,ﬁaﬁgh'ﬁraft '~ Philosophy and Revolution
e T ,

Pext L1 an  ECOMMIC REALITY AND THE DIALECTIOJ- OF LIPERATION
Tﬁﬁ deﬁqﬁe.beaueeu the-mid:}?SO's and mid-1960%s in filied with revolutions
fh;i ne' soorer hfanaqum a sitvation inte ltg‘nbnoiute opposite than they
'baﬂg-upj;il net ail-the wey back to colonialism then to u form of neo-colonialism,
.'Thﬁs,'uthg ub'to the mid~1960s opened e new page in the dislectic of thought
aﬁ ueii a; in worid history, at midpoint 17 out of 37 countries Bave way tc

military coupa.

{ military'uverthrew him now claim, Neither &an Nkrumah's insistence that his

_ anfall wa& nothing othex than a new~colonialist plct be taken overly ser!ously.

R

(1) . One apologist For Nkrumah even attributed to him the feat that he
"single«handediy outlined a programme based on the ideas of Marx, Lealn and
Gendhlees® (Faging Reality by Grace Lee, J.R. Johnson, Pierre Chaulieu).

As for those in his jmmediate entourage, they degraded the whole of Marxism,
Leninlsm, Ghandism to Kkrumaism. (see Some Esgentisi Features of Nkrumaisem,

by Editors of The Spark) (1964) Our concern, hovever is not with the varied
apologia, except as khey express the mutilation of the very concept of theory.
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The truth ig that the Ghanain masses did not come to Nkrumch defense.

__They danced in the ftveets iusteau. They demolished the statues he had rnised

H‘evarywhera Lo his own 5lnrification, not becsuse “Hestern lmpuriallsnm pazd."
éﬁem to do 'sg, much less because they were "backward“ and Eailed to understand
the great ph!losophy nf freedom called Marxism, but Begraded to "Nkrumahusm"
hut Eecauae‘the gulf betucen theory and reallty could no longer be bridged,
The duwnfall was cansed, not by external causes, but by internal ones, the most

important cf which wag Nkrumei’s total isclation from the masses who had brought

,QLFbr‘Ehat‘matte:, so had Ghana, which is more than could be said For West Africa's

'_Iétgesﬁ country, Nigeria, which even in the purely political sense of independence

'i hqd‘névef really ochieved freedsm from its neo-colonialist state, The point

.ét issug then is not so much the wilitary coup thot beset Africa at mid-point
{ﬁ che'1969's as it is to see how the world economic reality affected the aewly
independent African States. As against the pool of the World iHorket dominated

. by the advance economies, what was the movement arising from the dialectics of
Liberation? Betwsen these two opposing forces, the new leaders steered a

coursz, no one knew where, Far from deepening the revolution, the ruling elite
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acttd as if economlc development depended on putely economic factors,

:aoml'tudly sorld ecnnomic fac*ors.

hence, the chosing between the "two

camps" West and Eadt, centra

'ly planned or private enterprise; It is ﬁﬁis ' Yo

eccnomic raality we muskt now face: ) . ;

‘ Per Capita Grosu Dnmestlc Products by Major Regions - |
S . 195% and 19560 ‘ : ’

Average annuel compound rate of growth

1250-.55 1955-60
evhloped -merliet  economies 3.4 2.0
-Nerxzh Amerlca ) 243 0.5

Weatern Furope

United: Kingnom
Carada &
JSA” o

—;Scurée: Aa

Maédison. p.28 .

e T ey

: ;_.:‘; Thsre i8 no doubt about the phenomenal growth, but there is o grese deal

:_ more than intraduction of plan that is involvwd. Though the Tatter helps. the

decls!ve feature i3 the holoeausts of world war and the spurt to growth of

capital given aftex the total destructionl On the other hand, it does not aid

et et S e b

the undérdevdloped tecanoclogies who had no capital to begin'with, as the Uy

study shows.,

I . P




by

Afﬁer some 200 more pages of statistical tables end analyses, the UN

ecoaomir Suxvey ccncludea'

‘"The c rsidera‘le gaps in level of actlwity and
ex;enc ‘of lnduatrinlization between the industrialized
‘and ‘the devaloping countyies, each congldered as a whole,
remainéd egs=ntéally of the same dimensions in 1961 as

’ 1938." :(PQ 23&) o . .

i 'Hﬁen one cuﬁsiders that 1933 was not only 2 depression year, bLut ore

.‘!n uhich colonla;t:m relgned, it is clear that the advanced economies bear

'do;n very heavily, indeed, upon the newly independent countries, DNot only

i

'hfrlc 8: but the most OPPrESSIVE teality today. Tue 1966 study, far from

Indeed.wlF allouance is made for the reverse f£lows
réstiand profit und 1ﬂdigeauus capital) an d
. B0t Ehe :face that a large proportion of receipts con-
>f . transfers In kind (much in.the form of. designated
lust ccmmcditieq) .or of reinvested profits
: in thL eeveloping countries themselves,
iz is eviﬂent that the amount of new, external, Gis-
;posab!o purchasing vower being made #vallable to the
[ developing., ucun:riea has detlined to a very low level,”
33(!966 study, p.3, emphasis miney,

