,ﬁaﬁgh'ﬁraft '~ Philosophy and Revolution
"".': e X

ECOW‘.‘SIC REALITY AN} THE DIALECTIO- OF LIPERATION
Tﬁﬁ deﬁqﬁe beiwean the-mid:}?SO's and mic-1960%s in filied with vevolutions
ih;k-ﬁb‘aooner transform & sitvetion inte ltg‘abnoiute opposfte than they
'bnqﬁ-up,;if not sl the wey Wack to colonialism then to a form of neo-colonialism.
Thﬁs,'uhilg ub’to the mid-1960%s opened‘e new page in the disleetic of rhought
aﬁ ueii a; in world history, at midpoint 17 out of 37 countries ga§e way tc

military coupa.

{ military'uverthrew him now claim, Neither &an Nkrumah's insistence that his

R

(1) . One apologist for Nkrumah even attributed to him the feat that he
"single«handediy outlined a progremme based on the ideas of Marx, Lealn and
Gendhlees® (Faging Reality by Grace Lee, J.R. Johnson, Pierre Chaulieu).

As for those in his jmmediate entouvage, they degraded the whole of Marxism,
Leninlsm, Ghandism to Kkrumaism. (see Some Esgentisi Features of Nkrumaism,

by Editors of The Spark) (1964) Our concern, hovever is not with the varied
apologia, except as khey express the mutilation of the very concept of theory.
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The truth ig that the Ghanain masses did not come to Nkrumch defense.

They dansed in the treets insteau. They demolished the statues be had rnised

-'evarywheru Lo his own 5lorification, not because “Western lmeriallsnF paid
éhem to do sa; much less btcause they were "backuard“ and Eailed to understand
the great ph!losophy nf freedom called Merxism, but Begraded to "Nkrumah!sm"
but beoauae the gul; betw;en thepry and reslity could no lenger he bridged.
The duwnfall was cansed, not by external causes, but by internal ones, the most

important cf which wag Nkrumei’s total isclation from the masses who had brought

,QLFbr‘Ehat‘matte:, sc had Ghana, which is more than could be said for West Africa's

'_Iétgesﬁ country, Nigeria, which even in the purely political sense of independence

.i hgd‘qéveﬁ really ochieved freedsm from its neo-colonialist state, The point

.ét issug then is not so much the wilitary coup thot beset Africa at mid-point
{ﬁ che'1969's as it is to see how the world economic reality affected the aewly
independent African States. As against the pool of the World iHorket dominated

. by the advance economies, what was the movement arising from the dialectics of
Liberation? Betwsen these two opposing forces, the new leaders steered a

coursz, no one knew wheyre, Far from deepening the revolution, the ruling elite

13104




g

N ot

;'ac:gé:éé-1£_egonom;c_deve16pment depended on purely economic factors,
;éﬁmikﬁédly uorld e;onomic fac:ors.“'ﬁeﬁce, the choaing between the *'two
camps" West and Esst, Cuntra'ly planned or nrivate enterprise, It is .His
eccnomlc reallty ve must now facex

Per Caplta Gross Dnmestlc Products by Major Regions
1953% and 1960 S

Average annugl compound rate of growth
1250-55 1935-560
evhto;ed marliet egononii=s 3.4
:North Averica 2.5
Weatern Furope )

1913-50 1950-60
. 017 .
: 1'2

1.3
2,2
1.7
2.8
2.
1

9
<5

riScurée: Am Maédison. p.28 .

Thsre i8 no doubt about the phenomenal growth, but there is o grese deal

:_ more than intraduction of plan that is involvwd. Though the Tatter helps. the

decls!ve feature i3 the holoeausts of world war and the spurt to growth of
capital given aftex the total destructionl On the other hand, it does not aid
the undérdevdloped tecanoclogies who had no capital to begin'with, as the Uy

study shows.,

et Y e Vet e k® pir i
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After some 200 more poges of statistical tables end analyses, the UN

economir Suxve} ccneludea*

‘“The coruideraple gaps in ‘level of actlwity and
exsenc of lnduatrlnlization between the industrialized
‘and the developing countries, each conszidered as a whole,
remained esszntéially of the same dimensions in 1961 as
1938. -(p. 23y o .

s ‘Hhen one cunsiderb that 193” was not only a depression year, but ore
.‘!n uhich colonla;t:m relgned, it is clear that the advanced economies bear

'do;n very heavily, indeed, upon the newly independent countries, DNot only

i

'hfrlc 8: but the most OPPrESSIVE reality today. Tue 1966 study, far from

Indeed.wlF allouance is made for the reverse f£lows
réstiand profit und iﬂdigeauus capital) an d
inor the face that a large proportion of receipts con-
.transfers in kind (much in the Form of .designsted
rplust ccmmoditiew) or of reinvested profits
" d'4n the eeveloping countries themselves,
in-is. dent ‘that the amount of new, external, dis«
;posub!ﬂ pureh'aing power being made svailable to the
. developing. ucun:ries has declined to a very low level."
33(!966 study, p.3, emphasis miney,

