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. Dear Louts:.-"

HBorewith ie the suzmation of Ch.5 on Modern Selence uf Gustav-

AWet er' "Dialectical Faterialism”, whieh may boe rather inadeguate when

you consider that the aumsation was made b one who knows next to nothing

‘about selsnce. Neverthelses I know my Morxzism and therefore wish to wara:

you mgaiant the foliowing in looking at this work or, for that msttar,
"utrlot" gelentifioc worke:

1)thy fragmention of the worker in our soclety brings with .

14 the frugmentation of the intelliectual. Thus this work lemves out the

groat reviglon of 1643 bacauge that cne was '« the "economic" fiold whers
he 1s concerned with science. Hut the valuc %thecry invalved dizileotios

.in the followlrg fundamentsl acnse which wourid have thrown & great desl

of 1ligh% on hia praoioud sclnnce* a)the atructurs of CAFITAL wes changed
=—gven if you should ieave out the Hunanism of Marxism, the"bores" alons
reveal the inseparabliiity of economies, hilisstory, dialzeties. Thas when
you threw out Ch. 1, as you were zsked %o do by the Soviet economicts,
and alliegedly subetitute fer the wnit of canitalistic wealth--the
commoility—-the "historice" development of commodity, vou at one 'ard the

' game time rob of its clesdi‘content and the polat at ‘which the leap is

mede from mere surpluy above consumption which is bartered in primitive f:

- ‘eocicvies to sux lue value extracted From laborer whick is invasted in
“ever greater ﬁrnguction a la state capitalism. For scierce, which is

Yotter's nubjsct, this meant being unaware of the breaking point in
Ruaaian att thdes to the emptrica‘ scienues, ol wvhich more later,

B ' 2)Tne Ruesians divide Merxian nkilosonhy in 2¢ uialecti
materialiam and historiecal matorialiasm, Taking his cue from tkut,

Weitor concernn himself only with te former, not with the latter gy i‘
- that were poasible, (Yhe Knsslang do it for the very same rsason. that
7 'they broke the structure of teaching Kdrx's CAPITil-~to hide both the
" irner springs of their sot¢isty and te transform histery itself into ean
"abatraction. That is to say, you consider "gociefies': slave, feudal,
scapitalich, "soclalist® without seeing the SELFDEVELOFING SUBJECT, the

PROLETARYAT, who dlone can bring about "the negation of the negation®

and estadblish a 3ociety where the individdael is the socisl entity and
only preof of its froedom, The Gcmrmnists as state-capitaliste and
Wvetter as Jesult want to .disregnrd that “subject",) Suppose we let them
do it because we "reslly" want to atudj science "objectively." The

very history of meience itself would give the iie to that not only
bacause, taking 1t from Planck through Einstein, the historic Egriod -
would have a great deal to say on the subject, but because the very iunerd
diajectie of science depends on its continuity snd accumuluted mowled o

3)Praos is in the'sirietly“dialectic chanter vhen,

of all things, the [95% re vision of the nsggation of the nﬁgation is.
treated as a re—establishment (sic!) of that law,, The reason? Technical;
3talin juat began om:ftiing that basie law from hia "principal features

of the dialectio" because, of coursc, he fenred its connection with the
everthrow of his astate, I.ong before Zhrushechev and his Degtalinization
however it became quitc evident that the chauvinism, "new diale@ptical
law of eriticism and self-crificism" whieh of course meant disregard of =
real actual world, its otjective development was leaving fussia far behind

, The A-bomb awoke Stalin with & gtart and he began sereaming &z, the
selentigfa, Zmpirical data, technology, etc.ete. and in @ few years they.

had 1%, mlipw in 1955 when "negation of nezation" was not juct abolition
of atate "in general" but concrete Humanish philosophy as its banner,
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the Ruasi&na found tkeJ "oeuldn! t" attack it because it had besn left
out altogether of the various editions of Marx's worke since it was
_firsh published in the late 19208 and parly 193Cs, ab..,.,Karpusghin, while
“writiwg against Marx's Barly Essays, muat ask for their republiication.
"Hegaticn ef negatiosn" now begins to resppear especially in the stiences
-becausa they are beginning to deal with the relativity theory and eo

w2 got the Ioliowing in 19563

"The nihillﬂtic attitude towards the

soleace & culture of bhurgecls soclety which has long heen in evidence
wap having & negative effect upon verious aspeste of cur own practical

work, The Plenum of the Party C.C. of Juyly 1955 forcibly condemed such -

an approach to the achievements of the capitalist countries & called Lor
an application of the best c¢f thesze achlevementa in the flelds of schence
and tschaology in th e “interests of communist construstion,." Th: Ruaaions
called, this article "Some Preblems Concerning the law of the Negation

of the Kegation" and it is this Wetter (and many who are not Jesuit,
balieve me, do the szme) as proof of "re-establishment® of law of negation
ot negation as pirimary. ‘

Now there are some things from which Wet er sutfers
' which do stem from his Jesuitism, such as being wulgarly spiritualistic
i 'tp counter the Commvnist vulgarly mateialistic approach. But, on the

- whole, he is helpful in geeing or helping his readers who are not as
:prejudiced as he to sse certaln of the relations of dlalecticaj laws and
'2natura scisnce. .

