -He begine witl the dialeotioali
prineclple "We must first geparete and “ghen unite®, Ko separatea A
not ovnly from the Narodniki, but from Economiéts and not only DA
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nt $1 already on tha surface, has alraady svneared as an Op=
nogslte, but he"oreates" ovnoaites for it 1: hin profound undoere
standing of organization, parly as a new oategory & tho
prolatariat haa reached, that gives binth to Mengheviam hefors
its time po-to-apeaksC tior, organization, erganization:
“In-iva siruggle for pover tha pholetarint hac no othor weapons
but erianization, Divided by the rule of anarenis copetition
in %le bourgeois world, ground down by slrve lebour Tor cuplial,
conatansly thrust Luok Lo the !'lower depthe' of utter dastltu-
ilon, savagery and dggeneration, the nroletarint e=n become

nid will inevitably become, an invineible fores only vhen ite
ldeslogleal unity round the principles of Harxlash ie congolidated
by the materizl unity rouné the principlea of Mn organtzation,
which unltes millions of tollers 4in the &rmy of the vorking
class, ¥ (1I,466)

Hgw to retrace a bit to mee what the bourgeoisie vwasg
thinking, { In America Carnegie's princinle wang "Fis asrindt- -
daesn’ Yo" dmplre bullding through congolidations, TEEtruc-
tion, -swallowing up did. Tha »roletariat, aas gn unorganized
iass, has 1%s last stab against the empAros that ar _end that
will becoma greater i Homestead in 1892, and loqas.iEUS Stsel
appoars, . The first blllion _doilar corparation will followed

by meuy atiempis on Lke of the proletariat bo o sroater
which will findlly result in the IVW in e U2, in the :
Soviets in Ruesia, in the Zulu rebellion in Africa; as well 1t
will develo? and move into 20%h century’s new industpial
t

osoncents (Eingtein's theory of._relativity, 190B). £ in the
meantine, the period, i 1870-1900, hns the bourgeols™® impatient
with all itn new inventions and unsvensga of home-development
And breaking inte imporialiem. Dut the bourgesis egonomighs
de net follow {cC, naturally, imperiall-m hae its apologlste

revolution {£light of Kitty Hawk,1903) ‘and new soZnntifié

" but since 1% la wnaninouely congidered no noliey both by sthoge

1ike .Hobson who opposn as by these who favor; thoae concerned

¥ith production keep to home' country).. They begin, {irat,

by attempts to destroy “arx once and for -2ll, Again, n Qgg%ﬂggg
r

‘gountry bagins a new theory ror Austria hes temporarily replaced

bngland as home of thoorsticlan, Now, the colnecldence ol

Harglnal Utilitarianiem with impeM¥aliem plus 4its own subjective,
apoiogies leds Marxista to reject A% &n an offhand menner as -

a peyohologieal quirk, Put it is no psychological aberration; -£>/,'
1t %a a very conorete, vary much ngeded responas to the

baginnings of rationalized production, It in baged on mathematlas
and quantiiies and infinitesimal inevrementc and doorements... :
and"roundabout" rachine preduction versis alternete Tav maﬁerigls_w_”“
that can Re used, uvlus noiig in production whnrc 1t no longey
vaya To have another worker, "final degres of utility*. \If 1s
trus 1§ Loasts of resuscivabing Bentham’rs table of ploasure and’
pain, but Just as Keynes resuscitation of Malthua'a affcetive
dezands in the 19G0s will be s0)1dly connect with groduction .
not with oleryy, so ig the Margianl Utility's caleulus of '
pleasures and palns linked with preduction, Yhat Marx a5d for
labor in his tﬁnuxg of utllization of labor nlone orostas su:glua
value, the Marginal Utilita;&an will attempt to do for capital,
And ir the firat attempt to prove® productivity of ocapital will
be orude, the later introduction of rates of povement ., into’ the
atatiatlion of quantity will acguire n veritable clagelclam, -




It 43 this which the pro-1914 Marxiste do not aee,

Imperiallsn 15 so much the all-~dominant -2a . Ghas 1t wopearas
a8 thg only frotor, instead of aZ only/dne-of .S gdunteracting
factogB to the decline in the rate of p Léggeriallsm
An f4ct hides tpe tendency to the decline by its prédaent
super=profite, ifinance-capital-entranceas Hilferding so t hat he
dons not see doniratlon of productiofty, | Bormateln had_long
before deolded that IHLloRl&s were 'needsd” By Cermany. ;It ghould
be sald to Rosa's oredit that at least she tried to see-a&--
conneetion between lmperiallsm and production and accumwlation
of ennltal, Instead of trying (o deduce it from Lhe laws of
capitalism as expressed in the decllne in the rafe of proflsy,
ane fell for tne inductive method of history and euded up, as ve
know, reviging Marx, But what I dif not sec before this wag that
she attempled to gtigk to Capitael. ) Lenin 4id not go off the
ralls bétauss he waa conorete, concFeio, conorets, Bul.ne one
A AS20,

asv _Lhe donlina ¢ Hal:] to Rttt 8% anonama : - -
f%e 1live in Volume III; the pre~-l9ild Harxlsts did not and it
.18 the proletariat plus dlalectica that made Lenin grasp some

parée of thls even in post-=19l14,

While Lenin d1d not see thia theoretloally or consretely

in_production, he saw it moet profoundly as
£ATEYL tn

. Note the development in ble oonoept of organlzstion.
Tirgt-he seos 1% ae politlics ve. economi¢a, and %o that he
adds_profeasgional revolutionary va. {ntellectus) afiarchismy ' - :

Bu} 1908 comes, Ho seas creativeness OrprolwtaPiall Til ¢reating
Sovipis, but he atill.counterposes pariy to that and he wpkteg!

“The 3oolal Demooracy ‘should strdve in every pogslble way to "\
safeguard 1ts own influence in the Sovieta of Work:vs Deputles, .
the real fighting organization of people in revolt." (Krupekaya})

- Polltical strlke glua erned workers he develops, but the party -
1s prolelsrlan, while scviets have paasantry, ete, - And whon ha
seas goonomia content of Russian Revolutlon, he realizes that
daspite 1ts oxtreme reaction after defeat, 1% is no longer a
seni-roudal autoctacy, but a hourgeclsa ~iuarchy, and launchesd
into hia fipht with tov aboul achool of os 1%a1ism va, achool
of sapitall ot bourgeoisie, SAsm heTought tho gegemony of B
iiberals ever pro::ﬁariaz\(%ponomiam)i.ha fights nov  the hegemony
of liberals over peasantvy (Ménsheviem}; morseover, bourgeols ]
influence in perlod of reactionwill-now pernicate S-D from the
right as liquidationism and "left" as obtzovliem,B ut he s%lll
seas only ‘Rusglapn opportunism, Even in 1912 when Xautsky firat
reweals his opportuniam openly in artiole in Newe Zelt opposing
wvorkere uslng uprdgings and girikes agninst war, he not only does
riot show tihe fury he did %o the muck gqs_imnarﬁantfconoi@ig@tqplsqﬂ_
of LT, but_gg_lgngmljﬂyL;Lglg in nia’article én The Ideological
Strurgle in ths Labour Movemen% {XI,p.746) he limitt Enmlynis of
qugg;gg%am to Rusglat "Of all canitalist ocountries, Auesla 38
one o o -mogt baockward, the most petty-bourgeols, It vam
therefore not fortultous dbui inevitable that the pgagemovement of
workers should have engendaered a petty-bourgeols, opportunist
wipg within this movement,.” In other words, opportunism atill
oomes from bagkward aapitaliem, and not the most advanced imperial-
ist stage, and 1%t is st41l p,b, rather than aristcoracy or labor,

We reach 1914, August, thuet Tondencies in party, Rupsié}?_

642 exﬁlusivaly 1906.First separate and thon unite : o S
1 s ™ "uSeparatg againgloo4tiuat view process in all - .
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its conoreteneas, 1908, Destroy liquidatlondsm, otzoviam.'

(XB while he found thé philosophic difference no deterrent

to bloc with Bogdanov, he wrote tihat if factlon approved
boycottiam, he would leave 1%,)19 troy Menshevism and thei:
school of aanitalist bourgeclslie.t Destyoy conellictionism

of LT; only one who gave theoretioal Torrulation to concilinti nisxs
through "fight of intellectuals over immature proletariat”,

Destroy August Bloe, Disregard International that understonds
nothing of 3uaslan problems. While destroying, butlé¢, bulld,

build on proletariat.

August 1914. "The Second International died, vanguished
by opportuniem,® A Third Internationsl must be built, Intere
nationalism aszwans £irst place in Lenin's 1ife, joscia_glg?an o
of "U§ of Burope® &ntil an-analysis oan be made of poonomie sidd !
fhe witt—thaw declde.that ¥ithout prolstariat it can bs nothing -
tut an sgreement for divislon of solonizs,) Rejeote.peace-wlihout
arnexniions,. Turn imperiallst war into ¢ivil war. Vrites also
. assay-of ¥arl Marx,July-Nov.191l4, Began study of LOGIC,
.- Sept,l916.,3ern, REmmxadxiaaxtrakaakkr Outline of
Hegel's Loglo., Hegel's Philoaoyhy of History. HRistory of £
ihilosophy. Outline of LaBalle's “Phllosophy of Hemaclituse®, f
. Aristotle s Motaphyslca and worka on Hegel. .o E
o 1916, ©On the Question of BPlalectloc. o -
L 101618 IMPFRIALIFM, Began his notebooks .on tmperiolicm.
'An the middle of 1915 in Bern. dJan.1918 goes %o Zurich and hegins
aotual writing of pamphlet; ocompleies 1% in June 18168. ‘“In the
antumn of 191€," writes Krupskaya (II,p,10B)and at ths beghnnlig
of 1617 Ilyich stesped bimself in tHecratical work, ile tried To
sgilire all-thetline the LiDRTmry-was-Syon;  he putthere. exag _
LeiGek. ... Nevar I think was Vidimir Ilyich in a more 1ir-
. pecthcilable mood then during the lsast months of 1916 snd . ——
<:€hrly montha of 1917,.,,"(19% - ‘
vhat springs out immedistely, all through, and
. profounily ia the unity of opposltéf, the transition of one
into its opposite and v.v., .Unity of oppoaltes and transition ]
£111 the notebooMs which are richer than tha actual pamphlet onl
Imporialisp,. |There is competition that became_its-oprosite,
m°n°P°1y.£§§§g have po$-been owgrocome; theyiooexisbs. onal -q
¥gnnhggn_ gome Imperialist wors, and viose & rRialectios |
8 yhe theory of krowledge, not Just a method in the sonse of an .
instrument, vwhich is the way pre~1914 Marxists throught of 1%,
but the, the,the theory of knowledge. Xou know nothing if you
do not iknowW that., You do not know Capltsal, not oven stz PArst
shaptar unlscs you know the wheole of Ohp Logic. Capital 18 not
an abatract univerasl, it is an aggragete of thé-moet conarela, |
and that meaans aleo tﬁere 1s no separation between logls and ;
nistory; it 18 one and the same liga the inductive and deduotivae
method of Gapital. Ana it ian't only logis_ and history but p
NotLon, /{The dlalectie of Ch,1 {ndludes, I bellave, tha nation, i~
too;in’ the fetishiem of commodities for there the bourgeols
theorist sannot master, although he has discovered labor as
source of valueé only proletariat can strip velil and mastor),
A wealth of partioulaxs, mnd Absolute Idea, there, says Lenin,

You find the beat in the dialesotio.
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Lenin sess more yet. He gees Endgels' criticiam of the
rfurt program, | Two thinga, (1l)}planlessness ends with trusts;
foapitaliam gap pTam, but proletariat remeins proistarizg; {2} ',

jtruth is conerste. ! Kpupskaye says "he slmply clutched the ;!

Tfollowing sentence in Enirels' eriticism of the Evturt Porgram:
to “Buch a policy ean in the end only lead the Party
on/the wrong '¥oad, General, "abstract poiitical queetions arg
put in the foreground and thus obecure inmadiate concrefi quege
REdxr which will automatically come up on the arder

y of the day at the fery first outbresk of big events, in the

first political erisgig, " , -

"Having copleg\tm . bassage,", K continues,"Ilytch’
vwrote in very large letters outting the words in double '
parentheses: "((THE ABSTRACT IN TeE FOREGROUND, THE CONC &7
OBSCURED!!) JNOTA BuNi! EXCELLENT! THAT'S THE MA1H THING! NBY

Dialectice demands the most concrete...."0f courss the
fundamental preposition of Karxian dlaleotios is that all bounda~
riec in naturs and society dare conventional and moblle, that
there ig t singls cHbnomenon which oznnot under certain .
.oondltlons be tranaformed Into itg opposite.” Lenin wrltes 4n
Junius psmphlst {Agg 816) ,which Ls part of his Imperialist
Notebooks, These paghs also include one ‘cutline of-hig
gamphlat wnlch sho¥s
ayloriem, ang e d1d not,

ow he pragtically came to our stage of
‘itxustead of the 2ast chapter .
(X,The Flace of mperialism 1n‘Héatory), he was to have had mrmx 3

xkﬁ!ﬂﬁl"lmperialism 19 Honopoly: aplialiem"; (2)Inperialien ig
. Parlsitic Cap'talism, ang (3)Imperialisa i8 transitional om
-dying tapltaliem, Under the lant ge ~wrote: j
’ "Interlfeing versus soolalizablon,
, o S%.%imon and Marx--Rieser sbout
rapldity or groﬁk- Transition to what? {84) Wg
dealt with 1t alveady once)Bhould Pyalor be herett

He had made an ocutline of Tayloriaem and spoke of
"torment* of labor., He saw Tayloriam,. that is, and did not
excludfhg-its tranalting to that any more than, abstractly, he
gxoluded ultra-imperialiem, but the conerete actual situation
and his anaglyailg of imperialism #as the eve of the revolution’

T y nherent contradictions
ism: the contradiation or monoiolins exlating side by side“wi}h
fres competition;the contradieticn batween immensge "operation
9and lmmenee urofits) of finance capltal and "honest! trade on
the open market; the contradlotion between combines and iruats
on the one hand and non-trustified production on the other,ete.”
And that 1g vhere imperialism had reached at the outobreak of WWI,

At that time thers glao uﬁ&érgoas & ohanfe in Lonin's
g-ncapt of ovganization, Krupekays tells ua 1t ig 1m?osatble .
to underetand ; » Without reading L's "Latters

Trom Afar' and partloular ¥ 8o the one on the proletarian LIBIRLF Y
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"Our immedlate problem Lz organization, not in the agunse of
affaoting ordlnary corganlsation by ordirary mathode, but in W
the. sense~ei‘§ggging lnrga maasesz of the o:presaed classes in

A¢LA%??:&E2;QE_EE%Pﬂég;éiﬁﬁl;hauxn:ganza*1on and of embodying in ‘f%

‘<¢4£_ 25 argnniza ion, milltary, state and national economio prob-

¥
Yot -bam.

It will be, you ase, s socinl reorganiz-tion, not n mers
acrmeidle raorganlzatlon. "The organization widens,

Sagondly, and this wili form part of the April Theaes,!
Imae"‘alirm moang, from point of view of Marxism, to songider
ﬁrcblﬂws net "rrosi the point of +¥law of one country but cof
world,

In looking for an =zcolomis basis of Uﬂ or Eurupp when he

rejected the elcgan he showed a further dnvaIOpment of objactlive

congltions "irom monopoly to state ccncentration."”  Before we
appraach April hewever, February and the actual reapraarance of
acvliets and on a natiocnal scale 1s to influsnca that man to make
as great a lemp as "Transform impebialiat wsr into eivil war¥,
Gontrast fthe two letters to Kollantal when he first heard. the
nevws,'The first he still lives in 1905 and talks in terms of

legal and 1illegal. work ,JL__Ihg;xg;xmggzjngexa in responss to
a telegram from Kollen%ai what to do, we gett"3prend cut! .
House new aaationa, Awaken fresh 1nit1at1ve, rorm nevw organizg=—. °
tions 1n every lager ana“ir“'?ﬁirﬁnnmr1ﬁﬁnrpggg§:rcan* .
~-wlth the arfisd Sovicts of Yorkers Pesutlee in powsr," He hed é{
g alregdy sald at first news: 'Hgver again along the lines of the
snd Int! Newvep azain with Xautsky! By nll meana a mggg_gg;g%gp
;gnnzz pnogramme and more revolutinnary taeties,® But the we:
Ymore, ! ghows yet a quantitativa coneeption which will entirel
"~1.q. v April,. Ths Resolution hased on speedh (or rather vw,
was "loet", they tell us, but it'is clear that in hia elaboration
of' atate monopolias and later, in his fight with the'Left*
.on atate capitalism in ussia that ne wae aaying, since
statification ia next ataga, Just remerber only ¥ntervention
" of proletariat "to a man® ean pogsibly kerp out Junkerisem.
And State and Revolution, written in August 1917, is the snswer,

For the time Being that ise enough,” T am not suve I'm wnwuing
along the lines you wish since there seemed somchow to be a.

laock of continuity in your thoughte between your writing and

G's somewhat uverly brier summilon; slac not yet recolved -
analysts of "Syllogisn". I do think iT at all possible for you
1t would be best to wrlite a draft now go we finally get a congep=
tivn of the whole, _ .
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Friday (June 24,1949)
My dear Rae,

Thia 1s written partly on Wed., when I gave @ another
letter, and partly on Thurs, Today is Fri. and I am sending thie
one tc you directly ag I hed you in mind when I wrote it, Cirouate
ae I agked in my last long one to @. _

Regarda
J.

1
£ q{has been so encouraging that I think I cen do m little more out-
1ining & then leave it tc you for a week or two, Have no doubt
at all that,this ie our next stage, Marousg or no Marguse,
Because objeotively for Mdrcu;e ve neod
e 1A atudy.af. Bhe Loglo: _represe 1 development,
the hiqjgﬁiquuphilggophy,and(scianggrio mathod ~* 1000 words?
BN L 2

siudy of the Logle of Capital— 1000 words?,

THe opportunity 1a marvellous for we do them together'in the same
seript. . o .

R ' '
‘iggg)we-do-ggglz Marx and- Dlaleoctls:.

Then we do pre-1914 Lenin. for gxample; briefly summarize L on
- mjorganigzation - _ :
b)Oapital (economioca) . . ‘
. o)philoscphy’ ©4) the party e)eceialiam

Then you give & summary, very told of what L learnt ohlefly from
the Logle; you take them meparately, maybe in order of importance
Then: you epply. : : - T
: -Imperialism
. March Revolution .

o ‘ State & Ravolutlon etc. eto. , -~ ' . _
. ¥Weaving ing organization - party sccialiem diaplectle eto,

LeaVe Qetober and 1923 #ill later. _ _

Ay at no more than 1200 words to eagh major ssotion. Jo not "prove",
State, But Af you state clearly enough and in correct dequence .
your proof 1s practically there., Ipu are not debating with Bhaghtman,

. 1 will forget for the time belng the falling r of p. We ars deale
ing with Lenip. '

. . o
Row for some more polnlers. BSirive to be unierstood, but you cennat & .
write a serious theorstlcal study on the assumption that your resdgr \

knows nothing. In theso prelimimary drafts, gtate, :
If you need more space than 1200 take 1t. One can alweys cut down ,
after, I have it at the baok of the head that 1% 1s the opportunity
8;_%,11:aﬁime to do together thg“ng;g”gg.ﬁggg;_and the Logic-of -
ipital, I believe th:it it is an opan question #hioh-should-appear
rivat An the soript.

Thig ie all very nice but I don't think a atep should be begun
antll you have worked out the Byllogism ocarefully, abstrzotly
firgi. I belleve Af G here 1a strietly abstract.and phllosophical
aud doos a hard minute plece of work, R will Foapitelisc" 1% _




-2-
{Torglvel quiekly encugh,

But Hefore you do anything do thle part,
You ece Lonin says! Hot n‘uatmot bus eoncredte, That 1le At,

York out vary praciselr the concrete circumatoncer of Engaip!

rasark,
—

. The whole of L'a purely thecrotlenl dlgoovery An_she logdn I be= ™
/' 1iove revolves around that; tho coniradiotion between ihe

| ‘,mml;m_mp, naceyRIry, nnd the conorote, How that worka stage .
\ y staze 2a the &y logism jroblem. e

My--lat ®a zay, opinion, 1lg that thie should be worksd oub thow
roughly, and tF\en this other cections weittan, It vAll taka nh.ape.
For he time being I an aveiding tho syllegism usineaw.

%&,m;%z Lo roturn o aocial&.zauon of labor, lLenin on aoei.slim,
arx, July-Now,1814 should ba sorutinized, Eut there is a dump '
problem, rhilosophicnl, and alleinclusive around “socislizatior
of lsbor", 2. of 1. ie gepitaligs catogory, I hove thought of
this alnost continpouely Tox hours & houws {whenower I hz6 some
timeo of coursel, o scolalism is mmgn. Watsh the III.a.
Tondsney of cap. Agoumaia tion,

Tmnetorm::%gn gi‘ meagnlulggn mpgn& ::--111 wgl;.«ble in com-
mon_ 8%6.ete,® 8Os zation o r; & 1 same time one ME ‘

1%allpt ®Alling. mmy. But with the usurping mngnates
zmlu&.ﬂmm Now G
1)3% how often, nat& it 4¢ the revelt

«which oouses a leap forward in gaplt nnat produgti=n. The worke

ing, day stragzgle, -hak is ﬂwm Tho logiv of Oxplial
will have vary carefully to e the stagns of those mvnlta;
and nake shem indtegral, Slosaly ponaeotod with thig

16 Lonin on Aencoracy and on oureoncrscys He says 2 lot againet
the Hardoniki, We d havo aome laglonl. devslopment. of hig
mcmn an dom;umcy 'i‘!txem is-n r‘lalegtic or uam,g:rgo{f rgrm a

r emcerngy to nmlﬂn::&gﬁ anoerasy vhich he found,

t g goaneoted with s you eee, the Znd Int, in

- euppressing the ravolt 1s an obataola to. the law of motion,

Row herc are goma general pointa to holp out in queﬂalim. z
alp purpossly Reeping away from 8 & H, Of oourae Engels had gone
to tha 1tmi t—=wvith statn—cap. but. L says no word about that.,

Snlected. Vol.¥, Gh Vs comb nes eontrol internal market "moreor

lesg oomplotuly. '
Lenin hasiatee orcund thls, Then et a gartsin stngq_m_ﬁou ot

Mﬂ,ﬂg@u& Yot in VolVIII the aholo debats with BM
8 Very very. important. I )
- -Interpolation ..

- (Ana by the way, Rae, thls $g whst I mean by not kaoping ug and
( being deflestsal by o%m a8 of tondenoles. Treat them only when
neaded and in peasing. e point 1s thad tolday thgy all agok

\ peace and worll=gove, by pn;;hr omganizations & pa er conaututtol
ota. HWith forge and yat with resiraint you oan w how L looked
to tho goncrets,)
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Back to Imp'm. Notes, Yhy do I insiat on cutting Imp, avay and
an2lyring 1% by iteelf, Your yestorday's letter showe once more
how much Je awed to tho 1917 Soviets {Krupskaye). Therefors,
glua $he eyes to what he wea thinking bhefore, And notel e BRYSB
the war sccelerated from monopoly to state, but I Xhink that the
Soviets told him that henceforth thers was no choive for the
RUUERe03 §1& ﬁgiggu .V. 80

‘ —- P

e "The transition to a higher gystem 1s
belng revealad] but also the reaction i1s being revealed,

& Pa 95,
Hobson is quite right, Uplege,ote,
How lobeon ie quite wroRg and eo s L, despite Unlans,xtax
Thera 1s plenty here, but the chiof hing Tor us 1s to state the
Teatures L ainglea out in auch a way as to be able {lpter) to
show, that theas chenged also, Altho we 1949 are not golng to

appear, MEXRR 1% in mind gonsteptly.
Particularly vuluabie az an 1llustration, cna, of thig iz p.l00.

A genersl ggj%gs&gfgﬁabcut At in 1914,
Note p.l02, v, b, ’

The Eaautlonary'raatures of Imp. are due smong othepr thinfa o
the “elimination of free compstition.” . ¥ork out what he ig.
thinking-~the logic of jhig i‘eas, A -

R
r

And about gtagnation, Note in Vol,III on oredit & monogoly,p.sle
and agein in thase pazes on the f:lling v of p. in Vo.,III Marx
gpezks of the deadening effect of monopoly bacause the rats of
profit is so amall...,

4 et st § R Y A< bk v arat e A b -

. . What does he mean ip,1l8)by ths prominent
ofparicitimae in Amerigsn capitanliem? .

FHow hare ig another way of "attacking" éfﬁgngflggg, i digflng ‘
out 1ts seorets, Lanin does ﬂ.-doal' i burgaucratixstion
of -Harx hae the. statements in Vol, I whare

the whols of capltal becomes a mighity monaster and
~the poor &ndi Aual is helplees before 1%, Then in Vol, III,nt
the end, “onditions of Distribution, he says that Capital oraates
a hlerarchy of rulers, which arisss from the conditions of Produt-
tion, the real foundetion ef the soclal functions of the different
2lavsea, Lenin speaks of bursaucry 1n 9 & R and he gpeaks of the
bureaudrat in ¥ill the Soldheviks Maintaln, but he seems to have
in mind -~outslde of imdustry. His workers contrel of
production semdis to aim at ngtionsl mccounting and oontrol firet,..
Berore we go to 8 & i, ye phould have all thia wery, very olear
#+and -} implieations ate. It is amazing what you get when you
get dowm $o thig,

Precision, ¥hy?! Hig uase of monopoly should be contrasted with

that of people like Theodors Loodevelt, NB that we are vrliting

.for the public -~and a publio that is willing to hoar. We ocan

adapt Bukharisn ete, aAd L's conrlicta (which ﬂf have to work out)

to a menne of explanation, emphasizing their dlfferances with L
and, in particular, vhere they expressed a bourggois mode of thought.,

The "Taylor thing_ i wonderful in general and in that At shows
how strictly ocapifalistio L wne An Impertaliem, .

MJ
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low Vol, I, p.748
Agaln p.748 ponopoly v Yroo compatition

I sm pog fully satistied to vhy this cnormous emphaels,.

e 7403 %.Lm: g_Qunerahdp
* t note jhg_gﬁﬂgggjggnt private slvaye

mesng dgeays and vo know thrt private means! no

agfing auuvg,
o4 t’- ara.s

Begondliy.

Note the gerruntion of m
A very profound idea hexre,
: Note p,760 It 1s clear whbi....
tote thot the "tremendous soclalization of labor' mesng tho geiRg
AnzY. Henns yhat. ‘ X ——

ARRAL P.750 A \
finance capital over Industrial Capital
Fueion is etnte capltcl

. ﬂ" .
VG2, ha ﬁgcﬂggga of Mapxion 3-&;33%3“
) v anin makes a MLgASY statémant hers, .

Same page - .. . :
- _ ,lowar and dosper® : . L o
You see whit te implied here & the sonsation 1t gould csuse to@ay. |
He says the same in another way in Lef3~#ing Communism, : i

Note that this articlin;;xigggg% 1918, : -

Re had Juet finlshed In . Look alao at Narxiem & |
Revistonism, Seve volumn, 1908, ibare you will see a vemorkable
cohgeps of he Sialsadips of démogracy £ the pelitiesd stwicole
‘Enough ror quite a white now, ‘ "

¥ I7etWeYGr defInition of dialoctics. Note aLlE0 Peib7s
Comment on-the importancs of the vord gay "uwndergone a vital
ghange, sA¥se.e? I Would 1lke to know the Russian word ho uags.

KB All Bhrough bear in mind that knovledga bacomeg alwys more
concrete. L inslats on that himaselr; »nd net only say it but
ghow 4%, @.g. Ta L and the genuinely capltallstlic burezucracy.

An 1den, neaded now, %gst struck me, In addition to a noble, a
truly noble eseay on the Logic in general, each section, Being,
Fseence, and Notion, a? Lenin comes ‘to thom should Imve &n - :
intwoduotory sketch, explnining what ie needed to bs axplained for
that ssction nnd for L'as notes. This gives more scope to the
onaning essay which enn be more generally histoXy.

Juse Nayi vont o volume shis oan b9j Logis of Capltal,. Logle

of Hegel, Imperialism, Btate & Rov,; theory of knowledge:
an&-—hehinﬁ it all revolutionary workers. And by the tay stop

at 1917—wno use tangling up NEP e%c, T belleve thut we ghould
axhauat Imggrial&om 1ook1n§ at 1t from 19l4==%0 the Feb, Hev, in
iGi7, Ya nave Juiy-Nov,1014 essay on Marx. That is our .
concrote Absoluda, FExamine that carsfullyy link it up %o Imp.
and on to the Scviet. I bolisve L had learnt more than any other




s B

¥arxlet how progressive oapltalism was, hls past expardence in
Pussin 614 thie, Nov, batween there; and of course Usv, of
Capitallism An Russiaz and his atiacke on Harodnixe, there is
devalopment, T would tele p.320 e.g. of the Bylloglem snd
play with it, in i{sels and thein using such Yerms as Yonopoly
Frae Gompeti%ion,otc.-azia; ¢ has worked out Sylloglsm
theoretleally. "ith ali this affer a week or so something w11l
explode. Now sbsolutely must stop. Thia thing holde me by the
throat and dlevupta everything, ahall now pult 4t out of my
mind., But it will be hard, NB, Harcuse or no Harouse, we
w311 finiehw %this Intro, Ihan ve will ro forth, Haybe a
book, witi Logic as appendix, artlcles in a mag; put we'll
make the intro, *hg-gﬂ%giagi that we eannot do without money;
but the other thing:z ous, and theege thinga we have

to 4o hg;g;githe revolution, Yhy do I gee 1t so clearly.
Becauae nothing exlsta~-2§§g§gg;-beeause peopls want to Enow}
and booause we can sayl s 18 i1t—-nobody elase knows, And,

. & AgTl ¥, ) ‘ e
That ylioglesn busineap abstract and conerete, ?hiioAOphiaal
£irgt but 1 belleve in the treatment of Btalinism: in the Nevnda.

¥ ent (which must be read and re-read) we have abatract and
concrete, v : - ) -

\
\,

\
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My dear Rae,

Today 1s Tuesday - June 28,
ge must not by the way forget that we must attack Hepgellaniem,

or eX.,
Hegel says that only a few philosophleing men can overcome aliena-
tion, -Wrong. The worker, even under cap'm. 1e twice blessed,
ir comparisor with the philoaophizers. I know that, both object-
ively and subjectively, Thla thing is = paln. You Just have no
peace, none, Mid-dasy and micdnizhi, No peace,

Hegel says too a lot of stuff about contradletion, oopposiltes,cte,

Beloney, You want to ruln your lilfe? Become an opposltlon in &

dﬁparty that i5 in opposition to bourgeois soclety. Then you are
finlghed, you cannot do nne thing without belng tied up in another

thing, and the contradletion within the contradlction--~1% Just

contradicts you every time,yolRmw wish to contradiet. Zhe

Most important work has te be done in off periods.

Anyway, out of my multitudinous miseries, the followlng word
holds foremost place, MNONOPOLY, :

Yes, that's all, Do not deeplse it, I note that L after resding
Logic, singled cut value, prlcs, supply and demand; etg.--
anparently simple demominatlons., Now for him the new cate&ory is
monopoly., How a! T wigh that it thought so & would go
trouble somebody else, =

Inatead”I say: Monopoly. % is.two thinge. It is:

1; A new category for capidal (common e¢)}. .

28 Tt L8 an absoluﬁfl”’

The moment you get that, an absclute in Thought, a'self-containe£7
identity, you must be aware of a concrete opposition, Ir you

stick at monopoly you are at Understanding. (You remember that
guy? He came out of the YWest.) '

‘Now the opposite of fres compeiition waas thie soclallimatlion of

" labor., (You have heard all this go many times in recent days.

Sad, but true. I only I could tell mess‘elr that. }

What 1g thls soclalisatlion of labor? t wgs 1%.in 1914°

Lenin (Vol,XI,vp,33-34) deacribes 1t as he saw 1t then, 8Sperd a
week an that passage. Dig at i, Bee whet 1t has gnd what 1% heg
not, Nota how abstract 1% ls. 'Note_Phrases 1like "The soclallzation
of production I8 BOUND. TO LEAD T0,,.,.." This will "DIRECTLY RESJLT
IN",. Scimnce, redistribution of labor, "improved" labor ete., Note
how abstract and idealigtic 18 the new form of the lanily, the new
forms of educatiocne=the things sounds like a real petty-Bourgeols:
forecast of the rosy future--if taken by itgelf, = Grace must

pin thie thing down, We know L, the article is dlalectlcal
materiallist, revolutionary. Already (Nov.19l4)he is thinking

about cartels ete, But observe that page in abstracto and 1t _
sounds pretty bad--for Lenin, I am golng to try 1t out on my good
wife who has a wonderful ncee for these things.

You see: there you have free competition and socclallzation of
labor, But the movement, soc. of labor becomee MONOPOLY~-ahl

8 of 1 has imposed i1tedlf upon caplital, the whole organism. Now
Lenin beglns to dig out the transitions, the unlty of the orpoeltes,
the self-movement, socialism from this: new category. Nothing
Nleads to" or "is bound to tectme”; or "will be well educated”,

All that is gone. Monopoly crestes concrete conditione in which
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the opposition is concretely posed, Thought, dlalectical maverialiat
thought, glves you lonopoly, transcending free competition, Honopoly
then as a category clarifies war, imperialism, demeocracy, etc, ete,
Remember LeninVs conetant listing, HMongpoly means n? b} e) a) el
The atruggle is against this concrete a) b) ¢} d) e)--if of course you
sre & sociallzt. Thie then becomes the revolutlonary #ruggle for
socialiam, with concrete encmiec and sonerete tactics, The concraete

is the opposite of the abeiraction, the abstract thought, monopoly.

The thing 16 to get hold of the concrete in the light of the abstract
generalligation, Monopoly 18 a new_category, l.e., a new method of
gaining knowledge of the object., 4t arises out of tine previous capitallst
category: free competition, It glves us a closer approximation to
capltaliet reality, &nd to the revolutlonary gtruggle. (I sssume & re~

reeding of the Nevada document.)

Note please ln the His, Tgndency of Cap. Acc. Marx began by saying "One
capitalist kills many." °lnance capital 15 the unification of what

haéd hitherto been separate., In Vol, III what Harx speaks of monopoly
(p.516)he refers there almost exalusively to credlt., It is Engels who
interpolates on producticn. (And by the way, why haven't we a complete
copy of Engels on the Erfurt Program?) Frox there finance, industrial -
capital, on to the state, 1s a certaln line to Monopoly. Marx in the
Historical Tendency....had left the thing at “grows the revolt'. Lenin
in 1914 was etill thaere. It 1s later that this abstraction becomes .
concerete, through the concentration of thouglit in the new category

Monopoly.

I am still keeping away from State & Rev., But it camnnot Le Llgnored,
Nowe~-rree compstition brought denocrgcy--pollitical democracy, bastard,
1imited, hypocritical, but still democracy. But monopoly must have
demoorney or it will go to ruin. . (Thie 1s the kind of premige lmplicdt
in Lenin which We hgve to bging.out.5 But mongpoly of lte origin and '
nature means political reaction. Hence the moment the category
Monopoly te elarified, there beglne for Lenin, given his sgpeiologleal
premises, the search for g new type or democrsoy, Nobody, even ln ‘the
revolutionary movement was thinking in those terms. Ae for the liheral
bourgeoisie, God help them, They are Just helpless before monopely and
democracy. All they can think of ls more voting and when everybody
vgtgg, then, they say, democracy means the gov't., must regulate. I

denit say to say 1% that way, but the difference ls so lmmense that .

y, when they know that thelr dewocracy 1g in a mess, many will be able

o-see who simply could not have seen in Lenin's time, However! however!
Broad and slmple as that definition and ite opposite. mey appear, Just :
think how 1t separstes Lenin {and us) from_ everybody~-end when I say
everybody, I mean everybody. That approach draws a ditch petween

us & everybody. . R _

Now let us look at democraocy & Dblt, It 1s political democracy. It

helps production, as _all democracy dogs, The production 1t was tled
to wag free competliion, That was the main frasdom. The bourgeolole was

made free, to aot freely in produetion, You have to boar in mind the
battles that had -to be fought to win this, They were great revolutlons, -
genuine revolutlona, You see there is a duality to democracy ltself--
there is the bourgeois-democratic republic, purely political and there
i3 the freedom of free comgatition. Ir sooclalization of labor grows up
inside free competition, the bureaucratic republic, strictly polltical
sppedon, grows up inside the capitaliat regime, This political freedom

L sees in & purely prolstarian manner in Russla~-and elsewhers,
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Parliament is for him a stop-gep. Since 1848 the main aim is to organize
the masses democratically, i.e., for revolutlonary action., With the
growth of monopoly, parly democracy cannot cope with the crisis, The
only democ. possible is rev. demos, But this rev. democ, whlech began as -
fpeedom of competitlon, now explodes, as he says, guantity changes 1lnw
gquality, and the new democ. = freedom in the industrial organlzatlon--
release of powers. Here, you see the full force of Marx'e final conclu~
slons an the cffecet of the worker of cnp. accumulailon, Note too* fone
capltalist kills many," Note too "the dlminlshing number of maganates,
Free competition meant freedom for a whole class, But monopoly means
freelom for nobody, except the diminighing magnates, Sure we have writ -
ten about thls at various times and in various ways. But have we done
the analysle in strict terms of:free competltion and monopol {p parag-
raph or two in Inveding, that's all, tho' they are good)., UThe struggle
for us is to place ourselves where L vas and recreate his mental environ-
ment and his dilemma, The "publictoday is looking at what he saw then,

Let me before I forget: be sure and losk up the notes at the back of

the Gotha prozramme (the Int. ed.) There you will see Lenin'e schenma,
He is most excited, a vast number of NB's, very good'a! Wobderful, etc.;
there you have the abstract idea; the universal, the generalisation, )
linked to Honopoly, But those are for him abstrect thought, Always én
_big polemice, in hig artlcles, efe. ' he goes back to_the concrete. In

the notes he keeps on saying that--he calls 1tipractice., Everything
ghould reolve around absiract generallsatione around monopoly, democracy,
free competition, ete, and then the concrete,.., The problem as I see 1%
ic thia, We are so femiliar with the stuff that we think we know gll
about that, We dontt, At least I Feel like an infant before it all-- -
now, for this task that we have. I'11 . try to explain, with ths sbove .

that I hgve wrikten in mind.

