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“oNote to: EVERY WEADER

. BYERY ‘READER should resd the attached "Outline of Contents."
‘both before he reads any of the completed rahpters and after hs had

read them all, This will Berve to give an overall view of the haook as
% whole,” - : ‘ A

Only those chapgers, whish are not yet written out, are summarized
in the a¥£ached "Outline.” Those chapiers which are already canpleted 4n
preliminary draft -- and wialeh are herewith suhiitted for siuddy and
discusaion -~ are simply indicated by title i the attashed "Outilne,"

: v, -In addition to reading this "Outline," 1t Would be good if the

44 . " reader could eonsult the material which 18 only indicated as a subject

#lf .- to be dealt with, but is not yet analyzed, For example, in Fart IV:

', -~ Staté Capitalism and Workers Revolt, a reference is mede, at one point,”
.which-atates "the 1520 dis;yte To oe déait with here." This dispute was” .

. ¢ -analyzed in a epecipl issugof the memecgraphed paper and was .called

-, 7 "Then and MNow." '

< ¢ .- ‘At .another point in Part IV, there 18.a referenne to the 1943

A0 . diepute. - (Ansofar as the Auneriean reader is omaerned, it is the

L. 01944=45 dlspute sinae that 18 when the Russian magazine dealing with
-the-dispute ‘firat reached this esuntry.) PFor this, amsult either the -
,&rﬁlclaa;?K Noew Revision of Marxian Ecenomics and Revision. or Re@Affira=- |

. OF :Marxism ? vhich apneared in AMERINAN EG© -GHIG REVIEW, Septenber. 1944
.end Beptember 1945: and~or "Stelinists Falsify lMarxism Anew.i,p?ﬁ“a[&§¢~
Lo Lonin'afPhgloéuphin Hotebooks should be re-~studled in conuention ¥XX
.-Hif.-hﬁl’grt 11557 The dreat DIivide in Marxism. ~ - . IETE

—

Ha Tle author will try to have one more par., -- on Autonation and

Ihe Absolute Idea -- aomplnrted hefore long. This is not, however, to .-
8top present discusslons on the buok whilch 1s sufficiently sanplete

in ltas present form., : . :




PRELILIUARY DRAFT -- HOT FOH'PFBLfQAT;OH

Cutline of Contentis
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" INTHODUGTION AND. CONCLUSICH :
The. today-ness of Marx's thinking ie seen in this: Iist only are

the problems he posed one hundred ysars ago battled out today as conerete
problems in the faotory

s+ dn . this stage of automation hut as fundamental
guestiqne” In BDOleLy o0 & world scale, '"Cen huumn power baing fraedom to
man out nf Totalifarianism and under three¥ of i{-bon

rule?” 18 asked by
. everyone from ths man on the street to the philosonher in hls ivory tover.

Marx'e fundamental rrlticue of politiesal economy is the basie for his
ansver to the’ varions tendancies in political aconomy, Unlike the repre-
sentatives o7 {hese other tendencles, he-saw that capitalist 2200 crises
aruqe n=s acaoildentally and not because of a deficiency. of effective demand,
but Ou, 0of the very vitals of the economic system =- tho econtradiction
‘between the prodiuetive forces and the productive relations. BHe held that
the mude of lahor unde: capitalism was the undeﬁ]ying oause of eriaes,

i =Unt11 the developmant or the. %otalitarian state, the phi;oao hical

;fnundatinn :of:Mary was. not fully understood even by Markists. It 1s cnly’
today- that itils possible fully to.comprehend that larx's analysis of

- -Rlienated labdr Was not ‘a nineisenth centruy. hunaniterien adjunct +o his
_snientifio ‘theéory. Far from.being a, vulgar matierialisf Marx based his

--perspectives of the inevitable csllapse of canltallpn and it transformetion -
_Anto sonialism on & realization that labor would asek universality and