The vorst part of all is that private capital simpiy does not go there
‘ aaymore, now Lhst. they have found that they can get greater rates of profit

: ed
in the develapfﬂg countxles in Western Burope, The lack of flow of invest-

: ment capital | to the technoiovically underdeveloped countries is certainly

. nuf due to the fact thet they are supposedly so backword, so lacking in

-technlcal personnel that they could not absorb put the vapital to use, Even
so'coﬁservati§e s person as David Rockefeller has estimated, in 1967, that the
countries could absorb easily three to four billion doilars more snnually than

they are now recelving,
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The Lnderdeveloped countries have lesrned, moreover, that for those who
" have no aceumulntud capital the new teehnologleal revolutlons to industriullze
O rapiuxy has no value whataver, They vemain monoeulturez, the‘brlce of their
. one‘crop buﬁfeted by the price structure of the world market, and whether they
,plan o do not . -plan, has litzle effeut on th* neo-colonialijst strueture._ When
the Price of theix one crop falle drast{cally, a5 cocca did in Ghanz in 1965,

the;e are al} he pre~conditions far a dovnfazl. For that mattar, even wnere

,e;sta*e, zike Cuba, 1s protecred from the worst whimg cf the world msrket and

!a‘stetg pianlls'tqtal, the price of sppur is still dependent upon the
"ially nenessary labor time established by world preduction, in a word, to
'not to‘plun 53 ot Lhe pivotal question under such circumstanees.
UN‘study reminds us also that “between 195&-6: the increase in total
production 1s cstimareu to. have been a mere 1%, well below the
‘vuth in pnnulatlon." The biggest tragedy of all is that, as d:stinct from
gflcultural production. food production per capita hes diminiched by 2% in
1965466 28 compared e ]
1905~ﬁb ag™ eompered to thefive year average from 1852-3 to 1957-4. Finally,
'rhea“Ghrietian Hest" fever euen cane up to the- meager sum of nationcl gross
preduct to be connrnLuteu to the developing countries., Instead it declined to

-0;8#2 in 1961, 0.622 in 1967, while the U.5. Congress cut the President's

budgc* Eor 1968 Erom $3,200 million to $2,300 million, the lowest in its

'. ”O-yea: pcst-war history. No wonder that the so-called "Decade of Development"

= the !960’3 —_— being called the decade of discourngement, The only
reason that there js not, I emphasize not, & wovement of the film backwards,
,lu-that tha humen fector, the persistent atruggle to bresk €rom the governing
law of vnlue opevative ln the world market ie the preat force forward, pre-

ciseiy Pecauqe it has a totally different congept of o human social order,

-

13107




7;It‘ip thiat Juste this, dowinatlng force which governs nlso rhe scill fiuld

situﬂtaon in the underdeveloped countries as ageinq: the malaxse in the

‘ueveloped eountries.

Thg compuleion of the moet advenced in werld production sucked in,

;notvcnly_thé underdeveleped countries but the develobed cnes., Thus,

Qgégi:g thg "mitacle of the 1950%s" in the development of Western Europe,

happens in the United States,  Rven when

.economy, {n itr agaregate, even when it is nm

whcia ot'industrlalized Europe. The claim wos nevertheless made tha:

ix

:fbucause Wes:ern Europe understood and practiced planning, because the gov.

ernment had assumed 80 .mportant a rele in the economy, .these technologically

":developeﬂ countries were now, ‘not only free from major depression but that

?'fqhﬁt appears as the business cyele is nowadays mainly & reflection of

_Jﬁﬁéses in government policigs. {Angus Maddison, Economic Growth in the
ﬁgggg, Twentieth Century Fund, New York 1964, p. 99.,)
The truth !5 the exact opposire, The growth fetishism covered up
the busiress recessions as if they were merely temparary governmental decisions,
.Now::hat the governmental decisions are all for growth, plus "independence"

from American industry, but the actual movement is in the opposite di:ectldn.

the claim chat "the pattern has changed completely since 1958" (p,160) ecan

—




_hardly stand up, nor can.playing around with figures continue to be &

new pastime,

For anmple, it was. shown that European owned assets in the U.5,

wag more than U.S. agsets in Europe -~ 33 biiliun as aga!nst 29.6

: billion. A,Hhet was not played up was the fact chat most of the Eu*opeaﬁ

o investment was in securities, whereas the majority «f the American in-

vestment was infdirect plants ~~ 14 biliion American investmeut ns nx

Thn point is that here, tuo, to phan ok not to plan has ceaged to

duction and, seeond, even where it is disclaimed altogether, &s in the.

