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i g & Bocause I was Impressed with the seriousness of your eritique of c-r“.
i L /’ reugh draft of w7 work, "Economic Reality and the Dislsctics of Liveratlon",
i

) I hurried at ence to acknswledge receipt and acsure you of its publication,

] ‘ " although ‘I had n» time at the mowent to camment on ths points ralsed, Now.. ...

P tint I bave & free moment I wish to analyre what you call the/"uncanny structure"

; Wi I oall the self-moverent of the subjsot-matter, I do not meen Y& WAY tHit I -

S ‘ va Eiving preaclse sxpression Te the dirloectic enorging from the A

g subisot undae disouswion. Rather, what I am saying is that, uiless a ordtic ;

! conpares Tesulta with aims, oritis and auther are likely to talk differsnt
languagos,' The point ‘iz to ses that we.do understand sach other,

/f Tour theeis seoxs to be that ™n its present form, the chapter seems

1o offmr 14%t1STs not known About the Thixd World to even the most cursory
.o¥serwez ¢f the situation.® May I ask:{xbo)) in disoussing the subject, holds
-thit. the tragedy of the ifrican Revelutions is duog to nsa=colonialisa
Alene, to internal cerruption slone, and that, therafors, what is needed

, .18 %o weTk eut the relationshsp between the cempelling ebjective ferces and

. © 'willing Jdeslwgise of the East aid Wost, on the cne hand, and the maes quest

. . ~Ter; univergality, on the other hand? I inow nene but myself tiesiovefaxmec,

HE S

S " Kote, plaase, that both the objsctive forces and the ruling idealogies | -
(uued 4n the strict !hrzm-a_onu_q_t_%i‘l: consciousnesa) are put to one mide,
aan

while the prolstarian @'_:_:us")‘-‘ﬁin striving is pleced at the oppesite/,

. ‘pole,’ This means that i the side of asophy and vevolution stnnjl only. cr<d

- the rasses while Ltiguetpwimeciiy a question mark 1s pleced over the leadership~
of these maszes, as is clear from my censtant repstition of the iseclation of

- those leaders from the mssses the day after the revelutisn, |

Cw "What has besn happening ever sinse the death of Lenin is that no
leader of revolution has faced that which fArat appeared with the Russian ‘
Reveluticneathe division between leaders and messes the day aftor the
. Trevelution; the administrative mentality that then overcams oven the most
ff\’ ] thesretioal of Dolsheviks 1liks Dukharin whe wers all too eager tc once apain
= neke -Febjootah of theselubjects of revolution:"the masaes," For years we argued
vith Tretalorists, Stalinistseeand,.yes, ansrchists and eyndicalists an the quee~ )
g tion. When 1t comes to the questlon of the Third World we have entirely new \
‘ typea ‘of revolutlonarles and we wish to pose tint crucial question nnt as if ,
they must bear the brunt of the past, but, rather, on the basis of the new

reality. .- , ]

: L . . ’.),
B Y . j You dismiss the new reality-eisclation of the loaders fron the rassey,

. -~ - the very ones who made the revolution. You dwwggnl_;t{ as & “may have
-, bean," You say, "Amen",to my analysis of the campelling objective forces, Bub

. \\}/ ‘,uhn'b-y is the very opposite for you indulge yourself.-in a-liut-of .
p; robables', ) ranging from plots by CEA agents to infernational cartel: "ganging ap
en o 1s substitytion of subjectivity for/objoctivity rmaches its climax
wher rou take officlal Soviet figures (used by me merely to show that, relatively,
even these show that Ir,Big--the 5,U.--gets biggzer and bigger while their
satellites vegetats, even as do the decclonized around the Termer colonial pover)
to arrive at some unfounded conclurions, to wit, that the Third world could show
& comparable phenomenal growth *even without a massive infusion of ¢apital,"™
This flies not only in the face of reality but also in the faco of nuch
non-cemparables as a pre-revolutionary Ruasia, ocoupying one-sixth of the
world's space, some 200 million people, and, though technologicelly bickward
as conparod to wostaern Europs or the US, was still one of tho biggesat empives
on eerth, on the one hand, with eush tiny newly-decolonicze! states as Ghun ’
Guinea, on the other hand,
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((/ . I am belaboxing the obvious not in order to win 2 tobater!s pointtt,

bnt in order to got you back to the subject in dispute~athe Wm of %the
dislectios of liboratien to economic reality as it appesred 5 iate 1550%s

