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Dear Friendss '

hes finally been translated into inglish and
published in o« (Glgs, of cocwrse; hes sent away to Peslican ireos .
to find cut whether we could get a reduction from 4,95 price.)

unfertunately, this editlon ie burdensd by so fentastic

a foreword by ite wransiator, Kartin tilcolaus, that we must all over
divert from larx %5 his interpraters. You, of courss, have

'the chapter on ths . in and eince
you will soon have whiole of NMarx‘s work, you could skip over the
60 pp. foreword. Howsver, the foreword hos a fioonce not only
bacause it is by the yoush whoy in giving us s rigorcus Sranslatien
and having tie adventage of boing or Lnowing Craek, translatsd alse ali
thowo peesages thoi are always left to tuntalize, Lut being Nev [oft
givaes us an indicstion of that will befall um in the battle of ideas.

: By stating that hla foroword is "fantastic”™ I do not mesn
1% depmrts in any fundemental way from “Murxiste®, who with reformiem,
bazan desanding the removal of the "Hegelian dimlectic zeaffolding” of
Karx's werks, through Stalin who threw out “the negmtion of the ragation”
Ixoa the "dislectic laws®, to ¥ao who pezverted contradiction frem
thy olenenic® oclans struggle to "principel” snd *subordinate” forover
m% places in “bloc of 4 clasuasf{Tho latter +wo, espucially M=o,
g0 #3d 40 the gkies, » that we read thot o and

“aro at one and the eume time strigtly or x the

. t sense and highly ord o "(peli3,2N,39) T mesn that the pull

- o praguatisn, state-capi e 4the adninistrative montality that
characterizes our age sre nc ocverwhelming that all ths years put in%o
the tweensiation, the recogaitiocn that "The Grundrisss challenges and
pukaz. to the test evary serlous intepretation of Murx yet conceivad,”(p.7)
and the sublective wish t0 Le revoiutionary, are stili rno shield
from pull of atate~canitalist ange your ears are not
elags ground eo that you see all elemantal foxoos

W with tho self~determination ¢l the philosu o
: One )

Trom tho very first page, first paragraph Nicolgsus announsas
that 1857«8 Notabooks thut did not smeo pudlication in Marx's time,
were Rept from public eye till World Var IX wien they ware first pudlished
in ths originnl Cerwan only in Moscow and din’t roaliv reach front
centex stago % Chinese Ravelution end Korean War in 1953, and
decades befors they reach iAngloe-Saxon werld,
thoknfg clenents in Marx's dovelopuent ond ﬂ:ﬂﬁhﬁ! of the
Hegs. philooophy.*(p.7,ny <mphasis,) Vith this as hig ground, how
oould the translator pessibiy lemyn anything frem the 897 pages? (Add
to this falme beginning aiso the lst footnote on that game p. which shows
the kenvy da enza on Rosdelsky's work whéch Nikolaus himsolf later
{p.23,ftn.16)adnits is exclusivoly aconcmic and remulis in “the virtual
exclusion of the yueaticn of msthod(and of Hogel) from the dsbates of
this apoch" and, of courwe, lia Rogdoleky himeelf, In that footnote 1
Nloolaus also quotes fondolsky as stating “that only thrse or four coples
of the 1339=41 edition ever reached *the weotarn world,” I myself,
hovwever, knew of mors than that ma.mx copies in Hew York mlone., While
it certalnly was no "mags” circulation, tho truth wes that so great
was the hugfer for philosophy, for %_ orizinal philogophy, &0
great the 8% with what the Commu o mads of At plug Trotskyleta®
disragard of 1t, that pas 8 would be transletsed and pesesed around
in small eclreles of reveolutionary MNarxiete leng before the current
dimsenters in Husslo mado jomizdat the populsr self-publication ¢
universal, ) N xeren
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' mot the one he quotes from Lanin thet 1t wae“imposeib wAkerstand
. study 3 ‘ of Hogel's Logic.” '

two, opposed, alashing) and *logos',reasonp honee, “to reason by
: ﬂp’-it& in two,*)" ’

The =sxt 15 peges of his Forewerd Nikolaus devotas to
background plus o faw paxed in trying to sumsxize tho first chapier
on Merz's and inte tho first section » 21l ‘
devated to tor's view of "tho structure of the argwent"{p.
23) enly to comslude:“Al) that follows in the rennining 400 ppeod th
fxunixigee is bullt on the tasic slements hers outiined.” -

, Having thus camlisrly victually dismisced one=half of the
hook (he will later roturn in bits ani pleces), ho is off on hiov ovm.
It ig hove, shan, that we have search For hie method and alm and

ty of contribution., GQuoting Marx on the dificrence between

e nethod of rresartation and o methed of inquiry, whish Hicolaue
‘ranglates 09 7 *y Nikolaus mnciudaa “hat this 1=