U.S.«it 13, in actuality, operative, The illusion that there 1s no
c plan in the U.S., Ha private free enterprise" country, if rhwxn
ever the*e was one, is only one more exsmple of what Marx called “the

Eixltv of a8 popular prejudlce"

All one has to do to see the state interference into the economy,
" the state planning that, in fact, determines the direction of private

capital investments, its full empire over the field of science is to i
‘look at the atatistics of any yesrs beginning with this year and rolling

it back to the depression,

Thuaz (1) federal expenditures takes up no less than 10% of the total
output ot goods and services even in the “sensational 60's" where there
has~Been private capitsl investment. As for the 1950's, where the econo-
my was sluggish, it was practicslly the government alone which nccounted

for capital investment,
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£2) These tush military coﬁtrncts do not mean that private capital

could be kept within the nutional boundaries when the profits were

higher;thfough investoent in Europe while its “narrow" prhfltablllty.

e preponderance af constant
po

'.(3): No less than twenty four billioa dollars was expanded in

%%f;?ﬁ?réibherfcr{Resesrch and Develppment,  That is more than the gross
'hﬂﬁi§991.pr6§uct of all but twelve countries in the world where at the
SRR A RS . ’ ; e

g ST - ] _ _
“outbreak £ World War II.goverrment investment in Research amounted to

. S . . . v . .
"?Z*gf'tthérpés national- product, it is now no less than 637,

s .
e .

'(é}ffTowefing above everything else‘is-the militarization of

L

L;thefééoﬁémy. Even before khe escalation of the Vietnam War, it had

T e

PR RS & )

~"gfoyﬁ'a=rgl£anté§tic rate. .Here is what Wassily Leontief and Marvin
' f‘fﬂﬁffeﬁbefg writeg

"Ehe Federal Government of the U.S. has benn spending
gomewhat more than $40 billion per year-on maintenance

of the military establishment and the procurement of arms.
These ouclays have sbsorbed sbout 10% of the gross

nationel product and they have exceededny by several
billion the combined net annmml investment in menufacturing,
service, induatry, trancportstion, agriculture,” (U,S.

Arm:ment  ocd the Economy, 1963, p. 89)

ﬁmile Benoit, who edifed that volume on Disarmament shows the
rterrlblé drop in industrial output and rise in unemployment once the
Korean War ended. Hoveever, with militarization decreased, there
absclutely was no vise in real investwent in producers durable
equipment, ﬁo that by 1958 - 61 it dropped 16% below the 1956 level.
Recently, Mr, Benoit edited stili one more m volume on dissrmament.

This time in relationship to World economic lnterdependence and this

first comprehenaive standardized tabulation of economic resources 13110
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cqigrg 36 ha}ioﬁs -~ &ad thase sccount for 974 of the worid's militery

;

_ spending of 133 biliion dollars ~- from both commnist £nd nonecommunist

1éognfriéa and aiso inciude China, Israel and the UAR, It is this milie
tarizatisa of :he'world;s economy which gives the lie to the supposedly
,,Lmi:aéqléqs g:g#th ¢f. the phenomenal ?50%s end the senastional 1960's.

#ikangll'h‘éawéalled soclatist countries as well es prlvate capitaligt

IShnrg of’"Socialist“ Countries in the World Industradal Production

2 1917 .4n-nocooo--auo..aa,qq----.-. LeBB than 3 percem:
\1937 . eeBBNPVEATRELS rovqio.bvow‘..o less than 10 percent‘
1950_"_tbr.‘-.ﬁ.td.i.ccqt"-ﬁcnnor--r- about 20 Percent'
1955 -oo-ou'.-;o.-QQQ-bacnvnhtoa.‘-oog around 27 percent
1965 Al1 sociallist countries, abeout 38 percent.
incl, UvSeSeRe which in itself represents
almost one~fifth of the uorld indudtrial
production.

Nayodnoe choxjaistvo SSSR v 1965 g., Statistloeskij ezegudnik,
Centralnoe stacistlceskoe upraveienie, Mosgkva 1966, p. 82
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ﬂa;iphqi‘Incdmp in the UsSeSeRy and queign Countrien
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ltfcoulﬂ stiil bc-ﬁhawn, 88 the U,S, Newé and World Report (July 24, 1967)
-dops, that, although Russis 15 secong ouly to the UseSa, 1t i3 nor a very close
ze;ond;l.Thust though the U.S. covers only seven Perecnt of the uafld's land,
.aﬁd‘aix pe;ﬂent'cf the ﬁorld's people,’ It has no less than halg oE‘the pro-
"ductive poﬁer'of all the rest of the world, U.S. anmal output was $740 bidlion
"_‘ whi1Q‘aI1che feat ﬁf the vorld PUL together, including Russia, was $1525 ‘illi;n.:
Ina 'ghg"ﬁ¥;§;itj‘of'nussia is only on the question of deatkubélve“nuc;eaf

apqqiljhapﬂfspééé.tgchnology. On-the other hand, if we limit ourselves ¢4 tqﬁ

ot e’pawer, then, with or without Russia’s statistica) tables as against -

thé.Hﬁite:ﬁﬁe;;i¢£££h,‘ifJis st111 a fact that. about eleven states of Northern
5 equal _.u;"ali of Runsia; The 1957 report that we referred to estin
ma QHQEH;?KgofgeI$356;lwbillioﬂ as against $350 Liffion,
'5fﬁé”po;nt ﬁt:{saue, hevever, is not that of relations ahong-:echnoiogleélly
;gﬁ;&ﬁééﬁfﬁdﬁﬁériea, bhut that betreen advanced eountries and tha underdeveloped