The vorst part of all is that private capital simpiy does not go there
aaymore, now Lhst. they have found that they can get greater rates of profit

: ed
in the develapfﬂg countxles in Western Burope, The lack of flow of invest-

: ment capital | to the technoiovicaliy underdeveloped countries is certainly

. nuf due to the fact thet they are supposedly so backword, so lacking in

-technlcal personnel that they could not absorb put the vapital to use, Even
so'coﬁservati§e s person as David Rockefeller has estimated, in 1967, that the
countries could absorb easily three to four billion doilars more snnually than

they are now recelving,
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The Lndardeveloped countries have lesrned, moreover, that for thosge who
" have no accumulatud capital the new teehnological revolutlons to industrfull:é
T=OTR rapiuxy nas no value whataver, They remain monoculturer, the prlce of thelr
. onm crop buf!etad by the prlce structur# of the world market, and whether they
_plan ox do nor . plan, has litcle e[fe t on the neo-colonialist struc;ure. When
Ehe prlceFof theix one crop falle drastically, a5 cocca did in Ghanz in 1965,
there are al} he pre~conditions for a dovinfail, For that mattar, even wnere
,é;sta*e, zike Cuba, 1s protecred from the worst whimg cf the world msrket and
; !a‘stgfg pianlls'tqgal, the price of sppur is still depandent upon the
"ially neressary labér time established by world preduction, in a word, to
'not to‘plun 53 ot Lhe pivotal question under such circumstanées.
UN‘study reminds us also that “between 195&-6: the incrﬂase fn total
production 1s cstimsreu to. have been a mere 1%, well below the
‘vuth in pﬂﬁulatlon." The biggest tragedy of all is thar, as d:stinct from
gflcultural production. food Production per capita has diminiched by 2% in
1965466 28 ecompared I .
1905-6b as compared to thefive year average from 1852-3 to 19‘7- Finally,
rhe’“Ghrintian West" fever euen eame up to the meager sum of nationcl gross
product to be connrnLuteu to the developing countries., Instead it declined to

-0;8#2 in 1961, 0.622 in 1967, while the U.5. Congress cut the President's

budgc* Eor 1968 Erom $3,200 million to $2,300 million, the lowest in its

'. ”O-yea: pcst-war history. No wonder that the so-called "Decade of Development"

= the !960’3 —_— being called the decade of discourngement, The only
reason that there js not, I emphasize not, & wovement of the film backwards,
,lu-that tha humen féctor, the petslstent atruggle to bresk €rom the governing
law of vnlue opevative ln the world market ie the preat force forward, pre-

ciseiy Peaauqe it has a totally different congept of o human social order,

-
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T;Zt:ip 1:,hia.,w Just this, domlnﬂtlng force which governs nlso the acill fiuld

‘ sltuﬂtﬂon in the underdeveloped countries as agﬂinqt the malaxse in the

‘ueveioped countries.

Thg compuleion of the most advenced in world production sucked in,

;notvcnly_thé underdeveleped countries but the develobed cnes., Thus,

Qgégi:g thg "mitacle of the 1950%s" in the development of Western Europe,

happens in the United States,  Rven when

‘economy, {n tt= agaregate, even when it is o

whcie oE'industrlalized Europe. The claim wos nevertheless made that

ix

fbucause We;tern Europe understocd and practiced planning, because the gov.

ernment had assumed 80 .mportant a role in the economy, .these technologically
":developeﬂ countries were now, ‘not only free from major depression but that
?'fqhﬁt appears as the business cyele is nowadays mainly & reflection of

_”ﬁhéses in government policies, {Angus Maddison, Economic Growth in the

“Eggg, Twentieth Century Fund, New York 1964, p. 99.)
The truth !5 the exact opposire, The growth fetishism covered up
the busiress recessions as if they were merely temparary governmental decisions,
.Now::hat the governmental decisions are all for growth, plus "independence"

from American industry, but the actual movement is in the opposite di:ectldn.

the claim chat "the pattern has changed completely since 1958" (p,160) ecan




_hardly atand up, nor can.playlng around with figures continue to ba the

-new pastime,

For anmple, it uaa shoun tkat European owned assets in the U.S,
was more thsn UcS. assets in Europe ~~ 33 b;xl*nn as azalnqt 29.4

: billion. A,Hhet was not played up was the fact chat most of the Eu*opeaﬁ

o investment was in securities, whereas the majority «f the American in-

vestment was infdirect plants ~~ 14 biliion American investmeut as nx

Thn point is that here, too, to phan ok not to plan has ceaged to

1duction and, second, even where it s disclaimed altogether, as in the

N .