But I get neitner from him, nor ths Ruas*ans,nor
- the atheistic. sophisticated intellectuals anawers t0 the following
. ‘questions an? I suspect that you as our new physicist alone will be able
.to give: )
e 1)To what extent did dialectical materialism, even as perverted
‘ aa “4% 15 by the Russizna, help the Russian geientists strike out on their
cown in advance of "Wegtern science", It was not only concentration while
penny~pinching Eisenhower Big Business Cabinet headed by &M Wilson :
‘gounted profits that produced the Sputnik. We are s%ill behind Russians
in thrust, and God knows what else. - '

2)}¥When they did make their leap, did that, technologically,
produce a diacontinuous development so that, far from having"to cateh up"
i\ in all spheres, they have sufficient knowhow in sufficient spheres to
. become: "superior" in what matters in capitalist soclely: military, and
i perhapa even heavy industry.

3)0f course their downfall with Automation wil® be the same
ag here: that éelf-developing subject—-the proletariat,. But, narrowly,
does it -meen that, living in the age of "the uwnified Fficld theory" (I have :
geen not 'g gingle reference to 1%, so perhaps it is too new and untried
for books and exists only in artiecles) not only Russiz, but even the
underdeveloped countries {(ah, there's the rub) could leap ahead.

In this respect, as I close, I want also to call attention to
yet one more failure in Trotekyism and that is the concept that it is
"the backwardneas of the Russian proletariat" that allowed for
revolution to be lost to Stalin's counter-revolution., I% was a\tra that
got even us, although we always tried to qualify it by saying it ™Bechno-
logically speaking." Toumyrot as all the African revolutions now show

not alone" as revolutions, but in reconstruction of society, including
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"technological projects" from Aswam Dam to the poor becks of Chine
peaaants who are pushing that country's "lnap forward "

‘Tet ‘me Just give yvou a pisce of pure Hagelianism here.
and if 1t sounds like gibberish now, it won't by the time you have
that chnyter on gelence fiuished in the naxt 6 montuu nr 501 ,

"Oonsequently, the activity of the end is not directad
against 1tself, for the purpose of absorbing und agsimilating a given
deteraination: it aims rather at positing its own determination, znd
by tranpeending the determinatio s of the extermsl worlid, at giving '
itgelf reality in the form of exte: nal actvality.” Scilence of Logzic,

Vol.II,p.461)"

. On asecond thought I will send a eopy of this to REB, noi for any
s activity” but for people Y¢ read at leisure, especlally people who
- will ‘he doing this for the book, like John on engineering or rather
xechnnlogy a8 'a whole, Saud on intelligentsia, etc.ete,

.P.S. I em also attaching hetter'a latest article in DAﬁﬁALUSI

: " {Suwmer 1960)end wish to oall sperial attention (p.589) to thi
. "Ohe exitiecal reformulation of the theory of welativity: demanded’ by.
;A‘lexanﬂrov primarily concerns the ovar-all ghtructure of: the tHeory,
In the. conventiomal structure of thils theory one proceeds from the?
ralat;va Lo the abscluie, Alelksandrov insists on the oppogﬁﬁg’pro-
-nedurv‘-fﬁﬁ gtarting point must be the material (real) conmection
. hete phenowens (i.e,,the 'actions') and from these comnectiqua the
general laws &eoncepis of space-time relations that arise from them
ara to be derived, According to Alexandrov, the general’ space time
structure of the world is a manifestation-of its cmuse~effect struc-—
_ Ture: the causal relations determine the space-timz rele :tions,,The

wish was exnressed {at 10/58 conf.) that in fubure there should be
goparate disfussions of the vhilogophicael questions of the general
theory of relativity, in which 1t would be necessary, to bezin with
to deepen phllosophically the categories of dislectical materialiam-
abaolute and relative, avatract & concrete, property &relation,
content &form." (VORICSY PILOSOFII 1959 #2,=- .77—8”¥

Now those last "wishes" can never be fully realized in ;
Ehrushchev’ g Russia becauze of +thelr vulgar materialism which concelver
not only that reality contains nothing but matter &that conseciousnsas
arose from metier by purely evoluticnary means but, above all, because”

Labsclute for our sge gan srise only from SELV*DLVFLOPING 3UBJICT,
the proletariat, vhere bhoth mental and cless s ruzgles unite to
achieve "a negation of the negation® which ig/Very different society -
that that which existes in.Russia, However, that will give me no
diffisulties whatever in my book whereas phyasles, to the extent thaet
I wish to grasp it as part of the total view and the specifics of
the competition with American capital which I call no- discontinuocus
development will give me "troubles" & it is in this field I wish your

collabortion,
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