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Doax Friondss

: Fow that you are being sent Part Two* of Fhilosophy end Revolution
I can continue the discussion on methodoiogy begun when Paxt One. was eert -
out whera I raised the question of the changing dialeciics in presenteting
in book-fory wbat had provicusly beon presented in individusl chapters and
aspernted perts. This appears clearest, I believe, in tha chapter on Yaoc.
Though there js no difference in conclusiona drarm, thore is iy the form
of precentction. ‘ - - . e .
Tols 18 no mere techniselity. As you kmow, in Hegel,form mey be

mere show es contracted to content, but foxs is also, and above all, & -
-conoreta universal. To spoak Marxisticelly, the Feris Cemmune form of the
state is a non-state, & totally new sat of hman relations. 8o, though
" nowhers yet on. that levsl, nevsrtheless the faot that, in the previcus
foxnm, politicsl concluaions demincted the philosophic reazon forr being of
Mao's Thought," vhereas now the opposite is the coninant form of pro=— -
‘sentation, we can watch the mslf-development of idaas. Put in ancther wiy,
- we do not dimioms Meo's ldéas beceuse they daviete fram Marx, but follow
them, thoir trensfoimation iunio opposite where, on the. 'ene kand, they _
compel #ac himsolf in e direction unenticipeted by him, and, on the other
hard, sos oppoeition to him emerge in Chkiva itself. Weo must not forget |
tuat, whers before the so-called Cultursl Revolution, Mao had -no Now Left

1

%0 bother him, he has ons now. . .
o Ore of the basic reasons why even the most-ocbjective and erudite

of the analysts of Maofa Chine and op .onents of Russia long befere Mao

@1d zo for hias om reseons, still could not ses any serious elements

of similarity between Stalin end Mao is due to the faot that Muo dld diffex
from Stelin not only as one Big Power from another, tut beoause of' the
philogopbic approach to the Miaas line." One of the bes® of these enalysts,
shocked et tho "oxcesses” of the sowcalled Culiurel Revolution, did think

it Mrrational" discontinuity from thought. When I said it eppeared
irrational only because he dld not wistk to acknowlsdge that Mzo was
accepting state-capiialimn gs the rext stege of world development, puttsug
socialiem off to the Oreek omlends, I appeared to him "subjectivist."

The philoscphic point at issus wes thet any ons ag *voluntarist® as Mao
.couldn't possibly elso be a "fabeliaet." That voluniarisn and fatelism

ere oppoalites 1s trus; bui, dialecticzlly, they are united in Mao's Thought,
that ip to sey, they ere the intellectual reflection which express the :
antagoniems of the capitalist order gnd its inability to xesolve ite pro-
blems. How can it be otherwise when the only resolution to cleps contra—
dictions is proletarien revolution?

Do study the changes introduced in the writing of the chapter on
Mgo, a2 compared to what I had writien in tho enalysie of the Cultural -
Revolution by itself." The diaslectics that will now emorge should help
you in trylag your band at enz2lyzing current events. Tbai ip, after all,
the purpose of the book, thet #the lcbor, patience, seriousness and suffexing
of the nogztive" over the historic Deriods and dimlectic philosophers, from
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th6 Frenoh Revolution and-Hegel, through the 1848 and 1871 Revolutions png
Herx to owr dey wil) mske each one of us the typs of rovolutionaty dige
‘lectic rhilosopher that vhilossphy and Tavolution will finally unite _ -
‘on wssse, - Nao who, as poet,- though ery elvaya kns g word for it,

solared £t the start of ths Cultural Revolution, "ie are g1l ovitics ai

revelutionaries, -China bas 700 million oritios ani vevolutionaries." A1l
he - failed to 9dd wagn thet 1% was in the very Humenist Essaya thst he wan

ettacking that Marz firgt defined dinleotics an Moriticyl end revolutionary,.”

- But- then Bheng-wu~1fan acted thoee oheracteristicy out in & manner hig- _
tory will never ¥orget who teiks blerney and wao both tellke ard’ "malggh
revolutions, . : o :

Baya

% Aetually, it ip pet complete mince the last chaptor of Part Two, which .

- will need: to be totelly Towritten —— Jean-Payl Sertre — I bad to ot g~
vay for the Yime beings The reason is that I folt strongly that Part
Threo, or rather tte lest chapier in it, ‘Wew Passions znd Yew Forces,®
should have thus collaboration of Allen. - Ho socepted the challenge end. is
flying here New Tear's weockend, Therefore I mgt & ip to that chapier.
Wa will also try-to take adventaze of Allen's being in Datroit to have a
discussion with black revolutionaries intercated in thim works It is not
to be & Black/Red type of philosophic conference whore ¥e were interested
in 2ll voices. This time wa ‘must concentiate on those blacks who want to
develop, not their awn idess, tut thome of Yavriet-Humanisn. ;