U.Sa»it ia, in actuality. operative, The illusion that there s no

c plan 1n the U-S., Ha private free enterpri se" country, if shuxm

ever the*e was one, is only one more exsmple of what Marx called “the

Eixltv of a8 popular prejudlce"

All one has to do to see the state interference into the economy,
" the state planning that, in fact, determines the direction of private

capital investments, its full empire over the field of science is to i
‘look at the atatistics of any yesrs beginning with this year and rolling

it back to the depression,

Thuaz (1) federal expenditures takes up no less than 10% of the total
output ot goods and services even in the "sensational 60's" where there
has.Been private capitsl investment. As for the 1950's, where the econo-
my was sluggish, it was practically the government nlone which accounted

for capital investment,
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£2) These lush military coﬁtructs do not mean that private capital

could be’ kept within the natlonal Soundnries when the profits were

higher;thiough investaent in Europe while its "narrow! prbfltabillty.

e preponderance of coustant

'.(3): No less than twenty four billioa dollars was expanded in

T%f#?ﬁ?:éibﬁerfor{Resesrch and Develppment, That is mere than the gross
'nati§ga1'pr6§uct of all but twelve countries in the world where at the
S W - oo

oy

g ST - ] _ _
“outbreak £ World War II.goverrment investment in Research amounted to

. S . . . o . .
"?Z*gf'tthérpés national: product, it is now no less than 637,

L '{é}ﬁfTowefing above everything else‘is-the militgrization of

" Lo

- the'economy.  Even before the escalation of the Vietnam War, it had

ffgropﬁ'at-glfantéétic rate.  Here is what Wassily Leontief and Marwin

jffﬂﬁffghbeig writes

"Ehe Federal Government of the U.S. has benn spending
gomewhat more than $40 billion per year-on maintenance

of the military establishment and the procurement of arms.
These ouclays have sbsorbed sbout 10% of the gross

nationel product and they have exceededny by several
billion the combined net annmnl investment in menufacturing,
service, induatry, trancportstion, agriculture,” (U,S.

Armi:ment  ocd the Economy, 1963, p. 89)

ﬁmile Benoit, who edifed that volume on Disarmament shows the
rterrlblé drop in industrial output and rise in unemployment once the
Korean War ended. Moveever, with militarization decreased, there
absclutely was no vise in real investwent in producers durable
equipment, ﬁo that by 1958 - 61 it dropped 16% below the 1956 level.
Recently, Mr. Benolt edited stili one more m volume on dissrmament.
This time {n relationship to World economic lnterdependence and this

first comprehenaive standardized tabulation of economic resources 13110
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“Gu

cwigr* 36 ﬁapioﬁs =~ &ad thase vecount for 974 of the world's militory

;

‘ sﬁén&lhg of 133 bilifon doilars ~- from both commnist £nd non-commnist

‘countries and atso inciude China, Israel and the UAR, It is this aili
tarizatisa of :he'world;s economy which gives the lie to the supposedly
,,Lmi:aéqléqs g:g#th ¢f. the phenomenal ?50%s end the senastional 1960's.

#ikangll'h‘éawéalled moclatist countries as well es prlvate capitaligt

Qﬁéiﬁ‘off"Sncialist" Countries in the World Industrdal Production

1917 .4n-nocooo--auo.bgasqq----.-. LeBB than 3 percem:
\1937 . eeBBNPVEATRELS rooq.o.bvow‘..o less than 10 percent

1950_~_-:.r;o-.-..c.a.acq-c.a---.r--r- about 20 Pereent
1955 -oo-ou'.-;o.-QQQ-bacuvchtoa.‘-oog around 27 percent
1965 Al1 sociallist countries, abeout 38 percent.

incl, UvSeSeRe which in itself represents

almost one~fifth of the uorld indudtrial

production.

Nayodnoe choxjaistvo SSSR v 1965 g., Statistloeskij ezegudnik,
Centralnoe stacistlceskoe upraveienie, Mosgkva 1966, p. 82
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Ma;iphgi‘Ineome in the UsSeScRy and Fq;eign Countries

Hacionsl Inguoie
,aoeor¢1ng to methow

dulogy’ acaep:cd in
«ay!:ulls& cruntries,
(iesy1ncly yepeated
inclusion of 1rcomes

¥,_hend

©* gbeaivad ‘{n the usonepros

duetive. gohexre fin dollars

at_oxﬂkuial race/

-zete

agcording. to.metho-
dology accepted in
the UsS.3.Re fse,
without repeated
inclusion of tncome
obtaired in the non~

produetive spheve

in dol-
lars at
relative
prices

in dol~ ¢
lars at
offfcial

Abgolute volume of
total narignal income
acecording to the metho=
delogy accepted. in
UeSeSuRye statistics/ in
bi: lions ci dollars/.

at offficial
rate of ex~
change

at re=

1.076
2 060
1.164
L 304
Yo1

923
2 060
1 028
1 000-
656




;Néra thg point at igaue only the relatlonsﬁ[
1€ could still be shown, as zhe U.s, News and World Repogt (July 24, 1967)
‘dops, tEat, although Rusgig is'seéond oniy to the UsSaey 1t is not a very close
seéopd.l.Thus, thouph the U,.S. covers only seven pereeat of the uafld's lend,
.aﬁd‘aix pe;ﬂent'cf the ﬁorld'u people,’ It has no less than halg oE‘the pro-
"ductive poﬁer'of all the rest of the world, U.S. anmal output was $740 bidlion

3  whi1g all the rest ﬁf tha world PUL together, ineluding Russia, was $1525 ‘illi&n.'

