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A Your analyals 1s of ceourse qulte magnificent, It makes clearer ih my
mind why we do not "atresa" aconomics but rather keep trying to break down
tha door of philosaphy,

. ..w'The cuestion aa I see it 1s--where dops Lhe state capitalist theory-arise
) (_fr@ .. Tie methodoloxgy here scems all importent. Fubarin sees it as merely an
. e'n‘l(i?'gems.nt. of monopoly capitalism, which may be true in the sence of Marx saying
., concentration in the hunds of one single capitailst or capitalist ccrporatiion, ‘
Cbut'it grong becawuss it ignoras the concrete of his oWn periode-a workers! state
beicg born and its relationship to state capitelism. Yenin on Ghe other hapd
iraediately grarpa the-essence of state capitaliem for his timp—as a threat. tc
the warkprs state.  He poses the population €0 a man end golng lower and deepce
ayn. %o combat 'it. Lenin looks far-ways to oppose it while Bukhari, seeka
workers' et ition to it,° '
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Now when wa: ccme to our age,first the late 30's and L0, we see.the develupment
tatg capitalist theory after 20 years of the Russian state. Tt 4n developed = .-
- CUAEL, /6P yourself and later by Tishime. But here again the question e
hak-1a:the :yethod wheveby one devélops mich-a theory. For you, it was rolated to
the ‘works ré@;i.stq\r’ox;:; \¥hat Was_it.fox C1i£¢?> I do not know tut T think that -
YN point "is &8 impbritant as the statement of the theorys  For even whers the .
theory,is correat, the quostion Has €6 be ‘dskedw-how has the' thecretican checked |
imeelf?  That 13 he besing himoelf on? Thus a brillent economist might arrive .at
J6tats capitalism based purely on ecvonuhlcs, but what would it mean.. Again I donot
" inew how C1AFf arrived at SEC bui what seems interesting 1s:.that ke can ba for .-
" Mmd ‘over. Formosa and can wave an NLF flag at demonstrations,

o o~With-1956 and flungrg 1t is again a question of methodologg for ones arrsval Y|
+#b a stste-capitalist theery, othsrwise the essence. of the Hungrarian Revolution b
8 lost., I am sure Cliff and othar/ state capitalist could point to ths Revolution
and vay--see this ve-enforces my theory. But do they know why? Do they sse it not
/- Just as cpposition to Russia but rither aa workers! councliis as a Joew farm for_.-"f' .
fighting state capitalism as "decentralization of state powem2" .y TR LR Py RIS S
: , B ST N PN
It seems to me that yoer gr_éatest contribution is not the state-~capitalist_ ¥
theory, but the methodology whereby you arrive at such a thory and then can continue
to devlop it for the concrete of our age~the humanist of Marxism.; , '

The sentence structures are in general too complex and could stand some simplifying
if poesible. : '

qt/?;é; l_Bs‘faat parg. first sentence should probably b: "that capitalism i1a or is
ngt about..." ' ’
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