
Dee.r Kevin, 

As usual, I have no time to write you a letter, but want 
to give you some ideas, even if they are expressed roughly, and 
no doubt unF,rammatically, for your response to Hubel1 

1. You're glad that the condition he has put for a paper. 
on Raya is tha.t because Cahl.ra de Marxologie is interested in 
action as much as in theory, Raya has never been one for academia, 
and most of her life and her writings have been for the mo\1VI!lont. 
You think he sa1v me IMXJ@Xll2~!iiX in 1959 when I was in Faris and 
argued with him at his group. 

2. The 1950s have been central in her development of the 
original study of Russia as state-capitalist society, which she 
worked out in 1941, and which v~s never separated from her 
theoretical work, not as mere theory but as the philosophy of 
revolution as well as the actual revolution. This was quite clear 
in hertirst maJor theoretical work, l>I&:F, which had as Appendix 
the first BAsh translation both ot the Humanist Essays and 
Lenin's PN . included the great Niners • General Strike in 1950 
in West Virg , Where she was most active at the time. The fact 
that simultaneously with it. there was an ongoing,.oorresponden,ce 
b~twe:tA her and .James and Grace Lee wa~"KDXU'iHQt100CIIIl the; r~son 
for~,,~.e.~i~ng,ln 1985, to •. lssuo the pamphlet on .the 1950 ·Strik~•. •.-•• 
Wh!ch·:•!ncludes those letters,.IOOI but the truth is that•.in 1949•50 

· ; J{I?.''WBS<;iil:v_~~ved in a strike of 100,000 miners and 'that 'th.9'uih &Jie· 
:.·.·~!.1;\amiri~tr nor.pre'tended to be, she was permitted to ·"ork with.· 

•·'- tl:ut "ai1Xiliary" women pic.kets, getting their stories and getting . 
·· .. · them published .while it wail hppPening. Indeed, it was precisaxy ' 

.. 1;tl.·~.'-;;;,·f: ... !-... !'t .. >·.1;ha ... t .a theoretical work .. which included Hegel' was •the ... ·• .. · .·. . . . · ~eey; .. 'lf9X'k: )'r}lich had that description of the miners • stx-ike, "hich · 
sof;qjom_ebodY like Alisdair· Macintyre to review it in. the Univer;.;, 

; sities. and Le:t't Review and to sponsor an invitation for Il:qiiJIXX 
a/~oh :at a forum in England of some 500 in London ·li.S \'/ell as . 
th'e:'tlllk at the University at Leeds Philosophy Department~ 

3 •. It is for this reason that you wish to oa11· to his 
-~~'-!mtion. the final Para• p. 23 of RD•s IJ1troduction to M&P 
~sa· she writes•" No theoretician ••• can write out of his own 
hftd~••WJlat the workers the11181elvas are doing and thinking.!' 
:t:t?is, DD in· tact in London Where she met the Afrioaris who in
vi~•d her· to the Gambia and all of West Africa in 1962-6.'3. 
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s. The type of half-way cUalectio which produced all those 
abated re~utions in the 1960s carried into the feminist movement 
who IIX turned away from revolution altogether, not only Marxism. 
It is this which l~d RD to be so furious over the fact that the 
great revolutionary, RL, in no way figured in the feminist movement 
befause she supposedly wrote nothing on strictly feminist issues, 
that led to her worlQ: HLI~LKM, whioh,~l!i!6UiKU it is true, had to 
return to lllarx's phillllsophy of revolution at the third Part, but 
also contained a sharp critique of all poot-l•lsrx Marxists who 
tried to'separate Marx's materialism from his philosophy o'f a 

•new Humanism• • 

. I'm;anolosirlg DIY scribbles on Rubel's letter. 
llilke aoile .s •. nse 6ut or them. 

