o L sept. 2%, 1978
T0 ALL TEACHERS, STUDENTS, READERS
AND RE-READER> OF MARXJ.;M' AND fREEDOM

‘Lear Collesgues: : o ‘

I should like to call your attention to'p. 89, par.<
of. Marxlsm and Jfreedom: "He who glorifies theory and genius
but fails to resognize the limits of a theoretical work,
falles likewise %o recognize the indispensibility of the -
theoretisian.” Although the lagt five words of the sontence

' 1s undeviined, it has heretofore had 1littls attenticn since
tHe other underlined word, *limits% had to be stressed in
thie seéotion on "The worklng Day and the freak witi the
Congsent of Theory¥. i . _ .

- . Howaver, it has to be gtressed ‘now that, first, I then

‘had -caly & bowdlerized* version of the Grundrisse. Indeed

I began streesing that as soon as I was able to getb
Grundrigse translated for me at the end of the 19608, at
.which point I was so anxlous that all others reasd it that .
"I made it . a condition for prepering Philogophy and Eevolution
to-'be published, :at which point it was tO be an Appendix.
That became unnecessdry to insist. upon, as by then, 1973,

a full translation appeared in England.  Needless to gay,

far from agreelng with Nicolaus's Introduction to it, I
.wrote a special section on it for F&R: "The 1850s: The
‘Grundrisse, Ther and Now". I now propose that those pages
{61-75) of P&B be made part of tHe study of marxism and
‘Freedem, as without If, "the 1850s are incomplete in h&P,
which concentrates on what foilowed the Grundrisse, i.e.

Critique of Polijical Eoonomy. _ :

From those pages in PR you will see that, while
everything said in M&® is oorrect on the question of the
relationship of history and thecry, on the discarding by
Harx of these first forms of Capitel, to which the actual
movement from.practice of the 18605 was indispensible.
Yet, the fact thnat "the indispensability of tlhe theoreti-
cian" could have been slighted over shows that, until the
actual Grundrisse was knewa, 1t remained an abstraction.
&s we know, not only from P&i, but from the objeotive
world situations of the 1950s-- the Chinese Revolution,
which forced Russla and European Communism to turn back
to just how Oriental scciety had brought a new stage of
revolution to the Eurvpean stage 100 years ago, the Taiping
Revoluticn-- the self-development of the Idea,in Harx's
hanggé went a great deal further than marx gave himself
ere . - :

- Put another way, Marx was absolutely right to be
dissatisried with tue form of the Grundrisse, to feel he
was only "applying'the Hegelian dislectic, not recrsating
it . on the basis of his own new continent of thought and
the dlalectic that came out of the Civil war in the U
and  the Faris Commune. But once he had worked out_that
magnificent form of Capital, he had to discard much of
the historical material of the Grundrisse. That not only
did not mean that what he discarded was "wrong", but in
fact could and indeed, would, have bosn remritten for
Volumes II and IIT, which remained incompleted. Those who 15099




. i’

taught us that, in their own truncated form, were the Chin-
858 revolutionaries; at least for them whet harx said on
Oriental soccisty was both concrete and ¢ruclal. For our age--
and here I an referring to the Post-1968 period-- it became
&g cruclal ag Lenin's Philgsonh;gwyotehqokg, which is why both

subjects became cruclal for FiR.

There ig a rigs
gection in Pip . 1 (Incidentally,
I don't now whether you received from Eugene his outline of
the classes in Map that 14 wiil conduci at Compton College;
it i £004, axcept that I'suggested it have an axtra lecturs
on the 18508, In fact, 1t wasz not seeing it that led to my -
present proposal § L.) That reason concerns Marcuse, In
his Preface to M&#, thongh he praises me highly for teking
Marx's Humanicm further than ev he excuses previous
failure on the Eround that e 1ink was still
missing, the Grundrisse,,,* When it was firgt
pablished, without explaining why 11 1957 when M&F wasg
going to press? I thought we were nevertheless talking the
8ame langusge vhen he said that papx departed from Hegelianism,
not. only the oid, . but the "Young Hegeliang, of whioh Harx :
_had ‘been g member, and I gave parcuss credit for doing a pic-
‘neering work (footnote‘jo, De 358). It turneg out, however,

,-"that whereas I had taken for-granted that it meant what we

called & new conbinoent of thought, Marcuse had reduced it to
Frankfurt school type of socliology. fhieh proves all overp
again "don‘t take matters for granted" whén it comes to ser--

ious theery, Yours, Raya
- N ) ' -

*1 found the Grundrisse about the Same time Rosdolsky did

in. the immediate post ‘W II period; we probabl

Bame copy. In any cage, I alkted Grace

Presented 12pp, of quotations which w usy proving that
Marx, 1857, wes not Marx, s on two-fold labor and the .-
decline in the rate of profit that she lett.out entirely the
cruclal section on Pre-Capitalist Economic Formations-— in
lfact she seems o have skipped all the Wway from somewhere in
the 306c (pages) to the 600s, That was way back in the mig.-
19405, and I rediscovared that section in the early 1960s as
I was working on the Third :icrlg, especlally China.

, fveryone reread my July 1,1973
English translation of the Grundrisse. It was
reproduced in part ag s Two .iorlds column in Nov, 1973.