%ﬂmﬁque fea o ; 4880, Dlectly after thia he once
In auwstes Marx, this time Nern®c latter to Engols {116/13%8) on
the Zaot that BEurx 4id tadead £ind Hegel's of grest mervice
*in ¥he nethod of working.® infortunatsly, nelthsr the 50

¥Mers's oepesinily Chapter 1, without having thoroughly

My fmml basing themselves on ‘eit”nar. however, Naoolauﬁ
im on his way to construct eomething altogether differents Flretghe

th o ohzraoter from Brachit'a dramas that, tiough Hegel oould
huve heen “ons of the gresataut huncrists among phiiceophara,ilke
Secratef.,ihs s0)d hinmecle to tho state.” Nicolaus connludes, "That
4% way, Hagel's philocophy was at once dialeotical, avhveraive,a8
wan. Gooratys®, and idealist, mysticad lite priostts."(p27) So )
cetinfiod e ho with that red herring of oid, that hs rvelterates,"it
1eft Hogel towerds tha emd of r philesopher-pope bestowing bemdioﬂon.
ag popes Rust, on tha temporml smparor,” Ae for the dialeotic, he :
retcms uR to the crigin of the werd in tho Grack, woaning split in

But just as we are zbout to ithink he is finally,
mere or iess,(that is.though it i¢ in Greese and times of Socrates g
rathsy than !.n Garmany in the tiwes of the Franch isvolution and
lapoleson)on the right track, he develops nalther contradlotisn nor self-
moslon, but jumpe at once 1o Jagrdff (concept) ce 1f Hegel <
egrasp that any movns ti2n he grasped that very unigueheye! miny ‘.
=roment® beeauze allegedly, though Hegel much priticized Newton, it
$s from Newton, frowm meckanics; and not fromdhistory's selfwpovement,
that be developed 1%, uwhils this Tiles in the face of Narx's critique
of tha dlalecilic a3 rooted in hiatory, gelf-developaent, the self-
making of labor, Nicolaus atresses how "profoundly contrary to jlagal's
method” 15 HMerx’s. (Nicolaus here limits himselt to the concreteness
of Mer='s concept of time eupecially on the question of productiong
which 1g@,0f course, ovusial, btut we will gge Xkt later that what hs

leaves out, in turn, is whole of Marxiom: SUBJECT, meli-develupment, f
Wﬂaﬂﬁﬂ-ﬁ' R labor tine.) -}

At the moment he was altogether too busy to deny. Hegols
nphe idealdst side of hip philesophy wae that he denisd the
of what the merses perceive,”(p.27) lot a word about the contrary
that w0 ¢ weg Hopel'z discovery . 'aceorain% to lerz, tho second
mgutivig. the crsativity, znd soc rooted in the revolutionary period,
that he had to "throw a mystical vell” over thet peglliv. It is
of course at the roslity where Marx dld trangcend and so did
the historic poriod of 1848 aa agninst 1789-=but, 1%t wes the




-G . : ‘ &
Subjeot, the proieimciat, thet made the Gremt Divide betwsen togel
the b is rilloeopher and sarx who had dlscovered a new continent
of themomt was n5% morely mnrterinlism yg. idealismtbut the -
£ tho twe fa "the now Hwmanismy that osrried through into
Vol.llX of ganifind ae “lumen power io its own end." :

50 precgounied ie Scaloys with contrasting materialism

%0 idenlimn(though he himooli wikl later {p.34) nesod %0 admit that
Af it ware only 2 queation of"piand Hegel right slde up™ then
that "was aoccomplichad in the early 184035 by bath Feauorbaoh and herx
ous"{my suphasis) . that e fwrgets the trus uniquensss of Harx to
reapetit outworn revisionisus about “Hegelian laﬁuace“ %0 %ell un that
“before found Lte way inte jint harx dimcerded muet of this
lexicon as which had served for its Jowrney hut cutlaasted ite
gg{.'(ppd?.-j .Then what daid that "survise” that Hsgel rendered Marx

leve? Nicwlaus’s cmawer 1 indsed the moss petty=bourssols
i.m*:i.lnh::&ﬁgj 16&3?@ a: _Ita:agdsi:msdumgglmeﬁ of Hegel lay in
pxoviding $5en for w. o in ordex graoy a noving
developing twinlity with the mind,"(p.33) - ' ,

tow 4f it is nothing less than "guide~linos" that Hogel

© provided and 1f'getting o grip on tha sdtire rolam of the imdependsnt

1243

ohjeotive Rind® which Jiggel had sent floating into the henvens,.."»
4 Feuswrbach had already shown ns much, what exaoctly. waa how in

