trhducbion, Eric J. Hobabawm tries. ii'n avery‘

. Hogel,. In View of ‘the fact tHat thers vas hﬂ!‘dlj‘ A
phra.se ‘thet is not Hegelian in this gection of Marx, .Hobsbawl scunde -
“absoliitaly Yudierusis, For examplé, directly following’ H‘nrx pasBiga’
about "the absclute muvema'at of  becoming" EJH rema.rks- » o

"Ma.rx‘s v:lsion is thus a mavvcllously unifving force,
e madel 5f soodal and economic ‘development is ono
which [{uilixe Dage 1'3). can be applied to histary to

‘ "“"'“"_"prbdu e fraltfu] an 1 rosults rather than :
/. “tautology; but he same (time it can be presanted ag
e —the unfolding of the Iofical possibillties latent in -

‘& fev elementary and almost axiomatic statements about
-—t‘.‘xe nature of man = a [aml I r':.lll vorking ocut of the
eyntradictions of labour property. and the division of
;--labours. Tt 15.a nodel ot facts, . . o (p. 16)

éha.tis intaresting is his vavrio eaces to G. Lishtheim -
aspecinl ¥ his plece on the "Asiatic m&&? roduction®, And yet

Ho twd_ars trying to preve ehtirely d k. th.’mgs about it.. .'.‘J.d
..omas out. the worst for & ially as his na SO

{8, for or leac‘ing him to “fa.ctv". ,-.mr‘.r-m‘ he movement of _histor,,' '

FrosCapitilict Esonomie Pemations. is one of ‘the-most betl1fans!
Tof uriting byrMarx,”“Why ‘it never saw the 1ight of day tells:
‘than, the fact thet tho ris have not been
pia-of’ Marx's "heirs"m%m ¢ Basayo-wag
“mma"m'ity :ef Marx but the precapitalist economic formations .~ .
art of -the very famocums Grundrisse der-gritik der polii-.iachen e

Okonomie,, was writts g in his mature years (1857-1858), is, in fnct‘
_t.he m.rst dran. of %@ﬁ' groatest wp apltal, is_ for

tra.nslat.ed invariab’.{y for the ulterior pupog -4
wants to prove of his own, not Marx's views,\(ses Marcuse) Even Graco,
. who_translated: about twenty® pages. for me, plus the. cont.ants PRges,
and herself wrote a first draft of & chaptr
_once _manticl oqtr

’7

) ql.estion is wlv? Tt ced wasn't that she wes trying.
" kesp me from knowing, father, it ply made ne impression on herg
_ On the other hand,.the chapter on ghey ‘which ls section 2. of thes
hotebooks) is t-ransla.tad quite ext sivaly. slthough it' is the ch
tlw.{-. was used by darx in Critique Folitical * “conomy .

The third section on uaui 1
Faturally that emcompasses & many ages for arwone to be able i‘.o .
locate any ona part or to knowlihether/a part consists of page or,

" ag in this% lpams. This \par{/ is, 1 beliave, the she trans-
lated as Pragrasdive Epochs of econ ic social formations, And, of .
couwrse, wWe know that the Introduction to the Grundrisse was the one
section the Sccial Deflbcrucy did ublish as an eppendix to Critique of ,~
Polltical Scunomy &nd that was fAnst published in 1904,

W _ The manuscripl hers
?/ hz.rufof the histeryy not onl other eeonomic formations eon

,w as the very aar‘l;.., of the theo:i of Historie mter.mligm.




