June 21, 1979

Dear Raya,
The lettsr dating was my error. I wrots you the same day News & Letters

arrived and T had the urge to straighten out the a rahlp first sen— .
tence in the 18th Brumdire. T[or rersons you will not{{or can not)understand, -’

I avoid a€¥16tIy 1o let myself inte theorctical discuss 3t to speak of
-("l;rﬁgggu_kgg;;g_u_j things which I ignore completely}. Or the other side I an
ways willing or tedptad to-correvt or add to very spevific statements when
I feel 1ike ~- in the laat @5 years I have done 1t many tinea, espaclally
with dissertstions I got {¥om students all over the world.™ Since I do noi -
have the great knowiedgu, the Imfense poWer of ciarlty and the ability to really
plercing critigne {at the root!) as Marx I can not do more than to follow his

quote from the great Florentine at the end of the critigque of the JGotha Pro-
gramae, " ' ’

I Yes, I read your constrasting Marx and Engels on the "Woman Question”, but

KT am afraid thet I am cimilarly not agreelag with you as it happened befors with
the question on "Why Hegel Now?"“--I-have to speak out, but I can nct find the "
right worda, and will leave it ypolitely with only the followings You overdo 1t, %<

“and_this has the danger of confusion! Lenin (and there kas been nobody who un-
derstood Marx better, since in the practice one has tn prove the truth of one's
thinking{) ‘mada out of Mazrx's Introduction to the Russlan edition of the iat

" volume the categoric axiom that one can no: understand Capital without study-

‘Ang Hegel. T alsc believedthis ti11 I found amk Jh Moscowythe ¢hedm)just pub- oy -

- 1ighed. "Grundriese” which 'old Engels disregarded or more likely didn't know o
about at all, And speaking of Lassalle, T am convinced (there is plenty of evi~. N
dence for it) that & nobody, yes, nobodyineluding Marx, had(studied) as much AN
Hegel as lassalle ~- and good old Marx must have laughed rea a leiter from
L. to hin where he tries to erplain (to Marx!) by refarring to Hugel that the ! 5
means have striotly to luply the goal and not, in no case, that the aim rectlfies | -
the means! T ’

To +ell you the truth, when I saw parts of ynur muscripi on "Why Hegel
Now" my filyxst reaction was to say only with Shaksspeare 1n Hamlety "What is to - |
me Hecuba!™ but instead I wrote the long letter with the alm of acquailnting you Hwe

.3 with the re&l source of Humanism which led over Lessifig and Hewdsy, Gosthe and &%
_:tf:_lzr]g.lly Hegel, Heine and Marx, back to Spinopzg -- , ’

,‘Q’Lﬂ\ erf’-\’")‘!ou said you took my advice?. I am not the type of a teacher, not an “en-
(-a\\w\ “1ightener”, but you did not grasp my hint to go tack to Spinoza and hia-German
AN discoverers though you read Hegel who clearly sald that philosophy (=Humanism)
i ,,G/ e starts with Spinoza! TIn MeRrx's earliest work, the doctor dissertation, there is
¥’ pot-Hegel tut (without quoting directly Hegel) Hegel's word about the way Moses
) -~ .. Mondelsohn treated Splnoza -- as & "dead dogl" Tog_ bad Marx did not 5 ;

&
= 1ater Hoies Mmﬁﬂwj@y Ay, where Spinozaextended
" the axiom: X think theref I am, to1 I think, I| doubt, therefore I am, t!
This 1s the same word Marmfases in the "confessisnci-wis daughters asked for in
the last questlont "Favorite motto” answering:s De onnibus dubltandus. (You must
have doubts about eyerything.) This was the znawer to Voltalre ard Kant uho be-
lleved in "reason"(out nob that full Humanlstic society can be achieved, "Je
me pas Marxiste™ -- Marx really and truly believod in it -~ how could he
as ke Atary.,t 7 when his motto wasi to doubt everything? Tt took Lenin a long
time, maybe because as you said, only after he studled Hegel. And when was this?
After n v on tha "materislist" Flekhanov, for practical-political reasons!
Though there was already a long time bafore published Harx's lotter to Snrge)
- shere—1ittle respect was expressed for Flekhanov and Axelrod: r"ﬂ’. ordsr to make
" propoganda in Russla -- they go away tc Ceneva! What a quid pro quol"
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Yes, Hegel was for Marx as for Heine with the and of the line of the
Humanists (based on Spinoza}, the up to him most pertected on2 ~- and therefore
he 4id not have to go back tn Spinoza and his followers, while in the Economic .