?hg"ﬁ%ﬁ&;ity‘of'nussia is only on the question of deatkubéive“nuc;ear

apqqiljhapﬂfspééé.tgchnology. On-the other hand, if we limit ourselves ¢4 tqﬁ

uct e paver, then, with or without Russiats statigejcal tables eg agalnst-
the Héitezhﬁeﬁgivdtth, it 15 sei11 a fact that about eleven states of Northern
sféqual}td_hli of Russias The 1957 Teport that we referred to egti-

‘thatito be $350,1 Bi11tos ag against $350 Li{iion,

3fhe peint At {ssue, hewever; is not thar of relationg ahongatechnologleélly

-éﬁvéqéédfiéﬂntries, but that between advanced countrieg and the underdevelopad

the worlgrg total population since, {n population, the kwo countries
aecounted for only 0,3 Lillion of a total close to 2 billion, And that

estimate ($imon Kuznets, Postwar Economic Growth, 1964 Cambridge) does not

take into acgount Alther Latin America or Eastern Burcpel If, then, we consléer
the entire range to which thig question of relationship of developed lands to
underdeveloped unes in the post WWIT world, which, of course, Includes thege

two countriey aﬁong the developed ones, the situation has not at arp improved,

The full extent of the ever-widening, of the unbridgeablegﬁulf, can be seen at
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ity starkest if we compare an undeveloped land in Asia that the "west" ls

moyt anxlous Lo help as a bXlwark against Cﬁineﬁc‘Communism, India, then

.the'pe;ﬁcaptga groas domestic product in the U.S. in‘1953 was $a,325 as
againﬁi Bniy $67 for India;'ﬁr & ratio of 35 to 1! There 1Is no capitalist

:l way to ovtrcome such ‘Fantastic disparity,

The situation does not improve much if, in relating advsnced to

haeku_rd we campare Russia and China. It 1s tree that the collaboration

'World nd “hina ccrtainly appeared, in comparison to Indla, ‘to be

F"?\

(:Coicaaus, China wizhits 700 million souls, Califnrnia alone out produces
‘;tEAt vast 1and‘ $8h billion as against 80 billion. While Africs -- East,
" et
'l‘VbsL, North and even ineluding rich apartehid South Africa ~~ produces only

. a little iioze than the State of I1linois: $50 billion to $48 billion., 1In
“r'a word, jusc as there is no solution along the privete capitalistic path,
so 'there is Ro way out along the path of state capitalism calling itself
.communism.

¥ore significant than the sparring between the U.S. and Russia on

whuse statistical tables ere more correct regarding Russia's share in
world preduction is the sewningly unrelated discussiond on what It calls

State-Monopoly Capitalism, suddenly recognized by Communists as the

doninent charascteristic of "modern capitalism®,
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What has bappened never. since the holocaust of World War II ig that
rhe destructlun uf capital where the countries were industrial:zed to begin
w!th way thst he wholesale dLstrucLion azlowed for a new peiiod of capi-
talist expansion.- Slnce, hownver, arcumulation of capital s, .at the same
tim_, its uoncedtrat on and centralization, This expanajon did not Include
the underdgvelaped cauntrieg but onl§ the elite one-seventh cf the ﬁorld,

"f,io2~,‘khe‘]ndustrialized rountries, The indusirislization of the under-

unﬂéééloﬁed countfies became only an impossible and unwanted tesk, Simultan-

bEeonomic Advisevs. The 1964 report shows that no less than 34,10 billion

‘THEQQingd ag poor. With the escalation of the Vietnam War and the growlﬁg
géfiiue;ce,’we still have 30 miliion‘classified a3 poor; some 3 million un~
:5mp1oyed If you teke the "average, Todiy, If you look at the reality in
*Eheiblack community, you find that there are ro less than 15 and as high as

” 25% unemployed. This is during a reriod ef so-great an.expansion, so immense

a sweep_of wealth that it is estimaced that by the yearts end, we will be

éust 159 billion shy of the trillion dollar levell WNo wonder that Tunparalled"
TO
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“ _?‘, Prnspericy“ is accompaanied not only by.thE‘reéolt of the poor but by what

in called a “strange spirit of malaise throughout the land". Judging by

;He regtlessness in Eastern Europe, it is o different in the Commurist

‘uerkd. . _ .

“rior to this sudden recognitlon of state capitalisw { see: World

o : Marxint Rgb'ew, Decembef 1267 and January, 1568) , state monopoly capitalism
Thus, when Varga in 1946 first posed

ffﬁzpl,¢¢ had baan declared to be non~existent. L

) the question in his Changes in the Political Economg of Capitalism result ~ ‘ - :

lc institute of World Feconomics, uhich

o ég“from the Second World War the who

d, was btoughL into disrepute. In his book, Varga had contended

1””1nce Wﬂ II ‘had taught cap1Cal13m to plan, capitalism could avoid &

Since such a state of 5quilinrium ;

according tc Stalin, iqhiblted the c&hns btruggles in the West, L :;.=

uas made to recant rhe theoretlc prognosticatioq ay well. -For Stalin-

What was unusual was'

triat, a public discussion was allowed at least

t‘:at, it\stead of a frame- P

,ta‘the theoreticxans. As against the 1943 revision of the Marxian lasw of

value, which <as handed down Erom on high without amy discussion. No~

doubt th!s was because those wha in 1943 had quest:oned what the difference B

was between Russian labor cunditiona fand those described by Marxian

e cxonomlic categories as applicable to England considered Russia itself a

‘stute capitalist, whereas the 1946 disputants did not question the so-called

socialist character of Russia, One economist was @ven so bold as to .

