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To the REBeNEB (To bs read aleo to all locmls)
Dear Colleagueas

_ Two very important dateg=-December 13th and January 2,e-
loom before us which secmg to »e to Camand elaboraticn, sc permit me p
) philosophicepoliticsl Gevelopzent here. lec,llth is the
, clas® on the Yook whihh I will €ilve, The fact that even though
we have Linklily dirpgtohed, correctsd, the copy~edited manusaript of
NMARX*S PHILOSOPHY
dralt
wanting te ke hat sddhtton cerse o
\ticn
I'11 quots $ a minute. It i thim

the faot not only by us {which 1s
that this ie 50t an Individowl work
- Mozl mt-mﬂ“- sl hr

ap Af
vMieron velationshiy. Craclal as thet was,
a8 beoums clezyr Loth ms ws coutrasted -
te 1t vhere the question of wilateral
multilnteral fevelopment of
OF GUSTIAL, ‘and Ths oca ot e
or A . . § enand
oalled “final addition®=~the 4=5 firnal 3
\ "A 19502 viewm-=the reeponsiMliiy that falls on of um
with that chailenge to rowt-Xarx Herxiats iz awescmo, and ws must be
preparad for sndlsss. ruthless. criticies., 2y 1t Lan"% only » ques-
tion o¢ iw %o project our work, but how to raady oursolves
to onecwer ariticima.

) . With that ground on which to siend, consider the new -
footnote I propowe for Ched when I first mention Reecolsky and now
vish %0 exzpand the personal remonbersnce of things g::t. Dirently
afier the relershics to my writique of his THE MAKING OF
2/?8!

NARX'S CAFITAL in the MNoL i~

) Porpit me t9 add a monal no
since Roman Rowdolky hae made n category of the faot' thet In"SsEs,
he "had tho good foriune to see one of ihe ther: very rare coples of
Rerx"s Rough Draft® {(1.e., the Cerman text of the
EXiLt X il Al X RONRANte )' published the the Marx

tute in 1939 in Moscow, That was the year I had also

sgen a copy ol the and 1t was ¢the year I mmde Rosdolisky's
acqualntance. Uagpite the fact that Romdolsky wae still olinging to
a eoncept of Rusalis as "a degenerated workers® state”,while I had,
in 1941, developed the theory of 8tate~capitalien (when he was $incerce-
rated in Hitler’s concentration camps), our Ifriondship continused
for some time., ILater, for very different remsons, we each roved to
Uetroit. By then the differences betwoen ug were no longer limited
to a single theory, but involved the centrality of dislectica in
Varxliem. To me ilcsophy did not mean dialectice only *in anaral®,
but, very apecifically, *hegation of neration* which Marx had ealled
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#g new Humanizm®™p to me, this wss spelled our mont concreiely on June .. -

17, 1953, by the East German revelt from under Comrunist totaiitarianism.

S —

Te context of sscond hegativity, not just philocophicall ut An.
%q.mbai'- The whole rlew movement Lrofi practice oaliE ALTVE with .
hat revolt demanded a totally new relationship of pradtice to theory
. had to be established .if a new unity of theory and practice was to
. be achieved., TFor, as Megel had artiqulated 1% oot Yawtexkdwepxkimoes
“each of these (The Theoretical and Practical Ideal by iteelf is
cne-gided and esntains the Idea iteelf ohly as a sdught Beyong U
and sn unattalned go8l.ss” I dare say thet o great deal more than the -
guesgicn of Hegel was imvolved in our dieputs, but in gny oase the -~
»erosk betweon RosdclskXy became completa.] (Ths dstrils cf the b
developnent ¢f what became ﬂarﬂ.st—!iﬁi&m, mee THE RAYA DUNAYEVEKAYA'®

l‘{"nat had Decome alive to me was the breakup of the Absolute Ides in
t

COLLECTION: ST UMANISH, 1941 to Todey, Its Origin and Develomment
in the B.S.7%: chives of Labor History and Urgen Smxaieryxmx .
Affeirs, Betroit. "’8202) ..'!-,_\ .

You ¢an eec from this thet the Dso,13th claes will

be more than s sunmation of what i& in the book, though alee less,

but a wiy 4o project the vusitive and unswer the negative _cari.ji.gggn;;;‘ B
it we certeinly aro resdy to unm e chailenges, I'!:"Jwill.