. theories, the real practice of capitalism, he had to study everybody to develop
the stwaggle of the proletariat. He really discovered Quesney-whem—ho regarded
higher even than Adam Seiih though Quesnay wes a Voltairian (Jefferson wes Quaanay
and Voltaive) wbile Frenklin was the real Humanist, Harder already colled B. X
FPranklin “my 1dol!"™) And Marx believed that ha “"only" discoversd ths dictator-
ship of tha proletariat” not knowing that Marst already did 1t (also the revolu- /
tion in permansnce!) not the zame as the "dfscovery" by Parvus-Helphant whom v
Engels prefarred to Jogiches)., Engles later rightfully said thot they both Aid
not know Marat) who in fact was the flrst proletarlan revolutionary, if not the
first knoyn one —- later Boboeff up to Blangul ~- the heart and liead of the
Franch proletariat” (Marx) -~ in fact there were others before Mara% whem Marx
did pet know, only that ho came to the discovexy of the Dictatorship of the P,
intultively infiuenced by the French, There is one ¥erx and Engels in the
Heilige Famiila twom whom Marx finds the "proletarfan 1 see of the new astage
of—thssorid” - Jacquos Roux (who I am proud to have "discovered” said the
best word that all our good revolutiomiries, eapscially Trotski should have
taken to heart: “We adore the freedom —~- but wo do not want to starve of

* hunger!” .

% I recognize Hegel but to say that humanistic philosophy bugan (your word)
-with him is just not true, It is falze. 3Speaking of "wgman qaestion”
- yhera 1s your Hegol? But look to the French, especially Charles Fourler
and - before him, Leasi¥ and Herder have much @ puch more to say about
the woman questfon thin Hegol (also Goethe!l) : :

Now, one should not make the same mistake and go too far in the critique of .
Engels as one goes too far in the apologetc of Hegel! Tt is confusing and re-
minds on the-methods of Trotski (and even betier of Zinoviev! _iah not agalnst
radiecal erltique! Bui &f Engels waa good enough for Maxx he ls good encugh for
me..- And the *origin" of the firat sentences of the 18th Brumaire is not unim-
portant aa you belleve, (Ho,‘ I don't know the exact mource of Hegel, the
Russlans are most of the time very good in souxrces gquoted,tut do not say where
Hagel says thio, bul Hogel ofien speaks of the repetitions in World History --
should not be hard te find) Engels wrote the uhole iden of iragedy first, and
farce next time to Marx In the letter and alasc all the personalities, but nnt
only thig -~ he brought the idea of the 18th B 1re and prophesized that Louis
Eonaparte will put-the emperor's coat on himself.[l Marx later in a(Ag% oditlon of
the 18th Brumalre proudly emphasized how superior just ihis was in compari=on to
the analysis given by Proudhoun and Victor Hugo. And more than that, from Engels’
Jetter I understand why Marx avolded to talk aboui the Frerch proletariat at this
time (so unusual for them), True, Engels would never have been able to write
the treandous paregraph in the 1B8th Brumaire about the great fundamental differsyce
betwasn bourgeois and proletarian revelution -- what a conceptlon, what a lenguage!
ending with "Hie (ke , hic saltal™ '

I an vary omuch for 1t if somebody =grees wlth me. . want to be suro that
such happy agreement 1s based on real understanding. .t L say againat BEngels
or betier where Engels differs from Mazrx anight not be +he aam2 as what you say,

Be carefuil True, Zngels was not 3 likeable person, he mistrusted everybody,
very intolerant. It was not only (it was, but not only) Jjealousy that Engels
' always had stong misglvings whon Marx agzain and agailn went hare and there Into
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atienpts of coliaborations with 21l kinds of Bonimlists and Tiberallists, es-
pecially with Iassalle and Bakunin (Engels was acared to death when idarx
visited Lassslle in Ferlin % and the plan of a dally, financed by tho

o Con oy @ms up and about Bakunini "Don't trust his Russlan oathl”) Marx

Técegnis the genielity of Lassalle and the fact thet he remlly created the .
j(Germ poiitical Iabor pasty though ho knew telter than Fngels hox danzem danzercus
lassalle would have bocoms if he would not have bsen killed in the diel
shor¥ly after He attempted to collaborate with Bismarck., Nerx's suspicion
was proved only &R about 60 years later when am vld desk in the Prusaian
Hiniatry was moved and memcs about association batween Lassalle and Bismarck
were found; too bdd it did not happen during the lifetime of Mehring, While
_both Jnow that one czn not xaxk model revelutlonary movements according to a
. plan, Farx recognived every potential group and person.as_leng as there is
;:’brain and pep {?) behizm"¥hile the "Gene::a]." Engole wanted only Lieutenants °

