iova25,1981

To the REB-NEB (To be rsmd aleo to all locals)
Uear Colleagues:

_ Two veory important dates=-December 13th and January 2,e-
Joom before us which secas tc me to daamand olaboraticn, sc permit me a.
prelininary philosophicepoliticsl developzent here. lec,1Jth ie the
Tinal olnse on 4he Yook whibh I will give. The fact that even though
we have finkily dirpetched, corrected, ths ocupy-edited manusaript of
ROSAXMIBERURG, WOABN'S LYIBERATION AMD MARX'S PHILOSOPHY OF LIBERATION,I
carmot yet ey At os truly the rinal dralt omnn be sesn frox what I am
first now sending in ac o addition to ftin.39,r.3 of Ch,3:. The renvon
for wanting 4o make iint additicn telle oven more taan the footmote
I*11 quote $:: 2 minute. It is thim o
- It is of the eswance to graup

the fast no% only by us {vhich 1s eauy) Bu¢ by rendors, ail renders,
that 4kis is ot an Individeel wrk, by she BDs but a work of
. mm-m— il : '

beginni=g
while mt werd
gemtored mround 1€ ard, hecaune that wae a0, e AL were
a quextion only of tha kmy/iczon velationship., Crucizl as that was,
it was 2ot the vhole, Mouvevey, as bescums clezy bolh as ws contrasted
Rerx*a Bthiologicsl Robspoobs  to 1t where the quesiion of milateral
: - S0 HATE'S multilmteral development of
. But, onoe aloo thes ootnote

froxm V0l.11 of CAMITAL, and this Began demauding
_ , final addition®~~the 4=5 final 5 I
entitlod *A 15603 viewe=tho rocponeidility that falls oa of um
with that cheiienge %o progt-iarx Hixxiatz iz awescro, andé we must be
Foeparsd for endisss. ruthlese criticisz, So, it fan't only » gnes-
tion o2 ltmvﬂ.g how *u project our work, but how to raady ourselves
to ancwer ariticima. '

) . With that ground on which to simnd, ccnzider the new -

footnote I propoms for Che3 when I first mention Resdolsky and now
vish to ezpand the personal rowemberunce of things past. Direstly
aftzer the relersucs in that fin, to my oritique of his THE MAKING OF
" NARX'S CAPITAL in the Nal 1-2/78) -

Porplt me to add a [ no
since Romsn Romdolky has made n category of the fxo pgrhat?ain J.tgé.
he *had tho good fortune to sge one of the ther very rare coples of
Merx*s Rough Draft® text of the
xS noiitischer ; rurl) s published the the Marx-
kn 1 n Moscow, That was the year I had mlso
seen a copy of the Grundrissas and 1t was the year I made Rosdolsky's
acquaintence. Uespite the fact thet Rosdolsky wae Btill olinging to
a concept of Rusgis as "a degenerated workerk® gtate”,while I had,
in 1941, developed the theory of state~capitalion (when he was incerce-
rated in Hitler’s concentration camps), our friendship continued
for some time., ILatsr, for very different reasons, we each moved to
Detroit. Ry then the adifferences betwoen us were no longer limited
to a single theory, but involved the centrality of dislectics in
Varxiem, %Yo me hilcsophy did not mean dialectice only “in ganeral”,
but, very apecifically, *negation of neration” which Marx had called
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“a new Humanizm®™; to me, this was spelled our mont concretely on June.. .
17: 1953, by the East German reveolt from under Comrunist totailtariantism,
Wnat had become allve 10 me was the breakup of the Absolute Ides in ;
he context of sscond negativity, not just philseophically hut in_ =
c The w_hole‘rfew movanend i ctice oaliE ALIVE with ..
hat revolt demanded a totally new relationship of praoctice to theoxry -

had to be established 1f a new unity of theory and practice was to

. be achieved. TFor, as Hegel had articulated it HoctiaYatexF ‘
"each of theame (The Theoretical and Practicsal Ideal) by itself is
cne-slded and esntaing the Idea Aitself ohly as a sought Beyong !

and an unattalned gosls,.” I dare say thet n great deal more than the
question of Hegel was imvolved in our diepute, but in gny vase the -
kroek Petwwen Rosdolaky bocame completae.] (Ths detzils cf the z)
developnent of what became Mzrxist~ s, mee THE RAYA DUNAYERVSKAYA':
GOLLELTION:WHUWISI. 1941 te Todey, Its Origin and Developmant
in the ©.S,7% ghives of Labor History and Urgan imoctsremmex }

