Jung 21, 19v9

Dear Raya,
The letisr dating wis my exror. I wrote you lhe same day News & Ieiters

arrived and T had the urge to straighten out the a rahip firgt. sen-— |
tence in the 18th Brumilre. for ressons you will not{{oY can not))understand, .-

T avold st¥18t1¥ 1o Yot myself into theoretlcal discuss ot to speak of
Lgrﬁgggl_kgg;;y._cgl things which I ignore completely}. On the cther side I anm
wmys villing or temptadto-correet or add to vVery specific statements when
I feel like ~- in the last @5 years, I have done it many tines, especlally
with df{ssertetions I got from students all over the world.™ Since I do not -
have the great knowiedge, the Immense yower of clarlty and the ability to really
plercing critigne {at the root!) as Marx I can not do more than to follow his
quote from the great Florentine at the end of the eritique of the “/Gotha Pro-

graene,” ‘

I Yes, I read your constrasting Marx and Engels on the "Woman Question”, but

1 am afraid that I am cimilarly noi agreelng with you as it happened befors with
the question on "Why Hegel Now?"--I-have to speak out, but I can nct find the
right wowda, and will leavz it politely with only the following: You ovardo 1t, el

“«end_this has the danger of confusion! Lenin (and there has been nobody who un-
derstood Marx better, since in the practice one has tn prove the truth of one's
thinking!) mads out of Marx's Introduction to tha Rusulan edition of the ist

" volume the categoric axiom that one can noi understand Capital without study-

‘ing Hegel. T alsc believedthis ti11 I found mwk AW MoscDudthe ghed)just pub- o7 -

- 11ghed. "Grundriese™ which old Engels disregarded or more likely didn't lnow -
about at all, And speaking of Lassalle, I an gonvinced (there is plenty of evi~., . N
dence for 1t) that & nobody, yes, nobodyineluding Marx, had(studfed as much
Hogel as lassalle ~-- and good old Marx must have laughed rea: a leiter from
L. ‘to him where he tries to erplein (to Marx!) by refsrring to Hugel that the ! o5
meens have striotly to luply the goal and not, in no came, that the aim rect.l_.ﬂ'qs -
the means! e ’

To +ell you the truth, when I saw parts of your mnuscrip'l; on "Why Hegel
You" my first reaction was to say only with Shaksspeare 11 Hamlets "What is to - . |
me Hecubal'. but instead I vrote the long letter with the alm of acqualnting you B

with the redl seurce of Humanism which led over Lessifig and Héivier, Gosthe and %
_Tinally Hegel, Heine and Marx, back to Spinpza -- , )

YL ’er.")"‘")‘!ou s2id you took my advice? . I am not the type of a teacher, not an "en~
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~"1ightener", but you did not grasp my hint to go tack to Spinoza and his-German
discoverers though you read Hegel wiic cleaxly sald that philosophy (=Humanism)
starts with Spinezal! In Hayx's earliest work, the doctor disseriation, thare is
not-Hegel but (without quoting directly Hegel) Hegel's word about the way Moses

. ,Mondelsohn treated Spincza -~ ag a "dead doz!"” Tog_tad Marx did not R ;

=)
7] 1at Hotes by Spinnza_gn Cartesian Fiig Ay, where Spinoza!extended
" the axiom: ¥ think theref I am, to: I think, Il dou'bt.i therefore I am, Deoubi!
Thls 1s the same word Mardhses it thé "confessisnsT-ht= daughters asked for in
the last quostion: "Favor{te motto” answering: De onnibus dubltandum. (You must
have doubtas about e hing.) This was the =nawer to Voltaire ard Kant who be-
lieved in "resson"(buk not that full Humanistic society can be achieved, "Je
me pas Marxiste™ -- Marx really and truly believed in it -~ how could he
as fhe Atarr.,t 7 when his motto was: to doubt everything? It took lLenin a leng
time, maybe because as you said, only after he atudled Hegel. And when was this?
After he gave up on tha "materislist” Flekhanov, for p;actical—polit*_ca.l reasons!
Though there was already a2 long time bafore publiahed & ‘s lotter to Sorge}
- where—little respect was expressed for Plekhanov and Axelrod: :“ﬂ’: ordar to make
" propoganda In Russla -- they go away to Caneva! What a quid pro quol"
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Yas, Hegel sms for Marx as for Heine with the and of the line of the
Humanists (based on Spinoza;, the up to him most perfected one ~- and therefore
he did not have to ge back tn Spinoza and his followers, while in the Economic .