.., Now, ..hon, Marx begins with-

T -"One of the prerequislties of Hage w T My
R 1" ope of the hintoric conditions for capital S s
Do 00 ] «.« o This means above all tbat the torker must - Lo
' : e iand{ which functions ag his natural '
boratory. THi% Teens the dissolution both of frse petty

ndewnership and of communal landed property, based on the
iental ¢ommune, " (p, 67) i

The point of tho Ortentdl Communa. is 'c.harofo.e. related to
- wnat Marx called Qa natural unity of labour with “its materlal:

‘ ¢/ prerejuisite!, AnYthHS quastionTa AFKE. j.s “how_the “individual as

/y ~8 Worker -wag strinped of all

“my-atways is let's loov at it ﬁﬁ:to*‘i::a 77 :Iistbr'y will, then show
to him that:

fTho spontancously svolved tribal community, or, if jzoRu will,
the hm°:l_____.‘ha_9 o ties of blgod, language, custom, ete,-
is th econdltiua the appropristion w%_m
condi *rs or 1 6, and of the activity which reproduces & '
gives material expression to, or objectifies (vergagmstandlicheman)
it (activity as herdsmen, hunters, sgticulturalisis, ete,) The :
earth 1ls the great laboratory, the arsemal which providas both

the moans.and the materials of labour, and also the location,

‘the busis of the comuunity." (pp. 68~69) R
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~ There is hers no difference between tribal and Q-iant.al. “The .-
des otism appears later when, as. against, the t.eve'lopment (s;o_.. the trily
lavery and- then. to feudalism '(Graeco-Roman and then nic), -there
Arises insfBau-the. ﬂfnmovabla Pxni&t::.c form= - the logal absenze of- property
Y /which ¥ars call ance only" ce, in fact, the rule of ‘the despot ‘
i/ is based o bal BF coumon property/which he becomes sole. propristor * . L.
' a8 the(s te 46 raspo‘si‘nle Tor the irrigation works which hold the = ,'
B ‘together. Marx also gsees in ths beginnings of surplus labour.
vo lab “hough at first it is only "the labow of wives and -
-}-'daughters" (spinning and ‘weaving). Of course, irrigzation wurka is. nol'.
the only Tunction of ths state; the other is ‘,‘da_D

" To this orleatal form, he contrasts}hhe Germanic community:

The Garmanic community 1s nol concentrated 1ln the -
eity; = concentration « the city the centre of rural life,
the domicile of the land workwrs, as also the centre of warfare-
which gives the community &s =zuch an external existence, distinct
from that if gis individual membevs, Efncient classaical history

_ia the history of citlef; but cities based on.landownership a
agri;:;l%_\g"e_;)?rspian history is a kind of undifferentiata‘\_,
ﬁ town and country (the large city, pr oL king. !

e regar mere %6 & princely camp, D . . i

. the real eco ef}t the tiiddle Ages (Gerpmanic o ]
?eriod) Arts with the countiysided as the IOCW ‘ .
pp. ?q . . e

The point is where the Germanic allowed for new transibionj through '
private property, the Yriental did noﬁ

/ " The Asiatic form necessarily survives longest and most

wJ stubborely, This is due to the fundamental prineipl
L (Cop which it is based, that is, that th ividual does bec
3

& & independent of the community;.that the cirele of pro
-' is self-sustaining, unity of iculture and craft man.

. ufasture, ete, If the individual changes his relation to
the community, he modifies and undermines, both the
comnunity and its economle premise; conversely, the

odification of this ecenomic preglise=-preduced by its
own dialectic pauperisation, ete, Note especially
the inTluonco of warfare and conquest," (p. B3)




‘ ¥
.. 7w .. It 1s at this point where he shows that among the ancients, it
“ v -weg hover & question of which property creates mosi wealth but what de- - o
""" wveolopes("in hovever narrowly national, religious, or political a defdnitionm) . -
man, And yét ho isn't glorifying that past as Rousseauv glorified "natural
man', but instead shows if ycu strip awey the bourgeois form of property,

oA .wealth would first then show itself to be "the universality of noads,
ks capacities, enjoyments. preductive powsrs of individusls." (the fuel

T -,%Quote.'tion will appear as the frontspiece of the book.
' In & word, Merx rofuses to meke a Tetish of the primitive y
ommune, even a3, contrary to the new bongeois discoverers of Jmrxist
“position on the Asiatie Mode of Production1 he refused Lo makelerlentanl

