
August 26, 1983 

To .all''N&L Comnli tteea• 
De at' · Col!lrade s s · · 

I ·think it is incwnbe!)t u;pi:!n a 
a focal' pc int inclusion 
theoretical wn''"'. 

0
l.)That it ia no accident that it.is the Marx centenary which 

prompted the new puplication of our other two fundamental works, 
. Marxism· ·and 'Freedom .and Philcsophy and Revolution, and 
· . 2) .That this led us to call the theoretical foundations ·of 

· Marit~!lt-:.HUniG.rtfsm, · a<S' 11: totality 1 a trilogy of revolution, · -
•. ' r • ' • ' , : • • :•:! ' '· . ' . • ; - • • ~ 

. ,. ::'. '·:· · · )iet'_e', 'tl1en,'"ar.e· the .~aragi-aphs· as tpey we1•e addad to 
·. c;ach"sectioni· · 
. ;,.r! \,,; ·,·,. -. 

•' :" -~-. ··' ' :. . . ' .. . . ' .. 
. '-'': 1::··;-!·· ..... 'I_n;··t,lie:'In~:o~uction .just before the final paragraphs, I · 

saw .a· hoed" not ·to' have· the··reader .wait .:t'or the final. chapter to ·kilow 
, 'th'at':we.·al'a'~cliall:'engih(i post-Marx Marxists. :with •thai: ·in •mi11d, .the 

.. ·"·q,a_i{ct-}l~agr~pn''in'i\kes pJ;ea:r at i!p::·s 'that the very first. paint mh..., 
. ·'W-~~:.P:t:.t!?d,: -~Y .• :P,~B;t'-Marx M.ar~ists; b~gi:Onirig with Frede.r.ic.k Engel. a, 

-wll.>!'i•;Jarx-' s -wol'k .'in . the l.ast j!e.c!i.de . regarding· ·.what we now. ca:J.l. ·.the 
T!lird World, and what Marx call.ed, in the Grundrisse, "the A!!iat!_o•· 

·•· m!l,!i~,.of'."~?.duc:t~?)1" as wel,l as commenting on it a.s he read MorgM's 
. A:hc1ent''Spciety,<.In: the new paragraph·, •ws- .al·so ·aska ··Isn't tl).e .M~x 
·centenary· 'high •time 'to: challenge· th'e 'post-Marx Marxists o·n i:heir.­
understanding of' Marx's last writings? 'And we point to: the· tac1< .... 
that we do jus~ that in the last chapter, - · 

(The new parac,:raph is added on P•. xi, just before the para. which 
begins a . "From_ th~ study· of' primitive 'communism .... ") 

·' 

.-. . . ' . , .. ~·- .. 
. That seems to hiv£ beo'ii' .. thi>··i'i:rst point so mi•Wlde>•­

. stood by post-Marl< Marxists; b<ginn:!ng with Frederick 
Engols, who, without' lwv:!n~ kn6Un. 411 nt thC' masaivo . 
Ethnological Not.obooks ·!1arx had loft b.'h:!nd, Wldortook 

:to l-rritc his ow.1 version of -Morp;Rn's ~ork -- Ms Ortgin 
· of the -Family .. _ as a 11 bEqU£"st•: of· Marx. When Ryazanov 

