: . You eannot imagine what a thrill i% has been for me to Hyps)
i this=-I am aure.nc teen-ager reading Forever Amber could ke more | .
i exclted.  And. now, in a day or g0, X will get to Essence. - X am "

~ sure that for the others of us who are raading 1t, we would lika ..
{-to./sink our teeth into it, witkout having: the extre dlaturbanes

“of following your- handwriting (It alwaye has had that type of " . [

effact on me at least, and that whether. it is clear or unclear;.:

‘i following’ the exotlo curvatures, the uncrosssd t's and undotted i'e
1 hag sonatantly kept me out:of breath, and only after I got over that
“hurdle could I go back for a: sesond raading as for eontsnt.), so Ii.
‘typed it, despite your admonitions. to the contrary.. However, just
An-case there is some profound reason for your stubborness that:I
d1d:not divine, I have sent the copy %o no cne, until Iiget your
0.X. Znoidentally, without the typing thay would aleo haye nof. . | -
the benefit.of meny - passage from Hegel that you were too ezheurted
‘$o copy cut, and no ons but us three nave degel. .~ - S
. . — A LT : s g
iy oo lost week T owas BO stimulated by the prefaces that. Il went
1 .pver the contents, and tried to rind some logleo.-to. the two dirferen
Logies,.and alaso to why ell the ‘sonelusions.in Scsumulationior -
Gapltai. I ventured ¥mkm out with a hypotheslg-~it muiat have bes
- one ‘of thoss plunges where you land wiih your head on the: cold. .. ..
gonorete since I heve not had a comment rrom Grace as o ny brasen
Here is what it was. - Comparing the: contents of the two Logiga,; an
thet of the French edition of -the Marxia Accumulation, .l  thought !
that in either case it might not be Just to make it easler for:the:
cvapdsr (or the reason I held to in the case of Marx, which warn tha
i*he felt he would die before finizhing the 3 volumes, and 'thought
40 . irclude all the conelusions plunk in Vol.I},.but sHat there mig
be a loglec to the dirferdnt. approachee, ;Bingce-in tvhe. Basllsr and:
s later-LOoRic Hegel includes his eonslusione pilunk in. the-beginningy
Preliminary Noticn, I felt that although'you might not-ba: able:to
.get. the concrete truth in zil its richness until after you have .-
'.§oza,through;the=whole_dralactic.winh him stage by: atage, neverthe-
eas he might be willing to introduce you 'in a_preliminany;ﬁay;tof?
his conoluslonse, onse you vers ‘acqualnied with the: Intrcductiion’ or
past nistory of philogophy. In -the oase of ¥srx, once you got the!
baslc prineiples and movement. - - = L T e e
Sl Ir 1t 1s logle, and net pedagogy Or AppPER ng death,
} that has been the oagse'ofutha-differant.rorm ot?%gzgé?andzdr:“ﬂ
‘Agcumulation, then I have many other developments that would flow
from it, but I would not wish to wventura out inte these xR if I am
on the entirely wrong track. - e PO S

‘Will'be in ¥y Christmas and look rorward'fbféeéiﬁg'youa‘ |
How have you found @mewsSe Mow is she? And SHEWED My very . .
best to both of themw-the cone Lln person,the other in ewbryo.,
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"~ i Daar Grace! _ ) S :

ao I have -Just menaged to shaks the ocld with wideh I returned

i to NY and po.can first now.put to paper the ideas I had on. the train

. regarding us two. I wish to propose that'wa Pegin s correspondencs

i regerding that orft (and no%t by accident) postponed articls:on-Gaplt

7 .and In . the splrit of the new me, I:propose no’such abstract. title
;'as the Matariallsm and Dialoctics of Capltal, but'the dlalesileslly:

i .eonerete The Significance orvCapitgljror,OﬁrgDay:UCAﬁqﬁthiaggrqposal.
i"insludes within.1% ‘the conceptlon, rot that you write on di ectics.
~and I on-'matarialism, but that we each write both. ' ¥ou'have no.idsa

whaet Jimmie's Notes on Pialectic have accomplished--=they have litarally

i released theusands of 1little self-craating germs (ave there suoh | .-

genil) which popy all over my hend and expand aevery old idas o
such new helghtas, that 1% begins tc look like ¥ underatood nothing)

- before. - Let me_glve .you an example. - I have often gquotad Marx's i -

statement that Ailcardo by a "violent mbatrastion” traneformed rate;
|
!

ofgurplus value into rate of profit;. I ‘would edd that without:
‘*'show’ pow ‘this waas done meant the Tailure To work ous tha relation |
; between the labor theory of value and the phencmena of tHe market,|
. and ‘so_ the labor theory of wvalue fioundered until Harz who waa not' -
i-inhibited by a “bourgeols sxin' showad the answer £hd thereby sreated
. klg theory of surplus velue,. R . - b

P oo Now watoh., -No doubt 4 I had ioc "prove" thsi I would
. have dealt into great minutlae orf this how, and of how profit is |
i'a relatlon to tolal, nct just-to variable, empital, ete. ete. ~Andl -
. rwhare An all this would thare have been a. connection between the. | -
i "ylolent nhétrnbtion'_orfﬂioardO'andjtha'trua_abmtractione:afﬂﬂarx?“-

i But presently I ocon ‘say that At was Hedsssary vo. dsacend from: the ;- ’;
. ¥1olent abeiraction to the gonorete transformation of surplus value .
_iinto pror’lt not in order %o "prove* the difference (in truth: there .~

!dg no difference since all profits equal all values and we are. = ..

