June 18, 1979

in ca a3 that, I'n most morxry 40 eay, I
to Winnipeg. When I did have some Iree
that Lecams izpossidle, - (30 you liks
In it roasiple fur you

: I had intended %o
leavs the dimeugaion on pRsoi, 80 that wa shealda't
stary off with disagresing, ut s!.n' aot oure whan that will isppen,

. i act Woihored to read it thenr and wlian he,

Bebel 4o read 1t and get intereated An il o explairiod in hie usmal .
tupertioial way that he wea then wusy on sansthing else. To me it s vexy,
veary important we silough off Marx's rejueet in sich & meuner. Feze io & aan,
- his oloasst ocoilabormtur, who bas admitted that at mort, he is talented, but
Marx is » ganius, having 30 frageented a view of Marx's oontribution as not
¢2 roaliss what I call Marx's new continent cf thonght. Inscfar as Bagels
is conoernad, Marx was a groater politionl econcudst than horetolcza; a
gresatar *hHistorical mterialist”, as good at it zs Laxwin was in

0 « About the only thing he says in the funexs) oxstlca t

of is that “above &li, hs W o greet revolutionsry.” 2o

whmhegﬁemmtam'swuaimnm
ceedit Yor mwmotioally being & hl cal am t = he writes hiz own
philoacphy. I is 6ot Hawx®s., (And inoidenteliiy, it isn®t very == ==
good as"sclence™aithes, )

What, therefors, I was trying to do wua, first, the facta themselves, In
thisg, though lawrence Krader is not fully a Heexis® and hes ceztainly, to ge,
gone & bit cff the odge on Asiatio mode of mwoduction, he 4id a megnificent
Job in venaoribing Marx®s Bthnclogical Notebooks. Seoondly, I trisd to show
(I assume you have zy oritiqus of Evgels, in Jaa, 1979 issio of News & Lettern)
how modern"Har=ists”,(in this caso, ono Hal Ixaper who's bnsy renning ths most
superficial, volwminous hunk ~= so fax, three books and there's throe more to
go == on wiat ho oalls Rard ’ of Ravol } arxe atill using Engels’

Origin of the Family as if it were pemmed by Marx elf,




"and disorienting the women's 1iberationiste who have to work cut a philesophy
of iibametion for our day. .

Thirdly, = that, wfortunately, will rnot be rundy to be dhown. for encther
yoir ~= I am relating Hosu Iurembung, & great revolutionnry, belng sapdcislly
50 grost on the 1905 Ravolution neverthwlese falling to extend hexr revolutionary
theories to ths qusstion of women's lidemmtion, I do oot believe that it is-
posaidlo {0 do 8o unlses one doos fully understand the totality, and totality
25 _nex beginaing, for one's own ags of Karx's philosophy ¢f revelution.

_ 8o what exsetly are you dolug defending Engole? In relaticnship to
what sspect of Marx®c theoxy? If it is Asiatic mode of production == and
you are mich aoxe erpert in that thar I « thon how can that be left ia fte
19th century vamiony ' . : '

I was swrxisel, for example, fhat you pay so 1little attention to Lexin‘as
W. First, let no stiesa ths facd that ihe Collucted Vorks
of I ci, Yolxms 32, £inslly repzoduced lenin®e “Abgtamol of Hezel's
‘8cience of Ioglot™, d4id a0 in order to dalibmmtsly omfuee tho lmsua of
Lanin®y tweak with his oun philosophic past vy i ndlwiing anything ant every-
thing Lenin had written on philveophy. The txuth iz that unless cne {akes &

» 1t means nothing exoopt for aczdemia’z parpoass. Whea
for s wrote what I considzy & vulgwrly materdalistio work, -
.8 2 -ritioinn, be was doing It for wkriowly politloal
: ana .0 , g the abelisvars®, When, however, igl4 caxe and-the
whele Hecomd Internatlonal oollapsed, he found tiit not orly the Mmohisca .
at ala"thonder, Xurl Xauteky, hed bastonyed and: ths i, ¢ ot hava bees
very biind on Esutsky and superficial in the underetanding o dialadtise uot -
to have hed & Waiff of this, B0 vhen all the world was golng to pleces, Lenin
oould think of nothine more cexlous to'do, o &t lesst s sarious as woitdng
political theses, than to go to the Bume Library and yuad Hegel's %
&lﬁ. (May I pleuss sok you, if you have not done so alresdy, tc: . 1
- PReLOT=LTEs of | dom, )
zefexxed to Vol, you
meacintion of dislectios In so totrlly nev
wers nll of his writings from 1014 to his dea ,
roeding of Begel, tut he could think of acthing moxe saxicue 4o loava as hiz
logauy that Tosfament, which not only troke with Htalin, zot only criticiszed
Trohsky, tut sald of that post bsloved of Bolshevik lezderm and ons of its
greatost theorsticians, Bukhezin, that he "did not fukt¥x understand the dia-
lectis and oculdn't iherefore be fallpdcalied a Maxxist,"

Nor ay dear Mikhall, don?t you think it is tluac to take Lenin saciously
on philssophy ani not eniy poiitics? And lma’t it ilme we took the founder
of ali of us, inolmding Lenin, saricusly encugh to stuly him not as au econo-
aist or s & philosspher or as histordan, bul in his teiality as having
originglly discoverad a vwhole new oontinent of thought which he oailed a
Pnow Rumaniem"?
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