discovered thc.s£' notcl'!Ooks 1 ht; rushed :-- 'before hs ever 
had·a chance to d~ciph~r the~, to characterize thcro as 
11 1nc-xcuss.hlc prdantry, 11 If an Engrl~, who was a close 
collaborator of l'.arx. and without ":-lhom we would not havr. 
had Volumts· IT and III o£ Capital_, could nf'vcrthclc-ss sc 
sudd~·nly bavl· brcotn~J everco!lfident about h:is own prot.!ess 
of interpretinR Marx as to assume he was speaking for 
Marxr if. an archivist-scholar t:Jce Ryazanov could, at 
a time whrn he was actua t 1y publish:!ng those 1nagnificent 
early essays of ¥~rx (th~ 1844 Economic-Philosophic ¥~u­
scripts), spend a ~cod deal of his first report on the 
Archives of Ms.~ in asking fn~ 20 to JO people to help 
him •ort these· manuscripts· out, and yet pass judgement 
before he dug into th<m -- it says a great deal about 
literary h~irs but nothlng whatsoever about so great an 
historic ph~nomenon as-~ Marxism. 15 3 '( 0 
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Isn't it tl.JI•e .to chaUong~ all of ·<he post-Mar>: 
M.'lr>:"ists when Emen those who h':lve achieved greRt l'"£vo-
1utions (and ncn€ was. jlreater- than the l9f? ~ Rusuian 
'RtWo1~tion) did not, :W thought, mensar(;. up to Marx? 
Isn't lt.--tin,o to di~ :ll'lto,what Marx, 'who had disooverRd 
... ~<bolo n"" continent of thou~t, had to say for him~ 
se1f1.: (Chapter Xn e'r.ncentrntes ospocial1,y ·on th<• last 
~<rltings of .Y~rx;' in which this author f~und a tra;l tb 
th• 1980s, ) · · 

• • • 
Chapter II! of Part One jams up the different views o£ 

Luxemburg and !l'.arx on ~'Accumulation of Ca.pi:t;al" in order to show that 
the new events \?hl.ch Luxemburg called "reality", which ahe c.ontrast­
ed to Marx's "theory", could have been so cnntrasted because she 
failed to -:fully work out dialectic methodology -- wh.ich. would have 
revealed a sil'.gle' dialectic in both objective and subjective worlds, 
To that end, the whole subject of ruethodology was expanded to reveal 
the difference between how Abeolute appeared in tha phenomenal world 
(ahd··ths phenomenon ·she had· in mind was imperiaUem) end how Aboolu1e 

·was worked• out .-in.·Philosonhv of ·Mind, whe~re it cannot possibly be. 
sepfll'ated <fiooin.·Sub'Ject, :i.e.• revolutionary :f'o~ce aei ~eas•.n~ ~A;; ·the · 
adcJ;ed .paragraph' puta itc · "'l'h!lrein ia the. nub o:f'. the _G;"eat.DJ.V,J._~e · 
be~~~·en: l:!!.enome'l!l.~ and Philosophy,-- -.and .tecau~e J.t. ie<,.J~o .fl.):lstrac­
ti.on, .•but1.a•'live· Subjeot, i!t unites ·rather than. dJ.vides theory and 
re-a1ft.y.;"·.,-.. · : : . .- . ~- · ~;·:: ..... 
. • ;: . , .• i. . . 

, .. f.The··\-iew ·paragraphs are added on P•. 45, immediately a:f'ter· the para;_ 
graph. that tlndei ·with· the i taHcized sentence a "This; .indeed~-. is·':the 
nub- of Luxemburg!.s -error, ',•.) 

•• lo''. • ' ' • . 

. · J.!sthodology beinp. .thG dialectic "'ov.cmont l»tii in. . . 
tho Phtnomonoloq o£ Mind and in the Philosophy of Mind, 
l<t us look dcop<r into 'thoir dift.<ronc<, While it is 
true ·that in the Phenomer.ology ~·speak not just nf ap­
peAranc~. much l~ss of-mare:sho~, but of~ philosophy 
·of appearanc&, -~tis nat true·that·ths methoclolc~y, as 
WP follow the mov•rnent of th~ dialectic in Philosophy 
of Mind, is oith.<r th< ·philosophy· of phrnom.<na or even 
of <Ss9nc9·. Rather, the dialectic in the Notion is 
that thE"· J.bsolutr there· opens so many nE'w doors in h?th 
th~ obj~ctjve and subjrctivc spheres as to rr.vcat to­
tality its<lf as n<"T ocginnin.,,. 