."theorissa, the real practice of capitalizm, he had to study everybody to develop
the atr=ggle of the prolstariat. He renlly discovered Quesmey-whemhs regarded
higher even than Adan Smith though Quesnay wes a Voltairian (Jeffargon wes_Queanay
and Voltaive) while Frenklin was the real Humanist, Herder alfeady ceiled B, :
Franklin "my fdol!™) And Marx believed that he "only” dlscoverad the dictator-
ship of the puroletarlat" rot lmowing that Marat aiready did 1t (also the revelu- /
tion in permanence!) not the zame as the "discovery” by Parvus-Helphant whom
Zngels preferred to Jogiches). Engles later rightfully said thet they both Ad
not know Harat) who in fact wes the flrst proletarian ravolutionary, if not the
tirst known one -- later Boboeff up to Blanqul -~ the heart and Lead of the
Franch proletariat" (Marx) -- in fact there were others before Marat whem Marx
did pet know, only that he csme to the dlscovery of the Dictatorship of the P,
intultively influenced by the French, There is one ¥arx and Engela in the
Hellige Famiila trom vhom Marx finds the "proletarian 1 see of the new stage
ofthe world"” —- Jaeques Roux {who I am proud to have "discovered” sald the
beat word that all our good revoluitloneries, espscially Troteki showld have
taken io heart: “We adore the freedom -- but wo do not want to starve of

<’ humger!” ‘
£ I recognize Hegel but to say that humanlstic philosophy bugan (your word)

with him is Just not true. It is false. 3peaking of "woman gquestion”
- shera 1s your Hegol? But look to the French, especially Charles Fourler

and -  before him, Lessi¥ and Herder have much wm® much more to say about
the woman question thin Hegel (also Goethe!) : :

Now, one should not make the same mistake and go too far in the critiqus of .

Engels as one goes too far in the apologetc of Hegel! Tt ia confusing and re-
»inds on the-methods of Trotski (and even better of Zinoviev! _dam not against
radical eritique! But if Engels was good enough for Maxx he iz .good enough for
me. - And the "orlgin" of the firat sentencesz of the 16th Brumaire is not unim-

| “portant ss you belleve. (No, I don't kmuw the exact mource of Hegel, the

' PRussians ave most of the time very good In soureces quoted, it 4o not say where
Hagel says thip, but Hegel often speaks cof the repetitions in World Hislory --
should not be hard to find) Engels wrote the whole iden of tragedy first, and
farce next time to Marx in the letter and also all the personslities, but not
only this -- he brought the idea of the 18th B ire and prophesized that Iouis
Bonaparts will put.the emperor's coat on hinge; f.{| Marx later in a(ne® cdltion of
the 18th Brumaire proudly emphasized how superior just this was in comparison to
the analysis given by Proudhoun and Victor Hugo. And more than that, from Engels’
Jetier I understand why Marx avoided 4o, talk about the French proletariat at this
time (so unusual for them), True, Engels would never have been able to write
the tremndous paragraph in the 18th Brumrire about the great fundamental difference
betwaen bourgeois and proletarian revolution -- what a conceptlon, what a language!
ending with "Hie 'fW , hic saltal™ . )

I an vary much for 1t if somebody cgrees wlth me. . want o be suro that
such happy agreement 1s tased on real understanding. i I say againat Engels
or batier where Engels differs from Marx amight not be "he same as what you say,

Be carefui! True, Engels was not a likeable person, he mistrusted everybody,

very intolerant. It was not only (it was, but not only) Jealonsy that Engels
' always had atong misgivings when Marx again and again went hare and there into
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atteapts of coliaboratlons wiih 211 kinds of Boninlists and Liberalists, es-
pecially wiih Lassalle and Bakunin (Engels wag ecared to death when iarx
visited Lassslle in Ferlin 4 and the plan of a daily, financed by the
(uyor . 1ny cams up and about Balamini. "Don't trust his Russian cathl”) Marx

| ;ecognizﬁmtha genielity of Lassalle and the fact thet he really crozted the .

j(Gemn politioal Labor party though ho knew telter than Fngels how danzerous
Massalle would have bocoms 1f he would not have bsen killed in the duel
shor¥ly after ho attempted to collaborate with Bismarck. Merx's susplcion
was proved only &R about 60 years later when an vid desk in the Prussian
Ministry was moved and memes sbout assoclation batween Lassalle and Bismarck
were foundp too bad it did not happen during the lifetime of Mshxirg, While
both mow that ome can not xank model'revolutionary movements According to a
"plan, Marx recognized every potential group dnd person.as_long as there is

¥rain and pep (?) behimi While the "General” Engolo wanted only Iieutenants .

