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Deex 311, Mtke eo! Sormic?

. . fhough the Jan.hth letterwas fron W11l alone, end he spe-
cifind that the 2iscuasion betwesa you tiree dide't alveye refloct the views of all
it enly of hinsslf, I feel that I wuhould address 1% reteanty to the digsonmsante, ke,

omd 4t to utha's since the gusetions paized reflect mattora that evi~ .
witl B < . :
‘ tzke & tho quawiisa of “Mone 4o more important

mwMWmmwmtmmt. or a upocific grevp like BEl4
workers or & sinzie remintionary; wasther we mean WL, Blacks,
it ts slear ¢hat "Wubjeot™ iz the cne that io respinzible
se st act say “osubjrot sust unite wdth
its theory'™s it is the subjest WO unitas, or foils {o wits, theory azd practiose.

in & wosd, the proposition, “with", is wrong.

Farhape part of the loossness of expreesion iz due
thasey is, that, as you pub it, guwoting =e, "Fhiloscphy
bzcsuse s thole point of philesophy, of dixisctice,
retuwrn, is Fresdom, The trouble with .
thinkine of Utopis, ibs Foiure, or of Thought
o A thet they limited the concept of frecdoa, That is
in the vary first guotation one woets <ven belfore he turns to
msdmmm) hthntmummtmummdm that
8 roulizo iteesdc man Fights fresdoa; Lo fighta at most the ITendis
0.k., Marx Ptook adventage®of this natwe of »an, and therefors his
striving foo freedenm, &nd cald of Hegelts dislectics, the greateat
wed by bourgeois phiioscphy, that what we mst o 18 “resiizs it%
1k and thovght of freedon, yoﬂll&nit, b» whole rzan.
doas “philoncphy 1o iteslf r utionsry® mean it will
i and wonen can do that, 1In a werd, 1% is ro
guhetitute for "Subject” any mors than history iz & substitute for history,tco,.

asans meazss wwking it

. Bow then, for us.for 1971, the great bresithrough came beck

- 4n 1953 shen s dimoovered in tho ibsclute Jdoc, 3 movaant, fron Eﬂgo not only f
to revolution, but to theory, t4 philosophy of 1iberstion. I find that the Bosten. s
tislisis, on thelr part, snd the ¥zoists. an theirs, never stop tolicing about being,
sxictezoe, doiny, practice, but the va'y Jast word they understamd ie Practice, for )
they sre undar the delusion that vaen shey practice theory, that ic practico, that

13 astivity, thet Zs hen they “oriag” it to the masscs, and all the saasas have .

to dois ba mzert escughto see it and acospt it, then all w11l be heeven on earthe

@at Ibe bean saying, st 2east eince 1353, 15 the extot opposite, that practice
-4p nasses prasticing and tholr practice is not only tho doing of dseds but the

thinking of thoczhis. -

THEREPORE, tho 2-Kinds of subjsctivity,(the note on which I

andad the 2nd edition of M&F, hoping thwobymizﬁimw-mtlmtodoin
41 vl ution) was not only s strass an proletarian Snbject ve. Maolsi

ar potty-bourgeoss eubjoctiniig but %o show that in the proletarian Subject, in
subjectivity, wo irclwxling men as thought a3 woll ae man &8 being, AYD THOUGHT,
PHTIOGOPHY OF LIBERATICN, THE ABSOLUTS IDGA BASAKNOWS FOR OUR AGE I5 ITSELF A
FORCE FOR REVOIUTION.

1t is a devalopemant, 4 VE2¥ high stage of develop-
#pGt, but e development rathe than broak, ss s the, from ke Johnsonism or
state-capitalisn suns philoscphye. .
of course, Marzist-Huaniss is itgslf "subjectivity™ this is

N mtuolmrmdW:&accl?&tﬂwgﬂub!.pﬁomma.uﬁl%s.that.ri.pto
14110 Japan, showed that evem revolutionariss clogest to uy, and evan sasves, great
manses in revolt, uwill not take frox owr dhonldears, our tasks, working out thio
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diglectic of, libaration, both philosophically in the bouk gz_i_g_ practica‘llly in owr
overyday activities., . - .