- world, - T

the worlgrg total population since, {n population, the kwo countries
aecounted for only 0,3 Lillion of a total close to 2 billion, And that

estimate ($imon Kuznets, Postwar Ecotomic Growth, 1964 Cambridge) does not

take into acgount Alther Latin America or Eastern Burcpel If, then, we consléer
the entire range to which thig question of relationship of developed lands to
underdeveloped unes in the post WWIT world, which, of course, Includes thege

two countriey aﬁong the developed ones, the situation has not at ay improved,

The full extent of the ever-videning, of the unbridgeablegﬂulf, car. be seen at
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ity starkest if we compare an undeveloped land in Asta that the “west™ Is

most anxious to help as & bAlwark against Chinesc Communism, India, then

.the'perﬁcapiyﬂ groas domestic preduct in the U,S. in 195S was $a,325 as
againﬁi Bniy $67 for India;'ﬁr & ratio of 35 to 1! There 1Is no capitalist

:l way to ovtrcome such ‘Fantastic disparity,

The situation does not improve much if, in relating advsnced to

haeku_rd we campare Russia and China. It 1s tree that the collaboration

'World nd “hina ccrtainly appeared, {n comparison to Indla, ‘to be

F"?\

_fColcasus, China wizhits 700 million souls, Califnrnia alone out produces
‘;tEAt vast 1and‘ $8h billion as agaiast 80 billion. While Africs -- East,
" et
'l‘VbsL, North and even ineluding rich apartehid South Africa ~~ produces only
. a little iioze than the State of Illinois: $50 billion to $48 billion., 1In
“r'a word, jusc as there is no solution along the privete capitalistic path,
so 'there is no way out along the path of state capitalism calling itself
.communism.

¥ore significant than the sparring between the U.S. and Russia on
whuse statistical tables ere more correct regarding Russia's share in
world preduction is the sewningly unrelated discussiond on what It calls

State-Monopoly Capitalizw, suddenly recognized by Communists as the

dominent charzeteristic of "modern capitalism®,
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What has bappened oever. since the holocaust of World War IT ig that
rhe desrructlan uf capital where the countries were industrial:zed to begin
Hlth, was thst he wholesale dLstrucLion axlowed [or a new period of capi-
taliat expansion.- Slnca, howover, arcumulation of capital 1is, .at the same
tim., its Lonceﬁ%rat on and centralizetion, This expansjon did not inelude
the undardgveloped ccuntrié; but opl; the elite one-~ssventh cof tioe ﬁorld,

"f,i.e.,'khe‘]ndustrialized countries, The industrirlization of the under-

unﬂéééloﬁed countfies became only an impossible and unwanted tesk, Simultan-

'Eéc ety“, all aone has to do is to read the Annual Reiort of the Council of

<Eeonomic Advisevs. The 1964 report shows that no less than 34,10 billion

Lo

Y Enaegiaed aé poor. With the escalation of the Vietnam War and the growing

géfiiuence,’?e still have 30 milijon classified as poor; some 3 million un~
:5mp1oyed If you teke the "average, Togay, 1f you look at the reality in
*Eheiblack community, you find that there are ro less than 15 and as high as

” 25% unemployed. This.is during a period of so-great an expansion, so immense

a sweep_of wealth that it is estimated that by the yearts end, we will be

éust 159 billion shy of the trillion dollar levell WNo wonder that Punparalled"
TO
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o Prnspericy“ 1s acconpanied not only by ‘the revolt of the poor but by what

is called a “strenge spirit of malaise throughout the land". Judging by

;he regtlessness tn Eastern Zurope, it is no different in the Communist

werld. : o ' y

Prior to this sudden recognitlon of state capitalism { see:1 World

. : Marxist Rgu'ew, December 1967 and January, 15568), state monopoly capitalism
Thus, when Varga in 1946 first posed

ce e had baan declared to be non-existent, L

) the question in his Changes in the Political Economg of Capitalism result ~ ‘ : :

lc institute of World Feconomics, uhich

e ég“from the ‘Second World War the who _ :
d, was btoughL into disrepute. In his book, Varga had contended =8

1””1nce Wﬂ II ‘had taught cap1Cal13m to plan, capitalism could avoid &

Since such a state of 5quilinrium ;

according tc Stalin, iqhiblted the cahns btruggles in the West, L R

uas made to recant rhe theoretlc prognosticatioq ay well. -For Stalin-

'Intic Russia, this prccedure was nothing uvnusual. What was wnusual was’

tﬁat, instesd of a frame- p Lriai, a public discuss;on was allowed at leust ©

,tc‘the theoretic1ans. As agalnqt the 1943 revision of the Marxian law of

value, which a5 handed down from on high without any discussion. No -

doubt th!s was because those who in 1943 had quest:oned what the difference

was between Russian labor condntiona fand those described by Marxian

;V‘ cxonomic categories as applicable to England considered Russia itself a

‘stute capitalist, whereas the 1046 disputants did not question the so-called

socialist character of Russia. One cconomist was @ven S0 bold as to .