- completanesa in ito artual material life &s a producer,

7 Marx foresaw the present trend toward state rawiualisn not henause

“The was a prophet but beaause of hia dialentical nethod of tracinpg through

all trends of eooﬂomic development to tholir end. It is inposelible to

understand Marx‘e major theoretical work Af one bagins bv thinking ihat

the particular metnod, Hegellian dialectice, is an absurdity. The abseurdlty
| would-be AT the method were the proof. The

4 _proef pon only he An . nraastios,
,1n the developmant of sonlety 1tself, '

s

‘ - )
- The fawt that tne first workers state eould he transformed into the
J\ gr eatest tyranny on earth haa poaed the qnetion. "Gan man be free?"

Marx posed nreo*sely that prehlem when he deseribed the degradaiion
of the worker to & ceg in the machine. What Hegel called "the labor,
pitience and suffering of the negative,” Marx called "ighor, patience and
suwgglee of the oppressed." It was precisely the degradation that
bings absut the striving for universallty, for tosal freedam.

In 1915, Lenin realized for the first time that the angwer lies,

nt in eronomins, but in a total aproasn. %While he kapt his ngteboks

nivate, he tried to applvy 1t 1n his meny aneeches and in his waraninge
abut the beginmings of bureaueratizat . N

ion in the earlv workers state. His
prdietion, at the last congress he was to attend (19223, that Russia was
mring not toward sonialism but toward atate eapitalism —-- even as his
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- last Will -- went unheedsd by his colleamen. Whatever Brotsky did t-

fight Stalin, ho did within the confines of the Plan and hence cpened no
new oconorete vistas for the modern working class, N .

,The vold theoretleslly did nof however, mean that history stood
8t11l,: Unite'the.GOﬁtrary. Marx's most abstract theories came to life,
But not his vislon_of ‘he future societK. Peculiarly, -1t was in Amerieca,
‘where, theoretiecally, Marx is neariy un nown, that the American workers,
‘confronted by automation, began to question noi onlg the frultas of labor but-
-the mode of {abor itaelr, Ig ie in this couniry, where it is not a -

. quesiion of ‘theory, but a question of solving the real problens facing the
"world in the wake of Warld Wepr II -- sumbolizsd by the H-homb -~ that
the American people have shown the greatest andmost urgent and cmerete

..eoncern with freedom. What they wlll decide, they will deeids, But the
“theorstlclane cannot evade their task. They must clemn the nobwebs out of

_empiric living from hand to mouth,

V' DART I. 1-FROM THE INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION TO 1848

.Géptler I: Classical Political Economy : Smith and -Ricardo
__Chapter II: Disintegration of the Ricardian Sahosl '
fqhétﬁer TII: The.French Revolution and flassical Gerpen ?hllosﬁphy

© o - Where the Industrial Revolution created the.objective banis For

* olassieal political eoconcmy, the French Revolution erented thae Drenise for
the alassical German philosophy. Everyone recognizes the impaect of the'
great Frenem Revolution upon the greatest German philosopher, G.V.F. llegel,
Few . see that, genius though he was, he could ~ot have pgone as far in the '
development of thsought, in ereating the dlalectin method, had not the Frensh %
nashes I antion, simashed the abssluted monarchy to emitheoreens, foreing- |
man 'to face with scber sense the aonditions of his heing and nis relations.

. with his fellow man. , o

It 18 true that Hegel hinself had ended in the plorification ofihe
bureeucratic German stafe, ‘The_present autnhiar, howvever, is not aonnerned
with Hegel's politieal coneluslions, but with his dialertin netiioce vnhich
became the vhilosaphic source and very warp and woof of Ifurxism, This does

