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& 7ouNote teo: EVERY WEADER

_‘EﬁERYJREAnER should read the attached "Cutline of Contents,"
‘both hefore he reads any of the completed eahpters and after he had
reed them all., This wlll serve to glve an overall view of the hook as
‘& whole.® o - S

Only those chapgers, which are not yet written out, are summarized
in %he aifached "Outline." Those cheplers which are alresdy coupleted 4n
preliminary draft -- and whieh are herewith subiitted for studfy and
discusaion -~ are simply indicated by title 1. the attached "Outiine.”

v, -In addltion to resding this "Cutline," 1t Would be good if the

.. " reader could aonsult the material which 18 only indicated as a subject

.~ te be dealt with, but is not yet analyzed., For example, in Part IV:

-~ State Capitslism and Workers Revolt, a reference is mede, at one point,”
.Which 8tates "the 1920 dis;)xta to De déait with here." This dispute was’ |

. ¢ -analyzed in a speelml issugof the memeographed paver and was called
-, 7 "Then and Now." . ' _
R "At anocther point in Part IV, thers 1s.a referenne to the 1943

{1 . dispute.~ (insofar as the Awerican reader is oonnerned, it is the
L. 01944=45 dlspute sinace that is when the Russian magazine dealing with

-the-dispute ‘firat reached this country.) For this, ommsult eiiher the -
,&rﬁlclga;?K New Revision of Marxian Besnonles and Revision. or Re@Affirm=- |

,OF :Marxism ? vhich apneared in AMERINAN EG© -GHIG REVIEW, Septenber. 1944
.end Beptember 1945: and~or "Stalinists Falsify lMarxism Anew.4.¢?§“3[§§¢~
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3 LA

Lenin'efPhiloéuphin iHHotehooks shouid be re-~gtudled in conﬁentinn nxx'

‘7wi@hﬂrgrt 11— 'The dreat Uivide in Marxism. - ‘ :
" Tlie author will try to have one more pari -- on Automation and
The Absolute Idea ~~ couplnted hefore long, This is not, however, to.
8top present discussions on the bnok whiach is suffiofiently a~onplete
in 1ts present form, - . . '
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PRELILIUARY DRAFT -- HOT FOR T BLITATIC

Cutline oflcontenta

INTRODUGTION AND. GONCIUSIOH o

The. today-ness of Marx's thinking is Been in this: Ilat only are
the probleris he posed one hundred years ago battled out today as aeonecrete
vroblems In the fantory, in.thle atoge of sutomation, but as fundamental
questigna  In Bpolety on & world acaileé. '"Cen huunn gower bring freedom to’
man out of Lotalitariarism and under three¥ 8f iH-bomb rule?" 18 asked by
.Yeveryone from the man on the street to the philosopher in his lvory tower.

: Marx's Tundamental criticue of politieal economy is the basie for his
anewer to the'wvarious tendeancles in political aconomy, 1Unlike the repre-
sentatives 07 ihese other tendencies, hs--saw that capitalist XM crises
.§ arcee, nst asoldentally and not bécause of a definlency. of effective demand,
tT'hut out-of the very vitals of the economie systeu -— tho eantradietion
{-between the preduetive forces and the productive relations. Be held that

t@é‘mude’df'lahor unde:* caplvalisw was the underlying cause of criaes,

i Uatll the development of the totalitarian state, the philosophical
oundation:ofiMarx wWas. not fully understood even by Mariklsta, t 18 enly
-} - today that 1t7is possible ‘fully to.comprehend that larx's analysis of
i - alienatéd labsr was not ‘a nineteenth centruy humanitarian adjunet to his
. 8dlentlflc theory. Far from.being a, vulgar matierialis] Marx based his .
sperapertives of the inevitabls asllapse of ecanitallen and it transformation '
¢ Anto sooialiem on & reallzetion that labor would sselt universality and
. [eompleteneas in its actual material 1ife as a producer,

