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§ PO Bocause ] wae Impresssd with the serlousness of your critique of i ar
<y L rough draft of =y work, "Ecenomic Reality and the Dialsctics of Liberatlontt,
oot / I hurried at onco to acknowledge receipt and szsure you of its publication,
' ] ‘ "altheugh T had ns time at ths moment to comment en ths points ralsed,. Now. ...
i thet I bave & froee moment I wish to analyse what you call the/Muncanny structure".
: ; _ Wi I oall the self-mevement af the subjisot-matfer. I do not mean t5 WAY TRt T :
{ ‘ Yo Eiving preclse axpression Te tha dirlectic enorging from the 1. -
o subjoot undees dissuswion, FRather, what I am saying 4is that, uiless a ordtic g}
! conparss Tesults with aims, oritic and auther are likely to talk different
languagos,' The point ‘iz to ses that we.do understand sach other,

/f Tour theeis sooxs to be that ™n its present form, the chapter seems

1o offmr 148t1STs not known About the Thiyd World to even the most cursory
.o¥serwez ¢f the situation.” May I asks{ubo) in discussing tie subject, holds
-thit. the tragedy of the ifrican Revelutions is duog to nsa=colonialisa
Alene, to internal ocerruption slone, and that, therafors, what is needed

, .18 %o werX eut the relationshsp between tho cempelling ebjective ferces and

. © 'silling Jdeslwgise of the Esst aid Wost, on the cne hand, and the maes quest

: . -Te¥ univecsality, on the other hand? I know nsne but myself tiesiarefRE ey,

HE S

S " Kote, plaase, that both the objsctive forces and the ruling ideologies | -
(uued 4n the strict !hrzjan-a_onse_q_f_%}‘n_y: consciousnesa) are put to one wide,
aan

while the prolstarian @'El.u")‘-‘ﬁin striving is pleced at the oppesitey, s

. ‘pole,’ This means that o the side of esophy and revolution stani enly.’ 4

- the cassed while Ltipetpwniwechiy a questien mark is placed over the leadership”
of thess masses, as is clear from my censtant repetition of the isclation of

- those leaders from the masses the day after the revelutisn, |

S “What has besn happening ever since the death of Lenin is that no
leader of revolution has faced that which first appearsd with the Russian |
Reveluticn=the division boatwecn leaders and mesnes the day after the
. Trevalullon; tho administrative mentallity that then overaams aven the most
ff\’ ] thearetical »f Dolsheviks 1like Dukharin whe were all too esgar to once apain
= mneke -Febjootah of theseSubjecis of revolution:"the masaes,! For years wo argued |
vith Tretalorists, Stalinistseeand,yes, ansrchists and eyndicalists an the quee~- )
g tion. When 1t comes to the questlon of the Third World we have entirely new \
‘ typea ‘of revolutlonarles and we wish to pose tint crucial question nnt as if ,
they must bear the brunt of the psst, but, rather, on the basis of the new

reality. .- , ]

- . &/
B / L j You dismiss the new reslityeeisolation of the loaders fronm the masses,
- Vs the very ones who made the revelution., You dww?nl_;t{ as ¢ “may havo
A bean," You say, "Amen",to my analysis of the campelling objective forces, Bub'
. V ‘,uhn'b-y is the very opposite for you indulge yourself.-in a-liut-of .
p; robables', ) ranging frop plots by CA agenis to infernational cartal: "ganging {lp
en o 1s substitution of subjectivity for/objoctivity reaches 1t olimax
wher rou take officlal Soviet figures (used by me merely to show that, relatively,
even these show that ir,Big--the 5,U.=-gets biggzer and bigger while their
satellites vegetats, even as do the decclonized around the Termer colonial povier)
to arrive at some unfounded conclurions, to wit, that the Third world could Show
& comparable phenomenal growth *even without a massive infusion of ¢apital,"®
This flies not only in the face of reality but also in the faco of nuch
non=cemparables a8 a pre-revolutionary Russis, ocoupying one-sixth of tho
world's space, some 200 million people, and, though technologically bickward
a2 conparod to vestern Europe or the US, was still ons of tho biggest ewpives
on eerth, on the one hand, with eush tiny newly-decolonicze! states as Ghun
Guinea, on the other hand,
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<</ . I an belaboring the obvious not in order to win 2 dobater!s point",