- Marn's éiccovery and where wae that prolefarial Marz neld on 4o aa
ga

. Sub cgt Tor trenuformation of society, the. a.‘tagw of niatery, the
Bas: dict off history dut sleo "makes® it2¥icolaus cmn’t

_ "stendirg right side up” and "memoving mysticel
whell fren rational soxe”, : . .

g He dosu get to two other philosophic condeptsi where to
Begin? shd Mediatlon, And, at one noint I oven thought he would aet
to a 'ftl‘l \ divide, whon: he vointed to the differsnce beiweon start-

- with the ahetract - and ﬁathing in Xogel, snd tho conorete
Comnodltye~wiloh Marx atdn'4 reach +11% tho very lest simg page of
the Grmmdrisso (p.881 but then becams the beginning both of
Critigue of Political Economy builh on W. and gz v But ke
waz rltogethsr too engor to stick at the Yoverdhrow of lian
system™s “Thie 1s the critique of liegel's + therefore
o oritique of his theoyy of contradiction, hence f ord que of ths
fundamental perocosses o the liogelinn goncent, of Hegel's basic
fragp of movement,”(p,3s)

The result was kkw self-paralysis, btlindness to that crueinl
CheX of m%m. which (1) ZLenin celled attention to es requiring
the of Logic hut which NMicolzus reducens to wero ot £
woul a migreading of Lenin's intent to srgue that...This 1g a PrG-
2ct for a long term in pedoon.”(pp.Go~61) {zﬁe_naver ‘once Guese

ons hinpelf as to thet constant reappearance of Ch.I at each

ravelutdonaxy 1od and gouniar-revolutionariss demanding 1t be
thrown out of the teaching of Lapitnl, as 9talin did in 1943,
Xoregver, and above ell, (3)wpat, exaetly ia Ch.l, and itn 18735
reqriting rewriting by Harx gelf o2 £ section “Patishism
of Commoditien” and did ¥erx esked romders of ths Corman
edition whioh did not have that essential read, ploase t0 read the
French edition i ? liothing,
is greater proor of the reereation of the dialostic on the ]
of this alomental outpouring gand the eaif~davelopment ol Marx's
ie of Commodity, InRy “go%gg b e" I includs rll the
great dialectical dovelcmments g e OvVen ite Hogelimne
Marxian "absoluts movement of be Ag? For .the most mature, nost




wentive genius Parlelsn megass that that perverse
» 8 commodity, fa 2 roduot ef laber, onn never bae
stripped of ity Tetionimm amaﬂ: by "fpegRveapaanis §d labor,” So hig
- beginning, aa agalnet Hagel'm Seianen 2l Toisve , e not on -
conerate; tanglitble &8 ageinsi abghome versal or Being, but it
a8 aley the notrconcrate, not~tangidle Dourzesais vetis which pedussg
‘ Ghe commodity, 1w ToDOWET': Aand thiis wee y

i1 Ss JANEDL 23 on:
N 05 abeduaddy) I .
5 relflcation vo, fomwe BAGoriate
= relationg of production that wusd: by uprvoted
eltogether othar Toundetisns, :

ha goes $nto
luts, and furthor.
g once ha gteted
tuct. " lfooleus
kip owr, $d on the very next paze (40,
£, 36) though ha wi i Althueppr's ovar-doterairation”
concept, he ende by saying that Althueper ig Ysnmbiguous,* I1f
eAn de spid mhout Althuoser; denglte hia deltbmtely-obmsea,ﬂ.ng-
“oomplex” =tyle, i in that he ig "hen all embizuous, in ,
alg atinok mot only on Hg aLy: g affinivy to lagel he oalls
no whort of Y No, deur Hicolaum, skl your praise of
lonin®s Fhileononie WHKE meen not + nothing at all, onos you
ey g Jeuie mmlbiy ao;zég'ohand tod 3
ink, noy T you heve pragen
Lenin d4dn't known about, no '
Ye there ary for