.. ,; Engels, the International would have never becn created, and prohbly “the’
f ’ "?a::td Commune 1ot actively supported. Though Edgels had already moved to
” 4 f‘Iondon and wot him about daily, 1t seenms to me that he had no part in the
.~ sowrlting of the "Civil War in Prance” though he was the Engllsh lang-
" uage expert and Marx hal to torment himself with about 8 drafts (in English
e write was for Marx very difficult) without any participntion by Engels.
/{ﬁlﬁmhm 1s also that during the whole long period of wirltings of "Kapital” he
very \'ei“’y seldom mentions the contents, in the %asi case asks E. about detalls
of commerce and cnly once when he writes him very exclted about the '['ablaaux
- Econom, by Quesnay ind expacts reactions of Engels, we f‘nd. no r_e_mnng_g.
7 oontrn.st to bafore, from the time they arrivé in Eng ~1¢” putlicetion by bcth
Y/ togather is done (except the one part in Anti- Duhrlng' ard When they alt to-
pgothor with the French leaders to fix as good as they felt llke to revise the
vrogramze of the Frwnch Parbyl) What happened? Harx was sick und overworked
and coutd have needed badly besides for the brnad -~ articles for the N.Y.
Tribune help in the writing oxr at least criticizing of "Capital® yhich
.finalizing over of oniy the first volume was on his neck! Marx ever 1} stened
to guggestions by 2 man 1like Kugelmann, but thers cores nothing from Engels . (
4. whe only pushes him to flnlsh, nothing else.

To think that Marx kept this eo rare to find friendship even in part becaune
of his dependence of materlal support would bes absolutcly wrong. Fact is that
from the vayy 'beglnni_nﬁ ha considered Engels as tha best of all the fellows
available wit ‘g frea.t task, of clarity, which his puppose was in starting
the Deutsche- “ﬁ) Srfpa—t ir'""could be undertaken. He trled Ruge, ho even
pursued unsuccessfully Feuer‘bach, Hesses -contributions he couls t use (though
he ook the ideas question from him), he spent just for with aick
Heinrich Heine iong long hours, therc waz just nobody else, There wers better

- friends around towards whom Marx and his wife ( very important at that iime for
young Marx!) had real empathy. The few letbters we have by Jenny to Bngels (usually
very feeling-ful to i» others) are somehow pretiy cool! (I just do not believs
thai Mehring sould have destroyed Marx letters to his daughtera even' when critieal
about Engels. He "aelected", that is true, that mpoans ha did not publish what
he did not like, bLut dest=oy? Besildes: Mehring was not so hot on Engels, becauzs
of the preferences he gave to Kautsky and Bernsteln, Engels made pretty naasty
remarks ageinst Rosa and Ieo Jogiches, and if it means somothing I am aure Edward
Fuchs, who wanted me to work on the Mehring papers which were all in his possession,
and told me so much about hiz visits at Engels in Lomdon in the 90's would have
mentioned something about such correspandence, Trus, there have bLeen discusslons
1f some personal letters which the daughters had should be published -- so
f. o. (7) the famous letter of tas Cather 57 Farx vho Tussy finally against the
opinions of others dscided to publish.)

15182




b,

] Coing tack to the financlal dependency of Marx as & basis for the friendship
with Engels, Faot &s that Harx had enly the plan of very ¢lose collaboration
whan he seduced Engels to follow him to England, and Just the reverse of finan-

p.l2 elal help. Engels had great averslona to go vack to Englandi, he like ths gay
: 11fo in Paris and Bsiglum ond Switzerland, the women anc the wime (all thoss
cheaper and tetter than in England) but Marx In his patwiy pressed him Courae, .
“we will both publish and we will togethexr maite a lot of money -- he even of- .
fered him to 1ive iv his house and he -~ Marx -- would pay for averything! I
believe that ¥arx would, as always, boen generous and not as stingy as Engels.
I once tried te put together -- aince it 1s nostly in the letters —- what Engels
£111 up to the tine when he sold his share in the femly's business and became
gtinky rich, gave Maxx -- it was not so much as peovle think, Even when liarx
threatened to lexve London, and go to Geneva “where everything is cheaper”
/ he reacted only with the ueval 1, 2 P and never more than 5 pounds.// He could
v/ have done better when Marx was real desperete, sick and poor, thrown out by
‘the landlomd, furniture and clothing at the pam shop -- Iassalle’s help,
ven .+ Porm of loans, was more generous towards Marx.
r.d3  Boflla %}8{{5& 533&?,,33 % 13ked the so charitable Engels! 3he had close
male frisnds, Lut not a Engels among them.

