trhducbion, Elr'ic J. Hobabawm tries. ii'n avery‘

Hogel, In View of "the fact that thera vas hﬂ!‘dlj‘ R
thet is not Hegelian Mn this gection of Marx, Hobsbawl scunde
abso111‘al:,r Tudierucus, For sxamplé, directly following H‘nrx passago.

bout "the absclute movemunt of becoming" B rema.rks* _ e

"Mdrx's vision is thus a marvcllo'.wl,u unlfving force,
UHEE model 6f secial and econonic daveiopment is ono
which un.tﬁ""ﬂ'eg Bilg) can be epplied to histery to

S wproduce fraltfdd an 1 reasults rather than ‘
‘ f “tautology; but he same {time it can be presonted as
: --the unfolding of thn Iog5ical possibilities latent in

‘@’ fevw elementary and aimost axiomatic statements about

he nature of man = a (d5aTesticed) working out of thae

sontradictiony of labour property. and the division of
;+-labours. Tt 15.a nodel ot facts, . . o "(p. 16)

éha.tis intaresting is his vario eaces to G. Lishtheim -
aspecinl ¥ his plece on the "Asiatic m&&? roduction®, And yet -

Ho twd_ars trying to preve ehtirely d k. th.’mgs about it.. .'.‘J.d
..omas out. the worst for & ially as his na - S

{8, for or leac‘ing him to "factv". ,-.mr‘.r-m‘ he movement of _histor,,' '

£ ‘Writing hyrr H&rx. “Why it never saw the l:l.ght of day tells .
: ‘then, the fact thet tho ris 1ave not been
pia-of Marx's- "heirs"m%w ¢ Essaye-was "
“:\mme.*wity :¢f Marx but the precapitalist econemic formations .
art-of -the very famouss Grundrisse der-gritik der politiachan o

Okonomia.\was writty ggin his mature years (1857-1858), s, in fact,
_t.he m.rst dran. of %@ﬁ' groatest wp apltal, is_ for

tra.nslat.ed invariab’.{y for the ulterior pupog -4
wants to prove of his own, not Marx's views,\(ses Marcuse) Even Graco,
. who_translated: about twenty® pages. for me, plus the. cont.ants PRges,
and herself wrote a first drai‘t of & chaptr
_once _manticl oqtr

’7

) ql.estion is wlv? Tt ced wasn't that she wes trying.
" kesp me from knowing, ’Ra.t.her, it ply made ne impression on herg
_ On the other hand, the chapter on ghey ‘which ls section 2. of thes
hotebooks) is t-ransla.tad quite ext sivaly. slthough it' is the ch
tlw.{-. was used by darx in Critique Folitical * “conomy .

The third section on \.aui 1

Faturally that emcompasses = many ages for arwone to be able i‘.o .

locate any ona part or to knowGihether/a part consists of page or,
"oz in this% lpams. This\pary iz, 1 belisve, the she trans-

lated as Prigrasdive Epochs of econpmic social formations, And, of .

course, We know that the Introductlon to the Grundrilsse was the one

seation ’c.ha Social De“bcmcy did ¥ublish as an o.ppendix to Critique of

Political Seunomy end that was fAnst published in 1904, -

W _ The manuscripl hers
?/ hz.rufof the histeryy not onl other eeonomic formations eon

,w as the very aart;l, of the theo:i of Historie mter.mligm.




.., Now, ..hon, Marx begi.ns with-

-"One of the prevequisities of wage w
lane ope of the hintoric conditlons for capital
86 ] «,+ o This means above all tbat the worker muat -
1 e land { which functions as hie natural
boratory. Thim meens the dlissolutlon both of free petly
mdewnarship and of communal landed property, based on the
ienf.al commune," (p, 67) T

