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Dear Harry:

The Marx centenary surely makes this new year a real
turning point for all of us. On the one hand, I wae moet glad to
hear that evidently are going to speak to two meetings on thie
question in March. Who ere the sponsors? Will it be posaible for
you to spend as much time on today's Marxist-Humaniem ge o mhallsqgg
:s.zaai:ﬂgfzJaazfiniz- ag you do on Marx himself? FrzﬁEfy. I was
gsomewhat disappointed that you didn®t mention that Bart III of

uxembury, Women's Liberatlio d Marx's Philo )
olution ., which le wholey devoted to Marx's Philosophy of

Revoiution, both as R2MNEHIX Marx recreated the Hegelian dialectic

as the dialectic of liberation, and as the post-Marx MaBxists

have not measured up to that global vision of what he called a

new Humanism. The final chapter of the Luxemburg book =« Chapter 12--
is crucial in i%s last sectlions (Section 3 on “The New Momenis of :
the Revolutionary FPhidosophic-Historic Concepts Discovered by
Karx in the Imt Decade of his Lifel® ) ; and Section 4 on "A 1980s
Yiew™ ) because it spells out in the Marxist~Humanist view the
speekfics of why we challenge post-Marx Marxism . That is to say,

wo are not talking of the other revclutionaries -- Engels, Lenin,
Luxdmburg =« ag if they were not revolutionaries, or as if they in
snyone “"betrayed” Marx. No, the reason we challenge them iz that

they didn't measure up to Marx, whether it was on something EE

like the ological Notebooks, though it was precisely that work
which has such relevance to what we now call the Third World; or

the prophetic prediction of revolution in Russia ahead of the West,
though that was writtan in in nothing lees important than the Russlan
edition of the Communigt Manifesto, Inm word, our challenge to post
- Marx Marxiem is to work hard at not repeating any revolutionary
activities without connecting them tc a philosophy of revaution.

It seems to me that that may be the reason why you feel in

2 "quandry between expounding Marx and my past political activitiee
and my conversion to Marxist-Humanism.®™ |Here is what 1 mean: Because
all your past political activities were mso great as #ENRNX claas strugegle
and, in those years, we were all sure that great activities would
bring on successful revolution, llttle attention was paid to theory --
at least, it was certainly all left to the theoreticlans. What we
- ell fot to know in the 1950 was:(1l) that the movement from practice
wes tgeéiagizgrm ofltheo ;has :gs glegrifrom :hetﬁaagiagrmgn rg:;lt
agains am, along with suddenly bring onto the historlic stage
Marx's Humanist Essays. (2) that this movement fxom pra@tice
to theory did not (I emphasize did not)free the theoretician from
responsibility in further dovulgf ng theory to the point of philosophy ==
that is to say, a new relationship of theory to .practice so that the

ity of philosophy and revolution can by no means stop at the class
struggle but must recognize other forces of revolution as 2eason ,
from the Youth to the peasantry, from women to national self-determina~
tion, (3) Pinally, insofar as British
Marrxist-Humanism i{s concerned, there has been such a desp eclecticisn
that 4t hardly has fireed itself from all bourgeois presjudice sgeinst
philosophy and for "science”, as if human belnfs and their Reason
wore just following some vulgar materialistic lmpulees.

, "I hope you are going to meeting with the London Marxist-

Humanists very soon; it's rigfﬁuloua that there has not been closer
contact, Why can't you invite them +c come up with copies of the
new book at the very meetings you will address? Yours,
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