‘ bat in order to get you back to the subject in dispute-ethe relationshis of the
‘ : 7 dislectios of liberatien to economic reality as it appeared ® iate 1550%s
Lo \)ym early 1960%s, Fer that prebleamths working out a new_ relatlonship betwesn

R
\

theery and practice-e a wethodsloegr is needed which 18 irdependant of existing
state pevere bu:‘?thar ilom frem THE grestest "enevglilsg principlofaxthe
s quest Lo varsality, the Thiml, ( r tatal frasdom
that is to sy, sno that = 'mu huﬁuﬂgiﬁ%ﬂ&tgggm% a country '
te any "tws osxp theory" asfthe struggle betwoen the “Ecst® snd the "West" is
the ens that wiil liberate Uiha,Wretched of the Fm:tlz,:__

Yo got back to ths peint at issue, %uw has sab for our
age, eur age and raene ether, permit ne, dear Alan; te Fou semwu more Aghotan,
T began wy cemmentt on your thesis by asking who(except Marxist-Humenists) poses
tha queetions relating to the Tailrd Werld in a way that, beth ebjectivaly and ‘
subjeativaly, takes its point of departure and return frex vhare the masses

they do, what they ihink, hew they pripose to €olve the ceatradictlions,
: ptallectoals. and workersi May I now
ngito i is no leager the pivotal
: T¥Tuace notwithetaading, net enly
do the peor céwiirian get peerar b richer, but the technols~
: gleally advanced countries the erisen d ince aven Rood eld capitalisiic .
principle (so prefsundly anslyred Kare as the lifebloed of capitalistis
fppcgress™) of ned oco growth made pcssible on the is of the destruction
of capital ondy leads ¥olzjummracedented militaricationt hro verty *
and unempleyrent, (though Bttenuated fren Doproesion daya, it is(or hat, ©
it seems impeasible to shake it off even at its most afiluent POl =g Jplanning
even where denied, i.¢,, undar privato capitalisa, (whether this be DeGaulle
France or [EA)on the ono hand, and planning where fted (both in "socisiist”®
-~ countries and in the Third World)equally helpless tofSwlve the fundamental .
contradictions of capitslisa, private and state, since ths law of value cannot
be abrogsted sxcept through a tetal reerganication ¢f relations of preduction

at the point of praductiont

You glossed over asking these questions, much leas looking for the
answers, by, on tho sne hand,going into somentics rather than facing=the reslity
the human feotor, end, on the other hand, asking your oun "who''s\IWho is”

“€his f36¢ who “hasTtotally different concept of a human zocial order?? Finally,
that is mesnt by the !struggle to break from the govirning-law.eof valuec operative
ir the world market®? This seems to inply some sort of transcendance of abjeoiive
realityl" i —_— T T e e

- 0.k, let's begin whers you are. The "it", "the dominating force
/ which governs also tie otill fluid situation in the underdeveloped countries

—

as against the malaise in the developed countries" (p.6,not p.5,incidentellly) is
the human heing, the mass force, the masses not only as physical forco but'as
Reason",' to use Leniniz expression., You knew that all along, didn't yeu? But
if you/admitted that,(bad grammar notwithstanding] you knew all along that the
human factor is the governing factor, is the soclal vision, is not only the
future, but the present, then, first, you could not have rated the Sovint Union
quite so hjgﬁ, quﬁ:o so different from the B, amd, second, the answer to your
question about how to break the law of value, would likewise be obvious: THE
HUOMAN BEING. And, in conclusiocn, instead of putting an exclamstion point
slongside tho allegedly impossible "transcendence of objective reality", you
wouid have answersd: But, of course, gnly when human beings, the oppressed
human baings who create all values, trensform themselves from the mource

of valus and surplus valus  into the SUBJECT WHICH the day after the revolution
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would abolish, or begin nbolishing._ the division butwoen Notion amd Reality,
botween Subject and Object, betwsen Theory and Practice, between Philesaphy and
Revolutdon, batwoan Hental and Manual Iab and reconstitute the yholeneas

of the human holns.-thm’pm.tﬂ.ng en end to

of humanity s> that Gkt (n1s &hd ‘hars, but not-:

£irst bogin and ths new humen dimension usfold.