' The poin'c of _tho Oriental Commune. .‘.s ‘therofors, related . to
. wnat Marx callad Yihe matural wnity of 1abour with its materlal:
prerejulsite’, And thHe g uest'lo"Ta EFKE is how._tﬂe individusl as
A" Worker -was stripped of a.}_.. iy and his answer
Cmeatways is let's loor ab It mto'iﬂ

to him that:

fTho spontancously svolved tribal community, or, if zoRu will,

the herd_= ths common Lies of blgod, language, custom, ete,-

is thg Tirst preconditiug)of the approprntzcnw%iﬂi
conditisms of 1ife, and of the activity which raproduces a ‘
gives material expression to, or objectifies (vergagmstandlichemen)
it (activity as herdsmen, hunters, sgticulturalisis, ete,) The :
earth 1ls the great laboratory, the arsemal which providas both

the moans.and the materials of labour, and also the location,

‘the busis of the comuunity." (pp. 68-69) R

L. There is hers no difference between tribal and Q-iant.al. - The. ..
des otism appears later when, as. against, the t.eve'lopment (s;o_.. the trily

lavery and- then. to feudalism '(Graeco-Roman and then nic), -there
Arises insfBau-the. ﬂfnmovabla Pxni&t::.c form- - the legsl absence of- property
/which I-:ar'{ call ! ce, in fact, tho rile of ‘the despot

common pro sty /which he becomes sole.propristor "

'_ as ‘the (s te 4E raSpa‘sible Tor the irrigation works which hold the BN

‘together. Marx also sses in ths beginnings of surplus la.bour, oL
: Jlabi “hough at first it is only "the labow of wives and - . L
Gaughters" (spinning and ‘weaving). Of course, Arrization Works is. nol'.
the only Tunction of the state; the other is (’@

" To th:‘Ls oriental formn, he contrasts}the Germanic community:

The Germenic comnunity 1s nol concentrated in the -
eity; = concentration « the city the centre of rural life,
the domicile of the land workwrs, as also the centre of warfare-
which gives the community &s =zuch an external existence, distinct
from that if gis individual membevs, Efncient classaical history

_ia the history of citlef; but cities based on.landownership a
agri;:;l_xt:_tg-’e_;)?rspian history is a kind of undifferentiated~
ﬁ town and country (the large city, pr orL] '

e regar mere %6 & princely camp. . .

. the real eczo eff}; theilddle Ages (Geruanit.
period) €%Arts with the countfyside as tho locus of histery,"

{pp, 77-7

The point is whaero the Germanic allowed for new transibionj through '
private property, the @riental did noﬁ

" The Asiatic form necessarily survives longest and most

wJ stubborply. This is due to the fundamental principl@
(t which it 3s based, that is, that thdlindividual does bec
M independent of the community;.that the circle of prod
‘is self-sustailning, unity of ifculture and craft mane

ufaeture, ete, If the individuwl changes his relation to
the community, he modifies and undermines, both the
9\"’ comnunity and its economle premise; conversely, the

odification of this ecenomic pregplise=-preduced by its

own dialectic pauperisation, ete, Note especially

the inTluonco of warfare and conquest," (p. B3)

,q




5 |

o It 3s at this point whare he shows Lhat arong the ancients, it s
_"Wes naver a gquestion of which property creates most weaith but what dew . - o
~.-velopes("in hovever narrowly national, religious, or political a def'dnition®) | -

man, And yét he isn't glorifying that past as Rousseav glorified "natural
man", .but instead shows if ycu strip awey the bourgeois form of' property,

a A . . wsalth would first then show itself to be "the universality of noexds, -
S _ ' . capaciiies, enjoyments, preductive powsrs of individuals," (the fudl
ey -,%qmtation will appear as the frontspiece of the book.

g - ‘ ' ‘ :

. In a word, Merx rofusss Lo mske a Tatish of the primitive Y/
. | % ontune, even as, contrary to the new bongesis discoverers of Merxist
{ " |2 pesition on the Asiatin Mode of Productiona he refused to makelerientanl
P - “despotism equivalent. just to bacsz_trdnsss.!()n ths contrary, he shous
o ” - that ¥ even in "Oriantal Despotism", the rrgtefance to imperialistic
; ‘ I cissolution has something & great deal more in Tavor ok itasif then .
"progressive! capitallsm, Or, to put it differently the Jdespoticm of the
Asiatic Mode of Produstion, like the despotism of Lhe caplitalist factery,
- -arizes from certain exploitatirs relafﬁ_'nas_o_f_- roduction. The centped R
- point 45 (1) centr gationy~{8) atats, ("‘)’ ataticngry or what he calls e
in capital itself Cthe stato as supreme landlapdty? Wnat e traces is various
forms of vroperty but 2galn not just as a thing but ag a cendition and re-
“lationehip of production: ’ . s

i :