‘# “despotism equivalent. just to baclomrdness. }On the contrary, he shows

. that ¢ even 1n "Oriental Despotism®, the rrmfgfance to imperialistic
S . -dissolution has somathing & great deal more in faver chf itsslf then
R "progressive™ capitaliss, Or, to put it differently the Jespoticm of the

st Asiatic Mode of Production, like the despotism of the capitalist factory,
--arizes from certain exploitativs rolations of production. The centhml S
), point 15 (1) ‘centralizat taticngry or what he calls -
“" in capltal itself Uthe ziato as supreme la Wnat Ne traces is various
. Torms of property but 2galn not just as a thing but as a cendition and re-
" Lationrhlip of production: ’ ’

: @W— and this applies to lts Asiatie, Slavonic_"@ 4 Fn
C 0 Szeancidht classical @ Germanic forms - therefore orig;\mny«/ asiil :
; ﬁ ifies a relatiofl of the working (producing) subject (or ‘
- a subject, reproducing himself) t6 the conditionc-of his
© production cr reproduction as his own, Hence, &xcordirg to
. ‘%&Mg@ property will take dlfferent
o Lormdy ", , . Slavery, seridom, ete,, where the labourer
" himsulf appears among the natural conditions of predus?: . ,
 for & third ind 2or community’~ and whera Eroporty :
therefore is(no longer:ﬁhe relationship of the endently
labouring: individiual te the cbjective conditions of labous~ it~
iz always msscondary, never prinary, althoughfit the -~ - R
neceasary and logical resvlt of property fouwfled upos the Cr. co)
community and upon labour in the community., (Bhis character
@i‘ slavery does not apply to the general slavery of the
L

ant, whirth L8] gp considered only from the European point
of view, " (R4 ) ,
ety .

At

g Not so ineidentally, the constant stress on nistory es the actual
way in which classes rasolved their contradicticns is a beautiful point

agalnst Sartre'!s fantastlc nonsunse aboubt geoing from the pindividunl to .

kistory, whereas as Marx shows, "man ls only individuslized through the \}_(,\ '

. process of history. He, originally, appoars as a generic being, a tribal
being, a h animal." (p, 96) o

p .
J,,‘)a L ¥arz also brings in part I, of these manuscripts the first informa-
/ Ry tion of what we will get to knew by automation, (the other section of the
/ " Gundrisss thal was not published is very largely conceraed with automation
or that which Mara czlied the asutomatom¥ and which we published in part
in the YeEk December iscue of News &-fetters:)~Hero is the way-h sxpraqses)

o AL 86 this point: L ske % s Car) Phschuiy ) L

i "For capitel tho worker Hoes not constfute & Sohdition
Lﬁ of production,;but anlyfby water or alr, so much the
/

bebter, And what capl appropriates is not the
labourer, but his labeur - and not directly, bul Ly
means of exchange. TN
Thess, then, on the onc hand, are historiclpre~’;
requisities without which the labourer cannot Beowr as
free labourer, as objectivelesy, purely subjectlive
(capacity for labouring, confTonting the objective
conditions of production as_his non~property, as somo-

_.. . one olsals proverty, a&s value existing for 1ltsolf, as
A ’ capital, On the other hand, we must now ask what conditlens

are necossary if he is to confroat cagiml."qz”q ‘1)
i




"ha econd part of 'c.ha pra-ca.pi.t,alistlc economic for tion
Tagainst ‘the, Tir'st which was od labowr, a and sqresseaf
‘ of 1. ving labowr in relationship to- material
] 5 oW g lng Lo begin“ with“the first
apital as 'desd labour oppressing living labour, go- that
: A-histoeinal-step is “tppopentty—in the-instrument!s Te whole-pe! o
. the. h..sﬁoric epoch, Marx ocalls the 'age of digsolution" x of earlier:(modes -
o'l‘ produ'-tion "Ag-the- manner-in-which- the- more—oonsme of -money "uixl no‘h—

