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Dear Fugonet
This note is in the natuve of u jomtcript to the letier to you mens

" w few days ago, and will be sent to the Standing Touth Comaities to which the

origiml letiler was sent. When I manticnod archives meterisl Il had meani to
Telfar to ou™ own nB well as those fro3 Harx, As an axample lst me refer you
"Interim Poriod® in the develcpasnt of the atate~cepitalict tendency, in .
Inturnal Pullstinm /5, Aug.dd, 1947. Thie aréiele is divided fnto 2 weation)
(3)iabor and Soctety, =nd (2)Role /gf QEQEJ."“ a Yorkers' Htate. Tho second vart
relsTa to $he tradas union dehate/Wai 2 danlt with in groat detail in MAY,
Put the Lirsc pori, though parts of 1t aro used in the book, i aotually more

- pimply told hare, and im tho first® anciyeis of tke Early Marx Cassgs, which

wvan pary of my 1943 mapusoript on the ratura of the Pussiwn economy but which
was rafused publioution by the Werkerz Party. In cuviing the mapy mannweeripta’
to the seoe allotted for & minority, {tais wes one of the many segtions out out,
For thezs with o historic rmense, it shouid bo stated that neither 1947 vhesys:
it waz finally publiched,nor 1943 wton it was firat written am part of the
“Eeesinn Queetion" is the ectuil firet time it wus dealt with by ayself. The
firut time they were rapidly tranalated wy me for Jokusom was 1940, directly
after the Wrask with ¢the 5WP. Tuls wis befors the puiblication of Nursusets
"Raauop ard Revoluiion”, which wam published in 194] and vhich refezred to those
1844 Hanusoripts of ¥arx.

: The mignificance of all this dating backwerd im not for puwrposes
of petiing the Tasord utraight, although this hen its own impertance zs well.
Ths importanse lios, rather, in a methodology that at all timez sllows for a
consalousnens of today ns hiatory, $he precent tkat has Jomiealls
& qariain and continues; just sm logically, to an open tut not di
faturs. . You will bave noted that I used “open®,instesd of the 0Lk . A
"insvitabie] to describe tho futures Inovitable hac not only bewn mutilated
ty its seeming mynorymoup ohuracier with "automztio” tut there im, in feet,
in tkis age of reason and "gecond subjestivity", notking inevitable unlenz
arn makes it po, In the apenific cacs we are derling with —enalysis of
Harx's Faxly Essuyw — the quintessenoe of dating lies in its relutionship
to the todsy of enoch gpecifis instenoe. Thum, in 1940, when I £irst saw thsse
ogazys, the sxcitement way over tue fact that the maturs of lebor and aoolaty
ar sxneoded the Ruasiun boundary. The Marcise 1941 apalysis~—and he wust Wave
gaen it in the Owrrmen when they were first published in the mme¥x late 152C's—
had a dusl purpowe: to esiablish a continuous Merx the young and tho old bui,
w:fortunately, thin wap subordinated to negating philosopay by baving svolology
absorh it, Marzian sociology, it is truge, dbut neverthelezs, s ithe subtiile of
YReazcn and Revoluticn® tells you, hie preogsoupetion war "the rise of woocinl
theoxy." In 1947 alienation predominated over humapism whereasg tho irue reversal
of Merxist-fumsnizm over either slienation or Ymooial theory" or "the Russisn
Question" did not oocme about until the objeotive world of Autcastion in
Asgrican preduction snd revelutions in the Eset Burcpean world made this philosophy
cencxete. The (roblem we are Paced with is to mea Jjust how the reversmal of -
mb;}aotiva o oblsotive will become alive. So thzt ws wo turn to Eing
"arohivists" wo are alco deeling with the deveiopment of today intc tomorrow,

And you, Fugnne, aep editor of Tho Marxist=lumanist, must not only snalyse the
present tut alwaya open some new openings into the future so that your readers
fesl) an urgenoy to get tho isaues and bucome participants in that fulure. Think
about it and lst me Fmow your reasotions,

Yours, i A

*The whole Sffwond who-was~{irst cpleode is & fakery not only from the side of

the bourgeoisie and the intolleltuals who now feal they do wleh to reveal they
knew about thoBs Essuys bsfore the 1960's but prefor, in that sense, to acknowledge
evan the mimeogruphod 1947 version rether than HAP, but xleo from Johnson hiusslf.
Thug note that when he got around, in 1947, to publish whut Skhachtman refused to




