Pear RV , Oct. 17, 1965

Your anslysls 18 of course qulte magnificent, It makes clearer ih my
mind why we do rot "stresa" aconomics but rather keep trying to break down
tha door of philoaaphy,.

The auesticn a8 I eee it is—-where dogs Lha. sta,ta capj.talist Atheory- arise
Tae methodeloxgy here seens all lmportant. BuRhrin sees it as merely an
e!ﬂ.ﬁ"gamcnt- of monopoly rapitalism, which may be true in ‘the sence of Marx saying
: concent-ation in the hunds of one single capitallst or eapitalist ccrporation,
Tbut''it arong becanss it ignaras the concrete of his own period--a workers! state
bei,.,g bern and its rala.tionship to state capitalism. ZIenin on the other hapd
~-h‘:mdia'l-e.y grar'pa ‘Bhe essence of state capitaliem for his r.inn--as a threat tc

st :lt Lenin looks fdar ways to oppoSe it while Bukharin aee‘ku
ﬁ.on tO ito .
wb n wa:coma to onr age,hrat the late 30ts and Lo, we see. the’ devalapment
‘L ;.cap:ltal'lat theory after 20 years of the Russian state, Tt.im. ueveloped A
4 yaurqalf and later by Mishims. But here again "the queation 3 B
28] ; whereb,;r une, develaps suchm theory. Fow Fou, it was related-to
thq' vmrkera ,resi.s nce, \Mhat _was it _fox C1ift?" I do not know tut T think that -
“4HAS: point ‘1s 88 imp n% as the statemedt of the theory: For even wheré the—
tﬁiﬁiy 18 corrent,. the-questlon hds o be deked--how has the' thecretican checked
‘himaelf? ‘What is he basing himoelf on? Thus a brillent economist mipht arrive, at
st.ata cap*talism based purely on econm.lcs, but what woild it mean.. . Again I donot
‘.‘lmaw niow C14ff arrived at S2C but what seems interesting 1s-that he can ba far -
“Mmo wer Formosa and can wave an NI.F ,ﬂdg at demonatratione-

——W!.tb *1956 and IIungr; it is again a question of methodologg for onea arrival ;]
a stite-capitalist theory, othsreise the essence. of the Hungrarian Refvolut-ion 1\
8 Jost. I am sure Cliff and otherﬂst.at.e capitalist could point to the' Revolutian
-/ and pay--see this re-enforces my theory. But do they know why? Do they ‘see 1t not
/- just as opposition to Russia but rdither as workers® counciis as a pew fm:m for.- f

fighting state capitalism as "deuehtralization of state p&ne-?' LN ,\ ' wo b fx,;a;;‘ M )

It seemg to me that ym.r greatest contribution is not the state-.apibalilst o
theory, but the methodology whereby you arrive at such a thory and then can continue
to davlop it for the concrete of our age-—the hnmanist. of Karxism.;" v

The sentence structures are in general too complex and could stand some simplifying
if poesible.
:’Pag; 18 Tpst parg. first sentence should Probably bu "thet capitalism i ar is
abm ..'“'




