-~ August 26, 1983

To all 'N&L- C;mm:.‘c‘seea:
“Dear Oomrades:j_

Because I thank 1t ig incumbent upon a Constiﬂﬂnonal Con-

_ vention wilch haz ss a focal peint the incluslion in its very consti-

tution 6 “the latest theoretical work, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liber-

 ation ‘and Mark's Fhlloscphy of Revolution, ©to See ih 1L & great deal
more than just a paragraph, I would -like to °xp1a1n all the para-
%raghe that were added after its publication, in the follow1ng con-

ext:

1)That i% is no eccident that 1t i the Marx centenary which
prompted the new publication of our other two fundamental works,

, Martism and Fresdom and Philceophy and Revolution, and

' 2] That’ this_led us to call the ¢ theoreticzl foundationg of:
Marxiat-Humanism, ag a totallty, a frllagy of revolution,

-t Hepely then, are the paragraphs as they were added t°
uaeh sections-"

In bhe Intvoduction auqt befbra the final paragraphs. I

,gaw a- heed ‘no¥ 46" have the reader weit .for the final chapter to know

that we. arb'challengihg post-Narx Marxiats. ' With that -in mind,  the

! ded'paragraph ‘makes cledr at once.that the very first polnt M-

, ergtood by - poat-Marx Martists. ‘hegibning with Frederick Engels,
-waF Her% g-wokk-iIn the last decsade regarding: what we now. call the
Trird World, and what Marx called, in the Grundrigse, "the Aszat10~

i mOde of production" as well as commantlng on it as he read Morgan's

heient-Soei - In’ the new paragraph) ‘we. also ask: - Tsn't the Marx
centenary h h'tlme “to challenge' the post-Merx Merxists on their.
urderstanding of Marx's last writings? ‘4nd we point to the fact
that we do Jjust that in the last chapter.

{The new paragraph is added on p, xi, just before the para. which
be insu' From the study of nrlmltive communism..‘.

R ", .'That seems to have been.the first point so misunder-
S -stood by post-Marx Marxists; beginning with Fredorick

" Engols, who, without having knewn'all of the massive
Ethnologzical ‘Notobooks Marx had -lofi bohind, undertook
%0 write his own version of Morgen's work —- his Ordpin

- of the Family -- as a "bequest" of Marx, When Ryazsnov
discovercd these notclwoks, he rushed -~ before he cver
had ‘& chancg %o deeipher them, to charactcrize them az
"inexcusable pedantry.” If an Engels, who wes & closc
collaborator of ¥arx and without whom we would not have
had Volumés I and IIT of Capital, could ncverthcless so
suddenly bave become sverconiident about his own provess
of interpreting Marx as io assume he was spesking for
Marx; if. an archivist-scholar like Ryazanov could, at
a time when hs was actually publishing those magnificant
early essays of Marx (the 1844 Economic-Philosophiec Manu-
seripts), spend a pood deal of his first report on the

Archives -of Marx in asking for 20 to 30 people to help
him sort these-manuseripts out, and yet pass judgement
before he dug into them -- it says a great deal about

. Literary heirs but nothing whatsoever about so great an
historic phenomenon as Marx's Marxism, 15 3'70
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Isn't it tire to challenge all of ihe post-Marx
Marxists when even those who have achieved great revo-
lutions (and none was preater than the 1917 Russian
Revolutien) did not, in thought, measare. up to Marx?
Isn't ft-time to dig into.what Mary, who had discovered
& whole new continent of thought, had to say for him~

- se\f?.. (Chapter XIT Ecncentratos especially on the last
writings of Marx,’ in which this author found a trail to

R the 15803,

* . 0K *

Chapter IIX of Pert One jams up the different views of
Luxemburg. and Marx on "Accumulaticn of Capital" in ordex to show that
the new events which Luxamhur% called "reaslity”, which she coniragt-
ed to Merx's "theory", could have been so contrasted tecause she
falled to fully work out dialestic methodology -~ which would have
revealed a single'dialectic in both objective and subjective viorlds,
To that end, the whole subject of methodelogy was expanded to reveal
the difference Letween how ibsolute appeared in the phenomenal world

* (ahd.-the-phenomenon she had. in mind was imperislism} end how Aboolute

“was worked out in Philosophy of Mind, where it cannot poseibly. be.
-geparated (from. Subject, le.es revolutlonary force as Reasen, 'As the -
added paragraph’ puts.-ite - "Therein ia the nub of the Great Divide

