oomewell ag the lcoking into that

__-daos ot: of course, mean you chome those who &i'e not sympathetic
B ‘buty. what &8 a graat desl mors lmporiant, how you belng a
It ds the latier that is of tho sssonce hi%;gplenum aonvenee, altar

: Aug, 741977
Ta the REB=REDR '

Dear Colleafuem

Now that you have 2ll studied the completed REB drft 1 2

Fex*speotivuﬂ and know the practicsl conclusions as well as the politicol-ip

ﬁg:.loaop}dc contaxt of TINE 135 RUNNING CUT, it will not nerely help in
wing to whox we &ppeal thisg yesr to attend plenum--open discussion

tc Yarx's Humoniem snd ite revoluticnary spectivenes
mhilosophic nuelus, both as collectivity snd SEIV RE-ORGANICATION.

mirror, It is for th!.tt
‘paavon that Y dscided this year ad the exacutlve sassion, (und as a '

:mluimry at Jut REB off-tho ontf discuseion)not so much to talk of

» not philosopher, but as very speoiZically Marx's relationshiy

' @}ngolm ill:a 80 wA3 No karx, though ha had dons nat anly most to centinus

U

15067

. u'

" of Engely; and “equally” arising from Hegel

| mt philosopher, {and it is why both Marx and Ifgels who first used

~49z, but wa would not have had Velumgs II anid IIT of Sarx'e.
';&'PI'EAL without him.

'conaeicuﬂym word, I an taking no eaccnd rater; much lass tny

”fmz TAh0. WRERAR- :‘:eha":ed- or vho didn’t devote hils whole 1ife o the

iwman'{.. Sut that dossr®t snewer the questions why ia thera. onl.L_ ‘
/DM over: wnen Engsle was the more "advanced™ on economics when firet
“Harx and Engels mat as breakerz with the bourgeoisie and its thought,
.ond when, at firse (1B43-4)thelir wrltings were signad alphabeticnlly-
carz"dctn Engelwﬂm?

I don t beliave that, Mtellec'tuany, 1 ever got n bieger
ehock the.n whenn I read the letters Engels ment Marx es ha was. readinr
‘the gallays of CAPITAL, Very clearly, desplte all thas discusslons
“they hed on the work-to-he; despite all.the letters from Marx to. anels
‘BE ha esked pome vory spedific queationus on wirkers at point of \
production and tecinology of nachinery dengi’te the rilitary "superioritd!

an dislectics, there vas
8o much Enzels did pot understand that it waz pesliively exbarrassing aof
our pge would have mpde 2 lesser person than Fnwels knew., And, onea
agoin, or, more correctly for the first time = point that is still the
pivot: Chaptexr 1, on which Engals says that 4t ian't always eaey to
follow whnt historical features from simple to expandad to univereal
é’o.z& 9&' exchange are meant as liarx develops the dinlacticg leading to-
-] glam, -

what I am drivi.ng out is that, yes, it ism phtlomphy.

the expression in & very derogatory wey--"ocult of perzonelity®eedid
not individually sign wanifestoes of Firat Intarnational), but it is  }|
Cstill a higtoplc fac __,_(-mt just duta but .b,a&i):x) that the philosovher !
whe first younced, eic.etc. la nelther an mccidant nor can easily be
reploced within same generation, Collectivity is of the ¢msence for
that th:'_a_q;_ﬂgn period evsnt as it remalng important for plier a lenir
did arime and the bdattle of ideaz t111 revolutior still piis %he
Luxemburgs, Irotskys, not to mention Plekhanova" ns equmlsg,

All of thie means that the uniqueness and proeclousnnss
of a recreatlon of the dialectie for the new period each generation
of Marxiste must face is not to be emslly thrown away, or made to laok
as ITf it were "equal” with other tendencles, or aven "aquality among
‘lgadership. "i‘ew" is unother festure which has been much mimunderstood
aovan among ourselves, surely, I slways astart with methodolesy needing
to take off fros "the new". But,hsavens glive, naw len't juet factuml]
Yestarday 1 had to reread uimt I wrote on the 100th anniversary of
the publication of harx'e LAPITAl==the pemphlet,S=C AMerx'e Humanisgge-
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because 7 have W moet come wtupid 1ibéral profecsor who is writinﬁ a
book on Shachfmtian & Olga called to my attention thet on pPeiBoftn.l _
I show how he changsd what he meant with Bur’,Collectivien in 194) -when
ko first wrote &t end &n 1962 when he was o the right even of the SeDs
Well, in reading this 30 yr.0ld pamphlets { saw that pe24 had o brief
anplysin of worle and b.37, an analysis of reiflcation that
would f£i% perfecidl wanphlat-to=be on Marx'e CAFITAL ARD
TODAY®S WORLD CRIS “and wondéred why {¢ wag that rediaxx
even the leaderahip, when ezt “now® facto appsery think that { -
. hagn't baen anewsead inutesd of each workipe it.Qut. for himsali/hoesell

I don't beliove ihere tg a 2ingie tendenty in vhe world:
. ¢hat hes oo Aitl2 vegard for the lon of our ow:l theo%md

{15 sunetant devoloyaents - Ur, fu2 matiors taks what is ppendad
o tpat paaphiet; on T, avl sepp whethol choughtit is 31 years 014,
a lins hne W@ be ohutged pathodblogically or conerotely, “hough ruch
added fectuailye: © o ‘ . ,

o . e battie of ideas, requires firct and 1pgt puch intex? ;|
igation of what we have Froducoll ‘the quartar of cantixyVs that =
- begins fizet and _m&-_-am’i'thero fs no 3§ petotwoan=~SitlF. ﬁ,-ur@nz.saﬂon.
 ToRe even bo sinple & ¢hing ae attitude to Wl=-sinple that is for us .
who ceriainly 4o rot guefer frou“male cheuvini any or"mnie=dominaied .
1efi", and yety yoty yo%teas .Shouldn't bt he a challenga to men as wall
es viomen when L BBY tnat when *gale chauviinisn” .58 nowhare the type
we all fight togethery in the M , e__‘chawin!.mn.whather-
o fpom IS or SWP, O Poyfuguesa ro what ja neow=fatal is

0

.7 the .avaa“on‘.of%&w“sslonm the 'WW"
 the gver-so-alightiy srilird allence, - Has any one cr enged sema of ..
‘ihe i??f‘t paleg atout 4hin foiluro to enter the battle of ideas on Lte
eve n : : : A x .
_ : ‘Yem, TIAE IS INUEED RUNNING ROUT AND THERE 184 Ne TDAE.

FOR TLPATIERT ISNDIVIDUALISH THAT DOES NOT RECOGHIZE 17 INCONPLETENESS §

OUTSIDE OF THE COTLECTEVE ORGANIZATIOHAL TORM: NEWS & LETTERS COMI‘ITEE

I trust that ag you ggpnd shose 1ust few weeks with

¢hs outside, with the perspectives .t toke ‘the practicel forme
whether that b FINATNGES or SPIRIT iIN SEI-I-‘-ES’J.‘RANGELENT (m&' N
philosophy nin gonoral” but Gislects as road to revolution particula
whether it be ¥ THOUGHT PAMPHLET or SEXISM, POLITICS OR REVOLUTION -}
({os. £ 4 BI=LINGUAL pamphlot=tc-be as woll as ‘
b w'"notional ' D ToDAYe VORLD CAPITAL
all the pctivities, and naiization of PaRy proletarianizatic
and "cuiture”s again as xoad 45 . ravolution onl =it i§ the historie
pirror you will 2axTy with you.Y

ours,