~3

I e I8n, classical@ Germanic forms - therefove originsl , ! Nﬂ(’
S &lgnii‘ies a ralatiofl of the working (producing) subjeet (or ) .j) R

a subject, reproducing himsolf) to the conditionc-of his _ R AU

production cr reproduction es his own, Hence, axecordirg to

the conditions of pnpduttion, property will take different.

= ».s « Slavery, serfdom, ste,, where the lahbourer

o : .

himgulf appears among ¢he matural conditions of produet R

 for & third in 2 or community '~ and whera hmporty; Y
therefore 1s(ro longerjhe'relationship.of the endently

- labouring: indivIdial te the cbjective conditions of lebouse
iz always sscondary, never primery, althoughgit the ‘
-neceusary and logical result of property foulled upon the "o

' commumnity and upoir labour in the sommunity, {(%his character )
@;{ glavery does not apply to the general slavery of the . )

i

ent, which iu go considered only from the European point
Cof view, " NR4S ) :
—

8 - and this applies to its Asiatic, Slavonic -

, . Not so ircidentally, the constant stress on nistory os the actual

way in which classes resolved their contradictions is a beautiful point
agalnst Sartre!s fantastiz nonsense about going from the individual to .

history, whereas as Marx shows, "man is only individualized through the '

. process of h: story, He, orizinally, appears as a generic being, a tribal
y1. being, a h animal, " (p, 96) _ 7

-

_ :}"‘/9 €y Harxz also brings in part I. of these manuseripts the first informa-
iy tion of what we will get to kncw by automation, (the other section of the
‘ // " Gundrisse that was not published is very largnly concerned with automation
v or that which Mara called tho sutomatom¥! and which we published in part

in the Yx=k Decomber iscue of News &-fetters:)-—Hers-is the way h aXpresses

~. At at this point: ¢ % Wiy Car) m% y

. 73 "For capitel tho worker Hoes not coﬁ%e, ohdition
(ﬁ of production,;but anly/by water or air, so much the
e bekter., And what capi appropriates is not the

labourer, but his labour - and not diroctly, bubt by

means of exchange. SR

These, then, on the ono hand, are historic G
requisitiss without which the labourer cannot desewr as

{ree labourer, as objectivelesy, purely subjective

'~y A
.

A {sapacity for labouring, con ronting the objective

N . conditions of produstion 25 his non-property, as somow

- . one elsa's property, as value exlsting for itseif, as

s ’ eapital, On the other hand, we must now ask what conditions

are necassary if he 1s to confront capital,') F,,q ‘1)
4




* " ¥he second part of the pre-capitalistlc -economic - formation;;.
Capital as against the TI¥st which W&E 6a labiour, and,sttessastthe
LW L relatie of 1fving labour in relationship to-W¥ materinl
TSte, dE, MAGRSpEopEr tyH,  THEL "I ke’ Y5 Higw golng to begin with’ the first
rmilation ol ca _1&1'@.3&@1 labour oppressing living labour, so'that:ils.
wecalid historia "stlép"‘“ié""_'gg’oﬁartx—in'tha’*inatrﬁment":Tkjefwho_lwpu. fjt-of~—
. the historic epoch, Marx calls the-Page of dissolution!l ¥ of earlier:modes -
of “produstionis-the- manner-in-which: the mere-uxiatigee of -money -did:nob-

. *  Tho original fovmation of capital does not, as is often’