: criticize Varga not Erom the Estoblishment point of view? “The book lacks

! - an analysis ol the great new change connected with the transition from
as Lenin under-

simple monopoly ca#italism Lo state monopoly capitalism,

= . stood the transition®, said Maria Natavno-Smit and proceeded to guote Lenind
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'Wurihg War, world capitalism tock a step forward not only toward
cenuru“ion in oenerﬂl but ziseo toward state capitalism even a grnater

degrc" than ‘ormcxlv." (Collected Works, Vol. X¥X. p. 300 Russian Edition)
Maria.Natavno-Smi: concludeds’ ‘Where Leninunite; the conéept of 'state?
and nf nonopoiy, Comrade Varga seens to separate them; each exists by”itnelf
andlmuanwhile, in fzet, the rrecess of coalcscence of therstafe with mong-
pqu maniferts itse;f-qulte =harply at the present time in such countries

'as‘the U.S,ﬁ. and England." (Stenagraphic transcript of discussion was

p0ullsned in Eﬂgl;sh by ruhx!c Affairs Press, Washington, B.C.)

‘”’Sht uas !nmedia ely pounced upon: -"mperialism is what Lenin elucidates,

. I thinP one should agree with Ccmrade Varga whoe

't aeek“such a phrase and LOES not try to establish a transition to

v

Kl

. l.'.t‘hm'. closed the discussion. Today we are bold the exact opposité with

‘ﬂﬁq~ as mueh authori:y and, as is usual, under totalitarianism, when 180

desrees ig executed, it is dune ac if one were.doing nothing but continuing

\“the ald_positfpn. No_ieference_ls made either to Vargse or the Institute of

Iﬂofld Eédnomips, much less to Stalin. What reference is made to the un--

ﬁgm&dlsources who had not seen the new stage of capitalism is disnlssed

pféemptbrarilfz "The effectivaness of stete-monopolistic measures was

almost entirely danied," (WMR, Dec., i967, p.42) Vioreover, this dismissal

of thg former position follaved this stotement: "Lenin established Ehat this

interstwining of monapbly and the stste was a quélitatiQely new development,™
Skould. anvone think, however, that they really are developing the ’

concept of Lenin's on state capitalism, it would only be manifesting incred-

able naivette regsrding the wholesnte revision of Marxism in both Stalin?s

Russia and todny, The sudden change in position on the guestion

Sl e G




e rerra.

‘... 1.6-

" of state capitalism relates only To nomeuciature but, ing substance, it
i in the full traditinn of Stalin's 1943 denuding the Marxisn economic

) édcegorieé of their-class centenk, unly now they have esfended the per--;

. versions of Mar!ism to lncxude the question of sc:ence, science in beneral

A and technological revolution, i.e., automation. in pa;tlcular. In place

nE Mart’s attack ot the “abntract materialists?, le.e the scientists Ffor

leavins out the historic’ Frocess altagether, the Russian theoreticians

eabrace qcience with the very seme disregard as they for the "hlstorical

i
1

jmpossiold to -explain why a uorker in the Us3. earns more than a polish

‘tm:_k‘er- ‘
'Ih&eedi
In place of Marx'q view of the unification of material conditions

and the subjective capacities of "Ereelz associated" labor as cne opposing

"phe despocic plan of capitai¥ in the Eactory, the communist theoretician
'prépose'that under automated production, with science itself as a "productive
force", the worker must conthnue to work harder to catch up with the "greater
development of productive forces and higher pfoductlvity of labor in %he
U's.ll
In a word, what Is being discarded is nevther Vorga's or Stalin's position.
What 1Is being discarded is Marx's world historic view of a new society based on
.. expanding human forces, the ali-round humen individuzl, in & century when the so=
called culqlvated world thought only of defending material forces ac the

condition, activity and purpose of all Iiberation;
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.é“ ;.. when the narrow bourgeoia form has been: peeied way.,
what ls uealtb if not rhe univershl!ty of needs, capacitics,l
enjcjments, eroductive powers, ete,, of Individuais, produced
}n,qalaerspl e;change? What, if not the full developwent of human

control cver the forces of nature ~ those of his own nature as

“hgii ug'thpéé;cf:suécalled_“naﬁure"? What, if not the absoiuce

end in;itéglfiflﬁhatﬂfa thii, if not -a situntion where man_does not

‘Grundrisae (sectlon trengioted under thé title of Pre-Capitalist
"Pennomic ?ormﬂtions, Karl Merx, - International Publ{shers, 1965)




