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ﬁqéf Collongues:

‘ I've made sompe lmportant changes in the form of the
book wkish I'd like 0 disouss with you as I'm sendipg the friends
the new sectlon on thée Grundrisse., If you wlll now look at Part
T, Wby Hegel?  ¥Why Nowl which 18 now complete, you will ase at once
the new desision, It is to have oach part of Philvcesophy and
Revolutlicon end on tlie eurrent seeéne, 1In thio case, the appearancse
of reslity 18 vla State~Oapltallsem aud Marxist Humenism, whioh I
have dacided helcugs here ineteed of, &3 I originelly concelved 1%,
vhen I cnalyse Economic Reallty and the pialectios of Liberatlon,
ohuag Part I now contalns the followlngs Ch. I~-Hogel --40 pages,

. {ow that & new sectlon on the Grundrisse had been edded to 0h, II-=
Marx --that chapter has grown to 54 pages, Ch. 3 - Lenin ~-w1ll have
besiden ths 12 pagen sent last, B8-0 & M-H, A4 you Bee this works
odut logloelly as well sinove, though that pampnlet desls with the
atate-capltalisuw of our agse, it, in faot, revolved totally eround
Lenin's comception of the proletariat ae Ngubject.” (I don’t recall
how many pages the pamphlet is, tut I would gusss that Part 1 &8 a
whole now numbers over 125 pages and thus constitutea half of the
whole book.) . ’ -

. - Aa I now aonceive Fart II, Eoonomlc Reallty and .
the Diaslectios of Liberaticn, that first chajter I sent out will be
_very much ravised and expanded aB well as go back 1n time to the
1630's, thoush only briefly, ' For %the new, really new here:ls -that
¢h. 2. would be Leop Troeky end Mao as Thooreticlens, Paradoxically :
a8 that sounds,. the two do belong together since not only, chronolow :
gloally, did they remain after Lenin's death, but, in feot, each ‘J'
wae an elternastive also to 8talin, It 18 truc that LT always though
of himoelf ag the iink with Lenln and, vialle we have demollshed o
that pretension, we still allowed hlm to appear as within the Marxiei
movement while Mao wae exocluded from 1t and trested,more or Less,
86 a contlnuation of Stalin, It Just isp't true, - Of course,. he :
didn't flght 3talin. and Trotaky dled doing so, But Meo waa'creating{
something quite independent of 8talin. Jaoming Troteky against Mao
meane that his theory of permenent revolutlon will not only be dealt
with theoretically, but as undergoeing the tecet of objecotive reallty
by way of another's theory who consfibred himpmelf e Marxist, end who,
in any case, did anawer within a movement that was not in pover,
with 2 very different theory than elther Lenin or stallin, Trotsky
or the letecomer Castro, That I shouldn't have seen Trotsky and Mao
. e@ facotc of a single rpoblem appears to me mow to be a "Leftover!
of tresting Troteky as link.with Lenin though we have long denled 1te
1t was some sort of Trotskylhe hangover, In any cage thle brings
us through W II which was something that Lenln couldn't posalbly
have imagined, and ends only whem frow_preactice comes the Hungarian
‘ Revolution and from theory Marxlst-Humenlsm and we appear,

. To work ell this out will take some time--s month
at lazast, maybe more, In any case, I do not wish to bother now
witl Sartrs whe was thought of as alternative and probably will
ptill eppear so for the new French sltuatlon makes him very impertant
atill; though he 18 not of the KMovement, peitheor 1s the New Left
of the Marxist movement, What is a great desl more important, and
for the moment I remain stuck, is this: How to bring lum "black
thought" which ascsms determined, if we are to Judge by the loudmoutlu|
who are the nrtionglist leadelrs now, Thie is why I thought I would
1ike to call a "black conference" in petroit at the beginning of
the new year, Though all of us will be present, the point is I
want fhl white members (except me, 1y to sit in back while the
blecks plus those the¥ invite talk up after I have presented the
problem from the book's vlewpoint, Whet do you think? Yours,Raya
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