‘interested in the totallty and not in the invidividual ‘deviationns) |
BUT IN ORDER TO RISI T0 HIGHER, snd THEREFORE true abstraction, - i

;whioch 1s that Surplda wvalue is s glven magnituda, etc. eto. - -

; Op the example-I gave on Luxemburg. Where previously |
I would meraly eounterpose, instesd of also correlate, history to
;logio, I pould wlth the nev eyes, say&hat she substituted for -
5“Marx‘a"un1versal capltalliam, imperialiam, orcating lava from: o
-~ this notlon—daterminatinn,_i.e.,'the Tixed pertioular {(imp.}-in which
. .tha true universal {ocapltslisxm} happened to be at the tims, : You more
‘than any one ¢ undarstand: the approach., ©Or, to ke moro corrsct, |
‘you having JRACRAAX dlaleotis as part of your knowledge all slong, -
‘oan Ffinally shed your inhibhitions An talking %o & mers woman of. :
:undergtandtng, and ac-prooeed scon to the aotuml draft of the i
article, : E Sl S I

C ' : ' - : . laet

~ ' GPRES hap long wanted %o finlah that unfinished/shepter
‘of Vol, IXX--me will let him give us nll hia ldoae, but I proposs |
not- te include him kn $thia oorrespondence {I will send hinm céplos .
of lattara I aend you, and you do the sawme, but I want us %o do :

- thia thing on our own, and involve him only as we apnroach the
.actunl ntage of rewriting}. _ . D

, 9 1{)
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¢ .. ... Here are some of -the preliminaries. - Although we - will [
talk of Capltal {and Theoriss), we must, of course, have in the back
¢f our mind, his early economlc manuscripﬁs.vfxt-aeeme:tqﬂme;that4j"
what has been happening 1a that the early economic’ manuscripts and,
i the concept of the alineation of lebor have -attracted,  to the 1lijtle
i axtent that they nre alive in Americea, the seotarimne.. Karouse who
i trlad to ges them out of the'septarian_cuutéxt?ana»uhogﬂthatcl,-*““
' “amlienation of labor was not .~ iere humanitarien "adjunct? to hise. |-
Y peal® economic theordes fell far shord of the task bssnuee he: :
i not how to use the dialectlc not nerely 1n_abatrab;irormf?bgt-
| sonecretely, by &lalectically combinlng thet ie the concepht of: e
‘‘allenation with the astual economlc lawe or, produsticn analyzed - |
. by Marx. -8ay like (what & say!) Herx was able dlalectlically to
. ‘combine the thegle "producticn creates itz ovn market" with " L
% the "workers cannot buy back ete.? by showing the Zetler to he' 1.
a ggggigggx_ocmponent . of vniue produciion.  The minute w2 :try te . .
chow alienstion and value aes equivalents, we will be ‘sat wpon by -
. the’ undesreonsumptionista, for the econor s% tendeney is a-much mors
i potent factor in the movement then ie the peatarian, ~But we musk i
. resmember that vhereas £h the '30s.the underconsumptionists were the
" main enemisas, in the ‘40z thke plenners ere the ehief ensmless 1.
Where planning was pubordinated to "buylng baok®,  the Trotekylst, |

. a#. distinguizhed rrom the Keyneeleng eould:yell No, planils more . :
" importent, and. aprear revolutlonary. . But now that everybvody,  from
. Pruman to Reuther, from ¥evian to Haston, all yell plan, ‘even the i -
quantitative distinotions fade—where we must reestablish plan by i .
" dpypge social 1ndividuals”, In any case, vhat do you say: to writing
! an unalysiz of the early sconomic manuasevripts PLUD that early lasf: 7
chaptier of Vuiume I that I will send you registorcd. (Remember 1% ... - iR
i ig the only pracious ccpy; what 2 damn focl I vae ebelling agsainst
! typing of al 1nconsaquan;ial_th1ngg:) S L R j
Another preliminary phase, We have never serloualy i
ansly=sd the various drafts of Bapltal, %to_the extant that we: know:
them, .. From the introduction of Engela. to Yol. II, We can sge, if Lo
. you watch oarefully the pagination of that first drurt, shat thie [ -
318 how Cnapital would have .looked: . T TP P
' . _ I. Commodltias &Money and Transformation
of Money into Capital. -~~~ . i L

II, Theories of Surplus Valuc I
'IXI. Capital and Profit, Rgteféf ?rdf%t_75'

IV.  ¥roducticn of Burplus Value; ' ! 7
%1l the way to the end of MwkxXEy
Vol. I, more or lesa. . BRI

Tn other words, Marx would have stuok to appsarance, the belng orft
capltal, oommo&ltiﬂa; And then again to the appearance ‘the form of.
surplus vAlus, not $o speak of arguing with all othar ﬁourgeolsf' :
theoriats (for some 782 puges), beforas he got down 3o the labor
process, in the speedy mannar ﬁn which he gots %o the essence in-
Yol. I As We know it, Hls little Pfootnote in-Yol. I, that he who! .
wishes to know¥ all hbout profit Dsfors he has laarned all about vslue,
will know neither the ona nor the cther, waa 2 generallization arrived . |
o at not merely by lcoking at"msn of understanding® but by izeing - I
s through the entire progess himsall in the notual writing: ¥hen am. =~
B giglj one of his letters he tharefore mums up the entire meaning of Capital
VM 94AL%an two pithy formulad dual naturs of lrbor, and. ssparation of value

|
.
|
i
f
{
!
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‘trom,protlt;‘ha-aums.up-bothithe,value.or,&1aleqpib;and;hisforigiﬁal'
‘- sontribution. We must.go into this. - {NB The gtalinieds in the |
: ~current.Bolshevik announds>g,naw,bcokg$$s‘Rueéian“go?:u g oo
_gxletters‘onicapltal; it seens & heftijolume,an&ﬁmig t: be poouplede

i yersion Tinally. Srock immedintely. with Four Gontinents; algo .01
‘i with the stand on 4Znd 8%t.. The full title le *E, Hars.: ¥.. ngelgs
.Letters abuut.cupi:slg(Piemu'éz,Kapitnlsﬁ'InstitutelH+E—L under v

'RCP(B);1948, 336pp.] it is reviewed in the Bolehevik, 'Cotils (#19) . -

R 'Itéish'tSLask'ybu,a}duéétibn‘féga?dﬁﬁg tﬁﬁfbﬁrhiahlbiiﬁty-, :
or oalling the Part on Accumulation of Caplital the Hotion. -If'yoy = -

¢ pemenber my subdivisions of Capital ware O, not 8, parte, by o0

. 4inel. Parts I & II as Phenomenns or Being of Gapital,'ParEsfxileVIg :
(with 6 ooouping a_ subordinate posiilen as result of walud prod.®

| ‘as the Esgence or Labor Process uf Caplial, and then Bot davdng . 7.
4o ﬂallvrart'VII or Accumulatio: of Gapitai the Hoiien, Iiealled .