THE "MISSING LINKY ~- THE GRUNDRISSE

.The originel fgrﬁ of Capitsl called Grundrisse dex Kritik der

‘?o;iff§Cheq ngnnpd{g, which hnd never been published in full until 193y-41, ' ‘i i
o and hez not been translated into any other language until this dgf, used :
- to be considered the "hissing link™ in the knqwiedge of ﬁarx's developmenty

and theréfore also in the inner identity between the economic and philosophic

earegories iq Marxism. Herbert Marcuse chooseés to single that out as the

' Teagon why none before me in Marrinm and Freedom had fulyv developed that

inner identity .0f econcwmis and philosophy.

o o
1 b

t l’ had made an 1mpression on.no. one, from Kau:rky who ed;ted it, -

v

et eae e e e v e AL
o

to. Lenin, and fram Rosa Luxemburg to Trotsky, ox Plekhanov or Pannekith.

-very 'oyal to Marx at the time -~ had reorganlzed his B4 own way of thinking

fbcen able to view the objective situation dialectically as philozophy

and not oanly as polxtics. S much for the period hefore World War I, and

‘before the whole of the Grundrisse became known in its entirety. That is

" . ‘to say, once there was an objeective development that did compel & philosophic

ieorganization, at laast an Lenin's part, who still did not know the

F O U S-S U

" Grundrisse, nothing stood in the wey of understanding dialectis. On the

it wasn't only the outbresk of World War IT that left the

- gther hand,

Crundrisse isolated all over again. The bourgeois writers who began talk-

ing of "oriental Despotisnﬂ irn the late 1950's were more influenced by ;

and fear of it than by any illumination they

1
Mao's succession Lo power
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might br migﬁt ot hnveigotten from Marx's

phrase, which they moresver

prombiy pexverted into its‘opbusite.' - - ’ ‘ S

. The real starter, the real compulsion, the ne-longer-escapable

 confrontation with cha Grundrisqc. especially the section on Pre-Capjtalist

Economlc Formatlons, wzs the opening of r.he Tl-urd New World in the 1960“

when the ‘Comminints found not a sfngle one of their categories appliccble

to the new wo*ld, or move correctly, not a single of the old categories

hadranything'but the mest vulgarly political connotations, The first dig-

cusslons ligted by the Stalinists an the question is in Marxism Today, 1352,

W= oalYa
: and Ftic J. Hobsbswn, who introduced the ngllsh edition of Pre-Cagitangt T

Economlc Farmatlons aﬁd who has quite on independent reputation as an

sorts nf side~vewmarks

monuscript, 1s”n6t

‘phllosopher, frnw Marx thﬂ historian, ‘as if ail that wes of importance In h

thls oook is 2 piece of chronology.

Firall;, in this preliminary te the Grundrigse thcre is one section

on Hachinery that has besn misused by Marcuse, not, it js true, with malice

_}aforethought &s do tha Stalinists,

but nevertheless Wlth narrowed vision,

as ncademicians, even when they're Marxists, do and as Marcuse specifically
© did iIn One Dimensional dan,

Now thén, what is the Grupdrisse s o whole, and whibh are it

5 quipte

essentials for our era? Brieflv, the Grundrisse comsists of three parts:

Pert 1 -~ Tntroduction. This is published as the Appendix to Eritique of

Politica!‘Bconomy. It 18 the first statement, along with whet appears as

“she preface, of historical materialism, However, necither in the Pref~ce, not

in the Introduction {nor for that matter anywhere else) dees Marx use the

b - eipression "historical Materialism®; Engels crested the expression.

~




D

‘harx wag quite soeisfled with jost talking about "material productign®,
with all the emphasis on history as the key word to all development, and

- _all dialectics and all man's mui:'tudinous tolents, climsxed in the concept
that 1ndividualization does not: procede society but drises through history
"after", su to speak, society, “collectivlzarion," {communal form) had
developed. And "economics" is not refurred to except as ecanomic sffuc:ure,
which in turn involv#s the’ totelity of relations, the conditions of pro—

ffduction, with a distiﬁction made between material transformation and

-phi'osophic ones.

ot Ee e L S v S

IL- consistn of the Chapter. Money., This was the chapter that was

WRS

whr e; not much now,

III-- Capital in General is the Inrgest purt, contains no less than

1;600 pases and contalns the two eritical sections applicnble to our ere-

L Pre-Capita;ist Formatioua and Mechinery, with the Pre-Capitalist Form-
ations erucial for the relations to what we now call underdeveloned countries,
'_ahd'Machinery eritieal to an understanding of Automation,

. Bre~Capitalist Economic Formations should be supplements in two ways:

(1) the articles in the New York Baily Trilune, reprinted in The American’

Journsalism of Merx and Bngels (New American Library), nr the writings of

the 1850's. (2) the writings of the 1870's through 1852 which, on the one

hand, #nclude Volume I and LI of Ca italt, especinlly the latter: and on

the other hand, che lerter to Vera Zasulich and the 1882 introduction to

the Russian edition of thy Communist Hanifesto which excitingly answers the
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questin whelhcr it'c peasibls fer Ruesis (the Russia ef 1882 mind yeul)

