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Dear RD,

I too am sorry that we did not meet again, but ‘the press of

work was such that I just could not arrange it. In any eveant,

I bave finished a second, more careful reading of your chapter

on Marx, which I found really breathtaking, not only for its
scope, but in the dynamism of its several transitions. I think
that you are right about the rexvasiveness of the dimlectic -

ia all phases of Harx'e thought, from Ffirst to last, arnd both .
right and original in the way in which you set Marx's experience
of praxis in the center of his "materialization® of the dislectic,

. v against the redustionists who simply-see him as "inverting” Hegel "
-ocorin elimirating the dialectic altogether. The identification o
- of the subject of the dialectic as the proletariat is convinecing . .
to me. I leurned much from th%?.chapter, and' I hope to soe it C

in print soon. " : C '

One point only occurs to ms. Tou 2re of course right that the
dialectic in Marxz's conception of it is no mechanical-logical
"method," to be applied toc the data of economic history oy higtory
‘of society ingeneral. But .ig it not possible to say that Tor

Yarx 1t-is glso a method of analysis. I am thinking of the

second half of Chapter I of Capital, where Marx discloses the
operations of hat variety of false consciousness by which

the fetishism of commodities is explained. I.e., the transition
from the.fquivelent, through the Axtended and Generalized forms :
of value, to the constitution of the HMoney Form as the char-cteristic
forn of bourgeois relgtions, human relations mdiated by the cash
nexus. Ag Iukacs noints ould in Geschichte und Xlassen.,.., it is
"not kary'sg origi:ality to have seen tbis form of mediztion {he

cites Carlyle's perception of that fact), but to have wnderatood

how this could be the casc in 2 eertain king of society(and 4o

have shown, I would 5t have Baid, by a dialectiecal analysis

of consciousness itself, how it came about that men could come

to accept as a truth for alleternity wvhat was in reality a
reflection of a mode of soecial relationship and praxis in a
particular stage of socizl evolution).

.As for the rect, brave. I evpecially liked the anz2lysis of
the Contribution....

With all bLest wishes, and go0d luck, I am
b T

Hayden White

2.8, I enclose the chapter on Sartre which you sent to e
di;ectly; I return the Marx chapter to Eugehe Gogol. 141406