,Také eelr—deﬁermination."Wa know. Ve ﬁndarstanﬁ. Iet.Leniﬁ always It
seemed to me to throw a paesion into thoee wrltings vhich seemed T0 W
unnecessary. Now juet let me list gome of the polnts, at random

1)Togay today vhat L thought of self-deternination ls to.4enounce . o
Stalinism off the theoretleal map. I could write an esfay on this nlone:

" a,g. The BWP and Shachiman usually say: Lenin belleved in freedom of
nations, etec,, maybe & few quctes; and thent the Stalinists have betrayed,
Ii convinces novedy. It is'a completely abstract stalement, But 4 you
make 1t part of Lenin's whole sygtem, then you show up Stalinism for what
1% ig, in_the whole ocontext of Eagtern EUrope. .

Again: why did L so paselonately deal with 1it. Bzcaus. - . saw thia as

one of the developipg manifestatlons of monopoly-=-in Edrope itself, It
was not any more & Adselan phenomenon, Thls, we, fﬁﬁﬁy:“ggﬁﬁhafﬁ‘a 1o

of people 8ee.

In view of all this some of L's statements: If Finland
wante go go let 1t go; scratch a Bolshevlk and you rind a Great-Russlan
shauvinlat, etc.. these acquite terrifle impact.

Isnlt 1t clear that an important part of Lenin 1n 1914-1917 mugt take up
fully the aglf-determination?

But mononoly and democraoy. Yes, monopoly and demooraqy. Now & pecullar
something is smerging here--this is the sort orf thing that glves no peace

to the mingd,
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The economic movement was to monopoly, state-menowpoly, But where L
separated himself from Bukharin is his political strugzle which sppsars
t2> run DIRECTLY OFPOSITE to the economlc movement. Theps iz the
Economlst noilnt that L refers to and you and Grace have talked gbout it
in regard to Capital,

eecnemlst is the one who tales the gensreliisation ae absolute, but
doesg not see the concrete! (fake it caasy; we have a herd,rcad to travel)
Why ia the concrete in such constant opposition to the abstiract general-
iration? Because of the very nature of categorlies, opposition, transcun-
dence, ete,! ‘
Watch 1ty Imperdaliem, Monopoly is & capitalist category. The general-
l2ation 1s a capitalist generallzotion, it must be, Now Hegel had hing
opposition betwsen World-Spirit and Nature. Ye have oure-~class struggle,
S0 that the new opposition to the new phenomenon,. menopoly, the concrete
class in opposltion, must appear at tue bgg%gg;ggi ﬁEEEEE:mhe transcen-
daence, to be in absolute opnoslilonto The generallBation, Hence Lenin:
cepltallam s progressive 1n Rusels, but we must fight the capitalists.

‘Unification of naticns is good, but we must fight 1t, ete., We have

sald this before, but we have not put it, in logical, 1,e., disleotical
termg. What was it that Lenin wes whooping about; This is 1t. tThis is
1t. That's the thing, Ye have to make that as clear as day, in such
a.commonplace thing ss demoorscy, monopoly, self-determination, state, ete,
And we have to do 1t so that the workers can understand, - Workera?

Yes, workers., They should be able to understand the Inthoduction, (I .
canft stop to say why I am go posdtive about this, Another time, ) '

To go ons The generalization is Monovoly, The concrete {in selereter»
i

mination)is opposed. The new unity is a higher unity vhich encloseas
both opposlfes,” But this new unity is what--it is not an economic unif
in the sense of capltalist "economy™ at 211, <t iz an organlsatlon of- -

© peopleg, democratically organized ané democratically united

Now be res rér some leaps. Yhe real opposlte to capltaligm 1s

‘demooracy. +he socilalisation of labor 1s a capitalistic form whose

complete. expression is democracy--democracy 1s ite truth., Nov even where
Lenin in Hussia hae %0 .accent capltallsm, and even where he ssys: maybe

‘the independant state will be a bourgeols state, he has a tight, an -

- abaolutely unbreskable griv on demeocracy as he interprets i1t (I am

ashamad fio put that i1g, but you'lll forgive me.)

.Now-Imperlalism; State and Revi Self-Determination--not only the means

againet them but the end is the asubstitution of democracy ror bourgeols
determinatlons~-the energles of millions; tkte form in which all thls
emerges are to be expressed 1s vague. You can now see, and must make
the reader feal what the Soviets mean to him.

Soclalization of labor, or more nrecieely plapnine gartels; unity of
nations; state above clasges; natlonall.ation, monopoly, state-monopoly
all these are bourgeols categories, carried to their ultimate., The ,
emerging oategory or categories, to use, to include, to sublate, these

Egst Appear to break thnem up.
oW
NOW,

??avloualy all struggles for rreedom (most) sesm to me to have been the
seme. (French Rev., American Rev.) But they finally broke up only to

substitute another olass dcmination, (01ld stuff.) But %he method was
alwaye demooratic, in revolutionary struggle, But now, and this 1s
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gociallam, the method, beccmee method and alm and_end,

The whole thing goes deep into the Logic. I have not worked it out for
the Frencn Rev. yet, andl am sure Grace is going %o Jump Jjoyfully on to
the Britien xev, wnen she hae the time; but loglcally, the new category ,
arising from the conerete, 1s slways in opposition to the fixed general-
1ration,  If &lecolves the avsolute. It dues notv go inbo ihe seate oF
tre old, taking over, It smashes, It can do thias oncause the old Absoluts
1s a possgession rfor good and all, The concrete while fighting to smash
the apsolute has in it wiet le lmportant in the Absolule--tae YNonopoly,
. the centralizetion now exlste in the workers. They cannot go back (ex-
! ept for a brief perlod & that is retrogression and ruin). And now you
{/can seewhat Hegel means by saying the new must not be tcooked ror as
“fV getting larger and larger, It is in vlolent opposition to the old but

has ldentity with it--1t 1g 1ts Otner,

- Now tne bourgeols is lost comnletely before monopoly, democracy, US or
surope, plan, ete, Today all serious bourgeois deal with tnese Talngs.
But they are stuck in the Absclute, They do not know how to nreak olu.
Some of them want to. Hitler accepied the Absoluie and went sursigat to
the end with it--the repults we know, 3ul imaginc how ir tmis tiing is
properly doneI what a conception of Leninlsm and or democracy will arige
in the reader's mind. And, funny, ‘every died-in-tne-wool Irotskyite,

- will read this, and will know in hle soul Tnat despiie all he has read:
by Trotsky, he has never- ssen anyshing.like btias ocerore. But 1%.must
all revolve around democracy, monopolyﬁeuc. Bear in mind also “plan®

and seghow "plan" 1s no more than Tne Absoluie or Imperialism, of
Monopoly, 2heg real-plan 1s tae result of democracy. ~Why?. Because
vhere you heve zcolalized democrncy, plan Ls inherent--there can be
no other system, . , , ‘ ,

The werking out of all this 1s fHll of possibilities, full, - : _

How to a connected point. I am haunted by the 1ittle essay on Diglecties,
" Vol.XI,p.8l.. Lenln heéve summed up the Koties. C . :
'Oppoe%tion, L eeye, e "p_law of knowlidwe (and as & law of the objective
- world): ' ' _

He taen ges a test4 and -; posltive and negative ete. . .
Then he hampers away at mutually exclusive opposlites, ete, end agelin
(including mind and soclety), '
Unity of Opresltes . Belf-Y¥ovenent
Strugpie of ormeeltes Atgolute

£11 this must Le woerked in., : . .
Ther he gaye: "The distinotion betvesn sophlstry and dilalectice im that

in ‘objective) dlalectics the &ifference between the relative and the
te 1s 1tgelf relative.,. Fot objective dialectics thers Le an

ebaolu A
Q}sﬁnsqute within rrelative For —- gophilctry the volative Lo only

T 3 -
rolative ond cxeludes "the-gvoulute," Now listen to Stirling ~-Becret of
Hezal, ’

Now this 18 a fine Job, Work At out concretely with monopoly, demccracy,
ete, Work them out sentence by sentence 1f need be, And when that is .
done you have a broad opposition betwoen Leninisgm and bourgeois thought,

Thenmd only then, we can refer to Bukharin, Kauteky, Hoez L, as people
vho to one extent-or another failed to see the full diamlectical movement
and slipped off here, thers and elsewhere., But I simply do not see thie
thing &8s malnly corocernsd wlith the struggle of tendenclies., S

Now back to p,82, ‘ . 1655
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L -takes the commodity and he worke out how the slngular 1e contalned in
the general etc, Then he 'saye “in any given propoeitlon we can (and must)
reveal as in a 'cell',..the germs of gll the elements of dlalectice....

Agreed? Agreed. Now here is a proposition,

Imperlalism ls that stage of capitalism in which free competition ig
traneformed into its opnosite.

And from there you are off,

L says "Disnlectics is the theory of knowledge etc.etec.” And he gays
Plekhanov pald no attention to 1it,

It 1s from Rhers that L bullt up everything,

Third point, - .
Lire consiats of an immenss variety of shades, transitions, ete. If you

take one of these and develop it irrespective of its transitions,etec,

you get a sysiem, genuine, real, but false, It 1s not "a lot of nonsensge.”
It is a sterile flower but it grows on the living tree. It lg a single
side made into an absvlute, Now thies too must be worked out conere tely
with Bukharin, Foga ete. gnd the bourgeoizie,

¥Will go on tomsrrow or soon

P,8, Juet my letters, R.- I don't want them sent except as I ask, You
can send yours 1f you want to. Tomorrow or socon ! shall get at
this thing. . s ‘ T
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Thursday June -
near the snd)

¥y dear Rae, ‘
I have now been pleying hide and seek with Lenin on Plalectics
p.8l, Vol.XI, compare 1t with the secction on Dialectics in the Eseay

on Kerl Marx, ead them, ‘here 1s a mlllion years between them, That

1s the arena. TI\seam to see that L's best ldese came from reading the
History of Philosophy. I see a lot of the notes from there in thie
sutmaiion. He seemed to put down there the things he had learnt since

“he essay on Marx. BHe vas a good guy, L, he had every stagze down in order,

{If you are in difriculties Tor L'e concept of the progressivencas of
cenltaliem, I cmgive you quotes. They are all in Vol.XI,and should be
used, in summery, almoast verbatim. )

Now, Resding L on HMarx (July-Hovember 1914) he gingles out asg Marx did

O phases, Slmge cooperation, Division of labor: large-scale machinery,

L hes added one stage more: Monopoly. Thet'!s all. 4nd he bae omitted -\,
one thing: the effect on the proletariat in production of monopoly,l.e,
etate-capltallism, That has been our task. But preclaely because of gtate

monopoly, the psychologlesl, political and economic become fused, I =
cannot help noting how nowhere does L reglly talk about the thing Marx

made the climax of Vol,I--the deﬁradation of the lakorar, Hes speaks more

about the high cost of living. This 1s to be born in mind as we try to
see hlm in 1914, using ourselves in 1949 as the ultimate logleal peak,

ﬁhe concrete lnevitabillty of soc¢. 80 %o speak which enables us to place
1m. . . ‘ - ‘ . .

This 1e important,because L himsell emphasizes the relativity (within
the Abeolute} of human knéwledge, of how ccnstantly new Sidee are belng
developed, whlch bring me nearer to the Absolute truth, He posed atate-
capitalism and the Soviets. It was' a new aspect of the absolute. But
“he only began. We sre now working ‘that out, analyzing fully state-cap;
economlc analysis; relction of masses, state, party, ete, Bear these
broad developments in mind, .Trace the dialectic of each aspect --state, .
poiltical economy; perty, etc. through each stage., Then you will amee I
in all hie Tullness, and his inevitable limitations. In fact only in
view of '49 can we really see what he discovered and what he stood for,.

I am st111 saten up with L's rejolicing over his discovery of asstract and
concrete. Abstract 1s the law, the generallization, the theory. The new *
abatract for L 1s monopoly, and all the shades of meaning, antagonisms,
ete, he drew from it. Just for fun, look again at Vol.XT,p.748., The
emphasis, the vlolence of the language is almost ineredible, Agaln on
p.780, The para. beginning "It is clear,..."

411 this 1s hlg abstract, hie law, his generalisatlon, the new one,
(Remember,by the way, that each stage of the Hotion, say, each stage of

capl aliem 1=z an abeolute; and a tremendous kiowledge of method is tée be

galned, by watching each stage, and seelng what happened %o sbatract and
conerete then: Gaf. at the tlme of the ist Int, Cap. st the tilme of the
Second, eto,etc, Yhat was the r?lation then beiween abstract and aoncrete,
That will help us to pin down L's great discovery. But I cannot ebay
here., I have bigwer game in view.? ,

Now yesterday I inslasted that we deal with this brosdly, against the
hourgeolels and not tangle up the §eneral puklic with wire-drawn dlsputes .
between Lenin and Bukharin,etec.) . Buggested how these should be dealt
with, By bourgeclsle I mean rafcal bourgeois, e.g. the Social-Democracy
of today, or mors preclsely, the petty-bourgeols., Bui ~-L warned that :
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%o get this rlght we have to trace the snades inside the movement clearly
for sach shade repT®sents a facet of bourgeole ijeas,

Now: who is Lenin ettacking when 2e says: concrete not abstract?

in genersl he is Lneoretically raging ageinst (he people who will nod

seven try to see the connection between opportunism and imperiazlism,

This 1s a strictly theoretienl question, "

But (again Yol,XI,781) ho says about opportunist partice. There 15 not

the slightast reason for thinking that these parties will disappear

bercre the social revolution." And then says that they will probably play
a grester role 1n the revolutlionary crisis (I suspect, I think I remember

snother translation in Vol.X:X where the same article appears.) Here

enters what he calls practice, JIf you go on witn that article and a

superb article it ies (for us)-¥you wlll s-e that he reiﬂterprets the word

mass. 1n tne most violent manner he denles the very %Lerm mass organlisg-

tion to the Second International, We ¢ nnot tell for certain, he saye,

what promorilon of the masses will come with us, Thig is gracnloe.

The o togEUhnr& the theory and the practice make the truth at a given\

4}

~mohent,i.e. the- Absclute *gpa. [

We have a)The ‘Absolute, the struggle of classss H\\\\
b)Tals strugg’e under capl“allam
e¢)Its form, centralization of capital,scciallsation of labor
d)Its new entegory. lionopoly with sll its crimes
e)Monopoly 1s the transition, Pure theory thls is,
)It brings with it the Second International devoted to cap 1.
g) he new category of labor wnlch ls %o negate thls form of
: capltalism 1s unknown.
h)It can be found only in eoncrete struigle wnich is_ ovnosed {mu Lo
be opposed¥ by the masses, !
. 1)Tre Soviet solves this, Therefore the New Intornatlonal the
Third, will exist 0 ropreesent the ldea and as ‘soon as poasibl
\\\‘““*the‘embodiment of the Sotlﬂt.

et

Watch something here, Lenin has made the most concrete analysis of the
new category of capltalist system and thne translitions, sides,etec, which
flow from 1t. But what he has to propose seems entiraty abstract,--

the masses will do something, This 1s a very contradiction, No wonder
he is ridiculed. ({There 1s a whole lot of 1deas contalned herej.
objective and subjective-—-the use of the words, & perhaps will do some-
thing i she thinks it worth while.)) But L's analysie is abstract, He
has pulled hlmeelf away from the whole, got hls categories clear, pinned
down the o0ld Gead cetegories and now 1ls moving 1nto his concrete, mass
gotion, *ne Second lnt, is o depd caltegory--findched, .

.50 rar agalnst cepltal,

But L's prorram for the workere. ‘hat, too, is an abstractlion, an shatract
universal, 1t can be summed up in th= nhraae' 2ll types of siruggle tor

a New International. Now L is very consclous (Vol,XI,p.8l)of the opposi-
tion between a sentence like the tree is green, He deals wlth it fully,
Between his program and the concrete masses is another oppoeition, If
there weren't an opposition there would be -complete ildentity.  The program
therer'ore becomes a bridge from the concrete to & hilgher stage ov iae
soncrete , 1ts reallsatlon, as a concrete opposition and negasion 1o

the Second International,

Now once more, who were the others wno did not see this, Rosa? Bukharin?
I cannot help comlng back %o tne theses that L was atiacking and oclearing .
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upR the errors primarily of himsélr. Why had he rpiled to see the collapse
of the 2pnd Ins.?

He had a)failed to analyze capital
b)failed to see the connectlon of the €nd Intl.with it
c)teoiled to egee this as an inevitable itrend which woe bound
tc grow,

He had soccepted a geries abst?acqiggsfmpertx*Hpggg, reyoluvion, ete,
end had never eontrestfed these with the conerene struggle of the real
revolutlonary masses, these masses av: one or the mutually exclusive .
tundamental entagonisms or e Absolute, He hae neglected Marx's R
attitude in tne siruvzple ror the vorking~-day, Fe had-neplected Marx ‘o
ard Engels! consiéféht-gg;gggﬁ'upon~theuﬁr1t1eh'ggggggggg trade unions,

I cannot stay tc tie this up to his analysie of Cavitsl, his ahalyels
of philosophy (Plekhancv), the things we have tslked about, . :

Can we bring them all into these categories of abstree: and concrete,’ !
concrete belng always an ever-closer approximationr to what constiiutes: 4
the reel, the genuine revolutionary mesdes, here i1s something unresolved .
“here, but I am equally sure that I can recolve 1t. The essence or the .
mavtter 1a here tho, The thing begins with the mutually exclusive Absolutes’:
capital and labor; but these soon become capllial at a preclee stage, and
-the revolutionary masses. Thls needs constent redffinition, God help

you If you live in the abstruct, one type OF (outmoded)category;.or - - h
- even when you draft kyour program, not“recognlse that this is and must - . -
- be gbstract in relation to the concrete struggle. ' ' - CAT

To-be continued

3.




Here 1s an aarly lstter stopped at. About Jul,% 2.

- (_‘?ct;cmr:fi hdul “C'T}‘:"\

‘lere in my mismerable self onas noTe - R34y ing at this gold aine, for gold
nine it 18, To got soxsthing cut of the way: 078y thers {s a fales logical line .
it expresses itasl? politicaliy in two weys, tdir and to left, 8o Ecenomiga maV- s
no politics at wll, hnt shars was an etononist {Fend which before 19G5 pmposed a)gehelial

strike for mocislism, 8 in . (Aige & good dislectic oan be trnces with on/ 2

incressed knowladgs, about the dimlactics of Economism, 1905, 1917, 1949)

Ul} Hov Bukharin ok logically was deing sxuotlv what Kaut ¥3g doing. Ho wes orgsni
Jlztng trperisdisn, Only tho proletarice wasto do 16, Kauteky went $o the pight;
Bukkarin the lef$ "(no sslf-determination; mo democracy etc,) And mise no "fres

competition® in the progrem. Suwe thing, as a Left-Oommnizt: and wame thing in 1920,

¥e have to drive homs the aspect of BPukharin in opposition to L's swpple dimlectic.
The things you say are good; the sxtracts too. Wow all that remalns 1¢ to put it in
! legical teor . Best way to do this? By doing an abdeolutsly merciless oritique of
‘l Yel. XI, p.34, Thag is Bukharian and Hilferding but dore by a ravelutionery of nn-
i-congquerabls instino}, : )

1 believe ¥his hage han plenty partloularly the pazsages merked ﬂﬂ

{4nd by the way on your notes on p.2; I gee no'l‘.'hing;'a'bstrnét" But that you will
bave to work out, 3y abstract I wean logical linew which mnke turves 1lke this:

L // /\\ ' - _,,/\ ‘
'Instend of taking in ail the material (or lots of 4t) Iike thie: ‘ ’7"7:),?‘\
The whole 'thing now can begin to revolve around Lenin'g EN in -191/‘,&,(a(nd7:nperta11m
and 8 & R and the Hoviets, Thero are some important ossawn nt the end of Y51, XX shieh
SuE up-wiere he stood.in 191%, Look at Yol, II, p.738., Lenin of courss slvays looksd
for bagic causss, but Detwoen this and 1916 18 o gul®, Thers 18 a &grasp of ons-sidedngss
{p.780) Eut ase his sanlysis of opportunion wd this is 1910.° 1% 1a purée *Trotakyion,®

‘Hote ngain that we have o umake the conusction batwean Menshevisn in Bussia and opport
vaisz in Europe pre-1914 and post~1914. . _ "

Hovw for a leap.

I bofors 1914 had a very abstract conception of capitalism on a world scels. I havs

vritten of this in my last of which this iw & continuwtion, ZHefore we name it dourgeois,

#

Eognomiet or what,lst us try to organize it - for 1nr_estigatiqn" 1 asgame!
: B R,
a)\The falue attitude bo Cepital e e
®iThe * W Fhilosophy (Prer) ' .7 /W
\c). e ¥ w * Xautsky & Co. -

A
1 ageyme, I gpgume,
fundsmentsl

AL_are tha agwe mistaics; tho same/logleal error.

All ve have o do 181 1) point it emt. (Ho! Ho! That 4t Thet's all, polat_i$ out)
2} place it historically: peried of capitel ani of labor movement
3; pimse 1% Yoglenlly
4) show who held i, who changed, who ata Aok change, ets,
Now againt why did they gl] 4c it, Lenin on the left, tubt neverthelsss one of them,
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They did 4% heceuss of Unjerstanding, ¥ Yes, that old villain., Whenever there.
soricus #rouble lock for Understanding. Now Unlerstanding can deceive us, Ee can
-divide into n Righi-Wing (Bernstein), a centre (Kautsky), o loft-Wing {Lenia) and the
Tighting con be sharp, Put it is all Undorsicnding. Haat Usferstanding? Undersbtani
which gt one tims was the partiowlar iun whick the Universal wae ologed., I hope thora
no nesd to 2xplain this, or sey whers te look, etc. :

How I think I should explein a few things here, “hat I have mainly in wind here iw
L's Hotss. Tha} after all is what ail vhie is avoub. I afl wrying oll the time %o gebk
¢luarly how the Hotes =nd XI, p.5l show the transition from Lenin of 1914 to Lenin of
1917. The Hotes ere ths abstract of what becams concrete in Imperialice and § & R,
But I nm doing more. I ammwms the things 4hat L dermomucfos in ihs MoSes are the things
they all wero doing, the tkinge ke mays are good in tho Eotes are the thiygs he &i4,
Put all this down sjmply, straighitforwardly, conoretely, hictericelly and we have n
masterpince; baside which not a Goddamn funk sou) ever sfisrwards will dare %o gus.s
at the Logic of Hagel. 1In sdditlon to the marvalome demonstration of mothed, 3But
DA ARk 1t mst all be very oimple, very conorete, Everyons muat be eble Yo rend
it aas easily us the paper. That depends on hov far ye penstrate into 4i%. ¥a heve to
sweat. Jdud aren's ve? DBut we are coming out 1ittle by 1i%ile., With which homily I

return to guy wethod, interne]l mathod,

Hors latssr.




July 5, 1949
Laar 2t

I woudd 1lke 0 jot down scas ideas which strikv me xatisr sharply at the
momat, Soma of then, in fagt post, ar3 mot particularly nsw, widle those whizh
are or appear s, sra of gourse, tentative.

Hogel would never Lave eskged frem Xant,(3f Napoleon hazd not eworged fyom
and been anticipated by Robesplarre. Likowise, l4nin wouid naver have wrmad %o
ths Hagelisn dlaleetis £roa hia previous philosephic mativfachion with Flekhanov
it} the revolutionist Xantaky had not been tronaformed into the eoslal-ehauvinist
Xputeky, From thig follows the 7ace that tho meihsd of Vhought of Sha dlalestis
1a Shat which gess the megatividy in the wabject or ths coumter-revolutlion yithia
not from the rizht or from tho old ruling olsss bat frox XA
ono nmaokion of the revolutionary movymsat. The only trae (L:_:n‘.;ez:t to the Mnlectlie ae
o tlipqdr not birds, seedr, (93 mnes etrugile, - wut revoliution,
"% me tha throvs s groat deal of light not only on Lenim fwom 191t 1923
but slso on the contemporaxy sosns, It is the foal seihod on the Yagle ef vhigh
Ienin from ¥A%% 1502 to 1904 sod 3 1923 fusdamantally, s straterisally,.
oppoged the Zoonomiats, ths Kenmehsviks, the Lipuldaters, j - and
enly tapbizglly foymad unitsd fronts uith them (az oontrastod witk LT who wvas clweys
strategicslly forming walted fromts with all thess Bad taciicelly oprosing them).

R ) ; :
From(1916 on Pukharin is the thagestleal snemy, naci Kautcky, Nothing new
13 oontalne mp&lﬂcl ‘5‘1:::;3““' Ail thi mmﬂuz are dﬁ;::;d ag:;ut
. the ¢nenign 8 a1l moveuent of ths nternat. . . :
univerval to Be ﬁ& is 2ok ABe poasetal ultra-imperialinm of Kenbsicy. bmd dbaite contin-
imperisiist sconomism of Bokharin - in sll i%s diffurend forma - dvaft progrsu of . uatics-

tret form of sosislim in a $Ingle-country), ctatication-of tho trade uniens,”
Y {I've go¥ %0 re-read the whole dissussion nround AThe Tecnomics-of-tha-Eransitl
# Pogded), I've just glanced through Bfo draft o Cong,

rﬂ&. Third Internationsl, nationa) question snd sedf-dsterminution, Brest-%if the

: 152 j oi‘,o e CI
PRECELYE Teonamigt to the core.  It-is—as.iZ1517-2)-never book place. nﬁ«v"“\
Fﬁ; impordance of the dlalostlc as me ' ught {s the way in witeh |
it epatlos us §5.086 thls esunter-rarciutio: RinTtis revolution Licell, in othap
words, the actunl dldelibins of all revoluticas. LI undsrsiend Boiber now iy Jngéis
vrote to Kautsky that ths actual rovolusion hegins, the myet important questdon
is not the economy).  ‘sdaoures this dlalestle is thé itruggle againit fhe odd
rlifig olase vhtch has alresdy bemz cuiwdded by the time the ravolutlca beglas. (The
zost strikicg example of $his deliterate cbaenration s of courss ihe way i vidch
the Stalinixts todsy sy o keep the massos in a state of permansnd mobilizatien sgpinsh
oonapely expitalism and the agents of Wall Streut), The deeper logienl content of the

theory of stegee is involved here. - / .

The mouent the revolution’ . ¥he cowvder~ravolution sesks ta I.Qplts‘o—‘th};
ingcitutions Vhick have besn ted by\ the masaes, i.e.particularige ihele Sarks;
fmnsform them into f£ixed and ieol datorminations. The whhod of of the 3}
counter-revolution is ;4He pariicul %atlon of the universsl, carrying it to
sbpoivks iike a skt oub of B pletely—Tha persamant revolution iz ks overasming of m
this partioularigation, pardicy tion is merely the dosplefion ef-a Sendency
already moving to this culsiastion Wi¥hIn/tHe old wocluly, Iukharin's conception ef

ths world revolution vas 1) introdac8ByF oa & werlid geale the particularizetion of the
universal achisvad in Ruswia and 2) imposing on the proletariat the eompletion of the
econoxle tendansies of eapltaliam tovards intarnationalisation snd orguniastion, Mach
the ;a:: 1s lnharegt in the conoepdnly the proleteriat cmn,..ard "only the world
revolusion Call,esne . . ’




Ir seams to ®0 that wham Lenin in $he notes on the Doglc was so struck by
the Hege mothnd that the truth is not in the immsdiate concrete dut in the K=
loginal{forn) what he waa seo that the truth of the Bocliel-Nemecracy wes 2o%

- 4n the faol that theyr betrayed in the internal nsgativas relation betweon tho
bureancresy and the masues. terna)l- Togadive-relation is ot fully spproc-
Zobad bty Réabka and Ravalnkinn _(_mt.'l foy wvhich he was alresdy preparing while

** In Danaeiadism, much of the enalysis seaus not vary different
s. What is distinctive, howsvar, 1is that Lenin ssems o leave the

goastion —and not only bocause ho was using Asspplan language for legzl reasomd.
Es Ju@ she gonclusion that socigilga is $hs sppropriatien Dy Sks DreLet-
avriat of antralised state organisstion, Hs seems %o leava the partieular opem,
86 $o spesk, rathar Vhan Tixag sad tgolating L%. le novers, so to spesz, around the
traarition, i

‘ I have the fasling that whon Loeln says Plokhanov only corrdsied Kant from
the vnlaﬂ;;toﬂdht polat of viot, he is saying ikat Flskhansy oxly solained
Tant, shew his cbjsotive pekty-dourgeols bese and at the saws time the sbjesiive
bage: of historical materialisn in the dnﬂ%pﬂhﬁaﬂnt undsr aspitnlisn,
Tlaihanov didn't dsspen, ganezalipe, broaden thi i.0, ddn't gbwr that

Fand only reachsd 3o the super-impoaigion of form ex cortant, thns the preletarian
ravolubinn ad on instyussxt to sppropriste the seonowy, Palher thra the proletarisn
revolution a3 Bk Laméity of subjest, method and context, And becruse he didn't deepen
. £ant poeitively, he couldn't see ihe counter-ravoluticnary cortained ln Kantlaniem in
Tran, logically, one might see: revolutionary crisis (Robespierre)

I-;A.:t.cnh. 119:.4. Zaachings of Xarl Kavx - Absirgod vaivsisal of Mdoylﬁi‘eonm; -

$utiias of ospitalisnm,” doveluping mpages tagitcs of paviy in

_ rovolutionary. steuggle. (811 8 RS ge;i.s!.n'qun rivasien of #nd

L . Intornsdlonsl®) -~ . , N
‘ - ‘ First ‘
Leniz, 1915 Essay on ¥ialecklcs - u;;roohﬂon of 1dealiem,
R o-‘,-iiéﬂ‘l, axacgaraﬁq'dmt'grs of Maalte=, . o o
. Zenin, 1916 ~ Trgerfaliex ~ pavtioular Hot flasd and lgolated as in Delkarin *oe
Leain, 1917 - State and Ravelntion - conorete maiversulity of Noelets, ldenbity -

. of suhjcotymethod and contuns. . :

\ yet e .‘
_and eriticicm of

'

“¥hacnuse the trée negativity of the 2nd Intl Ir not its defonse of the irperiplist
fntherland bht in lts epproprintion of the state to use agsinst the proletarint, x

*sePubharin'a 1dess and tho contcmporary ens~party stase are the sbsiract uvniverseds of

consradietions of uspiialiam, developing masros, leadership Wy of ravolutionary
strgmgles - £li carrled 0 abuolute, ' ' P perty .

*Whea vas the Bibliograpiy writtony Did you mets Vhat exaept for @ referouse %0.
i 1917, all roferences are 4o PP¢-}91}t vorks, and waeritical of Kautsky,

1
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I donft Xnox wiether you feel somekk of this ns.simmwghy sharply as I feel
t. Tou kaow how I am alwvays atiaccing Bukharin snd Schelling. Somshow or othsr,
no mattor vbat I sm dealing with, the fast that Sousdliing mross
Hags), alwaye seews $0 be what concerns me, I have the foeling that Lenints APPreo-
iztion of the 2nd Intemational is momething 1iks Hegol's appreciation of Xazt, Mut _
the gny that Hogel Just ocoudn't stand was Schelling., Xant's thinking was abaped before
ths Revolution, Ho was petty-beurgeois, utoplan, ete. ote, but he contriduted ths
pringiple of the self-determination of thousht. 3Jchellinz wvms tha one whn wme ol
countar-revokutionary, pouﬁivllt with his shet-cut-of-a~platol-abeoiuts,
: Ve, B and 50
Isn't LenlAYIike Hegel agalnut Schelling when he inslets contimally on ihe
coporeto sgninst the shsiwack? Iidn't the Zeonomlrta of 1902 gescw to particuleriss
«{ths universal of the progressivensas of capltalipn in Bussia through the organisation
of the spontaneity of the mmsase under the leadership of the 1ibersl bourgwoisieo?
&n't we have an analogeus xovsment in the Imparisliet Zsoaomists from Pukhoriy -
to Stalia? I know thin hao besn safd before in o Zsonomlaz dommment snd in the
Hevads dommens, A1l I au doing 1s dreving the $hreads cloger together in terms of
vhat we zxe dodng new. The lxportance of the dialeetic for VI having been asit iz Tor
ve, %me Zeonomlsts and not npninst the SD Lsatiane, . in
One more thing that has baan tronbling ms, (@ aualynip 0}92%& relgidon L
between Btalin and the masses, .was that: ¥Whan the atdonary mamgos nre &G W\ :

as

crowiing the strosts, Stalin is in the besizromnd, Yhen they retire from 4ka
revelutlonery arena, S4lin emirges into the foregrowsd, That hug Deen proved
otmpletely wreng By all that ke taken plocs ainge V}Qﬂ'{-j,__'{«ﬂi_!"h 1%, 1ty

bifurdatien -oa;mum.:m'ggﬁfé.-;ngnwszﬁmmtgg,)!h-'m mw%m .

i, avEFFRody knovs, 1s & m trgde union burearncreay bedrs P

L1 Als spentanelty of $he xaksen®{f _ %uumg of thig, both &'rduﬁ ‘

%0 $he W7ads union buresusvacy asd the Stalintabs, 1s o book by a Sidney Lony Lafs, .

i which Jobm xnd Rae had at oxap sad wxich I glmaced. throughj, Yow

dld a great deal with thix in the Hewada document and I yasn?t otsly —
ag you yeosll, I can'$ hslp fee ¢ thors is A formal, scemingly shutrssth,tus .
logical way to despst thia faet“ol eontrel, There 18 su extornnlity aheus the - o
Félgiion witleh koeps huxmbing ae,  Maybe w3 have %o weAt fov ths Beaton of {ha :
saoy zoveront $o reveal $hie loglcxd contemt M the- roal iaternsl
ity, Jush as larin had {0 wel® for the Coviats o find the roal tiitk of ‘the Telation
beiveer the bursansrsay and $he muass movessn$, Bud I fesl ve cen do semathing witlh
1% in this commection, _ ' B ‘




(Cony o 4,G,R,P&L) July 5,1949

He dear Hilliam,
. Hera areo twa letiers, A sand B,

Your latter wac o long atrids forward. You have
g -neped tiie acsenca of Lhn matler, e raprdy 3}t ¢o SH0C0 wonds
on the rolisical Affaira O.F. number, IS stinks; this =% short
notice., 2)0o on witn tha bis arsicle, Ir you wvant to arnd me
an outline, 6o &, If nob--Rx Ouggestions, itens, ste, fox scoh
ar Bosh gan be aent to you (vith copies). I would sugreet that
b-fore 19§ give any Velks ete, Fou let me xnow what you proposs
10 B.Y. J0H4. Secause you ars joing to write, ané rleo because
¥hat you aay, I am mure,le carefully studied ovar, Heoanwhile a
pastern 1s shzping up, genergtoly, and nll serdous politicoas,
augt be sa the alerd, snd lwlé Their tonjues, wateh thelr pensg,

and thinik ‘Z.':ﬂrda

e

Thia 1s vhat ia heppening,

1}I prozlsed to write, or proposed to write on the ¥r, Rev, montha’
ago-—hoplng %0 bust open Lhe fobeaplarre dlotatorship, and shatpen - -}
unbesrably the conflict between Hobarplerre and the mzsasg. 1 et
mentioned Mathiez etc, Hovack informed me that Jeard was the eame
typs eto, Lverybody Yery enthusiastic {axaspt me who a) had to &
o the work b)inew shat was involved, I wema meraly enthuslastic,

a)suddeﬁly oame the. chande of doiﬁg the Leveller article, - 1T was'
too good s chanes to migs, I wrote one, mnrd handad in the others -
I didn't do so well with the second, I have A% for revislone-thiz
month, : ‘ ' . o

2)Novack znd GB and I glsoussed s Negro number. M. ssys, on hig”
ovn initiative: It is time we Arav some conclunions eheut the o
Yourgeole ravelution, 3ut he 1a to wrlte an article showing the
“4mportance of the military dig¢tatorship of 18641976 and ghe &

r geive 1% played. He ned in mind alattacking the intslH
‘lectuals whe squaal democracy h)the -Amerd.oan Stalinlste who 8
squenl demoscracy aleo, Now it 1s presieecly, ners that heads oalj
poll and I don't want any of us to stick our necks oul. - oi
ild that onoo and the result wag--arroz econ rollo, very good
‘humana but awful for chickena. i ‘ -

On gn_;gjnxnggigngl_ggﬁlg the Stalinists and many intellnetunlajdd -
arn pro-Cromwell, pro-hobasplaerre, pro banevolent or progreacivesgy |
iicistorship, an%l-mqna. Mg nre joing to get them there: The _:iF
rirst Loveliar arsicls has Tixed $Hat parspestiive, . yianid-

But ip the U8 anybody, including the staliniets, soreamz demoorgdy
for ever, 3o that vhen you and Rae grambla, as you will, aboutVis
N'e gupnort of the military dictatorship, and want %o show, as¥
your leottar, ao olearly ehowa, the dictalorahlp supproseing bo SR
tho Bourbona and the Regroes, you ean got into an awful 1ot ofGE)

trouble unleas you watoh %Eggz atep. When N wents to yag whel
of tha Amaricnn dlstatorship te jeer at the dle~hard demoorats’ il
in the UB, he is perfactly righ$-—Jjuat so long Ae he doea not [ A
ignore the magses againgt the dictatorship, Jt 13 a srel MLaxl Al
U2 phenomznen todsy, tho extreme onea, want Federal FEPC, . - ‘imedy
Fedoral anti-lynching, ete, to enforcs Aemocracy "from aﬁoféﬁ,‘“?
To get N to see the thing ggmrlets is going %o be a job, X angdl