‘it the Law of Hotion (Part VIII gz the primary,accumulatidh;waeﬂ it

treated by Marx as-a mere chapter of Fart VII in she finsl vavalon
‘and we will treat 1t thus too). How I have Pels that VYol. I indead

. containa sll 3 volumes, and in that order, - What do you  think¥ .~ .
Remember that in thse Accumulation he gummarlizes Vol. II, -telling |
7 e not to.get dazzled by the milliard transacticns of individuals,
‘and thus tells ue that where in Vol. X he dealt with the individual
eapital, Vol, IT will genl with the social capital, and then he '
| gummarizss Yol IXlby connecting the lot ol thz workare withithe
! ‘organis composiilon af capitnl, and if the secumulation oF “orpival -
- and’ the degradation of the workar, is not the complete unity of ™.

" abmolutc ldea plua practice axrikexragien, thes I do not lmow "~
. whare else kkexw you would 'ind so concrefe.s notion of cepitaliem,

Of course ln ihe dontext of the & velumes, Voi., IIT .~ 1

. or the study of the dzoline in the rate of ororit and criges, 'ls |
: the Notion , but I am confining mysall now To Vol. I. “-.7 it :

.. 'Ona final.word of preliminaries. The impedists pOsSS- |
Harxh“pariod%revolvad‘aruund-Vol;.I,'and the revisionlst was one i
who deniad oriaes and: wanted to roform onpLtal. The fight -arcund |

" Yel. II has a two-fold enemy: in Ruaala 1L 1a’ the Narodniki- whe |

D hink shat. without market Rusala eannot develor gapitaliatioelly} @ -F

_ An Germany where Amperialism riges, Luxemburgl sm—-Not a reformist -
bagomes a. revisioniat; but a revolutlonlet now ocouplas- that Tolow— -
that is how strong are the ilmpulses Trom the ohjective davelopment;

"1t oomplicatas the iagk, evan au oounter-rvovoluston begomes complex -
Wa 1live. whare Vol. IXI 1. tne problem, but wo Must remembar, #d I -
mentionad naviter, that wharean 1D the 308 the unénraodgump%ionist;'-
wem=s Ltha enemy, in thr 406 1t 1s thre plannera. That 19/ beaauee the
nroblem of nur age balng statifiontion of vproducticn and stratificantion:

 of the prolrtariat, both the Stnlinkst Pphurepuerat® and the labor i -

| pureaucrat are nll readying plan to sunpresfs tha rovolutionaxry C A
proletariat. I would llke us to talke the illustratione ¥arx givea -
for the law of acounulation, whieh e have haratofore pARGSOd UR. BE
old statiptiom, and gombine it wwith laus row chaptera in Yol.
and Vhink all tho time of 18648, and sme what would resalt:fyom

| MTheg Revesnuse and 3helr Sourcas"; the aristosracy of labor (yes .

. Marx mentlions thex) and labor buroauworady fasing orlsems, . .= RS

. ,‘r“. o : - o
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~ .- Hare are extracts fros LenintA o6l n Hegalte fitatory of Philosephy. -

*iwhich pretby fairly surmarises 15 6D vympds. - Gene i the exhilaration Lo
“fgl1t in- rending and commenting upcn.the Logic: ‘haraiL iz guite sharp with. .
FEopél, secouging hirm of sinpdoTingCRemertatisn, glognlng avor -idesliom; niding

‘wemknoases -as well na vaoillaticns that one “(Arietotle ) philesopher exe o

perienced between idealism and materialism, ignering the weberislism

‘ 21 erass thin-gruel”: ef Flake; “whe

Demoeritvs and giving us "myshtie

WHat is of great. imporkance

',_iv,,' the ‘monner in whioh ‘tl‘irwg‘t’ man'(V.Iij.} ‘maptered
. - apLer

tha dinlectie, He tekes. Hegelts analysis. of the, Elewtic schgol: Mfe f£ind
hers: the beginning of dislectic, "i,el, simply the. purs novenent of ‘thotghk:. -

\ “in Hotions: likewise we seo:the. oppositicn of thought Loward APPORrance OF - 4.
<"genguous, Baing, or of thet which is implicit -t the being for another of - - L
" this implicitness, -and -in the ohjective oxistence we see the cefilradiction 70

which it has in itself, or dialsctic proper.” (P.240]

" And he proceeds to work cut:these two determimations’ of the diglectia
("pure movewent of thought in Hotien', and "in the obiective existonce. we.
'see:the contradiction which it hes in itselfl,.or Airiectie: frover! }:which! =
ohn Ba.summed up, I think, in his statement thab dinlecktic "proper” means.
" geeing contradiction not only in sppenrance but in egsenac. - Thet is . eRhsy.” '
“onocugh to .see when it is appiied to eapitalism; Te know Giere, 1t contra-. 7o
diction not only ir cormoditicg--ugo-v & v, but in velue itsolf-~ieongrate - - .-
. and abstract labor. But when it comes te epplying this seins - prineiple to |

‘revolution, we shy away from this contrediction in essence, ‘and wizh-tel Lo
¢ fight only capitaliem. . Lenin teught us to Tight alsn Penshevign, sa.we. . i)
‘agree:-to the: familier and the. rroven. - Buk Tretikyisr has” gobben-perbicular~ .-
" 1y’ stuck there sinee the Stalinist are "for' revolutionw-nnd zo thay merely
“gan say but they are not "venlly" for whils the Trotskyites are "really”
o fer, instend of gettirg a dsfferent notiom-determinaticn 'of revolution.
7 .where it mesns in-essenco’ only "to & man", and nothing else is "really" -
ler nd really"for'. T e e T T