Thus, aa ap:ainst thC' phenornC'nol.,gy of impc-rial:i.sm 
bein~ merely~ ~ef~ection of new surfacL~P.s of oppr~ssion, 
new Rppearanoes surface as so prCifo\Dld a philoeophy of 
re-votu'tion as to disclr.~se that what inhQres in it is a 
liv:Ure: ~uhject that will resolve the grtat contraciiction 
of its absolut!t opposites, ir.tperis.lism ll!Jd national op­
pression, It l.s this which Ynrxist-Humanists call ths 
new revolutionary forces as Reason~ rhorein is the nub 
of the Great Divids between Phenomrnolog,y and Philo&ophy 
-- and be-cause it iD no nbstra.ct1.on, but a live Subject. 
tt unites rather than divines thoory and reali~.. · 
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·In Par-t Two on tha \'ioruen' s L:tbc::-ation Movement, especially 
the SFlCt:l.on on th~ "UrJtinished Task",. the point I chofia to elaborate 

· was, once again, -the. conception o:t· Women' e Liberation net just as 
· force but· as Raason. Thil new here, ho.wever, was that the "proof" 

came froin history itself -- February .2:;, · 1917, This )vas for purposes 
of showine;.•.that the women were the on~o who ;.nitiated that revolu• 
tiona· Even now ·I am not sure that we to-tally understand that th~>tr 
in -turn; depends on wome:o. :P.re.ct~c,!p.z. the imr.•ediate problems insepa-:­

·rablP. from thl! :ph~losophio. context. This is why I have_ two final 
si:.ggestj.cns •.. 1) Do, please, r.oneider the paper worked out for· the 
anthropology conference, "Marx's 'New Hllli!9Jrlsm' end the Dialectics 
of Women'.., Ll.lieratl6n in Primitive and Modern Socie·ties," as wen·· 
"·" the -talk I. galle: at .the- Third ;/orld women's .Conference, as inte-
gral to and exp~>nai~n of Part Two, ·. . · 

. . 2) The second and key su~gestion is the imperativeness 
of. a ··study of Fart· Three without which- there can be nc total compre-

• .. ~msiqil:''no'.:" ;ii.ist-· of P<U':t~Thr\leL in and for;, Hsel:f', but. of· tlla fact 
· ;t~)!'"), t; ~~ that Part that ird'orms 'the.,~·,hole wo:r;.t. It J.s MWx~s 
·· ~arXiam'·aEi a t6tali-ty a~:tezo ·it.-has gone th:t>ough combat v:S.'t! i:~e 

·grea-test, ;:l!vo1utiCnaries·o1' thecpost,..Marx ·pe::-Iod -- Lem.n and Luxem-
. ~v:a~ho.ut whom we •could. not:.have reached the new stage we ~ 

:-~.- . 
-: ... ·• 

(Tlle pare.jp:'a:Ph·is added on P• 109, inuilediai;ely after the paragraph 
which·arids···'·"·'·''\'·o:J7. by using·them only as helpmates,") . . ::r ;.;~:~·~. 

.,. 
~·~. :(,. 

Quite the contrary. Histo>•y proves o. very d:l.f'ferrnt 
trutho >1hother >'< look at Ftbrunry 1917, whore tho women 
wer.! the on$5 l'Jho irtitiatr:d the r('VoltuionJ whether we 

jturn fUI•th<r back teitiis Persian R<volutiort of 1906-11, 
wh~re th~ women,created the very first women's soviet; 
or whether w6 ~ook to our oWn age 1r. the 1970s in Portu­
gal, wh£~re IsoOOt do Carmo 1•ais8J the totally new con"'' 
cept of ~pa~tidarlamo •. ~It 1~ precisely beCause worn~n·~ 

.;·!·~~ libei-ationists are .. both revolutiOnary force !!:!2_ P.eason 
· that th~Y are crucial, If we are to echitve succsss in 

the n~w revolutions,· we hAve to S€E ~hat th~ ~proot1rlg 
of the old is totul f!'om thG start. 

