Novemher 10, B 78

Dear Harryi

I'm glad that you are looking into the question of anti- - ‘
feminiem within the movement, but I'm much mcre intorested in that
of today than that in the early 20th century,. o

N

I will have & very super specizl favor to ask of you, and
I hope you will agree¢ with ma that you should do 14, It Wwon't .
have to be done until somewhore at the end of Januury, or.maybe
a fow weeks before, if I decide to send you the galley-proofs
. rather than walt for the January issue of N&L. What I'm.ttelking
about ie thet a draft chapter of the bock will then be publishsd, .
end I'm very anxious that wou (I want to stress that it should be
- yous it should have your return address; und it should be you be~
causs Dhella Rowbotham dedicated a poem to you) write Shiela 2
letter, in which you say that you not only thought that she would
be intereated in this chapter that Raya is writing, but that you
are'suge that Raya would be as anxious as you are to,receive her
. comments, : - L

< The reason I'm vwplting this far in advance 1is, as the e~

closed letter will show, that I want our comrades tu know shead of
. its publication what is involved. Heretofore, the so-called Marxicsts,
“have tried killing my thoughts by ignoring me, Our organization is
small enough mo that, on the one hand they could ignore me, and on
the other hand, they really didr't know how to teckle. the subject,
gince they know next to nothing of philosophy and don't care. ihat,
however, will change with this chapter is that they will be under

the 1llusion that now %' - they can attack me vigerously because

they will then be defending Engels. . © ’

. You made one error because I had said that I kept away from
taking issue with Engels because the people who were attacking him were
doing so for bourgeois or anarchist reasons, That is true. Bhat:
isn*t true is that I meant. that Engels was beyond crificism, or
very hearly the same as Marx. Nothing of the sort is true. The
tragedy is that, though he was a true collaboraier of Marx, nover
betrayed, and his heart, go to speak, was in the right place, he
nevertheless took fantastic liberties -~ or, rather, deluded him-
gelf to thinking, once Marx died, +that he was carrying out some
sort of bequeat, when it came .to questions of anthropology. viomen's
eugality, and the whole question of Voman/an relationship., Relieve
nes; I have spent many s eqpless nights when I discovered, by reading
Marz'g Notebooks on antkdlogy, that Engels deviated in the most serious
manner from Marx, and that the worst of it im, that he was conscious
of none of this. But how can that possibly bind us to silence?

Let me just give you one exampls, which seems to have no direct
connection with any sort of woman question, and does, indeed, extend
bayond it for, frankly, thers isg an actual element, if not of re-
visionism , then surely dev i.ntion, from Marx's Communist Manifeosips




—2-

_ That ‘very famous, kstoric, magnificent, epochal statement

we all léve to repeat from the Communigt Manifesto -~ AJLl hisdory
is a hietory of ciasss struggle -- was, after Marx's death, in 1888
to be precise, footnoted to read “all written history” end further
expanded on in that footnote to call attention tno the fact that when
“the Communist Venifesto wss written, 1847, next to nothing was known
“about primitive ~ommunism, an¢ thet esince -then, especialily eince
Morgan's zeient Society , so much is known , etc. ete. .,

Now gutside of obreaking up the dialectic flow and ¢iverting:

the geigor to guglifyi marﬁg which thereby also kille tf?

ravolu o¥ar¥_ rive. it img;x.,ag:t true. First, eVén so far

as Ehr gtianity is canEgne , lotg of jokes were always made in the.
movement about Josus keving besn the first communist. And several
other ramakrs befcore 1847 were made by Marx that were a great deal
-more sericus about some sort of society having existed that was

more egalitarian than slavery, feudaliem, or capitalism. But more
“important than that was-that Engels signed with Marx 4 new intro-
duction to the CommunistoManifesto in 1882, which was exactly the
.period when Marx wasw orking on Morgan's Aacient Society, and he

gaw no reagon whatsoever to change anything 5n the Manifesto. Nor
.wag this only because, as Marz and Engels both remarked guite often,
this was so historic a document that the authors had no right <o A
take any liberties with the work, and that the readers would certainly
kriow for themselves that such matters as "no night work for bakers®
ware not exactly the most revolutionary demand. .

_ that Marx saw was revolutionary, was permanent, and was new
and should be commented on was the fact that this Russian edition
_they were introducing was in a country that could, if the crisis
wag ripe; if the Western countries also had revolutionsy and if
the Russian masses wers ready "to skip" some stages, they could be
the first to have revolution. ‘ N
- 0o \there is between Marx and Engels.’
Now just think of what a difference in attitude to revolutions-
40-be, to challenges that are, and even 1o exaggerations that need

+to be stressed.

t+ just happens that the particular gquestion ~= women's
1iberation ~- is what brought me %o note that the works Engels
wrote after the death of Marx in 18823 are just not Marx. You
will hear from me as soon as we get the galley-proofs and at that
point I will also get you Shaila's address.




