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oN m‘ﬂ DIALECTIC OF 13841
by Peter B.
Dear Réya,
"Just as with "Why Eegel?“ (I chen asked you "why not Spinoza", or better

1 should have asked: '%ﬁw not Descartes'-- read Hegel's Lectures on History of

Philqgggk;, the parts on "Descartes™ and "Spinoza" and especially”Jacobi" --) you

are g_ggg_ gbout 1841 instead of 1843, (Bﬁxkt By the way, why not look at 1835,

'when we can “see Marx ac a revo;utionary" in the paper he wrote in High School?
M‘Surely, not much lesa 1evolutionary" than about the lumber-theft in 81841. ) Tn the
 .;doctura1,theséa he did unot -deviate from Hegel at least not from the Youug Hegeliana.;

.

onJy mentious Hegel'a marvelous cnaracterization of Spinoze as a "dead dog" in

':of its reaulta and 1is=wiae not afraid of conflicts wi:h the exiating powers .
(The English translatian, by the’ way, which you are forced to use, is especially
bad when it comes to Harx on philosophy. "Reckless ' which is the word Marx uses,

peans haedlesa "of danger. It has nox comparison with "ruthless"

T never doubted your''good inteneions", but Marx several times quoted Dante on

"good intentions". So also your doubtless good intentions on Rosa. I for one see
“in her what Marx saw in Blanqui-- the heart and brain of the proletariat, but on
all questions of theroy, including political theory, she was wrong! I am afraid

that the Solidarity movement in Poland is % influenced too much by followersz of

‘Rosa Lﬁxemburg. But don't conatrue this as if I would say: "They shouldn't have
taken to the weapcns". (I believe in Marx and Lenin on the Paris Commine 100 percent.}

TXHHAKEXE KR 1. K : b .
Your cracks on Engelz are very confusing and hlx harmful. Msrx knew thu vulgarisma

of Engels, but he was the best cf the best and no one who followed Marx has ever

been better. I could mention a lot of aases where Engels just did not grasp what
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‘ "Marx said and wanted. Worse than the fact tnut ke didn't knew the greatness of

the Grundr:lase was, for examle that he vehement:ly prexen..ed the publication

of - Value ‘Pelde add Profit which no doubt has a greater imp act for class struggle

theu the wholn of Capital. It wes the greatest sexvice of the Avalhgs to publiah
Va].ue Prioo. and Profit They knew what it meant because they were more involvad

thar ..ngels in~ practical parttcipation with the workers movement.

Sorry, but remembe%n wr:l.t:mg thie I have no intenticn to enlighten you. I

. '__am e very to]es:a.nt man, but in 1841 Marx quoted Spinoza: "Ignorance is no excuseV.¥. -

“Yours,
P.B.

I don t blam._ you for your bao tranglations of Hegel and Marx. 'I'he great:

Manifesto) A And Lenin, in quotiug the most ftmdamental sentence from the 1etLera_
-ﬁug.‘:,rq-' ad incot‘reci..n.y.- .,1:111 bpinozo was right, ‘and there 1s no excuse ford--
bothering your readers f"oout "1841 rather than 1843" And asg for whyx '"Why ilegel?"
I aak who cares? Thg college students who go to your lectures are confused enough
without you. Herbert Marcuse had much mere success in doing it than You WM ENBX:

‘ w111 . evax have, since you are a revolutionary, which he has never, never been,

And do not spit at Engels {or Clara Zetkin), E® Bad enough that you spit at Trotsky

(vhose greatest sin was to confuse).