-

£=7and surgeants wha do whet they ave told -~ and if it would have gone by -
.. Engels, the International would have never bech created, and probably the’
L2 “Parid Commune Tiot actively supported: Though Pigels had already moved to

) Iotidon ard met him about daily, it seems to me that ho had no part in the

1
i
\',‘r.',

' writing of the nGivel War in France" though he was the Engllsh lang-

\ * uage expert and Marx had to torment himself witn about 8 drafts (in Engllah
Ao weite was for Marx very difficult) without any partlicipntion by Engels.
f%\:ahwz s aleo that during the whole long period of writings of "Kapital” he
i Tvery \'eiﬂr soldom mentions the contents, in tne 2ast cage asks E, about detglls

;/ of commerce and only once when he-writes him very excitod about the Tableaux

/" . Econom, by Quesnay wknd _expacts reactions of Engels, we find no. Yesponge, Im -

"+ Eeloontrast to before, from the time they arrivé 1n Eﬁglan&;nc.” wtlicetion by beth

togather is done (except the one part in snti -Duhring and WHen they sit to-

pothor with the French leaders to fix as good as they felt llke to reviae the
programze of the French Partyl) What happened? Harx was sick and overtorked
and could have needed padly besides for the brea: ~- articles for the N.Y.
Tribune help in the writing or at Jeast critisizing of "Capital”™ which
fAnalizing over of only the £irgt volume was on his neck! Marx ever listened:
to suggestions by 2 man like Kugelmarn, but there cokes nothing fzom Engels ;7

4. whe only pushes hin to finish, nothing olse,

P

To think that Marx kept thls so rare to find friendship even in part becaune
of his dependence of materlal support would be absclutcly wrong. Fact is that
#rom the veyy beginning he considered Engels as the best of all the fellown
avallable wit whon 1{93 roat ta.sk,‘gf-clari.ty, which his puppose was in starting
the Deutaohe% W) Wha—Sikrlicould be undertaken, He tried Ruge, ho even
pursued unsuccessiilly Feuerbach, Hesses -contributions he coulﬁl N:}ét use (though
he took the ideas question from him), he spent just for: with sick
Heinrich Heine long long hours, wherc #as Just nobody else, Thaxe wexe better

" fylends around towards whom Marx and his wife ( very important at that time for
young Marxl) hed real empathy, The few 1etters we have by Jenny to Bngsle (usually
very feeling-ful to im others) are somehow pretiy cooll (I just do not believs
thal Mehring would have destroyed Maxx letters to his daughters evsn when critieal
about Engels. He "aelected”, that is true, that means hs did not publish what
he did not like, bLut dost=oy? Besidess Mehring was not so hot on Engels, becauas
of ths preferences he gave to Kautsky and Bernstein, Engels made pretty aasty
remarks Against Roga and Leo Jogiches, and Lf it means somothing I am suce Edward
Fuchs, who wanted me to work on tha Mehring papers which werse all in his possession,
and told me so much about his vleits at Engels in Loodon in the 90's would have
mentioned somsthing about such correspondence, True, there have been discuaslons
11 some personal letters which the daughters had should be published -- so
f. o, (?) the famous letter of Lhs [athar 5F Marx who Tussy finally against the
opinions of others dscided to publish.)
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] Coing back to the financlal dependency of Marx as & basin fer the friendship
with Engels, Faot is that Harx had enly the plan of very cloge collaboration
when he seduced Engels to follow him to England, and just the reverse of finan-
eial help. Engels had great aversions to go back to Enzland, he like the gay
11fe in Paris and Bsigium ond Switzerland, the vomen and the wime {all thosa
cheaper and tetter than in England) but Marx in hie paiviy pregsed him Courae, .

“we will both publish and we will togethex maie a lot of money -- he even of- .
fered him to 1ive in his house and he -~ Marx -- would pay for averything! I
believe that ¥arx would, as always, boon generous and not az atingy as Engels.,
T once tried te put together -- asince it 1s mostly in the letters -—- what Engels
£311 up to the time when hu sold his share in the femly's bLusiness and beczme
gtinky rich, gave Maxx -- it was not so much as peovle think, Even when liarx
threatened to lexve London, and go to Geneva “where everything is cheaper”

/ he reacted only with the ueual 1, 2 P and never more than 5 pounds.// He could
v/ have done better when Marx was real desperete, sick and poor, thrown out by
‘the landlomd, furniture and clothing at the pawn shop -- Lagsalle’s help,
ven .+ Porm of loans, was more generous towards Marx.
r.d3  Boflla %}8{{5& 533&?,,33 % 11ked the so charitable Engels! 3he had close
male Pfrisnds, but not a Engels among them.