' St111, Engels was an RAGLE {the word Lenin nsed for Rosa!) or as BEagels
. himeelf saidi "Ne wore only talents while Merx has been the geniug!" Lukacs'”
- $N)_method of im finding un-Mazxlsm with avorybody excopt Merx axd Lenin ia '
acsdenic parasoia, : . :

This trings me after so much acribbling to your bother about ny lettex
4o Hammz Avendt, I can not lring myszelf to go to the uellar and dig.in my napers
which I ususlly lesve to the nagging critique of 4the mice; I once made coples
for Rosle Frolich and Fowa. Eelkin, But I can tell you the main pointa.

(1) Arendt wrote a long review in the NYRB saylng that fosz was mot a Marxist.
Besides thkt such competent people as Mehring and Tukacs(?)(?) righily or
wrongly sald that ghe was the most continuer of Marx theory; I ralped
the gquestion what 1s a Marxist? Since Harx sald that his only original contrs- ,
- Biitlon-to. coanunist. theory has besh the dictatorshlp of the prolstariat -- Mol
.14~ has unequivooally aimed for the forcefuily achievement of the theory and raxia '/ ",,Z-—-’
i /»0f Marx.[ By the way, my dear Fay, though I have always boen -- since childhood --
4 17 ‘oppositlon to Trotskilsm*, I consider him also a Harxisi, also of course
Bukharin in spite of Lenin's corxect critlcism -- otherwine I would end up like
the Mapoleon personifier in the mad-house and claim to be the only true Parxisti]
* T agree with Lenin on Troiskli A Windbeg! -

-

The most important thing about Rosa as u person: Arendt ( tesed on Nettl)
said that she did not have a sexusl xelatiomnship with young Haus Mefenbach
becausa in thelr correspondence thsy used the German promoun "SE" (like the
sxchate "thow" 1n Fnglish), My answer was: It is not unusual in Rvaslan and
Polish high oireles (also 1ln French) even among married couples, even among
revolutionaries, I referred to K Zetkin, the school mate of Diefenbach whe was
very very closs with Rosa (he accompanied her on vacatlon trips) who had no
doubt about Rosa's relaticnship to H.D. When Rosa fell in love wlth H.D. she
was a women of 40 and he at least 10 or even 15 years younger -- it was after
the miserable tweak with the miserable leo Joglches with whom she was in a
form of & very submisaive relationship.for about 20 years, T The Polish Guvern-
ment published her letters to Jogiches -- but only 2 of L.J. %o B,L, 3 years
ago -- I was tempted to publish an English translation, tut no chance for a

market J L
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o ~IT I would oply have the mood after so much scridbling I would write
S yod more what I think of R.L, and of the biographies wkich were written of
" -her, She haa "bp_o_x;_;the;_htf__i(lg@'of._p;;__gfqtgth ‘== but my friend Guglsnd made me
< pals By-briiging up the inpression that she never had a yeg) relationship to
 the workers, and I must believe he wag right, I Jnow she made a groat im-
Pression on the young Iroletarian intelligence, but not on the real Workersaj
- (to_the real party aotivist, she was Frau Doktow - Enough! A1 the best, P.
e . o e, - - s r .

2,8, I w111 not even re-read what I wrote -- asoryy!

».16  P.9.S. When speaking about Marx v, Engels, bear in mind that Magx never, never
used such hefty tirades agalngt Bl udhonisn as Engels did! Cn
the contwary ; ce-cperation with toth in the
hepo that when -- as Commune -= the time cones, the Pynudhoniast
.- will become Blannuist and the Blanguisi » Proudhoniat —- yhil ‘ngals-—only vexed

* againat them and creates that even Lenin and Ross L, used "Blanguisa” and "rigas-

honiam™ ng ‘syoar-words, The only one who d1d mot follow vag Mehring o
Ahe vay wes (though a Las
L Purther on the.side of Le : 1864
" {especially Poland , d giving to the Foles the
historical Oder- . ag 1a ¢ Fendel), Prillipa was for me the. trus
“Aserican Mariist beoause Wwithout any "ifs™ and. "buts '-he accopted the Parid
Conmune - undem—tire leadership or Blanguists ang Bskunists and was ot afraid

£0_proclath- "Nihii

3 izn"-as the only “fustified -eapon for Humeniam availeblol
E‘h.{s‘is‘ Iy main argument "aga:,nst,Enge_ll_s!_. / S
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