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Ta the REB=REDR ‘

Dear Colleafuem :
' Now that you have all studied the completed REB drft ;

Fex*speotivuﬂ and know the practicsl conclusions as well as the politicol-ip .

mloaop}dc contaxt of TINE 15 RUNNING CUT, it will not nerely help in
wing to vhox we appeal this yesr ¢o attend plenvm--open dlacusslon
[ dogs not: of ccurse, mean you chome those who are not sympathetic
‘tc Yarx's lHunonfem snd ite revolutionary perspectivec--
: bu » WHAT 48 a graat deal mors imporiant, how you belng a
imhilesophle nueclus, both os collectivity snd SEIT RE-ORGANIZATION.
"it 4s the latier that is of tho esmence ni%gc‘plenum sonvense, altor

~oomeiwell mg the lsoking into that mivror, It is for thic
“peazon that X decidad this year av the exacutlve seossion,(end as n o
'muni.mry at Jact REB off-the onff discumpion)not se much to talk of |
‘philosophy, not philosopher, but as vory spaoilically Marx's rolationshi
}ngol.m ilkawlou wa3s no Barx, though ha had done not anly most to centinue
~iwz, but wa would not have had Velumgs II anid IIT of Sarx'g.
';&'PI'EAL without him.

_ ‘»_L:g conneicuﬂym vord, I an teking no eacend rater; much less any
' g who. WRER2E- :‘sema":em or who didn'¢ devate his whole life tc the :
iwman'{.. Sut that doassr®t snewer the questions why ia thera. onlir. ‘
Dy over: wnen Engsle was the more "advancad™ on economics whan first
“Harx and Engels mat as breakerz with the bourgeoisie and its thought,
.ond when, at firse (1B43-4)thelir wrltings were signad alphabeticnliy-
e carz"dctn Engelwﬂm?

' k I"don't beliave that, Mtellec'tuany, I ever got A bi.e'ger
ehock the.n whenn I read the letters Engels ment Marx es ha was. readi.ng"
“the gallays of CAPITAL, -Very clemxly, desplte all ths discusslons
“they had on the work-to-he; despite all the letters from Marx to. mgels
‘as ha esked mome very epedific questions on wirkers at ypoint of -
production and tecinology of nachinery) dsm;ite the rnilitary "superiorit{]

© of Engeluys end “equally® arising' from Hegelian dislectics, there wvas |
a0 much Enzels d5d pot understand that 4%t was posléively embu'rasulng an
owr age would have mrde & lesser person than Fngels knew. And, onea
again, or, more correctly for the first time = point that is still thg
pivots Chapter 1, on which Engals says that it isn't elways eaey to
follow what higtorical features from simple to expandad to univereal
é’o.z& 9&' exchange are meant as liarx develops the dinlacticg leading to
- ] asliam,. -

‘ what I am drivi.ng out is that, yes, it ism phtlomphy.
not philosopher, {and it is why both Marx and Ingels who first used
the expression in & very derogatory wey--"oult of perzonelity®eedid
‘not individually sign manifestoes of Firat Intarnational), but it is }|
Cstill a higtoplc fac __,_(-set just duta but .b,a&i):x) that the philosopher !
whe firpt fouvnded, eic.etc. 1g nelthsr an accidant nor can easily be
reploced within same generation, Collectivity is of the ¢msence for
that th:'_a_q;_ﬂgn period evsit as it remalng important for plier a lenir
did arime and the bdattle of ideaz t111 revolutior still piis %he
Luxemburgs, Irotskys, not to mention Plekhanova" ns equmlsg,

All of thie means that the uniqueness and preclousness
of a recreatlon of the dialectie for the new period each generation
of Marxiste must face is not to be emsily thrown away, or made to laok
as ITf it were "equal” with other tendencles, or aven "aquality among
‘lgadership. "i‘ew" is unother festure which has been much minmunderstood
evan amonhg ourealves, '.;urely. I slways start with methodolexy. needing
506'7 to take off fros "the new". But,heavons slive, new len't juet factualj
i5 Yesterday 1 had to reread whot I wrote on the 100th anniversary of
the publication of sarx's CAPITAIm=the pesmphlet,S-C AMsrx'e Humaniecgpes




=2

~because I havg O mao't £ome ai:t.pi.d "1ibéral professor who is writs.nﬁ a
book on Shachiman & Olga called to my attenfion thet on p.iB,fin,l

I ghow how he changsd what he meant with Bur,Collectivien in 1941 when
ko firet wrote 8t tnd in 1962 when he wae to the right even of the S.D.
' Well, in readhng this 10 yr.old pamphlet, I saw that pe24 had a brlef
anslysis of world econonye and p.37, an analycie of roiTication that
would fit perfectly into ile panphlat-to-be on Marx'e CAFITAL AND
TODAX®S WORLD CRISIS and Menbi,. and wonddred why £t was that rmupamnx
cven the lendership, whan lesst “naw" fpocte eppcer, think that

- hasn*t baen anmm inustead of} eech workipe it out. for hiznsali’ rselx’e

z dan't halivve t.‘m.-e is a ingie tendemy in vhe wrld
that hes 80 184912 vegand for the of our ow:a theory snd
its sonstant devolopment, . U, fup mattor, toks what 1g happondad -
40 ihat peiphiet: on NL and 830y whethor thoughtlit ie 31 years old,
a line hae @ or.w,gei m«wﬁhsdblnslcany or convrstely, 4hough uuch 2
added factmm ‘i
| " Mae battie of idess, requires firot and last gush Sntert ;g
1zation of what we¢ havs producoll ‘the guartsr of centiny, and ihat 3%
. bagine first and lagte-anc there s no inetotwoer==SiiF m«or@nz,zauon.g
. ToXe even #o zimple & thing & attitude tv Wi~-sinple that is for us
whs certainl.v Ho rot suffer froumale chauviniamy or*male-dominated . |
left'y ond yoi; yety, YotessoeShouldn't bt be a challenga to men an 'nl.l

26 viomen whan 1-say that when “"nale cheuvinism” is nowhare the type -

we all-fipht togethery in the Movement, the male chauvinian,vhether
from Is or- SWP, or Poriuguess revolutionaries, what ia nea!-mtal is
" the evasion of .disousaiong, the no'

-the ever-so-glightiy sniling eilence. Has any one ch enged soma of
the left pnles atout this mum to enter the bat+1e of ideas’ on .L,g

level? )

'Ies. TIKE IS Imn RUNNING ROUR Ahn 'I‘HERF Is e TBAE :
FOR Ib.PATIEN‘l‘ IRDIVIDUALISY THAT DOES NOT RECOGUIZE ITS INCONPLETENESS §
QUISIDE OF T "'HI: OGMTI\'E ORGANIZATIOHAL FORM: N‘VJS & LETTERS COMMITIEE

I trust that es you epend these lust feow waeks with
the outside, with the petrspactives thit take the nrocticel form, :
whether that b FINATGES or SPIRIT EIN SELF-ESTRANGELENT (mln .
philosophy "in genoral™ but dimlecte as road to revolutio part!.cula
whether it be ¥ THOUGHT PAMPHIRT or SEXISM, POLITICS OR R"\"DLU‘EION
(yose i% s now)e or tha BI-LYINGUAL pamphlot-tc=be as well as
bi-"natiopnl "lig=NS=-YARX"S CAPITAL AND T0DAY®s VWORLD CAPITAL -
all thy ectivities, and intermationalization 0¢ PiRy mroletarianization
and "sulture”, again as xord t.revolution only--it is the hi.atoric
nirror you wﬂ.ll aarry with :vou.Y

ours,