) and early 1560%e, Fer that prablem-.ths werking out s pew_ relationship bstween

,.-J theery and pmtiﬂu—- a wothodelogy is needed which 1s :Lndepmdmt of exiating
state pevere butéﬁl.tm ilom t.g“ THE greatest Menevgliing principlo’=wthe
wang quest Ler vargality, total freedom ,
that i3 te say, sao that :qfuscs alm. m&ll -uﬁ!ﬁr%ﬁomm
te any "tws osup theory! asfthe struggle betwesn the "East"' and the "Weet" is
the ens that w!.'ll liberate Ok bretched of the F&'th.

Ye get back to ths peint at hsus. H:!.ltory hts o2 for our
sge, our age and rene ethar, pormit ne, dear Alzn; te somo more fho's”.
I began wy cesmentt on your thesds by asking who(except Harxint.-mnnistu) poses
tha queetions relating to the Taird World in a way that, beth cbjectivaly and ‘
snhjautivalr. taikiez ita point of dopart\u-e and return fvex vhare the masges
: 7 » What th tl:!.nk. how thoy m‘&poln to solvo the centradistions,
! ' . and workerst May I now

48 no lengar the pivetal

tanding, net enly

' the technols~ g
+ gheaddy a.dvnmad countries the crives d ince aven Rood eld capitalisiic
prineiple (so prefsunily analyzed by Karx as the 1ifeblood of capitalistic
"pregress™) of new oce growth made pcssible on the basis ef the deStruction
of capital only leads @prwedmm militarication! hro verty ¢
and unempleyssit, (though ittenuated frén Doprossion daya; ot het, ©
it seems impnasible to shake it off oven at its most ut’.l.umt olanning
even where dended, 4,0., under privato capitalism, (whethor this bu DoGatlle
France or EA)on the ono hand, and planning whers fted (both in "socialist"”

~ - countries and in the Third World)equally helpluess to ve the fundamental .

contradictions of capitalism, private and vtate, cinte ths law of value cannot
be sbrogated sxcept through a tetsl resrganication ¢f relations of prieduction

at_tha point of preductiont

Tou glosped over asking these quastions, much leas looking for the
answera, by, on the spe hand,going into scumntics rather than facing=the ras?ity
the husan factor, snd, on the sther hand, asking your own "™who's;\"Who is"

11t% who Shesftotally diffcrent concept of & huuan focisl order?' Finally,

realitylv — e e e -

*  0,k. let's begin where you are. The "it", “the dominating force
which governs alss tie atil] fiuld situation in the underdeveloped countrles
/ as against the malaise in the developed countries® (p.6,not p.5,Aincidentellly) is

the huxan being, the mass force, the masses not only as physical forco buttas
Reason", to use Leniniz expresslon. You knew that all along, didn't you? But
if you/\ tted that,(bad grammar aotwithstlndlng} you knew all along that the
human  factor is the governing factor, is the social vision, is not only the
fut.ure. but the present, then, firsf, you could not have rated the Sovint Union
quite so higE, quﬁo so different from the WS, and, second, the answer to your
question about how to break the law of value, would likewise be obvious: THE
HUMAN BEING., And, in conclusion, instead of putting an exclamstion point
slongside tho allezedly impossible "transcendence of objective reality", you
wouid have answarsd: But, of course, only when human beings, the oppressed
human beings who create all values, transform themselves from the source

of value and surplus valus  into the SUBJECT WHICH the day after the revolutioen
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would abolishi, or begin abolishing, the division butwoen NotSon and Reality,

betwean Subject and Objact, betwasn Theory and Fractice, between Fhilosaphy end

Revolutlon, bstween iental and Manual ILaber, and reconstitute the wholeness
of the human tolng, thus putting an ani to $hat Marx called "the pre-history"

of humanity 5o that &k (nis_and “hara, but not

-4ts any more)trus history can

first bogin and th» new humen dimension unfold,

- This 1s what is known, in Hegallan teraninology, as the second negation,

(The firgt ip"zero" overthrow of capitalism whish looks oo hard before the
rovslution, tut the dsy aftsr, thst vanishes ez a prebles, and the second
negation 1z what one iqust ewbark on.) In Harxian tsrms, it moans the
abroagation of the law of value, the bsginning of & new unity of mentxl and

