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XQu cannot 1maginn what a. uhfill 1t has been for me. to *ype_
this-—I am’ gire . no teen-ager raading Forever Amber could be more .
exclted.  And now, in.a day or so, I will get to Easence. . I am-
.sure - that for the . others of us who are reading it, we- would lika
b0, .sink our teeth into 1%, witkhout heving the extre disturbance
ol rollowing your- handwritlng (It siways has had thai’ type of.:
‘effaot on me at least, and that whether it is dlear . or unclenr-
~following the exotlo curvatures, the unerossed t'a and. uu&ctteﬁ 1'3
- Bag’ oonstantly kept me out of breath, ‘and: only after . I- ‘Botiover: thst
“hurdle: could 1. go back for. a second rq :aing as for - contan-.), go L]
typed- 1%, 'desplte. your admonitions. o0 the’ contrary.  ‘Hewever, - justi
An:case there iga some profound ‘reagon Tor your stubborness that-I
‘dld:not divine,. I have sent the copy %0 no-dne, until Iiget yous
o.k. '*nnidantally, without the typing they would aleo haye nocg.
the beneflt.of many a. passage from Hegel thet yuu vars . Lot ezhanntaﬁ
to copy cut, and no- ‘ong but.us three have degel o o

ST ‘Last week I was 80 stimulated by the nreracas that I went‘
over the contents, and tried to- £ind sone’ 1og1c 10 . the Ltwo" airrerant
-Logies,. and also to why all %the ‘sonclusions-in Aceumulation of . :
! Gapitai I ventured krkm out with a ‘hypothesla-~it muat have bean
i~ one ‘of those plunges where you land with your hesd on the cold . ¢
conerete gince I have not had a comment from Groce as to my bﬂasene
Hare is what 1t was. Comparing the' contents of the two Logloa,: ‘ang
that of the French.edition of -the Marxia Aceumulstion, .I- thsnght‘“ﬂ
that in either case 1t might not: be Juat 3o make Lt easler. Tox th
-paader (or the reason I held %o in the ocase of Marx, whizh was thn
‘he felt he would die before finizhing the 3 volumes, and thoughf '
£0 .inelude all the conclusions plunk in Vol, I},.but that there- might
boa 10313 to the differént. anproaches._ ‘Bingcein the. Smallsr andW
ciater LOogic Hegel includes hin eonclusions piunk-in. the beginnling,
Preliminary Noticn, I felt that altiough- you might not- ba ‘able-to
-ge% tha concrete truth in zl1) 4its richness-until. after’ you' have
§o=a ‘through the whole dialactleo with him stage by: atage, neverthe:

aes he might be willing to introduce you 'in a praliminary way. to |
his conolusions, onece you‘Wara acqualnted Wwith the: Introdugtion or. -
past nistory of philosopﬁy In -the ‘oaga of Msrx, once” ycu got tha\ ’
basic principles and movement, -

Ir it 1s *oglc and ncd peﬁagogy or app ng daath, ..5 .
that has been the osuse of .the different form ofﬁﬁgzgi 8¥and.or - S
Accumulatlon, then I have many other devalopmenits that would- rlow =
from 4t, but X would not wish to vantu*a out 1nto these nz ir I am:

on tha entiraly wrong track. _ _ : _ ; '

i

. WALl be in Ey Ghristmaa and look forward’ to aeeing you,
How have you found &omye®@ Mow is she? And SSMEUED My very
best to both of them--the one in person,the other in embryo.




;- Dear Graces ] - ) _
b Ihave -Just omenaged to shaks the ocld with.which I returned
i to NY and po.can first now.put to paper the ideas I had on. the train
. regarding us two. I wish to propose that'we Pegin s correspondencs

i regerding that orft (and not by accident) postponed articls:on-Gaplt
v.and in"the egplrlt of the new me, I:propose no’such abstract. title
;'as the Matariallism and Dialectics of Capltal, but'the dlalesileslly:

i .eonerete The Significance orvCapitgljror,OﬁrgDay:UCAﬁqﬁthiaggrqposal.
i"insludes within.1% ‘the conceptlon, rot that you write on di ectics
“and T on-matarialism,. but that we each write boih, C¥ou ' have' no ides
' what Jinmle's Notes on Dialeotic have ascomplished-=they have litarally
| released theusands of little self-creating germs (ave thsre suoh | .-

. genil) which popw all over my hend and expand aevery old idas o
¢ such new heightas, that 1% begins tc look like ¥ understood nothing
- before. :Let me_glve .you an example. I have often guotad Marx's - i - .

i statement that Ricarde by a "violent abatrantionﬂ‘tranetormed;rate; :
ofigurplus value into rate of profit,. I would add that without - & -
‘show pow ‘this was done meant Tthe Tailure to work ous tha relation |
; between the labor theory of value and the phencmena of tHe market,|
- and 'so0. the' labor theory of value floundered until Marx who was noti
i-inhibited by a “bourgeols skin" showad the anewsp &hd thereby $reated -

. hls theory of surplus value,

P oo Now watoh, -No doubt 4 I had ic "prove" thsi I would
. have dealt into great minutlae of this how, and of how profit is
ia relatlon to total, nct just to variable, oapltal, ete, etc. And
. :where in . all thls would there heve been a connection beSween the . |
.+ "vlclent abptrastion® of Rloardo and the trus sbstractions of ‘Haprx? -
i But presently I cen ‘say thet At was Ressssary . vo. descend: from the ;-
.- ¥1olent abeiraction to the gonorete transformation of surplus value <. .
_iinto pror’lt not in order %o "prove* the difference (in truth: there - -
!dg no dirference since all profits equal all values and we are. i
‘interested in the totallty and not in the invidividual ‘deviationns) |
BUT IN ORDER TO RISI T0 HIGHER, snd THEREFORE true abstraction, - .1
;whioh 1s that Surplda value is s glven magnituda, etc. eto. - -

