787 Edinburgh S5t.
San Francisco, CA 94112
AN 15, 1Q9Q

Monthly Review Assocliates

Dear Folks,

Once  again I am renewing my Associates membership. (Hee en-
closed check.) But I feel I must express some sericous coriticisms
about  many of the articles in Monthly Review, about many of  the
books  published by MR Press, and about the generval political posi-
tion of the whole MR operation. 1 will only mention two points, but
they are fundamental.

First, it seems to me that as long as capitalism exists, its
many evils will continue to exist--war (including eventual nuclear
warld, environmental destruction, viciocus esploitation, national
oppression, rvacism, and the like. These evils are ultimately incom-
patible with the survival of humanity. While capitalism still
evists, (genuine) Marxism must also continue to exist, and if neces-
sary, be constantly reborn, since Marxism is the only doctrine  that
is completely opposed to capitalism and determined to get rid of it.
This dis not something that should be hidden from the people, but
brought vigorously to their attention at every opportunity.

Moreover, as Marx, Engels, Lenin and Mao always insisted,
genuine Marxism is a theory of social revolution, not simply  a
theory of perpetusl resistance (howvever intense) against capitalist
evils,

radical ~liberal type of magazine, but a frankly revolutionary Marx-
ist magazine. Unfortumately, MR is ambiguous (at best)  about  the
need for social rvrevolution, and never has any articles discussing
how  to promote and build a revolution (or a revalutionary party)
gither in the U.5. or around the world.

Of  course sometimes MR has an article about a "Thivd World”
country  which mentions revolutionary activity there, such as  the
recent disgraceful item by Hobart Spalding, "Peru on the Erink"
Clam. 1992), Instead of explaining why the Peruvian people have no
choice but to make revoluticon, this liberal article wrings its hands
about  all the revolubtionary violence. It accepts as true many of
the lies the Peruvian and LS. bourgesisies propagate about "Sendero
Luminoso” Cthe Communist Party of Perud. I'm not saying that ro
criticism of  the CPP or other revolutionaries should be allowed.
But such criticism should itself always be from a revolutionary
Marxist standpoint--that is, from the standpoint of the real, ulti-
mate interests of the people.) The article portrays the poor,
helpless Peruvian people as stuck between two horrible chodces, the
woret of  which is--if anything--revolution. This is the sort  of
article that should be left to The Nation, or The Progressive, since

they make no pretense about being Marxist.




e

Second, the founders and developers of Marxism always insisted
that socialism is not an end in itself, but a transition to  commu-
nism, and that many aspects of capitalism continue during the tran-
siticon pericd. Marx, it is true, spoke in terms of the first stage
of socialism and the second stage; but Lenin clarified the terminol-
ogy, and today it is misleading and wrong to speak of the uwltimate
zmal, the "second stage of socialism”, as "soclalism". Especially
when liberals of all stripes have so confused the people (and even
left-intellectuals? about what real socialism is.

Bocialism is not & "regulated" capitalism, with either a few or
a lot of industries "npationalized” (ar for that matter all of  the
industries nationalized as in the now-defunct U.5.5.R.)1. Genul ne
Marxists have always recognized the essential difference between
state capitalism (even that of "one big corporaticon”), and social-
ism.

The distinction is a matter of which class rules, and whether
or et the remaining capitalist relations of production are being
progressively dismantled. There can be no real socialism if  the
wrking class does not rule, and if capitalism is not being continu-
ously,  and definitely taken apart. To allow the liberal idea of
"socialism”  to be put forward under that name is unacceptable in &
Marxist magazine.

* * *

I know that MR has never really been a revoluticnary Marsist
publication, but at times it has at least allowed a strand of that
asort of thinking in its pages. tPerhaps you don't  even consider
yourselt a Marxist magazine; if so, 1 wish you would make  that
clear.d But lately, the thin revolutionary Marxist strand has
almost completely disappeared. Paul Sweery was guoted in The Nation
as saying that since the Sovielt collapse Mao looks better than ever.
But you don’t see that point of view in MR. CWhy not??)

The Maoist view singce the 1360s has been that the Soviet Union
was ot a genuine socialist country, and was doomed to experience
seversg capitalist economic crises, This was pooh-poohed by many
writers in MR, who kept talking about "actually existing socialism”,
and other nonsense.  When Mao proved correct, why wasn®™t this force-
fully pointed out in MR?Y Why hasn’t the Maoist analvsis been  at
least examined seriously? When the Soviet Union was exposed  for
what it really was, a bourgeois dictatorship, why was there so much
cenfusicon and despair in the pages of MR? We expected that sort  of
thing in the old Communist Parties around the world which  haven't
had a progressive thought in half a century or more. But why did MR
meekly follow along in their pathetic whimpering self-doubts, in-
stead of summing it all up from a revolutionary Marxist perspective?

In the past couple years, MR has really missed an  important
opporbunity . bto gualitatively advance the Marxist understanding of
its readership. It*s very sad.



The best part of MR over the years has been the Marxist analy-
sis of the U.85. economy, especially by the editors. 1 fully expect
too see more of that good staff in the future (not that [ agree  with
gverything evern in this aread. This critigue of the capitalist
@conomy keeps me subscribing to the magazine, and (so fard)  supporb-
ing it as an dssociates member.

politics as well. If you ever decide to move a bit in that divec~
ticn, it will be necessary to stop printing articles and books by

Bincerely,
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John Harrison
787 Edinburgh St.
San Francisco, CA 94112

Dear John Harrison,

Thanks tor renewing your Associoxaimembership in spite of your
reservations about Monthly Review ahd all its works.

we fully agree with your second and third paragraphs, but we don't
draw all the same conclusions. The editors of MR have always
considered themselves to be Marxists, but we don't think that
means we should preach Marxism all the time or publish only mat-
erial written by people we judge to be Marxists., Most of the
people in this country (workers and intellectuals incluaed) are
very far from being Marxists or even understanding what Marxism
is. Unhappiness with the society they live in is widespread,

and in fact many hate it. But they think of it as part of the
natural order of things which has to be accepted as one accepts
the solar system, and the culture - the educational system ana the
media - does everything possible to reinforce this view. This

is the situation we face, and unfortunately no one has yet devised
an effective way of countering it. You seem to believe that
hammering away at the necessity of social revolution xmat and
discussing ways to "promote and build a revolution (or a rev-
olutionary party)* are the way to go. Harry and I have been ar-
ound and active since the 30s, and we've been through a lot of
that (even as participants), with less than nothing to show tor
it. we may perhaps be pardoned for doubting tha%?ﬁs likely to

be more effective in these declining years of the 20th century than
it has been in the past.

Qur task, as we see it now, is an educational one, to get people
to think critically about the society and world they live in - in
Marx®s (1843) words to proviade "the uncompromising critical ev-
aluation of all that exists, uncritical in the sense that our
criticism fears neither its own results nor the conflict with

the powers that be."

We welcome criticisms and suggestions, particularly if they re-
late to doing the educational job more etfectively.

Paul M, Sweezy