. ... pupposed,.proceed by-the acsumulation of food, tools,-TeR. . -

, materials or in short, of the sbjectiva conditions of lazbour
. .. .. detkched {rom the Boil and.already fused.with human. labowrs: .
' Not by means of capital creating the cbjective conditions ;| .
Ve {s.iabour, . Tts.original formation .ocuursugi._m,p_ly,becnusa_.tha. S
histonie—process of the d;sso_],guo_n_-qf_b?\: old modae of prev:

. fd‘t’ﬁsﬁonﬁ‘”ﬂﬁ"ﬁa.-eﬂsting in the forti ol monetary . |

wealth 4 by the-objective conditions of labour on ofie hand
to exché te living labour of the now froo workers for =
monoy, on the-other, All these elements arc alrsady in
.eoc_isltopco-_@ aeparates them out is a historic process,i.
a progesg ol disso ntion, and it is this which enables money
%5 turn into_sapifal, .#. . . It is certainly not by : o
T oreating the objective conditicns of such labourers' existence,
Tut rather by accelerating their separation from them, i.0. _
N AGC L6 iz thelhr—ge dn from-thew, 1,8, by accolalating
ir loss of property." {(p. 11)
“-1i— Money had “helther ereated nor accumulated” psa mgns
subcistence, They were alrsady present . . . ¥onetary we
- nedthar -invented -nor. manufoctuered spinning wheeland-loom}™
| .But once spinners and weavers had baen separated from their
---4--land-they-and-their- whae];s-and‘-looms-came‘-undér"the-smyﬂ:'f*
‘ motiotary wealth, ete, Cephtal unites the masse -hand - &
A —4nstruments-which are-already there,——This-and: Ji
i\ characterlses it, _It brings them together und
\.—This-is-ifs real-accumniation;-the -accumulation -of-labounprs::
' their instruments at given points,” (pp.111-112)% !/ "

e e et SO SV e e e i

othing can therefcere be more foolish than to conceive the
- OTdgdined. formation oi_ capital.as—if. it meent.the_accumulation. .. -
and creation of the ébjective conditions of production - e
. faod, raw materisls, instruments...which wera then.offered.ita....

the dispossussed workers," {p., 113) \

The constant degradaticn of man to things is what is done by . '
_ bourgsois political economy theoretically in almost as categoric terms __ .
as that which is done italist prectically in the labour process,
OTs 88 Marx puts it,("inasmuch as this process establishes|re b1
y fg‘:;what,is..smg_l_gamqg_ usly the non-reification of the labourer, as t
[reification of a subjectivity(opposed to the labourer, as the propar -
"7 7j of someone elsals will, capital is necessarily also a4 capitalist= Yho idoe
of seme socleli hav we need capital but not capitalists, 1s complately
"'falsn‘.""‘l'ha/ eptdof capital implies that the objectibve conditicns;iof .~
labowr ~- an eso are its own product - acquire a porsonallity . .- B
.-the coneept of capital implies.the. capitalisth (p, 1By =" "¢
o the rest of tha manuscript (1% papges) Marx is concernSd with establishing
- -that cepital is not a thing bubt¥a relation #nd can only ba a relatioh of ~ -

productiont (p, 120)

Far from .islatic iode of Produc@n beling something that forever

‘and anon was supposad to characterize theldriept, Marx used it” "merelyt T T

deseriptively, that is to say, he described ‘%E%‘B#igin as ho used the

- primitive accumlaiion of capitel %o doscribe the steps toward the birth of

capitdlism as the dlssolutlen of all other modes of production, luding

also that of primitive communism., ¥m Neither the latter nor th riental --———

vas transfigwed as "eternal®, The best proof of that lies in the Tollowing

tyo actual relations of Marx to the histeric developments okt -his day:- — -~

{1) his enthusissm for the Chinese revelution (the Teiping revolt) for which. -
/ please read The American Jowwnalism of Harx & Fngels;and {2) the L@'ttters S

to Zasulich as well as tne Russian Introduction (1882, the year before he died)

where he projected the Russian Ravolution as possibly coming in advagse of that

in vesbtern Europe and, moreover, could be successful provided it united with the :

Eurcpean Revolution, : o
12369 .