: béfwﬁéh’Ehsﬁem&n&lagx:and*Ehilgggehx:rrlandwbeca“§e~1ta15uﬂ9~?P$?Pa°'

”-tiphh-thtraﬂlive-Suhjectgfit unites rather than divides. theory snd .

peglity il oo . T T ‘ N

» *.{The hew paragraphs ars added on p. 45, immediately after -the para-

graph-that ends with-the-italicized sentence: “This; :indeedy is-the .

nub -of Luxemburg's error,") - -

_ - Methodology being the dialectic movement bath L
the Phenomenolory of Mind and in the Phitesophy of Mind,
let us lock deeper into their differonce, While it is
true that in the Phenomenology we spéak not just of ap-
pearance, mueh less of mere :show, but of a philesophy
-of appearance, it is not true that the methodolepy, as
we follew the movement of the dialectic in Philosophy
of Mind, is either the ‘philosophy. of phehomena or even
of e€sgonea-, Rather, the dialcctic in the Notion is
that the Absclute there opens so many new doors in both
the objective and subjective spheres as to reveal to-
tality itse'lf as new beginning,

Thus, as against the phenomenclogy of imperialism
being merely » reflection of rew surfacings of eppression,
new appearances surface as so profound a pirllosophy of
revolution as to disclose that what inheres in it is a
livine Subject that will resolve the great centradiction
of its absolute oppesites, imperislism and natienal op-
pression. TL is this which Marxist-Humanists eall the
new revoluticnary ferces as Reason, Therein is the nub
of the Great Divide between Phenomenology and Philosephy
== and hecause it is no abstraction, btut a live Subject,
it unites rather than divides theory and reality. 15 3 7 .l
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B v In Part Two on the Womsn's Liberstion Movement, especially

the gection on: the #Unfinishad,Task".‘the.point I choses {o elaberate

”‘was.'once.again, the. conception of Women's Liberation net just as

' force but as Reascn. Tha new here, however; was that the "proof®
came from history iteelf ~- February .23, 1917, This was for purposes
of showing-that the women were the ones who initiated that revolu=
tions Even iow I am not sure that wo totally understand that that,
in turn; depends on wome: precticing the imnediate problems ineepac
‘rable from the 'hilgaophic,context.,‘This is why I heve two final
suggestionss; 1 ‘Do, plaase, coneider the paper worked out For ‘the
anthropology conference, "Marx's *New Humanism' pnd the Dialectics,
of Women's Liveration in Primitive and Nodern societies," as well®
gz the talk I. gave at .the. Third quld‘WOmen's_Conferencg, as inte-
gral to and .expansion af Part Two. ' o

‘ e 2) The second and key suggestion is the imperativeness
of.a ‘gtudy of Far¥ Three without which there can be no total compre=
. -hepision n %{Sﬁst-QflParﬁﬁﬁhregigin-and,forwitself, but of ‘the fact
'."phéffitfﬁﬁ“thdtkfbft'thaf=informs'theﬁwholp work, Lt is Merx s
- MaPRiem us 2 totality after it -has gons through combat V.t %‘1 e

_“Egeatest*gevoxuiicnar Qg;gf_E§gigg_i_EL__;E_,E_g;::_—_ﬁ
. by without whom we icould not:-have

achiaved, -

s
t J
' . B

‘(Tﬁéfbﬁtagﬁhph‘ls'added'on'p.-iogflimﬁédia%ely after the paragraph

whichﬂgndp,;ﬂ; com by using them only as helpmates.")

Quite the contrary. History proves 2 very different
truth, whether ve ‘look at February 1917, where the women
wers the ones who spdtiated the revoltulon: whether we

durn further back to "the Persian Revolution of 1906-11,
where the women -created the very first women's soviet;
or whether we look to our own age in the 1970s in Portu-
gal, where Isobel do Carmo yralsed the totally new con-
cept of apartidarismo. Tt s precissly because women'g

si Liberationists are, both revolutionery force and Reason

"% {hat they are erucial. If we are to achicve success in .
the new revolutions, we have to see +hat the uprocting
of the old is totel from the start.

(And to the end of the next, the penultimate paragraph, one sentence
ig added, after the sentence endingt “...which do not separate prac-
tice from theory.") .