: criticize Varga not Erom the Establishment point of views “The book lacks

! - an analysis ol the great new change connected with the transition from
as Lenin under-

simple monopoly ca#italism Lo state monopoly capitalism,

= . stood the transition®, said Maria Natavno-Smit and proceeded to guote Lenind
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'Wurihg War, world capitalism took a step forward not only toward
cenuru*ion in oeneral, but siso toward state capitalism even a graater

desrc" than formerly." (Collected Works, Vol, XXX. p. 300 Russian Edition)
Maria.Natavno-Smi: concludeds' "Where Leninunites the conéept of 'state?
and nf nonopoiy, Comrade Varga seens to separate them; each exists by itself
and_mcanwhile, in faet, the Frocess of coalescence of the-stafe with mono-
pqu maniferts itse;f-qulte sharply at the present time In such countries

'as‘the U.S,ﬁ. and England." (Stenagraphic transcript of discussion was

p0ullsned in Eﬂgl;sh by ruhx!c AfCairs Press, Washington, B.C.)

‘”’Sht uas !nmedia ely pounced upon: -"mperialism is what Lenin elucidates,

. I thinP one should agree with Ccmrade Varga whoe

't aeek“such a phrase and LOES not try to establish a transition to

v

Kl

. “That closed the discussion. Today we are told the exact oppos'te with

AN
‘ﬂus; as much aut oricy . and, as is usual, under totalitarianlsm, vhen 180

’ dasrees is executed, it is dune ac if one were.doing nothing but continuing

. the ald_positipn. No:referenceAls made either to Vargse or the Institute of

Iﬂofld Eédnomips, much less to Stalin. What reference is made to the un--

ﬁgm&dlsources who had not seen the new stage of capitalism is disnlssed

pféemptbrarilfz "The effectivaness of stete-monopolistic measures was

almost entirely danied," (WMR, Deec., i967, p.42) Vioreover, this dismissal

of thg former position fnlluweq'this stotement: "Lenin established that this

interstwining of monapbly and the stste was a quélitatiQely new development,™
Skould. anvone think, however, that they really are developing the ’

concept of Lenin's on state capitalism, it would only be manifesting incred-

able naivette regsrding the wholesnte revision of Marxism in both Stalin?s

Russia and today, The sudden chinge in position on the question

S e e
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’ of state capitalism relates only to nomeuciature but, ins substance, it
14 in the Full traditinn of Stalin's 1943 denuding the Morxisn economic

, Cdtegorieh of their~¢laas centent, only wow they have estended the per--;'

.versions of Marx{sm to lncxude the question of sc;ence, science {n 5eneral

o and technological revoluthn, i.e., automstion, in pa;tlcular. In place

nE Mart’s attack ot the “abntrsct materialists?, le.e the scientists Ffor

leavins out the historic’ Frocess altagether, the Russian theoreticians

eabrace qcience with the very seme disregard as they for the "hlstorical

,.‘

‘jmpossiold to explaln why 4 worker in the U.5. eorns more than a polish .

\WPFFEYE‘
'Ihéeedi
In place of Marx'q view of the unification of material conditions

and the subjective capacities oE "Ereelz associated" labor as cne opposing

"phe despocic plan of capitai¥ in the Eactory, the communist theoretician
'prépose'that under automated production, with science itself as a "productive
force", the worker must conthnue to work harder to catch up with the "greater
development of productive forces and higher pfoductlvity of labor in %he
'U's.ll
In a word, what Is being discarded is nevther Vorga's or Stalin's position.
What 1Is being discarded is Marx's world historic view of a new society based on
.. expanding human forces, the ali-round human individuzl, in & century when the so=
7 called culglvnted world thought only of defending material forces nec the

condition, activity and purpose of all Iiberation;

13118
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LI . when the narrow bourgeois form has been peeied mviay,

v what is wéalth if not rhe univershl!ty of needs, capncitits,l
en;cyments, productive powers, ete., of Individuals, preduced
}n,qalaerspl e;change? What, if not the full developwent of human

| cgqtrp;'oyeg,the.ﬁéfcés of nature ~ tﬂose of his own nature as

“hgii ug'thpéé;cf:suécalled_“naﬁure"? What, if not the absoiuce

end in;itéglfiflﬁhatﬂfa thii, if not -a situntion where man_does not

‘Grundrisae (section trengioted under the title of Pre-Capitalist
"Pennomic ?ormﬂtions, Karl Merx, - International Publ{shers, 1965)




THE '?Mrss:m LINK® ~- THE GRUNMDRISSE

.The originel Eorm of Cagita 1 ealled Grundrisee der Kritik der

Po;it;schen Oeknnomie, which had never been published in full untll 1939- 41, ' :& ¥
L and haz not been translnted into any other language untll this day, used ' :
e to be cousidereu the "missing link" in the knowledge of Marx's development,

