Jan.29,1968

Alfnnee Roberis:-

Pleasce forgive mo for no%t gcommonting on*'Contradictisn and (verw
determination™ by Louls Althusser which you wurs kind onough to phote oifsst for me
last fummer. At firat the delay was due to tho fect that I hed no shance to read
tho eosay as I wss pracccupled with sy new bookein-progres, Philosophy and Revalgtian.
Than, when I firally d3d got to read it, I was so disappointad by the writings or a
men who had 3o long besn bullt up as an "original thinker, a new young French
philosaphert that I could pot gat myself to write. Twe very difforent type of avents
rrompt this ietter, One 1p the fact that Louls Althusasr has slince become a
loader of pro-maocist trend within the Frenzh CP, or at least has a0 scared ths
Cantral Comwittee with his inlluence over young siudents and the posgibility that,
wharess an putright Maolst Vparty! falled to gst muth of u following in France, a
Haoist position that has a philosophic Althusserizn turn mey speak "sufficiently in
franch” as to wia & following and split their intnllectual periphery, Lhat they have
told him that,wheress he mpy continue his Mgpocislty™{fresdom in puraly abstract
discuseions), he may not m;ile in politics,

. The second, and, to mu, the more important reason for this nste
is yom that iz to say,. your cont.tnuing many-sided stuady of Marxism that 1= very
obvicusly not narrowly fastional. Olge has told me about the latast material you'
“ordored, { She has sent you my :Notes for Looisses on Leniu's Philesaphie Notebuoka
and the Anericsn Worker pamphlet and I herewith enclose my 1946-47 articles on the
iature of "the Russian conomy, but I do not. ’have Johason's 1941 Resolution, nor for
that mtta.. Ky owr of the-asme yaar with. t%e mame title "lussia Is A State. -~ -
: c.wm. Scolety". Bubt since this 1s 1953. not 1981, I think it ia i.mpor’.nrd‘- to
move and I find out that you do not have my piece "Harx's Humunism, Today", R
© w41 send you a copy. It 1s important, pef tively and "“subjeotively™ a!.r.ca
* 4% also answors the question of Humanism #o which the translator sndfor editor’ K
‘of Althusser's r.rtiuls m.kas comé #nide remarks. Who was the trenslator—CILR "weaf)

New then the Althusaer assay, tho vory title of which I found 1ntel_-
lectuslly abhiorrent bocsuse it was vulgarly economist despite all its pretense
to & nen-economist approach, not to montion the fact thet the word itself,
ovsidetermination, han Freudiin origins. Remember that Marx attacked not anly :
sccrnonists and vulgar CommunistsBut alse Mabstract materialista' (aatural acionf.ints, {'
in a word, all those who did not appreciate in full the meaning of History, as past,
ag prusent, a8 future; nishory, not as Althussor undrrtsrds as "the rua of History,.
through the multiform wurld of the mmesrstruc!'.uro"(p 32), but History in MarxVs
sepne of poople, workers shaping history, rasolving centradictlionskin 1ife and not
~only in thought, and thereby dvnloping the miti-dimensional in ¥an., Althusser,
in typically intellecbualist fashion, is too preoccupied with “fmi‘rastr\wuurailsuper.
atructure complex™(p.3l)to be able to listen, much less hoar, the Subjsct, Man hime
self, What he, tharsfore, tells the reader to grapule with is dogmatiameanti-
dogmatiem, and that cnly as those above interprot Lt, and thus he never confrontsz t
living syrata baslow unless 1t is a=z something to draw out your pity, But ¥arx
didn't  speak only of Yecold, hunger for- his poor worker', as Althusser would
heve; tho  distinguishing, distinctive mark of HYarxism as against all othor, all
othar-ﬂocialists. comaunists, uboplane, anarbkhdsts, syndicalists--wmze that the
worker was a bhinkine human being, & creative moulder of history-e''oiking, thinkisr
fighting, blesdinc Peris—almost fowst.[‘u.., in its inecubatlon of & new snclety, of
the cannibals at its gates=eradiant in tho wnthuslasm of its hisicric initistivel®
So heavily dess J‘.lthusnur')nnti-iiognlhniam waigh him dawn, prey upon
him, that it takes him 17 pages out of a 21 papgo articls before ho ever geoks down
to the suvbjoctamaottor, much lese the living subject, at lgsus. ie thon atiributos
to Unpels (to Engels whn said that thore would have bson no¥scientific socislismd
had thero been no Hdogelian philosophyl*)a break not only with the "idegolian prin-
ciple of explanazticn by self-consclousnesa (idmelogyr). but alse with tho ilegelian
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thmo of pbanomnon-ossanco-trut.h-or. Wa are dnrinit.oly concerncd with a now:
ralaticoehip betwesn new terms." (p.31) Outsida of the fact that a now rolntioqsh‘zg
1s not something that merely relates "terms" az if ve were engeged in a game of
- words, tho alevation of sn 1850 letter by Engels as "the new" for our age ig nothe
‘ing but & evbterfuge for saying that nothing has roally been loft us by owr
founters, that Mexperientisl protocol”{whatever the hell that means!) "Marpely
rotains to be elaborated" {p,38),"Wao hes gttompted te follow up tho explorationa
of Mare and Lngelet! I can only think of Gramsci,™ "Relegated tc a footnote at
this point i a roference to Lnkaca,

