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‘the fTactas

Oct, 22,1954

Doar Morgant
Youtr letter came the day before thF removal of Khimislkoev,§
i1th which phenomenun I had to deal before answering you, espeoinlly 3
einge I had the chance to comment for the dally preae 1n Detroit, (Mo
doubt by now you got the copy from the office; I happen to ba in KY.).
the anawer to :
To make/your queptlone as direst end brief aa posalble,
I will not really deal with Hegel till aftervards3)You wesm to
thipk thet state-capitaeliazm has ohanged the rature of the proletariat,

LIt 1s not %rue, What i+ true 1s that ever alnce monopoly in 1ta
Amperialist dimensions transforned a Section of the proletariat

into 1ts oppoalte--ihe ariastocrsey of labocr--overy form or stage of
capitadler cuts into the ratlc of employment, Marouse geems to-
think hef automation would cut out all ewployment; machinao would
ran by theseives and all pecple would become "intellectuals®™ whose
Joy would b2 the moasure of the new nocletq To the extent to vihich
this is due to « misinterpretation of Marx's Grundrisse, here ars

‘a)Harx, in fighting for the “abolitiorn" of labor, {,e,,

of value-produslirg labor for a/aurplus-value exploitative saciety.
steted thet the only measure of "weelth" in such a soclety iu laber-
tine, wherves when new men wouid thinkiwf true wesith as the new ;
hunen dimenslon, this would no 1onger hola, (Grundrigse has never

"basn translated, into English, &o, unfortupately,. the onlLy quotationg -

g‘u can work cn are thoge ussd by Mercuse and myzelf; however, my
g8i¢ quotation from Marx 1s not from this version of gagital whioh
he reworked into the final verslon we kaow.and rrom which I use
the quatatlon ory sutomation,)
‘b)iarx, young, old, and in-between, a.,.waya stressad the

<humanisn, not’ the muchine, The machine was the proof not merely of

the materlial prodnotlon which 18 now possible sans capitalists mat,
in the aanoreta i1s itgelf but a form of dead labor oppreasing living
Tavor, He nImply di4 not go in for blueprints such as Murouse is
trylug to go into regarding whethsr automatlon ocan be or cannot bhe
fully realizable under capltalism, One thingrhnwever, he rever
varied from and thet wes that no machlne, no 'thing", naither
automated or otherwise, can dig cepltalism'’s grave; ‘only living
being oern, only those strateglcally situatad 1un productlon can be
deolslve in that srave-disgins. -
theorx to .

You eeem to think that the movement from/concrete
snslysis would be more frultful than worklng on phllosophy, Concrete
analydses are slways useful, and can never be stopped--no dislectliolan
was ever z grester emplrioal msn than Marx {(or for thaet matter Hegel
insofur as hlstcry was concrned) om both economics snd bistory, I
worked on "the" analysls of TNEC, eto,etc, for ysars on end, but
then decided thst at this stege they do not change matters fundnmen-
tally whereas philosophy can throw new and profound 1lluminations
still, (Incldentally, I did return to eoconomics in my TWw for the
1nsue of ¥ which 1z coming ofr the preas now, but 1t hed to be
removed becaune of Ehrushchev's fall and China's atomic explosion,
80 1t will first appesr ln next lasue,)

MNow the rsason for this attachment to philoaocphy, or,
more specifically and only Hegellan philosophy and Marxian humanlem,
1 that, in this sphere, abatractlon is & help because it 1e not
abstraction from reallity but e generalizatlon based ocn reality
whose loglo reveals also the puil of the future, Marx and Lenln
did for thelr respective ages (Lenin not as well as Marx, but he
at least broke through to the new thoush life became {oc short at
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_the point of releution to heve developed zll the implicatlons of
that new,)} We have to do 1t for ours, Marouse cannct Lelp besause
"ne haa diverced both teshnologloally and pollitically, although I
have no xmesns glven up oa hinm, fr have ' a Bperaonal" letter from
hik whish gtetes that, on the one hand, mx w*xtiussf thls time
-rofarring to the one on Sartre, glve him "groat joy", emd, un the

L]
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other hand, ¥great lrwitation“ 2nd he just has never met suoh & “oase.“

You: ,cau;d help 1f the attitude to Hegel was not
damanding the 1mpossible, 1.a,, that I prove to you what you can
only prove Lo yaurnelrm-tnat Hegel hes something profound to tel
this age, 4ll T caen do 1lu tell you that the "aseses™ cited 1In M&F--
rsgnrdims Herx's debt to Hegel on dlalectic az self-development, and

_5@ nnalysin of the 1955 uttack on Marx via Hegel helped us
pase the Hungarian Rovolutlon--and the conmstant referencas to
. hlm'in,:laftheﬂes otc,point to the nwed io grapple with him Zfor th
- agke .of this age, today, apeciinally,%ihe“Doctrlme of the Hotion
the categorias of reif-development--the relaticnahip of the universal
40 the particular and individusl or oonareiej the reiationskip of
~objeot1vm to. uubzao*ivs énd v,v,, or the constsnt reappesrancse. of
- gecond megation noc only for "the day™ but Eaiixy-ara tha categorien
of frcadon, or attainnent of new soolety,

= - Perhaps- 1f you reread, first, the Introduction and :

rroliminary not;on, wnd then nkipped to the Doctrine of Notlon, in .
~what 18 knoun ag_the"smeller™ lLogio, you would get something from
it you didn's ‘get bafore, and we would have a bgals for.a dlalogue
.~ ‘’on how you canm help if you wlsh to; or perhaps. rereading the sestion

r-on the Three Attitudes to Objectivity which follows the Introduction,
Tand thizklng ¢f your own attitude to objectlve world when “compered
“"to thone enp irle, critioal, intuitlonal,eto,that entered history,
“you vould ccma up with your own answers to your own question, Try.

!bura, AGJ/

EUNC I 1 A A O

"Do you hava Paul Goodman's phone? He is not llsted, 20 I camot qall

him and I do want to; I'1ll be hore for = week, so drop me a carde/o
- Hotel Webster, Rm.53, 40 W, 45th st., New York, N.Y,10036.

I'11l be back home 1p Detrolt by Nov.l, -
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