' © thamselves=liks the ‘desaripticae merely of consentration and centralimtion of
' ."zollapie of Smcond, which sent Leain tc Hagel. This time it isn't merely Marvuse

" who oamot geesp, to be "taken in" by the fact that machines, instead of den; Are

Hovel6,1964
- Dear Petars

I'm ever so grateful to you for your lotter of ths 12th, andmore for

mr osumments tumn for the translation from the Srundrimea, bocauss it gives mm

s visw not alone of your though%s, whioh ars impartaut erough, but of the wbole
nu.:l.iou of Gexman Mirxism, I do not begrudge Rosn luremiuryg her greainess as a
ravolutionary, and the originaliiy of meny elements of her thought, But you cammot
be smarioun if you think Hegel meant 1ititle o ber. Shemay not bave liked bim as
‘#6ll & the others who were full of praise of him, hut did nothing seriocus with
ths source of all théorys the proletariat. But ono letter, among others, atands
out in my amind because at that time~-many, many yeurs ago—I atidl bad not rejecied
Lenin'e Naterieliom and REmpivio—criticism, end hers she was wriiing to Loulse
Keuteky sbowt the WARUBNriDt whaich evidently bad just baen received, to the effect
that it le real sophomoris stuff, but since,no doubt, Lonin meant well, it is best
rot to insuit him, T wizh she had faken him dericusly snough to write the most L
dmsning oriticiom. Thon ¥s really sz would bhavoe somsthing to ge on philosophicallys - -4

1
Abd it eurely isn't tTue *thut Lassalle "knew" Hegel &s well as Marx; i
he knew the terminology., that ie all, Karx said it perfectly when be sz2id bo was .- .
trying "to apply™ Hegel like s sohoolbay, and, in th? proosss, bad chosen a '
. Bourgeols, iniatead Of a proletarian here, to dramstiss. One cannot “spply" Hogel; ,k_* o
. one nuat Totreste him on materialist, hmania* meterinlistioc banis a 1a Mprx, o %

o uy "ohgesaion® with Hegal weappears at eurh oritionl turning.poiut :
S T3 histo:v when the concrote descriptions of Marx on capitalism have exhausted

' teapisal bhad exbaushed 1t30lf at the time of the appearsnce of imperialiswm And

#aet 15 bofuddied by Aut cmaticnj and the mere restatement ol Marx on the" denuning.‘;‘;"i.
“Tmte of pro’it csnnct etop everyore from Cémmuniste who pervert to ths scholu'u

[ire

durnamd i 2 Fal

" atill the mroducers of vaiue and surplwe valus. In the case of Lenin, what, he..ped B
hin restste botk his probiem was the “litile Hegelian law of transformation’ into -
opposite, unity of opposites, identiy of opposites because it meant he oould deal
both with capital amd lahor, ariatocracy of labor. In our age 1% is the unity

of thecry and Iractice, or the mm"Bubject's" relationship to cbjestivity, or tha
sooord nogation—-tha vhole Doctrine of the Notion us ths »ealm of theory. Spinoza
oannot help here; bectuno he lived at e different sge-thin Hogel who had the o
fortuno of living in the period of the French Rewolution and ¥upoleon, and thezrafore

his thought indluded those abmolutos: rovolution and counter-revolution. I'l1l ‘ ’
convince et ons day az I approach greatin clarification in the writing of the :
naw book. © .

grouss und erstands nothing of econcmica =-—or the proletariat, But
he is extellent in poriraying the whols of the contradiction of the intelleot
"wanting" revolution, tut being an ivory tower so isolated from the factory that
he gees for "lengusge”, including tbat of so-called "Scviet Mareiam,” The mavts .
from the OGrundrisne that he quotod was tn show that Automation is not doing evorything -
now, is not abolisting value produotion thot iw, beoavse, mnder capitalism, it can :
only be "partial, arrested."(His emphasis) If he Lad confidence in the proletariat
and none othox agoi:ﬂing value mroduction, s wouldn't constantly have to run to
the Crumirisse instosd of CAPITAL which is all too clear on Working Dey, on "negation
of negation™ as proletariat negating, on fetishism of commoditios never having heem
fully aeen even by Merx until after the Commune revealing the form, not only the
fotishistic form of commoditiocs hiding dead laborfs dominetion of liwing labor, but

the fres, spontsneous, form of the Paris Comnune deciding everything for itgelf.

Hore of that when I ass you next.

R
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Sorry I disturbed sc, but thank you very, very much,
12428
[

Yours, /-