" ¥y I feel sure that thot! is what Lenin is hi tting ot is the feot that
“suddenly he stops the genoral mnalysis ond carments to himmelf': “HWork out:’
S . ¢ - Plekxhanory wrote on philoaophy {dinlectic), probubly- .
nearly 1,000 pages..,There ig thom nil about. the Larger Logic, sbmt it, -
" dta thoughts {i.e. dialectic propsr a5 -n philesorhic selencel!t™™ L
. In other words, Lenin has decided that: not snly enn"you net understerd
- Qapital.without the Logia but: yeu cannct. understand ‘philosophy without-™

*the -Logic=-not evon if you havs all othor waorks ‘of Fegsl, with the possikle.
" axceptien of Fhenomenology sinee thut is what he used for Imperianliam.
-~ It is either logic "proper', cor ¥eu write bosh Tor 1,000 ragesa and. nake :
“evory om think you are leavred.’ -~And he onds with dialeotic also when Yo




.anda his commenits’ on. acept:.cism whose di alec 10 is auaiuar-..u 1' Bae
‘ quotea ‘Hegel, riv:mg incidentally a much behter treonslstion of t&m"
-.pausage than the one found in Hu.ldane~ where that tra.nslai:or -.mes tha
! .__vrord_ oonoern Lenin uses. wrr.pped up 1n tru ;

P “These sceptical tronas in i‘aca cﬁnoem (wrurwd uu in--\” } )
that which ie onlled” dogmatio: nhilosc,_hy (n‘y nature 1t must revol’e in
“thene forma~-VIL)--nct in the sonde: of its having a ncuiti‘re eonfant
but ne assez-ting somaﬂung dete’mimte s’ 'bha absomt‘.a. (585)

And Len‘n circlea arcn.md hxs oxmlusmn, j.vii.n t-wo da-sp haa.vy :
lingy:! _gninat the a‘b-olute nf Hsge; Hara ia t'he eu-hryo ot die.lsatical
Vma‘harialimo

Havr aa:.arting sr“ething detemmato an e u.bsoluta ..e n usen
R againat Hegel here snd:also in_snother place wheres he ghows thet Hegal :
.. the dinlectician was "insapable of un'lerstandirg Qianlecticnlly Lhn

- transition from matter to movoment, ‘from matter. ko oensc-eusnoﬂa--e:pee
:iaily the-seocnd. . “And. then ha vmakens 5 little toward Hegelt "Marx
oorracted. tha mistake’ (or waaknaus:’) of.the. mvntic.. JiVie 'P—vzmv the 1au1':, of :
_undurstanding was due to nok seoing +tho- Fole of Jabor W ok ‘likewise was

" not 80 clear.in Hegel's: day as m Larx.'s, but whet' are we ' to ‘think of:

our. o day I.{a.rxists who keep o aa':ert:.n‘, Bmeth:ng dot»sxﬂn,u.to_&s he

o ’.', absolute

But: here:I wish~-—thi.. is add"eaeed 't:u Gracc—-to davclop "hia not
in réa.!:ion to nptienalired propsrty o sonuhsm but (1) in re;ation '

g of” the ehanged structure of I.iurx 8 bq.piml. Thnt for- nnothar Lime w.wn o
_it isntt s0° 1ate i‘n tha night. . Ha\'o i‘un v'ith .uﬂﬂi‘ﬂ meaxrwhile. E )
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"t meens you should, Your, nome establisghed there would mesn & lot

'77u13;~of'Ph11, I gent you., ocould we formulats a letlsr which .

L3gLa(
- 1/31/49"

" Dear GeEP:

Sevoral unrclated things that ngéd,eoéméﬁtl3f' 

L First, I was very glad.tc get your repori on.the City -l
Convention; it @iscloeed you grown e gorganizational rag—: .- o
T ponsibility within s real, lnstead of' mersly an ideal:contexb.. .
' Exoellent, . P T R e T T T i
~.. The Lucien matter I will hendle by sending Bt learl one-
packsge in my ovn nsme; I cshnnot’ sse how an urgent eppeal coulds.
“Ye ignored. AlY you need tu 1s turn his nmme inito the EWRellefly -
“they -may have it on the 11a% already, or they may hesndle all.
° through Paris., He was vory highly regarded when I was thers,.
- but he alsc had many deviationa.,  I'11 ksep away from Rebin. o
- About &3 ®X32; 1T you-can wrlte as you p].e.as;.e;-,7.‘;.,by:;Q:.'.!.l'I
‘to .us. .I’had beern thinking of your connsction with him labtely,
alec in the rollowing respect. Since I would: Just.appeal: to - |
Am, Councll of -Leerned Society's Rusesian Tr.. Frog. 'oold, we". =
‘would not naturally Heve the beet reaults, I underghand that.
.. that.program or at leset society hae somé relationehlp. to Welsa
. magazine; they reprint materlsl, ete, eto, On the basls ef the
Notes on Boimnce of loglc thal you translated and the ones con
- ‘he  would be w11lling to sponsor Lo that program? Let me know. .|
" ‘mince I bellsve that would be a better way o hendle. the mattery
‘AT posslble, - - : v . o o ';“1'”

«- ' Regarding the letter te G. ' I peraonally Belleve the letters -
" ghould be written rfom NY; they have an uneven lock of neceszily. .
‘when hgndled ss we did,.  Hothing fatal, you:runderstand, but Just . -
".uneven and the other way iz better I think. 8incs I was asked %o ::
write this one, and since I -showed I meant %o write;ahbrieﬂ,bneL,
- the suggestlon on Gp-Hp that-oame'in,-;hcugh-nécasgary;and;thatig
~is why I put it in, was quite overwhelming. If. one point i3 6.
‘pages, when the rest and most lmportant part ls.2-3,.there oanﬂ
_be no avoldlng that overwhelming impregsion by putiing, ds youli
" suggrated, the matter at the end.  .X.Tolt on the-contrary>that,Py--w‘
“putting it at the end 1t would ‘evan -be-more out of context, andi- -
gean to say, I wrote you & letter, but really T meant, ate, etsi
“’At leaat withingontexi 1% would sppear, though wordy, not as 1fi.
" the arterthought wae more important than the content. I repeat,
.nothing 18 sericus, but I do think letters should be sent from
- 'NY, and eo show thia varagraph te J. o : . oot