Thc original i‘ot mation of cagi tal does not, as 1s often\
- pupposed ,- proceed. by-the nooumulav.ion of food, tools,-rew- .-
materiuls or in shorit, of the objactitla conditions of 18,:.'bour
.. dotsahed. from the soil and.already fused.with human.laboury
Not by means of cap:.ta.l creaxting the objective conditions v -
-Eaf labour, . Ibs.griginal formation occuwrs simply b because tha. .
histopie-—procpss of the d;sso_],;.];io_ruf;?\: old mode of pr prot
dtwt....on::;ﬁ iz vaiue,  exlsting in the ofmm:cy
by

weal.t Lo objective conditions of labour on one ham
. o' exchs e living labour of the now roe workers f’or
monoy, on i ther, A1l these elements arc aiready in
uhneme.@ separates them out is a historic process,:.
a procsﬂ_s o aifso ution. and it is this “wideh enables money
Xo"tuwn inmgiﬁl ., . . It is certAinly not by ' L
" oreating the objective conditicns of such lahourers' erxistance. -
bt rathm‘ by accelerating their separation from .bem. i, o,
in from-bhem, 1,8, by accolarating T
ir loss of property." (p. 11)
“ Money ~had “neither-ereated nor accumulated these mgns of
subsistenca. They were- alrsady present +. v o W Monetary waa.lt‘z
~neithar invented snor. manufactueied spinning whael—a.nd‘loom.
‘But_once spinners and weavers had been separated from their.
~Jandy -they-and-their- wheels-and: looms-came-under-the 3way-'{;
' monuta.ry wea.lth. etc. Cagi.t&l unites the maases of hand - A

charactevise.. it, _It: h:v-ings “them togethm' uidler. 11
Thig-is- -its: real—accumulatinn--~the~accumu._at.ion- of-1
Cplusithedir inst.ruments at givan polnts," (pp.l’ll-llz) i

et e e et et Lt e ta e i £ e e I iy
Nothing can therefore be more foolish i.han to concei.\re tha
..-original. formation of_capital.as if.it meant.tha. m.cumulat,..on-
and ereation of the objective conditicns of production - j.; S
- food; raw materisls, instruments.e. Which were..than. offered, to.._..
the disgossussed workors." {(p., 113) i

" The coqs‘hant degradat.icn of man to t.hings iéwha.tisdoneby
bourgeols political economy theoretically in almost as categoric_ terms
T

as that which is done Ry the aitalist prectically in the labour

ECH some?:ﬁ' elsals w.CIJ., caﬁI 1 is necessarily also a capital
of some socla hat we need capital but not capitalists, is co

ifalsay - Taaﬂ%&%é‘;éof capital implies that the objectibe condit.io
labour - an ego are its own product «- acquire s porsenalit
the coneept of capital implioes. the. capitalist® (p, 138y 2t
o the rest of tha manuscript {1t pages) Marx is concerndd with establishing
-that ecapital is noi a thing but¥a relatien #nd can only be-a relation of -
Erodw:tion" (p. 120)

Far from aAsiatic ifode of Production being something that forever
‘and anon vas ‘supposad to characterize theNdrient, Farx used it "merely" = =
od

descriptively, that is to say, he describ ?Bl"‘i?in as he used the. :

- primitive accumlation of capitel %o doseribe the steps toward the birth of -

capitdlism as the dissolution of all other modes of produstion, luding

also that of primitive communism, ¥m HNeither the latter nor theldriental--

was transfigwed as "sternal®, The nest proof of that lies in the .L‘ollowing _

‘two actual relations of Marx to the historic -developments ok -his da.y. "o

{1) his enthusiasm for the Chinese revolution (the Taiping revolt) for which
/ pleasa read The American Jownalism of Marx & Fnpelsiand (2) the Letters - -

to Zasulich as well as the Russian Introduction E1882 the year before he died)

where he projected the Russian Revelutlon as possibly coming in advagse of that -

in Vestern Europe and, moreover, could be successful provided it unitsd with the -7

European Revolution,