wsanis] labor, of which very nearly nothing

is known. Historically, once the

raris Cosmune showed Hary thot the wholo fetishism of commedities, of valiue,
iz all in the form , the vaius.form which net enly hides the ecploitetion of

wman by man, but, abews. .\15'
P
3

(doad labor déifnating livingi
“ty-4achine; o

gm,rmmm form which'id the roality ef
ot the L1iviug“Worker into ab apjéndage
noe sil that bacame orystal oles:

m&—ﬂ the schievasents ol

nE L

to Hayz, ha s up the harolism

the Paris Comaune--in the pirple gxment that the greatost thing about the

Comaune s "its own werking existence.”

. But &3
~ dew of value™ oth:fﬁg%"
" wipnoe (1)the law of wvelus i5 &

go chendo te cencretize that “abrogation of the
associats! labor" wuld decids everything
the werld mariket whereas the Commune

excisted in o sirgle city, and {2)it lasted only 2 wonths vhaveas that is a
protractsd and meat Jiffioult struggle full of all szorts of lapsos and what

Lenin callod historical defermations.

But: Lanin did live to sm0e a successlinl

proletarian ravoiution in a whole netion which, at his death, had lasted six
yerrs,” Ho therefore had & groater histeric experience and he concluded that
{1)vhereas that abrogation of waltae oen begin on & nations) level, 1t cannot
- fulfil) itcelf unlose it will be done on an internationul lawel; (2)while
working for the world revelution, the single revelution cennot rest still but

nust ve itzelf Bn.tha lives
dg Eﬁe h

oaviest work , and (3)so

v conditions of working of the mest E%E paid,
[]

implifying tha affairs of state

t any

worker can and does do them so that-*alX-beoerd Hureausrats and thérelora nghe
are, Finally, and not by any means“least, Lenin left a Wil) in which he

not only asked for the resmcval of Stalin, nor only pointed to the administrative

wentality of Trotaky, but else sald that the mozt baloved of all the Party

and its greatest theoretician, Bukharin, just "didn't understand the dialectis,

L (A1 this is tekon up-in<State-Capitalism and Marxist-ifumsnism
and, ar I pointed out at end of epction. 1 of Ch,l, will bécome part of this

mic reality and dikleitiss-of-liberation,fote alao, plese,

that the chapter i also to include an analysis of Maoizme-see New Politicws
for ry lateat on thate<for Ytranscandence of objective reality!! ix not, is npt
Maoist veluntaries which gskips over objoctive reslity whereas masses transferm

objective reslity through continuing revelutiohs)

I'm ever to gratefyl for your critigque which forced me

to clarify my thoughts, but I ¢

without writing a new chapter.

ot yar uvestions in their antirety
wmwat pass the assertion that

Merx's statoment about man's "totality!, within the context I give it in

the second secticn of the chapter on Grundrises;®''is not-a-substantive conclusion."
Two questions were singled out by ma to substantimta the questiomef totality."

One roferred to Marx's concept of historye=-historicel conditions, kistorical
working out of contradictieny history as philosophy rather than "economics®;
"And Yeconomles'ls not referred to except as economic structwre, which, in

turn, involves tho totality of relaticns, the gonditions of production, with
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.. ‘ . of ene plecu with that new human dimension which comos from that “sbsclute movenm
< / | of beconing™; in a word, to sideswipe at Hegel in an Intreduction to this  work
Y. W in truth, %o attsok Marx hixself, only shamefacadly, as Hobsbawn should indeed b