- Do
handle &t and hope for the bast. He vAll not see 4t all, but we
hava tn meke hdm ot least leave 1t looar, o that ve are not
lizited, or foread %o challengs him Alrectly,

4)Unfortunatsly this a not #11, T$ ia only the brginnlng,
“lhenee thlg lotter, It iz now frirly clesr that up to 101e
;ﬂ% and the sthers thought in much the sane woy M 1Y )

a& the Jtallniata, ate, aro thinking $oday. or them Jmcubina and
Uromwoll repregented the revelution; and ao 1t did, o thlp ény
it doer agringt rescti~narinez, or the “rure’ deposrats of 1914,
Bul thot beeed today oxdieve only in the US, Lenln « irotcky (4n
bourgeola=iie, Rus:in) delenisd "Tle alceiatorabp’, in 1049 “ghe
dicbeioraiin® ig beling cefendnd Ly the stmliniats ngoinat "the
lors", They, and I na ofrald, 17 e moake gne sldp, She &iF, vl
use Wose quotntlons against gy, The shing teeomee particalarly
dangeroun vhen in the ctuly of Lendn wnd the Logic, $he, in my
oniniin, the m2in Job, 1z to show Just bow L laft thet kind of
theought, and leapt in%o the Leninfam that we ¥now, wonin of the
711 internaticnal, The vhole thing, ih o dhinc, ean cowe-
erashlng down on our heads unleag wo walteh overy step, and even
if we do, 1t 1z going to o dlfficult cnough, Slete~coudonlism
1s involvad. For tha only wav 4o sdasress the arnlot plag
raveiution 1a the dictatorahip, 'The cialeetical line from Lhe
tourgeote revolutionary centralized dietatorship to the stalae
capdtailat dietatorship is very clear, It Le all very well to .
eoribble thege things from Newadn, 3ut I have teen.prepering Sn.
o letter to ON %o sugrent the polnt to himy now comos your. leitgny, -

- William, »uehing the thing %~ on extrewe, & vory brilllant, very '
corradt exirems, but extreme nevertholesns,.. The Marougs thi

. ¥ill Just tinish 43, %o will be nocused of having "plotigd®

- whole thing and the mess will be coploiis, The 9¥P his & vary sheep
none for games of that kinde. The gply thing %o 4o is to %ell '
CH pretty piainly 1R 53%e0ug ¥he% 16 inVoived es far 28 the U8 - -
revolution ig eoncerned and tho connootion with 1649 and 1788,

" Befure I do po, howsver, I want tho whole busaineas clearly undars -
etocd, and I want raplies to this lettoer, partloularly from ¥ and
R showing eonoretely wvhaot 1s involved al)for a elenr expusition .
of the Civil ¥ar, bifor our attack on dtelintam, Draw every ggint
cut to the limit, {nfortunatoly, I am not zs famlliar with ¢
‘stulf as I am with 1869 and 1788,  BEn conoles Lut -bs prompt and:

2ll me g11 tha dangers and probloms o Whan 1 kioow thoge
Kive refercncas ate.) I shall be abl 1k to Georpze or wirite
to him ae a start, Strsngae how averything ties up, mnd cun tie

- an, 8llil nor reund around gup bBacks, Guorin got ﬁimaelr in a
fine mess fOr not getting his line elsar. I ean give you one hing

in conclasion %o help your idens, Marxz nnd Marx alons, nﬁ!ff
Tor ann second, wag over in thnt trap, 4Hias method was siaplioity .
iissife He a&idi~jﬁ§: did fino; Roborspinrro was wonderrul,
Cromwell wne auper; but thoy were hourmeola; we tell Marxigts ring
QUL ancestora in the ravolutionary moveaent of thoes days, Will
1t work with the 1868 arisist I Aon't knaw, Blausn wgd ts

ey g,

DY
e

P,%.1 have ot a long letter ffom Raa,” Yory very fine. Gg e
I reccumnend it to nlly-ﬁnfngzggggﬁ_gmmng HWe have now, olesdly !
defined atoges of internal work ahesd of ue, dome time tond %

1l ghall dafine them preoiapnly--I have them in mind, SO
The remerka T ask for in thla lotter need not he detailedy brief

irdieations wil) dn, But daylight on Mavouse 1z heginninz to appesr,
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Tha 100th anniverdssry of the gtormd ;
g ng of the Baatil

1¥nu{-;urntsd tho‘_bagimﬁnge of monopoly oard telism riding ml'ioto':
of a boomewand She lnunching of the Ssaond Int rnational as the
ggggsiion, 1;1 the turoulent'Afin. of tha canannl ancanlta &=

Mtalist nriyn proverty, The aim of thie lnt;'f-ﬁ;ﬁc;z‘ialw
lgbg;r- o tﬁ?—_‘x{'a%g: (11) "nolitieal and economlo ex:wopriat'iogr
c(:_‘:) faacg.gétg;;ft %iusn" r:g the ultlmote or abatprret nim: and

<4 uha Tgocialigeticn a° tha T nrod: s - .
o:vorlte to “nriv~te p”n:l___P;;qTeﬂﬂP of prodaction” us i 1|§:‘;1:3d],;1ﬁ!§

2afora the doeade's ond nnd the vise of Berr ;
(gy_qng;n_;,_g "voalitlonlem®) and Hillapandism (M‘ngéfﬁﬁionlmi
I—Juat 3 shar't‘yanrg after the 2nd was begun~wtha largaeat party )
Igtw? i gtnrna.,aagal--mtlg__‘gllg oustanding theoreticisn of tﬁ .
I ""? ed the ZPfurd progral and draws from ¥ngels the followt
fwo=Told eritiolem: (1) planlesaneas s hg anavscisriette
of capltaliem onoe trusts have been born; and (%) '
:? ghatiract olinracter zatinne of otate ond sonerata’ %ng of :
(.;.mgamm alogans for atruggle against the pracise tate of Gormafy.
{1 no¥ of no complete Srenslation of the Engels leiter: perhaps = -
*r_aoo hog %% 19 the Gesamtausgabe and oan translate i%) . gg these i
i.wotgiruct ordSieimns oan be added the third indirest. one inoluded |
Egaalgaaﬁme year'e {1892) introduction to. the now edition nf . - -

tha W 0. Logland, tho substance

' Engals? 2nd oriticiem of .the Erfurt ahowqd'i:ae}.t;'&m%
not only in relatlon to Gerunan ruilng claes, wut to the internationad
m;_gs_q;u% vhan, despite the International’'s degluxratien for- ™
intarnationsl labor golidarity with American prolatariet's fight :
fop § hour day through pelerah.oba=ial GNNMER, e Csrman pazsy
1imite itsalf to indoor meetings on the Sungay followlng )ﬁ;‘h

_Tha '50g glose with the final dofsat of populdsm (in
fuesin through the unlty:of Harxigts with atriking workora as. =~ .
ngainat Narodism; in America with trustified capitalism'’s triumph
aver agriculturs and alliance of mors acourately subordimation

of lakor to farmer radigalliam), the defeat of the iu:g xhasq of
cartelism which trMded %o take advantage of favorable "gonditions .

to Tix pricea so that the . was ths more draatic, and ths
s Ensi Uis oai e, The Sesond Aak. mever

Y The turn or the century opens with tho firet billicn dollar
truat W whioh brings us to the second, and permsnent featura
eliem :

as not nmors prics-rixers but pe
shimlk over ac primdiive org zatlon Yol 8 ‘
8 tle, Mpgoi 1ly uagnallem, on ite road to state-

1 o
monopoly eapitalism “plcks up” imparialism.

-.A_s_m_%gg_g_umg Rugsia £irst reaches progresslve oapitallsm,
At the turn of the oentury tho young Lenin %s a ]ﬁgﬁ_@%

Haprxist, He will prove that the homo merket for Sussian suplta 5%

of car
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T the-aganda of the 1907 Congress. “orsa Luxewbag is Sho enly

15 croated through exnanded productlon and not through “ranlisation
of surplus valus in a Foreigh marked”, and will draw hic eongluaiona
vory concre%$elyl "The rvogrossive, historiord vole of oupitaidse
may be sumned up in two brief postulatest ineresags in the produgt=
ive forces of acoial labor and the socislisstion of labour,*{I,258)
Goolaliration of labor here meanst (1) collestive ¢hhraoter

of prod. ve. A e R T N S T SRRt 7ok oo ot~
wtaXwoes individusl character of appropristion; T:.la) soncantration
of prod. both in agrin, and in ind,t (3) "aqueesing out of"®
enbure of personal dvpendencei "Comparsd with the labour Of 2
pandent or bonded peasant, the labour of a fres lnbourer g a
prosrassive phenomenon in all branshes of nat. scn. * (I, pr. "67=8)}
(4)moblitty of population; (5)predominance of lndusirisl centres
apainat rural i@iocy; {6)increazed need of union among populasion
ayainst ohpitalistazadll) finally (?)all theee changes “cannot

pat vring about & LFeSEw, profound chaage 1n the very charzoior

of the prodacers’., (I,253), At the end of tho century, then,
this Ruggtan Mardiet ende bis Regeloresns o Sepilaldsa in Siusl
on tI® nots thet thlp backenrd countyy worsens e conditions of
producers ¥bo *guffer fron capitaliem ag well os from the inguf-
ticiont cevelopment of oaplialiem,” (X,288) . ,

~ The great 1line in the davelopment of Ethe profuct-
ive Toroes oocmes injl Tragtirieation, imperlalist conguhest
and wams have brought with 1t the orgonization of tho prolelariab
as well as the *backward pecples" -on-&- new,” nlghoy plane,  The
zulu rebelilon may not compare with the Aupssian Hevolution, - - .
or the tion of the ¥ but the devalopmenti.of the productive
forvas, the steuggle of capltal ahd- labor, is ghown to be not a
Sattay of meTs thnowy but of wvery wael 1ife, Alveady tha Scoond
Int. missea the whole gignifiocance of 1908; that in Tast 1a
heginning of the end; tha Ruselan Rewglution dosa not oven Eppear

ong who oreates a new oategory out of the arestive snergles of
he Russl oletarint, but she will turn thie general etriXe .
. . % or sponianeous orgmizatiog/gﬁﬁw-m&sna
a

2 Ht-ny of ovarcoming burasucratlc d adarshs.gmii
§5 REi A ANE0 0 DL A0 AR IS
b} y the Farig Commune sanatofied Franoe Aoto 3
ourgecdy repuhl] Lanin does no¥ rull{..;grnm the Soviet but
s Tully prasps that only She proletariat, even in a hackward
abgolutist Ruseia, oan load the peasa n the demooratisation
of a land, (Krupskaya mentions thnt 1908 Lenir mtudied

only tha labor movemant of the VWaad; snvying them thoir

republiosn form of gowmmnt;@éy)lﬂﬂb he studies alaeo tha

m{ml Europenn governnmnts @es them aa enalavers of

cepital in @ vary concrete sonse,) Imparlalism will now yrosesd
as againat only sonoentration,

of produgtion, both in Germony gnd in Amerdca but¢ thia is in _
an gnbryonic stage, and is completely obscum& by the oonsplguousne

of developing imperiaslism,

Basle is mors of an sceldent fhan a legloal oonoluaion
of tho deminant tandanoy in the 3econd Int,, whigh parallele
tha'neacaful® Gevelopment of capitallsm from 1ts laiesez falre

to its monopoly stage, Or, more pracisely 1% L& the logloal
nﬂmm enél og thagpatty ‘r’:ourgeofs‘ hovrors of wax nad Eho;m"' :

P P Sy
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that it oould *frighten® onpltalliem into maintaining the “peace”,
It will begome howaver the of the new foraos
of true internaticnaliam, But not to rush ahead, The t

voot of the Seocnd 1s best exprescod by Niotor Adler who thinks
the "erime of war' weuld bring about "automaticelly—l sny
autometicsllyleomesn the beginning of ths =nd of tha mulc of the
oriminnlg, *({Rlee &Falt of £nd In%,,p.120} The key word iz, of
courss, ‘automatic", That eums up the 3sgond's sonception of
tho inavitabllity of soainlism, ineviiabllity of earnl ~allsmta
goliapme, the historical tendenoy of Gapdtallsn ascumulaiisn,
the ahotraot, abatract, abstrast words % onded in the gopgrete
Second'a incorporation into capii~lism and haonce collap#e.

Now then Lenin pre-1914, ¥o have alrendy seen hin ae
a Opgglen Harxiet., Oa tho intermational £leld Rauleky L& hila ;
lesdsre The ariticism of the Erfur$ program, even though published
a deoande late, doas not leave an impression on him, In the ;
fisld4 of philsao he 15 the rollower of Plerhgnov, iIha kL
] e not only remaing unchallenged but,
although Rugsian oapitalism ie mors like Volume 31 of Gapital
than vol. I and Leain never flounders in market underconsumption-
1sm, he yet acopets as one demeoracy and freedon of compatition,
Ho nne rojected Laxsmburg's “third psreons® but he caems content :
with Beuerts abatractions, - Eut the reviwal of a.’*a‘l BOTomOnt
in 1912-14 sends Lenin to reraad Marx and Hegel, \ Xn! 18314 ,
Lenin a8 an sssay on Harxiom (I 1e importent & that
whewveas he wae praviously eatilsfied with Xauteky and even _Bagdanov
and hesitated writing. an;$.'inGependent? .ahiatracty -ho now 15 - I
anxious to &0 20:;)/ #3 It 48 an aboolute in relntion to - - . -
W or/snd ' R » but let as not forget
thst 1t 18 a goy absoiute, o time in the writlngs of
Marzlats singe the death of Warx and Engels philosophy 1g net ©
made into a saparate "aspect® of Hawxism, but is trectcd as »
aomnonent part, But, although integral, Hegsllan dieloetios
ip noY zeen *a & \m!.%y of oppoeitos; and Merxlan. dialeootics is
nersly contrasted to the evolutlonary dedurine cf devolopment, .
Lenin i¢ still worried ahout “unha coneisient sxtension of ualerii~
1gz to the domain of socinl phenomens® and dooa not se¢ e
gonatant tedhnologienl revolutions dAe th--breskersup_of..gooial
rolations. Monopoly ‘ie still seen only in Loulture and \ﬁ
abgolutise in politios-and-tn-rent._seems-limised to -that fiold
while what is gtill presupposed in induatry is Yeommlete freedom
of sompetition.® Capitallat carteis,sy'dicates and tyusie are
at11ll seen meroly us manifeatations of. "large scale production®
and not the new uatogor{ he w1ll aisoover ecdi. Bu% the
esgay 1o not finished t111 November 1914 nnd Lenin does grasp
hold of Erliish monopoly demoralizing the workera and creates
a "bourpgeoisifiod proletariatl® and the of the Gox.
3,0, and not only in Ruscla as result of or the
0ld conuept of petty beurgenis as individual, peasani,; or ‘ganll
groceryman type of thing., Puf inevitaRillty vemolns abatouQs
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August 1914, The capitnlist world in chaos, The Second
International collapaer,

Just yesterday I finully got a hold of the ideallst Ilyin's
book on Hegel and when I noticed its title "The Philosophy of .\j
Hegal as = Yostrine of the Generetenese of God and of Man*, «
wrg on the verge of oomplaining wnen the vary first sentence of
the work struck me ns §he egsence of vhat Henkn sav in Hegel 1n
1014, The gentance: "The first and fundamental thing that one
who wiphes adequately to understand ang master the philosophls
serciinge of ilegel must do L1e to explaln to one gelf hls relationﬁ\

[§F to the conorete empiric world." And a 1i 1oy ®, .. ¥he term, “
\songrete' comes from the Latln word,- copcraacare' “1Zrescere !
meang -1 to grow!; 'concrescere'—4@g§igﬁbefﬂtu e tharough growth,
Accordingly, to Hegel lsonorete means first of all srashcheniye.}b
{growing together),... _ '

' *The ooncrete empiric ie gomething in the order
of being (Sein}, something real (Realitat}, actuallty (VA rk-
1ichkelt), something existing, (Existens)}, scmethi-g byvanlya
(basein).’ In 1ts Sotality, this reality forme & world, a whole
vorld of things (Dingse, Saghen), ocxistences {cxintenzon), realltlaop—
the 'objective' world, a resla of tobjestivity!. Thia yeal,
ghjgg%;xg worlduig also the gongrate world, bud only ths
- gmpirig=congrokg. ' - - :

. . Nox it ig this Lype of . ampirio-congrete world thal uLenin, -

in ‘reorganizing his whole mothod of thought, went searshing for

in ths study of imperialism gnd.the why of the collspse of the

Second, The moment e loocked at the world with the new Marxian-

Hegellan eyes he saw that the eppiric gonorate world

waa something quite different from the oatehvord,. imperiallasm,

that all Marxists, ingluding himself, had been playing withe the

catchword, imperialiasm, without secing that behind it was suey

absolute, MWOROPOLY, Hsd any one done with MONOPOLY. what Marx .

hiad dofe to COMEODITY? Categorically no; he writes hle sphoriem .

as he reads Hegelt "No Marxist of the past 4 century underatood o
. GAPITAL,.....* He himself had mersly applied what Marx had written ;

in Capital to the apeclfic country, hussla, But this new phase 3

of napitalism, which Marx hed not lived %o see —=disleotica !

means LEAP and he was ready to £0 Anto the ”pa%lence, suffering, i
_ labor" of the negative, ' -

Beshind the new empirlc conorete there 4s aQ§o§%d§--and
thus he for the rirst time separates himself from the "ldcomplets-
;,,naaa",of Hilteraing's definitlon which he now (1916) sees ms the
¥/ hasis and all of Basle. Now thaen let ug ges his definition,
~ {NB THE TRANSLATION IN VOL. V I8 WHONG_?N'THIB POINT, It _readst
rig*“The goncentration of productionj the monopoky arising ihererfrom; .

J t.e merging or coalasoence of banking with 1ndustryi'this ig the ! :
. Fistory of rinenge capital and what gives the term ‘rinance oapltal!
1::62§%§gnif1*’f'had not been qelhg that tranalstion-ao-dld not

N {and a nimilor translation appoars

L
e

. The Russian readas

(AN . in the Vanguard Fress edition'}!

A . R #The gonsentration of production

‘[ the monopoly - wkwies growing out of 1%:_tha merging or soalegoonce
i, of vanking and Andustry-~that 1 wigtorydof the rise of finance

/T eapital and the content of its(iotion \
I o Somten? TN N

+
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v




I need hurdly tell you that thers is a world of differense between
the worda, "term®, and "notlon®., “inancs eapltal ion't Just :
termy that's whot 4% was o Marxiets hafore 1914; but Lenin jost-
1914 saw Monopoly ond that iz the gontent of the new notion,

Now he has nov _pbeolute and he will ahout 1t to the
housatops of tha unrfd. fmparialism is MONOPOLY, A sgndiente,

a oa~trl, a truat 18 HONUFOLY, Fras competition hae LaGome
transformed into lte ovposite, NONQFOLY; 1t has pot been

transoended; 1t eocexists with 1t; but 1t 1z %ts oupusition at

tha ~olat of TRABITIVN to a nigher stige. Fat this nov

~hase of capitalisa shows capltalism “rotlng alive” /the moct
orofound élfferences because bourgeols derocracy &nd regctionary
Tonarohy become inasignificant, In truth vhen commodlv produe=

tion transited from freedom of trade and competition to_monopoly,
damocracy ceased being integrally part of bourgeois vorld,

HEn8pOLY in eoonomicsg eannot be divorecad from MOKOPOLY in pelitlos
and demcoracy mask tnerefore become the property of the prnletarln%. -
‘You have dons a magnificent Jjob hare, Jiumny, and I repent ports. k
of 1t only to enabla me to make my transition along the lines S
I hed Leen working out when I had stonped at monopoly Ln economice
caniot be eeparated from mopopoly in polltice. - . , .

I ahall now procced my own economic path, Whal law o¥
motion does he draw.ocut from This nax. absolute, weaopoly . ¢
“enpitalisn? He 'gays ther-&.gns:.nmgiot.'zmmomw a.to-deony end

. Now Harx Arsw Prom his meEy tendoney to.deelina
in rate of profit a oertain conslualoni qygradatiqn”p:mthe:'
oo proletariaty. Lenin drawa from his tendeuoy ol decay and "
70y ‘gtagnation two thingst (1)Deocuy and siagnation, rotiing allve,
i © abolishes diffaerences in poliileal forms and democracy oan
“-’pemein alive only 1f the proletarian tranaforms into itg
ahsgoluteas {2)Decay and stoznaticn meang deprivation of. liberty
and gelf-determination of natlonc aequilss a nqw“UHGEHCI'o Co
He-tells Junius Democracy 1s not an ubsolute,gﬁgt the?ﬁ?ﬁtn%niiat
w111 use At not only as a method, a5 a Iorm 2 ; an%,
Demoeratic mobilizntion of magges means inciuding broad maseen
. BROAD MA3SES BROAD HAIZSES THE -BFEEE ENTIRE FOPULATION -to struggle
with cupitalism, I% will be February 1917 before he will aleo,
say, on the basls of the "maoterisl* given him by the Sovistm,
. and also tc run the state "to 2 man" for asoviet is not Just a .
fora but the CONTENT of the Gilctatorship of the proletariat which
g full proletarisn Gemocracy.

: . But not %o rush shead, fle is analyzing someihlng
comcretal imperialisa, and ho toundgxgngels, end “aglmply
\ olutched", as Xrupskoya tells ue al zhe attack on the gensrsal,
abstract, and the demand for thea concretle, eoncrete, ccnerete.
Now here is how he uses 1% o distinquiah himeell fovEd oVheP
oritlce of imperialigmi "But 'genorsl’ arguments about imperialism
which igrore, or put into the background, the fundamental dlfferencs
of social-economie gystems, inevitably degennral into absolutely
empty banalitles..."(X,76) It tsn't Sust Imperialism, 1t is
KONOPOLY CAPITALIST imperiunliem, Now ths novw relationahip erising
from nationalﬁnd internatlonsl man0ﬁoly--relnt1una baged on
gmong Big Powers means a change in trat mokee solf=
Hetoraination "faasible” under capilinllism, Morsover, it has
given the preletariat a new a’ly--as grest an ally ag the rovals
16'71 ‘tionary peasentry ie the o:nressed natlon; fror Ireland %o Poland

ta tha Neorsn in tha initad Statan tha mooialint mrolatariet san
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cone untoe the historie scene,

Back to our concrete nnd nsbeolute nev oategor; NKREMINE
HONOZQLY. 1Ig gocialligation of laber new an o -osite? Note
the definitions of soccialisa of labor, 19L4: (1) Monopoly 1a
zocialization of oroducticn; 2o s inlsrlocking; {2)ischnclogy
15 soolaliged (that in fact § NCRETELY gives it its dooaying
character; watoh U3; (3)commodity nroduction is undsrmind for
haals of financolal manlipuletion and oligarshy iz zocinligzed
ctiong {4)monopoly or sgosiallzed production hoe not overcome
¢ on the contrary crlaes increase as result of conschiration
WSTId oncpoly; (S5)banking L1s universal bnokkeeping--az fora of
oclnlized dimtribution of menns of productlon; finally (6)
1% is a Iraneition to something. Now. that is She Xey, Under
commedity production, in Davelopment of Coapiltaldem in lug A,
sooialization of labor war the "mission of capitzliasa”, khe end, .
the anlm, Under imperdaliem, monopoly capltellsm, aoeielization
of lnbor 28 a tyansition, To what? "Organlzed® cavitalisn?
He rejecta tha%, Tayloriam? He omits that? VWorld ocpltalism?
¥resnnt oontpadlotiona exclude that, It.1s s transition to

sonething, Yhe olass struggle will daclde, :

" We finally come then %o the two mutqnlly aexcluslve

onpositast sapital and labor. 'But it isn't 6capital and labor
*in gencral®, It ia'conerote. It 48 the ageciric atoge. of
monopoly. eapitalien. which has "bought off" the working olaes, its -
upper stratum, whieh turned out to be the "hiiwark" of the Second -
and caused i%s collapse, DBack to Marx andinzels, 4nd here
Lenin makes ‘an outllne of the article he intenda writing on . |
Imperialimm and the Splis in Booiallem, and in 1% appeara the :
TollowinginEngels.  aspecially HE! to let yourself down 1 g ¥ a2

/1850 7 to theuyn ek & 11 o d workerg, to the

(1892 [ masg. - .

¥igFwarmr Wo Xnow how he lingeved oynr this in the actual articie,
how he found what Murx had gald in 4658 and how the whole period,
1858 to 1892, fought the bourgeoisifi®d English proletariat, Lenin

_ has found .oonnaotions. HOHOPOLY, Britiesh menopoly in Lhat daea}
"thet e why opportuniem ocould preovall in “pnglsnd for dsoudea®,
This labour arlsgtooracy rust be smasghed and a return made %o the
mpsges. Truth ie alweys oonorete; we nust end with Kautsky's

igtries on the "masses" and ses the mass dlalecstigallyt

W "Engels drawe a dlptinotion between the 'bourgeols:labour party

of the gld trade unlona, the privilegsd minorityi and tho'lgweat
a J

maaa!, the real majority, and ho appeals to the latter, who are
n9% infeeted by 'hourgaaia respeotabllity?!, This is the esaence
: of Marxiet tastinel® TP we wish $o remaln Marwiats Shem we mnag

'geﬁgFWn“;gggg_ngg_ggnngn to the real masses.,” {I,762)

Befura 1924, he had rejected Luxemburg’s explanation of lmperialism
and her thoory pf 'thdrd peraqnalg~ﬂNow'hﬁ“roﬂante alsol
‘ Hilferding's (*incomplatenags”/>

. Xautoky'e ultra-imperialism, (I feel certain that
1672 Lenin modeled his "oritique of iuperialism’--that la :
of varlous strata and ola:ﬂgg to 1mp§rt:liam,;-gneﬁzgglt: u:r:‘thin ﬁi

! an A des to ObJactly and vo aske y _
threq At tude 7o ‘g {ﬁporialia mlgm & Troksky'a. . ¥

3 -
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Mow, 1? I may tebulate what we havae found,

Lanln ore—lﬂld saes nothlng new in 1mnnrieligm. He ot
. wag g g to B\Bt hia polemio aguinet Luxemburg In the-eaetfi™
of hle dieput~ with t;‘rm Rarodnikis nrod.tbtion versus market,

} T'““““Su mzsses vorous artstsoeracy of labar,-U3Za hp nut 4% 1.9-:.-
L] iy ' - —-\--— - i e had webd Whis »
nre=l91ZL the larxiastsz ween wlaving with the,catchwo“r
o L Amparinliem, and aaw nelthor the nctlon nor gongrate,
g \I—opt-lglrt)Lan in "elutches® Engals' attack on abstyract and
\; v ﬂamana‘far conorets, and 11nkz thn conernte 1mpar1nl g@ to. AOHOPOL!.
Ly Cifturo ]
s il JL j qul&nin‘Sfﬂ:}gldjaena nc nevw vhase of caaita 1smu-6aruels
¢ syndtcat g, trugte, are Just forms of 1arge-acnle produaticn,
oe3-193%4 Lenin grasns n naw category, MONOROLY, ‘a wlio@e phasa
~canitallsm which afmpared af‘car' tha death of Harx and
.r'gols and witdoh oi‘ the Mprxists sav tlil the vorld toppled
over their heads. 5$! F\JJ\ .

Lenin ﬂra-1§i4 seos acclallization of lahor as an,gnﬁl BN

aim, Post=1914 Lenin sees sooiallisation of 1abor &8 a
to somgfhing highar,

o

nin{%rs-lglﬁ)aaes o?portunism ee dus eitier (1) to .
- backwardness useta;-.or (Z)*percarfuloharacter of on Ltalist
. develonment, &!ost* t-~1914 Denin sees onportuniem ns redsult of &
stage in' the dovelopment of oapitalism, MOHOPOLY, cresting ail
arintosrasy: of labor whieh 1s ‘bulwark of Sagond and whteh must
be dautroyad along with capltallam, He sces s ngw diviagion,

£ _brepkeup Bf labor into lower-, deeper, unsikllled masses and -

proletariat.

a8 Lonin pre<l9l4. gees Self=Detormination as a sort of
prinedsle of soclalism. Fost-1914 Lonin. zass imporizlism '
oreating an URGENOY on the question of salr-detprninﬂtion e a,
result of the new relationship belween onpragsed and opprassor’
and also within oppressor nations due to division of world among
ig.Powers not marely an exploitagtion of "agrarians“

b

g’ Lanin‘pre-gggﬁg%egﬁsﬁhe 3 oonstituant elementa of Marxiaa
as 3 separate "phages’ of Marxiga, Lenin in 1924 brings sbout
unity in thage alemsnts but dialestica remains a %maporior
instrument to evolution,s In 1915 dinlectics becomes %hg Theory
" of knowledged, with un5t¥ of onposites not as a sum of oxamplas,
but ag "the regognition (discovery) of the contrediciory,
mutunlly expluelva,opposltex tendencies, 1n_5ll hencmena 'ana
processes of nature \ippiudinz mind and svolévyl.” He sees sell
movement in the oroativity of the prolatariat, and nmoves toward
"glutching” at the Sovliels of 1917 as the new type of democracy
to replage what daooadent tourgaoisie had lost and vhat will
becomn the beglining of the naw coeinl order,
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. ‘the instruvent of frpetom, Ite loadership will do the Jok, -

& \ 7 ‘
A fey wore notes baefore I go into %he mora striotly philesopniesl nmalyein &
the relation betwesn Lenin and Bukharin, in terms of Epinora, Leldaig,

I have rado rathsr extensive sxtrasts from Fukharin‘e Draft Program of 192h %e-
crilze it geers fo me 0 B b0 Ehe Sovicis and bhe Russias Revoludlea whinl the Oathks
Progran wuz to thy Parts Commne. The document 1tcelf 1p enly nboud 32 doudde-spmeced
typed pages (8% x 13) and snch of the paragraphs telow the subhends merely repeates whad
in in ibe suviesd moie OF igss, @o thed Bukharin'c thinking and mathod of thimdus céand
ont pretty well, just from the extrasts.

Same general points:

1)} The areatlve power of rsvolution, /iltwam thie essence of revoiutlon an Lenin
saw 1%t in 8tate and Revelutior = thet 1s complefely mlsaing from B'e program, Es speeky
50 the selsntiet, the adwinipirator, with the "mighty tsek of develuom 7 roience" as
hiz goal. Thls sconomism was inavitsble in the RE as 1t war inevitable BA*She Paris Oen.
Marx's Crit. and Engele of Exf were the firet pitacks on Statification and Xeonoxiowm,

2) The sisto playe m‘ is rols with hin ar it did itk Lagealle, . Nole
the statification of ihe trade unions. Organigaiion of labor in his aim, The stats is

"3} Homopoly for him in S#ver a subject with lts own internal sstedty duality,

It is alveys"monopoly of", Rls alm iz to meke common what has been monopolized, Prom

the ranics of the workisg olass are to be culled the new adminlstrators — a nev set to
administer the old machine, . . . .

4) Self-detsrmination and $he national struggle were mot to be teans of develdn- |

s
&

ment of uew 6re

tivo mergies and revolutionary forces but a Nacessary adjmst to the
defanss of B, R . : _

How & couple of pointe on Lenin,

In the eurront fa.Banssq.. Gaorges Cogniot hos a loag artlels oa the LOth Annivere :

sary of Ka Zup-Crit, Last Month they printed an artiele on it dy BI Vavilow,
Pres, of the Asad'y of [Sed of the USSR, the general peint of. which um that %eain |

- malnbained in 1905 the Rocepasry materiality of atowms, slectrons cte, which ic the basls

¥

y X0 the whols scolal produstion in hiu hands and ingitute

_Sem was in Lapin of 1908 at s tize when wor

of modera s e and of dislentlcal wateriiisn. Tuls mondh tray emphasize Lenin's in- .
tietange in(1508 on the-réign of matural law,*the msterinlity of the world, iim zovement
as form of aXistence of oatier, reslity of lawe.of movament, the character primordisl of ..
nstter and the secondary clarscter of consciougness, the role of mattar ar aow es of '
asnsations an: 'u;;nun:ationi. onnm;a of human thoug}.n as produok-0of natter at ite -
highest organisation and ae produst of soelzl hiator All this {iresEantisn materisl-
M&w‘ﬂ%a moved 69;5.“ and ‘beyond,
and to the preguatism of monopoly oapitmlism.: ' ‘
Jar Farch 151l Zunin wrote B 3 page article on "Tus Taylor-Oysisi, the Saslavieg
of Man by the Machine®, The poiant of the article ix very simpler "All thswe powerful
sohicvomenta are dirscied againet the vorker, bscaveoe they lead to his ever greater op-
pression and subjughtion and theraby ore limited to the rationsl ressonabie divlalon of
labor xithin the Lnokg2¥....What 5 mags of labor ig wasted today dus o the dlaordor the .
ohactlo character of the whole of caplisliat produchion....Ths Taylor System prepares < . |
unconzoloueky and agaivst the will of 1ts invantor - that tims vhen the proletarimt will -

his ovn comnigslons cope !j
the yhole soola) la%y, 0 f
g4 . Ty

elabing of workere in order correctly to divide and regulaf o

&1
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Lerge-reanle production, nnchinds, the nlphons - alil th.ln gtvsn thousands of
posnibilities, to decresse the wr’kim tiu}q of ths orpanized wnrkers by u fourth and
givs tham thorsby a fourth Xwrgar higher wall-belng ¢ today, The wariserr comnigelons
will g «lia with the halw of the tpads :u:i he tn these sringiples of a rasconable
Avigion of social 1labor no moan an -ths lakter 1z literated from its anslavemens Yy

er-ital,? i

'T'hey e} thought this way tafnore i¥id.