Which is what Tuxembury moant when she defined
"heing huwan' as v joyfully throwing sour 1ifc on the
seales of destiny,”

i +
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LLAG 14 {dn0 ;actident that the“paragraph that wes ‘added o
Chapter XII .on the Black Dimensicn'is the one that-at onceibeceme

urgent-té the National Tour itself -~ g0 much go thatil-read it.out
nag 1f 1%.actualiy. were.in tha. book; in my talks:of"the Black:dinens

sions .Nor.is it.an.atcident that Charleg Denby gugpested it be

the:center of, the new introduction for Amsric n.Civilizgiion o

: ;Eml_.-..-_‘ At.the, same time; by considering all that Narz had said.

+in a;pingle place rather. than separateély as they had beeh expresred
in each. specific gecade, you could see the totality, so that it

became-insepsrable. from his concept of “revVoluticn in permanence,"”
including his very last work, the Ethnolopical Notabooks.” '

. (The pa.f‘éxgi:‘ébﬁ'.is: added on p. 194 immediately after the para. that.
“endss"...backward lands ahead of the advanced countries.")-

With this dialéctical circle of circles, ary's
' péférenee -in the Ethnological Notebooks to the Austra-
Yian aborigine. as “ihe intelligent black" brought to.s
cénéluaion the dialectic he hed unchajned when he first
" Woke from bourgecis :society dn the. 1840s and objected” .
bo.the.use of the word, "Negro", as if it were syrony=
motis with the word, "slave."* By the 1850s, in the. "
Srmdrisse, he extended that sensitivity to the whole
 pre-cepitalist vorld, By the 1660s; the Black dimen-
- "s1h beeane, at one and the same, time, not .only pivotel .
tg fhe ‘abolition of. slavery; and victoery of the:North
in the Civil War, but also to the restructuring of
Cepital, itselif. In a word, the often~quoted senteancsi
. "Iabor cannot: emanodpate itself in the white siin vikre
. 4n the blaok skin it .3s branded,”, far frem being vhe-
. toric, was the actval reality and the perspective for
overcoming that 'reality. Mgrx reached, at every his~
torie turning point, for a concluding point, not as an
end .but as a new. jumping off point, 2 new begirning,
a new vision, s T

TR e S .
(Finally, on p. 195 just before the final paragraph of the entire
text; please add the followingr) SN

This 1s the further challenge to the form of orpani-
gation which we have worked out as the committee-Torm
rathér than the "party-to-lead.”’ But, - though commitiece~
"form and-“pavty-to-lead" are opposites,”’ they are not ab-
selute oppositos., At the point when the ‘theoretic~form

.yeaches philosopby, the challenge demands thui we syn-
thesizo not only the ney relations of theory to practice,
and all the forces of revelution, but philosophy's "suf-
fering, patience and labor of the negative," d.¢€., €X-
periencing absolute negativity. Then and only then will
we suceced 4n a revolution that will achieve a class-~less,
non-racist, noen-sexist. itruly human, truly new cocicty.
That which Hezrl judged to be the synthesis of the "Selfl-
Thinking Idca" and the "Sclf-Bringing-forth of Liberty,"
Marxist-Huranism holds, is what Marx had called the new
socicty. The meny pathe to gct therc are not casy to
worle out.
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We have entitled the Persvectives “What To Do" ==~ and
Wz in"t mean by that only when Tacing objective orises,
tut dn the need to single out the new momants in Marx
and the "trail to the 198%5" which we discevered there,
Put differently, that "discovery” wss possible beczuse;
12 £inally we had all the writings of Mark as a totality;
2) we had lived through & A0-year-long movement from prac-
tices and 3) our wnigue conkributions %o these three
decades were inseparable from the objective movement. Td
becomss necessary now to speli out the hieroglyphic -
"three books, not ¢ne," hlech has created the ground for
‘the challenge to «11 post~-Marx Marxists, and to develon
the moment the massas have reached 4n their search for
a philesephy of revolutisn which would enable them to
suceced in an actual revelution, o Lo

w7 )
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Ozganization as 11‘%ﬁeﬁ-‘é%l5.?:sé‘%ﬁ%gﬁ’l-ggfﬁgﬁ%ﬁgmgoﬁgeE’%%S“ﬁﬁi’%gfu%fon -
.10 permanence, " By using that as ground for ‘organization, we mugt
_‘wnder ro circumstances fall into the trap of substitutionism - as
1f the groand was the actuality of organizational growth, ' Without
. becoming-a dogma; "revolution in permanence" musgt at one and the same
time underline ths imperativeness of orgenizational growth at this
erueial period, - A .
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Yours,

RAYA
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