+ 43I0 39 Jassured
sirictly orthedax -
In thesr e thoy
for g Rarxiet, but showldn't you amk your-
f 1937 when, in fact, the
apitxliat Fornntions™(you
. precedecanpitalins
dos the formation of

lot ne exgand on tds., ticulaus siopped before he regched |
that eruclal secticr (pp.47=514) of the barely g
rantions snywhwre na if what heo called
conld ﬁasibly have baven mese an vhat

was naithoy merely sconomy noy avan'n
hiatoriv a8 pant inetoad of ag rregent
that k € pordod had al1) the oleme
2 naw rolas for S0-callad Grian

ef becoming,

F¥o
ongol ¢ 4
all t??f" Commur:i ir
written P abdiincofar as "ba,

in the 1a0% year of hig U le;1882-1,

Russin might, in advarice of the * sountries, 2 revelution,
The same type of attitude hap 4o bo mede reo "Automaton® Nieolaug
4068 mention that 2ore often=-and in faot translated i{t,i7 I renenber
right way baox in 19€0, o Canbridge in the very journal that had
budblished By Afro-Azian Revolutions bamnhlet, Byt, again, nis hoatility




" have arisan have peawad ug by

4o Fegel, and being gtuck in the mud of our & 'g agninistrative

mmm timited his persaption cf thet mcgmn as if 1t were ohly

against the “New Iaft'n" view that enginocers w 31, with autcmation.

invent machines who will replacd tne preletariatesto.eic. In agtuality

it 1@ the puliidinenaiorality that Harx wab snalyring and saw the

3 X, of bath the iegelian dimlectic sang ot gnd his :

own nt as it vag, eand the FACEAR. ALfHlye Qq in the 185G*s

that nade soard ahl, stert anew, and Lpgiive.d the Civil Wwer

and ths ie c%. both 'ahz s%n il uﬂﬁ'@omy and.

Bluck di_m on rolsas "f » that wambumorkixx led to the

mm AB : . : -

v -l

the new
ragtruoturing o

1igss oven now iz not marely
cf the

"ngthod of wor 'i‘h:;rmﬁ ig ﬂl‘ﬁh: mi'mdg t th &egﬂ%uﬁan '
) . » '] n £1) &
affin of the herxian snd Hzfutnn eatic Iron =he rapent.of bropk.
with ‘Hourgeols coolety, 2843, nll the way through : -
and tetal teepk with vulger zatarielists not-mre%{ B8 uvopians or
Proudhonigts i as Ias onns, to g%m;_, pnd the Flrst International,
1£. ag hikolzus now clamlud, OF &t leant questions whother it is any

- %0 rend Nosel‘s loglic in order o som lately understand

. .

p NASDIBRTY b2
» when Crinadriase 1s {inally availablo, gng 1f
c 10 300 4B  work, great ac that one is, . then we ars indeed
$ne worat Eind of petty-bourgesis *idemliwte"” who ers completely dead
- docades vhen J » frou th
' as well a?
W

e the.
Germen Revolt in: 1953 on to Paris ekings
from * tion. %‘g ﬂmlly"ca%o‘ up ;
gel f-detarnination of natlona, oyen ap "new passions gnd nev forcan”
‘ 4 i 1% gurely bhas pasned by ‘;{an{ of "
the Staling, acas not to pention the Trotskylats and all wao thougb®t
thsy cen catoh theory "en route,”  The task for us,howasvers “hag

just begun.

Yourss

81 - ‘ _
pecauge the above has becone &0 long &8 to preclude
peading it out at a ragular mestings 1 suggost that a naeting for it

be set for another time.
Since I'm out of tewn and 4o not have
“send to each, nor averyons®s addross,

eithar £ »imgograph machine +0

i'm undm.ﬁgﬁgmﬂm as"latter of Week” merely the.

above announcement a ut Grundrigsg, plus the followi.ng bits of news)
$ts subgeribars(about 2,000)a frse ad

1)TELOS has offared to sand to
It hed to obey cartain sBize which we atd not have and

ghout P&R.
at once made horealf poeaponeible for glectronic atencii which
They gave us.only 7 dayse) ¥eo will a%gci sty
4] . -

4hey will Eet in timea.(

send pome to locals later as 1t 1s good for mauny purposes of pu
2)bart writes from rarin that he is-mai:ing grews gontacts and snlass
when we will =zend out RE

wa will forwsrd news from him next week
ninutes (I need firess to return %o Det,&hold mig. at ond of weei.

3)ILP is helding its schocl +hiz year in Saptland and Har? will speak 1%
thers on "The Heceasuly Revolution”. Alag, an article by hilm o Marx E
and Smith where, 2t hexiut it, "I worked in a soall quotation from a 3
book with the time Marxi®i and Treedom", will appear in Scottish Inter-;
ﬁ?%ﬁonal 30“5331' .
¢ move © onn.to .Y, has bean completed and gince Ray and @
are here this wegkend wo will have a chance to discuss at Fri, *a(7/6)
gived the latest lasue of

moating, Neanwh{la everyona has by now Iog
and thereby wg open "ppe~-convention” d zoussions in more waye

onae, Yours, RAYA "
LJ‘:,‘.},J