.to."aki.p" capitalisx, rs follows:

#The enly_answor teo that peosible iteday is this: If the

Rursian R weldtien hecomee theo signal: fer a prelctarisn ravelu
tion in tle West, se that beth cemplement ench eiher, the prosont
Ruscian cemen swme&rclip of land mey sbrve as tho starting peint
to{ ;; communist develepment." (Karl Msrx, Selcoted Werks, Vel, T
Pellide

Fo singie sootion of Marx?s writlag has ever been mere mis-
represented than the ene which cencorns "the Asictis H&de of Production',

Far frem being merely backuard, Marx is tracing the Yarchaic" medes of

prédm:tipn. net as a mttar_ ?t studying histery as chrenelgy, but as
xtudying the historic precess of dimselution of sther ecensmic formaticny

" and te mee how the individual ae o werker wes stripped ef a2l quslities

exoupt werk. His answar always is: let us losk at histery and ses. Thus
the study of the Orlental Commune, which he cills f'the nat-t_n'a.l unity ef
laber with its material preraquigitoes! shews: XIRE
"Tha apentanseusly avolved tribal’comudity. or, if yeu wiil, the
herd == the comman tiss of bleed, language, cunteonm, etfc, == ir the
£irat precendition of the apprepriatien of the ebjectlve
"oonditiens eof 1ife, and of the activity which repreduces and gives
naterisl cxprazaisn te, or objectifics (vergogunstandlishenden)
it Lactivity as herdsmen, hunters, sgrisulturalists, eto.) The
earth is the great laberatery, the arsenal =hich prevides beth
tho reans and the materials of labour, and alse the lecatlen, the
basis of the cemmunity.”" (pp. 68-69)

Thera is no difference between tribal and eriental. The
despetiom appuars later whon ag ngahist the develspmant from the tribal
to slavery (Grese-Reman civilization) and then te feudalism (Gosirmanic)
the Asiatic remaine immevable, the state 1tself becemss 'the suprems
landlerd", the centralieatiion, thu stato ferm ef respensibility for the
Lrrigation warks, tho impessibility fer individudl treaksuays, as was
possible under the unigque Germanic form, becomes dominant because alse

of tho solf-sustained cemmunal form of production:
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= - . "Tre Asistle form necessarlly aurvives longest and most stubboinly,
' . This is due to the fundaments] Principle on which it is based,
R : that is, thec the Individual does nat beepme independent of the -
S - : tomawnitygtthet the eircle of production is self-sustaining, unity
of agriculture snd draft monufacturs, ete, If the 1ndividual
- B changes-h;s relstion toa the comminity, he mpdifies and uvndermiues,
o - - both the community ong its economic Prémise; conversely, the modi-
‘ E £ication of this sconomic Premiise ~- produced by its own dialectic

P paupexisation, etn, Note especially the Influence of wurfare and
i conquest,” (p,83) ' :

He had alresdy stressed thor "Aslan history iIs a kind of und!fferen~

“ i tlated unity of *own and counkry (the large city, properly spesking, must

‘regaxdéd merely ss a princely camp, muperimposed on the redl economic

- striicture) i (5o 77)

Ever since 1853 Marx had posed to himself:thé
‘déééﬁSOA ﬁf‘ﬁﬁg c:iéntal-bhenomenon;es folluwst "The question 'is, can
maﬁkfhd}frifilliéé‘dggtiny without a

fundamental revolution in the social
Lo ‘ ) !
stare dn Asiu

76' In tﬁé'06mmﬁnist'ﬁanifesto he was full of praise of the
. ————=-fnllesto

qutggoISffévdiutidn for ‘having broken down

"the Chinese Galls of barbariém“.

Ig»éhé 1850's, however,. hz was moving toward such detestatiqn of cepitalism,
l‘eieplin‘lta-"economic revolutions” and an appreciation of Chinese recistance
: ﬁo_Wééterh'cépitalfétic dncroachment, that he contrasted China as superior

‘to Tndia that suffered the British

i

victory.

" The two most gignificant references to China in the articles in the

Néw:York_Daily,Trlbune aret

" "The ‘chronic rebellions subsisting in Chine For about ten years past,
and now gathered together in one formidable revoltit{on.,Do these
‘order-mongering pawers {England, Frarce and America) whicl would
- élempt to support the wavering Manchu dynasty, Forget that the hatred
agoinst forelgners.,,had become a political system only sinece the

conquest of the ccuntry by the race of the Manchu Tartars?®
{June 14, 185%)

"That a giant empire, contalning almost one=third of the human Tace,
vegatating te the testh of time, insulated by the forced exclusion

of general intercourse, ami thug contriving to dupe itself with
delusions of celestial perfection-~that such an empire should ot
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last be taken over by fatﬂo..this, indeed, is 2 zert of tragical gouplst
stranger than ény poet Would ever have dared to fanc.y.“ (April 7, 1BST}