; Op the example-I gave on Luxemburg. Where previously -
I would meraly eounterpose, instesd of also correlate, history to !
;logio, I pould wlth the nev eyes, say&hat she substituted for - L
5“Marx‘a"un1versal capltaliam, lmperialiam, orrating lavs from: - - -
-~ this notlon—daterminatinn,_i.e.,'the Tixed pertioular {(imp.}-in which -
. .tha true universal {capltslism) happened to be at the tims, ' You more .
{than any one ¢ undarstand: the approach., Or, to he more correct, |
‘you having JRACRAAX dlaleotis as part of your knowledge all slong, |
‘oan Finally shed your inhibitions An talking %o & mers woman of.
-underatanding, and ac preoceed scon to the actual draft of the i
_article, . o S T
' ' y _ S . last
~ ' GPEED has long wantsed %o finigh that unfinished/ohapter
‘of Vol, IXX--me will let hlm give us all hias 1ldoae, but I propoas |
not- te include him kn $thia ocorrespondence {I will send hinm céplos .
of lattara I aend you, and you do the sawme, but I want us %o Ao :
- thia thing on our own, and involve him only as we apnroach the :
.actunl atage of rewriting). : o :
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4. ¢ ... ...  Here are some{orcthe,preliminaries;.-AlthoughﬁwgJuillhﬁ-
galk of Capital (and Theorise), we must, of ccurse, have in whe bgek
{ of our mind, his early economlc manuaoripts.-TItiaeemg‘toﬂmé!that%-
! what-hag been happening L8 thet the emryly economic manuscripis.and
! the concept of the alineatilon of ‘lebor have attracted, $o the little
i gxtant that they are alive in Americe, the scotdrione. . Karauss wbho
i trlad to ges them out of the'septarian_cuutéxt?ana»uhogﬂthatcl,-*““
' “amlienation of labor was not .~ iere humanitarien "adjunct? to hise. |-
Y peal® economic theories fell far short of the task bssnuase.he. :
i not how to use the dialectlc not merely in abaltenct Torm, but.
| sonecretely, by &lalectically combinlng thet ie the concepht of: b
‘‘allenation with the astual economlc lawe 'or produstlon analyzed |
. by Marx. -8ay like (what & say!) Herx was able dlalectlically to
. ‘combine the thegle "producticn creates itz ovn market" with " L
% the "workers cannot buy back ete.? by showing the Zetler to he' 1.
a ggggigggx_ocmponent . of vniue produciion.  The minute w2 :try te . .
chow alienstion and value aes equivalents, we will be 'gat upon by. ;.-
. the’ undesreonsumptionista, for the econor s% tendeney is a-much mors
i potent factor in the movement then ie the ‘seotarian. But we must i
. resmember that vhereas £h the '30s.the underconsumptionists were the
" main enemisas, in the ‘40z thke plenners ere the ehief ensmless 1.
Where planning was pubordinated to "buylng baok®,  the Trotekylst, |

- as 8istinguished rrom the Keyneeleng could:-yell No, plan:ls more .|
" importent, and. aprear revolutlonary. . But now that everybody,” from '
. Pruman to Reuther, from ¥evian to Haston, all yell plan, ‘even the i -
quantitative distinotions fade—where we must reestablish plan by i .
fepan posial individuals". In any ocsse, vhat 4o you say: to writing
an analysls of the early economic manuaseripts PLUS that early las§: -
chapter of ¥oiume I that I will send you registercd. _{Remember 1% -
is the only greoious ocpy} what z damn fool I was vebelling sgrinat -
typing of al inconseguential things!) . N
Another preliminary phase, We have never serlouanly i
ansly=sd the various drafts of Bapltal, %to_the sxtent that we know:
them, . From the introduction of Engela to Vol. II, We ocan sce, if Lo
. you watch oarefully the pagination of that first drurt, shat thie [ -
318 how Cnapital would have .looked: . T TP P
' . _ I. Commodltias &Money and Transformation
of Money into Capital. -~~~ . i L

II, Theories of Surplus Valuc I
'IXI. Capital and Profit, Rgteféf ?rdf%t_75'

IV.  ¥roducticn of Burplus Value; ' ! 7
%1l the way to the end of MwkxXEy
Vol. I, more or lesa. . BRI

Tn other words, Marx would have stuok to appsarance, the belng orft
capltal, oommo&ltiﬂa; And then again to the appearance ‘the form of.
surplus vAlus, not $o speak of arguing with all othar ﬁourgeolsf' :
theoriats (for some 782 puges), beforas he got down 3o the labor
process, in the speedy mannar ﬁn which he gots %o the essence in-
Yol. I As We know it, Hls little Pfootnote in-Yol. I, that he who! .
wishes to know¥ all hbout profit Dsfors he has laarned all about vslue,
will know neither the ona nor the cther, waa 2 generallization arrived . |
at not merely by leoking at"man of understanding® but by, olng - ! w
T through the sntire proceas himsall in the astual writing? ¥hen in.
BRI giglj one of his latters he tharefore sums up the entire maaning of Capital
S TALS A n two plthy formulal dual naturs of labor, and geparation of valde . .

|
.
|
i
f
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‘from profit, he sums up»bnth'the.value:or,aialaq;ib\aﬂd{hisforigiﬁal-
“sontribution,  -We must go into s, {38 The stalinigssiinithe 10 0
: ~current.Bolshevik announda>g‘new,bcokg$$s‘Rueéian‘go?:%arx?a;gff,q
| letters on Caplital; it seens = haftijolume,an&ﬁmightgbé?h”nqmplete
i yerstion Tinelly. Srock immedintely with Four Gontinents; algo "ol -
=:gwlnhkthafntandﬂon”éﬂna'ﬁtgg‘Thc fult title 1e K, Hers,: ¥ Zngelds |

‘Letters about Caplial (Plama o Kapitale}l Institute MiE-L, wader. oo
=3g?;{nJ;194B;-ssspp,i it:1e;reviaved:ig{tha:Edlshbv;k;HQct.lﬁ”(#13)ﬁ=,