Marx foresaw the present trend toward state canltallsn mot because
he was a nronhet, but because of his dialentical methsd of tracing through
all trends eof economic development to thoeir emnd. It is inpossible to ‘
-{ understand Marx's major theoretical work if one Lagins bv thinking that
/| the_particular method, Hegelian dialeatics, is an absurdity. The absurdlty
t:lvould:-be 1f the method were the proof. Tne proef -pan only he in prantice, . .-

{in the devélopmgnt of suelety itself. _ 5

. The fawt that tne first workers state eould Le transformed into the
- greatest tyranny on earth has posed the gustlon: "Can man be free?"

A Marx posed precisely that prchlem when he deseribed the degradation
of the worker to & ceg in the machine, What Hegel called "the labor,
pltience and suffering of the negative," Marx called "imhor, patience and
suwgglee of the oppressed." It was precisely the degradation that
bings absut the striving for universality, for todal freedom,

e ——y

In 1915, Lenin realized for the first time thet the angwer lies,

nt in eronomins, but in a total aproasn. %While he kept his unoteboks
pivate, he tried to applv it in hils many sneeches and in his warningsg
abut the beginnings of bureauecratizstion in the earlv workers state. His
prdietion, at the last eonpress he was to attend {19223, that Russia was
nring not toward sonialism but toward atate eapitalism —-- even as his
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last Will ~= went unheedsd by hils colleamuen, Whatewver Ero4sky did to
fight 8talin, he 4id within %the confines of the Plan and henae opcned no
new conorete vistas for the modern working c¢ass. _

The void theuretioally did ngt however, mean that history stond
8t111, ' Hulte the. contrary, Marx's most abstract theories came to lifey
But not his vislon of ‘he future sooietﬁ Peculiarly, -1t was 1ln Amerlea,
‘where, theoretically, Marx is nearly un nown, that the American workers,
-eonfronted by automation, began to question not only the frults of 1abor but: |
- the mode of {abor iteelf, % is in this country, vhere it 1e not =
question of ‘theory, but & question of solving the real problems facing the
“world in the wake of Warld Wer II -- sumbolized by the H-bomb -- that
the .American people have shown the greatest andmost urgent and cmerste
concern wWith freesdom. What they will decide, thsy will deelde, But the
“theoreticlang camnot evade-  thelr task. They muat clesn the nobwehs out of

ampiriu living from harid to nouth,
“ART I FROM THE IHDUSTRIAL REVOLUTLON TO 1848

. ,Qaptier I. Glaaaical Politioal Economy T Smith and - Ricardo
,!chapter I1: Diaintegration ‘of the" Riecardian Sohool.

_thatpar III: The Frenah Revolubtlon and Flasaieal Gexrman ahilosophy

S Hhere fhe Industrial Revolution areated the. oojentive panis for

' claesical political econony, the French Revolutlon created the p“en;se £Lor

A

\

“the clasaical German philosophy. Everyone veaognizes the lmpact of the’
great Frener Revolution upon the greatest Germnan phllesecpher, G.V.F. llegel.
Fewt .see that, genius though he was, he conld ~ot have gone as far in the "
development, of thought, in ereatl nn the dialectic method, had not the French =
masées in"aaction, amashed the abs<luted monaprechy to smitnnreens, Toraing” '
man-'to face with socber sense the 00nditinns of hig heing and his relationa:
with his fellow man. , .

It 1a true that dega1 hi]SEIL had ended in the plorifinat*on cfthv
bureaucratic Gernman state. The. present sutnar, however, is not concerned
with Hegel’s politiecal canelusicns, but with his dialectlc metiloe vnhilah
berame the philosophie source. and very varp and woof aof jiarxism. Ii:lsg does
not mean that what 1s XEOOCCEPXBOCDRXMKETOTXNERIIK inpliclt¥y reaaction-
- ary in Hegel's philosophin svsten 1tself will he overlooked. DBut the
dialec@ic method is nost wn "interpretation" of Hemgel. It is Hegel, The
concdpt of alienated laber is as central to that method as is the "Prineiple
of nagativity." There is, in tiuth, no more ¢ramatic novement in the
nistory of thought than that desaribed by HErbert Harcuse (Hemson and.