. Intend %o Araft s letTer about the Philesophic Notebocks |-
tomorrow, but perhans I should firat wait for your comment
© about involving Welss, . . R
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i Reflection it becomres

lag Agtualltys

. Dear dXEDSR:
I Hegel!'
i saiae 1T i€ really -th
fla;on'the‘prcfun R7
_“real“have*clariried Tor
'*rathgf~thanﬂthn.Notion_
1oancrise

e

'thia:.

. Comsider;
n--becomes: the

I productio
i Marx &1d
production of Vol.
Awm An.Yo. TII,° Hence
" only &s-no true oppositt
‘question), but &3 insep
apitallem, : :

IT =

L ‘Ta¥ke on the one
the ynisy of Epgenge At
and;un<taple SpppaRance
persiatence
Although Exi

gtence is fhmm
yet posited in it.
HRANCe |

form is not
in- this procecs ie ADDRE
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On the cther hand
s the law ©
he one and ths same time,

vwhere he state
promoting at Gthe
_snd overvroduction,
eurplus.populatidn.
. of"the general contradl
esgance Of whicl: reside

ane

Burp
regard to ¥
racongidor

_the rinitennar pnd the
of ceoitallicst produc
any: 1f zhe

5. analysle of thh-“iﬁflﬁite
dity of-

s‘the_degradati

thig for-use theorntlee:l

‘and non-pers

ontrnt of bot

but its un

airrerent, tha

Then the

ius Val
aluera roslding
his statemsl

Y tion. "
xEhx Anrinits pvr

Fab.1,1945 .

4n the rinite® he- -
1, and Lenln's -emphas
r'the ideal inio the
b y .88 'the A
18 Law of Accumulation which
ne wcrker);'offcspltnlist

inrinite
the.

v
{¥hrich

on. of

which la Tea

productiel
ddalpr_capitaliam:flnfinitsf
tlen we havs‘coﬂplete”chaosﬁf
y when he,shnwed;that.thé
ndeﬁ,ln"thevgeneral-éontradlctinn o
- we muet. new analyre plan”ana;chadﬁ‘nqtﬁi
LY axbept,ﬂofgcourae:where B
arable moments of

when the 1
“pealdty, .

the'gedsrai'contradioﬁgg

_ 160; Actuality 18
ghapelass Easende?lvalne?ff
Buet?fe),or sndeterminate o
tiplic¥ty, in 1t have thelr
ediamcy which has emerged'out‘bf:ﬁroﬂnd
it aenermineafand“forms'itSelf;
this prraistence is det
mE 1% develops 1taclf in
., bwo totalltlies ©1
cted 1ntp'1tselr}_and*the-othérgés
1. Relmtlon representn;tﬁeir:fcerj
ch 1s the:RelatiOnjof*Inphr;faﬁd;”i
h isa Qne'1dentica1”foundntion?and-
form.” (g8d/ve?) And also taXe:up pp.i?8—:
ot the form-determlnntlona,BhleNécesslty
ity now 18 ceternined &S indlffefentftq]
the form-datermingtlion that 18, between.
rnd so thie Aocturlity )
as indifferent 1den?ity,'cantaing for
t is, as merel a.variety'of'dgtermiha
in general. Mhis Actuallby 15 Real:

‘nang Hegel, Tol,ITips
d Exlotenges
(boom and

i1stent mul

.
b
L}

Ty
W

as refle
Kagentia
n of whi

~and, to intro-

cT content, one

m o
tion

34 ta a glieg

e b e e e R

i
I
!
;

L

+

ctuallty S
Lincludes o

~1828;
“planned
£ caplial

o
truth.

ermined only

8 |

178=

ie. one wh ch;haeV&fﬁg:

R

1
]

© Real Aotuslity ns"such 1¢ the Thing of
;gting'worlq;;;“ T

take Marx in Vol. III, first page 283
f the deollna in -the rate .of profit as
conzentration of ecaplital,
eriasle, surplus—cnpltal_with_-
very. dirficult and .crucial daflin
of caplialien®, © . 208=3,; the: .
g in %he conflloet batwean expansion. of -
of voluew. Add te this the aBec
ue where ne. spnaks of produetion ¥
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"ov-capltallist production 1z thet it cannet be real;-lt:cgnno?,ﬂl

boeapsa At 48 conditioned iGround?)ron {1} clazs relations,. 2) .+
self-expansion of existing valuea, : In other words, planning,. .
goclal planning, can only exis$ when not grounded within clags

relationa. . -

;;?;h_fmu_gﬂg‘wgg

" -/ When it is thus groundad, the anaver to planning 1! B i ]
- and No. Yes, planning is easential %o capitalien end hasg always; - -
characterized the ractory pvoduction-and;prcducthnI?EIatiunshipi -
for 1t.is the vharewithal of extraction of greatsst ancunt- ol Tyls
-surplus value,  No, nlanning 1s'not;esaentia1;'ch&os=1s;ﬁthﬁune’ B
.while within production thﬂre‘residea-xhegtendencpﬂtoﬁga{cutsidag. i
- the -linitg orf produeilion, elass: relations an&;éxieting-valnaSijz R
.impose.a 1imit on it which‘expresseg“itealr,in:uheaanarchy'of_ S
5,the7market.-“ﬁm'zhe_aams'time_capitaliém'eun nevay really plan: !
because 1ts law of motion 1s impellea by rsvroduction aceording | -
“to s-n-1=-t sat bngg;lgrmsrkﬁt,‘and.;husrevan'1f:all'gcgditionn i
;are maet as to planning in rnctory,.,xternal‘planningaas;to;marke$, -
and ‘labor paid at value, the incesaant:revdlutlon2é1n1product;on S