Thare was developing- efﬂctngcr&xftilmll-ntion, socialigation of later in the

abjeative warlé ~ which thepPEdntatd understond espleined  Snet s Kant did,

Lik they wers incensieteni auvptricutu beonusd they also hnd an SYEYBEEE eopoa

oﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂn abetract concept tut one vhich went beyond ths old Thevdloy., Tney n'btznﬁ
sogtd a universsl vhich vas & concrete uiity - i.e. rocinlian(us Xant dSd in hie

Chitiqus of Judgment). To demeridbe in some oy thie adatrasily snvisnged consrete unity

they abstracied for their subjective needa thes: character of orgniraiion, plen. @

thig which the Bourgéoisis could only achleve incompletely, thay leading the prolsiariat

were %o achieve completely. (Ses Iamln 3, p. 44)

Ia tha ¥insl sectlon on l'immu1 Lgausantr} and the ‘bqsinning of tho geqtion on
Sotion, Lenin braaks vg,en nis kind of ideoXsTutent empirioisn. |He toos the limi¢ations
of. thes acientific nathobE¥ ggory-of gaugality %o explain tae reiaiion batuedwn -

. "mind snd wabter, Dy, B %%{1 .~ those ave ths Botigaries” by u'h!.eh vc'i
il sg.}f.‘n knowlsd 1) _ X9y se constituts $he cve of ransforss
nation’of thisotive & iem into Matd 3 ¥bat has to b overcome is

f parso , Mot thed%uWunlty of hpporceptior thh ompdrie! :

\ Yhe given conarste to be the realﬁ;:ter leads ta@n id.u‘.umn.i m:;]ect- :

ive Ldaeliom, on the other hand <the notich}: -ovat; tive poves, $he persozallify, whe
v ‘'apparenily abutrack - a1l thsge lead To 2ater :an. {_What karx pald or? mh. ne
sgol had previously ssid of ‘Enn€). tenin iz ng applyinz %o his own past,!
por g4 your mind sny resilus of on independext lciuali.
.. confronting ths subject, an indepsndent subgbansd yith. tie- own s innsv-astsepl
you do no% think¥independent aotnality as having /&1l its euhnmtmuy in the
Bmaller Logle, iﬁ%' then in thought you w ol it
At wEE [TCRONASS gk am‘.,d-cL.::‘ t2 be :up*rﬂ."lm\!...;.aﬁu
which it recognised am trut‘h" .p.22 o1 will restrainthe p

eriaty from amashing up the stat® m.?:'_lgwn_o__r_npd Astead sinm fly--ta\ pEO mn it

priating the expropriators, Mb W\Mzm h,f W
Note that in the Yirst/fev pages of the notes on on, Lenin remindlag
hingelf thet Hotion cnme ou} ofy Essonce vhich come out of Belng, It is a higher stage.
% : of the Xotlon, you Gomn't have
It iz lxpasgilia that

those ars not objactive, pRaation( g T (p.48) 1 think that
Geraan word for coanestion i Jug ahansiand the Corman va@ transition ls

I baven't cheeked, Bu¥" . ho wore saying:

it ¥ stay in the »
4 xsunct. Annar L1t ctions? [ ot into.-Yhe- vion, freedo wo
ution. 411 B8 connecticns ma@ the anbjict hin at . 811 the socialirad

J.n Fﬂ.' pna.-?{s‘i’in%"“?hﬁﬁ LT .o-‘pl- .m“ - ‘ﬂ. i —n "!{‘-21 -”t 9' “‘h.m c@

e glven comwodity with arother slrendy includes in undovdomd forz all major mntrn&-
Jetions of eapitelian — mo the simpleetgageralisntion, the first and simplesh forming of
fnotionn (Judgmants, syllogiems, otc.) signifies $he ever deensr koowledgs of ths ghiaghe
1¥s worlid connoctions. Hers it ia nocessary to ssok ths real smge, signifioanes and role

7t of Begelisan Logic, This NB, ¥ I may bs wrong-but--I-have. tha .fesling that he s ssnsing
%here Gn the one haniih certain plungs inte froadom that a mnoraiimtfon tlvas 7ou, s
¥ vhieh is 1nher

.-Y“i on "—"’"—, i
iZ N A R\, *“3 ’ - °‘,££" mg?
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1 am writing thu@ nom wuh s s Loghe and w!.shw,-nsn's notes of
befors me, Ia both you sense Yhis (hlunge into mmg; Teu hava to
faal that a'nrr great utep forward In oBuphic copmition was made

..Bb_. <
eat of making ths plunge agane poutb#{'t i3 at this
pailffo g&n the mubjed W %%!Voppuh “( S oppealtes of
thought and being) that ahe connter-revelutfon impeses acain a L8y vpon AS, reducbag
1t to indifferent particulsrs, or Wodes of the ihsslute, oF'Moxids, to be ordered or

norgunixed, Toi-thak. thers is ax¥ihdng acoldsatsd zhout this w"‘azta?—“.w!u%isa x4z .
%&ta\: e 50 long es the cubjeet .h rot the concrete nntv?'aal gontnining within igseld

tbtnl!tyo

:}
To got to the wtage of fresdom, ths sub,jcot han Y rondy hat to go thrangha

%ng—fornleu vhich vas organiged. as .,mn;mg’ p:#

snce vhick wag vrgunized na Qppes!.t

wnlity vhigh becams 'ﬂﬂe__
ntnnco viich besane

these stages of the solf- mble ta gonoxately un vew, and henco
mn..omm ss imusdint b , and than modiafed, refleeted, ia sesencs - thase vhieh
wore prepavasion for the m now Bahind/ ALl tmgﬁobjeativity i¢ uob in thi
#‘u ult sad va gome to lta: fr« craatlvo power.\(/ T o sy T

Pl

PRI

Yhat I sm trying toqy here im not at all preaise, tut I Lol qmd.te gure that
it 1z on the right road, {'l”lf Lo;ic mvet this way! E.0, :

. Baing-for-8alf {An Abrolute for this ‘atago) oV
N "'."' - §- . ' ¢ L
" ¥row Quality ' . . 2
-+ . Determinite Belng L
L W Qmmtity (A Particular, 1nd1.rhrent pnruculu,
)(L[ “ﬁ'i' this stm&)

Ium;

(A.n Abtoluto}nr this Btnso) B

el ettt

W : - _
Omsusaiity (& partioular for thic stage)

. Reciprouity ‘ _
: ~fon_ths thrazhold of tha lottnn

as Measurs-ima on the threshold of
Syvencs) - ) :

Q\x_ant is the more or less muﬂeront@ar tke abwolute and the
particalars,- of rengon and understanding, That iz vhy hs winte hls antinozies and
poralogleny firat frox one side and then from the otiar, iceing nonstnelons & dialeotical

relaticn Patvesn them inlf.uxl of,1ike Leilnic, a pre-estabdlighed karzony,
L
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That 1s easy bacauss Kant, so to spesk, bemes bafore the revolutfior, and is Ansrefore
ESSY 210 o balleve in infintte gradusl procress, wherein they will b egomeiled
Scholling maves to thelr unity abstoactly, refuses to ass uny modiation, %and $ius -
tinks iato the condition of uslng extrinelp grounds of mediatlen, the strength of vileh
donsists ia olinging to thone rarrov ani cac-zlded acntezories or ths finits, whloh it
falsoly imagined 1inclf 40 have left for ever behind," (B, 65)

That is st111 in the Szaller Logle, What I want o do is try %o seo &% ia the
relstion of universal, pc.r!:iauly wnd individusl, as the dialectic af the Rotion. /'
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July 15, 1949

Ky dear Uracer

Tour lstier on Bukharin diseppointed me, Soms of $he uaterism) was precioss
but the vhols $hing #¢emed %o ms off the Srack. BRamorber. You are mow doing the
counter-revelntion withi“the rsvn . Wkat Bukharin 1s
more or lase know, Waat is roquired is to show in terrs of Largsr snd Bgalley e
Logle that thic happens nt gyeyy bg lsap into a newv stage. Ig 1s fine when you
glve a general survey that olarifies overything, But for the 44m baing thot 1s
snough. HNpend s wask if nesd ha showtas bor SRamd 5eos thle e & permanens
zovezeat - Crouwsli, Hapaleon, Stalin. Gat the loglcal movement of thess ir.
logieal, strictly loglonl Kegelian terms, a

Acother thing I migt warn all of uva againt. We vill zot be able %o
write froely, 6.g. bring in Engele onfichelling, ete. ( I give thig only eg an
example) We have to prove Seozriiing out of the Logle, Lenin's own vritinge
writings of Plekhsnoy, Gukkarlin sgainst lanin and such 1ike, We eannct siiy ond
of that, ¥e have to pin them down toilenin sald or Dislestic $ihe pacsags sgx in
Hwg Judy-Nov, sssay on Marx. In 1915 k2 said (7ol, Al, p. 84) Tho Aiffersmse
leymo and go, Thenr they say yes or no, If not they w11l marder uwa, Hobody 1e
#£0ing to be glvan extensive treatment in which to creats sonfusion,
detall ‘the set pages in Lenin that we kave $o deal with (thers will Ve otbors of
sourse that you all will choose) But our opponente whosver thay sre will Bs -
faoed with chapter and vores and what X8 say those preclse onm mean, C

I an for exumple vorking on the iast chspter of the Largerind on tho-
Hist'l Tendency of Cap, Acenl's, ' o Intanaive siori, nas. -
exteongive, I regreat to zsy that I hoven'y dons much,. A maes of idéas bud they
arTe aot coming out and I hsd to dtop %o do Twvellars ana the roview, Yut the.ldsas
are there I'know end I shall get theam out, Thay e Yery valusble ongs," S

J,
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duky 10,1940
Daar Jt

“Who,* seked Lenin in the beglnning of thg Coctrine
o Eagence, "would belleve that this (movement nnd aself-
movemant,r!is the core of ‘He§elianigm', of abstract and
abstruss {aifrienlt  abeurd?}fHegetionipm??®

That one asentence suds up pro-ifl4 Hapxism, for if
Lenin, who, among many other astivities, tock time out to wrive
n 400 poge book on philosophy, 1s firat now {101 4=15)gleafully
ghoutingtI found the core of ﬁugslinnipm snd 4t 1: thut precslacly
vhich Harx and Engels have graegped andé purified and we musi do
the some—i% ia olesr, painfully so, that dialactics slmply wus
no part of Marxism 1800-1014, Ae he w11l move into the Notlon,
he will move from !nternal conneotion to transiilon and from
seansktiume unity of oprosites Lo complete freedom, Wa might
bresk up the pralod 1914-1917 into two and day that rrox Aug.
1914 to Feb,2917 Lenin lived in the realm of 23sendo, and with
the coming of the sscond edition of the Russian Sovicte ho ldwed
in the.rsalm of notion, OF gourse he takas up the unity of
oppeaites in imparislism and in the gisputes on gelif-deteradnation,
but 1% is tha unity of oppoeites. within the notion of ecapiialism}
he has not yet conoretiesd the medlation; ha 1s for eivil wmp
and break-up of $he capltelist atate but he can only use genorele
1tlea for the neow soclely. With ¥eb,1517~--when ho recsognlzes -
the Soviets as the mediation ani#& the oame time gmes that the
opnoelition betwoen qathoa-—prolatarinnxnn:utzﬁgma-andvnima—
sonlalisme~has besn overaome and prolstarian Fevolution snd
goviet state is gontent and method and form and all asn be
spumed up in the one exprasaton "o a man® he arrives at State
and Revolution or method is purs noticn. :

How lot us datstl thoge twe perioda in Lenin's development.
It 4s the Tirst ugastar of Gapital which he says you scannot fuliy
u

uhdergtand witho he whole of the Logle, 'He then shows the »
logic of @apital to conelat of Marx'a veginning vwith simple boing,
a qommodity, and by & dual analysls --inductive and leductive,

or historical and logloal--arriving at the asgence that this
exchange of commoditias sontalns a goolal relationship, He rofers
ueg to the forms of value, whioh both logically and bdgtorioeallyy
_daevelop from the simple elementary form to the general un&versni
form, money, He says furthayr that the syllogism, the singular

1s the general, U=-P=I, hgs already been a?plled by Marx in Ch,X.
Bot whot was tha upshot of it nll? Wasn't it the fotishism of

the commodities which indesd contains not only the uiptory of
capltaliam. on? Lenin in rfaot will underline the

raoct that 8- The hlatory of capitallism and the analysis
of tha .o £ 4 on g swming 1t up.* Now while you stick with
fia, Tondenoy of Gap. Aoo, i1 want to linger ohc moXs momont &n
Ch.X for that last snotion of 1t shows the notion of
capitalist ideologles (they have found thc seoret of labor us

the source of all value but euznnot Tear off the retishiem of
commoditica) and the proletarint vho oan otrip off that veil
vesause nos "#roely assoclated men® thay oan treat, regulatc and
conaciouely plan production,

The only other conorete thing Lealn rafers %o in his
notes i the "ourvent theovy of knowledge.” He says that the
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Hegelien=Marxian theory of wnowlsdgo L0 ¢ Cnonledie wldeh fae0Ks
to undergtand the truth of Being; the ctioc, Siwe Hantilan, Machian
Yata, (Xt would bo intercasing 0 £iny ocut 1ow bhe bad in nind
with the Tate,"lewy Sn zoften the tTulll o roncah in order tu
clevata feith, Gonerstaly, hs had deslicd ¥ -0 the Sxukh of the
Baing of Im?arlalinm 13 Konopoly, ¥alle “ruthky had rloased gver
thot trath in ordsr o shadowbox with te Yavil) melioey® mbile
Bukharin h-d gloessd it over, -~nd heéncc Hpind to oubsiitudi &
dirferent truth for 1%, na.me:‘:{ the "wir tic 1 stnte” vhloh mueb
bha fought withoul any mecdtation, thur un.orestlm-tine the inportones
or rather significence of E;ole&arian riote,  Both oo ortunlen
and anarchise wish to be Aimnadiabely ¢ s ebeolute” e Hegel
would psy, MHera is how Lonin eombats Swdinrinism with hie Ry
acquired Hegelloniams 1)ooparetesnalysia of avery prricular
historignl situatlon (*Harxian dial-atiz:e demeade® 13)3 @)ehowing
the palslkiongiiip botvveen sonpomles nx hollvies in the epoch of
struggle for sogialism; 3)the ?E“m batwonn styacgle aguinst
war and against opportunismy 4)shaving how the updby of Gugulies

worke out conereloly, and hfm it ic daoosed 1D a wongly o ‘
syllogintic forw§ on the nne hand counterpoplny desncracy to

smporialisa while on the other hund r;a;s:l.tulatim:; to the lablerd -

. First, Lenin deals with Kievniy's “buslo orxor in ogia? 7
(Bo)..&wgpli.aé&-sl when the lattar conbendd thot becenss LMEE '
iagc ie a repudiation of democracy, “hence® Jenos. g *Luprattionble” -
under ospitalism; and Bacause Yonfy? gosinlian gan be* o roand®
to impo 1g%t vapr, "hense” it is o Apconiion to navence Aewel,
glognns unier cape, Lenin ehowe ot rMile Lmperleligm truncforns
 denceracy Antd an i1luston 4t "ot She e tice genepyiiag democs
ratis tendenclaa ameng the magsnn, oreries demoeindic institutidng,
ascenSungss ths antagoninm betuaen $umerialion. . .. 200 She masess, "
He showa further )p/227)that fie alowmn of DAYAL YEL for socirlica
1s a mesns bosh of onding the war “and the connggiion. belwemn
our siruzgle ageinst tho war an” t . atruzsgle egainat opusortunl me,
And xhen he surns from Kievaky, o fulthoarin, Lonin oums wpl
(p.231)"Hore 1o the ‘chlef rensan! e hiz (3'c) miiadvantured
he cannot-golve tha problen wmwwz
a_wash_ubn siryralo fop QondL vy
ozpatly as ‘eccnomism’ of blarced memory onilad to cunnset anp
1talism with the struggle for anmooranye ' : ‘

A very dofinite ohan. e ing poenrred An Lenin'c conooption
of rla:‘ouraug. 'Hig schema was from abeolutlem To bourgeclin demoo-

Tha Sovlieta of 1805 w-& o foryl, = arolet:rian nothod of
struzzla against absolutiem i ahowed th-t 4% ooald, with the
mage anmpart of tha peasanis, orerthrow absolutien, contrary to
the libarals who are willin: to compt mige vith Ghn a0RaPoiRFe -
But otili the of tho —~avolutlon rem:ined to astaolish
bouzzeois produstion, Row Lhe fnr comes and monovoly oapitallsm
ghows 1%self to be ﬁ 43 reerang than Tasrism or Jun¥erdom and
this monopoly of politics 5 usll a8 aconoalos pakeq Lbe bourzepds
raruhlic Liig o of meny tococrsdic demands. Cascoracy 1g a
atate am ay ds nize o nobAlACRELOD Af thn mosgap
right the s%ate. 1% 1s o wariidzstien nobt only of ne proletariat
but proad maaseg as the Irinn Rebslilen ehoved, The urgenoy
thererore that the fight fo» self-datoraination easuman in the
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imperialiast epoch a particular urgenoy. Horgovar bacsuze 1mpardol-
iam means a divisiop of the world smong the by poawers, she
"oompetition® Betwecn thom (free oompetition has bocome military
rivalryimakes poksibie such & sbruzgie ans & oonoreds one, Tng
referonte to the dlzlesctic ars very pronounced in ell hia artiolee
on gelf-determinstion, Thorne is in them dboth the oyposificn of
gustract aid ¢onorete, the intorerelatlonshly; besWiwen zli facets
thst 45, ar truc o faerllng of §ptnilty as So the aconomices of - '
mpenaiism itgelf, and whers from imperialism Lenin oom:s out

with the plogan of civll war-—thst 4 how the transformeilon of
free coupetition into Lto oncozite monopoly wWill bo resolvedw

he ocmes cut from hisg f£ight over the gista vith the ell-loportant
democrasy wvhich hns transifed from bourgoola 4dsuocialy—G FEVETH-
mont, 2 parliamant, wniverael suffrage—to pralabanlan (HroCrasy— -
a true palarlty on its yuy to lneluding the populaticonr "to & men®
pr@ thuc bacome teansformed Anto full. freedon or socialisn, :

The siimex $o this Tirst war pericd of development of
Lenin is Jan, 1617 when he delivers the ledture oa the 10086
Revoalution and saye the noxd timae the rovslution comes 1% w11l
be sooislist, and soviet is not meraly Poram but contant, olasa
rontent, that iz, not garlimnmxt but working body. Buf, ag is
seen from the rfivst fglegrnm %o Follantai, tho rirat 4xy of the .
sovlets he atill thinks of mere comtination of legal and 1llegal
work, mowe or less raspubtllo then, But on ths gegond day %he .
LEAP 1 madoe., It 4z broaden nut, brosden out, broaden oub _
masoos, initlative, We are entering the Notlon., 1t 1s not ondy
cognec%ﬁ.gn. but gransitinn, and then the herolem of the commmnards
and freadon, T . ;

. "I would say that the magzes showed in Jife that the
How/?.{e relationsnip betweem conorete and abstraot, between ideal .
and real, tho impulse to sell-movement, the unprededented inmitiative,
the individaal full development. -The ﬁg;g_,in sach gase gives tho '
true answer, For example,’ the how surplus value 1a realized
gaeve the angwor expanded produstion and honco he had ‘no oonoera
with markets, Tho hgy competition was %transgformed into moncpoly
-=gpeizlization of production-—sufdenly revealed zoglellzation
ag a bourgeocis concept and whoreas bafore tho answer o

ooncantration and centralization wna soolalisatlion, % :
the hgK absolutisn was ovorshroun shuowe the answer to bo o

Soviat 18 2 of gtate, o n.
af dsgooracy and 1t is that which 1 proclaim in M'%
ne aaya the wourgeois giate onnnot be diasocliate from Lourigeols
{ and therefore the 0ld slogan ia dead and outlived and
the new democracy msong 8 nev JXANEijion which will tasgs ue
from majority to ail, from demooracy to Trendam, from state o
witharing away of ﬂsatarhrrom squality to full Aerelopment of

aagh and from this he wilil nuvar chango,




Thera 1a anothor point I should liXxe to tackle but I haven't
all the linka, Imperialiam was a produst of monc.lioly capltalism
and in turn produced a now abeolute mohiopoly oapituilsa, Eow
ha looks 8% Garaany and he saya! weil er: it 1z 2nd ook at the
Aamnnt mnpnuu#n-nrnﬂc Qi' is Jnn}pprﬂnm. now 4 Qn'lv' ote. Thea
he writ nd_Rav and he srqret on the brsis ot the
state monomly capltalicnm, aven Just on the taels of a trust for
that natter, Engale sgaw plan: the quesation 1s who, and the anawer
universal eontrol., But &n uppnqition st1ll e:d.sta. 1% 1e %true
ho never veadasz of saying, tho masses tc a mmn, not “they®. éut
sti1ll both asvents are bern within the sawpe inpreisliat shell and
ke o i¢g, the economlc bugle remalns tha grme,.
Rithout geirng to trmde union debate, we would show the "to « man”
on y as an abstract universal; ahou"d we lonve 1t at that? -

Bukharin is the unnmy ar ggursa, the countererevolution
within the rewlution, from mpeﬂialist ¢oonomd g to nconcomios
of transition perdoed, "which 1 Duresueratic economiom; "mm
Bragt-litovek 3o "movialiss at torisiss paca® At 1z 5 "purs
exarple of we surfer not only from tho llving but from the daa:l
in thie omes, tho dgad balng the outlived capilialism stratoh.‘.ug
for iis absaiate of soncentrmtion. ®ih thabham:a or ‘ena raa.n which
the ssl Lf-developmnnt of man £lons Oon Deeomd mo Ia fo:.'co or tmly
huran soclety. 1 sm not sure of this but Lt seems to me that to
show how. subjectivity entare tles in dfirootly with the diuleotlo
. of the party, ‘and in 3ts wo will sec both the withering MY ‘of
the psrty with the gtate with democracy, and $ho ahell thai wmnts
tc hold on and gtrangle the ney and uhﬂch w1l} be ritzho wl‘bm.n
the rs'rolution.

: At thig noint too m:my raw maaa arn r‘lonting about,
nna %e have oxpanded Ao much that I am not sure I have o view of
the whole. It 'seems to ms that 1% would be around abocut now to
meet and disguss and then to draft. But if you think I ghould
try a Gig at 2t now, I will, but.I feel rathar incomplete,
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The sontradietion in Lenin between tno practlocing revolutionar
dialectician and the thinkiixg Kaulskyan is the contradistion of
Russian scciety whéel singular development mmwum from feudal monarchy
even to bourgeols monarchy was through proletarlian methods of
atmuggle, Lenin's philosophic leap from materialist evolutlon %o
diglactic revolution coincides with the Susalan proletariat's
ooming of ege fms= through meshodology (5%, Fetersbucg Soviet,is05)

%o unity of methodology mnd content {1017 Jovietg). Both Lenin
and the lussian proletariat "reflect" the development of Russie
vhose method of produstlon-did not "matoh" i%s non-hourgesls
imperial rulﬁ. That 1g,\¥hile world imperiallsm resicd op monopoly

. capitalism, Russien imperial rule rested on semi-feudslismiwhile
1ts LAgolnted bourgeois methods of production was in fact in SNk
conflied with Tesrlset imperialism, To make the nethodle of producw
tion worthy of imperiel rule was beyond the capacltliee both of
Tgarist autoeracy and real living Aussian capliellsts, The revolu-
tion in produciicn necessary necessitated a revolutlionary class
which at this stage of wug%g developmo:t could not be dlssected
into & method and a content, )

dp far we are treading -on familSar ground, but hers delim.-
itation, tranetion and leape ovor gaps are noeded $o concretliae
this abatract absolute of ours, For .instance, Lanin eould bo |
a prasiiclan revolutionary and a khinking Kautekylan because
the concrete and (¥B, os Lﬂﬁin would put it)revolutionary answers
to the problama raised by Tussia's developmont were

Dourreole.
auswer:i angwers that flowed from the egonomic gontant of Eussia's

coming Phvolution., The dlvislion betwssen mothod and oontent parale.
lelled the actunl dnvelogment of the Fussian oconomy on the one
hand snd the Russien prolotarist on the other nand, When the
proletariat mads its leap from isolated goviet to zoviets as khe
dual pover that would esson become a pay type of state, 1t grounded
Lenin's leap into his April Thesie so firmly to L%Zgelf that Lanin
woo able to speak very simply: "I 'caloulate' golely and gxc

on *he workers, goldiers and pepeants being able to tackle better
than the officials, better than the polige, the: and
difficult problems of inoreaasing the production of foodstuffs and
thelr betier dlgiribution, the better provisioning of the soldiers, -
eto.8to. *(VI,p.43) .

: I% 48 as simple ag all that: the pragties of the proletariat
and the peasantry demmnds a certaln t¥pe of preazhing of ecolallsm,
Note the etages in his April Report: (1) §
meagures of the pexsants demmnds the natlonslisatlon of the a/
"Ppavate ownearship of land sust be abolished. Thip 1s the task
facing us, for the majority of the pecple are for it. To mocomp-
1ieh, we noed the Soviats. It is a messure that thal cannot be
affected with the aid of the old govi. bureaucracy.”{VI,p.101)

(2) We goclalism, €3) Tne miner nfggjlggg
it, Hs is nct interested who fx his presidant; but how %o run

- production and distribute bread. That seme thegls woves us
from monopoly to state control and the difference botwesn that
and workers oontrcl in the same manner as hia thesle on imperialism
moved ug from bourgeois te proletarian demooracy. Let us once
agaln follow through both devalopments,

1683 First to be noted is that out of Imperiallsm flowed the
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nev urgenoay for self-dgterminatisn as a right vhich v1il bring out
4 in the fight with the 4impordalist bourgeolsie

1ch would in Surn bring the soelalist proletarist un the historie
scene, Y of the soclalist proletariat on the scene, tho
Boviet tyBs of state thers would flow nok only zroletarian
bat proletarion fntamati unelicm, The sohome of movemend
then ia from bourgecia dococracy to prolotarirn demogracy and
Tyor bourzeolie nletonie sng wraniat fhtarnationnlism (ims.) £a
true prolatarian internaticnalliesm, That 211 firat find ite
full ex~roasion in the 1920 theels! "nroletariun internationalis,
demand s, firatly, the subordination of i interests ef Siv' prol,
struzile ln ona country to the interogts of the gtruggle on a
~orld genle; and,sseonily, 1t csila for the abllity and raadinosa
an the pertof the greateei nationnl sacrifices for the saxe of
overthrowing international ss:iial, *(X,;p.235-5), This ig the
logleal developnont of selr—dotnrmlnation ubich, prior to Aug,l¥ .4,
moant fraodon of sompetition and rule of home merze$, poat-Aug.l9l4
maant prol. demoo, and Hov, 1917 mzans prol, fnternz {onalismo

But %c return to the historianl developueant and not rush
throuzh logienl ocrcluslons, in tha noxt
stage of devslepmont from Applli Theslg, Now this pauchlot may
{and no doub% was) writton azminet tho opportunist perversiona
of Marxiet teachlngs of tho state and the re-egiablizh o the -
eve of the proletarian revolution of tho nezosslity to- emash up
the bonrgaoizostate maohinery. But 1t was j writtoh 0 oObe
plete Lenin'a notional development, Therc &4 A scheng of e
-moveront here which le7active as tho achenn of movement in objeagtive
developiment, Tho sore of Hegelianigm he finds in 1914 to do . |
movemant and golfemovement, Then as he acomes o the Notien (p,72)
he. swxrarizest “Briefly tho dialeetioc can ba defined as the dostrine
of the unity of oppositaen. Thersby 1s the keruei of the dinlectie
graaped—but that demande explanation and developuent,® This

ox¥1§natlon and development® wmg done not abetracily. but conw
oretaly. : e .

" Firgt, he ereated his new absolute when ho integrated
Harxian dizleoctics as par:a inasparable, of Hnrxism£ end hig

1%ed, aliogathar too avatrzot, But oneo
W The roxt atudy he
aIripllse-lonin was fully armed wlth Xkux a
e e rmnahe Fortn ok
8 OUpoalia, mMONODOLY, ortd o Doy,
W- "Fhero im nofi g EANY \mn%m." ho writes
unins"which sannot under gertain condition teareformed] into
its oppogition.* tranaformation 1a the L Gt o omp,
" int%o monopoly} ¥um 1% 1s the tranaformation of ey st wars
into olvil wars and imperisliat politisa into democratic politics.
TAhe botwean scoiallam and denoerasy in the epooh
of impor sm 1n§a forth anosher applloation of Hemgelian
dialeotics-maniroldedness, many-gsidednezs, otality. In "The
Gollapsge of the Saesond Int," Lenin demands "a many-sided invertign-
tlon of a given sozinl phsnomenon in ilse Jdevelopment.® Unlcas
Jou s%e¢ At " 2 he warng, that Gixlootlce is
traneformed into sophiatey, 3% oounterpoaltion of Zialngtice
to sophiatyy g present both in the actual notea on Hogel znd
in artloles on galf-datermnlnation both agalnet P & B aa vell es AL,
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In Rhis philogephic le~p note also the diffaerence in his
Notos on Helence of logle where the exhilaration over the dletovery
naerly murilea any ocriticism of Hezel, and those on History of
Fhilosophy whers he becomea a sherp eritic of Hegol and Plekhanov
and by the time ko formulates taseer in thone 3 superb pages salled
Op Dislegtiq he hite nieo at Engels, MNoreaver, the unity or
opnositea, movement and seli-moVewent have now baen broadened
by the "Silarular 18 the zonaral* and tnouladzas 1e o arinls of
clrcieas ¥hen he writes "Each fragment, seg@ent, seetlou of this
curva con be transformed {tranaformed onc-sed - dly) into an Andenen-
“ent, complete atreat line whieh then,..leads into the auagiira
he ig rfighting the oppoeltion yithin the revelution: Bukhapin,
And vhen ho seys that ohilcsophic idenliem is not groundlesa;
*5t ig o gt undoublaedly, but 2t 1a » asterile flover
that grows on the living tres of living, fortile, geniuine, nower-
ful, omnipotant, objective, absclute human knowledge,” (iX,p,85)
ha is‘tha full dilalerctician,iltxkxwkiixnesx It never agsin &6 .arates
iLpall from him,

lote for exnmple that when ho moves from fighting with
the Marxists on gelf-detorminstion and moves toward socislist
ravoliution in Hueein, he wrltee that both the revolution gnd o
sounterrevolution heiped_-'rom the "procise pelf-determination of
all classes® in Ruesla, This'preciee aelf-determination® he .
lists in his Lettsra from Afar ag “"Arming of the proletariate-
all elae ip 1in," Whan February comes, the bourgeois rovolution
i1z complated in an "eriginal® manner, 11119 original manner is
the way in which the ggperalization of the “bourgeois democratic

revolution® has MW worked out, The "how" here g the
which 1g both oonerete (the mechardem why the old sdogan

must be given up) and univeraal { the mechanism or the new individunals

ization of the universal)t "Who e7n say whether a speaial 'rev,-

dem, Glotatorship of the proletariat and peaesntry! Jdet from

the bourgeola govt, g mw gtill poasible in Hyugsila* Pe40)

And ohnes 1t ssems non-detachable from govt., or state and state

is an inatrument of oppression, and the transforaation of the

instrument of cppression of the ppiority (the masaes) into that

- of & ﬁmm (the capitalists) would required dmnaﬁmtm :
-mobiligation of the masges, a revelution to amash the old gtate
maghinery, therefore ths right for demooracy is the right to smash

the state, Btate and Revolution almply. be written now,

Thepreoleataria? is also readying to make s conneotion Latwaen

demecracy and revoluti n in the anndia of history,

) We need 2xwxy iinger for one morse concept though before
ve move on to 5 & R, And that ip the queztion of “control.In his
April Thesis he brings out two factors from 1891 critiuism of
Erfurt program: (1) Engsls'es emphasis that planloes ceases with
trustification, and the corollaxy to 1t (2)*Monopoly in goneral
ha e evolved into. state monopoly., ObJjective conditiona w thet
the war haa acoelersted ths dev, of can, which advansed from
capltaliam to imperialiasm, from monopoly to state ccntroll* BState
control 15 of course bourgeols aontyol en he therefora .
elaboraten the prasiical meaggurag th asanthand the miner, each
in i« own wzy, is taking againat the . is moving from
K'stote control® to"workers scntrol” in the same way as he moved
Trom bourgeols flemooracy to proletarisn demooracy. ]_685
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The Universallty of Socinlism will agsume the Partiaularity
of Joviets and oonoretise iteelf into the Individuality of
population “to a man®. Btatq apd Reyvolution =t the gume time
moves the"workers control™ over the capisiallist to universal
control vhich 1s the foundation of ascolaliem and™withers away"
bucomes it becomes "adminlatration of things?, Henin moves
slovly herz, folloving Enmgels clogely, and noi rorgott&ug dsar
old Hegel, He ssys that Socialists used to treat zngels
statement “nut an end to the atato...as bthe atate* ng 4f 4t
wera a “Hegelian Weaknoss" (VII,p.18) "As a4 matBer of fast,
howsver, these words bviefly exproas the axperience of one ol the
gresxt proletarlan revolutions, the Parie Comnune,...As 5 matter
of fact, Fngols spenks here of the 'abolition'! of the
state by the prol. rev,, while the words about its wilthering
avay refor to the remarnta of the proletswiap atate B&ter the
soclellst revolution,® Lenin comes back.fo the oritiglam of
Erfurt, !e repeats planessnass bas ended (p.63)but ve must not
forget that gaplialism romains and "wage slavery 1s the lot of
the neople even in the moet democratic bourgeols- republic, 7" {p.19)

‘Again, very simply, he *applies anoiher dialestical laiw
to the state whisch 1s pore demceratio "but atill a state maching
in the shape of the arsed masses of workers who begome. transiorned
into a versal peopla's militia,: .

. . "Here 'guwntity is transformed into quality?:
degrae of demoe, 18 connected with overatepping the boundariles

of bourgeolu_sooclety, with the hojinning of ita snalalint recon-
gtruction, ' If, indsed, all take part in-the adminiatration
of. tha atats, capitalisam cannot retain its hold. The dev, of

eap., in trun, liseld oreates the ngggggg&g&ﬁgghthat gggp@g indeed
'ail’' to take part in the adminiebration of she state F o

Lenin then ghows that becomes of thi: of produstlon ,nd
diastribution san be establiahe&;gggzg}ﬁ%%. 3re is your firast
phase,Compare wlth the astual 1617 revolution and wateh the-

sohema of the real movement from smashing of state to workews
sontrol and from workers control to Soviet Counoll of Natlonal
Ecnomy, never verying Rowever. that the activitles of ths Feoples
Commlssars can only proceed when the initiztive ts FROK BELOW .
and the Immerdiate Tasks of the Scviet Govt. oan only axlet because
¢f the creative work of the magses froim below and TO A HAN,

a ach nt from workera control to workers admindstia-
tion, or beginninga of the reconstruction of soclety 1s the

harder Job than the smashing of the astate and the true movement
from sssence to sublectivity and frecdom, and this roint is
enpharized in he last of Lenin and in his fighta with Bukhayin
{From Ravislon of Program--very, yory cruclal debate--tc Left-

¥ing Chlldishness) he bawle B out for pralsing him onily wvhen he
describa the Wrank-up of the machinery "The petty bourgeois in a

- fransy may nleo want ag much,*(VII,p,377)8af saakx “failing to

take note of the other, more important fenture, the oanptrustion
of goelallsm, The movement iz completed, the contradiction overocona,

From here to dovelopment of the whole aigniflcance of

Lenin & Logic 48 a long ways to go yat, and I would feel more
gertain ir I were to do that after a Full-drass dlscuseion of the
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I tried to get rou on the phone but Aldn't sucoeed. Thersfore I am dropping
you thie note to couvey to you two things which bava sudderly deucsnded upoz me vith
an overwhelming clarity. .

f

1) ¥hen Lenln raachss the chanter on tha ,.A'L_lute Idga, hs ig completely at
home, You oan fael £t in him comments and in hla celectiong, That lg only partly
becanse ka han gone. throvgh the vhole and reachsd the end, so to spanle, To $hink
that that wna all would mean an idealistic conception of the rolation between, theory
and practice, It asens jg@g,jhst the renson ha fslt go much at home here was that

this had desn what was @¥ganic to ddm in hie mnmmﬂnm That

4"15 vhy he ls on home ground, oo to upeai,
2) The f£inal chapter is dirtcted. not ngalnet the reformiasts, ut ageinst the
comter=revolutionlsts within the rwolution. The agsence of ths latter isi YHEY
_n.iARD *58 ACVOLRUTION AR A TGOL, A MEAES, WHICH GiFS RID OF ONE 2OKTIRT AND ESTARLISHE:
A N&Y COMIXNT. This baw mngent zgta);'b" hshod through the methed ag.togl then aecquires
an pxtarnnl determinetensus «469) which le reflecisd upon externally, is, orgasmized,
ar Swiat 3-!---\‘.‘1 @adi- A.L-\— W\W . tn Ao teecks
Why do I feel so surs of thist Orp idntlimmy, ook ot a..,,; at
ey

1) Just befoz'u Ho.gal moves irp the Absclute Idea ha "ini.ahu up vith Kant
and Fichte,

I He says. 23#-2:5) thet onee l@m}m: mners_g_e__ 0 sub,jsey_lv;_tz_of
pﬁrpBa once’ talcen atapn %o $he world ¥hot 1% ought to ba, in ths
mec of wi salf, the {initnds and contradietion vhieh are iavolved nsgessarily

1n w111 g ought, aré abolighed ~-anity of the 3haoretical and
the prectical tded, $o, form of 1ife which im ﬂw actiyity of the \Notfon: ¥hat
¢ipg cen this b dxoept the Tevolution!. Disledtic abd Mstory; so 4o gppesk; heve

Tepve behind thou wao th!.nl: of tho good only as ponl‘hle who, remin 1n the realm of
Bll.é’,ht : . ' . a '-\ T

Lﬂe gaya 1% even wore strongly in the Larges Logle, \pn%l}-ﬁ. .Pruupponttlon
in genars) is here {renscended, that ig, the determination & tHa Good as an end which
ig am;é@é;gWﬂgnn_m_itr content, the necepsity of realiring it Wy
suh ive rotl¥ITy and thiw gotivity itaedfeadn the resnlt medintion dranscends
itealf; ths Dosult. ie an dupadisay which 15@&7 Feaonefitation of the prosuppos-
ition but rather the fact of its tFaiscendednésc.. The Ides of tha Notion which &s
m determined &n-end £oF itxelf iz bbug poaiteni no longer merely in the aotive

$,<vaf egually As an immedigte actually; and the latter conversely ig posited
ns 26 i Congition, as objcotivity which-ir vorltsble,/ Hareby the individuality
of the subject, with.yhich L wag offected by ito vresupnosifion, ang A sapnenred;
it 19 thw now ae Mﬂ a1 f-1dantitw: fnr it the objeciiviiy of the
Batlsn 25 m and {zasdlat=ly LEAgRR: ot the aud, aat, J‘Tsv BR Wich au the i'illlJ“i
lmows -$tiel? fto ba the Notion detarmined in and for ftaelf, | In this resnlt then
' CoaNTTION 15 reconstructed and undted with the Practies) T ity yhich ie
“found as- givan i3 at the sands time ieterm&ned as the raglilgediabsolu )
ever_ (ng.in inquiring Cogutiticn) mersly as cbjactive world withn; tha o

ive
of the Motior but ms objeative world vhose inner growund and actual p!ru‘ etence {x th
Motion, This is the Absolute Idan—y(itnliet in originel German) . k,_,

féﬁﬁm wﬂ'nnﬂw/ﬁwﬁ’ﬁ Nu"“
et Mt ounly « ook
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: iha finel leen.

This is the lsteszt, the highest, the final Amnedincy! And precisely for
that reseon, Hagel would pot ha Hegel, :the dialectic would not be tae dimlectlo
1f at this point precisely lio A1d nod ehsv you t@;g__p_gg-‘a_ﬁﬂty inherent iz this
Absolute.

... 1 Piret, ha cays, lst there bs no guoation atout 1t1{Italice in Gorman ozig)

St

(Y} dpng Apsclute ides, s the Feasomabls Nitlsm vhick in it realit
only with itnelf, irs the return %o 4L YT reacon of this immodiacy of itc oblectiva
fdentfiy; mt on the other hand it hes squally tranccended this form of lts immedisey

ang contelns the highost cpposition within fteelf.®
I pense n moment for the lust part of that sentence to slnk in,

Mha Notionds net only Sgsle but alse ie free ond eubjective Yotion, which
ig for ituelf and tharefors has persgnelify.- the practicsl aud ochjective Motlon,
determined in and for iteelf, which, me person, ig imperatrable and atomic subjént-
vity + wbile at the g eme time 1% ig not exclusive fuvdividuslity, tut is, for itesls
Univerzaldty snd Gognitfop, and in it Other has i4a oxn obJectivity for odjsab.t

D;;'i-i"ﬁix thie up with Baing=for-Self in he realm of Baing, hs is saying,
39svith bourgeols individuaiity, ) S

L ‘ ' - T
"Everything elcc is error and gloom, opinion, ptriving, caprice snd
transitoriness; the Abscluts Idea alons 1a Relng, Lmerichalle Life, seif-kpodng
truth, and the g : ) .

