T revolution into guerrilla warfare' ‘internationglis
_‘ °urreandi1g the . cltlea, not 80’ much by paasén
hy A peﬁti ‘“t Ab'm" jTt 13 Lxu..ﬂ .that gu.l.ﬂuu POWEI',.
veryohe“&ouldﬁonly”becnms:thefrulers-by'beihg‘Hao} ‘
wdaftex. all: these struggles; and after it took yeara JUS
o be able to giﬁe an official. statement on Lin (ox rather: mis
sfatement; thay“came up:-after a decade with the, Mao’ Tse-
~Thcugnt ‘being not-jusi Mao, but. Hao "representing" the - though*-

.of :the collecuivity dhiCh calls 1tse1f The People o Republlc of
China. L . . :

Bizarre as 1t may sound as well as unre;&ted 1 suddenly

said o mysal MT11) be darned oue not two'in. 1951 waus- true;’ .
even if I named ‘the wrong person as . one, firsg because there was
ne’ uther thought.'_‘,. _ L'*1:h:m the theory of s:ate-capital*sm,,i-f
;and theory 1is not philosophy. “No matter how many times you can

_ " ghow that: Humaniem was mentioned from the very: first
’approach to the theory of state~capitalism, and how many times

it was a ‘grei -deal more deepened- during those &40. years, especially.i
h

on . nfuﬂhi1e=0ﬂhw wee. .nok: cnly‘ABREu bun ;eLcLe

betwaen Hegel “Lenin and . Harx's Cagital not to menrion the :
actual wass outburst of 1049-50 no generaliza*ion“af the objeative

and. aubjective uas so integrally related as Lo constitute philow
..ophy.- o .




: uf revolt. . 3-u-rged
-' ' Indeed, ‘it's only 195?, when':"i&"-' weg comple [

_ ard I was writing tbe Preface, that the simple
" the aim of the book was two- -fold:  "the ze-establishm nt of ‘the:

- Humanian of Markism,. and “its ‘American rcots. . 8u, strictly“sp akin
. the theury which is 8o necessary when you' fivst face a: ‘totally s
¢ eritical, objective situation -- in this case, ata*e-capi 1ism

"’;can become the' threshold to philosonhy and “jugt becauss it's

threshold om.y, can twist you. backwa"d “as it has. _twié-.ed many

"In ordar to dig into, 88 well a8 measure up to the historic
dialectic that was created wi th Marx's continent of thought, we :
Cmugt. pausa once.again on 1951 and “one, not twu,"
in order’ to understand what happens when ‘there is no"One" . * .
"1.mean it was easy to show Meix and not Marx and: Engels, snd Lani'\,-
not Lenin and Tfotsky. But, after all, life does go on, 89 what,
_'happens vhen there is no "One"" When there is an" inter-regnum--

. there is theory, in & werd, there is no theoretic void, snd the
attempt to reach for a phi]osophy (like the tinal section of - _

. SCWR) instead of resching for the future . tries to trans—'-
;. form the. political conclusion into a philosophi" universal -
-the xesult wag: that by. no .accident whasoever,: CLRJ's Hotes oin- the
Dialsctic had actually stopped by calling attention to our" =

... +~Universel, which meant ::tat.e-Caplt:alism, and therefore simply
15(‘ ﬂﬂf‘ o {'I‘Ia 'Fuhuv-q ‘-nvl- ‘hﬂa\l’-w

- A
. S, ~$o - T;CuSt{yanm- il
“ -

) 'J.'he:'.‘i',-.:, e o E 4 1951 I spoke of "one, not two' , I was.
speaking only of the conclusion to- leave the SWP, The experiment
. 1.e, mimeographed (‘orrespnndence -~ wag chaotic enough' fox which '

Mpolirics" did seve us in the sense of recoguition that we:had -

. become de~politicalized not to recognize what-a new - worid stage

‘had been created with the death of Stalin,

, It 18 here that t‘xe greatness of .the break is. fully
phi, oso hie; . is. fully the. dia].ectic -of the Absolu..e, ‘a8 being a

-

TOm both tnaory ‘and ‘practice.’ ‘But;" there was'rnio living_

" the self- de*ermination of the Iﬂea

wnich; ncorporared 3'that unity of theory and practice remained
aha"ract.,_,'
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