+

bees o0 T wish to ask you a.quastlon regarding the pormiastbility
‘of oalling the Part on Accuumulatlon of Capital the Notion. XL you
remenber my suodivistons of Tapital ware 3, not 8, parte, byl oo
Ancl. Parts I & II as Phenomena or Belng of Gapital,'ParEsfxileVIg :
(wAith 6 ocouping a_subordinate posiiion as resuls of raing prod.? :
. as the Esgence or Labor Procsss of Capltel, and then Bot davdng 7. 7y
“'%0 8all Pari VII or Accumulatio: of Gapitai the Hoiien, Iiealled .
it the Law of Botion (Part VIILI gz the primary scownulatlion . wre. |-
treated by Marx as-a mere chapter of. Fard VII in she finsl vevslon
‘and we will treat 1t thus too). How I have fol% -that Vol, I indesd '

. containa sll 3 volumes, and in that order, ~ What 4o you .think¥ - .¢
Remember that in thse Accumulation he gummarlizes Vol. II, -telling |
7 e not to.get dazzled by the milliard transacticns of individuals,
‘and thus tells ue that where in Vol. X he dealt with the individual
eapital, Vol. II will deal with the soelal capiial, and then'he
. gummarizes Yel,IXlby cennseiing the lot o “hz workere with: the
organis gomposiiion of capital, and 1f The accumzlation ot capd
and the degradation of tho porkax, is not the complete  und
' abmolute ldes plua practlce, mrdiexragien, theh I do not lmow .
. whare else XkA®E Yyou would find 80 concrele o notion of cepitalls

Of course ln ihw dontext of the & vél&még;'?di;-III-th

. or the study of .the daoline in the rate of ororit and criges, 'ls |
: the Notion , but I am confining mysalf now To Vol, L. .= -ni R E
C Ons final.word of preliminaries, The ilmmedists poss—- |
Harxh“pariod%revolvad‘aruund-Vol;.I,'and the revisionlst was one i
who deniad oriaes and: wanted to roform onpLtal. The fight -arcund |

" Yel. II has a two-fold enemy: in Ruaala 1L 1a’ the Narodniki- whe |

D hink shat. without market Russala eannot  develorp gapitaliaticelly} i -

_ An Germany where imperialism riges, Luxemburgl sm—-Not a reformist -
bscomes a reavisloniat; but a »evolutlonlsat now ocouplas - $hat Tolowe—
that is how strong are tha lmpulses Irom the ohjective davelopment;

"1t oomplicatas the iagk, avan ag ocounter-rvovelution becomus conplex
Wa 1ive. whare Vol. IXI 1. tne problem, but wo must remambar, a2k I i
mentionad naviter, that wharean D the 308 the unéaraodgump%ionist;'-“"
wem=s Ltha enemy, in thr 40f 1t 1s thre plannera. That 15 beaauea the -
nroblem of our ngs being etatification of vroducticn and stratification:

 of the prolrtariat, both the Stnlinkst Ppuvrepuerat® and the labor i

| pureaucrat are nll readying plan to suvnpresfs tha rovolutlionary . §
proletariat. I would like us %o talke the illustratione ¥arx givea
for the law of acounulation, whieh e have haratofore pRased up. ax
old statistios, and gombine it with iaut Tow chasptors in Vol. IIX,:
and think all tha time of 1848, and saa what would resalt- -from :

_“The Revenuss and thelr Sourcas™; the aristograny of labor (yes

. Marx mentions them} and labor buronuorady faoing ocrises, -

.
i
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USSR "Hare aie extracts froa Lenin® oiffrbtudich b ‘Hegalts fistory of ‘Philomephy. .

which pretty fairly summiarizes -t 63 ppde.. -Gene is the sxhilaration L:
'fglt .in reading and commenting. upen the Logics Rors

: L:ia nuite sharpiwith .- -

. Hogel, seducing him of slw&o'ribgﬁﬁi’ataﬂélism}fglotaix';g"qv_c'u'.-_'iﬁeg.]lioty hiding
‘wemknoases -as well na vaoillaticns that one “(Arietotle ) philosophor exe= "

perienced between idealism and materialism, ignorisg the materisliam i

! 21 crass thin-gruel”: of Fleto, ebs

Demoeritvs and giving us "myshtie

WHat is of great. imporkance

',_iv,,' the ‘monner in whioh ‘tl‘irwg‘t’ man'(V.Iij.} ‘maptered
. - apLer

tha dinlectie, He tekes. Hegelts analysis. of the, Elewtic schgol: Mfe f£ind
hers: the beginning of dislectic, "i,el, simply the. purs novenent of ‘thotghk:. -

in Notions: likewise we see:the oppositicom of thought Goward appoerence oF - ..
“ gengaoua, Being, or of thst which is implicit -to the being Tor snother of . - i
" this implicitness,-and <in the objsctive oxistence we zee the cefilradiction 70

which it has in itself, or dialsctic proper.” (P.240]

" And he proceeds to work cut:these two determimations’ of the diglectia
("pure movewent of thought in Hotien', and "in the obiective existonce. we.
'see:the contradiction which it hes in itselfl,.or Airiectie: frover! }:which! =
ohn Ba.summed up, I think, in his statement thab dinlecktic "proper” means.
" geeing contradiction not only in sppenrance but in egsenac. - Thet is . eRhsy.” '
“onocugh to .see when it is appiied to eapitalism; Te know Giere, 1t contra-. 7o
diction not only ir cormoditicg--ugo-v & v, but in velue itsolf-~ieongrate - - .-
. and abstract labor. But when it comes te epplying this seins - prineiple to |
‘revolution, we shy away from this contrediction in essence, ‘and wizh-tel Lo
"7 pight only capitalism. . Lenin teught us to Tigh% slsno Penshevign, sa.we. . i)
©agree-to the: familiar und the, eroven, . Buk Tretskyisr has” gotben-parbicular- -0
_1y atuck there since the Stalinist are *for" revolution--nnd zo thay merely
" gan say bub they are not "renlly" for whils the Trobskyites are "really"'' -
. fer, instend of gettinrg = diflerent notion-determinaticn ‘of revolution.
7 .where it mesns in-essenco’ only "to & man", and nothing else is "really" -
ler nd really"for'. T e e T T