George Lichtheirm, who is one of the few who dld -apprcclatc the tre.nendo-.:;t
contributim\ to theory rhat even ju these unEinished menuseripts Marx had produced
»on orier.‘ca‘ gociety, still thin.ks, however, that some of the jounniistic orticles
fon.-.i:he questio’n' uaf're a!.legedly only for journaiistic effect, whereas, 'Min Eﬁc:,"
.-Marx had a lo': view ‘3f Chimzse society, He falls to explaln why Marx went out of his
ay "tzo: drag In" rﬂfe:.e'u:e to the Ttaiping rebelliun, into Capital 1tsel£ in the
TR section thar. bad ngl: xing'tc do with China, It is charactcr!atlc of the’

undial cucal Englxsh translatiun of Cagital Lhat ﬁgn For some unexplalngd .';_'euson:

that footnote:dees not appear.‘ Here is what ir. is, translated £rom r.he Ruasian,

_atg_ ,’.hlstoric‘_cllapter on Fetishisn of Commodities, (Chinﬂ refers to thn

a_lpingf-ne‘fé_l_!:,' and "tables" vefers to « parlox-pastime poputar at that tiee in

“Orle will remember huw Rikar China and the tables begnn to dance when the
rest oE the world appeared to stand still pour encoursges ler nugrcn.

Far E:"om 1lnoking dovin upon Chinese society, Harx herc s streaning that
the T’aiping Revolt was in _advonce of the altustion in Europe in the i230's,
following the defeated 1848 revulutior.s. This is why he glves the Chines= credit
not only for the revolt agalnst their own ruling class, but "in order to encourage’
thérsg that is to say, tha proletariat of Europe. Finnlly, Marx considered the-
Slavonic Form of the village commne a sort of sub-variety of the oriental form,
and he had a great deal more eritlcism of Rusais than of China, Which docsn't
mean that, both strictly theoretically dnd as o revolutlonary hunani st, he ever
took his cyes off of the actuasl hirtaric develepeent of the masses that would

allow them to shorten the birthpangs of the new soclety.
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(Inoidentaﬂ,y, 1%t 4 important elso to remember that his stuly
and commtration on pro-capitalist formations ~- orieatal, Urece-Romin,
and Garmaic as tniquely West-Europesn o began after the philication of
Valun8 I of Capital.)

Now then, the Iiual sectlon that azsumes & new wgency for our

po*-i.od on Ho.chinew. vhich he called Autematon end wo call Automation, is
actm.ly tu'.l:ly and more all-eidely deve].opod in Capitel, Volume I. HoreoVer,
along with the Working Daw it 1s elmast mt.ira]y new 28 conp&rod to the )
a.btmavhted form. it -.ppoa.rs in the Grmdrisso. And 4t contains his new

; concept of theory as not 'being 3 dﬂ.actmshu with theoreticlany, and as

a.ri.sing from prectices Thus, he stresses in his letters te Ehgels that

he hos reread the sectien In 'n.he Grundrisse and is reworking it entiralys
that bo bas desided furtharGre, thd, to really usderstand it, he must hine
ulaf praotice 1t end is therefors mo‘.l:led in e course in machinary. (He
was cr-net-antdy annoyad with how quickly he covld understend the {hwory of
the macbine, snd how much "dusber! than any worker in sperating one.)

" Finslly, the opposite to mchinery, the huan powar as its own end, was

dovai&peﬂ. by him 2% the end of this scotlon. Tt world seem, therefore,
that there wasn™ much to learn from & revosding of the first draﬂ'..

Why, thene does Mercuse chouse to quote from 1t as if €} no one

4
who doesatt knew that section can pockibly wnderstand either Marx on the

1
question, or(t ldm'tifs more important to BM, the roelities of the day, pro-

dused by Autemation and the oneedimensional man? ' Hare liss the limitation

of tha intellcatusl, though he be Marxist, who is isolated from the pro-
Letzriat. The irony is that iC isatt only the proletariat that therely goebs
dograded, and net only the intellectusl, but philosophy teo, Tho eriginal

titlo of One Dimansionel Man, when it wvas dolivered as a serios of lectures

TR MR ki 5ot g T 3 s s ez
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overvhelmed thinking, thereby demying the vary seui of tho dislectic,
‘o% devalepment tﬁrough contradictien, that the mero abysmal the degradation
tﬁo more intense is the quest fer universality. Not se mcidenfally, Marx
in his Infrodustisn to the Srundrisce stressia that "political ecoremy

is not tachnolagy®. Since the speoific secticn has been published in News &
XEEHE Letters, December 1967 I wil) net pracede further with it st this

tille‘. oo
_ 'nm-o is no hetter way to sunm up the Grundr‘l.ase. and net only tthe
'Grmdrisse but tho uholo of the Marxian theory ef liberatien as well as

c-—-.:—--—-

et h.ppm tue day after xevelutien than with bis own statement we hm

_._:tued ‘as the frontspitce, that san dees mt repreduce h:lnsolf in any daterw

-mined ferm, but produces his tetalitye.. dees net soek to remain ssmething
fnr;géd by fho pazt, but is ia the absslute mevement of becamingi"

-

naya Danayavsicaya
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