liny 6, 1985

Bear Revini

As usual, I have no time to write you a letter, but want
to give you some ideas, even if they are expressed roughly, and
no doubt ungrammatically, for your response to fubel;

1. You're glad that the condition he has put for a paper.
on Raya is that because Cahkérs de Marxolople is interested in _
action as much as in theory; Raya has never been one for academig,
and most of her life and her writings have been for the moeement,
You think he saw me EKXM¥XX¥58X in 1959 when I was in Faris and
argued with him at his group,

2, The 19508 have been central in her development of the
original study of Russia as state-capitalist sociaty, which she
worked out in 1941, and which was never separated from her
theoretical work, not as mere theory but as the rhilosophy of
revolution as well as the actual revolution. This was quite clear
in her first major theoretical work, M&F, which had as Appendix
the first English transiation both of the Humanist Essays and
Lenin’s PN ?gﬁg included the graat liiners' General Strike in 1950
in West Virginla, where she was most active at the time, The fact

. that simultaneously with it there was an ongoing. correspondence -

between her and James mnd Grace Lee waa“ﬁﬁxxanHEIEXInz,thuhreaaOn ,f}

... for aeciding, -in 1985, %o issuc the pamphlet on the 1950 strils, ... .
~vhielizincludes those letters, kMM but the truth is that in 1949e50

inyolved in a strike of 100,000 miners and that %hguﬁhfuhpﬁi".
wagn 't aminer nor pretended to be, she was permitted to work with . .
the "auxiliary™ women picketa, getting their stories and getting.

hem published while it waas hpppening. Indeed, it was precisely
.-, the fact. that a theoretical work which included Hegel was ‘the .. . .

Work which had: that deseription of the miners' strike, which . .
omabody like Alisdair MacIntyre to review it in the Univer-.: " &

les. and Loft Reviaw and to sponsor an invitation for KNELXNMX -

. ;ﬁgwpngphlat'a;tbrum in England of seme 500 in London as well ag
-147thgitalk_gt the University of Leeds Philosophy Department,: '

'"fiﬂff,;-jl It is for this reason that you wish to call to his
attention, the final para, p. 23 of RD's Introduction to M&F -

"iy*gggggpﬂahe.writ39|ﬁ No theorstician ... can write out of his own.

-«What the workers themsslves are doing and thinking,”
-XMZ% in-faet in London where she met the Africans who ine

m*ffylv‘dTﬁﬁf to the Gambia and all of West Africa in 1962-63,

4, The trip to Africa was hardly an academic trip, and

A;)ffh&;aotirity]obntinued there as if she were an African, for o
., -which the British imgerialista wented to deport her, Yt led -
' ‘at'the end of the '6

8 decade, both to mase activities in the;U.S,

.with the Black revolution, in Africa, and Eaet Europe, who'are .
the. ones who contributed a.good part of the chapter on EE in'P&R,, .

‘no well ag the ongoing Spring be it in Crzechoslovakia, where the

M-Higts had to bulld a bonfire of M&F as Russimn tanks moved in, -

1 don’t want. to say much on your speclalty, Prance, but it is R
pracimely because of that aborted 1968 that RD made what is nystioal -

to you in the AI as a new beginning for revolutionaires preparing
for a different mevolution, on a world scala, T




5. The type of helf-way dialectic which produced all thoase
abated revdutions in the 19608 carried into the feminist movement
who R¥X turned away from revolution altogether, not only Marxliam,
It i2 this which led RD to be so furious over the fact that the
great revolutionary, RL, In no way figured in the feminist movement
befause she suppomsedly wrote nothing on strictly feminlist issues,
that led to her workk RIWLKHM, which, BMKEXXIKEN it is true, had to
raturn to Marx's philisophy of revolution at the third Part, but
alsc contained a sharp critique of all post-iiarx Marxists who
tried to separate Marx's naterialism from his phileosophy of a