Ic 4t tooc mych to thinz that and Lenin  would have subatituied the

xmedat word tibg, p* x:lanant revolution, every timg Hsgel used the vopfe Ahscluke
Adea. ‘ ’ ~ i “ . : g

‘

_ | Havisg established this, lsgel #ulls us straightforvardly (there'is no
chapter in Hegel as stealghtforvard se this, an i he too by the tine he reschud
hero was corpletaly at home) hat he is not going %o Teviev all the atagex by which
this Abgolute Idea has besn reoried tut ¥What remgins{tharefors)to ba considered
wero ig not @ content ar euch tut the universal element of ite form ~ thet L8, the
m-ﬂ . /.»/’—'.—”".— T e fe :

' He 45 going te tell us bov 411, revolntlens move Yv rgrativity pud hende whab
tg the differonceé betwsen going slong, developing with thig gelf-developing negativ-
7 01 the revolution, it between that which wos Leninls meihod, and tha mathod of
éunto revolution, . 4/ :

He begins very phlffirin moderately to introduce you to the latter, @)
content it agsumed as given to method, snd ig mesumed to be of prculinr naturs, then,
;n such o doterminstion, both tha method and logle in genorel arc a morely syiaInal
o, : <

Such an aswumplion, he says, has beep proved by the whols courss of the
Logie, to be untanablas YIt has turned ont, (got)that soma"—g’@ objectk agutd-y
the fu tion, to which the chaglute form would be ralntén‘ uf o morely o
and ingent dotezmination, dut on the suntrary $that the form ia the gbafute
Lon_npd ) flzate tyush,ma the methodles swarged as the Hobtiom-which Jkumes JNE8
ute, Tath subjestive and otyective, ‘that is as the yure correspond-
ense dbBtween the Notion end ite Reality; aw mm erfetance which the Hotlon 1twelf iw.*
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He goes on 30 say that up to nov we lhave undiratand what the Foticn is
- but now we have to see thal the '3etlcn 1o znd that itz movement iy
Ly, the gelf-deta¥alaing snd aslf-ruclising move-
mant, Henge the method mist be recongized to bsdialversal without restriction;
to b6 & mode both internal and external, sud the Zoree w £ y e,
whizh no objact can resist insofar az itm ~recents itgelf az exteran) and ay
renoved fyom and indspendsnt of reawon, while alse it con nelther havs a particular
Satirs an nooingt 4t noe £21) tu ba venatrated by is.7

1 ean'd veatat typing out mouws of thde, It moves 5o eanily. Alro ¥ amd
P snd L fon't have & copy of the LL oo far s 1 know, Byt I won't retypa ths whole
chenbes,

Then agein he contrants the ravoluticanry dtalactical concept o the Mattod
with dwxeenciers vhat 1 all ths counter-revolutionary corcept of the Mathad, 2

— S e

e e

*ln lngniring comitfon the metiod 4s iilewise in the position of & Logl,
of a meong wilch gtends on the subisative zids, whareby the mothod relrtes 1tself
ta tha ojech. - In &hig sylloglem the oubjest is ons sxtrame and ths nlLject the
other, anl by s wethod the forusr atiaches 1tuels $o tho leibsr, twut doss nod
wrdn, for itself, attach 1tzelf %o ltwell, The extrames remain ddeiinet dscause
£ 3

4hod god objest ore not poxtied me the ons Sdantioml Noflou." Fencs

proly achiaves an axternal detnmmtmnga\ .

' [siote that Bo in telking BaTd dout Mashod, 1.8, $ho_fora of e Amolu¥y |
Tiea,.ice. the ey gtags.of identity of-theory and jsotise which ve huve veadhidy(/
"and nat_just dbout previcus fomms of eopmitises T e |

. A o v . o
‘ ff_@.) 1% ig sbeolutely necanerry that %herb:‘mg&‘begin vt Sabrnet undversalisy, 7
shatsigh nedferelation,. the simple nnd univercn, the in-ltgolfness of the Kbgolute,
(465-172). Don't be hesitant sbout beglnning tnore axrbitzarily with ontegnvical
uncoascionanaay  (465). - o

P . .

'(fg)\)ﬁu.t ffhe goncrate Sotality which ia the bagloning contains se nuch the
Taglaning of\progreas and of davelopaent, ' As conoryte it ia 1y

Juted; but BArsuwson of its ariginel Yomediocy the fivsi diiforantictions are
Xoriong.fhe . acy, hovever, eu self-retating matversallty and es subjodt, i3

algo ths Phig Reflection 45 Yhe flreb mga, of

advonoe, ths emsigencs of Wm:mmm in genoral,

‘ . o~ . ST, .

Mt 1ENyou. bave got to nes the differenti,tion iahi.zy'_\,h}m Ravrolution, for
that is after all vhat we sre denling vA%h. The word for T chove is AHeltar= |
cehen' which Jiterally moans "proceedinz fuzrther,® You can't proce furthar )
unleas you racognire this internal differenhintlon, Thelldteinnt wore lg thatAdd”
it toket up sgaln squally extermolly frap the cenorete that which 4t nad lafh out ‘
in the abatractivecarsation of tha En_iverqal."j : ‘

That 1 precigely vhst Leifuiy and Scheillyg did, fadiing 4o Esing=Tor=
Se1f- nnd ha Atmolubn Iden liko a ghot out of sha platol, thoy tkan turmed around
ané vegan patting into thiz bourgeois Zndiviinal (Latbnly) and this revoludionesy j
1dentity (fchslling) the qolentifis prejudices of thelr tize — Nabural schence (Laibdp
niz); Sociology (Schallingi

* Agelnat Thene,Hagel reaffirms what hs has gaid in (1) and (2} obove, calling
them uow"thic Gy aynthetic aad amaBtic momeitk, of the Wadgwent, Ly hich the

.wg.gﬂr&gﬁ: azlglt xnt ogo in.;saglf";to be itz owm Qther! end
| e 1689
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. 1 wlll leaave out tha eouple of paga.i whero he daalc with dinlectic as aophintry.
They aro nst integral to the arggment.

beging, p.’}?s-bottou, to zaviev egaln this form of the Abdsolute method,

Lret term Sopaidaved An and for ltaclf ehows itaelf $o ‘be 1ts own other,®
s 5& Csimen oprigine) the word nnivanas) comes bafors fivet so that it 2esd
g uni.vm?}i‘ #irey®), "Yeken quita generally this dotermipation may bs held %o
mean™thit what first was .mmm s thue gaediated »nd Zelated to_an Other, or that

tha #nivoves] ig ax a particular.®
The Novada dogument,

"Tho sapand termy which has this avigen is accomingly th
£irss and (12 we allow in sdvance for the further dewlmenths the
¥rom thig negative sids the izvadiate bas 'baaom Avkpexged in the Gdhar, tut the
Other ig essenilally not ths sapiy - WLng m_nh ig comonly taken
as the raanlt of tha su.ulaatisv F i et A

al'r.uget.her cont i

Hegal kmew that in the developing nngntzvitr of the revolution, you dlan'y
have to wOITY ahoud the rsstoretion of the nra—-rmlutionm sochety,

{I kuow that I am repea.tina wuch of tka Hmda doounant bers mi it Lg hecesmary
.far the fiow) - .

BAITACY 10 _Aer. t}u Othex in 1%, the nmtiﬂ/h.\
At, h the sagond- tera lintefiln dlslaotis momany, conelshs 1n ths rositing of — :
the “Waleh L4 ‘contalned 1n 8.0 {005 Jou oan't ses thic unity; 1t is '
be “eantt mee the intarnal Tontad ctory charaster of the doterninations
" contained in ths fizet negadiva or second Sexm, And the reasen you can'E, is :
that you kave $Hlowed the contradiciory coatent which Mes before it to dmp into
_ths aphars of gensusus reprasenintion, . mwsp_g_ep “aud ¥ing, vhere the contradictery
tarmg are hald.spaxk in gpatisl and tsmpora:l. Suxtaponition-and tims 2ons dafore
eonsclousness witbout being in contast,™ alatract Yavolutfoniam with whieh
Sokalling began, the positivism with vhichThe ﬂMﬁﬁum and I
dsieralnations arising from the flirst imeuw nade hin end up with a monotheistic -
God, “Fhiw. thought mukes Atpits fixed principle that conbredletisn 1s. unthinkcadle, ¥
Ihou else, 0ould he have been thirking of extept Pohelling? Sertainly not Kan
*In poink of fact formal thought éosm think contradiction tut imeediate!
E'u-ard.l 1t and with tha emnty asterticn of that ps-l.nni.p'!.e pasnes over to i
t no&stion.“ ) - _1/‘;}

g et y‘_._ -
.u‘-t L
. / "

gource of all aotividy, of living and epiritnal syif-movsmens, nu dialectio so
yhich all trath has in 1t and through vhiok 1t aldnu is t:mth.

A o n
- 1 *The nogaviviiy wiich hms Uoen aaa.‘.;a,.“,‘. is f’.;..a w;z iha mavement

of the Koticn, It &z thae mmmmwmmm the innersost
ul ‘

"The mooond negative, the negative of tho negative, which we have reo.md, ia
this tranccendsnse of the ccatradiotlon, Yab. ig no more
reflegifon thun the contradistion 1p; 1% 1s the
by virtue of vilch a Mw'

Note! you cannot have tWtivt a0 1aternal and dalectical @

you had the f‘rﬂt.
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0 "!his mgatiﬂw uha ucond) a8 self-transclndlng contradietion is the Pegongtitn~
MM of simple un!.\reraa.nty......lhh xasply is fxnih. It
ip lmmedio®y 22 sl) 55 Sediatyl but 48 45 nod precpsrly comprehanded Yy fuwms o
Judgment like \tl» third term is immediacy and mediation' oriit $o their suity';
for it is not § guenaemt third term but as this unity, is melf-mediating movomeat
and mtlﬂ.tr. Ag the begin.ning vas the upivarsyl; the result is ths

§ what the former ig in 1tpelf, thelattier ig now oquu
for mem the mv.rm 1o poatted in the subject, The Tirst two mowents of Shs /

‘tzipliolity are ths sbatract and falsee momente, which for this very reason are :u.* ocbf
ical and moke themselves into the subjest by virtue of this thely negantivity,"

fThenetbod of #rudh koo knrown the beginning to be incomplete beseusze it i
beglnking, Yut ales Lpow thin ingsemplote term in geaarsl as nounas-;r. bc »
truth 19 Snly sali~oofnnsidsnge, thrsupk the negativiiy of !meﬂm. ;
\../' .

Then follows the persgraph beglaning “That lmpatience whose only wish is ¢

#0 bejhind the dﬁsmm (whithar in the form of beglmning, object, finlta, or
1u eny other fo and to te Lmdiately in tho sbeolnte, hza nothin.g befors it
&l objact of its cagaition bnt tho mp%;r Tiegative,. tho abatraet infinite”,

I hope thin (ses J'i httor JnJ.;r 11.) pow gscens ingogrsl o the uhoh mv
of m Abzolube de. o ‘_’_,, _
- #ohe pure lmd.iw ot Iatug, in yhch at firat all deterzination i Bppeara $o
. be sxtinat or omitied by sbsirachion, i tha Idsa whioh has renched ite adequate
self-gyuility throush mdi.a.tien, - thab h, through thmirmeendnmc of md!uuon."

' Phiw movemand. fhrough m;uw. and medtation, and return to :.mdz.uy and
ahemqsaim m&la&tion‘ i ting ths vhole movenent of %hz Z-ogd.u. l)

I h;éln thin w8 5 Mta, ub the thlng has carx'iad 1tselt: th:ough ﬂ.'re pms
It was nnt ny "mernal nﬂauﬂon" Tt o kind of se‘.l.!—xmnmanh Ce =

A . - An ever,
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' Dear J3 T w0 o \W o
‘ I think it is time that I wrote down mome of the ideas and problems that I

hove taen thinking about during the last few weeks, evan though thers are still some
arone in which I mse the light very dizmly.

The first point which throws light on the Logic, Lenin end contemporsry
politics Let Wo can asgert categoricelly that Hogel had t enptmies - the twe
. formg of idoplisgm.® Theow ara:

_,\l'...

‘\‘_\‘ J I, .1‘\\3‘.% ‘t(‘. _/\-.\‘. [
o ( I. fnbjoctive ddeatigm - the 2nd attitude of thought to objectivity ' °.

-~

W \ane 13, _'n'tﬁ?om'iqaausu) the thirdd attitade of thought to objestivity '
AN T

YY" The firgt ia the school of the right idealists or reformipts. The secord is
Ihe school of the left idealists, abstyact revolutionists or "positiviste,” It phould
bo noted here that in ths decade after the turn of ihe century the faosional fight
") -between thase two schools and Hegel reged. Thers are innumerable books, letters, eto.
7 _%o_docoment this. Hegel, as we know, reprssentsd what we can call the prineliple of
-parmesent ravolution, or self-~movement by constantly developing negativiiy. We fan
-7 elaborste this further by salling it 2 conception of development whichis alvays at
its goal and which is neverthelsss in constant relf-movemert by negativity, It ip.
therefore in qpp_o;i_tion-to:-'rerom:mﬂ.fqr‘wrﬂg. the. goal. is-alwsys—dn ths :ﬁ'ﬁmﬁ{—'* o
: Uind abetract revolutioni :f&s‘x‘ ‘whom, once the goal has been Tenched, th-ro}l

" =T \7 HUkd¥s negative development or modiation, wnd al
- _ 'L ] . that is required 13 an organisation of what g
) \,\\ bRen accomplished, - . ) -

As ve kuoy the movement of the Logiioi thet PP

A

o %he Particalar - Kedfation of oppostiams, firat negation, determinstion’’ - -

\\? ‘Universnl - -immsdiate vnitly of opposites, the ilndeterminate - . N
t

3, ¢
\ .

o the Indivicual - Unlly '6f oppomitesior megation of negation in which the subjsct J
S 13 apizmediate wiaie s overcome madlatiom, . o .. - . .

1

o~

- Iuorder that this general movement should irmedintely hsve & 'lern_‘i"gaqt;.ar.ic

meuning; we-can roughly characterise theme ihree stageq as:
Univerzel - immediate unity of oppesites or gi eituation which im the =
_ . rasnlt of & previous revolution —my
(¢ Fartienlar - Yritical perfod of opposition of fore s, or mediation and .-
' nagation in preaparation for a revolutiop - —-._J e
Individusl ~ the revolution itssly £ Y R .

. Ho matter whether you lock at the Logic ag a whole, or at any glven mection of .
1%, this 1 the structure and movement. %hus: ' : .

Being - Universal Being in Gepersl - Univerumi : :
;| Rowanse ~Particular oF Determingte Being - Particular o ™
/. Hotion ~ Individugl Being-for-Self - Individusl A Tl
v B | St T A
A W: { L . .

14 I3 “

' * A footnote ia neceasary hevs on Hegel's attitude to Ewpiricienm or the{firit attitude
_of thought o objeotivity. Hegel dvesn't econceilve ths empiricists es serious ensales,
‘[Ho recogatues that empiricimn once had o contribution to make (S1438) in making xan fasl
yat home in the world, tut throughout his work he only slashes in paseing at any who wonld
{ renain with the immedingy of sense-perception, uistaking it for truth, The fact o the

matter g that after ths French Revolution (1.e, in philosophy s 7 TR
\“u‘?“. to soclety play mo lmportent rolé in socicJI.) dn:lopma:f vor Yast) nom-artty e
B - 1692 1
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! Wor the firast seotion of the Logic, Wallaos 'probably describes the Drocess as clearly

and simply as enybody can: . L

UV MIf Besrg,,.lis truly apprehended a5 a process,as a becoming, then this tendentiael
natare, or functicn, or weation implies a result, a cartain definiteness which we
migsad bafore, : :

P “Somevhat hre becoms; or the indeterninate being has boen invested with definite-
ness and datinot charactsr. The second terp-in the process of thonght therefore ig
reached. Being has bacome Bomavhat; and 4a(resl ?;_a;azxﬁaiuiq:ligj_mg@';...
Reslity s exmoskawk-det erninatensas, as opposite to mere vaguenese., To be real, 1t
is necessary to be somewhat - to 1imit and define. "This iz the nececsity of finitude:
in order to be anything more pnd higher, thers muat coms, fivet of 2}, & deternlnnte
veing and reality. But reality,as we have seen, izplies negation; it implier limiting,
distinction and oppoaition, XEverything finite, evsry 'somewkat' Las somewbat olcs
to cantarsst, narrow and thwart it. To be gomewhat ig an cbject of ambition, as
Juvanal implfies; but it La only an ungatisfactory goal after all, For soxavhat
alvays iupllos pomething elss, %o which 1t is in bodage, b The two 1imdt esch othex;
or ths ons is the limit of the other....Buch is the chernctsy of doterminsts being,

It leads to an endlees seriocs from pome to other, and so on ad infinitun; everything
a8 & gopevhatl, as a dsterminate being, or as in reality,” tw for ‘soitething cldh, and
that sgain foo some tkird being, and mo the chaln is sxtended...And so the gans sbory
1x repeated in endless progresaion, till ons gota wearied with the repatidion of
finitude, which im held out == fufinits,. .- : ’

I "“Fms in determinste béing as in mare being.ve ses the apparent poiut igsning
in a doubtle movement - alteration from gome-being to somswhat else and vice wures. .
Dot a movemont like this implies after all that thera ls a monmathing which elters;
which is alterable but which alters into somewhat, Thim souewvhat §lich alters into
somovhat and $hus- retainm 1tself, in a being which has risen above alterstion, which
1s independent of 1t; which is for iteelf and not for soirewhat else...The nev resuit
-is somothing fu acmsthing else; the-1imit is bteken up within; and this being whiah
Togults 18 its own limit, It 14 Belng-forself- the thikl step in the procens of
thought under the general category of Being. The range of Baing which began in s
vag2s nebuls, and passad into a series of vointe, is now reduced to a elngle point,
E8l% complete and whols, This Being-for-self is a true infinite which remults-by-..
absorption of the finite," L : ' e T /

-y i

From tm%—‘e&;mtption of the movement nf the Logic from U to P to I [
cerdainoad goteralisations own be drawn: T\J__l

&k(:m wtizate, the goal to which the whole Tuglesl aaygzopnen,t.g::i-,. -
ry ) -

' oTitlon|—tie-Taatviduat."xnd thave. are Kogel's chief onceraa, viduelity,
lybon,’ aplf-deterzinatioh, self-sctivity can all be regarded zo mors or leag

. aquivalent -ternc #5-I0hg as we realize that there are ntegss of revolution, individnai-
1ty, aelf-determination anad eolf-activity (For this reason the less controversial term
personality might be eubstituted for individuslity) ' . -

) 2): ity and revolution is the result of the overcoming of partienlarity, '
It is winelf-ralation wrrived at by hegation of-negatior. This procsas of TP-I cunnet. !
be over. 0. Tha_dismstrical Bod_gpnoepfion of 1dealist philosophare - i !
vhich lurke iz amtmsh for evirybsdy uhs . doasn't baye this process olsar - is thab the . |
tndivi.dﬁil‘_‘tra—mdo, a8 limitation, a fegation, o detoimination {4.e. the firast nsga-
tlon) of the universal ani therefore fintte. ZThis ig-the philosophis »oot of all R
totalitariantan, Sev 8. $193 mng LL Ir, p.267? 4’141

S .-:—'.-
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3) Sines precimely this achievement lé\f-rgf’.?g_gi\l _the_revolution, sl1
stages of the succesding revolutions must and-&a ooked for preciuly at thnn
nodal pointn i.n i:h- Log!.:a whtre individuality overcomes put&oul-r!.ty. ,_,//

— W1 rovolu.tionl, in Vhe samcau,m than in general hintcry, criginate
only in thie, $hat the spirvit of zan, for ths undorstanding and comprehension of \Vq
himeel?, for ths nopsamaipg of lisself, has now altersd his oategories, uniting

-hime].f in a frar, deope;‘, more inner and intimate. ralation with hmul!.“ Uingol.) i

go m.ch for the novamnt of the I.ogl\c in genernl. Thare 1£ c.].s bowsvar,

voat wo may cail the polemical movemsnt of)%he Logic, 1.8, in te Whes comoopi-
ion that Hegel vas ﬁghtl:pg the Bight-wing Reforniats and the Loft-Wing positivists,
Like 211 alstorleelly ordented polcmica, lﬂ.u conmmtion of the Loglc enables us to

pensiraie mora doopl: ints 1%, l l“" ” £y & /
el P

—
W e s.azery leap into @.cuva freado!f /Bégel deals with the Reforzicts
in one’ or ssother, irwr with thope whe Ave caught in particelarity or deter~
minete Being avd sosk.to get ont of thie particulerity by counterpoming to it the
sbetrmct universsl. Those peonle sre caught in tho Wought" or bad infinite, (dee
the lomg exgérpt in the Nev, document, pp.94-99 from which I quote only ONe® PRESRED
hars: "Ths infinite - in the ordinary sense of bad infinity - and the progrses o 1n—
finiky, are, Iike Ought, the egpresaionof a gontradiotion, which ﬁ'ﬁten 1\%o be ghe i
intion: aml the vltimate, " This {rfinita ropresents the ﬂ.rst ‘exaitdition of
navodd: imagloation, above the finite Intc Thought, the content of which, howe
ng, or that which im expressly posited as not-being; it 15%15@\1333
‘ v, -nelther ¢ollects itcelf ner knows how %o la ack the
. !hil S.nporfect reflection has completely befors 1t the

'-

asd thmity of these; but 1t fails to rcconctle thege two shoughte; wither inovhte
#bly avokes she ofher, but in this reflechion they merely alternate.* (IL, I 1&) .
{Fota, 1L,1I,67, whara Hngel uys 'Inﬂni.ty..is contrad:lot:lon a0 1% appenrs i, 'ﬁ‘""

ths -p..ara of Baings)

\ﬂ/ m the lsap into subjective :treadon, Eagel untiona ‘the reforuiuts only

n pagsing,” 8.8 P.178 LL. Afvar the leap, what ha is condsrnsd with ure those
ideslists who take up an attitnde of n’antmot underatanding to the achisved hul’.vid-
wall€Eer viegation of the negation, !hna o.g. La¥gsr kogle, I,p.173; thqpdando

atéituds’ of abstrecs undsra.anding to th#chiend 1nut1dm11ty
such attitudes to-the revelution)-or.whak Hagel cslls Leibuix's
uteneas of abatragt individmli ' “$he following ic meant:

SNSRI

; catego the first scmergenco of inds:

self-detornination) memns has been reflected intc the xslf, 1.e.)
Jthat the zelf is no longer limited by ofhers but hms other as its cwn “contedk. (
é)%h The self is thorafcre mdaplnd.init Buch 1ndepmw

‘Irpeadiately, hovever, Leiais was confronted with sxplaining how thuse inde-
pondent moneds were related to ono another. Izstead of seslng these selves as
negntively developing ones wkich would reprosent a nev particularity and therafore
the nesd of another syathsgis and leap into. {xudon—-(.thn development in the Logic
through Quamtty so Messure and Bssonce), ‘Leijuix stoppsd'with theee independunt
monads and mought to relate them through Ood as the Monnd of Monads or the priasiple
of organisation (eauod 'by hibni.s the pro-llta‘hlilhnd. hnruv) The result is

— i

- - ‘w‘_.-.-—__-‘
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the independence of the monads, or the Tevolutlonary nchiavamenb) becones subsrdinated
to their hermonious relaticn in the Monad of Monads, or thq'ccnntar-rewlutiomry orge
aniaation. (de Zegel explaina in tha : i s ythere are in Loibnix twe
vieue of the momads - one.as spontanédurly gonerpting ﬁapronsntnﬁiong,ma the
other, as a moment of necassity. And the latter wing out: YBefore God the Bonads

are not to be indspendent, but 1deal and ahsorhsd ia him,* Phns ve havs s rorfoct
sxample of what Tenta $n 191 led phdlomophical 4deniism - Yo one-aided exmgeerated
extrems develorment (Ta?Tatfon, distention) of one of tha Senturer, sldes, facebs of
knowledge) inte an abeolute, divorsed from unat¥er, from natups, tpothesatzat,

Rl

It uh;}a‘ﬂ"ba- ised hers dhat Le 5 18 ot "responsible® for the trang-
Tormation o ,.36135:1‘0»-'8 £ (the Individaal} $no Huny Ones snd thercfore thes dlgdaasig
of gqnantity (> O =08 TEVGrA®._ Deibuis's theoretical and therefore polits: L
crime is _preclulz_m_ﬂ_ie‘guoamizi the insvitable aegative dwolopmt@ >
traneformation Into pertioulerity and therofore negation of negation at a_highsp ==~
" mtage, Recauss hg stoFu-at Baing-for-Sely, R the Tadependence of thg individna)
as the final revolutiion, he will nsed an extd®nal thira. party to perfect the revelntion,
Oa the other hand, from ths movément, the trunsformation of guality into
quantity will smerge Xeasuras, & oew arnthesis, and from. thu.#il_ggnce. which ig.the
lesp from thiw arnthalis.%wag__hro is Egsencs in the réaln-of Being) }. Thos
from ths abovs we, have! . C e Y

' Qushity U’\

i ity P\ ' )

‘Heasure ~\ I (but 84511 in the realm nf Being)

Uaing thia acalystiz of the Logic of the reaim of Belng an' a springhoard, I
beliave that we can show an analogons pattern of devalopment in the other reslmm
of the Logic, o : ) o ' .

A3 for tha Adistinction between ¥he difZerent major mections of the ;ogﬁi. X

| 4bave been $ulnking that in addition to sesing the Haslnm of Belng aa i3
) .\j' thought of the karke® (1.6, coxmoditier, transfoimstion of 205-VaTues in e kg

Talues, ztc) and the yealm of Bazancs ag prodaction, 2% ls pecean

rajor wiages xore : of the{dovelopment of buman fraedon,): (
LL, 1,550, abd SI§98 whe nth{%ﬁmm
aprlies), s & ¥ Boalm 'of Bolvg we can @oe 'the develoyma
Irom ubatyaot _ ‘ BelL ) EATBWPH Tha partiovlarity of politienl
‘oquality (Quantity or indififerance to quality) ¢o the synthesis of polist . damo-
cracy (Meastre), And in $he Renlm o2 Esuence X6 cpan gen the developriont @2 1ab
as the prinoiple. (Gro%j' ' 'ﬂxﬁ_'lfm"'poli't'i-ii'&_f_‘_ouop_qnv,= law of sufficlant daloa')
the mfd!.a',tion of pconomisn (gubstance~znd ns 2¥)... havs-in-mind hera the Wi
in which 1}455—-5&.—5:11('__ pality andBenthom vwith the. paricet ) the mie
concoption;'m - ovex-deep : ereality)
development of homan freedsy — fron Christianity to politlcal democracy - to which -
w3 asn ab lsart add, since tha emsrgence of tha 2nd Enternational - the coneapt of
esconoudc or industrial démocrasy « and Porhaps other stegas of freedom,

In thie connection what l’ﬂlaco 88y in the Prolegomens on "Baing for ss1st
Fepresenting®the sentimsnt of nmtzozzal var ~ the bslium ommium contra omias®, thy
polemicel at¥itndo toward otherz as ths ¥ery basis of Baiuc-for-ﬂolf, is a key, -

. fo i . ‘j
Ky best to Oonstance snd Hob, Hope to mee you moon, h“’l (k y gl "{; i I,ﬂ‘/
! I A 7y ! k
ok | 040 Ll %\Q"“"Q““_‘.;f’i’. ez, ; oL
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August 25, 1949

Everybody
Dear Frionds:

I oould not do & etroke at camp; and here at Horthp't I havs had two or three
days only., I propose therefove to write a compooite lettur, .

I. Milliom

The anallysis and proposed plan are superb. That is the only word for it,
The only thins T see zow 18 5 aveld pliragsy us Hegro is “vanguard of revel' a.",
otc, wvold alwo too many refersnces tc the contemporary scens, Shay ahould dbe
few ot telling, they chould #1luxinsie the gtorical puwt mnd need ro proof.

How in regard to msthod. Your problem is, at the same time, to giva a new
interpretation and destroy him (including the latest wer sleation pamphiets),
Btate your conclunicns and new facts boldly.  Be aparing of too xany guotes to
prove your poimts, Be bold, clear and give only indispepsable and unchallongreble
guotes, Spend quotes eto. on Apthsker aed the rest, Teer them fo piasces eyestem-
atically, You are not on triml. They are. 7Try and make the mrticles sach more
or less sslf-contained, , :

_ Hov I have asked &ohn D to do some reading on the Civil War, Willisw
should write to John giving him the detailsof what I want and whers to look ete.
I want 8 =588 of ameterfnl of the selfucotivity of Hagroes hefors, during and

imodiatately after ths O.VW., und the same for the white peity-bourgaolete and
the proleteriad; and the infinence of thesa eotivitien on Lincoln; generzi
poiicy, milltary policy sto, The beat place fo. look iz o systematic combing -
-of gontemporary yxiters. Without this we (ond partivularly, 1) fase trouble.
¥y olaases on the contridutions of the Franch sasses fo the Ravolution met g
bittaz sullen hostility from goue comrades and a critical cooluess from others,
But they got nowhere in face of the mass of eridence thet I had with me, “uis
avidenos muat be systematically piled up. Xt means patiest reading for monbhs,
But without 1t we are in difficnltiss. : . : L e

- Be ¥'s compleing abont my bawling bim out for nmothing, I shell ‘reply in
- tiza., W'a very lstter, howsver, ig an exempls of what ie wrong and must ba
- ourracted., He doss not say "Jimmy, ‘something seams wronghers,  What 1is it7"
and fhen, when I $uil to reply sutisfactorily, make hin protent. s soya '
inatead: *Usually, you are right but this time you are awtul." If anyons'is
usually right, tkhen when ha seome to be all, wrong is the tims fcr his usually
Fight fto be bemae in xind, It is not so important ss to neod frartie repdies
by me, I shall take it up in time yhon I am roady.

2. Bne .

We shall mest in N.Y. Heanmvhile I recommsnd a dlcse study of Grace's
latest letter on U.P,I. After mush trouble and patlient work, we bave 1t at last,
The basic structure. That 1y 1t L agabsolutely confident , snd the working
oot of it 1s Dut another, perhaps $he best, of what we ows to @roce’s maniasl :
trafzisg snd SRARCER limtinod for philosophy. We shall build tae whole thing on
that.' I do not like the phrusing in the lstter - too mach revolution, and too
14¢41e of the patiarce and sufferiag of the negative, but ths raot of the matter

ia thero.
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I want Bae-in particulnr to think of the-followkngy = - --v-verecne o ..
of capital )
1) @n the H.T!y of 0.A,, M'x describes a) centralizetion/ B) socinlization of lahor.

But ax we decided soclalization of labor aubabituted for centralis: Sion-in
bourgeoisf. Tho nogMlpted taken-for-grsnted thing is "ths growvicg revolt.” ) Now
the ravelt has beon integral npart of captelist production,—PIsdse, dear frisnds,
stay here and ponder. The ravoll has aurksd JYery atage of capltalist prosvess.
Pleate tabulate the turce stages. Simnle coop'n; mesnfsgtnre; heavy induaztzr,
The revolt caused tha chepges to pdvanced methods; thes revolt saved the 1ife of
the cousntry, But sach revolt cavssd a greater centralisation, exploitation,
soolatigntion; snd greeter organization, both objectively and sphiectively, 4f
the proletariat. Hote alge thet nlurle cooperation ig the first ntage; tho end
is soclalismt cooperstion. The ravolt is the memns. /Fle this up with Grace's .
lettsr. The Soviet s {the latest) form of revolt., This is the dialectic khat -
we need, of Caplital. Working at Imperinliem I found in the end I hed to go back
to Capltsl; end the secrst of Capital im in the Logle, And egala, do not prove.
Jugt let the wiole thing be internslly consistent, simples and direct, Xet the
opponsnts do the squecklug and equelling.

2) %ho second point(end theve are only two) 1a the relation betwean thought,
ahutrackion, gemeralizstion, e.g. falue, snd the cbjactive connectlons. Grace

has said gome things sbout it, HpFaGecupies Lenin in the notos., I helleve ia
preparation for our discussliong, we shoald mske o serisus attempt to clarify this ;",;‘/
- and polaka it to V.P.I. I dom't want to go into it here, but I want, to ssy this
mich, lenin bace2 gyerviling in 1917 on ths Soviet, docialism, replublic,’ .
d'e dlotatorship of p't and PUtry, 211 these wers formlafe, generalirations,
sbztraotions. The Soviet was the concrete, the gnly way by ihich $he'collapss of .,
Fnasis nud the progreasive handling, I shounld qay, reveluilonsry reorganizstion of
astionalizationu e¥c. could tsko plase. Sodalini wes loaking &% thaw throtigh the
vindows. There was no othor soclalism. This 13 £ot quite in the.sswe ‘category

83 valua; all major coniradictions contsined in sxchange of commodities, ste: bub

I think it-1s a1l of the sams ploca. If we get this right we havs everything,

I Gelieve that R thould concentrate on the firet snd

@. on the second, but E
should thisk about both besance she has Gapital in hor heed. : .

. . . ‘:""‘-

da for G, all I can sey is that she needs or should have s well-dsserved rest |
{tve deys). The solutfon of that problanm is really womething. The only gemine H
sppreciation T ean ghow, the highest, s to propoas that you molve the relation

betwaen the absbraot, the generaiiention, and the concrete. :
JI

1f it will pleaso the publle, you will be glad to lmow that 1 now kave the Fr, .
Bov'n all worked out, all, complately; and the thing $hat haw boan haunting me
© for three years-or-more ig now lald to rest, Tha key 1s tha relztion betwsen
-politios ind democracy. Tha sections car ied direet dem'y to the srivma.achisvnd
- Irrs but never worked out anything approaching the aconomic form by vhich .
the emaneipation of humnnity was to be achieved. The contradiction 1_%he
Mﬁ;sfgz_lhn\gnd the length af-the-working-day. Biut encugh, er 1 shall do a
de od criticlsm-or-sAther annotation of GVs 1atést Letter. ‘




]

August 29, 1949

I}

Ny dear Grace:

I wvant you to get from R the very lateut date ghe will be i{n N.Y. I do not
#aturn untilthe Mswdoy attaw Laber Dor wsskszd, Yo vian 0 oome in with F and I, I
would net vant $o hreaX up the stay here. We shall nesd one £ood day, perbonn soms
fov hours the naxt day,

How for my lest notes., They will consist of commenis on your Auvgust 16th
“letter. o

1. A¥cid the etraight transference of politieal tsru;: .2, “reformiate?, “counter-

. <

revolutioniste®, sto. Start now to aveid them,

2, Frepars to be able to showv vhy H Ind to acoept world-spirii. Woe have to show
his faulta, ) . .

3. ¥asrsver pagnible dse Lonin and ianin'u quotes to duild ap the presentation of
the Ingle (I toucksd on 4hiz yesterday) o

Wo shall have to do aome bold siatements of our own apd therefore the quotes maxt
e voloct, namlstekmble, | ; : . ‘

Fow page 13 . . : ) . . '
-, Jera, 7 "Universal, lamsdiate unity,..revelntion.” I dc not like the -
word revolutlorn, I prefer Pleap” or somn inoffensive tern. [Polifleally. 1t ia
a vevolution, Aufhsbung (a big ons) ia the term, doa't 141 - o
- Save pare: “Individual ~ the revclution- iteelg®, I can't accept that
phrave, The texa sf I think of im the cenorste, the actual, the emevgenas of zoms-
thing pew. Put whatover youkee, kesp oway from revolution, .

Page 2 1 - _ _ ‘ . o
" Pars. 1 ¥Wnllace doscride: “as clearly aad sisply and anybody can. "t

X0, 1000 timse ED..

. You Inve to do dotter than that. The peregraphs are, for the ordinary man, unresdsble.
Un;cadnbh. We, you, will have %o dereride tha process =more simply. 4And here o b
po Ilt. . . . coT

K kuov this seexs mnstrons, But e hava to. They will underetand. Bimple, Dold,
direct., Fhilosophically, hisztorfeally, ihay sre raady. They understood Cayital,
They will undsratand this, The rasporsivility 'is cars. _

ey a

{\_;B_n_;l of page: philoscphical root of all totalitarianism.” Jg. \ '

— e
- ——
e ™ e : N ___‘._-—--’/ ~

"All revolution in the scisnces,...* oA benutfiul qucte. Why! Bocause
of the "truer, dssper.” 1% tles in with Lenin's critiélgmof the coiticiam of Kant,

Zhat io eni of cur ey points, ;
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The last paragraphs on the page are a mixturs of good exposition and diffienlt
Hegelianism. As you think it over, bear this in uind, The clessis examle of regution -
of negation in Marxzism is in ths Historical Tendency of Capitaiist Acousmilation.

Privats ply 1s the theme,
1) self-earnsd crivate pity,
2) Capitaliatic private p'ty. Yhis develdps by centralization and
pocialization. Thero tekes place & new
= expropriation by the immansut laws
3) Then comse the bursting aeunder and we have individusl property
baced on the aequinitfonsg of the capitaliss
ori, cooperation and possewsion in commom,
2hig iv ths negatlon of the negation. We return to the Universal
but zow completely fulfilled,

Let ma add hare that olmple soopsration, mamnfactare, modern intustry are
atagen of dsterslnation., You can, 1f you like ,build up Universal, Pariicular,
Individual areund this. Dut 1t 1s the fype of thing, For the Judgmont, use g 3
nodel Engels on ths Jislteciic of Haturs, :

How page it "dlctinction of difforent partm of Loglc.” We have to be darned carsful hers,
. There 1s no doutt (to me) that Baing = early moclety up to capitalism,
. ' _Easease = capitalism to the-clussical rhilasophy.
. i Tho Abgolute Ides ia the Methmad) .~ . - -
- Eegel I wes as the last of the philosophers who "interproted® the world, Tha
thing, however, iw to change it. XMepcl gould discover 2o more than the msthed, tho
this for Mz was a proluds to actfon (in a subord3EAtS way). But.Nerx g6uld-not -atep -
at exposition of the "Notion." Xor him the "Notfown® was diréotly coRTETHIA; "1 14K " to
wetion, "and action by meases of men, not the few philosophers. Qapitalf, therefors, , |
hed and could lave no “Notlon* in the penae of the Methed, Marx's £inal and acawplato
"Hotivn" of Capltal is revolutionary political practioce, He goes slong with Hazel
long way and thero they soparate, Hegel to the . philcpophers, Marx to the yorkers. -

Norx haw*broadensd, desspand, eofractediHegel in the way we know.
" I semnot 'agfoe with your pare 'bc::l.nning Fie for the distinveiien 'beh-ion..."
%.¢, in Delng you woe the developuent from sbetrmot inAtviduality throigh
political equality to political demooracy (o synthesis) Mayba. Mayhe. 3ut atard

right now xb avolding the practice of making Hege) write as 4f ha had politics ‘
in mind, ll\hu_“n_ q:ﬂtﬁ&‘;tmii. If oven yau ave right,
. that for us means trouble, tr¥ouble, trouble, trouble, £0). hag in mind sclsntific

Bethod, Rathematics, Nature, cto, et.c, Zo make it all "revclution” sorves no purpose.
Me ahall spply it %0 politien, to soclety. (I am wonderiaz iT we can bale gome
.general applications to the history of soisnce. But thai may be too mack and 1s not
here striftly neoossary,) What is rusning throtugh ay hend &8 i we cannot make UP
spply sven to the developmont of Capltal, Vol, I, :

Now for som: rawifm notes. DBear in mind nimple sentences such as *Rodespierrs in
“hin poliey of.....Tepresnets WAl1." VWo nsed not invent many, K'x bhas a lot, Jast
a senteace to d rivo the loglg home, (And I note agsin that in thoss early wrisines
Nfx in talkizg about politiocal and real emancipaticn sesms (o me to Bavé the logle

in minrd all thetlze, ' _ o '

Again UPI, Remember Lerdn om Marxism 1914 and I on dialsctio in that aus $ then L
on Plalevtic 1915 and his ngy conceptiion of socialization, ete. I take it is golting
ready to tear the guts out of thoge, the new Lenin mnd the old., ¥hat about belng abdle

to state thees In DLroad terms of UPI. Just ihigk about thase.
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Lenin is very inslstent on not taking n "one-sided viaw® He never wasted
a secord on whet wae not consrete, Obtviously this was an error he knew and fearad,
Abst-act and concrete. Ilan’t'nbatract® nerely the secsance of Bukharinient I do
not mean & polat to polnt equiity, correepondencea in all these things. But kogleally
All these fundemental problems and g11 Rendgus dsviatiors must ox shouléd bo sesn at
loast nx & tcndency bn one of these hesic divisions.