" ¥y I feel sure that thot! is what Lenin is hi tting ot is the feot that
“suddenly he stops the genoral mnalysis ond carments to himmelf': “HWork out:’
S . ¢ - Plekxhanory wrote on philoaophy {dinlectic), probubly- .
nearly 1,000 pages..,There ig thom nil about. the Larger Logic, sbmt it, -
" dta thoughts {i.e. dialectic propsr a5 -n philesorhic selencel!t™™ L
. In other words, Lenin has decided that: not snly enn"you net understerd
- Qapital.without the Logia but: yeu cannct. understand ‘philosophy without-™

*the -Logic=-not evon if you havs all othor waorks ‘of Fegsl, with the poseible. . .
" axceptien of Fhenomenology sinee thut is what he used for Imperialiam. . 7

-~ It is either logic "proper', cor ¥eu write bosh Tor 1,000 ragesa and. nake :

“evory om think you are leavred.’ -~And he onds with dialeotic also when Yo




3 com:nents ‘on aceptlcism whoue d‘.alec.ic 38
‘ quotea Hegel; siving incidentally a ruch bebhter trana;-.wion o t!m" -
passage than the one found in Holdanes Where that transls.‘i:or uses tha .
mrord oonoem Lenin uses’ wrr.pped up 111

P “These sceptical tronas in i‘aca cﬁnoem (wrurwd uu in--\” } )
that which ie onlled” dogmatio: nhiloso,_hy (n‘y nature 1t must revol’e in
“thene forma~-VIL)--nct in the sonde of its having a ncuiti‘re eonfant
but ne assez-ting somaﬂung datemimte‘- s’ 'bha absomt‘.a. (585)

And Len‘n circlea arcn.md hzs oxmlusmn, j.vii.n t-wo da-sp haa.vy :
lingy:! _gninat the a‘b-olute nf Hsge; Hara ia t'he eu-hryo ot die.lsatical
Vma‘harialimo

Havr aa:.arting sr“ething :le'l:ernmato an e u.bsoluta ..e n usen
: againat Hegel here snd:also in_snother place wheres he ghows thet Hegal :
:.%He dinlectician wans "ineapable of un'lerstandirg Qianlecticnlly Lhn
- transition from matter Lo movement, from matter ko oensc-eusnoﬂa--e:pee
:iaily the-seocnd. . “And. then ha wcakc:ns 5 little toward Hegelt "Marx
oorracted. tha mistake’ (or waskness {) of.the. mvntic.. JiVie 'P—vzmv the 1au1':, ni‘_ :
_undurstanéing was due to nok uee:.n;’ +tho role of labor W oh likewise was3

" not 80 clear.in Hegel's: day as m Larx.'s, but whet' are we ' to ‘think of:

our. o day I.{a.rxists who keep o aamrt:.n‘, Bmeth:ng dot»sxﬂn,u.to_&s he

o ’.': absolute

But: here:I wish~-—thi.. is add"eaeed 't:u Gracc—-to davclop "hia not
in rdation Go natienalized proyerty - sosislism, but (1) in reistion: '
to plan, and (2} in relation an-i:on's (remober: him-—V:m) interprotation .
. of “the’ a}mnged,structure‘ of Marx's Capital. That for another time when.
Jit dsn't so lete in the night. = Havo fum with Lenin meam.rhile. '

Cvnetve 00y
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"t meens you should, Your, nome established there would mesn & lot

Ry

Lagleg(
L1/31/49

Sevoral unrclated things that ngéd,eoéméﬁtl3f' 

L First, I was very glad.tc get your repori on.the City -l
Convention; it @iscloeed you grown te gorganizational rag—: .- o
T ponsibility within a redl, lnstead of' merely an ideal:context.. .
' Exoellent, . TR e e T i
~.. The Lucien matter I wil1l hendle by sending Bt learl one-
packsge in my ovn nsme; I cshnot’ sse how an urgent eppeal coulds.
“Ye ignored. AlY you need tu 1s turn his nmme inito the EWRellefly -
" they -may have it on the 11a% already, or they may hendle all.
* through Paris., He was very highly regarded when I was thers,.
- but he alsc had many deviationa.,  I'11 ksep away from Rebin. o
- About &3 ®X32; 1T you-can wrlte as you p].e.as;.e;-,7.‘;.,by:;Q:.'.!.l'I
‘to .us. .I’had been thinking of your connsaction with him labtely,
alec in the rollowing respect. Since I would: Just.appeal: to - |
Am, Councll of -Leerned Society's Russian Tr.. Frog. oold, we". =
‘would not naturally Haeve the beet reaults, I underghkand that.
.. that.program or at leset society hae somé relationehlp. to Welsa
. magazine; they reprint materlsl, ete, eto, On the basls ef the
Notes on Boinnce of 1loglc that you translated and the ones cn
‘Hie: of Fnil, I sent you, could we formulets a letter which "
he would be wtlling to sponsor to that program? Let me know
ainice I belisve that would be a better way %o handle. the maiter
‘AT posslble, - : - . B S S

+- ' Regarding the letter te G. I peraonally belleve the letters:
" ghould be written rfom NY; they have an uneven lock of necesziiy. .-
‘when hgndled ss we did,  Hothing fatal, you:underatand, but jJust .
".uneven and the other way is better I think., Bince I was asked %o
write this one, and since I -showed I meant %o write;ahbrieﬂ,bneL,
- the suggestlon on Gp—ﬁp-that-oame'in,-;hcugh-nécasgary;and;thatig
-is why I put it in, was quite overwhelming. If. one point 13 657
‘pages, when the rest and most lmportant part 1ls.2-3,.there oanal‘
_be no avoldlng that overwhelming impreesion by putiing, as you.i
" suggrated, the matter at the end. . X.Tolt on the-contrary>thatgpy;;~‘
“putting it at the end 1t would ‘evan -be-more oul of context, andi: -
gean to say, I wrote you & letter, but really T meant, ate, etsi
“’At leaat withingontexi 1% would sppear, though wordy, not as 1fi.
" the arterthought wam more important than the content. I repeat,
.nothing 18 sericus, but I do think letters should be sent from
- 'NY, and eo show thia varagraph te J. o : . oot

