" Oct. 10,1956

Dear Sauls Thope you will forgive me my sin--it looks 1ike this
chapteér which haso grown‘tc;j-chaptgrs will need to he retyped:
before youf-editinz end finel rutynlng. It cculd not be helped,
Hone: other will 'be like that; &lthoughn one méy e almost that
wlll hav : :
bad (The Great tlvide hzz 2ddltions on NQ), none, abeolutely none

will be th&t bulgy. The resson is thet this 4= the one I‘hdd

“hopéd: that aocialist economlst {Frlich) would do in pars bv sunw;ﬂg i

up my previoua utudy and checking flgurez, tut 1n the end I hud to
tdo 1t all myself, And it grew and grew becauze I feel now thet
ny atudv of Stelin wss deflclent because 1t answered on’y the
queatlon (so dear to . Johneonltes)of personalitj and the obJeutivs,:

while not lert out, was subordinate,

Here 1s how 1t shapes up now: Oh, Tie ﬁﬁﬁgigﬁ

8—0 vs, Wqu ‘Revolt; A-The 1lst 5 Iedr Plan, pp.l- 7
. " B<2nd 5 ¥r- Plan,pp. 7-12 ;
C=3rd 5 Yr Plan&Summation,pp. 3~18
(1n whtch also ogst be incl.pages from NI study,attached}
+Ch. II-Why Did 5talln Behave As He DLd? Portrait of 8’ rotalitariun
Pp.XBxXBx 19-2 . B T
Oh III-wBeginninu of the End of T G" P. 24—20

to do tW1ce. One ainrje guotatlion from Mz is miasing,otherwisu
1t 1= ell there, '

Mey declde te stey t111 Tues.--it 111 moves so
slowly and time is so short--tut then we'll heve eomethingz to erow
sbout wh.n 1t = 111 done,

Yours, ,
vy

’r
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08T, 14,1956

P.3,
I have got J down pat re the "technioul esinset’ of pot 1ns
able to do 4bsolute Idea, Once they. deparned from the proletariot
_ as,centrc. they qould not 9csuibly have orestod a dia;cctlo, a0
they (J4G) thought they must gggg_ Al as dial@ctin method, the
Hoorrect" method, First he tried it in Dialectic Notea and
‘naturally 2ot lost on dynthptic Coznlition of Trotsky, Then,‘ﬁ
montha later to be exmot when I translated Lenin and 1nsisted that
thet meana Gapital in particular, not Uhiloscphv in gemersl®, muaﬁ'
be the crux of the work, J came up with thls: iT we oould show '
that all that Lenin did that was risht WaS "dialectical" &nd all
that ‘Bukherin did was wrong end. non-dialeotioal",|then tbaneby
wa will heve proven" the absolute, As auaual we. Wore to LBEVG j
it to him, meanwhile a. had not even done the Sylloslum which haﬂ
. ‘beén set.as her task and as & prellminary to- the Absolute Iﬁeu.
That nong of 1t wag done, _Jou swiow, but what has dnwned upon me N
novw is the uticr senselesaness of provinZ" the dlaleotio or tihe ; {'_,
AL, The dialectic has to be created ang th t Mproves" the &I, e
Thus, Marx in 1844 xoTe or less rejected the AI, ut in 1867 orelt:.

& new dizlectic and therehy proved thre AI, The same was true 1nV

1915. Lenin greated a new diglectic out of the deepsr and lowar

!
layers of proletarist ang thereby pfoved the £I. With all due pro- J
pertiong the same was true in 1953 when we iﬁt tihe beglnning of the E
end of totelltarianism so 588D into us thzt we antielpeate the revek&q
end thus “prove” the AT by oreating out of the new stage & new !
dlslectlc, What Marcuse can's ece with hie "notict™ of proletariast
Qua class is that tae dialectio ie alway: recreated oui of hbw

strate and eo he too wants it "sroven". MARXISH A%D FRETDOM will

but & period to all of them 20 that we finally can bezin on new
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beginnings,
R