Kow baeck to somethdng I hud atarted and aot finfthed. Is dekng the mode of thought
"of tke mazket,” I seep him tracing modes of thought lending un to the mavkat mode
all ssen in Vhe 1ight of bis finlaned method. Juk thav type nf thonght a) can be
used on lew levslp b) is 2t111 used by backward clnsses or thelir phibkophical or
political representatives, Tho thing, however, 1s to show itz historicel developing

-

terms of developing concepts of value and labor, Make mach of M'g gtatsment that
1% took 2000 years for men to discover the truth alout value, eic.

C— T e TN T _

Yery hard work zvat be dons to te adle to state aleply and briefly why
Eegel thinks the discoveries of Greek philosophers (Bedng-for-8elf ete) recur and
have valldity for Leigaix ste. A Dblaske! gtatement Iike "market” plns it down.
Boing into Kseenco 1s comnodlty into Capitsl, We enter into Saplialiat prodnstion,
from pre-capitullst prodoctlion, If you don't 1like thiw, bs prepsred tosbtaq: 1%,

character, Kheatlcs, etc. Just s HMarx sums w, thoussads of years in Bestion I in /ﬂ%

Again, Hgve you filted Synthetic Oognition and Understaniing luto the
gonoral gchemcl For Hagel they wsre n constant, recurring gpemy. I leeve $o you
the distinetion in trsatment betwaen the thres divisicns of tha Logie,

Let ms gum up whare I am hesiing.

. Lenin's msthod up to X914 £pr noolalifm wes or contained the sleménts of
a) aigunderatanding of particuler ' )
%) Understonding ’
o) Synthetic cogittion
d) abairact for conarete stc,

i

Ep Ttxoke with it, Jhaothars went on with it. even the roat wavalutlonerw.
This as I hope you smes 1o dymamite. Jut we have on our side trutia,. Thuat is mueh, Alg
we bhave the polnts he made, 8o Joyfully, the eriticisms of the past, the oo olounnnss
that he had discovered new things and was dropping off the old wrong ones in which he
md .h.r.d. h '

Alweys remsmbering that ke had developed his Karxism with the aim of amm

Now let uwa charceterize loglcally ths pre-191L migtekoes. Let us write a study -
of the Logic that will show ths mistakes in chstemio that L vao making, .

Taxe onv example and in thie in my opinion is lhvolved ths wiole of the
Lagis: The Soviet, S e Ny
K Pre-191% they a11 sew sootalt fibiaation of’ econox '
T Pra- ¥ ail saw soo 8% as an Aniration of econony, ete., eate,
In 1517 L maw 1t a5 the SovieS, & concrate form fu whish S5 tuild o mey crobh orn o e
nev econaxy. Kobedy eaw that befors., That was conorste. All the rest was bad UP?;
Spathotic Undevata¥ding, abstract, ctec. ete. , .
..’ —. —— T
"o -~ Do W prefound UPL around Shgk. At least think about it. The Soviet was a
nev category. The Soviet was a concrete, a nev, zxx an individusl, a nsgation of the
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particvlar, Somewhere sround there iw m problem, _o_y; protlem, m,

To wrlte this using satorinl vhlch our snemiss will. Doing all the deepent
theoretical work around fhie meterial, bringing all the ips lagic to bear on $hls.

Everything must now wait until we meat.

(Ve are woll bub just vegimnlng Lo Jenl we ,

7.8, 1 nave no plan for discussion. ZEveryons brings vhat he {thinks 1s
tsportamt w=d or important L3z him, snd cer first sessionm vAl1 felre vy thafe,
The general outline I propose ig very cleor ir my nind and can be agrued to,
podified or & substitute proposed. '

. J.

OIS - T Y 1LV




Aug,30, 1949
Dear J:

Please forgive the disorganized form Lh1is letter will
of noceéaatty . bear. I am trylng to get dcwn Lin rough mone of the
ideas vhich have been bobbing im my heed ln preparation for our
discussbn, md would yather i1t "write 1ltecll outd than wait for
8 lopical order to give 1t forn.

First, there are three developments in ieniu's approch to
dilalectics, 1In 1900 he is 1in pripson where he has finlsned"“Lev.
of Cap. in Hus." and he Lugins to read Hegel, Kant and the "French
meturalists", The reru}t is an orgenizstlon plan' whlch is
consummated in 1702 in Vihat Ie To Be Done?" ({This little fuct
cught to be worth omething to up whan wo get down seriocusly
into the dimlectlic of the perty. Yhy d4id I never before note that
he rezd philoscphy~—-probably for t= firat time{oes te worka
previously, both What Are.the Friends 6f tic People & Cap.ln Ruseln,
geem to ghow enly & second-hand lnowledge of Rmxkx dialectics]
he mastered Coftal and rclled on 4Yerx for his loglc as well, Ju-
just before he worked out the party?)

Inn 1508 he rereads and the result 1is jatsrialism and
Fapirio Critlcism; a certaln "degeneration” you might oay to
have to retwrn to elesmentary epistemology but unaveidable because
concrotely the counter-revolution in Russh brought god-seckers
right eithin its ranks,

1914-16 theie some the megnificent philosophic’ notebooks

and from them on nothing, sbsolutely nothing, fails to bear the
. stamp of Hegellan dialsetle, .

. The mre I read Lenin's notes he more I am led to the
objestive pituation, or objsetive world-connections as he would
call them, md the deeger I get intc the dlalectivs the softer I
get to my enemies": tirst it was Plokhancvy who began to meke
senge, &t leest within hletoric context; then I begun to appreciate
Luxevburg's attempt to Tind a fundamontal eponomlc dause for
imperialism, Well, now, now I am éven ready to forgive LT his
permansnt revolution, 1903 1g mich & danned important year!

It was too sbatract an finitely dlé nothing for him; but 1t
was en expreasion of the proletariat was preparing.
Scmethirg was in Lhe Bir, -lLonin creates a category the party.-
LT oreates a category: the permarent revolution, And in 1905 the
Ruseian pivletarist bursts forth, “hat thoy di¢ is loat both
upon Lenin & Trotsky, although te formr, helng the concrate
_"fegcler® gees, if not the soviets, at Jeast Lhe coumer-revslution.
_Indesd te counterrevolution--~"betrayal" of liberal bourgeolsile,
‘establichment of bourgeois monarchy, penetration of bourgeols .
ideology into Marxist party--taugihit him wore then the ravolution.
But here prealzely is where hindeight should make us go back to
this objective world-connactison, with new sight, )

At every stage in @éhe development of cupltallsm (indeed
in development of humanity at all steges, dbut I am intsrcsied here
only in cepital lsm)raevolta ocour, firet they may be blind protesta,
butl doubt since the Luddite rictas they ever wera just blind.
Ho,&n cach caso the workers not only revolted but orsated a new
"form" of bow 1t would run society, It is defoated and 1llitle
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parts of fe program "stolan". Thut 1o how caplitellism moves on,
Thime, inturn, defines tie ..mrar-t.er of the laber movement, The
gcapitallptic stamp of the lobor movement. _ie that of the defentedid
B‘.'Dlt.

Soviets arisc in the first prrlod; trade unions in the
gecond, Let-mayvput it anoihsr wey. In the firet perlod==in the
period of(—rﬂvon}n-t.‘w preletarist shows an entirely mew mode of
life, a truoiy=Tiuman wuy of living, producling, enjoyilmg. It smstes

the old to smithereens and saya, Herce is how it should be done,
soviats., not factory slavery; soviets, not bhurgaucratlc hierarchy;
!J ;eoviets, not standing army; soviets, not monopoly of sducation.
pv-{a'ow that is %¥uae in every period, long before the Ruasian proletarlat
in 1905 geve it its dlatinc‘!.—farm aré.class contont, For.exagple,
even a8 far back as theé ;I muwma\the workers organlized
themselves slmulatnecusty—in- unlone -&nd lator partles and demunded’ r'
not simply himher wages but higher education, £and then even whan-
they ed to compromlse and organized unions, it wag on ths scale °
of Xof L, tiat 1B & social organization, The unions as a businepa
orzanization reflected *m-the siages of capitallstic production,.
thet 1=, onl;uarter the defeats, does the labor movement reflect
the movement of capital lstic production, and that movement too
ip what the ocapitalists "stole" from tne workers. Whan the
turbulent '80s had gone and the heartebresking '90s sounded the
" full tri mph of big capital--even then Lhe wrkers rose berely
not to ever higher helig! t.s, but t¢ new horizons, new .categorles,
Such & new category WHE 05} when the Russian prdetariat showsd how
soo s ecan loolk, ~Once Mt“is defeatsd, the counter=revolution
rune nrigh not only in Tearist Ruask but on a. world scale and it
- is tat the genlunaly capitallastle law of mot.ion, unhe.mpared by
_revolts, rev&],s iteelf end heads directly for ¥W I. - .

————— e

Lo .. Now the pre~1914 Warxists thought that this law of
collapoe would brins the rewlution automatically and Tr8M then
“OT 0 one needa worry & uout soclaliam. I will not stép here to

- ghow that the "growing revelt” 1s what gave capitalisnm itsg | movenent
"(I beliove 1% can easlly be establlshed in ocoperation, “manufacture
“and mchinofact.ure, and I will try to be mremrad for tet 1in the
Adliscussdr) but wish merely to limit myself here to two things:
{1)technology; (2)competition. Somewhere {arx says LBt technology
“geth the moae of produc‘ion, ete,ete, & thla han cften beexn repeated,
but what a8 been forgotten is thet that eame ‘parsgraph states

tmt atrue history of technology would show it was not great men
who discovered. but great masses. The names we all repeat in a

" bourgeois manne ra-from Watts to Edison, frep Besaomer to Fordes .
bullt no foundation &M Andrew negle summrized the bourgeocls
attitude perfectly when he gaid ‘"Pioneerlng does not y__"_mrz )
morescver points out that even after dilgcovery Ms been msde {that .
I believe is in Vol.IXI):and "applied", it dcesn't actually opsrate
+i11l after the worlkers in the factory ha\e applled, He let the
capital 1ats get away with nothing, but we merely state such and
such 18 only in the pilo: stoage &a if tl® inventer merely completeo
it abatractly, instead of the inventor without labor, etc.etc.

The second thing 1in: when is the invention introduced? AZIND
Aganin we have baen bourgeols in ocur anewerj we have aaid compdtie
tion foreeg him to] but iarx shows timt competition ls only &
refleaction of declining rate of prorit., and 1t 18 mRXgR &lsc only
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8 reflection of growing revoll. A labor saving device is introduced
to gzot rid of rebellious labor, to eimplify opsration go that women
and shlldron cun be introduced into the factory and meanwhile ke
worker 1s alweyas grumbling: why do it this astuplid way, when this
way would be better, snd all thie the grout dead m chiine goaks up
into itg brain anl thevolre of te worker ls lost, When we have
worked thie out completely, we will saee thet tho growing revolt
hana been as much forpotten as the gmashing of the otate mechine,

Let w2 o0dd one fiml example in order to be able to bring
in who 1s liarx's enemy. When capitel st production "movse on its
ewn", it iz probgitly overcom by Zignuticn & nd paricitism. You
ses when the Chartist movement met defeat in 1848 English producticn
moved on to itn":olden age" and achlerosic set in immediately
Although it di4/PMe dlately bow to"Yenkee inzerddty”. How this
golden age in turn corrupted the proleteriat, the higher stratsa,”
darx 86ld they were bourg ooisitled, but he ilurored themand thelr
leadera (he went looking for lowr ntratz instcad), They were not
the real emdmy. The resl enemy wan Lagealle. Why? It ile notb

~only efter tha plunge to freedomtimt tne posltivisl Bnd net the
reformlst is the main onemy. The impatpnce of t¢ xmim calmwlooking
positivist to get "immedla tely t6 the absolute” msunz forgetting
thegs uralilled worlsrs and playing eround w ith--Bipmarckx, Laseulle .
saw% the unlons and the Ir .opportunisa; he was sucn & revolutlonist"
and abnorred them so that he aven invented the twory of the .-on
law of wages to shox Gey oould mot accomplleh agthing for the -
proletariat; whlle » set off to "capture" the state to bring in
goclalism 1n hot-house Blamarcklan fashlon, Lordy, how we keep .
repsating e nistakes of the past; can't you e in him Bukherin?
That is th? law, tie law of thought and ihe lew of activity.

I have tarrised too long here and forgotten Lenin in 1914
as he moved from efficial larxiam to true warxigm. -He clutches on
to Ergels's oriticlsm of the Erfant/Pipgram {Where were all the
"loyal" Marxists in'1701.when thnat 1891/devastating oritelss -
wad finally pubilshed? - There in scf¥hlng .An t'&t of the movemsnt
of capitalle tic preduction.) and specinlly mmax so to the statement
on conerete ve, abstrast, L's philosdphlc notsbooks are. permeated
with tiat and thereferences are all to value amd Rlcardc and Hegel,
‘and Kent. 'Now, Marx acocmed Ricardo .not.of being abetract, but of’” \i B
beling "vﬂ._olently"} 80 instead of goln: to higher and trusr gbst,rq’c,'- %\ '
tion, But B¥rore you can go higher, you :mst go lower, You mupt- ' -
explain how the-abstract theory of value works out in the concrete ,
phenomena of the market, Don't yell: Value is the eezence; price
is mrely the phenonencn; show bow the two urnite, Firat, you have
to introduce further distinotlons intc valwe,c/vi then you have

to ahow thet rate 2f av and rate of nrofit are not ldentiaea) .
{"violent abatrastion"} but, on the nontrary, W
one 1 tranaformed into ke other, means only v 1is craatlive o .
ate, ete, In other words, before you can explain the phenomena

of the market, you must go to the nighey abstruction of a thoory of
gurplus value and you thereby have both the logical development

and the oncrete digtinctlonas, opprositions, and you need not "spirit
away" ¢ but rather emphasize it, Lvorything lies in the how;

Just as how 8.,v, 18 realzed, showed not market but expanded reproduce
tion, .00 how =matlofl of 8.v. becomep rate of prfit will show, on the
one hand, o ERxEbsarherxafxuapxs ever sxpanding but producing naught,
arc v ever ahrinking but producing all thmt 1ls prdduced,
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You ray that every tinme you rereud Imperialism you are led to
Capital, and every the you reread that you are led tc Logle., Yes,
end I am inpensely impressed with L's stetement that t b whole
of the Logic must be understocdbefore the lsi chapter of .jarx
can, There im movement thers tipat not only explaings the beling,
pre=bourgeoin socciety; it explains the being, the eanence and
notlon. Harx bagins with Sec, 1 or dual chaructor of commodliy ;
then in gSec, 2 he dsals with the eseenge or dual character of
labor; in Sec 3 he returns to being, but Xm the forms of valus
are not sinmply cagt, but rattcr from the elementery form of valuo
to the universal form he "plays" on Lhe highly dimslectical I~P«U;
and finally in 8ec 4 he &eals with notlon, First he nEEmix tells
ue that the whole fetishism arines from the forn,wxiehxkutdanx
the fantastic form which makes relations betwsen people &ppear ag
an exclarnge of things,., But imne diately thereafter he gtates
that the very discoverers of he teory that labor was the sowrcs
of all value ave ag mystified by the form, ioreover, there geems
to be montradiotion af in his material ism, & shifting of ground,
vhen he explains Aristotls's failure to get to the common subatanse
of all difference uss-values becpuse he lived in a slave acelety, .
whereag free labor has to acmume the Tixd ty of a popular prejudice’
before you can @se gtratznl; amaat the same time he says Smithe
Rlcardo lived ip the latter type of society amd st11l did not
"understanmi*; only "freely eom ciated men" can,

Now it geems to me tint they did not understand pre-
clsely because t, hey ¥ore mfn of Understandirnge~the old man you
80 masterfully revealed in'the Nevade documents, I was led to
| Hegel's Seoond Attitude to Objectivity , where Hegel shows that
NJemplrielem, in common with melaphysics, "elevates ‘ths fants:
included under sensation, feeling, perception into the ‘form of
genei'al ldeam, propositions or lawa".,."Empiricism therefore lgbors
under the delusion, 1if it supposes that, while analysing the objects
it leaven them as they ware: it really transforms the concrete
into abstract.” and finally: "So long then as this gsensible
sphere ie 'end continues to be for Empiriciem & mere datum, we
have & dootrine of bondage..,"(#39) ‘

. "Thy battle of ressin 1s the struggle to break up the
rigldity to which the upderstanding has reduceqd everything." And
"froely associated men" consciously regulating” their production
seeing the future in the present can"break up the rigidity" ami
stX*lp off the mystiocsl veil am thus we get to the notion not
only of the bourgecis but of the proletarist,

I All this Lenin saw as he reaqd Hegel ard whén he ceme
i to Erite Impsrlalism, 56 included his Critiqus, or attitudes of
,-Qﬁthousht (clasges) to objectivity ( impsriallem), Now the outline
.

N

I\of the book {pp,197«8 of Notebooks on Impailslism) reveal thkm:

"IX.,-Critique of Imperialism

l,Critique=-=-the general ides
Apologlats (Fablans)

Potty Lourgacis demoorats _ o )
o _Kautaky-ve,—Hob ' aut aky & Bp’ek}‘.ator.-rg
L‘E’Ji(‘orwazd or backward? | '

6. Free sompotition ve, dugties, dumping,ato,
Export into dependent countrisa, :
Ultre=or inter-imperiallsm? - .

F«Pol. traits of imperidlism (diviomaey )franedtan)




-{naticnal onmreamon),”

(Inclentally, Th,X or last chapter entitled “wiptoric plece of
lome rialisn” was origimlly entitled: "X. Gunorullz atlon.,
denercl aslgnificance of imperialism,”)

Now of tik 9 subtlitled. 4 (in which 48 on ultra
imperialliam is included in L e one on Zautsiyy)are includeg,
and after the deflnition that he ln bsre dealing with attitudes
of c¢lesaes Lo this phenomenon wiich is so overwhelming thet het
only small 2 milddle but every very smzll ca:ltalists havoe mde
& wholesale transition to tiue slde of lmperialiow, end thia
moreover la tue not only o the ponacesing clawsses but psrmeates -
the workingcliasses, ho ssttles dowm to thel3 attitide \/
: Soubjectlve idealipte, or.bourgeols seoholars who defend ,
* imperlalism and (a)obacure its complots dominmtion, &(b)its proe
& T é roote whlle {o)they emphasize only detaile and refarss.
3 Zynieal, fronk-imzerizlist who edmit absurdity of reforming.
, é 3 }g“_ﬁﬁ}{:b'durgeaia;sritica, with which 13 merged Kautskyisnm
who tollo caplitaliomwhat it "ought" to be, the plous wish of
! those sho, not “"recognizing” tir ground of imperialisum is
capitall an{trusts) itssifl, try b contrast imperimlism with -
free competition and democracy ou i 1t wers a matter of cholege
and pellcoy instead of tle inevitable reault.ot concentration;
tint i3, thoy forget %Hthe qualititn of lwmperlalion”, “Raw 1
Wwlll not further gtiresg the. parallel to Hegel hers, but I do
wish to bring out that in the outline of this, &n of all works
" follow ing, io the unity of oppcaltew and the faat thet svery
slngls thing without exception can be transformd Alnto its
opposite, and only on tho barls of & higher ualfy can etruggle
: for soclisiiem continue conerntely, Thue in thege Hoteboolks, he L
.4 takes up also Pannkok und even where he defends him aguinst Heutaky .
jy*he writes: "Th® forumula {thz strupgle for soclallam) 1is: incorrect.
“  The stmgglo for acelallsm conaists of the unlty of the struggle
for immediate imtereste of workers (in correspondonca to reforms)
: ani_stpruggle, revolutlonary, for power,- for oxpropriation of
ol bourneclsgle—fep—onenthrow of bouriteoln govt. & of boqrseolﬂle."

r

_-Arﬂ 20 Lenin had left even Lenln of 1914 hehind
when he still wrote that soslalimation of labor "is bound to'
lead to revolution, '

It i 3 aem, and I am tireé so lnotead of continulng
in thie diecrgonized way I will ledave it Lo our discussi.n. 3ut
one final thirg I dc wkh to stote hers ragearding druge, Her jast
on U~P~-I wae nmagnificent and I dropped her 4 note on that &s soon
as I roceived, The reason hovever I wislh to reerecord it hsre for

. avorybody is that until thia corrsspondence on Lenin'a Notebooks
I 414 not fully aproaciste G'sm philosophic contribution, whereas
ncw I breathe eo freoly on that fact tlat I am "for" her even
when you sre "against®. That 1a to say, at t.lo etage 1o my own
devalopment sha 13 such & brillient clarifier {what a hell of &
word}that even such overly glib latiers as tiy» one on L's
state ard Revolution and the not deap enough Schellins-Bukibarin
were g great aild to meke m:  dig down concretely.
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geptember 4, 1949 «/T( .

Dear J: -
-
1 ghall write this leiter along the lines thnt I had becn thinking and workti
bofore I recsived your lsst lettar - and hope that goms of the rolnts you ralasd wi
be dealt with X¥ within this frumework, In rarticular, I an putting off fopr a dny
or two the intensive working on the E.T. of C.4A. until I gat dhaelr mr copy of Capital
in Garmsn, ‘

oo Tty
{fil‘lt, in general, some $extensive” raemariks on the betragt and the comgress’
I don's o that I bave to belabor the point that for Ha 1, "the preaumad “ooncrete"
soned-~data or producte of imsgination are nothing but plotorialized generaligations ‘
and abstractions or images of the asbatract universals of snderatending,p.g, flover,
Lenin caugh{ thia clearly and wvith it made his brosk from the "explanutions of Plak-
,-hanor, &ee Notek, p.17F TN ‘

"ths procedure of knowledgs reflecting on experiences which firet
deterninations mmt in the phenomenon, next makes them the besls, and finslly agsunes
for thelr so-called pznlapation correspolding : or
vhich are smppoeed to produce these determinations of the phenomenon,? (I 193}

(By the way, the empheses aye all in tha Germen edition of Hogel which
Leain uged. In the Johnston an xythers trinslation no attempt was made t5

* follow Hagel'n cmphases). ( L

{Hevartheless iazol Always began with a nniverssl, e.g. Baing as such, Tesence

- a8 such, the Notlon as such,. msiing Univerenl ans the inmediata tdentity of the econcept

with itself. Yhat disiingulsherd those uniyersals_ from. the generaligations of abutract,

{“.‘udaratmdiw u«-ﬁ‘&'ﬁ?am_-o:; taen 1 _n_.pajfcatagor:f,,’iii"lé‘ap. Em'yhiuh—ir%hrmul\;
}K of » proyious ' 38 of UPl and thérefo¥es in turn the beginning of anothor process

I\ of UPIL, :hri q‘gai;g}ﬁatou, pe#9, "of Lantn: _ : . - :

AY

A "The forming {of abstract) of nctlons and theaccompanying operations

1 Anelida the presentation, the convistion, the Konegedopppdng of the law of tho &b

£\ Jective wor 'ﬁ‘ sivgle oyt cenaslity from this i nongenge, To

© 1 rejoct the lobjectivitying no ons, the E ‘bJectivity)of the universal in tne partievlar
I aad in the Iinﬁg’ ;in iupossidles T Ushisequently Hegel considersbly mre profianndly
! than Xant enl othere inxvestizati he reflection of the movement of the odjective

; world in the movemsnt of notions, //Ag the olmple wnlus form, the individual act of
exchange of a given ecoumodity with-idhther alroady includes in undeveloped form gll
major contradicticns of eapiteiism — so the elkplest zanerajication the Piret and
simpleat forming of notions (Jndgunta, sylloginmp, ate). signifies the ever deecper
knowledge of the ghimative world connections, Here it isx necessary to geelr the
real sense, significance and role of Nagelian m"&} ‘
' -—

E'hesa new catagories arise at certain mmeats in history 2en have the
conviciicn thai they are already in ful} pospession of the trnth; (I whispew &=
an nside thai these ara moments of revolution and that only revolutions can prodooe
such universals). It is at %hese periede that an overvhelming expsrience - *the
conaclousness of the law of the objective world connestions " - is_tranemuted into
new categories of thought, or knote, oryztallizations, coagulstiont} (8ee Nevnda
document), -

¥hat maies thought 14} ic that these categories
are a result of a novement and themnelves movs, It im mot that the Undors tunding
thinks different categories from those which Regmson thinks, but that Understanding

zakes detorninations and oaintaing them (Log1
. e, i, P.35,56)., 1t is the 1
_ . . Pracess
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, ths path, Der Hey, Die Bowegung, the transition, the Uhergshen, as Leain kopt

ineisting, which &hkop the categories t-ou:gidod, not abdstract identity, not

abatract but concrste. CD

Another extersive vord abent Der Weg, the rrocsss, It 18 not A movement

in general, no% just o growing, or a developizg in general {as L7 it were meraly

quentitntive expaneion from tomething alrexdy extating). " (See Logic, I,p.359,

Hotes, p.22}, but a_moyenent throvgh contradiction, through UPI, I want to sEphasisze

this, 00t only because 6% Hegol's and Lenin's incistence, but because it hag given

B2 & 1ot of Stroutls. 1 voadsr If you recali oy writing you while in Paristhat I

fel! Ch's inshétence on the negation in ths prolatariat nsaded mors lrantie vk -

.clarifiotion, It hese taken me more than a year ta be able to siate baldly withous

any hesiltation that 1f you don't ses negation in ths proletariat itaelf, thsn you
“yrcan't mos molf-movemsut in the proletsriatb but muist derivs all its movement from
Kextarml reflections}{The gelf-movenmsnt of the proletariat to sacond negation,

unity of oppasites, fMigation of negation; is only badsible Leoguse of the gelf~ r—

moveusnt.to. £irgt negation., To hold fast this contradiection in the proletarist W

and yet not to be dominated bty it (the core -Esgel) - it wns not until I formlsed

through my own groping the movement of UPI, of firet and sesond ‘gaEIonp that

I could actually fesl comfortmble about this negation Ia tho proletarlpgt, Ton =

probably have grasped this bsfore, but for myself 1 cam say that for the firgd-——

tim, I can virtually feel the shselo in ny hesd moving from £irst to mesond ation>-

anl feal that X have eubstituted renson for faith{Ses Lenln, Hotem, o) -

'2’..!11;1:,:1:3&,, an goneral begimning I want to try to describs the movemsnt irn the -
Bealuw of Zssonce, and show hov I think the revolt is integral to it, - - -

o —

The ygic in general, as we have geen, is divided into: .
‘ (the brosd sweep of Mars in -
H,T. of .C.4,) '

WY Being - Universal :
N ’ﬁ', Xasenge - Pardicnlar «firsk negation
Ay Jotton - Intividual  TFegond negatton < -
Nid - ’ .

-.—~Razencs 1s -ths internally ml-f-contradictory movamsat of cajitalimm, the

movemsnt through constant determinsztion and transcendence of detarnination. Thig
meygment in turn hag its own conorete UPI, '

Easence as such or Show - O _
Deterninations of Reflection - P
Groupd - I -

‘Esgence as auch naaiu thet it is not 1-1.1 the wm 1mmédiata Being but through -
mediation, or in general by a prosess of distingutebing betwsen espentisl and unesssntial
that truth is resched, Xesenas in genera) ig thi; process of mediation,

e T A e e s et A i il 2 bt s e et ek e i i e e P

The deterainstions of reflection &ive the perticular way in which this Procens
deveiops, i.0. throngh Identity Diffaranss an Contradiotion - where Geniradiction
iw the I of the ldentity as U, the Difference ms P. (You recall the way in vhich
Marz distingnichus betwsen Opposition and Contradiction #n the first paragraph of
the sseay on Private Property ani Commnism. I shell have to do something on an
analysis of the strict logical ctructure of these esrly essays)

Bat it is Ground which hag bgen intriguing ns, as Being-for-Self intrigued
me in the Remlx of Being, Ground, tho negation off uegation, 1a the affirmation
that it iz the self-or subject which i this procew of mediantlon and transsendsncd
of mediation (Logic, v. 3! The Bnglish translation can's convey the asass of leap

jhat you gat with the ge paragraph on that pags, {By the way, Vara in a Frensh
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s

Sranslation of the Smaller logic in 1857 tranglated & n dietre,}\ Ra
ma that Oround, the process of self-identity in numu&r leas
than the revolt of ths proeletariat, the lepp into universslity at the beglnning
which 18 going to becoms srus sudjectivity and concrate universality with the Notion.
It 1e thers from the very begluning and it in only because of $hat sl f~movenunt
through negativity that all further detsrminations In the Zealm of Isgance develop,
I don't want to say too much here sbout ths fast tha Gr’t;:nd is for the

Bealu of Zasence what Belng-for-2elf was for the Realm of Beling: t the analogy
has to he made hapsanss 4% 4= thwpuzh the swolopy that we sles sos 4he 24PPoacc .o

8 d_and_Relng-for-Relf. If Bolng-for-Belf was abstract individuality,
abutract wmbjoctivity,~Bround is sudjectivity, individuality as self-madleting,
nelf-negating Jdentity, The particulsrity which emerger from Baing-for=-felf, 1.s,
One, quantity, eto. is not a process bat & point, vo to spezk, The partioularity
whilch will emsrge from Groudd will be a process of sdf-mediation and contradietion,

i,e, at’qgaiuof ‘;J‘f\blt.

E&’he, }_:«flgglﬁ,lhowaver, wilch.1e negaticn of negation, or Individual, is at
the same fime an abateect urivereal) It pust therefore detarmins itself uy
particular. What ig of intersst to us is the woy in vhich this particularfity

davelopn. -

Existence - Thing Doeonrtos
¥otier Hohbes

Avpesrance - Law - ‘ - Eoms nnd then Eant

Egsentinl Belation - '
g Whele and Part ’
FPorso and Manifestsion © Kant and Fichte
Outer and Ianer © Behelling
The Abzclute : R S

. . . o . *
Allof thsse categorles which the abetract undorstmnding, ‘etuck in .th@"}l,"
realm of Belng, -would regard as subirabum, are in Teality the oategories’in
which the philosephers sought to capture ths essence of Ground or of revolt, T
Unlees: I -an Vory much mistaken tho movemsnt of Capital, not to mextion of peiiticsl~ L
@gstatua;l}m '

#conomy, can algy be geen in thix development of these categoriss - all.
(as the philossphors say) of the revolt of the prolqta.riat._] ‘

. 1 haven't.worked out this in dsteil, I have heen spending the lmst couple
of-wesks going over a half-dozen timen the movement in the Reslm of Bsseucs,to crpture
12 I could, the movement itgelf, What I have in mind ieths emphasis: ' ‘

E—l) on & L &3 a movemsnt not oxly thkough opposition but through contradietion -
(Mencs no} only fi but second negation from the wREYEMr outwet), This sticks in y
uind because concretely T know that the graatest illumination for ms and for everybedy
" I talked to in France wau by etating sixply that pessazs from Btate and Bevolutlon which
quotss Narx's letter o Weydemyer in 1852 v ' ~
. . RN o
2} on the fact that ths wovoment\from Fhing(hrevgl Substance snd ﬁuu@
Su:bjnc (3he Notion) ars sll stages of the self-date tion through nsgativity
omd,” Whot we have to ayoid, in other wordse, is thinking of Thing as 17 1% vers .
" Ons (in the Realw of Baing)

?) Hanen tho;a stages as conmtituting vhat Hegel malle a ng toward ths

Notdon {iz, I, 157), 1.e. a devslopment (1n pnilosophiosl termsh{frem bresuprosisisn

of an undezlying Thing or subetrat ' : cHippontion
atuz) o an absolute Belf-mediation op substangs’
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{which substonoe 1a an abeolute self-medintion but nevertheless not yet subject {/j/
becavss 1) it remains a presupposition und 2) because it is act2elly a neutralisation/ |

of oppasltion (a» measure was e nsutralization of mitipllotty) and 3) becansas it V
is an Abgrand for individwality (%.162),

4) Honoe it is not only the opposition in capitalint soclety vhich develops
it but the solf-transcending fround as revolt.

—————rn o

.__.Woxthy of nts here is the .megSﬁ!ﬁ tskos vlace at Appearance,
.8, Dbot Xxintance und Fusenble} Bolation, It iy at this point that yom had
VB8 first bhg orinis ip developisg capitslism which manifested itgelf.nd logophisally
in Home and then in Kant, I belisve-1t-ishere that ths tran. i&-ion Abzolate .-°
“tp Belative fxddw Surplus Value becomss necessary, Certainly Lt is hend that the
Finitude of vepiialiss sapliolily cmerges.' 570N $hat peint on ng&nqe the

poreed

nfinity, of £he Trogreae to overcoms this finithde whiech moves( hrough: Kan{$«

Bichte potil\Schelling establishes the Absolute to try to overcods ", ol
All.this iv very mchematic, I hope to be able to £111 it in more vhen I
£o into/ the H.T, of C,A and the conarete analysis of the ibsclute Relaiion to
Rechprocity. It has taken s & great desl of tromble tc got the povexont and I
have tharafore stated 1t in the terma vhich are olosest $o ths philcsophiszal

.“rf“‘ n ~ . - o

o

s-4hing sbout Abstract andConcrete becamse I don't guite understend L. }“:3;
bf ; 2

erance baiwesn ug on tho Lbaluts Method,: Marx's moat telling

agel in B9 re~ingtated the existing positivims, i.e. at the end of c’rf:f"“f,

hia work, he still,firds 1€ neceneary to gy 0utsidm, to Hature; and therefors to
external refledifon, for edmtent'and the objesEiieation of tho Abmolute which hid -
bosn reached Ry the-dialectical development of thowght.) In doing o, Hegel falls...
-dnte the esme Tal FOF Tor wAloh ha had attacked undsratonding, i,e. the rotendlon‘—
of the antithesIs batwson Bubjeot and Object,, thereby revealing that the higtopian
of philogoply oven when he getu %o 2 conchate universal hua to go to externsl refigoklo

- for contant, ¥ ' _ ' . o I

__ Insofar, however, 2s yo_-urs singe by siege going to use the nveolufely.
ravolntionary movement of Hegel, 1.0, the dimlectlc of negutivity but showdng $hls
not_ag way or maonex, ! in: tha gonorste revolutlonary dawslopment tham Lrailwi
Teach Aldoilte Hethod, "we wil) Yeash the Farmanent yevolutlon, 310 the extent, that
.the historiau of ¥he mass mevsment caa A0 0 and the historianct philoscphy cannot,

I dop't think there ie.a real diffioulty here, but that the queetion will be clecred-

up in ths actuel -ncuuoxi:']‘ ‘

L

ALg ever,
G-




3/14/60
Denr J:

My dear Marx 1g always on the apot, ¥ss, he was in the very
latest mine strike, It now turhs ocut Hhat among the addltions in
the 1R72 ¥ion was the tranaposition of a _long. _footnote on miners
inte the %ext 1teelf; you will Pind 1t on §§.54;3§5I; Ap soon as I
gat down at leaet eome notes on ths lltarally-Qozens of books I have
read on coal in these past two waeke, I will rut 1t gvay Bor a while
since there geeme %o be nc chance for an arsicle. Or I may decide
to write a rough (very rough first)draft anyway and then Just let 1t
lie with you and me in thnt condition until we get rcady %o rework,
In the meantime I will. return to work on CAFI7AL, (You san kaasp
the minutes nas I am being permitted the branch copy; but please do
find JB'e MS8,V¥ill gee you grt nll ocurrent pateripl poesible.)

- Meanwhile some goasip, You noted in the minutes that the
initlative for the tri-gtete disoussion wus not Buom Pigh., but
Trom Youngstown where neople with higher trads union etalus of
elther EL or me reside. Frank had o come to tovn about his leg
veesterday and eo dronred in and told me that they now have s letter
from Youngatown asking "Red” %o come dowr there to spesk to the

Ohio branches, and P'gh, would be invited too. Naturally he accentsd,

There 1a no doubt that hoth *Red” ae a new member.and the importance

¥ of the strike and vellef aotions has made Youngetown more than wish

1t was closer to Morgantown; an antual tle-up that-a-way ig being
built up. ‘ " . : . : j S

50 have set the contents of the FI for a solid year!