. Intend %o Araft s letter about the Philesophic Notebocks |-
tomorrow, but perhans I should firat wait for your comment
© about involving Welss, . . R




Feb.1,1949

}. Dear dEEEe:

:I
*
P

Lo Hegel'!s analysls of the Yinfinlte in sho finite® be- . -
i canse 1T -AE really‘theiinfinite'whiqh 1alreal;vand'Lenin'swemphéée' ,
*ig-on the‘prcfundity'of.the tranaformation of the 1denl_lntptthev§s“;
¢“real“have*clariried roxr kice the placevot'crisee;vaS‘the Botuslity,i
'=rathgrnthanvthn.Notlon_(Which'is‘Law of Aceumnlatlan:whichkinclndéé:xa
'f;nfgrlses‘the_degradat}on,cf'the worker);'orfcspltnlist producticn. -
Lo ;;.Goneider;thia: whcndthe.ldealapf capitaliamgflhfinlts* -
‘Qprg@uction;-becomea:the“reallty,“then'we'have‘complete'chaos:fleﬁa;
i~ Marx 418 this for us theorntlceily when he,shnwea;that.thé*plhhﬂe@

. productlon of Vol. II=ﬁndei,in"thevgeneral-éoptradlctiun of caplial
L apmoin.Vol. TIL,’ Henbe-we.muet,ncw,analyseg plan”ana;chadﬁ‘thff. .
© pnly &8 -no true opposites (axbept,:ofgcouraexwhere 1t te a glasg i

. L,queetlon]; but &8 inseparable momenls of*the'gederal'contra&icﬁog
© | of;capitallsem, ' : B - L T
LT Teke on the”on¢"hnﬁﬁfgegel,'?el,11335160139A¢tga11ty i1a
the unisy of Esasence and Yxilgtenge; shapeloss Eoadnee. {value7iii- :
and Un=tebls SDPPEARBICE, {boom and,bust?f:),or'indetermiﬁgtet«, P
persintence[and nonﬂperﬂistent-multiplic#ty, in it nhave theilr trufh.

e b e e e R

Although Exietence 15 mmmediacy which has emerged'out‘Ofﬁﬁtound;ﬁln;
form L& not yetb posited in 1t. it aenerminaafand“rorms'itSelf;_aﬁd
in- this procecs ig ADPEERANCE; this prraistence 1s-determine&}qnlj'
(- a8 Raflection—lntoeother,‘and,gae st develops iTself into intro= |
-,Rerlectioniit;beccmea two. worlde, two totailties of content;“bne;
" of -which 1z datermined: 28 reflected into itself, apd the other &si .
P reflocted. into other. Esgential Relatlon representa;tﬁelr;icnme‘
“arelatlon;_the=psrfsctlon of which 18 the:Relationjofilnpbr,ganﬁﬁ
_Quter,_wheré the .contrnt’ of both 18 Qne'1dentica1”foundation?and. SR
equally one 1ldsntity of form,” (8d8/ve?) And alsoe teXe up pp.Ll?8-l
s A%91 AR 1nmedlate unlty ot the form-determlnntlona,BhleNécesslty
. risﬁAgtuglitx;_but_ita unity now 18 ceternined &S indlffefentftq]
- the distinction belween the form-datermingtlon, that 'is ~petween.!
4 tgelf and Possibillliy; and eo thie Actuslity 1s one wh ch hee &L -
content. Thig ecntent, &8 sndirserent i1dentity, containse Torm |
LoD as ipdifferent, that 1ls, as merel a.variety'of'dgtermihanion
and ie manifold consent in general. "hig Actuallby 15 Real: ¢

‘Agtualdty. . - o o R R
T - Ay this point Heml Actualily e.o such 1& the Thing of--
" many propertiase, the”ex;qtiﬂg worlq;;;“ : I e

. - On the. sther nand take Marx in Vol. III, rirst page 283
vwhares he etates the low of the deolins in. the rate .of proflt aa o
promoting ab the one and tha same time, conzentration of capital,
- and overwroduction, gpeculation, eriasle, surplus—cnpltal.with_- -
aurplus population. Then the very. dirficult andscruclal.daflnitipn .
. of"the general sontradiction of capitelien”, © . 208=3,; the: . Lo
esgance Of whiol: resides in the confliot beilwsean expansion. of - ] =
of valuen, Add to thia_the‘aection-in,jha o
Burplus Value where ne. spraka of production withour ' |

toxt

ek B e i b = L

regard to valuea wpatding withln productiocn s1%pelf.  In thila-con
reconsider his atatement that the pecuiiar'barrler teetifles to-
the Tinitcnnae nnd the historical, gerely transiiory phazeoter

i
of capitnli:zt production.” {my emphnsis),. - To we 1t aneme 10 !

say: if ghextx infinltes production is the real, then the fin;:anaasi"

]
A
P

 921@;;;
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o7-capitalist producticn d& that it cannot be real,-1t~cgnno?,m
boeagna. At is gonditioned i&round?) en {1} elaszs relations, {2)
.selfnéibansion,nr'existlng valura,  In other werds, plannlng, |
goclal planning, can only exias$ when net grounded wlthin class
relatlons, . - s S EIR s

cl
i
o
-]

- When it is thue grounded, the anaver to planning

- and. No. Yes, planning is easential to capitalisn and has always
characterized the rachory pvoduction-and;prcductlonf?elationshipj