' This is what is known, in Begalian torainology, as the second negation,
(The firot is"merc" overthrow of capitalisn whish looks oo hard befors the
rovelution, tut the dey after, that vanighes 28 a preblem, and the secend
negation iz wiat one wust ewbark on,} In Marxisn tarms, it means the
abrogation ef the law ot velue, the begimning of & new unity of mental and
manusl labor, of which very n thing
Faris Casmune showed ; fos, of vajue,

the vaiuaforn which net only hides the aploitetion of

. .\\n(;g%mwn"ﬁ the roality of
vings o orming the IiviugWeKer inte ag apséndage
ne An noe all that bacauwe crystal oless
achi touwaall the achisvesents of
. the simple shxment that the greatost thing sbout the
Comaune ims “its o werking existence." ) .

' But, ¢ fale chenoo te cencretize that "abrogation of the

. ey of value® othes § Muuchw labor" would decide sverything

" #ince (1)the law of valus is & law ef tha werld sariket whereas the Commune
axisted in & sirgle city, and (2)4t lasted only 2 wonths vhoroas that is a
protractsd and moat dAfTioule struggle full of all sorts of lapsoes and what
Lenin callod historical deformations, But, Lenin did 15ve to soe a successful
proletarian ravoiution in a whele netlion which, at his desth, had lasted six
Jyerrs, ' lio therefore had & graater histeric axperlenco and he concluded that
{1)ubaress that abrogation of walue oan bsgin on & nationsl level, it cannot
© fulfil) ftoelf unlese it will be dens on an-internationul level; (2)while
working for the world revolution, the mingle revolution cennot regt still but

nust %ﬁ ve itself Bn.the lives

dg hoaviest work , and 3)s

worker can and deed do thew so that. ALy

are. Flmally, and not by any means Meast, Wil). in which ke '

not only asked for the rascval of Stalin, nor only pointed to the adninigtrative

wontality of Trotaky, but elso said that the mozt beloved of all the Party

and its greatast theoretician, Bukkharin, just "didnt't understand_the dialectis,

L (A1) this ix tekon up-in-State-Cipitalism and Marxist-iumanism
and, ar I pointed out at end of #sction 1 of Ch,I, will become part of this
.~"chapter on economic reality and diXleitise-of-1iboration, fote almo,
) analysis of Maoisme.soe New

‘akipvs over o

through continuing revelutioho)

I'n ever so gratefyl for your critique which forced me
to clarify my thoughts, but I ¢ T gnsver 3 questions in their aatirety
without writing a new chapter, i ’ . m‘gst pass the assertion that
Marx's statoment about man's "t.otality‘._'. within the context I give it i
the second secticn of the chapter on Grundrises®*ris not-= substantive conclusion,”
ut by mo to substzntintsa ths questiomef "totality,n
kstorical

e, which, in
soniitions of preduction, with
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.. in I1uLl degelian terma, fully "idealiatyan fully "subjectiven with revolutis
.o ‘ . of ene plece with that new human d.immlon.which aomes from th;t "&bsolet::cumvgm
‘/ | 9of becoming®; in a word, to sideswipe at Hecel 4n an '

Introduction ta this work 1

M in truth, to attack Marx hinsalf, only ahanefacedly, as Hobsbawn should Lnieed

a distinction made bstwson matewial
Purther te concretics thin statssent 2bout what "histariesl Materinl ismt