(And to the end of the next; the penultimate paragraph, one sentence 
is added, after the sentence ending• ",,,which do not separate prac-
tice from theory,") 

.. 

t;))jch :\.s what t,.,xombur~ meant wh<n she ddi.n<d 
"~inp. hu!llan 11 as "joyfut1y throwin@" yeour life on th€! 
sca1£s of d!!stiny • ., 

* * * 
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. .- ... ;c··· ... ', it' id~:ri~.,acbicierit ·-::hat ·the''paraeraph that ·was· added to 
C.hapter_.XII ,on 1;h~·.Blaclc Dim~nsion''is.'tl:le one t~t· at·. onoei·be~ame 
urg!!nt·:to 1;he Na1;ional Tpur ;tself -- eo muqh so· thatJ.!"read J.t out 

'.~as.,i.:f.'. it,,actually. were.- ill the.lloolc; in iny talks· ofr''the Blac:c·· di.ruen;­
sion." .Nor. is it.· an.aci:ident.· that··ctl!irles ·nenby sug~ested it be . 
the.: ceni;~r o:f', .the nevi ·;tnti:''oduction· for • AJnarican Ci vl.li Z!!'tion on 
;'{t:illi• •. At·:·th.e, same timei. by cons:l.!'!er,j.nij: ali ·that r::arr.• had said. 

· In:"ii; .!Jingle place rather, thap. separately ao they had been expres~ed 
in ee.ch;· speci~ic. c:tecade, ycnt ·c<?Ufd sae the totality, so that :1. t ·· 
bec.ame:·inseparable,. from .his conc'ept of "revolution in permanence," 
including ·h,is. ~:ery last::~or-k, .the Ethno'logical !lo·tebooks• · 

' - •• • • ' I ,., o 

(The. paragl-apll.l~;~ added' en p, 194 i~sdiateiy aftal' the para, that 
ends• ""·' bac.kward lands ahead of the· advanced countries.")· . 

.. ' . ; 

: ::,;.,_- .. 

... · 

. ,·, 

·.· .. 

;lith thi• .cial<'ctlcat clrcle of cl.r.ols~, }~r'F' s 
'·· rsi'~,.m,;,~ in thr Ethnolod""t !ilot~boo'<s to; the Anst~a:­

, 'licin abi,rij\'ine as "th£' .intelli~ont""biack'' brought. to !' 
· · "6J:liitusion the dialecM:C ·he .bed unqha:\!lsd. wh<:n he first 

.. · .'J;ro!(..- .l:ro!ll bourgc61$ •.society :!n t~ .. tli4os. !'"d .ob~octcid. ·. 
·to .. :tbe .·Us~- of the> -wol"Ll, "Nq~ro"., as if it 'W~r~. _s:vr.;on?·­
motis With thE:- WOrd, '"sla.vs~"-' By the 18.50s·, in·the.··· 
Gr>mrisse, he u-tcndcd that sensitivity to the· wholt 
pr~;c~pita1ist ••orld, By the t660s; the .Black dimP'l­
S!On"_l:lG:cB.tliGt' at one· ar.d .the samc.tims, no~ ,Ol"'ly l?ivo"taJ. 