. Not mean that what 1is . ; KX 1mplicit¥y reaction-
- ary in Hegel's philosophic system itself will be overlooked., But ite
~dlalecic method is not un "interpretation” of Hegel, It is Hegel, The
conedpt of aliensted labor is as central to that method as 1s thne "Principle
.97 nagativity," There is, 1In tiuth, no wore Sramatic novenent in the
nistory of thought than that deseribed by Herbert Marcuse (leason and

v Pevolution) when the younr; Hegel, deseribing the eonditions 6F Vorkera

_.in eapltalist nroduetion, brezks off the sanuaaring of his Civat sraten, ¥
wrlch forever reuained unfinished. :

Hegel accented the thallenge sf the French Revolution tn recrzanize

- the prmfses of nhilosonhy., He wes nat rontent ta alfirm the nprineinla of
esntradintion as the source of wovenent and developnment; nor was he nontent

i7 Lo affirm the princinle of self-rmoverient an: gelf-aetivity., e exanined all

\

of human history in this limkt,. His patient traeinr of specifTie forms of
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creating “and’ uvercoming of opooaites was~a landnark that hau never been
enual‘gd‘sinne.-‘ .

: En ths paricd of the Indusirial ., Amerlaan aud Frenoh Revolutlons,
the bnnrgeoisie had reallized 1lts highest development alss in thought.

It reached that height and "perished,” The development of the, dialeatic
.mqthcd on - New beginninga 18 to be found in Marxism. '

.7ﬁ , Obapter IV The Early Ecnnnmichhllosophic Essays of Marx (Pre-
F "1ioinary view of CAPITAL and the critique of the
Hepgglian Dlaleotir)

. JIn his student daya Marx had mestered the Hegelian philosephy., The
ltirat thing he 4id when, - in his mature days, he had te face the real wordd
) &nd 1te material intarests, wae to make a eritique of Hegel's Philnrsophy
, gg Lait, - -In the"Preface to the Critigue ‘'¢f Political Econsmy, larx Lells

; to the cmclusion that’ the legal

that he was led by his studies

faiatioha ‘as- Well as forms of state could neither be understond by theu-
'»aelves, nor explained br the ao-called general progress of the human nmind,
sBat that they are rooted in the material nsnditions of life ... It is not

,kﬂﬂe cuneaiouanesa~of men that determines their existence, butr on the con-
;trary, their’ aocial existence determines their oonsoioueneas.

2. The early Eoonomin Philosonhin manuscripts show that 1t wasa not only .
“ Hegel whom Marx stod on his head. He at once pubt his finger on the philo-
. -sophical weaknews of the nlassicael politiczl ecomemists. -~ its superficial

eoncept of private property: "For when lian speaks of private nroperty, he -

balleves he has only to deal with a faet outside of rman. “here man apeala
" of labor, he haas to deal direot“y with man. This new posing of the question
already 1neludes its resolution.” A .

S Marx, conplete Hegel's own analysis. Hegel, he sald, could not carry
sut hlp-dialectical logic eonsnlstently because he reamined freom first to
last & phllesopher seding to tracd the logleal dovement, not of the worker,

' but of the intellectual, Hegel had estab’ished the prinninlas: "The mreat-
ness of the Hepgelian Phenomenoloqy and of its final result. w- tha dialentio

_..of negativity as the moving and creative nrineiple -~ lles, in the first
“nilace, in the alrcumstences that Hegel rewards the aelz-prouuntion of men

88 a process ... that he therefore grasps ‘the essence of Labor and conceives

‘objeatlve Man, trve lan because he 1ls actual man, ac the result oP his

own lahor. The tris and active relating of nan to himself ....'

But the philosonher, working only with the ldeas in. his head cannot
golve the problems of searlety. e cannoi aereate now unities hut only
summarlze the stapges already reached. e 13 always standin- apart from
the real proocess of nature working on nature and eonatantly transfornming
it inte a nev unity uwith himself., It was necessary to turn to the lahor
proness and gea in 1%t the dialectie movement., ''here liarx's Critique of the
Hegelian “ialectic 1s the »recurser of his "setishism of Sommodities,”
Merx's andlysis of eleinated labor is the nrecursor of his analrsis of the
lahor process itoelf in CAPTTAL. 1848 was to nut 111 theaprv to the test.
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“PART 'II: MARKISM . -
Eﬁflfwlsﬁﬁ Hevolutions and -Theoretic Interlude

o fy Ohapt
.r_"hgchgpﬁﬁr:iiz The Structure of CAPITAL

" ﬁﬁiﬁﬁéffIII: Tue Paris Com~une o T

J o - ! ’ ' ’ '
Ohfpter IVt OCAPITAL, Volume I3 The Law of Value and the Theory ol