of cowrse 1t is o task of vary great historic dimenslons. But
do you know any one else engaged in it? Of courss, it is hard labor and biows the
mind, sspecially of the youth, who are first gotting used to the idea that they
are revolutionaries, have broken with their past both as P+ bemiliou, us parents,ste.
as, to bogin measuring themaslves ageiret history's Gargantuen dimensions. I do
not doubt,, however, that: we cah becone the catalyst for thae revolutionaries who have
had all. the hresks from psst, but did not think thet first then thay muet create
new thesretical foundations as well instead of -having found them roady-made, if
not i, the bite-sire Macint quotations, then at leasi as Marx did it, But he did

it in 184321853, and we 1ive in 1971, ol while it remains our foundation, rone
can do for this age Bhat only this age can do for itgelf,

Back t5 one more word on language. Mhen you compare Marx,

lst Ind., Paris Commune; VIL, Bolsneviks, Russian Revolution; and then come to our-
gelves, you use the expression'¥;1v, I know what you mean, but it just so happens
that,fer a diglecticisn, there iz no wovse expregaion than oneeto-one, for it means

mechanical, statistical rathsr than human, alive and baing able to do so much more .

than whut any one imcgines who 15 Leainwasned by capitalisk idgology. So, it dan't
only a quastion of escaping the complexities, but in order to always keep ono's
oyes on movement rethar than somathing statie, just avoid the expreseion, 1:1,

F

' ' © The importent thing is what you did mean even when you used
8%x a '"market" expression. First, take larx's pariod: great s the First Interna-
tional was, it sms lorganized!, Tharefore for the new form of workera! rule which
no ganius, not evan Marx, no human beinz,or #od for that matter, can gee it before ‘
it actually cceurs, Marx had to keep plodding alonz, theoretically in Capital ,
bractically, in First Internaticnal, until' the woricers upsurged in the Paris Communs.
Thea 'he nof; only embraced it, as revoluticnsries would, but mede it the departure
evern of his theory. It clarified the Mfetishism of the commodities! not just in
manner in which he hsd alresdy worked out theoristically-—capitalist exploitationof °
labor and its reification into thing--but its oppooitée the ne¥ form, ths universal
form of how the workers mean to rid themselves of the fetishism by its creation of
the Paris Commune. i )

: The same came {o be with Ianin-~the Soviets wars the new fornm for
his age, and he was well propared to see it and create tho slogan "All Power to the
Soviets" because o thecretically, he had already worked out a new universal--"to a
man', 3UT IT WASN"? CNLY UNDERS TAUDIHG AND 2Z00Y 0 HEGEL THAT HELPED HIM: IT
U VLS THAT, TO HEGTH WITH, HE J45 ALAYS A PAACTICING REVOLUTIONARY. So,insofar
es the latter was concerned, were his dolshovilkk nolleagues. They all opposed the
"April Thosis" and thought he had been too long an emigre to "understand :tussiap
realities" 3UL IHE REVOLUTION SWEPT THEY ALOH . VY THE REVOLUTION IS AT AN #AERyx
HALT AND YOU HAVE STATE POWER + you (that is. the Stalinists) follow a very different
path, 3ut it isn'% only because they didn't "understandn fdegaly it is because of .
the objective compulsion from the axlgting state surrounded by world capitalisn,ete.
aetc.

Kow then us, the practice of“dialectictics, both in theory and in fact, is
semethling that no other party" ever called upon its members to doaad it is hard as
hell, Jut the vary fact that we demend unity of theory and practice cempels the two
lovels, of which tha concrete, the daily practica, is of tae ezsanca,

* One £inal point both on "troubles" withPart IiI, and objective transcendence
Iranscendedce has, in ucademia, both theological and philosophic meaning far removed
from practice, 3ut transcendence »a&5 historic category, means poople abolishing the
old, creating the now, indesd 1t is the only roal transcendensce; all else is hogwash.
Secause this is so, I try to practice it even in theory, which 1s vhy théra is go
much return to 3lack)::ed conforences, etc. “here arc no'troublesY On the contrary,
I would like the"hew passions and new fordes” to ba written by blacks, by women evan
as New Humanism was written by workers battling Automation,

Hope this has helpei. I cannot do more oo long as bock is not finished,

ut i (<] "Law Passions and liew Forces" next wesdk start practieing dialsctics
i 391%2“"5 B"*Egﬁs'fn"ianﬂ, 'fhir-.anas.‘ anf writa mn thair ;vprnss‘l.ons."onrs. "aya
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