Yours, 
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![larch 7, 1!18.5 

Dear llaya, 

laaa Encloaed ia an lngliab aumaary of llubal'a aletter, which I could 

not sat ready in time for you aaztaaaaz before you left town. I want to 

aand bia-aa well your critique of bia book in K&L, plua eend him RLWLKM 

and demand that be xa~a review it, that while we certainly criticiaa bi9, 

we do diseuse and make public to U.S. readers hie work, while be baa 

never done eo iu France for your important work on Marx, with akat~ 

which be no doubt a lao diaaarao·a, but by tsazm ignoring, ian' t tba t same 

ty•• of "conapiracy of ailance" aai &a the Staliniata7 

I alao am getting very interested in writing parbapa an eaeay-

lengbt article atx••• New Caledonia, uaina aoae French language material• 

from our eachangea, k plua Hicbel'a book ~e-&emmaae, plua a new book 

,Jaat iaaued in Part. with docuaenta aa.d biatory of the 1878 upriai_ng • 

.'atire.ere eoae other points to iacludea (1) more ••teila oa Louise 
. · .. , ,.,;,: 

role, includiaa bov hundred&, if not 20,000 Kaaakaa tta~a line 

weeping vben k abe leavee ia 1881; (2) how the bead of Atai, 
1878 

·of the kill upriaina, ia to thia day in diaplay preserved 
. . . . 
in foraaldebyde at the Museum dee I Sciences de l'Boaae in Pari9; (3) bow 

tbia connect& to Mara'& last writings, eep. on.aboriaaenee; (4) oa 

atruasle today, includins the n:iatance of an in4opendent WL aroupa 

:';.'allo~·· the J:aaakas which ia a -spearate oraanication within the independence. 

coalition, and which criticiaea the aale ta leaden publicly, and bad 

break with thea to form a aeparate oraani&ation; (S) to ka the 

·••=r•o::.e_~-~c:,.,!_~cation of Raw Caledonia both to French •* atomic teatina 

u.s. iapar:l.aliaa~; poaaibll a whole aantian of the reaion--

to *• Auatralia-HZ and ita Jt&a place ia 

iaperialiaa. I have juat written to Paria k for the book 

1S7a·· ead have aotaa from oar aaila eachaaaaa from France plua liM 

La Monda. Vbat do you tb1ak7 
toura, ~ 

I 
! 
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11. RUE PllfUU: IT MARIE CURIE. 75005 PARIS 
IINtiTITUf HtiNIII JIOINC:AIItl 

ADIIItiSI TiLiOitAI'I110\JI t INtiTICAJI•,..tUttS 

votre article "The 'Unknown' ~larx 1 s CapitaL .. " mia beaucoup plu, 
bien qup vous ayez complE!tement negligP. le~ aspects particuliers 
de mon edition a laquelle vous consacrez une note "critique" qui 
ne veut na~ di~e1ijrand-chose. J'estime que vous auriez rendu service 
A. vo~. lecteurs en P.envoyant ;\ "Rubel on Karl :-larx" oU ils peuvent 
trouver ,dans plusieurs chapitres, les arguments que je developpe 
sur les questions traitP.espar vous. Ce que vous dites a propos de 
1 1 edition fran9aise est tout a fait exacte, mais vous savez bien 
que,dans mon P.dition franc;aise, j 1 ai signalP. les passages essentials 
introdui ts ou remaniP.s par Narx par rapport a 1 1 edition allemande. . 
VouR voyez, ayant un parti pris "marxiste" ("leniniste"?) a :j.legard 
de rna conception de Narx et de sa posterite ,vous adoptez une methode 
qui me para!t peu digne d 1 un educateur professionnel,responsable de 
la maturation intellectuelle de jeunes esprits que les masse-media 
influencent pour en faire des citoyens soumis et.conformistes.Il 
aurait mieux valu ne pas me mentionner du tout~ puisque vous avez 
cru bon de me nommer,pourquoi n'avez pas releve ne fu$-ce qu'un.de 
mes "peches" critiques dans votre papier cite dans la mArne note, -
mais que vos lecteurs ont peu de chance de conna!tre,s'agissant.d'iln 
texts inedit? "F6r my critique of Rubel,see Anderson ••• " Cuoyez-vous 
vrai&ent que des lecteurs iraiant se procurer ce "Paper"? · 