B : : Unemployment : -

]

- i

-+ Harx begine hlg study of eapitalist wealth with an examination of
t'the: mAnner in which it appears: "an immenae acocurulation of sommodities.®
% soon-turne «.out to'be mere appearanae which dazzles the pightv and
o the social relstions between men "the fanatastlo appearance of

3 8 between things."

7o dissern the recl relatlon between men Involved in the exchange of
Yarx intppdudes his Tirst major econtribution to the seclenca
: +. He makes m-distinetlon between labor power, the ability of
ng{hK;_Q,f KNOEE 1ebor, whilch 18 a commodity bought at value like all other
i pommodities and labor, the aect of laboring itself, which is not a oonmoduty
15 not hought or sold, but is the source of all value, By means of this
disﬁiﬁhtion;beteeen-labor and labor pover, lMarx 1s able to shiow that the
Sraxohnge. JEXENN of commodities hetwyeen “he capitallset and the worker ie
--based,pn;%heffant'that both noney or wages and lahol* pover are excvanred’
;. aecording to the gorially necessary labor tnaorparated in each. - The .
law 0f values has thus not been violateds ‘

. ' .But, continusa llarx, one of these oo ditiss, ncuey, 1s materialized
.7 labor, while the ohter, labor power, is incevaerable fron the living ‘
~. laborer. It is true that the laborer was paid at value, what it wlll take
to produde him and reproduce his kind -- alothing, focd and shelter. But
since .the use-value of a nomnbdlty belonpe to hin who wald fer it, the
utilization the capitalint males of the aormodity lLie boupht is hils affalir,
In the faatory, where lahor power héa-mes lalar, the laherer LaYks wmore
1 wheurs -thar it takes :to nproduce hig meuns o2 subsistence., The aanlialist -
15 thus able to exkract from tke lhorer an unpaid surpius, "B Marxts- T
lav of value is his law of surplus vaiue., -his va ounnot see in the Dar-
o, but only-in {the inner abode of produstion, '

Volume I, which lMarx suhtitded, "The Zapitalist Process of Froduction"
can further be defTined as the "Law of Value and the Thesiw n? Unenployment."
Tre solution to the ilils of ranitalism remaina the azne: "eertralisetion
of the means of production’ and saninlization of leber at laut reach a noint .
where they becone inconpatihle with their rcanitalict intexunent, Thils |
intesument is burst asunder. The lnell of eanitalist nrivate oropertr
sounds. The expropriators are exarenriated.”

:
Chapter Vi aAPIMALS The Theory of Trises

Volume IYI. vhich deals with the vnhenonena of nanltaiisn in trelr
crerete uovenents, 1t the tne whinch is nreferred by preseut-day ennnonists,
Those tell us that 4t is oaly from this.vantzge palnt, where lars danls ¥XCO
with nrices and profite, thal one ean undersidnd Folutke I, vhore he i
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nly in ebstractions: value and surplus value. Marx's point was the

1 - N

arx WaB fooncerned with human freedom and :the inevitable -wagte of

1ife . that the economiec system called capltalism entalled. Hs - .
Vglume IIY that the realu of freedom ocaunct commence untll after
roulmggf.nenesaity has heen overoone, he fundanental preunise for.
aays .

a‘ the struggle for the shortening of the working dey.

ot

THE’ GREAT DIVIDE TN MARXISM

i

STATE ;CAPTTAT,TSH AND VORKERS: REVOLT

s
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