~of neceselly masn "development or preductive forceg of labor at | ;
the axpenge of the alrcaﬁy.craacedfm?aductife-forces“; 'ﬂ'ﬁ-'”-'j
: . We must now bresk up plan according to ita historicadl. |
‘appearance. Contrast appearance of plzi in the USA and USSR, 1 .
First asppearance in Amevica in 18886 arter the defant orfpopulismf e
‘and rise or yas, Technology has glven thls money-mod ‘impulse o
to capltaliste, and at the gpame time oreated = Joh for the: R
gclentlet for sclentific REBEARCH ie now given problems to. solve! o
The first: statement of plan, then, ie monopoly. - The second .- | -

statement of plan is statificntion and it tokes shape in war of 191

The "third etetement, s5%111 USA, 1s 1933.1948, where'the'decline-g _

in ‘the rate of proriti plus ratlionaiization of productieon and: the -
g

belt system as the relgning mods of labor, plus one world-edness:
~ocreates the constant state of ecrisas and insolubility of under—'|:.
consunptlonlem ‘execept through war snd inedlubillty of'crlsqageveg-

through war and planning.“ Barbaric planning wa_mightrgalljlt.;.rx

In the UZ3R, on tho othar hand,. first appearanca'ofjp&aﬁi-.“
comes with revolution iteslf. In other words the Single Plan. and the:
Declaration.of the Righta of Toilers are inseparably one, and thie - ¥
is seen in fact that the Eoonomio Council 1s eubordinate to- Couneil -
of Lsbor and Defense, Slogans retain this unity: -slectricity plig .
workers power, nte., 1920%s aignifiosnce we -know.  (Hers I wish only
to call attention to the Taot that Whan'LT'proposed'plan administra
lvely, he of necessity also renvaluated appit iien for he statedl
thet_ite unlty was maintained "by aupply and demand”! And wished|™
to make of: plan under workers state "an organlzatlonal-taclinical!
task" ‘which retalned capltalism"mechantism' *but of coures excluded
class atruggle®!!), ‘Becond etztement of plan i 1228<38, the |

~traneition to capitalist relntipng vhars valua aphpeavs shapeless:
and gapitalilast ricultures in instituted differently In form thkan
defeat of populiem in USA 1in.187¢€ but where thou genergl jgaw - .-

of development 1a similnr. - Third Statsment of Plan gombtincs - f-
2nd and 3rd iIn UBA.  in a eense the move from Stakhanoviem to b
éf L

Stata Lahor Rezerves. (1032-19490) ig the move rom monopoly te

etate, and 1943 and the belt system coimpletas the prosess, Qur
Tavorite pasangs from Vol.II,p.120: “But 1t is olesr thet sapitalise
produotion can only oxist and endurn, in aplte of thn revolutiona of
oanital-value, so long acs thia value ¢rentes mora value, that ia,

f0 long ae 1t goen Lhrough 1ts oyoles #elf-devaloping vrlue, or

80 long ne the ravolutions in value cen ba overoome and balanced in
some way.* Thnt some way isg the complete degradation a7 workere- g? o
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Cear Elgma:

' An anplysle of vhe zeneral contwadictlnn of capit.
'*Fm, in dlnlectic terms,“etill_rﬂmninn unvirltten;  but; in th
Erocasu of laboring on 1% I came acrose the geetlon An:Brfer
~Being on Barrier and Ought which I. talieve poaes: ‘tho problan.-
I want your help in tranapoeing it %o Vol,IXII of" wapiual both.
as relates to.p.292 on the. general contrad!ation
the socallp’ 1nst oauan cf all erines.

A Lnt me first state 18 in olitical torma:

CAimita of oapitalist proﬁuction ig tha" consurption‘of t g
prolatariat:pald at valus, That lg tha zlphs’ and-omﬂga of,ahe L
unﬂeronnnumptlomizts.‘ But the renl barrian pays Marx is capiual“*

augnle. o Now heretofore we have used tho . tarms urﬁcticpilg R

B 1nter—changeahly, undercnnaumptivniﬁug spying it-lis. opnsumptibn"

cand The decline in rate of crofit thnor*ste eAying, #o it ia

eapd al- but: nei.ha“ slda made any’ aiqtlnction vatwaen 1lpi
Coand. hn?"!“iﬂ?‘- hnw. with t'hn !-m'!.n nf‘ {gm‘ra‘! '!nt :~n 1n.t~nﬁm~a'

distinctiou.”

: 5L,p.144' ”But aince, fur.hnr, othernaas is itse]f dater~
mined aas 1imlt, or negation or negation, the otharnass 1mranqnq
to ﬂometh ng 15 noslted as tho rﬂlnuion of two sidaa' :

'

'i.
0
1

(“nthernes« fimanet %o Momntning” ia onpstqi T g;
_ v"oduotion, ana the “aletion er. twu 1dan is c,v)

S : “and the splf-identy of . Somnthina 6 hhinh both determinaF' 
m.ticna nnd modiricntions bnlong 19 its 1nurovevt9d relatioﬁ..;.; o

(“tha aplr—identy“ 48 conetant. capitrl aﬂd arinble cani‘al,:
toth’'gnpitai that 16, and the introverted .relation e - .7 :
Marx's famoud the means of productlon consume the:- 1ub0“ar S
;mot the lzborer tﬂn nonne o_.pronuction) ' :

.S&in 2y ﬂnunln of. linr" on gsme . rasa rnﬁ we:onme. to “Thq nronar
linit to Something, thus porited of 1t as something neﬂative ‘and
- alao wzgential, 4@ . no longor Limit as such but Bnrrivr. ' Wn hnf
“here thon not, Juat 1imit of laborer pald at value er "the &
porverty and . regtrietrd consumption’ of the mpeses®, but the barrier,-
~ papltal. iteelf, which consiste of the presnrvntion of the. exist}ng
©epapldtal, Znnlf-exnanelun, unconditionad nroduct;rn--t 2% 15, allt
-contradicton; anc’ mutixlly exe’ un:nrrf. o .