Have not heard from George, but did see thet minutrs seem

Heard from WL whose comments prove preity ueelese; in any

csee here ie the one conorete suggestion fpr what it is {or is-not) o

orth: "Your friend ghould write up the Melville part meparately & -T
WQirculata it for criticlam among specialists; I have grave doubta -

about his symbolic interpretation, . Otherwise, he thought few
people "would-have the patience to plod through the' overlong prop-

or people with money, John i1s now finishing it and w1l let you
have hia comments in a week or so,

-  Bagk' to ooal for a minute; I could deal with: it elther in
the context of a full century, 18491049 (the rirst etrike and
unlon oocours in US 1849), or restrict myself to the two WW when

the teohriologlical changes oecur. The orisis in coal, you know,
began in 1924, not 1929, It seems many “"friends® of miners &g woll
‘a8 tha cosl barcne thought thet teohnology would eliminate: the
union since i1t would elluinate that indepsndense uf the minper and
make him a button pusher even as it did the faotory operative wha |
was not organized (1825), The interlude of newnesa however lasted |
but a oouple of years and the striltee resurrad.ever-more-ahar

ae 1t came in thia very latest oiie, TheTs ia no richer mine for
\Johnsonism than a real mine. ) .

\ Begt to Connle and Nobbile

~and in fact theﬁ}niiﬁbﬁiﬁﬁ:qgmea~rroﬂ‘the;gghj;ggghani

!

pectus” and hence he could give no suggestion either as to, publishers -




R e , / Jyne 7, 1980
Dear ' : _’,f’/, '
‘ Instead of writl on 3 of tho developmsnt of
Harx's Oapltal, dealing with the Struoture of Gapltal as 1t
evolved in the '80s3, formally, I degided, arger all, to revert
o letter wrlting, Thia will giveythe ohance to be very dle~
cursive g5 thad 211 dstalils, whether or noi there is m
conneation of the event with the logloal development of the

theory, cvan be mentioned and be present before our eyes vwhen we
get to rewrdlting ptrietly loglca;ly.

Marx best of all expresseé the astart of the '80s: ¥In By
opinion, the biggzest things that ere happening in the world
today are on the one hand the movement of the slaves in Aderios
started by the death of John Brown, and on the other tha movamens
of the serfs in Russia" (1/11/80) By the fTollowing year thae :
movement of the slaveg had become the Civil War, and Marx, having
Tinlehed with hie reply to Vogt, began, or rather "ocontinied®
with the Critigue, Thie firgt drafs-of Caplital was wrdtten
between August 1361 and June 1883, . : —

L8 are oruclal. years in the coastruetion or‘ﬂgn%gsig :
-The firet letter in 1862 which deals with the work anke about -
the various gategorigs of workers: "Gan you not. write.ms about
all categories of workerm(exoept the warehouse)* in your fae-
tGFfquaﬁ_EiﬁﬁﬁtéiTﬂuﬂing*thair~mutaal proportionst ¥ Marx goes
‘%on To explain Engels that thig ia tacessary for his’ hook'in order.
%o show that in ‘makhine produstion. the don ofilaboy gyl
deeeribed by Smith does not holé true. Le us Jump;:immediately .
to the manner in whigh he anslyzed the diviglon of labor mnd

@istinguished from Smith's cenception in 1867 since this takeg:
.us direotly into the ;ggsg;¥.anﬂ will explain his sontinued
insglgtence in the next year's (1863) letter on machinery, 4ts .
¥a2ar _snd _lear; sccumulation end its Zgrroduction; the workenr's

8 in the fagtory and in.agriculturegiuarx{i”.‘ S
running to take a course in machine shop work and hig echneetion
~of rent with the organlg composition of dapiltel, ell of whiohk .
maig hima;turn everything around", discard Orit que, and give
us Capital, ‘ : ‘ , . ‘ -

R S LT T e T P S

" Marx saye that beoause Bgith wrogglyhidehtitiel
the &ivislon of labor. in eociety with that in the Lastory
ho miesed the following istinetionat (1) while the
éivigion of labor in society is between commodtty ovaers; .

gach being independent; the connection betwaen datold dabonors o -
in the Tactory is that only in gfmmon can they produce a anmmodity.

{2) while the &ivislon of labor n soclety 1s brought about

by purchase and sales of goparste branshes of 1n&u-try€hthe

detall operations in the workship 1a bourght about by the sale _
of several workmen to ong capivaliat; (3) while divielon of labor
in sooiaety implies dispersion among many independant producers,
divislion of labor in workehip implies gnnggg}ggi;?n of' means:
of production in the hends of gne eapitallist; (4)Jwhile ehancs
and temx ¥eprioce play s part in élstribution in soolety in the
workshop "the ircn law of proportionality subjects derinito
numbers of werkmen to definite functione; (6)while in soolaty

sompetition Ais the only recognized authurity "Division of lebour ,i

wilthin the workshép implies the undisputed suthority of tle

S
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capitaliat over men that are but parts of a mechaniem that belongs
to him," Anarchy in the market end despotiem in the ehop mutsal-
ly conditlon one gnother, even &s in earlier forme of so6lety

~ the "authorliative plan" of she administrntive caste was the rules

'\

"Bide by side with the masges thus occupled with one and the
eane work, ve find the ! t', who ie jJudge, polige
and tax-gatherer in one; the booskeepar vho keeps accounts of
the tlllage ana PGgiBuPTB averything relating there-ol annther -
official vho prosesutes eriminals,....} the poundary nan,..;

the ovorgeer who distributes the water fvom the common tanks for

irrigation; the gﬁggm;n «s.} the sgh «ses38 Spith and

a tu t ..-.’t e izottﬂ!:--co, the the ﬁm‘ll

the agivaram;_g, here—sang there the Aﬁc in some communities
o the gilveramlith,\in others schoolmagter, " (381,18 e

?G%Eut wh_la divieIsm of—dabor iR sootety is common to all

kinds of economle form.ilons, that in the Wor{ehﬁp is tha partiou-
lar creation of capitaliasm alone. ' S

. The reason I went into this detail in what we know f'rom
Capltel ie to emphaslze the precision, the ooncreteness of his
theory, and the faot that the change in structure bagan agoingt
the -background of ocivil war with the categories of workers and
continued te remain with the proletariat in the workehép, Let
us return to 1862 an foilcw~h1mt‘ That letter weeo writton
on laroh 6, 1862, 62 Irg followe with a Jetter on
Darwin, “Remarkable tha¥ 1 animal and-plant kingdom’
reveals anew his English socliety uith its division of 1nbor o
gompetition, opening of new markets, 'ipventions! enﬂ|!a;thnaian‘

/ Yatruggle fcr existance®, -This is the Hobbsiap: e

contra omnes, and this b omb 50 Heg %‘“=‘;'*““j
bt wh&ﬂﬁ£g§$§§;§o6§§%y 0y '
"epiritual kingdom of eMImAIE"™ WHTIle with Darwin thgggfn dom
regents ¢ivil society." (Rus, ed.)  -That—eane letter a:
8 !inally worked out-the-rent thoory andé ve (-} the

falsensss of Ricardo’s theory. Also-he ie working on- Quesnay
qg&_gfgggg;%gg that 1a, 1s woriking out his theory gr

8 “EE\ﬁF on, . Boma.-lettert—{¥=ttt—doen-not-appear-in kn;

Berore wa get %he detalls of ‘his rent and accumulation

theory in Auguat, Lassalle visits him, Marx triss to show him

the importance of 'W’ in America but Las -will not

be drava into it, Mars—+apBTt to Engele on J LYY ]

to 7Amerioca®, it, says he, iz completely unintereeting. The

Xeea have no ‘iﬁean" ITndividusl freedom” ig only a. 'negat:ve
deajeto, and such similar old, long rotted speculative mkbish,*

Innidentaﬁli the English "C.V.in the U.8,% tranglates “oomplate-
fffayV 1ng“ as_ interoiting"

@éﬂ

1%

eninteres hs @oon as Lagsalle leaves, .
uarx writes \nugunb ‘2, 180Z) Ergels his new theory of rent, The |
letter 18 of course well known %o you but I wish to go over 1t '
in ded&all nnd I hope you'!ll bear with me so that I can get in
the new light in whiech I aee what appeared familiar before and
yet the relatlionship between the rate of proflt and the theory
or rent gacaped me before.

Watoh then with me the method or his cxplanation of his
"theory of wrent. Tho t thing he mentions 1s the divielon
he had introduced into the concept of capital: oonstant aapftal
and varleble capltal, and what he emphasizes on the question of

&gng&gg& eapital 1s that M value reappesrs in the value of
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the produst,

Nert Marx explalns the distinction between the rate
of surplua valus and the rate of proflt, the emphasis once again .
being on gonstant ospital, that is that eguel exploitation of
vorkers brings about gifferent rate of profit slnce the rate of
profit 4s surplus value to %otal oapital. Xn other worde,the
organic composition of oopltal is decisiva, Or, %o put 1%
AROSRAT WaY, it L& noy compedtition, an gutaide factor which
brings about the average rate ol profit, which 2a 1ce,
but Wh?t ig of the essence la that which is of the §ery vrganisy
of gapital,

We muet internalizs this immediately or fall into the plt-
£all of the Marxiste of %he "past half century" who hed not
undaratopd Marx'c Ct?i;cl, as Lenin said with sush a start in
1915, "“orpetitlon,! writes Marx "does piot therefore MW¥iw
reduce commodities to their yalue but to their gos}y orige , which
atis ve w, o sgupl to their value, s'ccording to the

W\ OPgants, compusition of the respective capitals,” Gowpetitlion
"that Ie being a market, not a production phenomenon, eannct
effest value., We undeystand that ané therefore the wery next
paragraph appears so érey, but that's where the pitfall ka:

 *Ricardo zonfuees yalue with go rice. He therefore
belleves that if ghsoluta rent exisied (i.e,, & rent independent
of the dtfferent productivity of different kinde of land} . - '
agrioultural produce, .ete. would always be sold sabove itg valug
because 4% wouléd bs sold gbove its cost price {the sapltal =
advanced plus the sverage profit), This would overthrow s ; .
fundamental law. Sc he denles thée exlstence of absslute rent ' . -
end only assumes differential rent.” A ’

o] .
" The pltfall iz/acknowledgaiwell, of course, wrigs is -
dAfferent from value hut xince 1t is also the phencmenal expree-
sion of value and in thelr totality all prices muat equal all ’
value, therefore 1t doean't really matter. That woulé mesn that
you sink into the violent abasractione which have Rieardo & '
prisoner, It 1sn't true thet it doesn't matter. It ien't even
true that it affosts only the oaspitalista. It effeets productlon,
Marx goes on to say that vhat we mast keep before our eyes 1& '
the organie composition of capital "which does away with a maag
of what have seemed hltherto to be contraidlations and probtiems,”
Then he says AT we sasumed the “not sgricultural® cspltal te have
an orgenlc composition of 800:20V, and that of the * i

sapitall tc he 60s:lw. and sinae s.v. gomag only from v, then
agrisultural produet, assuming 1007 explgitation, would bs 140,
and industrial produst, 120, But the fymer must sell at value,
instead ¢f nost price besause ';gada% property prevents the fgmer,
the e‘uivhlnnt cf the brother capitelicts, from adjusting the
xg;n% of the product to its ggg%ﬁgg%gﬁ, ﬁompetition between
capitals cannot enforce this. e downer intervenes and

extracts the mmm‘%gmmﬂum .
In other words here we have the solutlons of problens which
will reappoar in the 20th century 1n a new form tbat of
monopoly, “imperrect ccmpetition” and what 1s known as the
"stickiness of prices.”

And now hold on %0 your seat for in dealing with these
problems in the realm of agrioculture and absolute rent,he
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gdves the answer to whot will become very abscure over egein in
the 20%h ceniuvy with its distoriss view op nrudvAsii ratTone,
plane and enileotivization., He gaye for 5Tute rent %o sap—
pear not oven netloneli-eticngy of lznd 4 and T in
another pisce he grys thrt woulc be n nert vay of eolving 1% but

that tle Dourgeoiele lae giom Loc 0ld te cerry cot thic mimed ‘
ghden La vrenily ite vroblem): all thas ic_needes 4 7]
4¢ o¥oluilon of such o scope aps vould mske Tie oreanic compogition

\.}P earitel in agriculture uwhusrl WED in intusoryl

////, "I the proportion in agrtoulsure enusle ¢ 80 v 20 (as
aagumnd nbove) nbenlabe rent cigan-ecrs, <fhare ouly reaaling
CifCerontind rpnt, ..

Now after o0l¥ing 'hie problem he cove "Here you hevemaroughly
for the thing Lu vothor goemplientod-—the eriticlen of Hicardols
theory. Uhis aucd you 413 ndmit, thet attsation o the .
oreanie ganpos!tion of gurii=1®dons avey wlth a mees of vhat
have seened hithertc to ce contradiotione ~nd Zroblems, , . 4"
4 né hepe the ng’izh Srangl: tion siops, The date ie 1934,
Collactivization of agriculture ~sunls "goninlisam, * .
Mt the originel letier does not gSon thars, but continues
slgndifieantly iit a manner similar Jo his anelygis of the =~ .
gonceniration of eaplial in the hance of " single corporstion®, -
Here he sayr! "Faotunlly landgd property con digappear alao inls
the cage where Shn gcon’tallat. and tho landed propmietor ars
‘unlted in one perssn oo ‘ Lo
"But hrre I oornot stop o consider thess details. .

TS TR

Giowevar, ono precious statement he etill dors nake hore; . C i
after showing 2iffersntial ront to be nothing more than superprofit
“existing In any aphers of industry whieh functions under betier the
average oondltionsi "Only in mgriculture this gots n bagrs singes. -
it has unaer 1% zuch o 80218 zand {ralatively)basic foundntion, as .
Girferent degrens o7 natur:! frultion or diffcrent aorts of eerth/%
Toean't this sounc 2ile “he ocbJoctdve-bsetig which certain idodan
gt (as state sapitalism ang 5talinism) and VRLEHtmm-4%.at

one and 4&he same tinogifigfﬁ’ghjlghiem ané the countar-re

‘ Tc heve. discloned the saored of Tent in_thn dbgangc-
comporltlon of capltnl (Until my new grase of 1t I had flever heen
able to exnlain why the Theory of the Lew of the Lecline An tHe:

_Rate of Frofit rinde ite ploce i -Vol. III which deals only, with
forme of appenranca,cﬁiip.xhn sgig;axnﬂgiiQﬂ;nﬂ—xhﬂ_gggﬁlﬁﬂing
part) mennt that tha goluficn of the landed oroperty lay rot

rh TR A0 i 1 Wh

an munh in n anfparil Add #3 me —:" ""ﬁ"" e e B o
LA : i o Yo ldid N

i

In sny cage we know fhat from nou nn,GEég;, hie old ooncept
of the gfrustnre of Cnuiial, as 1) Cardtnl, ¥ landed Property,

3) Wage Labor, 1a entirely supzerseded, and landed proporty is
relogated to Vol, IXT ng a occneroete form “growing out of the move-
ments of ecapitaliad production as s whoie', (It also we

7oy ue e g vl e living

world lg ‘v tarmoil angd =

26111 hns vitality to challenge the U9 and the UK, thn theoratical °
Answer to the empiily abetruet ocrasnont rovolution of LT, bus :
1 oannot ston to wowvk A% out hera.) ' S
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Now let us return to the gecond noint he had made in thie
first letter explaining hie new theory of rent. He had mentioned,
Tiret, tne orgenic composition of capitsl, and, secondly,
Rioarco's eonfuslon of vslue with price. We can seoe now that
i1t vould be entirely lnadequcte, in fzot philletine-like, to
satle?y ourselyes vwlth the atatemcuu that zince pries is conly
tho ﬁheromenal nenifestaticn of value, and since in thelr totslilty
all nrices equal all value, therefore it ie really of no great
import, To have made a distinnting hatyaen tﬂlun and price whaere
Ricards saw an identity meant all sorte of new davelopments out
of this split in the categery for wh_le forme isfanly® the manifes-

tation of essp £0 1n gition to escsence, and yet it
is als k] niver And thie éistinetlon of valuse
and priece arrect niot onIJ thé‘atrusture of 8apital *in

general’, but 1t will return to taunt Marx even after the publica-
tion of Yol. I in 1867 snéd will be responcible in ‘such great
mensure for thoese changee in the Freneh edition. In the week
intervening,¥riwesn wvhile Lassalls who had vigited him haé lefs,
and while awaiting Engelas's view of his new discovery, argued
vith Engels as_to hig peesimlaln on the Amerigan sivil war::

"I do not at all share your view on.the Anerican
cAfril 1ar* I ¢o not think that all 1g up .....In my viev the/
hole hlstory w111 scon take another turn®. The North will
finally begin to carry on the war seriously and will thus need
tovolutlonsry means, thyowing over the leadershlpef the bordi
glaves statesmen.* One regiments compored of Negroes wotld"
< call forth mirasulous influence on the nerves of  tho. -South, ¥
(Inoidantally, the Fnglish translation of the lettera oa the’
is very poor; also the stars in this passage as throughout thiwm
letter signiry that Yarx used these Englieh expraegslons origl lly
all of whioh is missing in English translations also in the lgtter
on Capltal and migssa much thersby, ) )

I keop emphapsizing the Civil War in tha ug beoauue th

very same letters which deal with the new 'dlacoveries on

organio atructure, soet and prioe, categories of workers,

reproduction and accumulation deal with the civil war, and all

of this wi will hgve to work out more preslsely, as some will i

aleo deal with the form of bourgeocls rule which will get repaatei

in tr~e Parie Communse, and the 2nd edition of Capltal. Rmwex -

In 1862 while he arguea with Lassalle from & oompleteiy Opponentn

ung,a.c, ANl Wivh Eng§is TTUT W mUGrSwWLWLll avrioted militaristio -
I% seems to me that you

awayei & 11ttle tico much by the military aspeet of thinge..l..

"The manner in which the North wegen war e only to be exp

from a hourgeois republie....'%o be sure, 1% 1a poaseible thht

1t will come to a sort of rewlution in the Horth Atselr ri st." |

And egein: %As. regarvis—the-—Yankeos, I & &szurediy-=s ny

pravioud opinion that the North will finally prevail; oertainly

the Civil ¥War any go through all sortz of episodea, oven

armiatices, perhspe, and be long drawn out," All tﬁia in Eeptembe'

10, 1862, and whon Engels persiste in sending the pesshmiatie ;

newa "Of gouraes like other people I see the repulsive rlde of i

the form She mover:2nt takes among the Yankeeg: but I find the |

explanation of 1t in the nature of tbourgeols! damoeraoy.' The

eventy over there are a world uphraval, neverthelees...."{10,29, 6#

o
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1 20, 18623hs meke Xngels %o come to Lendon eince
"I 1ATE overwArovii £6 much of G 017 $lu-t I ehould like prelime-
ifarily discuss with you these points,...Une of Yhese polnts
vhlen as a practical men/Yot will no dowit %iov,.." 1s wear and :
tesr of nachinary whidh/he/connects both with the cecunulation fund
Lo Bhe ratd of prozAéN_ Go we nov have Uie FolioWlhg Rew pointal
A} sheomy of rent the orgunle oomposition of capital in
e (1) and {3) Jistinciion batven: ve 2 wrice, and ({)hear
and Tenr of" deschinery, e now A% 205 feela he oen
finigh the book., He writes Kugelman: "ohe sacohé part 1s at lagt
finisghed, apart from aaking a falr copy in the finnl polishing
for the prags. I A1l be about 50 printed sheefe. It 1a8
pctuslly s continuation of Part I, but will appear indepsndently
anfer the sitle Capital, with & Gontributien To  Yhe Critique
of ¥Yol. Gco. only 28 n autbtitle.” But he no sconer gets to the
rewriting, and sppresckes the pzri on maclkinery when he measts
ney el 1

1865 beging with hia wo £npels (1/24/65) YAporoach-
ing the chaptar of my book of Machines I find ayeoilf in great :
difficulty, It has never been to me how the asolf-acting.
mule changzd the process of spinning, or, uore correctly-~inasnuch |
ng atill earlier myWocsdxayngmd steem pover hnd boen employed
in wha3i, then, doae the interfarence of The motlive forea of
tha spinger exprasd 1tself in relation to the force of power?
L Pour . - N R
" wm days later he follews it up wishy "The quastlion-is
s followai of what was the work of the so~ozlled .cpinner .
comprise befors the invention of the self-aoting mule?: 1. .
unferssond the self-agting mule; but I do not understand wvhat”®
proseded him, °  enlarging _ oo w
_ : "I om mBgitmg presantly thu chapier on mashinés,,
_Thera are many problema Shere which I had evaded (oboshel). in the
firet €raft...In order to olarify myself I rerced in\gullfmig
notebooks {extracts) on teohnology and am atiending a practioal . -
‘oourse {experimental only) for vworkers....I unéecsgtané the .
mathematicul laws, but the simplest teohntcal reslity demanfing
vevoeption is harder to mo thon to the biggest tbckhead,® "

While he is %xx %aking the practincsl machine course
the Poilgh insurreotion purats forth and Merx writes Engala - )
(2/13/62)"0ne thing Ls clear: in Xurope once again there haa—%?ﬁ’
SEmmsX mora or less fairly vpensd the sva of rovolutlon ®h .. s
e v "_E“WH#NNW'T - .
CTATfaw monthe later Hars-hes=wopkdd oiat his entire theory
of reproduction end op-July &, 1863 sgnds Engels his T .
E sue, 1t 13 shgrt%y-artur—%htﬁj or Auguat 15, 18685, that
he writes how he has had “to turn everything round"t"... en 1
look &t this compilation now and sen how I have had %o tura’
everything round and how I hn& to make even the Q;gjgzégnL-part
cut of material of which soms vas qulte unknown, then Itzlg real
does seem funny to me wish "hig" edcnomy already in his potket,..

|
i
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How let us gec the"evorything" that ho hag had to turn
round, {(Ye will have to go by tngels' preface to Vol,1I and
Loontiev's "Harx's Capital.)

tn Auguat 1861 Marx began hig Cnplinl, or rather his
continustion of tha Critigue, e worked on ii two yrars:

here gmr-dg the structurs of thw-gagazine!

(la’fﬁil-ezo {Xo and agein pp.libB=-1472 @B—
kaoks XIXeX#II1) are matters which somprised Vol, I, "beginfiing,"
FPAGEE Riels wlth the O nefomietlon of woeney into sapdved and
continuing tc the end of the volume, and ic tha first fraft of

thiﬂ ﬁubJﬂct." (VOQII’T:.Q)

Kovr wvhnt happrned in the blp gap, botween pp.280 Lo
116097 The blg gap ie divided inlto twol

‘ ¢ 3 (% i)vpg.aﬂo—ﬂ‘?z (Motebooks VI~XV) compriese Tho Theovias
- i Surplus Vaiue, - .

- fu o%her wordg, he is following the structure of %‘m
rné Just 2s he followed ench gategory, commoilly, monsy,

excursas on the theory of it (historyv to 24&m then means history

of theary), @0 he now follows the chapter on gapital, that. is

the transformation of money Into cmpital, not yet the astual
prooess of produotion, with theories of eurplus V5lgg. e o

© ‘DUT thors le ohe ohrnge, Notebook B hnd alresdy MEagem, s0 @ -
Leontiev tells us, p,102, *a detelled sxamination of the toohplaue
of capltalist prod.uctionﬁa:ﬂuch re continues in kotebooks AIX and

WX.® In other words he had begun the teshnique, just reaching
“Eha prnasse of troduation, snd broke off %o write tha theories,
he date therefore becoxes very ioportant, “rontiev claims thad
& wrote the wiole Theorien of Burplus ¥alue in the ghort '
-ﬂm'iod ?mm_f\' (2] et us not forget that that leg the
pericd he began to write those lettera on rent and ostogories of’
. workers, and. followed them with thoee¢ on machinery,

- {213} Now pp.87s-1188 (lotebooks XVI-XVIIX) take up ques~
tiona %o be dealt with in Vol, III, eapttal, rate of proflt, oto.

I% 1a at this point that he begine to mee things differently
Notebpok XVIII, that is She laat of those with sublents dvpilng
with’Vol, III , nkd bafo ' .

O L
r ~?

MWW. T 4% wall bg subgtantially what will ... .
remalin 4n 1887, 1% wan written at the ang of 1662, Here 1% is}

"First asctiont wm_nugnm ‘0 be
divided An the followlng wayt 1. lntmoduction, onmodtty, @ONey.
1

-2, Converalon of monsy lnte capltnl, J ARaqlub

(a}Proceaa ¢ labor and process of inorease of Va ugg biConetant
and variable sapltal; (oisbaolutn surplus value} {(&)ntruggle

for normal working day: (3) (guantisy
of worksrs onnloyed simullaneously). Sum of gurplue and zate
of surplus value (magnitude and dsgree), 4,

yoluas (a) 3imple oncpsration; {b)Divieien of r} (o

Machinery, ate, B, Combinatlon of absoluto and relative svurplus
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valuo. Gox-mlnﬁ.on {preportion) betwcen wuyge lobor and eurplug
value., Formal ané raal aubjugation of labor to capital, Product-
ive and unproduutive isbor. O Converslon of our s value baok
tnto oerital. Prinitive cooumulation,@8loninl theory of wakefirld
7. _Fegult. oL Ghe nrocece Of uroduobion, Ihe chingze in the appear-
ancp of the law of arpropriation can be given under & or 7,

0, *hepries of surpluc valun, ©. “heordes of produstive Lubor,*

rioce wall .aﬂi inegul®  of imo gnugnsﬁ of produttiib. hs
chance in the a- caYANge of the low of ?Mp'dmtion ¢en be
givon uncer 6 oy 7. Thte ie thr famous "Chanter-6% vhien T aa
alwys quoting videh woe m~ant t¢ be the originnl end of Vol, I,
nnd to whteh 1'11 roturn in a2 moment, It i& clesr that "6 ar'é. G
are not Iart of Vol. I, bus are the Theories of 8—9‘\91*\300]:

there 1& no doubt that whm he oonsinues with tiowbuoi; a4
or with matertal for Vol, X, that thir nav concept of the strua~
ture of Cspital prndnmimtee and it ir in thess dircusstances
that ke wi%os tha fooous “h That will havg to be tranzlated
by ue in fUll as an 8o ﬁ’to our bock, Hers I vigk only to
reanpitulate 2 ;51:11:3: jtp  ‘etyructurad It 1a givided In

& vartq ﬁhue 15t pmduntion ia the
guz , t io, ﬁ.nall:.f. o ’
- ' X n,m thanks ‘Bo wh.toh t a ,

¥ . '.1:: Labox- procees as thc ‘
which cen a snen from *the very ¢ 1e alomentm
: fues"or the’ noccasity to sugment &% or POOGEE 67
augnentatlon of wvalus® which iz dc..:.n..n%', end ov Smpenters
.@dootaiva In 1% ig the negative elomant of itls.?hin Ya. tlio
of hls own labo®, *h pker hora From
Lhe wery bagnm ng e%andg higher then the onpitalist o the
axtent That the latsar goos with hia roots into this prooasss
g%@%ggn & finde An iiabacluto satisfaotion vwhile the workdr
8 viotim Yrom the very bo?l.nning rlace agalnat 1% and per-

. cnﬁea 1 SO PARENAE R st c v . Wﬁso& here evory bit se
aotively a= ho did An t’.*:- ennly 1 MB.)with tha added valua 4

~that 1% in not ab 11 ve:_-x m%ﬁ;fo,. noroow bora tdo'\
: _ yred) and ¢ tfm 1

. the pmceu of

. ALty ] 0 rect conneotlion U
i jere 13 that tha ﬁuo-rom cha.ractor of '.babor malteg the produel,.”
nng—aadiﬁ'ﬂ nna f.hn mnt‘!t:at nr"‘v ﬂmmﬂ“aa mtl /'

i /}.,@ Row w&th this new oonoeption ha puts the MS 1661m3 away and

"7 begina rewpriting all over n§a e 'Batuonn 1683 end 1857, " writes
Fnge @ in the Prefaoe to Vol, IXI, s TUarx not only cumplatnﬁ
the rirat druft of the two laat Vo umas of Capltal and moée the
fipat volume ready for the printer, but had alaoc nesSered ths
rnovrous york gomtooted with the rou.mlats.on apd eyxpangion of the

nd.w' 2 Amsocclation.”

Just ne ths rirst Sraft wns written while the Civil War
in Amewion and the ineurrestion in Foland are in full ewing, t
snoona draft of Capital is writtsn at the game timo a8 the
thae Fivst Interpa , ,

p—rm——S—
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We know Marx in the Preface to Capltals
"Ag in the 18th o, the Am. war of independence sounded the

tocsin “or the Furoneen mifdle-slass, so ir the 19th century, the
Amerlean ¢.vw. eounded 1% for the Europesn working claes.”
And while the oivil war was «till in progress we know that it ie
the English working class which preventis the English bourgeoisle
from intervening on the side of the Souti:, and tiad 4% 41z the
agitation both of the English proletariat, ané the French, and
the emlgras in London reanting to the civil war which make the
rovivai of the worting class movemenl talke tie leap to 1nternntional
crganization., Marr la right there and in hle Anavzural address '
to the Firet he sutmarizes the perlof from the fefea® of the 1848 |
revolutions to the nresent (1864), ¥or us tracing the different’
structures of Capital what is important are the two pointa he
wentione ag showing that it wnen't only a period of dereats, but
also of gainai (1) The movement of the workers that brought about
the enagtment of the Ten Hours Bill, and (2) $kp fast %hat .
"hovever excellent in principle and however uasful in practice,
cnoperative lsbor, if kent «Athin the narrov oricle of the :
soaual effovts of wrivate workmen, will never be able %o arrest
the growth in geometriocal rrogzression of monovoly, to. free the ~
masses, hor even %o perceptibly lighten the burden of thelr migeri¥!

. In 1865 he "works like a
does not finish rewriiing, and he
PV¥alue, Prisce and Profit’ or his debate with Woston 30 long

Gapitai itgel?r 1lg not yel —~.The only other letter that year |
that deols with Oapltal AZ1/20/66}ke asks Engels aboul the weekly .
wages of epinnero, and 1n pamg“1et$erkeommqniﬂiﬁﬁvﬁg;ﬁha;;;;;ﬁ;
full expceure of the Englieh hypooriele® thera . AR AFumgller
ihe Amerioan war--Lptsh—ristony mnd-ifie Jamalca butcherioni®® | -
The revolt of thf Weet Indles Negroes Desomes pariof-the——"
hiatory surroundlng and senéing out - "impulase® to Marx rewriting
Capital dBong tha lines of his new struciure; : -

But the‘thing that happens &haring this'périoi
ia ths study 0 he” Blue Books and the one new. olaments” oomen

~‘fyon the working out of the Werking Doy. ©On February 10, 1866
e writes Engels that he 1g so 111 that he ooﬁIEﬂuﬂrmarkhdﬁ-—fﬂj
. _ .

the atrietly theorgtie—work——lkor L il R — ‘
L‘E&KM Bui @ historiaally I daveloped & part sbeut
: 8 " which-had nol gone into m .o
eép, Toxr onds onoe and for &ll
moestior of history .of pol., eco. AR hietory of theory, and
akor the only history in Capital the W
- .3 cays later he complaina thatl. Although the M8 1as
, but 1% has such a gigantic agope in its present form =

hatxno one bssides me;cﬁﬁ%igxgg_xgg. could publigh it.* (This
etter to Engels 1a in English; the one on the Working Day is net.

By the end of ﬁhatfyeargfib 3/88, we have the full
atruoture of all volumes? "The whole work fzllg into the
rolloving partat ’

> ARG K '
In the reot of that leltey to Eugelman he desls with his new :
analywls of commodity, with which I dealt in the previous seotion:

. e e ey o e
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. What vemains now Ls not any chenge in the basic etructurs
ef Coepitel, but the "aéditlons® vhich he considarad of such
"geientific velus* that he wanteg readers to study them in the
*pench edltlon, ewen AT they hed read the original rirat Germnan
céitlon, VYa hove spoken of them a lot, but eeparately, as
we narded them, Tthat i# eliher of concenlrntion aid siatification,
or foma of value, bat now Lot us take thex as a whele. Befora
that one word w«houll be orid and matd firsly ae to the parta of
aven Sie Tirst vodums of Capdtal Zhteh have oghoyot heen _ruplishad!

* arn
Thane arel —— _—
- k) _Chanker 6, or ordginel =nding of Ca: m. I, ‘

whieh o hnd ohanged-both for-logiosl And selentifiv-sensons,
ag weil ns the fact that he felt himself “on the vorge of the *Fa.
grave® (Lettey of 4/30/67 vo Meyer) and muat have been im;nlled:
1o include theory into the first volums for fasr he'd never
ive to fiple —obheiy— = —

. LA ————

and peoond editions; we have the firgt version and the,
v:.;ﬁ-qinn" but we &c not have his no%ebeok on 1f.whipll, e# Le
ts 1thFthe cantral oontent of whish is the invostigsatio ‘ _
ormg of vB3ue. and ropresenta a vough draft of the variant of th
gvorking of the Zext of tha first edition while preparing. .
gepond od - ¥er-Engelea (II,VII),2085.) .~

" 3) Notabooks VI=XVE_of the Tigorkeg of Si¥a . which Xautski
had evidently loft out entirely, . o~ ‘ t

, Now thess god-damned 3tnliniets keep taliing of these

works, ané when they 1Squidated liazanov they acoused him of
"higding" them, but thay themselves fall to publlisbidl i
yeapsd They, published a single ons, tha Ch,€, snd that oniy in -
German and Rusalan, ané said Riazanov should not have commented
g0 such, eto, and gotten buey publishing more of the arohives,

but ginse then they have done nothing except revising ol aourge,

2) %qumt;_on._-mq Form of Vg;!,gg- whleghn qontelne the
gsanner in witeh he rewrote ths sesation between the first p
g?na
Q.

Vithout these basla worku, and only working by teduolng
from goedng firat nnd last version, without seelng the reworking
438410, here then iz whel happened between 1867 and 1873, (And
in the background ané Zpter very mach in the forefront we remanban:
that the Paris Commune was born, and Just as in the Civil War in -
Fyanoce he kneps repoating that. f the'-polit!.cal form at last !
disoovered to work out the stonomicdmansipation of the proletardia!
%0 An tha Congresses of tha Firat, he erphaslisai {1) that what |
tie writes 15 vhat tho wofkers thomselvos "with Wheir pight instind

n Ealtimore worked out) and (2)"0One dpy the working classe mus%/ |
id politieal power i 4%s hands in older to ostablish & new
orgenization or laboar.t(fipeech to Hpgue Cengresa), ) i

N

Il gotting very tired ond ainoe I'm tedlting all thia
vithont ro much as a rough draft or nosea borfore me $hia must
be a vory dieorgunined latter indeed, In any cose IY1Y hurry

to the conoluaston, hoping this hurvried part o take up agaln 5008

A M o e e p e e BT e e
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FArat T be consldeped Blios-wven qur nresent Spcllah
adltlon doox not havethcgélﬂgl_tnzuunrﬂggggpnl 1a the e
in ‘.e(gzzuotur iteeif, “¥% conaornal T—————

ol ‘--___{
Bart I doea noy Rnva—4-seotions-in_the finnl sddtion but

oni?’a sostlione, the CFotighlem Commoditiga" not conotituting
a mopavate section () ut péFf“gg Sratinn

4;2) Yary XXX II, The T-aneforieilon of Honny Into Cgﬁiﬂ&l
R nally oonplaspad by Mopv.ng onn ehaptsr, with & asubheadu,
lnstead of 5 ohas, )

(&) Part VIII, The rrimitive Anp. of Caplinl wms oonvertad
by him, ns integral va»t of Fort VILY oll.of 1%, except the :
lart oh., congtitvting 1 oh,,-& $hé irst oh, the ond oy final ah, :

it should bs notsd that ot merely congidaring the
Fronoh or 18%5 edjtion vut the 5dition on which Karx wss
working while he %A - Rven th ona Terry editionx vhich Las -,
the beet Engliish sditivn sincexsty=; nl though it retalne - the
aigorable trsnslation, 5t liats the imporiant chan¥es &oos notv

mention all of them. Shoce 1t doen mentlon avat {I'n dealing
r

only with majo nta,. : TS
ETE lerge sestion addeé by Meavx on the on dtalind

ody/ of arproprlation, np.840e4, ¥hish includess "Sa. ong ag $He
lawe of ex, are meintained in evary aect of eXls==taXan by iYgelfe. !
‘tha mode of appropristion ean. e completely rovolutionized without
in any way affecting Eh“ mraperty maoivke which sorTaspondig oo

‘—(2) the geotion in aca.,. pp.6A7-8 that ingluder the &

“In a glven asbelety the iimdt would not be reasghed unsil -the
woumgn®- when the entire soolel capital wes united in the hands

Iy ' upke - pitaliat gompany,®
And the egually immortant medtstmy part in it _whathe

the gentralization *ig recompil ahsd wy the violent metho of
annaxation® or "by the smoother method of Joint-gtdck company
fornztione=tha asonomio effest menning. tha aRiti, '

e are acquainted Ath Engelsly footnote cs o Amerdoan
truats but not the xarl_inutskytgi!!berore YWl broke out there
weg A "populur editlon* of Caplial-By XK) notation to the snre
parapg of ceo Rllzation ns s single capitsl, Tho KK footnote
readsi Since T '

Riw-that time the economy of onrtelz hos Rpras

- throughout Europe,and in #meriecs the form of
Erugts haz bsotme factually the rovm of g chpiﬁg*

in generali " '

{3) Binca ny intoreast in nonli I have benn sttractud rlao
n

Yo one of thoe minor sdditionm, denling with the latest digcovery
(1874 )or revolution in the procast of ruddling in the oaoal and
iron industey which has %cwused n great oxtension An the ingtra~
menta of labor and in the wiount of materinl whioh oould be worked,
+3th a given amount of lubour,..lhie ia he bistory of &1l ths:
invantlone nnd dlacovaries whioll urise pg a result of asocugulatisn

Thle nGéition doeas not acpaap in Kerr editicn, but doos in 2,7,
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F&na"ly 0 to the Aftasrword %o . the socond. eaiuon
(Vhye Pray, is thnt omjtted from the fns,linh?), vritten by Marx
&n ( January 24, 1873 inoluding all of $he matoriul of
SheNEnd-r T EES, ahtmesdB Sho followingi

"I muet £irat of all noint out to the readers of the rivet
rdltion the ochonges introduced into the seeond editisn, Tha '
siore prooise subdivigions of the book are visible Azmedictely,
The additionsl footnotes are overyvhero noteé =g addtiions o ‘al‘.n
the wcoond adition, Aha regards the text Ltself, tho most
Laportant ars ocmprisod in the following:

e 'Ch.a-.a.-ﬁ t he annl.,raia of value from the analysic of .
qu:mltmuon wWidoh every ex, V. 1c axprecsed, mpfawdEwr ic é.one
# with grent sulentiﬂc pocurnoy, and algo 1t in airgotly.
1 the irst odition the simple desipnsted oconnastion :
f‘tho substancs of valde and the megektmty mtaminania %
/ biude by the soclally. naaaa:ar, lekar tlae, 4 i
orm or Vs.lue“ 1a anurely D whiieb g&a nacasnary rsa
g -y vi 3 * oty Z'I 43

‘ : T3 i 2 @sinoa 4% wau don«a aamiei iy
J.n tho Tirst .auts.nn,xxﬁnm and rapdersg ware rarerred o bhe i

expo sitlon of-the-gt Earnn, 1889),.

\& gniricantly M'm“::sa wig Ch, Vii, pert T

Y o

(I 4o’ not heve the, ke And Has, ed. A6 ‘handy" ,hst : ‘bcnm

that Che VI roally means FPapt VII, seationz, I3 sugt mean  Sheg:

" ginge that 13 in tha part in scoumulation and we know Shat wogt
or the ghanges ‘!ntroauoed in 1886 Too waro in that paril.

Now that I have all the "data out, I should rind :I.t _
mary to return to the logio of form, %‘or now tlmt will do,

Good - nisht.
- ];i

. ‘{"U‘ Qranne gy {;{.M, Lt Ahabten
- ZN]FWL '\.’F\L'%x M .
. i _ by

B I R




1/24 /50
Dear J3

Let me pget scuwe notes regarding the structural developnent
of CAFITAL off ms an interlude between the othesr pheoses ¢f our
vork. In a very lerge senae, of courge, Merx's-labors-on-hise.
chief work c¢an be sz1d to have begun vwhen hig very first 1mpu1e§ .
to unierstand "the materinl interesta’ of his 7,
in his Eccnomic-Fhllosonhic M8 o . At the a-me,time /7
CATITLL As the eolildvenmons or % uednloe—or Bwudy: {lithe 15408 '
which eclosed wlth the monumental Commundst Manifesto saw the
rfirst systematic prasn on of the economic theoriee in his
Poverty of Fhilaosophy,(184%; and thas GE;%; precles preseontation
of the domination of Ae2T over living Xgbor in his Wgue Laber
and Copital, wil& This period also included something we have

a7er peent a work to e celled "COritigue of Dolitlo d
ngf Ceo. " which Engels urged iiim ne for back ae(l/20/45 *Try
& sognier to finlsh your book on polltierl economy, even if
in mptl¥ regpeocis it dues not gatielfy you.* And which Harx,
in [8/1/46) evplained th-t he had not yet reworked becauge
"1t geemed tc me extremely important To lay the rnremlpge for {
lﬁ(my no8itiye exposlilon of the subject by a volemical work.® (Rus,
L' Ba.; the - polemiczl work" refere to hie and Engela' Germen Ideplogyi
M(2)The 1670's ounciuded. with the Critigue of Politidel Eoonomy:—
{3)In the 1860a he wrote many vardante of (AFITAL, beglnning -
L with 'Ch. 3" of the Critlgue, swt writing all of the 4 books of -
Capital in draft form, and the finished VOL., I. (4)The 18708
_ssw the 2nd (French) edition of Capital, the completion of
. Vol, IX, . e .o ’ - s

‘ Whereas 1t is not nossible to tragce the difference -
between hie.Critigue of Folitics and Folliilcal Econony of 1846
and the Critique -of Folitical Feonomy, 1859, 1t Lis very sasy,
at lesst structurally,-to trace dQVPIOpmant‘bﬁt?eﬂn_135917§i .

- It begine in dep, 14, 1858, with hiec letter to Engels An wAich
. he snnounces "Ihave “Thrown over the whole. doetrine of -

: G?g;-
_profit as 1t hss existed.up to now, In the method of tréatmenté) o
"that by mere accidernt I have again glancod through Hegel's -
. Loglg hae been of great gervice to me..." IHe then concelvee
D ¥ ;1.-8he bourgeols_sconomy to be rresented &keix in 6 books?! ‘
Aot T. Qapitnl; II Landed Propersy; III Wage.labour; IV S8tate;
i .

V. Intsrnational Trade; VI. World Market. . That first plun shows,
furthermore, that mftder I Capltal 'ls quite different fron .
Capital, I, as we will know At,He states that it will contaln

4 sections: A.lepital in Generall.Competition, C.Credlt and:

D, Shere Capital. TRAT I3 HT CONCEIVES OF WEAT WILL G0 INTO-

VOL IIY WHICH wWILL DRAL WITH "FORVE OF APFEARANCE" as part -of

Book. 1. .

Tha nonsention of tha £ hooka Sefabwsbuded yemains until
the publisation of the Critique. However, there ie no rafersnce
to the 4 sectlions of the lst book, Inatesd, Just the first eectlon
Capital 1n generul is oxpanded into 3 ochepters: 1, Commodlties, -
2, ¥oney, 3. Capitsl in genersl, of which but the first twe =

- ¢chapters are published as THE CRITINVX., It 1s important to note
that each of thege chapters has avpsnded notes on the thaoridas - .
of the subjecta dealt wilth, thua: A, Notes on the Hlatory of : - ]
the Theory of Value, and under “h, IIi B, Theorlea of the .. -
Unit of Meamsure of Honay, and C Theories of the Medlum of

Ciroculation and of Money., The importsnce is that when he -




W«Mow;‘"ﬁé"ﬁbrk

- i M Aen Cu b S0l t. BoAE o le GARITAL

Lot bR e L 80 T ucre,  The distinetion batwesn ’
that structure and the FiRAl WERYETIRE“SIOAPTTAL VS ot only
TxEnkE -that-history of ARwaeyevry. Ma J ¥ tHeory w111 mot =
intarfare with the dialeoticfl degelopment of ihe.EESuakxurax

thﬂ.ory ISR JUREWRERTI S s

begine, immedictely after publicstion of the Critique, to work
on %Chapterd" (which +i1l in ncsunlity lengthon out to the

vanze of the 4 bogke of Cnital )ha will follow the szme atruciure,
BUT THIS STRUCTUAR WILL 8Y CHARLUEL, not merely in order to put
of-8ll theorisz “nt the end” in a asparste book, but for fhn

mere important swxs®m and acturl reascn thnt nothing wlll

P ThtrrTere FISHAY WiLh Wio Ciglecllcal OuvEiOonE t H

{9 7 oWl sheory fior wlih the actunl development of capliEkist-produc-

F Lt tion for whatever histor: will Le included SRETFHEDGHIK 7 7

U thin the bocy of the vork itwelf, W1l be not tne history

ST ot theory but the hisztory of production relstions arising ocut
deff v of %echnological development and resulting in the struggle of

; ﬁ%ﬁi the wor ers rfor the sghortening of the worklng 4day. R

\ 1 - niew I . : :

. The/method which nllowed freer movement of the material
1tsely Marxz was to deacrite in 1R70 (6/27)"Eepr Lange wonders-
thnt ¥ngels, I ete, tske the dead 'dog of tlegel seriously when |

[ Suchner, Lange, Dr. Duhring, Fechner, etc. aré agreed. thab theyl:

Loty -wpoor desr have oburled him long agd, - Lange le nelve. encugn

g to. say $hat I'move with rare freedom’ in empirical matter.  Hef/ -

e Hasn't the least ildea thet this. 'frec movement in matter! is }/-

’ nothing Wut z paraphrase for the methog of dealing with mattey:
~=t'at 1g the Jjalsciic weikod," " o o

»

" But before we canl mNEmEXEsxdxIxixx Iully comprehend the
mesning of this, lat us go ULack and follow through with the
firgt plan,The continuation of the Critique, in-Hanuseript .
Form, ag he left it after working on it from Auguat B6L to -
June 1863, conelsted Of'&gzgrpp, divided as followe!

_ -{1) pp.1-220 @pp.llﬁ{?-l4?2 beging with the translor-
maticn of wmonsy into nltal and continues through wlth :the: ’
matarial mora or lese ae wa have it in Vol. I of CAPITAL, '~

-

(& =U2) pp.220-072 contaln The Theoriles of Surplue Valus
. or vhet became ook IV of CAFITAL, . s :

N M(5) pp.975.1168 denle with capital and profit, rate
of profit, merchant'e capital and mnney orpital or loplos
- : -
EY B

-
A e wek el A WA ITTT oM AL Aea )
ure wh Wik Ll Folidg hmde 52 vl bl Le

/
OK The firet thing that strikes ic th@matnrlal that was to

#£0 into Volume II i1 not yei preesent./gBut by far tho mors
important element 18 that the brrak fodfm pp, 220-1169,when he
wap to reeume material for Vol.I, iz tagken up, firat with
other theorled, - That ic %o say as soon as he finilshad the
part of the transformation of monney lnto onpital and before.

he beagan to describe the actual proceas of production, h e .
bagan to argue, g0 to epeak, with all other eccnomlsts; that.

15 he " [} [} 1] -
avpended® aas “Notes" tc hie theory of crpital, or




..;_1-',-

ratrer as 1t waa stLll in embryo and limitad to the new eategory,
labor power, which had alrendy been bought by the capitaliast but
not yet pat to . usg, all the theorles of surplus value, Further-
more, he not only hnd not let his own m-terial devalop before
wolemically fighting nll others, but immedintely after that

np. 173=1158, and before c¢eonling with the producticn of surpius
value, he analyzed a single fragument of 1%, profit, That ia

to esy, althouagh »we had already overthrown wrevioue throriea

of nrofit, he nimself wae analysing that onrticuler uspect
before denlins with he genapal form; or he counterposed his
fixed determingte To other fiwed determinuies before Geoaling
with the universal, surplus value, as yed undiftearentinted,

It is thie precisely agrinst vwhich he will arpue leter,
Tt ie the exact opposite of this whick he will single outl as
one of the two majer pelnts of Yolume 1, the-analysie_of.
*supslug value irrespective of Llte form:, prefis, interred),
né rent,”, But-tm iR o-witen e TIYsEt GeRrintteiy—broke—wiih
ERFInTE throry of rent, he consldered writing a ‘ehiapuer!
pg. A "surplement' to Volume 1. (8/2/62) But.that year he had’,
moved from eonsidering $hia draft he weg working on as the )
"Oritique®; he gave 1i a.new "title", Caplial, . But to him
{(in letéer %o Kugelmar 12/P8/62) it was stiil "tho second part!
of thr Critigue, "but sltheugh a contlnuition of Pary I<ofl he
Critique 1t will nopoor independetly ynder the File Candtal{"

with a Gontribution to, the Critique or '7ol, Eoo. only:mg-& . .
mubtitle”. Ke mnkes the fQEEE&ﬂ»inQEﬁBﬂE_EEE&%%pn oENto. deal
wlth profiti?*Thnte volune contains what the English=X L the
rTeg of -pollticel economy, It is the quintescanca =t
fogother with the first part) and tha develorment of .the read |
with shie exception perheps of the relations of differant atate
rorme to.2ifforent coonomic structures of soviaty) could be |
eabily accomnlished by others on the basls thus provided.” '
' P ‘ R —
= BTE continued reworking led fdm o amplify the swcilon ob
machinery, He writes to ©ngels, 1/8/83. "There are some oyrlous
queztlone here which I ignored in my Tirst trealmant, In bder -
to get clenr about 1% I have peed through all my notebooks -
{e ~cts) on tochnaleiy ngein end am also atiending a prastical.
sourse -Laxpsrimantal only) for workers...” T e
R -

—

- ¥ 8 .
s - gl et e S

That same year, 7/6/1863, he worke out the whole theory of
reproduction., It ie firet ncv that the mejor idema of all
A booke (including the erucisl Volume Il) are vendy at hand,
ani then there hegins.the “turning evarything around”, On -
8/15/65 hn writes Ensildet “In the final vWorklng out the things
are taiking on, as it seers W me a-Denrably pODRLEE TUIW,
axcept for some nnavoidsbla M-C and C-M, On the other hangd,
although I write the vhole day the thing dofs not gad on in the
way my ovn lmpatience, after thia long trial of patience, -
2eziras. Anylow, it will be 100 per cent easler to understand
thar Mo, I. %or the raet, when




I look at this compllation now snd see now I have had fo turn
everything arcund and how I had to make even the Ligteorigal
part cut of materigl of which some was gulte unknOsn, then
Itzig really does seem funny to me, with 'his! eccnomy already
in his pocket,® {"in gsm hle pocket® 18 wrongly tranel ted in
the Engl. aed. es "in the mekdng", )

.»-_'-

We have then, in {B858¢ a plan for & books: Capltal, Landed
Iroperty, Wege Lrbor, State, Foreign Irade, Yorld Market, Uook
I, Gapi»al 18 dividasd into 4 sections! Capltal in general,
Comﬁetition, Credit, ard sh-re Capital, Beetlon 1, Ca ‘Atal
in general, gets dividad apain into: Commoditles, Money, and
Cnpital in Genernl, the firat 2 of which comprise the CRITICUE
GF FOLITI SCHORY ne publishﬂd in 1856¢, The chspters each
i olamenued by "Hotes" on the history of the bourgsoias
theorle rtopica, compriaing 1% centuries of polltical -
aconomy, - Imtedistely arter publicstion, he gontinues with
Ch, 3, or Cnpitsl in Gennr;l“ and that grows into what will
lnter become Volumea IXT and Book IV of GAPITAL, but which
for the present follow the mame structure, the transrormation
ol money 1into capltal being Followed by the Theorlez of Surplus
LgValue, and Marx's Theory of Frofit follows thot Lefore he
\.a‘ procaeds to analyze the nggssuoi—pfeﬂacz on itself, Bomerhere
\1‘.t/fin this two year period,|mid-]l881- in 1862; he begins.
~/7 to congeive.of 1t as a separats boom, cnlled CAPITAL, with®
7% Crpitique only se s subtitle. .In that year he Tully breaks.
~k‘ :~with Rlcardo's theory of rent snd develops hie own,/ HiE plan :[&.
“ﬁﬂ algo evidently {according te. Laontiev) ineludés the fomous. Gho
‘¢ as’end of Vol, I, Az he moves intc 1884 he f. Liomupry)
p 6& amplifies the sactlon on the. Cevelopment o hine -works
V' out the theory of capitalist reproduction rtyl): and. finally
(August ABL £inds he has "to turn ¥verythi around‘ It 13
._here he dinnards RIg Tirst plan, M .
0" . e "‘——-—'__"-\‘ ,-"
: In ) 63—55 he writes firet draft of all volumes of. Capital,
%} \using 1861-3 drart only as basis. B3y May 1665 he thinke“he-
- FV\ fithinks he oan have it finished in "6 weske®. But in July 31,
,Ak %}’1865 he wrlted Fngels "the unvarnished truth There a$ill-
-.\3 C namnﬁp 3 ahnnters in nvder $o finieh the thenratical pnrt (tho

E;ﬁﬂgzgﬁﬂp ?‘ first 5 booka}, Then thare is yet needed to write the 4th
.

book, hlatoric—literary....“ In January 15,1866 he.tells Kugelm
\ hie 18 “working twelwe hours a day at writing out the falr gopy.,
B) 1 Bhink T ahiell bring the meanuecript of the Tirst volume to’
31:3Hambarg in Mersh®, But it 1a Cctober 13, 1885 vwhen we: rlrat
VW’ lgee the NEW PLAN: "The whale work e a1?qnea ce followas -
Book I, The produotion Process of Gaeitnl
¥ 8 Book II, The Circulatlon Prooess of
prﬂ“ ;o Bool III Form of the Proocese as a ﬂholel
: v/ , Book Iv, Contribusion to the History of Fe T

\
r\ckw
\’l 7

Theory
N The ricst volume containe the rirat two “booka, < The third
Qg book will, I thinx, £111 the second volume, and the fourth -
\g book the third.
. "E songldered it necessary to begin in the firat booh_np ,

1‘727




The completely new plan is so different fror the firet
that only Marx'az own sharpness can fully make us realize its
thexeeomr depth. For he had reduced the ne rly 890G pages
of VOL, T of GoFYT.L as vr Xnow it to two:[*The besi pointsa
in my bock aret (1) the_double charscter of ialioyr, sccording
:gtto vhether it 1s ex: reseed in use valae or mxehsnge value (all

underatanding of the Tacte denende doen tils, it g amphacizad
immediately in the first chapter): (Z2)ths treatment of suralue
¥alue Ancevencdently of 1ta nerticular To»ms asg profit, Ilntereass,
2 iround,rent, etc. Thlg will come out expeclally in thes second

o, h
“$¥,,&olume. The treatment of the partisular Torme by classical
' s econemy, which always mlffj them up with the genarsl form, is -
c'?
L !

n regular hagh," \nggél The rirst point he more or less
had alweys from thesfar

f his labors in the 1840s, The
second point is ghe whﬁx_ﬁhg_ggglggtic of fthe material itpelf
disdlosed _in 1863 whigh, “once ror fil, Duriau nhe GoIn an
of Capdtal, Landag Proverty, Wage Labour and was compregsed

‘o 1ts esgentlals! Canltal and its opposita, wage lgbor, was
to be considered in its proparly subordinate place under
capitalism; while landed property, ae rent, was entiraly B
dircardad to ba-considered firat as "particular form' of surplus
value, or rather of the trsnaformotion of urslus. value Ainto

rent, in Vol. ITI whera forms of apnearance are.oconpidered,

‘The rinal form of Capltal was born thua, PR

. The revel sion in the plzn.of Cavital was not aa a
result of the absol.te conclusion~-the antsgoniam, between
labor and capltal vhich was the 7ery haclie of every word. :
he ever wrote fron 1843 on--tut that the conelusion arcse _nod -

out of hletory alone, but_or the very dialectioal ‘devel ment .
/., of the prod m@mﬁmﬁ—rﬁﬁﬁ‘mme
ama"ﬁagsf?zgﬁa, Se%emw finds embodiment 1n the goeial produgt.
Value is only the expenditurs of labor power and if. AKSX the
total product contains but 2 elements: surplue value and ‘wages
then the whole opposltion ie between them, and the esuborcdinate
oprosition bbwtween capival and landed nronerty fades hefore
that antggonlam which creates &nd ip oreatedby the: relationehip
between dead and living labor in the process of produotion. -
Back 1n 1867 Marx in his Intyoduction to Critique noted, anong
other things, "The disleotics of the conceptions productive - |
force (means of production) and relation of production, dlalsetics
whose limite are to be detarmined and which does not 4o away

with the conecrate diffe Oubr; - before the technelogy
of the machine and thef " categorie worker T
kept conatantly “AZels %o qQanihg_EEEtE £

" eanltal{FV productton sorreaponding. to_iba AR aidevedosment.

- _That _atructure remained the final une, in general,
But in Vol, I itgelf, particular in Chaptea-d—and the Formx
of Value (which Marx wrote faxxxamnm was (Qe ;
book"3-8/22/687, and which, as his Afterward 35-Vo I,1/24/73,
le ua he "completely reworked") And the Chapter on Acouzulp- .
tion of Capital we know how ha reworked for the French Edltion.
That enalyeis,however, hes to be made separately from tha
structural change in CAPITAL ae a whole, : .
1728..
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Pleage forgive the terribly discursive way in which thig
letiter la written., NMoreover, Itve told nothing we 4id not
-know, What I have done is spoksn out loud so that all the
varlious ohanges are tabulated; the analysis will come arftarvard,
Now that 1% 1s down I will probably limity mysell to the
structure 1868 and 1863, or perhaps beat tc eall it 1866 sinoce
that 12 when we first get 1t down net, and dsvslop all tha
dirferences in those, I may, however, later aleo fael thag
it would be naeoessary 1o trace Marx's development, on the
"economie" front, 1843-83, Do you think?

Since 1% will not be long before I'll be in NY again {Fab,10)
I may leave this ap well ag the continuntion of the othepr
. matter I'm working on (From Rlcardo %o Marx} until we see gach
othar and Jdiscuse furthenr,

. eHorapeyau getting on with yours g ~fnsrican,Clyidieationy. . -
Jurg regaivetﬁmg. A1 t»y to resd 1t this. -

week end snd cend him some comments, but I may not be able to. .

do 1t 111 next week since.this weel-end is busy ro?QBlﬁtaburgy

Ye're all excureing to the cnal rogicns with- the-speslal ecal

o

Best to Connie and Wobd; John“gska‘?b be raﬁghﬁérﬁ&;

ity -

R
e

Iy Fe)




1/30/80

Donpy J:

he "interluda® I epoke of in my lust lotier in becomning
an ladapenceant etagn and, moreover, has me ao anthusisatic thnt
I Bolieve I'1Y vun into NY a Gay or ao ahead of 'ri, and keop
avay even Irom you. The dinleotien of linpx'c plane for OCFIVAL
BU2L e vorked sul ln geeas Jedsll nog { ernnos do it hore seg
I o not have Darwts Collagted -owvke o the cxemnt th t they wers
nutilsiied in hwe=isn, fieva are Just & fow of the clements that
have me sxeltad,

“ne.  lnosg < sericoe of derx's wor: en Coplicl, e pute
his firet plan of~the Lritique 1n the mldcle '405 awry because
he wighes Toppoziee 1% with o orttique of GARrmm ;
zelence s 1% exists; he Y= i A awE dlelectitramtertalel)

letieslly and doing away with the German socinliets and utoplans
all at onee, :

’ Tho gecond ataoge of hie sgononlc studies rosults in the
Critious as wo %now 4t (thnt too had trzendous changes 4n. 1t =
38 OTiginally he was 0 heve aturted witr tie srsiracllon Yalue, o
but as we ¥no Gerete Coumodlty, came %o stay); it does -
away with ond gmlor people who think they wish “0’ recygant zel -
exchange, heve cotmodities, Lut not money, do not see the necege i
8Lty of the latter arlalng from the cchiradictions ‘of vhe Tormer;::

vovhg-nee ended Aleardlan Jocinliem, ' - "
. The remarkable third and central and nivotal atage oocurs ,
. wWhen, on the one hand he i@ developing the assctlion on machinery . i

- ang taking ta lffiIimﬁ?acﬁ&eal courea Tor workera®) on the other
hand 41s gee AT ANd nevar @avere for o seoond that

she—wartlywiih Lt Innunt —predoifilionce will win,” and ofunnd sse |
(/Ig;—gﬁég}éggg.little we have pald attention to hlg "phrageot Ag R
o) G0 c..., 8o Ain tha 10th century the American elvil
war eounded i1t for the Puropann working-class® but, Jimie, when.
that gets worked in with hia notusnl slaboration of the plan for
Marx, I hope t0 bLe able to meke s gounegtien thet will nos sevepr
agaln, ‘Where in 1869 Marx of thHe “rltigue argues with Proudhon
and has even to Juetify himaflf, zo %o spesk i dn the sontext of
all othor theories, the Marx of 1867 of Capltal 1s the Hanx of
the First International'who_notfmarely procloims to to-vhole
werld the historical tendéncy of caplialict ‘acoumulation, but. ...
‘in proclaiming it he has so develnped the‘accumulation,ur,ggpitaliu.
ascumulalion of mimery that we psee . the precisce “mechanisr* of -
the how of the overthrow ol capltalist conditions: the workers . -
revoly; -tho"mechann is the subjrct. It 1w all quite - =

terrific, the decadwhen o first ove h'am\?th 0io SR
ftocirine of proflt "Einte Teotly"adapted " the (Logd -‘iﬁ@) wiafn -
hn ohengnd the wvhola structure bacrusg the s8%oric Jdevelopmentd

of the oroletarian etrugzles d1scloasd the true essence and notion
of caplinllat acoumulation pnad relegeted landod preomerty to a o
footnote aboui the transformation el purplue value into one orfy
ite fragmerts), : RS

30, with your pnrmiseion I shall ged quiotly into NY nexg:
Tues, or ‘ied, and Af you csn would love to sor you Thurs, eve, -
should thero-be any talngs %¢ be taken up f'or the pow wow on Fey,
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dJanuary 15, 1951

Dear J;

Perhaps I better "eturn to letier writing both in order
to explalin the "milieu" 1in whieh I am develuping the question
of form and plan, and thus anaver your guesticn ahout “quota-
ticus" and also becausc much of whal I sav will sbill hv: &
tentative (very 1) rharacter and aome of the -cuph® cdmez taken
off even hafore wut inte first roc.ht draft, (The enclepsd nont
Inuation is Just aomn aftes -~ thouehts or o sort of P9, te the
manuacript annt lant. wook,)

e e

Volume IIT of Caital anpeared 4n an ankir iy arw 1liprht
the uinute 1} I found the quotation (on PL38) whieh direatly
related the transformatlon of nrofit into rute of profit ==
with the pervaraity of subject and ohject in the nrosess of
profuntion;-—foF veurs I nve been trving to get the full alg
1 fleance af Narx's sneslting of form Yolume ITI as .
transformations where in Wol, I form wis more or leszs " puras” o
-fora of appeiranne, with the sole excecilon of fetishism of nom,"
iodity-whiteh o7 course wuas Lhe key to it all but which epiaped
us ééi%l fglnlg_gagg%tl}; Qb'shunk of f the é@??at law of .valuey:
and returnnd to Hegel'S deflnitlon..  law &8s the "reduction fikfﬂ
T Negatlvity to sclf-identity" (free-as-remembered-translation)i;

B I PO

hich I now connected with Marx's reductlon of sll aorarete - e
labors to.one abetruat mass, so that Hogel's werld of apprears- ..,
anne which he sonsldored ahove law since it was a totzlity, eon
talning hoth law and "solf-ooving Form", and Mark's vorld of . °H
appearanae” (Vol :III) was not any longer just “showing" ths - fﬁ
eapltalists he €o 14 work with their superficial categories S
too onlvy to return the faster to the essence of Veol,I. But

- on tha soniracy uow Vol III, whleh showed that - the-law -of
valie whiah figured Tor so much, in Vol. X-and s5tdll remained
domlnant, wae névertheless lowor than appatrance, for now we
Bee that the dominanes of the law of value 1tself cauzht in

the "self~moving fori,"

v

£

t

i

r
o
s

Cavitallstierally thils self-moving form win the transforma ~-
tions of form so eeastantly due 4o the teshnologleal revolutions’
‘and ohansging eoncept of soclallv-nenessary labor time, and due , -
to the fant that his ploricun exploltatisn of labor and noﬂataﬁt]
ingerease in the rate of axploitation due to. the machine nev- {
artheless onded in s 'declining-rate of profit that the form :
dominated avgn his private oroperty so that they became no mere
than the {4 tee urmeois soalety Sorlallstieally, that
is on the rkars slde, t nt of form meant the
individual beeame a goaisl individual with a new mass-power—
form in copporative labor 8o that his plan, as contrasted to
the desnotlie plan of the capltalism meant the accomplishment
of a task "with the least expenditure of gnergy @nd under conw
ditions most adéguate to theiyr human nature and most worthy

of 1t." (p. 954); and Tinally 3) our present _(%

Lbeo:

H
v

L

et g1

Goncreteness in suddenly seeing t Stalinist\y

8 long 11lst of ancestors from Proudhem through 34

Trotaky and that Marx antioipated all thla whon Y

Proudhom for his wilahing to bring order {(and in a nanitalist
world it sould he only the caplitalistiec order of the factory)

into the market by "organlzing exrhange" and then brought i
Proudhom back for o knonkout blow in Vol,II when hs wrote? R

"we muat aot follow the manner aopled by Proudhon from boupe ;‘éﬁ

Tl Caw oS

-
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geols economy, vhinh looks upon this matter as though a
soniety with a capltaliast mode of productlon would Too® its
spealfic historiecal sngd eoononie aharantorieties by being
taken as a unit, Mot at ell, Ve have, in that nrase, to
doal with the aggre-ate canitalist, "(p. 503)

NoW 1t ween'% only "Proudhon who eppied from hourgeols
_eoonomy’ the queatlon of sonotdoring aonianl aanital ns the
aboclute opposite of individual eapital and hence, etc.eta,
Marx himself in hie contrasting of indlvidual and sonrlal in
lahor, made the sonlial aunect fhe divialop hetyfpeen worker and
canitalist; sonial 1ndividual wae the worker in rooperative
1ghor while %the iniividual exchange was the capitallat, Tiven
as la4e as 2nd edlition of Zapltal he atragsses the indiwlduality
of exshanpe and saying that 1f we viewed thiem as classes in-
gtend "we should he judgling by standards entisaly forelgn
to acmmedity production' (p.Bl6). That wns The Vol.II
W&s<187§) But 1t wasn't the dates that madeSke diffevence
g0 miéh an .this cnset it was the treatment of the individual
eapitalist in Fol. I, then deallng with individual only as
an "sliquot" part.of sonlal sapital in Vol, I1, the- going
Anurough the frasaformations of & in vel, IIX .and 18 con-
fronted with{feapltalist sommmilem”/ that he refturns to Wolume,
" Ii and now thereomt: Tvidual to soaial but soelal "]
$0 norialized, It ie this type of conadept against which poor ‘
nxemburg, Tilled wilth the ‘plnnlesaness before her, hit outl
Lenin aould destroy her when he dealt with 1t as foroduntion o
arestes its own market," but he laft aside the questlon of - -«
plan until 1917 Soviets; it 1s oniy then that he saw the cap~ i
1talists too could pian, but. eta., atn, ‘ : ‘ 'gi:

Here is the paradoxleal thing about the Marxisto at the @7

turn of the eentury. Yoluwme I meant nothlag to thom. I.. -4
‘mean nothing consrete, AllR. thoy did was "axplain". 1t; no- {§

. body wrese anything hut "pobularisations " and Lenin 314 not ¥
oven do that besause hé was satisfied with Bogdanov§i Then

Vol. II is published and everybedy is in an-uprear. Why? Read

. the Annumerable-vglumes, artioles, amphlats,.eto.-on Yol, I3

i&i?i'had heen reduced to-the-explanatioa-that_papitalism is -

VPR SV M

; planlessness, sonrlalliem 1s plan,, And-hare they are Buddeniy.
| achifrented-vwith-pladned production, and sueh "perfect! planulng -
{ that all the ninor sorts of crises are avolded. Finelly, :
Lenin rises to his [ull stature; he dossn't hother with Yoxpls i
natlona"j he immedlately applies it and nomes up wlth "Develop=- !
ment of fapitalicm in Ruseia® vhieh hoth destroys underconsum- o
tionism , market theorigs, and deals with reelity for 1t was’
* the oonarete form the question was ed in Ruesia (aould she {
develop without a "market'?) that(mudeinim "read" vol. II right

iand feel the noneasity to wrilte.

liowevar, the aonnerete fTorm in whinh the question is poged
in Russia has the disadvantage of not belng the questlion as -
posea in the world (1mpo§if§éam) and therefora that question .
was not deoit with until{0l6 and in sotuality plan d1é not - -
got back to ba debated t1ll 1917-21, But even then Vol, TIX i
did not assume nonsoreteness till 1929, 1 fool that just at thigsh
time hoth Vols. III and Vel, I will for the first begin to re~
venl all that ie 1u them,

.-

Now then the Cramework in whirh I um working, with the

.
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milieu of Stalinism violently demanding or oalling to hattl
1daolom1nally with thelr attenpt %o furget Ch, I of Vol. I.
Tne main Lhiog i Yol. I wan therefore On,I and the main
quotations were the contrast hetween P. 44 where sonrlal ro-
latlions apneayr 11 the r1n+14fin To-m heazase Lhat 18 what
“thov really are" vs, Pe 1, vhdre the mystioism rould not

be stripps off until freely 1sno‘11ted mon" rezulated thelr
producbion "with a scttled vlun,”

The next atage in that was to sond us to "plan"” =znd_the
mimpts we audienly discoversd despotie plan of eapltalists
‘T'Jh'e} in cooporation we saw the cowoperation an the oppoalte
to the napitaliast's plan, 1t wans nlear that this was the new
form, social man planning va. plannine of capitaiist, Now X
will admipgt that this ia ntill the 1idividual factory on the
part of the ranitalist, ?yt the worker is already soclal and
revolto en manae, N

g

oW then we have the following three stages of plan by
Blan as authority eapltalist =« bringling many

now?
B together to laber;ys 2} Plan as deBPOttfﬁ == the workera

work

at lahar_ mist _obey the movements.ol nachine} Plan ag Ln
Yetratiye caste) -~ the division of labor reachés 1ts conorete T
capitalistie form with him “elng a ceg In ths mcehine and the
capitalist being "transformed” into un administrative csste, - i
A1l the future analysie in machine production will be to de- .-
stroy the dlvieion of labor and because 1t 1s placed in this |
fundamental, basiec form, the outer forms of plan seem to take = -
a hank aaqt excevt that "the aocopsrative form of the lahor
proneas™ 13 never lost sight of and rGQppears full blnst 1n
Historiocal Tendenoy. - e

re, howaver, there ig one tentntiva crange. namembar
hnw tried to make soeialization of labor appeargs the

"natural” result so to speak of oapitalism and hende as if it~ Z\
were Btll apltzlistle, _Hﬁ“ﬁ‘t think 86 nowsy 4t appears *
that the division en soc sonialinad

van alming at} nlan and pocisl wue true also oOf
capitaliam, hut mass power cf rooperative labor and socldlized |
;nroduction Was sonlaliam. Horeovar, the centralization of the Co
i means of produntion is a sort -of minimum tec be retained. .
' Ha says "Centralizatlon of the mrans of produetlon md aonial;f
ation of labor" become inncouwpatible with("e ,pita%lgg_t§$agu~l
;&5 ue

ent"; the 1nterumant I would sav _now, 1g tha g from
hich th breaK Ut 10 000pera_ive orm is already

r/ there io raplace ik ;;.j

(E) Monopoly is the futter; monopoly ims nct the nentralizm—
. tion, 4% 18 the one killing the many, Private proparty, he S
gtresses, excludes hoth nonasntration of m.p. and nooperative
labor; the capltalis® as bnsed on lahor of others can cvercome
that limitation of private propety as self-earned; but then
arised ths monopnly whish is private proparty ln another form
and fettara it, Nobody is now ging to pasa out individuel
ralls to indlividual ownors; aonoentration of maans of productlo.
rcuainn and "amoouired power" along with aooperative laborl and\‘,
now Yall " we need to do 1s break out cf the balue form; and
gnolalleed man could produce In a mander "moat adeguate to
thelr humas nature and mont worty of 1t," 1733
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Lot nme put it another wiy. *resently the Fourth (Murray
impergonatee i1t just now) says contralization in the hands of
o siﬂwei\cenltnl st does not mesn what Johnsonltes say, state
but hidhest monepoly, ete, They have a alilght point; the
point is they are atilt a;l lont in coneccentration of meansof
~unital an gomething apart,
without mettinq nold of the more basie scntradietion in Gooper
atlve production, Marx saw them too way ahead of fime and-ho,
aays in Civil “ar in Franece "1f eooperitive production 1s not %
to remain a sham and a snarej if it is to suporrede the caplt—
“allat gystem; Af unlted cooperative sonletles arc to resulate’
national producticn unon 4 common plin, thus ta%ing 1t under
thelir cwa control, and putting an end to the noqstqnt anarohy

L and nerirdioalxxlﬁxxHIXXXKEXKﬂ aonvulslions..." P

What 13 wing thereby, the b mean? That 1s
/renains a,"priscsnsr o L. of 1 Lluujrn“7of atate and
pla

by not hining In Lhe belr-antivity of self- mohilization J
of tho masses, even as the alassiclsts remained Lhe priscnar Pt?w

thelr ecuunmism. Thai too I 4id not ere elesvyly untll In re-
reading a very famcus paussage of Veol. III whleh I sust have
quoted dozens of times previously bui only rcw I saw why Marx
ineisted on ereditine {them with a thenry of s.v. they ha* not
disoovered. It is oun.p, 967; Torm that o to pp.EO21-22-
"finally, if we innlude in number one, mneaessary labor, and
number two, surplus labor, that quantitv of labor which muﬂt
dlways be performed by ablebodled ... , ‘Lf we deprlve hotu wage
end surnlua value, hoth necesaary and eurnlus lahor, of tbeir
‘speaifinally oaaitnlist charar then we Liave nof.

g ut merely their foun tinn ‘-uhich are—nuMion to 1

ﬁvi‘I/maﬁes of. prodieElEa,”" And +h=r o p.. 1027 ahout th

Hocial chsranter of production ‘heing the authoritx end the \..~

hierarchy, then we will find that if is not aéntralization”af

capital "as such" but sperifically as ocapltalist authorti
erarchy. :

t making mywelf alear since 1t
seanms as 1f that 1s exactly what we have bheen doing with our
analysla of state aaplitallism and of the buruauaraay w5 ths
bodyguards of capital. Bub the polnt 1s 1t 8 :
come out of an economiq_ggglxgis;*?Htﬁ‘?'iﬁhn out of =

ic davelopments '—Fur‘éxample, the. onlv + o
lll.lm h L
10 when ve 8p in our

3 BroLute contradgasbion.” We sh al
EZE canlinlism helng not eo muon the "logleal
and "higrest stawe" of capltalism, as about thed

of monopely oapitalism Into ite opposlte, state
Andg onae we aneak of these tranafornation, as 1n Vol, III, wa

tlfsen\:g;_uw;}g’ta instea! of wanly aontrasting.
Torn aagenne, and he=in to apeak o tno!ﬁﬂﬁgp j L

produrtion not a- if tney are hrought in from+fo outside by
ug, but as Harx deals wiltk them in Vol ,III as stemmling from
_tho T1:hi Cor the shortening of the working day, and Lonin In
\ Atate Revnlution, and we finallj in peaoning in thils_ora . nob
mnraly the alten ati-n of the nogatiy
Wo must return therefore to the 1ubor proaess &0 We—TIH dC Y
in our latest dcoument on Jtaliniam.
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