“and therefore also in the inner identity between the economic and philosophic

earegories iq Marxism. Herbert Mercuse chooseés to single that out as the

' Teagon why none before me in Marrinm and Freedom had fulyv developed that

inner identity :0f econcmis and philosophy.

o o
1 b

t l’ had made an 1mpression on.no one, [rom Kau:rky who ed:ted it, " ‘3

.[-1:.‘

to. Lenin, and fram Rosa Luxemburg to Trotsky, ar Plekhanov or Pannekith.

one "speclslizing" in nhllosophy or one "ultra-leftist" ~= and all of them
Avery 'oyal to Marx at the ‘time -~ had reorginized his W§ own way of thinking

:been able te view the objective situation dialectically as philosophy

01‘

and not oanly as polxtics. S much for the period hefore World War I, and
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‘before the whole of the Grundrisse became known in its entirety. That is

" . ‘to say, once there was an objeective development that did compel & philosophic

ieorganization, at laast an Lenin's part, who still did not know the

F O U S-S U

" Grundrisse, nothing stood in the wey of understanding dialectis. On the

it wasn't only the outbresk of World War IT that left the

- gther hand,

Crundrisse isolated all over again. The bourgeois writers who began talk-

ing of "oriental Despotisnﬂ in the late 1950's were more influenced by ;

and fear of it than by any illumination they

1
Mao's succession Lo power
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might br migﬁt ot hnveigotten from Marx's

phrase, which they moresver

prombiy perverted into its oppusite. ' ‘ : -

. The real starter, the real compulslon, the no-longer-escapable

_confrontation with the Grundriﬁqe. especially the section on Pre-Capitalist

Economic Formatlons. wzs the opening of the Thlrd New World in the 1960'~'

.+ when the ‘Communints found tot a single one of their categories appliccble

to the new wo*ld, or move correctly, not a single of the old categories

hadranything'but the mest vulgarly political connotations, The first dig-

cusslons ligted by the Stalinists on the question is in Marxism Today, 1352,

W= oalYa
: and Ftic J. Hobsbswn, who introduced the ngllsh edition of Pre-Cagitangt T

Economlc Farmatlons aﬁd who has quite on independent reputation as an

sorts nf side~vewmarks

monuscript, 1s”n6t

_phllcsopher, fxow Marx thn niatorian, ‘as if all that wes of importance in h

‘u;thjs oook is a piece of chronology.

Firall;, in this preliminary te the Grundrisse there Is one section

on ﬂachinery that has besn misvzed by Harcuse, not,

it is true, with mslice

_}aforethought &s do tha Stalinists,

but nevertheless Wlth narrowed vision,

as ncademicians, even when they're Marxists, do and as Marcuse specifically
© did iIn One Dimensional dan,

Now thén, what is the Grupdrisse s o whole, and whibh are it

5 quipte

essentials for our era? Brieflv, the Grundrisse comsists of three parts:

Pert 1 -~ Tntroduction. This is published as the Appendix to Eritique of

Politica!‘Bconomy. It 18 the first statement, along with whet appears as

“she preface, of historical materialism, However, necither in the Pref~ce, not

in the Introduction {nor for that matter anywhere else) dees Marx use the

v B esipression "historical Macerialism'y Engels crested the expression.

~




D

‘Marx wae quite sacisfied with jost talking about "material productian,
with all the emphasis on history a8 the key word Lo all development, and

- .all dialectics and all man's muicltudinpus tolents, climaxad tn the concept
that individwalization does not prdéede society hut ériseslthrough history
"after", so tc spenk, society, "collectivlzarion," {(communal form) had

developed. And "economics" is not refurred to except as ecanomic sffuc:ure,

which in turn involv#s the’ totelity of relations, the conditions of pro-
ffduction, with a distiﬁction made between material transformation and
-phi'osophic ones.

IL- consistn of the Chapter. Money. This was the chapter that was

WRS

wh_ e; nat much now,

111 - Capital in CGeneral is the Inrgest purt, contains no less than

1;600 pages and’ contalns the two critical sections applicnble to our ere-

L Pre-Capita.ist Formatioua and Mechinery, with the Pre-Capitalist Form-
ations erucial for the relations to what we now call underdeveloned countries,
'_ahd'Machinery eritieal to an understanding of Automation,

. Bre~Capitalist Economic Formatjons should be supplements in two ways:

(1) the articles in the New York Daily Trilune, reprinted in The American’