hegel oontinuns. "But Earrier is not onl; Liwnt- vhich 15 posit d
1B 1031;&&‘ the negation sete both weysn, sinece thai which it
- puits as negatad is Limiv: {now: nrcduc*ion *ol‘ovjng origne whil
sate limitatlions,B)for thio latter L that whieh is comaon to -
Something and Other. and alno. is. thw detarninnteness of the Bolnge
in-Self of the determination nsa auch This Belng-ip=-2elf. g thdn o
"~ the nrgqtiva relation to 1%s limit {which im: alro ﬂtatinct rrumilt,“_
or to Atae’lf _tanken nm Barri@rtﬁfh_‘ L1s: Cupht, ™ _ s

._;_,31;.____;.;

_'l'h_u' "l}nrs‘h.i‘“" oY ung
meete, in Marx, with th
moda of production ie ens of the hia.oricnl menng by which the.

mntoz&al foreea of productlon arn developed and the worldumnrkaﬁ
requlred fornm them e"pn»nd 1t 1= At the same time 1n uont:nu&l!

% !‘.5‘.1'!1?'-91}3 mant. nf -\nm'!ugtivn foromse

1310 i
e followving - *+iuua, while the cepitallst i




" analysis of  Shachtman's sorrowful ceosssption .of Russia ia

. :gonfliet:with this historieal 'tééié-"ﬁnd"théf ccndititmécf "
G .krs_o_f:ial_. productlon corresponding to aggel T

T ~.u;J_HﬁrQ..historical,'ialboth.finiteTﬂndfintinita;v_’ 3
'.a'p&:«.‘i.'il,!ﬂ.ng_‘::ncule''ci"_pw:'odu':.‘.1.’.5.1::':1~._and'.'t.r:ri.l;a‘.'-.‘r,aezi-;as,.ur.n_t:io:'sgq_li.};t.‘Lc:vned‘d=
*production,: . 8ince-tho Infinite ig.the- tros reall by of ?-g;:pd.;.;g:t:,_ .
as Tull developmant:of productive foroes, and fhis pari ouler

finite, eapitallet produstien, is incapable of ity the myato

ete. and will when negation of, negatlen iein

matanz. erl st : ingﬁqziét;ngglibitsutu1as§abligh;other.

flim;qs»whioh:arajfﬁhl1barrieps;*buttﬂhehﬁ;h@%ﬁelfﬁiﬂeﬁtiﬁ of:
ﬁo@ething“nnzxxusx,bfeaks“up}by_variabldfcapitalyﬁhnoying,ofﬂ
‘oapital and transforming the Ought- to an 1s by transposing the
fntroverted relatlon) that is by objeat becoming Zubjec '

: I’ working this out, will you also tell me vhather 1%
4sn't true. that the being, or gormodityy:of iCapltal,itirat.
Arohaﬁtor;:iﬁn%t?ﬁiffarent*rrczuheingt_Qrgﬁrafitg?Ofagﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁl‘ .
“¥ol.III, and therefors whaother III {snit exigtence as contrants
C tw or "exnansion® of heing. S e e

-t

. ‘Incildentally, in Determinate Peing I alsc found soemthing: that.
‘you: no,doubt know and arg having in the back of “your mind in- .
scorielng out-the Unhappy Cons¢lousness:of the Phenomenology,: ..
but since 1‘?Was,new-toima;gl;likegﬁﬂstating:;t;;{ppglqavaig,
"The.determination: of finite things:is.none _other Than-their -
-end;~ understanding persists in thie-scrrow.of Finitude by ool
making not-being the detarmination of . things, and also maklng |
‘A% ‘at:once onduring and absolute,” “I. 2o .not know ofia’

not a’ workers stete, which ncn;bain$;.naged-Btaliﬁism;;hqg
.. promptly. turns ‘around and mokez 1t Yat ocnce enduring and-
- abaolute" and fmaxihex l‘might_adﬁ,'glabalt; S
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) Lo Xgur lnbte“,ﬂid h@lp, and hopn yoa do no* thinx
that ‘my ‘boldnegs. ig: beglaning Lo border o0 brarzeness 1 .I:
navertheless try ’to. pu“sue ‘the point, . Naturally wa. muat be‘

‘very wary: before we rush. to’ 1“J.Ll.]. the. loglical’ categor*es or ik
Hegal With specific class content, and: it is gurely true that

“the ‘%ought snd:-the Barrier"*ar the PDeterminates: Being-whinh :

LG, capitallst production ere: ratber due tol th; Tac hat that
i@’ one of the” forms of determinate’ belrg than 46 . tho ‘Tack. Shat'
‘the dfalectic of ‘the apecific contraaﬂctions of eapitplist is
akin:.to’ the: dialéectic of. éeterminatp ‘béing.. But’ 3ou‘yoarself*
show the! limitations ‘of- Fegel yho. hag: nnt lived Lorgeend

:evei greater contradictlons of capltaliet productlon.%
the ese.. : R

: (l)fﬁegel‘s “beclwaraneas",*n Ohn-ending that thaugh %

“1n developed civic Boslety aggregataes ‘of “indlvidusls: b-longing .
.%o different trades are in o. cortain relation to one smnother®, |-
;f'”,at111 “LHls sields neither lave of Feaeure nor ppculiar Tormsii

: ( )thprn 16 hot on;y nﬂe dlaTacbic theo“y wh¢cn he “ame
~valoped in.al ts complexlty and motlon, but hisever p“eapnt
conncioushpsq of thm n*stnry. Thus -he su.aka of Lné inappli~
oability of the form of Flati's dislaguen to-his day ‘Laceuse -
ef the Yunrest of modern congelongness". The progundity of the
Hegellcon dinleectic you ars mors acutaly conecious of than I. =~ {-
-2 I need nct belabor that point, but rethp* procsed atra*ghtwav_'
‘w1th .the help. of ﬁprxﬁ and- quﬁn“* o p"ﬂoc wnntﬁﬁr I_am on: tha_ﬁ~”
"1qnt tracm. . ‘- i : RN SRR