' St111, Engels was an RAGLE {the word Lenin nsed for Rosa!) or as BEagels
. himeelf saidi "Ne were only talents while Merx has been the geniug!" Lukacs'”
- $N)_method of im finding un-Marxlsm with avorybody excopt Merx axd Lenin ia '
acsdenic parasoia, : . :

This trings me after so much acribbling to your bother about nmy letlex
-to Hanne Awvendh, T can not Lring myself to go to the vellar aad dig.in my papers
whiloh I ususlly leave to the nagging critlque of the mlce; I once made coples
for Rosie Frolich and Ky Betkin, But I can tell you the main points.

(1) Arendt wrote a long review in the NYRB saylng that Rosa was not a Marxist,
Besides thit such competent people as Mehring and Tukaes(?7}(?) rightly or
wrongly sald that ghe was the most . continuer of Harx theory; I ralssd
the guestion whet 1s a Marxist? Since Marx sald that his only oviginal contri- _

- BiitYon.to. communiat. theoxy has beeh the dictatorship of the prolatariat -- H.L. ,

.14~ has unequivooally aimed for the forcefuily achievement of the theory and axis "’,_/__.—

i /s0f Marx.[ By the way, my dear Fay, though I have always boen -- since childhood --

4 17 ‘oppositlon to Trotskilsm*, I consider him also a Harxisi, also of course
Bukharin in spite of Lenin's corxect critlcism -- otherwine I would end up like
the Mapoleon personifier in the mad-house and claim to be the only true Farxisti]

* T agree with Lenin on Troiskli A Windbeg! -

-

The most important thing about Rosa as u person: Arendt ( tesed on Nettl)
said that she did not have a sexusl xelatiomnship with young Haus Mefenbach
becausa in thelr correspondence thsy used the German promoun "SE" (like the
srchate "thou" 1n Fnglish), My answer was: It is not unusual in Rvaslan and
Polish high oireles (alsc 1n French) even among married couples, even among
revolutionaries, I referred to K Zetkin, the school mate of Diefenbach whe was
very very closs with Rosa (he mccompanied her on vacatlon trips) who had no
doubt about Rosa's relaticnship to H.D. When Rosa fell in love wlth H.D. she
was a women of 40 and he at least 10 or even 15 years younger -- it was after
the miserable tweak with the miserable Ieo Joglches with whom she was in a
form of & very submisaive relationship.for about 20 years, T The Polish Guvern-
ment published her letters to Jogiches -- but only 2 of L.J. %o B,L, 3 years
ago -~ I was tempied to publish an English transletion, tut no chance for a

market _.j




Se

SELEE
i/ AT T would only have the mood after so much scridbling I would write
' you more whst I thimk of R.L. and of the blographies which were writien of
~ker, . SHe haa "hggﬂx;;_the:_tlt"_i{lglz'of‘_ms_r"yjqqth “== but my friend Guxlend made me
< el Br-teinging up the inpression thit shu never hag a rokl vela'jonshiy to
" the workers, and I must believe he was right, T know she made a groat im-
‘Pression on the young rrojetarian intelligence, but net on the »eal Workers;
- %o_tho real party aativist, she was frau Doktor -- Enough! A1 the best, P.
[ R - o e N - ] (]

2.3, I ~i11 not even re-read what I wrote -- asoryy!

».16  P.9.S. When speaking about Marx v, Engels, bear in mind that Magx never, never
used such hefty tirades againgt Bl udhonisn as Engels did! Cn
the contwary ; Se-cperation with toth in tha
hepo that when -- as Commune -= the time cones, the Pynudhoniast
.- will become Blannuist and the Blanguisi » Proudhoniat —- yhil ‘ngals-—only vexed

* againat them and creates that even Lenin and Ross L, used "Blanguisn” and "Proids

honiam™ ng ‘syoar-words, The only one who d1d mot follow vag Mehring o
Ahe vay wes (though a Las
L Purther on the.side of Le : 1864
" {especially Poland , d giving to the Foles the
historicel Oder- . ag ia ¢ Fendel), Prillipa was for me the. trus
“Aserican Mariist beoause Wwithout any "ifs™ and. "buts '-he accopted the Parid
Conmune - undem—tire leadership or Blanguists ang Bskunists and was ot afraid

rtQL.PifBM-:"';'ﬁihiiim"t"aa__'I:he only Sustified yeapon for Humenism available!
E‘his‘is‘ &y main argument "@@Stﬁnge_;g! ! . _
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