Journsalism of Merx and Bngels (New American Library), nr the writings of

the 1850's. (2) the writings of the 1870's through 1852 which, on the one

hand, #nclude Volume I and LI of Ca italt, especinlly the latter: and on

the other hand, che lerter to Vera Zasulich and the 1882 introduction to

the Russian edition of thy Communist Hanifesto which excitingly answers the




questisn whelhcr it'c pessible fer Ruesis (the Russis ef 1882 mind yeul)
tattalcipt capitalisx, as fellows:
The enly_answor to that possible teday is this: If the
Rursiaz A welutien hecomees tho signal: fer & prelctarisn revelu.
tion in tle Wast, se thaot beth complement esch ether, the prosont
Rusgian cemen swmarchip of land mey sirve as tho starting pe ht

for & cormunist develepment." {Karl Msrx, Selcoted Werks, Vol.
Pnl)’Zc

Fo singie sootion of Marx?s writlag has ever been mere mis-
regresented than the ens which cencerns the Asistio nfo'de of Produstion®,
Far frem being merely backuard, Marx is tracing the "u'ohni.c" mades of-
prmm:tion. net as a n:.ttar 9£‘ studying hintory as ..hrmolgy. but as
xtudying the histeric proeaso of disselution of sther ecensmic formaticn
and te see how the individual as o wprker was strippod ef sil quslities
excupt wrk, Hig answar always is: let us lesk at histery and ses. '.l‘.ﬁus

the study of the Oriental Commune, whick ke cidlls "the natural unity ef

laber with its material proraquisites" shews: XINE

"Tha spentanseusly avelved tribal commujity, er, if yeu wiil, the
herd == the comman tiss of bleed, language, cucteom, efc, == ir the
£irat precendition of the apprepriatien of the ebjectlve
‘oonditiens of 1ife, and of the activity which repreduces and gives
naterisl cxprazaisn te, or objectifics (vergogunstandlishenden)
it Isotivity s herdsmen, hunters, agriculturalists, sto.) The
earth is the great laberatery, the arsenal =hich prevides beth
tho reans and the materials of labour, and alse the lecatlen, the
basis of the cemmunity.”" (pp. 68-69)

Therae is no difference between tribal and eriental. The

despetiom appuars later swhon ag ugainkt the develspmant from the tribal
to slavery (Grese-Reman civilization) and then te feudalism (Gogirmanic)
the Asiatic remaine immevable, the state 1tself becemss 'the suprems

landlerd", the centraligatiion, thu stato ferm of respensibility for the

L R N e T TPy,

Lrrigation werks, tho impessibility fer individudl btreakauwnys, as was
possible under the unique Germanic form, becomes dominant because alse
of tho solf-sustained cemmunal form of production:
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'ﬁTﬁe_Asge:lc form Seceéaarily

_ Ly survives longest and most stubbainly,
Thig is.due to the fundgmente]

1 principle on which it is based, . A
: that fn, £het the Individual does nat become independent of the
R . . tomawnityg that the eircle of production is self-sustatning, unity '
of agriculture snd draft manufacturs, ete. If the Individual
: - o chenges his relation to the community, he modifies and undermines,
L ‘ . both the conmunity z2nd ics economic premise; conversely, the modi~
£ication of this economic premise ~- produced by its own dialectic

" ‘pauperisation, etn. Noye especially the Influence of wurfare and
e conquest,” (p,83) .

He had alresdy stressed thax "Aslan history iIs a kind of und!fferen~
“ i tlated unity of *own and counkry (the large city, properly spesking, must

‘regaxdéd merely ss a princely camp, muperimposed on the redl economic

- striicture) i (5o 77)

Ever since 1853 Marx had posed to himself:thé
‘déééﬁSOA ﬁf‘ﬁﬁg E:iéntal-bhenomeqon;es folluwst "The question 'is, can
maﬁkfhd}frifilliéé‘dggtiny without a

fundamental revolution in the social
Lo ‘ ) !
stare dn Asiu

76' In tﬁé'06mmﬁnist'ﬁanifesto he was full of praise of the
. ————=-fnllesko

qutggoiSffévdiutidn for having broken doim

RN

"the Chinese walls of barbariém". ~ o

h'iHVEHE 1850's, however,.'he was moving toward such detestatiqn of cepitalism,

f’éieplinulta—“economic revolutions

‘and an appreciation of Chinese recistance

" to Western capitaliatic éncroachment, that he contrasted China as superior

Lo India tﬁat suffered the Britizh

i

victory.

" The two most gignificant references to China in the articles in the

Néw:York_Daily,Trlbune aret

" "The ‘chronic rebellions subsisting in Chine For about ten years past,
and now gathered together in one formidable revoltit{on.,Do these
‘order-mongering pawers {England, Frarce and America) whicl would
- élempt to support the wavering Manchu dynasty, Forget that the hatred
agoinst forelgners.,,had become a political system only sinece the

conquest of the ccuntry by the race of the Manchu Tartars?®
{June 14, 185%)

"That a giant empire, containing almost one=third of the human Tace,
vegatating te the testh of time, insulated by the forced exclusion

of general intercourse, aml thug contriving to dupe itself with
delusions of celestial perfection-=that such an empire should ot




bzt A

B
4

last be taken over by fatﬂ...this, indecd, is a sert of trsgical couplet
stranger then &ny poet Would ever have dared to fan;y." (Ap.il 7, 1857}

