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Dgar Rogz: -

It was truly an exciting and historic moment to be there on January 3, 1981,
when you first unvelled fully the complated draft of the book, and the mesting
ylis the draft point in meny new directions not only for organization and
Marxist theory in general, but for my own psrsonal developmeat, from Lenin
thesis to Lecal organizership to Euope tripe ' '

. It is in thnt spirit that I am writing fo propse some topice for a .
thaoreticul eesay article for N&L, which I would hops to complete bafore going
back to Burope,~ T @i of course going to give greater priority to work arcund
your lecture tour(where I am hapyy to report we alreadyhave some meney
committed now frem both Columbia Russizn Institute amd CUNY Grad Center),
and mreparations for my Europa trip, but I do feel there would also be time
te complete asmethiing, certainly by arouwnd the time you come to NY, or even
£00nar. '

I have thres possible tcpics in mind:

. (1) The nost sxciting thecretically but most difficult to execute would be to
. Vv reod clesely the entire Fremch edition of Capital, and write an article
P¥ {/ butdining some of the differences butwoen it and the Englich edisions, which

#4113 sppear to be based en tha quite different Third and Fourth German editiounsa.
' . Bven if I did not succeed(as with the Lenin essay) in creating something
.good enough to publizh, I'm sure my notes could help as background to the
i books , : ‘
“ .. (2) Anotker possibility is a nore immediate political piece, generally
along the lines of waat ne has written on latin-America, Hers I have
. /in mind some thing like(""Basi Evrops; fion 1968-to Today's Foland", where
I woilld exanine both masbes in motion the ideas™the intellectuals
creatod around thet. %hus it could be RUeik and Svitak and ME generally
‘ y Czecholeovakia 1968, Bahro's alternative ang, East Germany in the 1970's,
- {] and then Poland 1976-1981 including & bit on Kuron and Michnik plus mention |
' \// of Kelakowski's eerly work and the yommg Kuron.' To help me with the latier |
~/ part, 1 have the French translation of the Gdanek paper the workers published |
up to . the end of the shipyard occupation in September. This alone rune '
“aver 50 pages, since they ran about I} pages per issBue. ' .
" (3) The.final possibility is to wkite on the African Revolutions after
20 yoars, where I could look at what happoned to African 8ocialism, to
Machel's Scientific Socialiem, ete. == limiting myself to a few countries
as examplee of different tendencies suck as Semegal, Tanzania, Mozambigue,
~pimbabwe., Then at end I could discuss Biko's Black Conscicusness as poosible
recenmection with best of earlier African Soccimliem on a higher more proletarian
centered level, and stripped of any illuasions of "using" East vs. West
a la Padmore and Nkrumah. )
Another pessibility is for Bahro raview to run separately under
Reviews section. It might give mc comething to diseusg in Germany, but
thers I feel it might be even better to have something more on the U.S.
What do you think? :
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Yours,

JorA-




January 16, 1981

Lear F.evin:

. Your letter of the Btk was very welcome, both beause we
obviously ere going to have some paid lectures 1n N.Y. and because
-there's nothing sore plessurabls than when the universal and the
individunl aerge, Of the thres topics you suggested, the fira{ is
, an atwlinte yes, and ithe sccond an absoluts no, and let's leave
the ®Mvd for anothenr time, But first lst me begin with the
absoluie no, bacause thut actuslly will help you have 2 certain
type of direction foir queations to Andy on ths trip to Poland,

What I mean 15 that there were certain narassments oz that trip
vhich makes 1t necaessery net 4o ask queatiorws until & good wany
qussticng ars cleared up, and we don't know when that will be,

At the sawe %ime, speaking objectiv.:ly politically-philocophisally,

CTHNTXE trat second topic on Fast Zurope is certainly something Jtve
KEIYi¥ heen writing about since 1943, and at this particular moment

- wg will have & icad on Just what's happening; o think that you
have no less theb 50 pages Just on Gdansk shows there is too much
-matarial on 1% already. . . _

. .. 0 p the other hend, your first suggestion is truly

. exeiting both theorvetically, practically, and really totally
.urknown, First and foremest, it iz Marx; it i=s Capitsl: it
‘s the Prench edition; and both in France and averywhere else