Tor 1t.is the wvhaorewithal or axtraction of greatsst gRount oLl Iy
-surplus value,  No, nlanning 1is not;esaentialg'ch&os=1s;ﬁchﬁqne; 
Uwhile,within,production“nhﬂrekresidea-xhegtendgncpﬂtoﬁga{cutsida,}
- the -linitg orf produeiion, elass: relations and-axieting valuss: ) -
.impose.a 1imit on it which‘expresseg“itealr,in:uheaanarchy'of_ .
5,the7market.-“ﬁm'zhe_aamq'time_capitaliém'eun hevap reéally plan !
because 1ts law of motion 1s impellea by rsvroduction acecording | -
“to s-n-1=-t sat bnggglgrmsrkﬁt,‘and.;husrevan'1f:all'gcgditionn e
;are maet as to planning in rnctory,.,xternal‘planningaas;to;markex
and ‘labor paid at value, the incesaant1revﬁlutlon2é1n1product;on..j
~of neceselly masn "development or preductive forceg of labor at |
the axpenge of the alrcaﬁy.craacedfm?aductife-forces“; T

. . We must now bresk up plan ascording to its historicai.
‘appearance. Contrast avpearance of plsn in the Usa and- USSR,
First appearance in Amevica in 1868 arter the defsat of populism
‘and rige of U8S, Technology has glven this money-mod ‘impulse
to capltalis%e, and &t the pame time oreatad & Jeh for the:
gclentlet for asclentific- REBEARCH ie novw given problems ‘to. zolve
The rirat- statoment of plan, then, e monopoly. - The second. L
statement of plen is statification and 4t takes zhape in war of 1914
The thirea etatement, o%1l1 USA ) is 1933-1948, where the decline Lo
in 'the rate of profit, plus ratlonaiization of productlion and:the-
belt system ae. the reo gning meds of labor, plus'one'worldeedness"'
" oreates the constant state of orisaps and insolublility of under— |-
consunptlonlem ‘except through war snd ingolubiilty of crises even
through war and planning. Barbaric planning Wa_mightrpallflt.;.f

In the USSR, . on tha othar hand,. first appearanca’ofjp&ang‘._'
comes With revolution iteelf. In other worda -the- Single Plan and -the
Declaration.of the Righte of Toilers are inseparably one, and thie. -
is seen in fact that the Eoonomio Council 1s eubordinate to- Couneil
of Lsbor and Defense, Slogans retain this unity: -slestricity plie: -
workers power, nte. 1920's aignifiosnce we -know.  (Hers I wish only
to call attention to the fact that when' LT propnged plan administrat
ively, he of necessity also resvaluated qopltnliem for he stated!
thet_ite unlty was mainteined "by aupply and demand”! And wished|'™
to make of: plan under workers state "an organlzatlonal-taclinical!
tagk" which retailnsd capltalism"mechanism¥ *but of couree excluded -
class atruggle®l!), “Becond mtztement of plan is 1228<38, the |

~traneition to capitalist relntipne vhars valua aphpeavs shapeless:
and gapitalilast riculture in inestituted differently In form thkan
defeat of populiem in USA 1in.187¢€ but where thou genergl jgaw - .-
of development 1a similar. - Third Statsment of Plan combtincs - !
2nd and 3rd iIn UBA.  in a eense the move Ffrom Stakhanoviem to |
State Labor Reserves (1938-1940) ig the meve Irom monopoly te 5
etate, and 1943 and the belt system compietas the progess, Cur |
favorite paggnge from Vol.II,p.120: "But 1t s plenr that sapltalist
produaction can only nxist and endurn, in aplte of thn revolutions of
oapltal-value, 8o long as thia value crentes mora value, that iz}
80 long ae 1t goen Through Lta oyoles a2 #elf-devaloping vrlue, or

80 long ne the ravolutione in value cen ba overgome and halanced: in -
some way.* Thnt some way ig the complete dagradation of workeorm- g?- :
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f"lgmigg of onpitalist produstion is tha consurptibn‘of the

:5.ficns and modiricntions bnlong 19 itﬁ 1nur0vert9d relatio1..;

cpplts no negatad 4e Limit: (new nrcduc*

2/10/49 -

- Dear m

An anplysle of uhB aenera‘ con:wudictlon of capit.
i

'*Fm, in dinlectic terme,” etill_ramning unvrltten;  but; in th

Erocasu of Iaboring on 1t I came acrose She sectlon in” n:zarmlnate
~Being on Barrier and Ought which I. talieve poaes: ‘tho ‘probimiy}

I want your help in tranasposing it %o Vol,IXII of" wapiual both.
as relates to.p.292 on thn general contrad!ation

the socallp’ 1nst oauan cf all erines.

Lnt ne flrst atate 13 in- oliticai ormaQ

prolatariat:pald at value,  That lg tha zlphs’ and-omﬂga of,ahe

unﬂeronnnumptlomizts.‘ But the renl bharriar eays Farz ig capiuail*

tugele, Mow heretofors we have used tho. tarms urﬁcticpilg

B 1nter—changeahly, underconsumptivniﬁug spying it-lis. opnsumptibéi'
cand ¥he declineg in rate of profit thnor*ste unying, oAt e

eapd al- but: nei.ha“ slde made any’ aiqtlnction vatwaen 1lpi

Coand. hn?"!“iﬂ?‘- hnw. with thn !-m'!.n nf‘ {gm‘ra‘! '!nt :~n 1n.t~nﬁm~a'

distinctiou.”