4n zome reepects, set the basis for our Jan.2nd expanded REB. In 8
vord, it will be hatkxx not only a summation of the beok, but one ¢f

PWWWMQ‘!M and_which
FEToEd to Xy tarry out between that duy end noxt convention,

'’ bre

Wr—iﬂea;—%tm—ﬂmcmwlmur‘b'é—mji’tﬁa-l!i'a'dlo East o .-
the diearray in the NATD countries or the pharpeni ﬁﬁhﬂ, nuclear = |
threat from US and Russim, thatzxx we need to xux:ﬁ?' § onr activitles
in mess novement, and especially. in labor against whom both monagenent
and the Remgan Administration are trying to destroy,

' The most positive activitles this year hkave been
around Latin America, especimlly Anne's trip and magnllicent o
achievemants, Therefore, this year, as distingzuished from all other: =
expandod REB meetings where, genernlly, the only gub=report to my )
repert was by Natenal Organizer, this year 1t will be hy Anne, Along .
with, and because that was eo centrally arpund WL, I will be inviting
some xux who are deeply involved in work who may not be NEB, Thug,
on the one hand, the organirzer of Chlcago,Jang or from NY Russell who.
35 the ene who dld not only reorganize on question of needing forums °
on college campuses, but has already astablished one that .would
certainly serve as ground for bock audience. Or Meriana in Detroits -
You will hear more from us as REB will discuss -this letter and see
what else is invoived, whether it be Finanoes-=I'm sure all are
meeting thelr pledges before the end of the year--or the great
amount of work both with ML and the book as they actually become
3 books with new introductions to M&F and PER.

Tt ig the fact that it is 3 books--and the first

fundamental work, M&F 1s 25 years old and not a word had tc be ]
changead, d the fpot that all are, at one and the same time, backed

up hy over yesrs of axperience as well as data, philesophy as=
well as current politics, and vrojected forward 1 -
that, of necessity, spells out our regponsibilxt¥ for the chaliengse
to all other post-flarx Merxists and gives us con idence that 1is
truly both & hew year and a new decade where there will be no

division between philosophy of revolution and its actuality. Yours,Rays
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P TEXT of PtDDiT\ON Iz
ADD (as new parasrapn) to n.33 for chapterXI, mss. page 308:

Earmitﬂme %o add a perscaal mote, sihce'Roman Rosdélsky

tias made a category of the foet that, in 1948, he "had the good

tbrtune o 8ea one o:r;he ::en very rare coples of Marx 8 Rpugh
v raia
M"'(ﬂ!e. the, German text of the mmmm

| mmmww published by the

Harx-Engala«Lenin Inetitute in 1939 in Moscow. That vear, 1948,

“Afwas when I #irs% met Rosdolsky; X, too, had been studying the
1{5;35511352 Deapita the fact that Rosdolemy naa etill 6l ,gipg fi
to & concept of Ruseia as “a degennraaed workera' state," whefeaé

’;fI had. developed the theory of state-2 apitaliam in 1941 (when he jn
E<was atill incar*eratad in Hitlcr's concentration camps), owr _

" -friendship cantinueu for scme tine. Later. for vary aifferent

'? reasons. wé each moved to Detroit. By then the differencas hatwoan

U8 ‘were no longer 1imi ted to a aingle theory, but invelved the

centrality of dialectics in Marxism. To me, philosophy did not
mean dialectics only "1n goneral” bui, very specifically, “negatlon
of the negntion," which Marx had called "a new Humsnism.* I held

"that this was spelled out concretely on June 17, 1953, in the

Fast German rovolt against Communist totalitarianism. What had
become alive to me was the bremkup of the Absolute Idea in the
context of second negativity, not jusi philosophically, but in
camhat: The whole new movement from praciice that came alive with
that revolt damandzgﬁg totally new relstionship of practice to
theoxry had to be estublished if a new unity of theory and prectice
was to be achleved. In sunming wp the Theoretigggﬁhnd}%gactical
Idea, Hegel had siressed that "each of these by itself is one-
sided and conteing the Idea itself only as a sought Beyond and
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‘an unatdnaé goal,” I dare say that a grest deal more than the

qwaat:lon of Hegel ‘wag involved in our dlapute. in 1953. but that

wel wlmn my hreak with Rosdolsky became complate. " { For thn
in the United Staten

doﬁ!&momt of what became Marxist-Humanism{ gee
fxmmmmmmmmw

mwumm » 10 vols {Damit: tayne Siate Uni-
vp"nsity Ia“"- History A.rch.lvaa. 1981).