. everyone has monkeyed with that editicn oven though 1t was Karx

. ‘himself who edited it. In the 608 I remember reading that Al-

" thusser. dacided that Roy was n¢ good and wade a complotely new
translation. To you know enything about it? what I vead about it
wes only the Althusser insrodustion, and that was totally Stalinist,
in which he didn't even give 3talln credit for having suggested in
1543 that Chatper I should. not be taught whera it is, but... 1f
you can't got that introduction I'm sure I have it somewhere. '
Secondly thers is Hubel, and he can te trusted on that sabject,
and esven on the subject of Engela, at least to the extent to which
the French edition was concerned, Then there is the whole dis-
‘pute that both Lukacs and the Existentialistis startad against
Fngelst pjalectice of Natuves; I would keep cowpletely away from
that subjects <that is not our problem, Our problem is: Capital,
the Communiet Moanifesto editions after HUNXMHAXX Marx's death,

and the Ethpalogicei Notebooks.

The point of concentration iz Capital. You would have
something no one has had if you really went sericusly into a
comparisoon between the Irench- an and the English, .1 consider
that this would be valnabliég not only as an pssay for ML, but a
truly original contribution to your own thesis on Lenin, I dm't
know wnether I evexr went into the following fact: there is a
world of difference betweon Lenin's Eszsay at the beginning of
1014 on Marx, and Lenin's Philosophic lNotetooks. Indeed, it is
becaves Lenin suddenly (i.e. when he resched the Syllogism) de-
e¢ided that unleas you knew the whole of Scienge of Log%c, gou
didn't know anything of Copital, that he tried to get his essay
back frow the Encyclopedlo. do much for "Three Conatituent Partu
of Farxisu" irptead of the oinzle dialectic,

There io another thing ore has to watch out for, and that
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.that supposed ta prove?

there are altogether toc many anti-ingeloitan, and nmot at all for

the roaoson tkat we are ant! Fwgels, It's a good way e act as if
“you really understood that sarx was reslly geulus and Enjgelo was
only talent, and then not at all appriéciate slther becavse you are
NYRIX writinz as an ncadewic and not as a revolutiomary. Thus
there 18 a Norman Levine, auvthor of The Ir

_ ngic Daception: Marx
agfg;gggg;gb {20th CQnﬁury 5aries, Clio Books, Oxford/Sante Larbars),
‘wno has written & 250 page book &nd suppodedly taken up ev erything
from nature to "philosophical anthropology” (this is not the EN but

the 1844 wsa,), not to mention { of course, dialectica,; dinslectics,

dlaimscticn, Retir the end of {1

211, vou feel like saying: vwhat is

- " Yours, by concenirating on Capitel, with a siie view on

the CM, but on the vhole Yeaving EN out,
from evorybody whetler ag great ac Lukacs and Sartrs or as oupar-
flecial a8 levine , would fivat and forowost hLe comcerned with Marx, .

would, as different

. Mays; Mawx, What did he want 4o say irv Capital)? Wjat did he apend

the sreater pert of hls adult life cr, and 5t311 have things to add
to it op hiz deathbad? Aud why did"he insist that even if you read

" the originnlﬂﬁerman, you must really read the French?

©_ .Don'™ sgo directly %o.the differences between the Fremch .
‘and the German and Inglish,  Instead, bagin with the lettars between.

‘Maxx and Engele as Marx wag alrasady sending it te the printer, I

" .remember I was absolutely shocked to geath {0 realise, one, that i3
. Frgels had not known the work before he read 11 on the galleys, o

" gpd- some of his quoestions were multe eiementary; twe, the whole

"~ sorreopondenco on the question of adding the mactien on-’tha.form

~of welue 19 cexrtainly of great importance, and I dare say that

Engels has %0 bte given credit that Marx camnnot take so much know-
ledge for granted on the part of the reader; that he muet oxplain
historiocally a8 well as dlalectically the vhole hiatory of the form
of value frou barter to money, But then you realize that i god in

heaven, what has Engels undexrstood 7 In any case, that wi

1 give

you onough background 30 that you know ycu are talking of ZEngels
as a totality whether 1867 or 1884, IT¥) i.e, afiter Mara died,

- You nead not be concorned about whether it would overlap
sections of my book, 1 pay very little attantion to the sutject,

Yours,

P.S5, By the way, Jacek Kuron has turned right insofar as Martism iz
concerned; he is working with the masoes, but intellectually Wmt

he i3 writing is The Left Without Marxism,