Genfge Lichtheim, who 19 onz of the fev who dld-approciatc the trewendous

it o e g e T e i

contributiau to theory rhat even in these unfiniahed manuseripts Marx had produced

»on orienta‘ gociety, still thinks, hovever, that some of the jounniistic srticles

fonuthe questioﬁ'ua?e allegedly only for journaiistic effect, wheress, "in facc,”

 Marx had a lou view ‘3f Chimzse soclety, He falls to explaln why Marx went out of his

ay “to:drag Inﬁ rﬂfexence to the T'aiping rebelliun, into Capital 1tsel£ in the

T section that bad ngtxing to do with China., It is charactcr!atlc of the’

FIRLA

undial ctical Eﬂglxsh translatiun of Cagital Lhat ig:: For

Here is what it is, translated from the Ruasian,

some unexplalngd.;sunon:

that footnote:dees not appear-‘

te ¥ historic cuapter on Fetishism of Commodities, (Chinﬂ refers to thn

o parlox-pastime popular at that kime in

“One will: remember how #kkxr China and the tables begnn to dence when the_
rest oE the world appeared to atand still pour encoursges 1ar nugrcu.

Far Efom 1lmoking dovin upon Chinese society, Harx herc s streaning that

the T’aiping Revolt was in advonce of the situaticn o Europe in the i250's,

following the defeated 1848 revolutiens. This is why he glves the Chinese credit

not only for the revolt agalnst their own ruling class, but "in order to encourage"

others, that ‘is to say, tha proletariat of Burope, Finally, Marx considared the:

Slavonic Form of the village commre a sort of sub-variety of the oriental form,

and he had a great deal more eriticism of Rusais than of China, Which docsn't

mean that, both strictly theoretically ond a3 a revolutlonary hunani st, he ever

took his cyes off of the actuasl hirtaric develepeent of the masses that would

allow them to shorten the birthpangs of the new soclety.
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(Inaidentaﬁ,y, it 4s important elso to remember that his study
and comantration on pro-capitalist formations - orlantal, Ureas-Roman,
snd Gérmanic us tniguely West-Burcpesn == began afcer after the pblicatien of
Volun8 I of Capital.)

No‘w then. the final sectien that azsumes & now wgency for our

po*-i.od on Ho.chinew. vhich he called Automaton and wo call Automation, is
actm.ly tu'.l:ly and more all-cidely deve].opod in Capitel, Volume L, HoreoVer,
along with the Working Daw 4% 1s elmast mt.ira]y new 28 conp&rod to the
a.btmavhted form. it -.ppoa.rs In the Grmdrisso. And 4t contains his new

; concept of theory as not 'being 3 dﬂ.actmshu with theoreticlany, and as

a.ri.sing from prectice. Thus, he stresses in his letters te Ehgels that

he has reroad the sectien in 'uhe Gmmdrisse and is rewrking it entirealyy
that he has desided fustharfure, the, to really uderstand i, he must him-
a'.l.a!.‘ praotice 1% and is therefars onrolied in e course in wachinary. (He
was canst'.antly annoyad with how quickly he eould understend the thwory of
the macbine, snd how much "dumber! than any worker in sperating one.)

" Finslly, the opposite to mchinery, the huan powar as its own end, was

dovai&peﬂ. by him 2% the end of this scotlon. Tt world seem, therefore,
that there wasn™ much to learn from & revosding of the first draﬂ'..

Why, thene does Mercuse chouse to quote from 1t as if €} no one

4
who doesatt knew that section can pockibly wnderstand either Marx on the

1
question, or(t ldm'tifs more important to BM, the roelities of the day, pro-

dused by Autemation and the one.dimensional man? ' Hara lias the limitation

of tha intellcatusl, though ha be Marxist, who is isolated from the pro-
Jetarist. The ircny 3s that it imi't only the proletariat that therely gets
dograded, and not only the intellectusl, but philosophy teos The eriginal

title of One Dimensionel Yan, when it was dolivered as o series of lectures

OB MRS o ol Beg T A1t 2 0w s e pian
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overvhelmed thinking, thereby deaying the vary seui of tho dislectic,
or dcvolei:ﬁ_mt threugh contradiction, that the mero abyamal the degradation
the more intense is tho quest fer wniversality, et s incidentally, Marx
in his Infrodustisn to the Srundrisce stressia that "political ecoremy
is not tachnolagy®. Since the specific secticn has been published in News &
XEEHE Letters, December 1967 I wil) net pracede further with it st this

tille‘. oo
_ 'nm-o is no hetter way to sunm up the Grundr‘l.ase. and net only tthe
'Grmdrisse but tho uholo of the Marxian theory ef liberatien as well as

c-—-.:—--—-

it h.ppm tue day after revelutien than with bis own statement we hm

_._:tued ‘as the frontspitoa. that Yzan dees mt repreduce h:lnsolf in any daterw

- mined ferm, but preduces his tetelity... dees net soek to remain semething
formad by fho past, but is 1a the absslute mevement of beceming?*

.

naya Danayavsicaya
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