Mfalra. DetrOit’ uBZOZ) ) -!‘\

) You can gec from this thet the D=20,i3th claes will
getmore ’th%: a aum%ti‘gn of wh?.t ig in the bogi.' thougliz alsatlgﬂf; .
ut 8 Wiy I gct the tive and gnswer the negative critioisx,

mmﬁg aro resdy to undertake all challenges, J+ will,

in zome reepects, set the busis for our Jan.2nd expended REB. In n
vord, it will be hakkxx not only a summation of the book, but one of
tmaRﬁﬁﬁaEﬁ?jgggﬁiﬁﬁﬁjamﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁumnjmm@amlﬂﬁat

Fo Twed o expund carry out between that duy end next convention,'
So-neny-criecs,—have—olice devoloped; be Lt i the-Middle East of  .:
the digarray in the NATO countries or the sharpeni §i e nuclear -
threat from US and Russia, thatzxx we need to xmg' 7§ our setivities
in mass movement, and especially. in labor azainst whom both manamement
and the Rezgan Administration are trylng to destroyy

P YO

S
o Mok

' The nost positive activitles thie year have been .
around lLatin America, especimlly Anne's trip and magnificent e
achievemants. Therofors, this year, as distinguished from all other:
expanded REB meetings where, generally, the only sub=report to my -
repert was by Natenal Organizor, thisg year 1t will be by Anne, Along.
with, and because that was e¢ centrally srpund Wi, I will be inviting
sone xER who are deeply involved in work who may not be NEB. Thus,
on the one hand, tha organirzer cf Calcago,Jang or from NY Russell who .
is the ene who dld not only reorganize on question of needing forums °
on college campuses, but has already established one that .would e
certalnly serve as ground for hoek audience. Or Mariana in Detroitsy -
You wlll hear more from us as REB will dlecuss thls letter and see
what else is invoived, whether it be Finanoes-=I'm sure all are
meating thely pledges before the end of the year--or the great
amount of work both with NI and the book as they ametually become
3 books with new introductlions to M&F and P&R,

I% ig the fact that it is 3 books=-and the first

fundamentsl work, M&F 4m 25 years 0ld and not a word had t¢ be ,
changad, gg%othe fact that all are, at one and the same time, backed
r

up by ove years of axperience as well as data, philegophy as
well as current politics, zgnd vrojected forward for the 1959_;5. _
thet,; of necesslty, epells out our regponsibil:.t¥ for the chalienge
to all other post-ﬁarx Merxists and gives us confidence that is
truly both & hew yomr and a new decade where there will be no

division between philosephy of revolution and its actuality. Yours,Rays
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P TEXT of PtDDiT\ON Iz
ADD (as new parasrapn) 40 n.33 for chapterjII. mEs. page 305:

Permit me to add a perscnal mote, since Roman Roadblsky

taz made a cﬁtegory of the fect that, in 1948, he "had the good

tbrtune te 8ed one o:rghe then very rare copies of Marx B Bangn
3 reia

' Eiﬁtﬁ?'(iﬂh. tho. German taxt of the Grundvigee der Keitik dep
| mmﬂmwm published by the

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

“lrwas when I #irs% met Rosdolsky; X, too, had been studying the
1{§mnnﬂgxgga 'Despite the tact that Rosdoleiy. was Btill 62 ,gipg -
“to & concept ‘of Ruseia 88 “a degennraaed workera' state," whefeaé

’;SI had. developed the theory of state-2 apitaliam in 1941 (when he ;R

E<was atill incar*eratad in Hitlcr's concentration camps), owr _

. -friendship cantinueu for scme time. Later, for vary aifferent

) reaaons, wﬂ each mOVed to Detroit. By then the differences hatwoan

us wero no Ionger limited to a alngle theory, but involved tha
cantrulity of dialectica in Marxism. To me, philosophy ‘did not
mean dialectica only ”1n general® but, very specifically, “negation
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 jusit philosophically, but in
camhat: The whole new movement from praciice that came alive with
that revolt damandzgﬁg totally new relastionship of practice to
theoxry had to be estublished if a new unity of theory and prectice
was to be achleved. In gunming wp the Theoretigggﬁhnd}%gactical
Idea, Hegel had siressed that "each of these by itgelf is one=
sided and contains the Idea itself only as a sought Beyond and
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“an unatﬁ.ned goal. I dare say thé.'l: a graa.t deal-"more than the

%

quastion or Hagel ‘wae involved in our d.lapute. in 1953. but that

wa.a wlwn my breal: with Roséolsky became conmplate. ( For t}m
in the Uni.ted Staten

dotai&lnom: of what becarme Hs.rzlsb—!{umaniw gsee

f xmwmmmmmmn

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




