S, SRS FERE JEEU U, S

- bty i e,

Novembher 10, ® 78

Dear Harry:

JItm gla& that you are looking into the question of anti-.
feminism within the movement, but I'm much mcre interested in that
of today thnan that in the early 20th century, o

I will have & very super special favor to ask of you, and
I hope you will agres with me that you should do i+, 1% won't .
have to be done until somewhers at the end of January, or.maybe

a fow woeks before, if I decide to send you the galley~proofs

. rather than wailt for the January issue of Hi¥L. What I'mtalking

about ie that a draft chapter of the bock will then be published,
end I'm very anxious that wvou (I want to streas that it should be °
yous it should have your return address; and it should be you bae
cause Dhella Rowbotham dedicated a poem to you) write Shisla 2
letter, in which you say that you not only thought that she would
be interested in this chapter that Raya is writing, but that you
are sure that Raya would be as anxious as you are to,geceive her

. comments, ‘ .

-’ The reason I'm vweiting this far in advance is, as the eﬁi
closed letter will show, that I want our comrades to know shead of

'fwits publication what is involved. Yeretofore, the so-called Marxivts,
have tried killing my thoughts by ignoring me. Our organization is
small enough so that, on the one hand they could ignore me, and on

the ‘other hand, they really didr’t know how to teckle. the subject,
since they know next to nothing of philosophy and don't care, wWhat,
however, will change with this chapter is that they will be under
the illusion that now = they can attack me vigorously because
they will then be defending Engels, © N

- You made one error beecause I had said that I kept away from
taking issue with Engels becauass the people who were attacking him were
doing so for bourgeois or mnarchist reasons, That is true. Bhat-
isn't true is that I meant. that Engels was beyond criticism, or
very nearly the samé as Marx. Nothing of the sort is true. The
tragedy is that, though he was a true ¢ollaborator of Marx, never
betrayed, and his heart, go to speak, was in the right place, he
nevertheless took fantastic liboerties -- or.. rather, deluded him-
self to thinking, once Marx died, that he was carrying out some
sort of bequeat, when it came .to questions of anthropology. wvomen's
euqality, and the whole question of Woman/fan relationship., Believe
me, I have spsnt many slespless nights when T discovered, by reading
Marx's Notebooks on antHdlogy, that Engels deviated in the most serious
manner from Marx, and ‘that the worst of it is, that he was conscious
of none of this. But how can that possibly bind us to silencae?

Let me just give you one exampls, which seems to have no direet
connection with any sort of woman question, and does, indecd, extend
beyond it for, frankly, thers is an actual element, if not of ra-
visionism , then surely dev intion, from harx's CommMunist anifoestp:
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That ‘very famous, ¥gtoric, mapgnificent, epochal statement
we all love 1o repeat from the Communisgt Manifesto -~ All hisdory
is a hietory of ciaus struggle -- was, after Marx's death, in 1888
to be precise, footnoted to read "all writton history” and furthsr
expanded orn. in that footnots to call attention to the fact that when
"the Communist Menifesto wes written, 1847, next to nothing was known
“about primitive ~ommunism, an¢ that esince -then, especially since
Morgan's geient Society , so much is known , etc. ete. .,

Now gutside of breaking up the dialectic flow and ¢iverting

the reader to Gualify Wecks which thereby also kille the
ravolutionary drive. ii,gi@g}g,iﬂg}i,&;gp; Firct, eVen o far

as ChrIstgan¥Ey i3 concerned, lots of jokes were always made in the .
movement about Josus keving besn the first communist. And several
other ramakrs befcore 1847 were made by Marx that were a great deal
-more sericus about some sort of society having existed that was

more egalitarian than slavery, feudaliem; or capltalism. But more
“important than that was that Engels signed with Marx 4 new intro-
duction to the CommunistoManifesto in 1882, which was exactly the
period when Marx wasw orking on Morgan's Aacient Society, and he

gaw no reagon whatsoever to change anything in the Manifesto. 'Nor
.wags this only because, as Marz and Engels both remarked guite often,
this was so historic a document that the authors had no right <o .
teke any liberties with the work, and that the readers would certainly
know for themselves that such matters as "no night work for bakers"
ware not exactly the most revolutionary demand. )

‘ What Marx saw was revolutionary, was permanent, and wag new
and should be commented on was the fact that this Russian edition
they were iniroducing was in a country thet could, if the crisis
was ripe; if the VWestern countries also had revolutionsy and if
the Russian masses wers ready "to skip" some stages, they could be
the first to have revolution. ‘ N
- e \there is between Marx and Engels.’
Now just think of what a difference in attitude to revolutions-
40-be, to challenges that are, and even 1o exaggerations that need

+to be stressed. I

t+ just happens that the particular gquestion ~= women's
1iberation ~- ig what brought me %o note that the works Engels
wrote after the death of Marx in 18823 are just not Marx. You
will hear from me as soon as we get the galley-proofs and at that
point I will also get you Shaila's address.