X
weant,

to Marx I bring in the question of todayemhow what Marx vaid ungmge.m ‘ \

in the

risse wis, ¢n tho one hand,(by the Stalinists) reducu Ao
and er?, inorearing "labur produstivity" by o
rAching, And, on the uther band, transferaed bty Harbert Marcugoe as leading
s te "One Dirsnsionel Man,%edding: "The ireny is that it isa't only the proletariat
- that therely gets degraded, and net saly the intcllecturl, but phllowephy toe,
© Tho eriginel title of OneuDimemsigmnl Man, when it was delivered as o saries of
._lestires in France &t the end the 1950%s and repreduced in oents wes:

; schne? ‘ In'awxd.!hrcuaoinmingthu s oZy has

i thini- =13 the very acul of ths dialactie, of develop=

. ugh centrediotion, thot 2hy more ebysmal the degradation, the mere

intense i the quest for univorselit, o
The whole peint 18 that Automat

tas preduosd twy eppesite olavs r*aactliens, |

» 88 tha naw stage of produstion,
Ahe-ene RIS stanic not anly
@, Dot Men, that "scisntioe" i3 olsssioes, On
- 8ide stands thp,proloﬁng‘ht o not énly shews thut Autemeiien has ne

s not cnly has crected the evsr lengtheadng line of the unomployed oven
though, for tha monent, hidden Yy ni}.iuriutun and sotual war, but,above all,

the wanusl powers, He therefore aglho: I
kind ef laber sheuld man de?. e division betwsen mental and menualy |
N/  reccastitute the wholenese of man? e concluwled that it was not acoidental

79N t the "beokward worker®, not the advanced, partyeminded inteileotual,swen when
rd{ \ - ko 18 & Marxist, raised the question of Mmanies, mads it tho wgent qQuestion of
- - the day. T Swmariee not only the chapter, Alan, but the whele of the bask I
| proposs the frontespisce to be used for ‘raproducing Marx's stateasnt on totality
/ frea the Grundrise, And here it i= ageins™when the narrew bourgeois form has

posled awy, what 18 wewlth if not the!

\ > 2
—

C ) wiversality of nseds, -capacities, i1
- anjoyments, produative povers, etc, of individuals, preduced in universal oxchange?

Viat Af rot the full duvelopment of human control eover the forces of naturee
those of hie own neture s wall as thoge of diem sowcalled fnature’? What, if na
the abaslute alaboration of hig oreatlve dispositions,

withont any prsconditions
ether than antecedent historicel evolution which mekes the totality of the
evolution =el.e,,the evolution of all human powsrs as such, unneasured by

any .
proviously mtn?,ishod yurdatlokeotin end in itself] what ie this, &5 not a situaw
tion vhere man does not reproduce himsclf in any doterminss form, but preduces

hic totality! Where he dues not seek to remain Something formed by the past, /
but i3 the absolute movewsnt of heconing P h

| I IS THI3 "ABSOLUTE MOVRMENT OF |
SLCQMING™ TEAT MAKES MAN INTO SHAPER GP MISTORY, THOUGH NOT GUT Ot Tib Wb |

. CLOT:; A TRANSCENDER OF MOBRJEGTIVE REALTTY" AS 1
'} SOCIRTI TBAT HEEDS TO BS TORN UP BY ITS ROOTSs 7.

HE, PRESENT RECREATOR OF A NEW
POSITIVE MHEORETICAL GAIN, A NEW HUMANISM, I,E., HIRMAN POWER WHICH IS ITS OWN ENP.

. Te ’; . : I'

o F }

*It 1% not my economics whish is questionable; it id existing poverty in f
“eormuniot lands,

Moreover, I quoted their own sources and  their own naed
to explain tho lower standerds of living as compared to those wnder private |
capitalism by blaming it ali on "technology, " :
**The Grundrisse smction in Ch,I, as I already explained to you and in the '
covering letter, was put in out of contextesit balong in the chapter on Marx-.in -
order to make sure that I do not again forget to deal with it &t length, Thede
notes to myself, so to speak, argue against llobsbawn's side ramarks against Hégal,

Bt RBEAR o W S BARE RIS U BEoRES thth do gro.woric of Herxla which carpot

mature Harx,apeak
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ansformation and phllozophic ones,n 1

HE GIVEN REALTYY OF A CAPTTALISTYIC
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