: 5L,p.144' ”But aince, fur.hnr, othernaas is itse]f dater~
mined aas 1imlt, or negation ot negation, the otharnass 1mranqnq
to ﬂometh ng 15 noslted 83 the rﬂlnuion of two sidaa' :

(“nthernesﬁ Simmmnet o Momntningﬂ ta- onpstqi T g;
v“oduotion, anu the relation ef two. sldan iz c;v)

*and the splf—identy of Something to viioh both detarminaf

(“tha aplr—identy“ 18 conetant. capitrl aﬂd Varinble cani‘
toth’'gnpitai that 14, and the introverted relation e - .7 :
Marx's famoud the means of productlon consume the:- 1ub0“ar S
;mot the lzborer thal means o_.pronuction) ' :

.Sﬂiﬂ 2y ﬂnunln of. linr" on esme . rae rnﬁ we:onme. to “Thq nronar

linit to Something, thus porsited of 1t as something neﬂative ‘and
alao wzgential, 4a . no longer Limit as such but Bnrrivr. U We hnf

~here then not. Juat 1lmit of laborer paid af:wvslue cr "the

porverty and . regtrieted oonaumnuion of the mpesed?, but the bnrrier,‘ 

~papltal. iteelf, which consiste of. the presnrvntion of ‘the exist ng -

capdtal, Znnlf-exnanelun, unconditioned nroduct;rn--t 2% 15, allt

-contradicton; anc’ muttally exe’ un:nrrf.

hegel oontinuns. "But Enrrier is not onl; Liwnt- vhich 15 posit d
1B 1cgated‘ the negation ncte both weys, since thai which it

ion Tollowling oviens whil
sacte limitatlions,B)for thio latter L that whieh is comaon to -
Something and Other. and eglao. is. thw detarninnteness of the Bolnge
in-Self of the determination nsa such This Belng-ip=-2elf. g thdn

._;_,31;.____;.;

"~ the nrgqtiva relation to ite limit {which im: alro ﬂtatinct rrumI;t; '

ar to Atself.taken nn Ba?“iprtﬁfh_‘ im? Guwht._-

'|'|1__u' "l}nrs‘h.i‘“' oy unn
maete, in Hrr", with
moda of production le oens of the his.oricnl mesna by which the |
mntoz&al foreea of prcduction arn doveloped and the worldemarket
requlred fornm them Q"Pﬂu”ﬂ 1t 1= At the same time 1n uont:nu&l!

~=F

ondizional day alppment of produoblvn‘foronsi“ﬁ
the fellawing-*<iug, while the capitalist |




'71ana1ysis of  Shaohitman's sorrowful. conaspption ' of Aussia ia.

J'fuicsnrlint vith thia h.storicnl trak: und tﬂe éénditibﬁgzof°
“-.H5001a1 proﬁuction correspnnaing o it : wT S

) Here, hiatorical ia both finite “and inr*nita*
;.a paaaing ‘mode of produation and Ainfinlte.as uhgonditioned
production,.: Bince the infinite is. the-tres Teallty of groductg_
as Tull developmant:of productive foroes,:and ihis pariioulsr
rinite._uapltaliet produstion, is: .inonpable of tha Eyaﬁe

2 ete.End vwillwhen: nagatioﬂ L@ negntlcn

Lerises Negating. exiatlng -1inite- Yo aidlod

SlimAts: ‘which rre r-al barriers; but when’ un@»self-iﬂentit )
Something ausxxat® breaks up" bJ varisbhla: ‘sapital’ thirowing - off
papital and transforming the Dught to an Ia by urnnsposing tha
inxroverted relatinn- thnt is by objaau hecnming uubdee

: ~'In worklng thls out will Jou a‘so tell ma-vhsthaﬂ 1%
dan't true. that the belng, ‘or gormodityy o anltal Tiras:

7 ahgpter, ‘ienlvidiflferent’ fwom-being: or-profil,: of"&aalts
“¥ol.III, and therefore whother III irn‘t exisﬁence as canuraat
'Hme or “exuanaion“ or baing. '

—————"

.Tncidentn‘ly, 1n Deterninate Eeing I alsc found seemthing that.
you'no. doubt know and are having in the back of “your mind in :
woriting out’ the Unhanppy Consélousneas ol tha: Phanomenology,
but eince 1t was new to me, I like resteting. 1t"(pp.182—55
"The.deterzination. of finite. thlngs 4’9, nong- other_ than- their
-ends™ understanding persists in thie-scrrow. of Finitude by o iic’
making not-being the detarmination of. things, and’ nls”.making-.
‘4% at:once enduring and absolute,” "I do.not. kno¥ of:a:bettor,

not a’ workers ‘stete, which ncn~bain$,. ;mad Staliniem, he .
. promptly. turns aroind and makesz 1t Tat once. enduvanv and
- abaolute" nnﬁ famxihax I’ mignt add, glabal.
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Enur lntte“ ﬁid hPlp and hopﬂ you do not thinx
that my boldneas Ag: beginn*ng to: border -0 brazeness-1f I
/7 neavertheless  try  to. _pursue the. point, . Naturally. we.muat ke
'fvery wery. before we rush:to’ qP111 the logioal catogor*es o
Hegal With specific class content, and: it is gurcly true that
“the ‘%ought snd:-the Barrier"*ar the PDeterminates: Being-whinh :
LG, capitallst production ere: ratber due tol th; Tac hat that
i@’ one of the” forms of determinate’ belrg than 46 . tho ‘Tack. Shat'
‘the dfalectic of ‘the apecifilc contraaﬂctions of eapitplist is
akin:.to’ the: dialectic of. éeterminatp ‘béing.. But’ 3ou‘yoarself*
show the! limitations ‘of- Fegel yho. hag: nnt lived Lorgeend
:evei greater contradictions of capltaliet productlon.%
the ese.. : R

. (l)fﬁegel‘s “beclwaraneas",*n onp.ending that thaugh g

“1n developed clvic Boslety aggregataes ‘of “indlviduals: b-longing .
.to different trades are in o. cortain relation to one smnother®, |-
;f'”,at111 “LHls sieldes neither lawe of Feaeure nor ppcullar Tormsti

: ( )thprn 16 hot on;y nﬂe dlaTacbic theo“y wh¢cn he “ame

~valoped in.al ts complexlty and motlon, but hisever p“eapnt
consciousnass of 124 4 history. Thus -he su.aka of Lné inappli~
oability of the form of Flato's dislaguen to-his day ‘bacause
ef the Yunrest of mocdern congelongness". The progundity of the
Hegellon dinlectic you are more acutaly coneciocuae of than I. ~~ {.
-2 I need neot belabor that point, but rethp* procsed atra*ghtwav
wilth the help of Mprx? and quﬁn“* o p"ﬁne unntﬁﬂr I AT on tha,'

