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S AThA 1e s very mtaraatiiyi.;.%:onactton of .Pnpgﬂ‘fromm :
‘Symposiun held: in April, 1566 betwson irdependent Marxists, Communists, ™
_'Catholfés and uhatwnot, ‘especislly A. James Gregor “exposingh Ksrel Kosdiy /s

and ‘inclwiing tha-ususl speio ‘11ke Maximilian Rubel,  The thredunususl. plete
- arrey Marxism and the Moslem Worlds The Middle Hast Py H N
- Wm&ru: PR
. Touis Dupre’s .Comment on the fantastic article by Geurge L., Kline, who
_Horx wasp'S_ oven Moriginelsend the Obsolescance of Marxism'by Eerbert .
" Murouses which happens to be.the only one at this particulir moment thet.
--ooncerns me_ , K

@é}gm by objecting to the title given to his Paper !:ocauaa:_-i
o e question mark: "For me, .this question mark is the meak condensed
i#legtic in Merxian theory, bub-gpac ally, it is Aymbolie

\ail-the fac at 4 Bbaolote p :
mbolescence Validatos\the basis concepts of the theory™ {pe H09). ol oo

.. "7 Be then procesds %o present tho usual theory that "the lsboring:
. . ‘elassss.wie in no sanse & revelutionary potential® (p. 410} and further:
" atresses this daviation by saying that fhis is especially true in .ths.

nologically edvanced couxtries, afterwards,. howsvar, ho goes, not into
. process ¢f production bub on the .question of .the truly epiphanomensls
\\ ‘this solentitic mansgement, which operates most forcffully ln tad
and @ptsitta industry,has long sine s b

' &wﬂt_it.-lms become part of the bas
-"1‘1::.1'1.-, dcessary coats of produstion.” {p. 410) :
: _the.claim that the super-structure has suddenly Bodone—" :
Y ho developf what Merx had meant by the preletarilat .

e g i gl e a8 in thelr key role Wm- L
WIn Hegeijan terminclogy, this class is the @% .
sration! lof the capitzlist system and the establishef, veds )
and satisfaction., .But the emergence of such an @nternal>
negative forse whose existence and actlion would demdnstea_teo
the historical necessity of the trensition fR%om capitalism,
to scciglism u_lg],a,ﬂcgg_iin advanced industrial countries =
not by .vielent suppression or by terroristic medes of govern-
7?7 ment but by a rather comfortable and sclentific coordi.rmtion"rz’z o

i

and administration.” (p. 1)

Ho_fwhere does 1M use tho expression ¥one dimensionsl man® but
obviously he is explaining his thesis all over again, Moreover, he now relatas
1% directly to some other parxian ideas MMM'—J &
Lenin's MW Uthe intezration is by no
} , m8ans confined to tho B minority of the lahor burealrey but extords t
the rank and file, The underprivileged groups that besr the brunt of
exploitation remein outside organized lator."™ (p. 411)

. A then both laughs at the idea of "relative impoverishment! |

# '/ {the laughing consists of his definition of this relativs jmpoverishment ag

‘ Jf/of the worker who has only one automobile instead of two, one television

4 'instead ‘of thres) and trots out all over again that quotation from the

Grundrisse, which he had been using all along on tho questicx”T: and of -
Yabor time as ihe msasurs of things, only this timo he has €
appears deliberate,though I cannot imagine him not knowlng the0pp
In any case, here he is how he introduces this passage this time:




