| Jen.1%, 1983
Hello, . . ‘ . .
The differsnce in the address--kello, inste¢ad of Dear TFriends=--
ohows you that this is not the regular VWeekly Letter. And if you

thought that finally, after Conv, followed by expanded REE, and all

the addsd pars. afterse the publication of RL, WL, KK you are .

once and for all, finished with P.5.%'s, you'll here find out that that

is not true., Today, beinz my lst free day after the weekly letter, I .
thoughsv it would be a goad idea 1f I read the new book, at  which point ; §
I remewmbered that, whereas for Ch. %, I did add phenomenclogy vs ‘
.philosovy to one of the sub-headings, I 5id not do So to the table of
contents as that would have cost still more momey and headaches.

And, since a sub-heading, by no means completes the content, I have

Juet come vp with a new par. for p.45.

, Directly ,after the italiZized sentence following @ref.to .
33 on anti-dialectic: "$his, indeed, is the nub of Muxemburg's error,”
please add new pare ‘ ) T S

i "Hethodology, being the dialeciic movement both
in the PHENOMENOLOGY CF MIMND AND IN THE BHILOSOPHY OT' MIND, let's
-look deeper into their difference, It is. that in PHEROMEEQLOCY we
'speak,. not - just of appearance, much lese of mere show, but of a - -
.+ philosophy.-.of appearance, It is not true we TFollow the movemeni ot
- v-the ‘dialectic in PHILOSOPHY that that ~methodology is either:the -
. .philosophy of phenomena of even of essence alone. Kather the dialectic.
- 7dn"the Wotlon is that the ibsolute there opens ovens.so many.new . ’
:'doors in both the objective and subjective spheres az te revealg

e totality itself as new beginning. )

e . "Thus, as against the phenomenolegy of imperialism

“ being merely a reflection of new surfacinga of oppression, new - Rt

" appearances, their total oppositey surraces as so profound a philosophy:

- of revolution as to disclose that what lnheres in it is a living -
Subject that will resolve the great contradiction of those two

.absolute opposites, imperialism and national oppression. It is this

" vhich Marxist-Humenists call new refolutionaxny forces as Reason,
gherein\is the nub of the Great Divide betweenPHENONENOLOGY AND
HILOSOPHY and begause it is no abstraction but a live Subject

‘it uwpites rather than divides theorv and reality. "

Once’ you add these two new papagraphs on p. 45, y ou will
easily seez that vhat followe "Luxembuth, the revolutionist, feels
the abysmal gappetween her theory and her revolutionary activity..."
Jhow ImepIz incoit letind inadeguate is here answer of "Long Before,."
-It isn't a guestion us not having seen the "f-way dialecticV
of her attitude to the National Question. It is that, once we
know how to trace it dialectically, it isn't just that guestion
that is more profouhdy understood, but that we gain from it a
view of cialectical methodology that aids us in any subject we
grapple with it, be it in W&L, in pamphlets or in books,

Youre,
RaAYA