. Eeyolution) when the youns ilepel, dearribing the eonditiona of workers

In ecanitallst nroduntinn brealis off the nanuanrint of h*s Tirat sraten, ¥o

" whieh forever renained unfinished.

Hegel accented the challenge =7 the PFrench Revolution Lo recrzanize

- the prmises of nhilosophy. He was not eonitent t2 alffirm the prinecirle of

centradintisn as the source of novelnnnt and developnent; nor was he eontent
to affirm ths princinle of self-movement anz self-aectivity, He exanined zll
of human history in this lishit.: His patient traecine of speaifie forms of
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creating “and’ uvercoming of opooaites was~a landnark that hau never been
enual‘gd‘sinne.-‘ .

En ths psricd of the Indusbtrial, Amerinan end Frenoh Revolutlons,
the buurgeoiaie had replized ite highest development alsu in thoughh.
It reached. %hat helght and "perished." The development of the dialectic ..
:Qchsd on new beginninga is to be found 1n Marxism,

.72 ’ Obnpter IV: The Early Econnmic-Phllosophie Essays of Marx (Pre-
A "1iminary view of CAPITAL and the Critigue of the
Hegelian Dialeotio)

t . In his atudent days Marx had mestered the Hegelian philosophy.. The
lfirat thing he did when, in his mature days, he had to face the real worldd
© ‘%nd ite material interests, was to make a eritique of Hegel's Philnrsophy
, gg Lait, - -In the"Preface to the critigue ‘'¢f Political Econsmy, larx Lells
! that he was led by his studies "to the comclusion that the legal
faiatioha ‘as- Well as forms of state could neither be understond by theu-
'»aelves, nor explained br the so-called general progress of the human mind,
‘Bt that they are rooted in the material nronditions of life ... It is aot’
;Jﬂﬂe cuneaiouanesa~of men that determines thelr existence, butr on the con-
;trary, their’ aocial existence determinea thelr oonsoioueneas.

2. The early Eoonomin Philosonhin manuscripts show that 1t wasa not only .
“ Hegel whom Marx stod on his head. He at onee pubt his finger on the philo-
. -sophical weaknewms of the nlassical political ecomemists. -~ its superficial
eoncept of private property: "For when lian speaks of private property, he

balleves he has only to deal with a faet outside of rman. “here man apeala
" of labor, he haas to deal direot‘y with man. This new posing of the question
already 1neludes its resolution.” " "

S Marx.conplete Hegel's oun analysis. Hegel, he said, could not ecarry
out hls dialectical loglc conslstently because he reamined freom first to
last & phllosopher sehing to tracd the logleal dovement, mot of the worker,

" but of the intellectual. Hegel had eatghllahed the prinﬂinles' he great-
ness of the Hepgelian Phenomenoloqy and of its final reault -- the dialeotic
-of negativity as the Moving and Greative nrineiple =~ lles, in the first

““nlace, "in the circumstances that Hegel rerards the aelz-prouuntion of man =

88 a process ... that he therefore grasps ‘the essence of Labor and conceives
‘objeatlve Man, trve lan because he 1ls actual man, ac the result oP his
own lahor. The tris and active relating of nan to himself ....'