‘Marx not merely “applin 3" thn aialécuie'tO'uhe'Economic
lowa. of capitaliem, and: qot merely - uritic*zed Hegel' fov. aeeing:
o6nly. the poeltive eido ‘of iabor becaus o him labor was apir=
itual laber, but he worked on the. important assbpntion that £

.HEegel had the point of view of *modern nolitical seconomy“ which]
- me we know, reduced wealth 8o laborj but failed to break up labor-'
- into concwete and sbetract. That would spem to warn Te-agalnet’
r41lling these loglcal categerlees with specific clase relations
especirlly the eauegories of ‘Being when wa are deallng with' CriJ
vhich I bknlleve Iz the Actuallisy orf’ caplualisn, and thue are:de 1-.
ing with a lower éinlactlc. than theat of essence snd no.ion.. ‘Buy -
.that never stopped Merx and the faot thst he could not work out ! .
{I.mean dled befove he could) thie dlalectic of crieiz Ain 28 preo
- else a manner aa. he hnd in. commodities shculd nct keep us- from_
- venuuring ’oruh - : ' '

E . We havn moreover, Lanln ahc “trnnslntod" 8 rco& ueal of
"Hegel for us and is extremely porsintent. in seeing laws end-
‘metions esvarywhere go that even where Hegel says concept {not
;thingsibut.concept}, Lendn esiye *ngt' thiﬂg;,nuu the laws ‘of*
thaelr novemant, matcrla;ia*icp*ly preanking.” '_Anc_eu“nly'hegel
himself to whom 1drnt1ty wae. an unsapqranpd Cifferance” wlil -
not bite us when we do Try to derpen the difference between LN
imit and barrier., Ferhaps in working out the loglcoal coroeptio
£ this relationship wo will achleve the true dialcetio of the -
geneval uontradiution or u&plt&llﬂm.- : o :
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= - F“om +h9 atmple “olﬂ+ c“ V1P”,of lnnguage.m‘imlt iH -
_boundary which I dare say yoa might get-shot’ trylog Lo croes,
but At ig'at: leasd physieally poszible; barrier, ‘on the other:
“handg, ‘baras your way phyelceally as well, say a ncunta;n Larriar,!
‘and even in the populer mind we think. of. barriar not a8 n simsi -
-boundary but as.somathing that obstructs progress. ~You- put =
Uit philogephically wheh you''said . 1imit propsr-is: barrier-4
Lenin alwnyr likea to emphaslza dialectic rroger wnile Jimmi
1ikes the PTnhaaic on.the definition of prup@r ns MoutTer ol
itaelr®, hia ‘Anner necessavy connection® ena “the. “t“anaition
aretwo othér elemants of: the dialectic proper we liks to:
anphasize,”. "Lenin brenksa up- the’ "npcesal*" or gponnection” and.f
“.Pthe immanent-eaergence "ol the: diffe; into the heceseary | -
“tie-inTof tpndenelies; and ths oblect §€7§v3 Antion. which.results
in. tHe struggle of - the diffavenges of polarity. The tendencles |7
in.capitailst production whoge evolution resull in the general
gcontradliction are in conauauuretruggle be4tween the usnuenuyﬁo
expand and the tendenoy to n“ﬂsevve the ‘exiating values, . Our-
" problsm la when does the limit of ‘undarconsumptlion turn into
the barrier of splf—etpansion. I will not myeslif pide farthen,
tut I know I hit uvon eoﬂﬁthing An the oughv and barrler and.
I would like to sece you dgvs;op in 1ogica_ contaxs: Thera 15'
no urgency sbout uhis, but ¥eep 1% in the Dack of - your hesad,
and I mlght De able to: enier the grens acain as I reanh the
dialentic of aseence mnd hotion,

Just one 1nc;denua“ uord 26 to iaws. ‘1% Eecirs to me  that
that tf> has degrees of validldy whieh- ccrr@a :andg o degreea o
or. sconomic devaﬁopment and the Torms it nvns ia- oa"oncfnts
~or 1deologiozl developuent,: TnP."'lnguom of -lawa" of which
Hegel sgeake ln the Phenumonology thal I rererréd to-aid that;
‘you are working out now as part of your aspay on thi Phenomenolngy
16 a rather low form and false and henee 'my relereice to tte K
avhllicablllty to. the Russizn stals of ldeclogical deve logmont;.
o Law . of Qevelopment, kn the ather oik hand, 15 ap opposita con-
cept, and gives ue the motion of developa 2nt of soc laty 4 rPP-
. pncttvp of .the consciousneas nr mar, & swore .popular way of
‘stating thdes Y1g to show that ncononlc levs desoribe acononic
behavior Jjuzt ms philoaonhic lawg desls with the bohavior of-
. “cognition. Likewlse. the sonnootlon of, averything s through
- laww and we -have the unitj, tdegntity, inseparabllity.of. oppoeitee.
" At a"lower”{*f stapge tne momenta of 1"" oculd be idenilfied as-
megaure, . What T am drlving . at 1s: L7 the moTenta-of qualliy @
. ara belng and non—bp;nb,- and thasas of quantily, eontinuliy and
‘discretenecs, and e unisy of nunl;t" and guantity the meaaure
of thinge, could we pay that measure is o law of belng and any
~mechnnioaily $rangwosing that ints esasnces and antion 12 so
innocent of the contradisiionz in 1ife’ thst hisz thinking hes.
reverted fo g0 primitive a atnge that 1t can ha ~0ﬂparcd with
nothing highar taan mythelogy, o1r the \lnvention of  goda Tor.
overy elencnt tncnmprazensiblp to him, %.e,, tast he han not
‘magtored-~-and he hne not anstered any, Fron nhunﬂcr=na“llghtﬁtnﬁ
tn alr te water, olo, rtc.? L




