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Pepy Deiers
I'n ever 8o mateful to you for your letter of the 12th, andmore for
your wments than for the trmnslution frow the Grurdrisse, because it givos oo
a view not alone of your thoushts which ary dnporiant emcugn, but of the whele:
niliou of Caruar Marxies. I do not begrndge Rosa Itxemburg bar grestnoss an &
ravolutionary, and the originality of zmuny elemsnts of hexr thought, ” Dui you oammoy
be zerious if you think Hegel meant little to hor. Sbemey not bave liked hia as
woll e the otherrn wlio ware full) of praise of him, but Aid nathing serioun pith
thz eoureo of all theorys ibe proletazist.,. But cbs letier, saong oibors, wiandse
out in my mind beoause &t tumt timve-meny, mouny yeers ago—I atidl hnd not rejected
lznin'es Motezialisg und Zmpirvio—criticiss, apd here she wme writing to Louise
Kautaiy sbout the meiusoript whiok e~idenily hed just besn Teceived, to the effoot
thot 4t 4% 20nl sophemoris etuff, Wi eincs,no doubt, lenin meent well, it ie boat
nat to inevlt hiwm, I wish che luul ta.kkon him uz'iou.s.y enough to write the oot
denning eritiaiem, $hen we Teally Wi would bhave somsthing to go on philosophionlly.

And it surcly isn't trus thut Looeslls "knew" Hogel &6 well as Marxj
ks know the terminology, thet is ail. Horx said it pexfectly when he suid ho was
trying "to apply® Kegel like n sahsolnoy, end, in the proospns, bad shosen ’
bourgeoin, Anstead of u proietarian hero, to dramatise. One cannot “"apply" Hegelj
one must renrsats him on materialict, hmint matcr.inliatin bugis a 19. dozxe

. My "obassuion® with Hogel mppeurn at each oriticel tu:m:l.ng po..nt
in hiato:ly whon the concrote dseoriptions of Marx on capitulism have exhaunted
thuanelvos~~1ike the desoripti werely of conceutration and centxglization of
capital bad erhsusted itself al the time of the appearance of imperialimm end .
tollupse of Sacond, which mont Lenin to Heyel. Thin tims it ian't warely laroume
that iz befuddled by Autoustiony and the mare restatement of Marx on the declining
rate of pmofis. carnot atop overyor from Cédacunists sho, pervert wvo the schkolars
«ko cumnot grasp, tc bs "taken in" by the fuct thet mechines, instead of wun, are
ntill the moducers of velus and surpliet value. In the cuse of Lenin, what helped
him vestate both hie problems was ths "litile" Hegelian law of transformmiion into
apposito, unity of opposites, ident¥y of oppositc: ULeonuse ii meant be osuld deal
both with onpi.tal aml, lsbor, aristeorecy of labar. In our ege it is the unity
of theory ond jroecties, or the wew'Subjeci's" relutiongiuip 1o ovjeotivity, o the
pecomd negu'bion—‘tho whole Doctrine of the Notiun as the Tealm of theory. Spinoza
cannot help hare, becauss he lived ut e different mge then Hepel who bad tho
fortune of living in the periocd of the French Revolution and Nspoleon, and therefore
his thm:;:ht dndluded those abeolutess revolution ard counter-rovolution., I'1L1
convince)iet one duy as I aporoach graater cslarification :|.n the writing of the
new bock.

Narcure umeratands rothilg of eccromics ~—or the prolstariat. Dut
he 38 excellsnt in portraying the whole of the contradiction of ths :I.ntellectw‘@
"wanting® revolution, but bhaing an ivory tower wo leolated frum the factory that
he goc3 for “language', inoluding thni of go-cellad "Soviet larxism." The parts

“vom the Orundrisse thet be quoted was to show thnt Autencotion 1o not doing sverything
now, ia not abolisuing value production thut is, beceuse, snder onpitolism, it cen
only be "partlal, arrested,?(Mic eaphioln) I he bnd confidence in the proleturiat
and nsuo othax ubolix;l‘i,.ag value pruduot.iou, Yo wouldn't conatantly have to run to

the Iritm ringe instead of CAPITAL which iz =11 too ¢lzar on Vioahing Doy, on "negation
of negution” am prolotnriat negatins, on Letishi-m of comnodities never having heen
fully saau avon by larz until aftor ths Coamune revesling tho form, not only the
fotishieric fomn of commodities Liding dead labor's domination of living labor, but
aidy the froe, spontaneovus, form of the Perie Communu deciding cverything for itsell,
Ware of that when I mes you next. ‘
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torey I disturbed so, bLul thank you very, very muchs N
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