"new Humanism® .,

I don t kxnow, K&vin, which part of this %KX you will
Just keep in the back of yeuwr mind, and which you wish to have
nteriaced in your anslysis of any or all of my work, and I
sthink 1% is important for you to mention that the Archives of
D lebrated ‘by. WiSU, actually got her for the Tirst time to say
thinga” about her: personal life, which she has always rae- o
qgghﬂ d 1th, and which covered not Just the 30 years'of
N UXIBANce of'nsu, but’ giso thit ‘showdd Trom the very -years:
g;pg the U.S. . during the Palmer Raids to the present
Ko was a revolutionary activist and, as she puts:it, was
yforoed into some intellsctunl work and the break with .=
when 1% became -clear that the horkifying: Hitler-Stalin‘
uld: TEECENAX : glve the green. light to WWIIX, which: rovnaled
‘bad as Western world to bring hbout WWII, “Apd
nished revolutions and the post WWII. perid
‘“d Japan a8 well as to the othcr gg$3~of

= ] I'm1enclosing scribbles on Rubel's latter.
-nnko sou. sonae out of tham.
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_ March 7. 1985
Dear Raya,

Exxn Enclosed is an English summary of lub;l's mletter, which I could
not get ready in time for fnu toxizxxux bafore you laft town. I waat to
send him-ag well your critique of his book in N&L, bldc send his RLWLKM
and demand that he xmix review it, that while we certainly criticize hig,
wi do discunn and make public to U.S. readers his work, while he has
never done so in Prance for your important work on Marx, with mheth
vhich he no doubt also disagress, but by igaxm ignoring, isn't that same
type of "conspiracy of silence” aud 28 the Stelinists?

1 eloo am getting very interested in writing perhaps an essay-
lenght article sfxMEx New Caledonia, using some French language materials
ftou our exchanges, & plus Michel's book tg:ﬁgggggg, plus a new book
;jnct issued in Paria with documents and history of the 1878 uprising.
f!“lc;aro lone ochor points to include: (1) more ictaill on Louiae 3
Hicﬁgl'- :ole, 1nc1uding how hundreds, 1f not 20, 000 !nnnkas ttnlx Iine-‘ir

?_lhore weeping when % she leaves in 1881; {2) how the head of Atai

“f ch1¢£ ‘of tha k:gzauprising, is to this day 1in display prasarved '

9 {o:-aldchyde gt the Museunm d.l £ Sciences de 1l'Homme in Parisg; (3) how
ii‘thin-eonhcc:t to Marx's last writings, esp. on aborigmenes; (4) on
tgl”ntrugglc todny. 1nc1ud1ng the existence of an indupcndcnt WL group:m’
auons thc Kanakal which is a‘lpearate organization within the independenc.;'
,ﬁqqlitipn. and vhiqh criticizes the nale £x laaders publicly, and had '
;;;giﬁik with them to form & separate organization; (5) to hx the
i#?@gggfg;;gcntlon of Wev Caledonia both to French m% atomic testing
léa.to.‘U.Sp inparialinni; possibl} a vhole mention of the region~-~
if;i Ihdonoiia tb Philippinas ﬁo &3 Australia-NZ and its pixm pich_in
orld itpcrlaltln. I have just vritten to Paris k fﬁr the book |

Aon'lg7l lnd have notol from our sxug exchanges from France plus BN

jygqlnli! Lo Monde. What do you think?

Yours,
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Cher Kdvin Ander-on,

votre article "The 'Unknown' Marx's Capital..." mia beaucoup plu,
bien que vous avez complétement négligé les aspects particuliers

de mon édition A laquelle vous consacrez une note "critique® qui

ne veut mnas dife. grand-chose. J'estime que vous auriez rendu service
A vos lecteurs enh renvoyant A "Rubel on Karl larx" ot ils peuvent
trouver ,dans plusieurs cgapitres, les arguments que je déveldppe
sur les questions traitée par vous. Ce que vous dites a propos de
1'édition frangaise est tout A fait exacte, mais vous savez bien
que,dans mon édition frangaise, j'ai signalé les passages essentiels
introduits ou remaniés par lMarx par rapport 4 1'édition allemande.,
Vous voyez, avant un parti pris "marxiste" ("léniniste"?) & }'tégard
de ma conception de Marx et de sa postérité ,vous adoptez une méthode i
qui me parait peu digne d'un éducateur professionnel,responsable de .
la maturation intellectuelle de jeunes esprits que les masse-media
influencent pour en faire des citoyens soumis et conformistes.Il
aurait mieux wvalu ne pas me mentionner du toutfﬁf puisque vous avesz
cru bon de me nommer,pourquoi n'avez pas relevé ne fub-ce qu'tun de

mes "péchés" critiqués dans votre papier c¢cité dans la méme note, -
mais que vos lecteurs ont peu de chance de connaltre,stagissant.d'un
texte inddit ? "Fiér my critique of Rubel,see Anderson..." Cooyez~vous '
vraiment que des lecteurs iraiant se procurer ce."Paper"? oo