But the philosanher, working only with the ldeas in. his head cannot
golve the problems of searlety. e cannoi aereate now unities hut only
summarlze the stapges already reached. e 13 always standin- apart from
the real proocess of nature working on nature and eonatantly transforning
it inte a nev unity uwith himself, It was necessary to turn to the lahor
proness and gea in 1t the diaslectic movement., ''here liarx's Critique of the
Hegelian “ialectic 1e the »recurscr of his "setishism of Sommodities,”
Merx's andlysis of eleinated lahor is the nrecursor of his analrsis of the
lahor process itoelf in CAPTTAL., 1848 was to nut 111 theaprv to the test.
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“PART 'II: MARKISM . -
Eﬁ{lfflsﬂﬁ Revolutions and -Theoretic Interlude
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| Chapter IT: The Structure of CAPITAL
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fﬁiﬁﬁé#fIII: ~The Parlis Som™une o '. S T
" ghipter IVt CAPITAL, Volume I: The Law of Value and the Theory of
Foret i : Unemployment : '

i

4V3§hr:-besins his study of eapitalist wealth with an examination of
t'the: manner in whlch 1t appears: "an immense acoumulatlion of sommodities,”
%t soon-turne «out to'be mere appearanae which dazzles the pipght and
o the social relstions between men "the fanatastlo appearance of
3 8 between things."

/fo diesern the recl relation between men Involved in the exchange of
Yarx intppdusdes his Tirst major econtribution to the sclenca
: +. He makes m-distinetlon between labor power, the ablility of
ng{hK;_Q,f JOXKK 1lebor, whlch 18 a commodity bought at value like all other
i pommodities and labor, the act of laboring itself, which is not a aonnodity
15 not hought or sold, but is the source of all value, By means of this.
disﬁiﬁhtion;beteeen-labor and labor pover, lMarx 1s able to sliow that the
sraxchige. - XN of commodities hetween the capitalist and +lie vorker is
~baséd,pn;%he=fant'that both money or wages and lahol* pover are gxcanred”
;. aecording to the gorially necessary labor tnaorparated in each. - The .
law0f value hss thus not been violateds ‘

"”.Bﬁﬁ}"donﬁiﬁtéa larx, 9ne of theso eoull dities, inicuey, 1s materialized -

.i2 labor, while tha shter, labor power, 1g ‘inceperable fron the living

~. laborer. It is true that the laborer was peid st value, what it will take

. to produde him and reproduce his rind -- elothing, focd and shelter. Hut
since the use-value of-a comodity belonpms to hin who wald fer it, the
utilization the capitalint makes o7 the cormodity lie boupht is hls affalr,
In the faatory, where lahor nover hée mes Llahdr, the laheprer works more

-hours -thaw At takes to produce hig euns of subsistence., The aanlialist
15 thus able to exkract from tke lhorer an unpaid surpius, "8 Margts-
lav of value i4s his law of surplus vaiue., -his va ounnot see in the Dar~

o, but only-in {the inneyr abode of produstion, '

Volume I, which larx subtltded, "The 7apitalist Proneass of Froduction
can further bYe defined as the "Law of Value and the Thecry o iUnenployment.'
Ine solution to the ilils of ranitalism remaina the azne: "eentralisnsation

of the means of production’ and saninlization of leber at laut reach a noint -

where they becone inconpatihle with thelir rcanitalict inteunent, Thils
interument is burst asunder. The lnell of eanitalist nrivate oropertr

sounds. The expropriators are exarenriated.”
I . .
.\-“ M
Chapter Vi aAPIMALS The Theory of Trises
Volume III. whirh deals with the nhenonena of naniltaiisn in trelr
crerete uovenents, 1t the one whinch is nreforred by pregent-dayr enononists,

These tell us that it 1ls oaly from this.vantaze pol e lary &
with nrices and profits, that sne esn understindpacgg eugilﬁhdﬁeﬂhgq'ls HXE0
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Marx's point wae the

Ha.rx. a.}imonnemed with human fr'eedom a.nd. the inevitable -wagte of
:that the economio’ system called capitalism entalled. He -

,V !Luua 111 that the realnm of fresdom cannot commence until after
. of". neneasity Lias been oversome. we fundanmental pretise for.

1a 't.ha struggle for the shortening of the working de.y.

‘GAPITAT.TSY AND womas REVOLT




