Sep.11,1979

__'Dear_plgai (Copy to Nike and Fugene)

ST T T understend -youcalled while I was walking end sirce 1
" will réturn the call in a couple of hours, I'll leave the juestivn
7. of what beoks not to forget, especimlly re Black women (he sure to

¢ take not only Toni Cade in which CGrace was included, but what Diane

.+ 1 reviewed for, 1w matter how much.they do not do what I am walting

-+ " . fory what they do does have semsthing new that sither 1 didn't see o ;
“aycdeor-df; T dld thought. quite unimportant)}) and in fact 111 also .
..} i huve you call Susan and arranse for us to give her # dny either "

: ??pvei\br morning ovecause I decided what she wanted “to sit ln on” . !

.. nay help if she prepares hergelf for 1t by seelrig whether what |
: interssts her--native Americins--has any relationship te certain
- datass the 188Ce when Morgan wrote and Marx roeady did either she . .
- o Sceape have heard it diacussed among Indienss 1905=10 when both *

" the PR end rise of imperinliem in Roza‘*s mind over the MNorocco 5
" - lneldent meant znything in the history:of American Indiansy end -
. the period since the 1960s, {(O;ves, I also asked Mary to call you

- gnd fAnd out whether the few days we have bafore leaving is most

“‘convenlent if I want ¢o work with her.) .

St T But, actually, the walk wad for purposes of what I think
everyons thinks ®"wrongly" ahout the book, that it will have sone
3 part like P&R and the 3 parts seem to speak out in the title.
In fact, nothing could be furthest from the truth. Marx'e Phil.of
Reév, is not only the most important "part" of the 2 in the titlas + A
and will by no means come last, but IT IS THE WHOLE.,  Put different- i )
. 1y, everythlng end everybody has to be welghed agalnst Farx,not - 38
* by tallinf geparate tales; with each 4in hiw hietoric period, but
by 4 critigue mnd self-critique as if Mayx was alive In all these
periods. Thus, while I start with Kosa, it will be exactly
. when she reaches the highest point--bresk with KK and senultivity
- 40 oncoming imperialism, is when she also breaks down Lecause
che sees the "hietoric" as juet new that Marx didn't mez live to
gee 8o that he has to be “suppiemented". In s word, whereas .
‘at the beginning she is 0 great precisely bécause both dialectic
end revolution are preclsely the referencc pointa in liarx--and
it is why I need not gio any critical "measuring'--1910 because
thaere ig no SUBJELT, SUBJECT, SUBJECT except the proletariat who -
is rather abstract beeides, and transformation into opposite, -

much less the absolute,

L. Or the queetion of WI as I once before wrote you -

it will not only permit us to go way beyond her botih because .

she "kept away" and was not aware of just how very much it did

rnaw at her, but it brinFs us to the one point WLM did bring

on the stare, though not a one penetrated anything either of

revolution they cduld heve laarned from Hoga or Subject,~-compel
the Left to face thie subject, I helieve this is what did bvelng

us around, once we took AL as New Beginning ceriously,. to dig

out something so new that éven Narx's philosophy of revelution
became conerete, thet is to say, we could see moro than all others.

Yhat, indeed, is the superiority, renius of philosophy, that the
enius who does the dlscovery so rrasps movement that he sees

gts loric ag concrete lons before it has proven itseli, and until

it has proven itself, nore can see what he is talkins about,

Pnuf for the present. .
v
Yours, Ry ,
o 15197