Ta be preciue, 1.t'. constitutes but one sentsnco of thae footnotesTt is
warth,hovever, a wholse chapter (if [ had the time to spare)for it rovaals the
whole degradation of theught that Gtaliniom has brought inte the movement. (0,
naturslly, it ic only "philosophically" since now that Stalin is dead and the
astublished state quthority pormits ono to speak of his "erimes” no one &xcept
Hao ¢ anr longer a provlalmed 5talinist]) Hore is that pricoless sontenco:"
Lukscs? essays, which are limitod to the history of litersture aad philosophy, gesm
th me to be contuminated with a guilty Agpelianismias if ‘ukaes vanted to abunlvo
through “szcl his upbringing by “imuel and “Lthay n

. Hate, first, tho little conjuncf.jnn that- joins vary different, even
nppor:eci fieldsflitorature and philosophy'; thess fields are opposed not just Win
general® but very spacifieally in Lukscs gince, in matteri of literature, lukaos.
was anwiyzlng what_othess had done whereas in philosophy he is & true original,
-Bopy bafore anyone, inoluding Lukacs, had known the Full extent of Marx's Hegal.lm

‘rootalésam the Sociel Democracy had never bothered to publish those preclous -
. arghives of Mirx which they inherited), Lakacs hed elaberatad this relationsbip
dihat, though it was weitten in 1923, remelns unequalled to this day by any nther
- Barxiat, Yramacd fnclvied. “$thusser, on the other hand, hasn't even tho eimple.
. decency to refer you to that workge' 5o that gha reader can check for himself,
. {The meot famous chspter of Gesohdchte und Kiasgenbswnesteain , "what Is Crthodox
Marxism?® hex recent‘l.y heen trensilated :\.nto gogliahs Intermttnnnl oocialism.
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Secondly, and crucia]ly. note the gratultous/amalgam-building in the
reference to Lukacs! alisped "apbringing by Simmel and Dilthey", Whatever theso
rescticnary philosophera hed to do with Lukacs's “upbringing", it is a fact that
thay nowhare flgured in Lukacs' thinking and activity over nearly = half century,
that iz to sey, from the momant he becams a Marxisi! not a single grain of their
phiiosophy is prasent in- the matter at issue, the essays which constituted his
erigisal philosophic contribution, that were repudiated by him under “talinist
prasasyre when “ukacs capitulated to “talinism, and which now are remonbered,
mandbdare not because of his philosophic “errers", but bacause he dared, for a -
few miraculous weoks of the iungarian Hevolution, to asscclate himself with i%.

Above all, what is it that Althusser really neans tg?gig th his
afbacal

pkrase "guilty iegelianism'; he doesn't bother to explain hu e he ianft

80 muck interested in attacking "Hegal! or Lukacs es he iz &n attacking Harx!s
ozal janisn", Ch, how degwl hannts these ¢ apologists for the Gtate. "I shall not
avede the most burning igsuet, caoncludas Althnsser, "ii seems to me Lhat either

the whole legic of tsublation' must be rejected, or we must give up any attempt

to explain how the proud and genercus Russian pesple bore Stalin's crimes end rep-
reygion with such resiznation; how the Belshevil Party could tolerate them; and how
a Communist leader could order them,"{p.34} Poor fegel, he now gets blamed for
5talin's crimeutl The loglc of sublatlon, that is to sa y, the dialectic of
tranacendence, is to lead us,not to fraedom, but to whitewash of Rusgsian state-
capitalism; and, if it doesn't as it surely can't and won’t, thon, “kEm we must
tdrive thia phantom Lack into the night'{p.35)Fini,!o doubt Mao will heln Althusser

do just that; but Uarx won't.

-~

Youra, [:,‘,rlk/.