cBertell Ollman m1avait envoye ce texts en janvi.;; 1!;18J,et .i•ava:t.'s' 
commence a preddre des notes pour rediger une reponse, Nais en .vous. 
lisant,j'ai constate tant de critiques erronees et tant de vues con~ 
traires a rna maniere de concevoir 1' enseignement marxien, que je ·'me: .. 
suis dit: il est inutile de me repeter,K.A. conna!t mes theses sur· 
~larx et le marxisme,et siil les rejette,c'est pour mieux s'enfermer 
dans son marxisme hegelien. Je •aintiens, aar example, que parler du. · ·· .. 
"marxismee~e2~arx" (p.1) equivaut a une auto-co~~~~~~~~~ntellectu
elle(p.64vous recidivez 1). J 1 avais esper~ qu 1en ~ le tome "Phi~ 
losophie" comma vous vous proposiez en decembre 1982 (p.1), vous. · · 
~ugerez utile,vu le climat de barbarie politique aux USA et a. i11eur ... s ·: 
(=part out I) ,de publier un article pouvant servir de base a un debat_..· 
general sur le. myths de Narx - dont vous 8tes vous-ml!me ,he las, una· ... 
victimel votre merits - rare parmi les marxologues americains - est· 
de vous Atre,in+.erAsse aux problemas que j'ai souleve• a P. ropos du 

• !( 't'lo'l,... ~·\- 6 .t. ~ ' destin posthume~, ma1s vous .. tes rest., " mi-chemin de votre riH'lexion. 
critique: 1 1IntroduAtion au volume "Philosophie" ne meriterait-elle 
pas une discussi'b'Ji·;f·n'a· serait-ce qu6en raison des pages researve~•s · 
.il a Hettel. demasgue' comme mystificateur barbara ? A quai sert wie, . . .. 
"dialectique" qui culmine dans 1' idol&t:de la plus primi tivo de 1 '.ETAT · 
et de la GUERRE ? 

Je dais m'arrGter,mais vous pouvez trouver quelques complem~nts 
cette reponse dans le dernier cahier de marxologie (S,2J-24,1~,~·,uwa 
je vous envoie separement, Et aussi dans rna petite lettre au 
reprise par The Socialist Stabdard. J 1iimeaiss conna!tre votr·~r 
- et celle de vas colliigues 1 - a rna "double question", 

).,_._, r· ... ~.f.L.~ (·~ .............. ..~,')). 

----.j...£..1 



Summary of Rubel's Letter to Kevin, 2/22/85 

"YourazSiKia article 'The Unknown Marx's Capital' pleased me 

very aamuch, he writes, but then he objects to my failure to give him 

s bigger reference, and especially to my not referring to Rubel on KM. 

"What you say lor about the French edition is co.mpletellly correct, but you 

know well that in my French edition, I noted the essential passages newly 

added or changed by Marx from the German edition."(But not all the ones 

I discussed - Kevin) Then he gets mad that in my footnote to him I 

also mention "For my critique of Rubel, see my 1982 paper delivered 

to URPE". He now ackllowledges tha'the had xax received it from Bertell 

Ollman in 1983, and that ''I had begun to take notes to write a xapo 

response." But llaptsa despite my many "erroneous critiques" and many 

disagreements, he decided in the end: "It is useless to repeat myself, 

K.A. knows my theses on Marx and Marxism well, and i if he rejects them, .. 
it is in order t.o enclose himself all the m011,re in his Hegelian Marxism." 

·:.of'Marx", of which K.A.· is also "alas, a victim". 

·,rare among American marxologists - is to be interested in the problems· 
.,·· 't 

h~ ~aised on the posthumous destinzy" of Marx's writings, but 

. ' ' "iou &topped halfway". Then he all•aasa objects to my critique ~f his 

ac¢usations ~gainst Hegel and then repeats: "What is the use of a 

· ·td.ialectic' which culminates in the most primitive worship of the stat.e 

· fand ·of .war?" He is sending me N. 23-24 of the Cahiers du Marxologie and 

sent his letter on war and peace(in English and French) • Fi~ally;: 

.. ~ould like to know your reaction - and that of your colleagues?! - to 

coubl~ question." (on Hegel, and on war and peace today). 