“Bertell Ollman m'avait envoyé ce texte en Jjanvier 1983,et jlavais -
commencé A preddre des notes pour rédiger une réponse., Mais en vous ..
lisant, j'ai constaté tant de critiques errondes et tant de vues cone -
traires 4 ma manidre de concevoir l'enseignement marxien,que je me: .
suis dit: il est inutile de me répdter,K.A. connatt mes théses sur

‘Marx et le marxisme,et siil les rejette,c'est pour mieux stenfermer
dans son marxisme hégélien. Je maintiens,par exemple,que arler du.. =
"marxisme de,larx"? (p.1) équivaut A une auto-copdgmnatiopfintellectu~
elle(p.6{Vvous récidivez 1). Jtavais espéré qu'en g&x “le tome "Phi=
losophie™ comme vous wvous proposiez en décembre 1982 (p.1), voﬁaﬁ T
3ugerez utile,vu le climat de barbarie politique aux USA et ailleurs. -

epartout I),de publier un article pouvant servir de base A un- débat.::
général sur le. mythe de Marx = dont vous &tes vous-m8me shélas,une: .
victime: votre mérite - rare parmi les marxologues américains - est. -
de wvous étrea}ﬁxéggggé aux problémes que j'ai soulevéw 4 propos du -
destin posthume, mals vous 8tes resté & mi-chemin de votre réflexion
critique: 1l'Introdugtion au volume "Philosophie™ ne mériterait-~elle .
pas une discussi®¥,/'He serait~ce quéen raison des pages réaemrvées -
R A& Hegel démasqué’ comme mystificateur barbare ? A quoi sert une, ..
"dialectique® qui culmine dans 1'idoldtne la plus primitive de 1'ETAT -

et de la GUERRE 7

Je dois m'arréter,mais vous pouvez trouver quelques complémants=def!-
cette réponse dans le dernier cahier de marxologie (5.23-24,1vH4)que

Je vous envoie séparément. Et aussi dans ma petite lettre au Mond ,
reprise par The Sockalist Stahdard. Jt'idimemiids connaltre votre-rﬁaﬁti

~ 8t celle de vos co gues - ma "double question®,

\/M f\.- [V AN BN (-u. wisd med I".JZ‘J )

ey Lotk
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Summary of Rubel's Letter to Kevim, 2/22/85
"Yourasrxirix article 'The Urknown Marx's Capital' pleased me
very wxmmuch, he writes, but then he objects to my fafilure to give him

a bigger reference, and especially to my not referring to Rubel on KM.

"What you say ir sbout the French odition is completedly correct, but you
“know well that in wy French edition, I noted the essential passages nevly
odded or changed by Marx from the German edition."”(But not all the ones.

1 diocussed - Kevin) Then he gets mad that in my footnote to him I
also mention “"For my ctitigque of Rubel, see my 1982 paper delivered

to URPE". He now ackhowledges thithe had xex received it from Bertell
0llman in 1983, and that "I had begun to.take notes to write a xmpoe
response.” But dmpizm despite my many "erroneous critiques” and many
disogreements, he decided in the end: "It is useless to repeat myself,
K.A. knows my theses on Marx and Marxism well, and £ 1f he rejects then,

1: 1s in order to enclose himself all the more in his Hegelian Harxism.

,says that I should instead publish a general article on "the myth

of which K.A. 18 also alas, a victin" But "my merit, xax

he raised on the posthumous destingy"” of Marx's writings, but unfortunately
~"you stopped halfway Then he mhmzxxx objects to my critique of his

accusations against Hegel and then repeats: "What is the use of a

teer

.fﬁialectic which culminates in the most primitive worship of the state

hnd?of var?"” He is aending me N. 23-24 of the Cahiers du Harxologie-oodhhh

also hao sent his letter on war and peace{in English and French). ri5511y;1

AT T R T

oo
o

e

oy”ooublé question." (op Hegel, and on war and peace today).
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