[ PR

. . an zutlt begelian terma, fully “idealistict, fully "subjective", with raevolution 1
i

te Marx X bring in the question of -today==how what Marx gaid on W0 e-m
in the risse was, en tho one hand,(by the Stalinists) rad tisme
and e, dnorearing "abep produotivity" by b to the :umtis
mchire, And, on tho othsr hand, transferasd by Hwrbert Msrouss as lesding
i/ te "Cne Dinsasional Men,%sdding: “The ireny is that it lsa’t only the proletaviat
. that thoreby geta degraded, and met gnly the intcllectuel, but philueephy tse,
Tho sriginal title af Ons.Dimensisnal Man, whan it wer delivered as a serles of
leot\inl in Mnoo at the or:! the 195078 and repreduced in e
w " sohnel In's word, Marcuge iz saying the oZy has i
the vary soul ef the dhlaut:h:. of develop- ‘ ’

a distinstion made bstweon mater 1_1_; ansformaticn and philosophic ones,t 70
Further te concretizs thin statsvent about what "histerical materialism? uur;t \

nutthronzh uontradior.i.on. thot iy mere abysmal the degradation, the mere !
intenss in the quest for un.lvmali.t{. :

T s 1 e it

The whale poiu’ 5.8 t,!mt Automatian, as ths new atlge of predtmtion.
rag predinsd tw eppesite o rmuom. Aho-eneHEagtande- not only

- the clpitﬁliﬂ{ﬁﬁ aize th Oct-g!?ﬁho%thinkl thet all tho uctivity
new caney foum~tNFE AnHine, Naw WD, that "scisntiomM is ohsﬂuﬁ’e\ﬁa /

- side stands tho preletariat who not snly shews thit Autesetion bas ne
AE5or, not «nly has orected the evir lengthealiy line of the unomployed oven i
though, feor tha monent, hidden Yy nilitaricsticn and aotiual war, but,abeve all,

. tendo furthiss to separate the mentsl], the sanunl powers. He therefors asks: I

kind of laber sheuld man de? . e division botwsen mental and menual?
- vesenstitute the wholeness of man? W concluded that it was not accidental
t. the "beokward worker', not the advanced, perty-aminded intsilectusl,svsn when

- ko 48 a Macxiet, ralsed t.ho question of Hmaniss, mads it the wrgont question of

the day. T stmmarige not enly the chapter, Alan, but the whele ef thke beok I

| propose. the fronteepisce to be used for ropreducing Marx's stetement on totality

from the Grundrise, And hare it is againg®when the narrew bourgeois form has

posled awmy, what is wewlth if not thsl
aniversal ity of nseds, capacities, 1

enjaynents, productive powers, eto. of individusls, preduced in universal axchnng 7

What Af rot the full duvelopment of human contrsl over the forces of naturew- r

those of hir oun ncture z8 wall as thoge of dim sowcalled *nature’? Wi, if no

the abtaslute 3lsboration of his creative dispositions, without any prsconditions
other than antecedent histoiricel evoiution which makes the totality of the

svolution —=i,0,,the evolution of sll human powers as such, unnessured by any .

provieusly mtn?ishod yordastickeswn end in itseli] What iz this, if not a situaw

tion where man does not repreduce himself in any determined form, but produces
hic totalityl! whers ho does not meek te rewmaln something formed by the paat,

. bot 4= the abdolute movement of becoming?n

‘ IT Is THIS "ARSOIUTE MOVEMENT OF
BECOMIRG™ THAT MAKES MAN INTO SHAPER OF HISTORY, THOUGH NOT OUT OF THE WHDL:

]

. CIoTH; A TRANMSCENDER OF WOBJECTIVE REALITIM AS THE GIVEN REALIYY OF A CAPITALISTIC

) ‘'t SOCIBTY THAT RERDS TO BS ‘QRK UP RY ITS ROOTSs THE PRESENT RECREATOR OF A NEW ‘

\>\ POSITIVE BHEORETICAL GAIN, A NEW HUMANISM, I,E., HIMAN POWER WRICH I5 ITS OWN ENP. )
) !

Ty |

+1t 1= not my eccnomics which is questionables it i¢ existing poveriy in f I

eormunist lands,” Moreover, I quoted their own scurces and  tholr own need
to explain tho lower stendards of living as compared to those undor private |
capitalisn by blaming it all en “"technology." :
**The Grunirisse mesction in Ch,I, ap I already explained to you and in the !
sovering letter, wvas put in out of contextwsit belong in the chapter on Mariwwin -
order to make sure that I do not again forget to deal with it at length. Thede
notes to myself, 3o to spemk, argue agzinst liobsbawn's side remari:s against Hégel,

patmbeptuze I Am Subigstive, e:ettkmgan'ghw.ﬁmwcﬁ:ﬁ.i“&'ﬁ."n‘*{ﬁm ot
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