· · '" •·t'o''the •abolition·.·of. s'\.s.vsry: l!lld v.:tctory 9£ the,- Nf1rt,h : .... 
in the Civil War, but also to the restructurin!' of : 
Canital, itse1.f. In a word 1 t.he often-quoted senten~'J 1 

·· - "Labor c<mnot: eM•no:!p4t .. it'sel.f in the ~<hits skin v:><ro 
in .the blaok skin it .l.s. brand,<d, ". far !'r~m bein;t r·h•-

... tor!.c, ~as' the .. actt\al reality Md the pE'l•spcctivr fnr 
ovc••oomfrlg that.' .. ~a l.ity., M4n reached, at •v.•rY his­
.toric turning point, for a concludi'lg point, !!E!i as en 
end .but as a now. jwnpinF. o!,'f point, a n<W bE:~li>ninJ;, 
a . nnr ~viSion, · · · 

. ' ·* . * * . (Finally, on p, .195 just :before the final, paragraph of the entire 
teX't;. please add the follo)'lingl) · .. :. ·:. 

• 

rhts is thr furth•r challonp.r to the form of or~ani­
zation l-lhich wt, have worked out as the committ£.e-form 
.rather than .the '"p<~rty-t<>Aeacl." · But,·.thol!l(h committee­
form and· 11 pat"ty-to'-1E'ad"· S.rE' opposit~ist:- they are not ab­
s~lutc· oppnsitos. Jlt the point wht::il tho ·theore:tic-forJn · 
reaches philosophY, the challsm~s demands tht:l\. we Syt1-

th£'siZEJ not ·only. the n~\( relations of theory to practice, 
anti all thc, forces of revCJlution, but philosophy's "suf­
ft::r:ing, patiE•ncc a;.i.d labor of the nE:'gativt:, 11 ·i.e., £X­
psrlmoin~ absolute ncgn,tivJ.ty, rhon <md only then will 
we succc£.d in a revolution that will achi£VC' ~ class-less, 
non-racist, non-sexist: truly human, truly new .!ocitty. 
·rhat ••hioh Hcgol judJ<cd to bE: the synthc.•is of the "Scl.f-
rhinkinR Idea" and th€' 11 Sc1f-Bringin~-Forth of Liberty, II 
Marxist-Hucranisro holds, is what ~!arx had called the new 
society. Tht-." many pathe to ~ct thE'rC' arc not easy to 
work out. 
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,,,~ h4vr ~ntlt1od the P~rsnectivcs "What To Do" ··- and 
w~ rli::tn ''t mean hy thS.t only 1-1hen f.nc1.ng ob;jeotive orisea, 
but ln the noeci to sl.n~le oat the now 111omani>a :In !1arx 
o.nd the "trail to ~he 198asu which we dj.scov{"'red thrre. 
Put differc::"l'ltly, thst "discovery" w~s possible ·b£'ctnJS£l 

1.) finaUy we had aU the wrl.tinp,s of Ma.rx as a totality: 
2 ). we had· lived th,.ourh .. JO-year-long movrment from prac­
tice: and 3) our miqu~ con·tributions ·to thcs< thrr~ 
decadc-s were .1nsep9rab1e from the object!.ve lnovel!lent. It 
becoma:S n~eesssry not-t to ~peli. out the hieroglyphic · 
"thr.;'! books, not One," which. has crl:"'atcd the ?ouncl £or 
the cha11enP,e to all post-Marx Marxists, and to dev€1op 
the mom~nt th~ miss~s have -~~nchcd 1n their s~arch fo~ 
a philoscphy of revolution which would rnab1~ them to 
succeed in ~~ aetua1 revc1utio~. 

. ,: -~: . ' . ' . ' ' -' 

.<c,:, < l'(.i. th this final addition we have come to the auestion o:f' O~·IJ:ani_ZE~.tbn as likaw~se i.nsepal"able :t:rom the concept ?:r "revo:lU't~on 
. in pez:m!IJlenoe,, •• By .using that as ground :for organizatJ.on, we mtlst · 
'under .no circumstances i'alLinto the trap of substitutioni·sm .,-- as 
i:f' the grourid was the· actuality o:f' organizational growth, · 1'/ithout 
·oecoming· a dogma, "revolution in permanence" must at one and the same 
time. underlin.e the imperativeness of organizo.tional growth at tbia crucial period,· 

Yours, 

RAYA 

•. 
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