="1znt tracm._ S - : : : . :

‘Marx nod merely “applin“" -the Jialécuic to uhe economic
lowa. of capitaliem, and: qot merely - uritic*zed Hegel' fob ‘aeelng -
o6nly. the poeltive eido ‘of iabor becaus o him labor was apir=
itual laber, but he worked on the. important assbpntion that v

.HEegel had the point of view of *modern nolitical seconomy“ which]
e we know, reduced wealth 0o laborj but failed to break up labor
- into concwete and sbetract. That would spem to warn Te-agailnet’
r41lling these loglcal categerlees with specific clase relations
especirlly the eauegories of ‘Being when wa are deallng with' CriJ _
vhich I bknlleve Iz the Actuallsy orf’ caplualisn, and thue are:de 1-1
ing with a lower éinlactlc than theat of essence snd no.ion.. ‘Buy -
.that never stopped Marx.and the faol thet he could not work out )
{I. mean dled before he could) tlhie dlalectic of crileiz Ain eg8 prea -
- else a manner aa. he hnd in commodities shculd nct keep us- from_
- venuuring ’oruh - : ' '

: o We havn moreover, Lanln ahc “trnnslntod" 8 rco& ueal of
"Hegel for us and is extremely porsintent. in seeing laws end-
‘metions esvarywhere go that even where Hegel says concept {not
things but concep%), Lenin esye “nct thiﬂg;,nuu tho. laid of*"
thelir novemant, matcrla;ia*icp*ly opeaking.” '_Anc_eu“nly'hegel
himsel® to whom 1drnt1ty wag.an unsapqranpd Cirfferance’ wlil -
not bite us when we do Try to derpen the difference between :
imit and barrier., Ferhaps in working out the loglcoal coroeptio
£ this relationship wo will achleve the true dialcetio of the -
ganeral uontradiotion of" aapitallem. : . -

only s

*I. am vererring har
% ‘Wot :
“%Lenin!a Notebhp a_;_qma__

1.,
Ext
Ql

AnTn A ~Ta

14
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i F“o ] "slﬂnlﬂ “01ﬂ+'o’ vzph,of lnnguage.n‘iMIt iais
-bcundary whieh T dara say yca mipht get shot’ Irylng tu croes,
but At -ig’'at lesst physically posaibla; harrier, on_ thz sther.
handg, bars your way- physically as well, say s mountain barrisr,
and- even in the popular mind we think. of. barriar not as’p’ simﬁie
-boundary but as.somathing that obstructs progress. ~You- ot
Uit philogephically wheh you''said . 1imit Dpropsr-is: barrier-4
Lenin alwnyr likea to emphaslza dialectic rroger wnile Jimmi
1ikes the PTnhaaic on.the definition of prup@r ns MoutTer ol
itaelr®, hia Anner necessavy connection® ena “the. “t“anaition
are Ltwo othér elemants of" the dialectic proper we liks to:
anphasize,”. "Lenin brenks up- the’ "npcesal*" or gponnection” and.f
“.Pthe immanent-eaergence "ol the: diffe; into the hecegeary |-
“tle~in“or tendefngies, and tha obleot §€7§v3 lution. Cwhich:iresults .
in. tHe struggle of - the difrevences of polarity. The tendencles |7
in.capitailst production whoge evolution resull in the general
gcontradliction are in conauauuretruggle be4tween the usnuenuyﬁo
expand and the tendenoy to n“ﬂsevve the ‘exiating values, . Our-
problsm 1a when does the 1limit of ‘undarconsumption turn into
the barrier of splf—etpansion. I will not myeslif pide farthen,
tut I know I hit uvon soﬂﬁthing An the oughv and barrler and.
I would likes to sece you dgvs;op in 1ogica_ contaxs: Thera 15'
no urgency sbout uhis, but ¥eep 1%t in the Dack of - your hesad,
and I mlght De able to: eniter the grens acain as I reanh the
dialentic of aseence mnd notion,

Just one 1nc;denua“ word =s to laws. ‘1% Eeeins. to me that
that t¥o has degrees of valididy whieh- ccrrpa :ands o degreea o
of. economic chP*Oment And. the Topmes it nn?ns in ,oux: ‘oencepts
~or 1deologienl development,: The “‘lngucm of laws" ‘of :which
Hegel gpeake in the Phenonenclogy that I referred to: &sid- that
_you are worklng out now as part of your arscay on th+. Phenomenol
18 a rather low form and false and henee 'my relereice to tte
avhllicablllty to. the Russizn stals of ldeclogical deve logmont;.
o hLaw . of Qevelopment, kn the ather oik hand, 15 ap opposita con-
cept, and gives ue the motion of developa 2nt of soc laty 4 rPP-

. pncttvp of .the consclioueneas nr mar, & swore .popular way of
‘stating thdes Y1g to show that ncononlc levs desoribe acononic

behavior Jjuzt ms philoaonhic lawg desls with the bohavior of-

. " cognition. Likewlse. tlie sonnootlon of, averything s through .

- laww and we -have the unitj, tdentity, inseparabllity. of opposites, . ]
" At a"lower”{*f stapge tns momenta of 1"" oculd be idenilfied as-
megaure, . What T am drlving at 1z: L7 the moTenta-of qualliy @
. ars boling znd non—bp;nb,- and thasas of quantily, eontinuliy and
‘diszcretenecs, and ihe unisy of nunl;t" and guantity the meaaure

of thinge, could we pay that measure is o law of belng and any
~mechnnioaily $rangwosing that ints esasnces and antion 12 so
innocent of the contradiciionz in 1ife’ thst hisz thinking hes.
reverted fo g0 primitive a atage that 1t can ha ~0ﬂparcd with
nothing highar taan mythelogy, o1 the \lnvention of  goda Tor.
every elencnt tncompraaﬁrslnlo to him, %.e,, tast he han not -
‘magsaopred--and Ne hra not anstered any, Froi nhunﬂcr*na“llghtﬁtng
tn alr te water, olo, rtc.? L




