Jan.1%, 1983

" Hello,

The differsnce in the addreﬂs—-}ello, instead of Dear Iriends--
ghows you that this is not the regular Veekly letter. A4And if you
thought that finally, azfter Conv. followed by expanded RBE, and all

the addaed pars, afters the pvblication of RL, WL, Kif you are,x

once and for all, fimished with 2.5.'s. you'll nere find out that that
i not true. Today, being my lst iree day after the weekly letter, I
" thoughv it would be a goad idea if I read the new buok, at which point
I remewbered that, wnereas for Ch. 3, I did add pbenomenology Vs
.philosovy to one of the Sub-headlng&,.l 5id not do so to the table of
contents as that would have cost #£till more momey and headaches.

And, since a sub-=heading, by no weana completes the content, I have

juet come vp with a new par., for p.45,.

Directly ,after the italisized sentence following @ref.to
33 on anti-dialasctic: "Phis, indeed, is the nubd of Fux cemburg’s exror. " i
please add new pary , o o
‘ ' ‘"Hethodology, being the dialectic movement both
in the PAENOMENOLOGY OF MIND AND IX THE BHILO°OPHY O MIND, let's
100k ‘deeper into their difference. It iz that in PHLYOﬂEhOLO CY we
'speak, not-just of appearance, much lese of mere show, but of a - -
i hilosophy -of appearance., It is not true we follow the movemeni of
’,"the ‘dialectic in” PHILOSOPHY that that .methodology is either:the
philoeophy of phenomena of even of eesence alone. Rather the dialectic.
=.in"the Rotion is that the Absolute there opens opens. so many. new
‘doors in both the objective and subjective spheres az te reveald
totality itself as new beginning. -

‘ "hus, as against the phenomenolovv of iuperialism
belng merely a reflection of new surfacinga of oppression, new -
appearances, their total oppositey surfaces as 80 profound a phllosophy
- of revolution as to-disclose that what inneres in it is a living
Subject that will resolve the great contradiction of those two
_absolute opposites, imperialism and national oppression. It is this
“vhicii Marxist-Humanists call new re¥olutionazy Torces as Reason.
erein-is the nub of the Great Divide bebwesnPiENONENOLOGY AND
HILOSOPHY and bedause it is no abstraction but a live Subject
it unites rather than divides theory and reality. "

Once’ you add these two mew npapagraphs on p. 45, y ou will
easily see thet what follows "Luxembuth, the revolutionist, feels
the abysmal gadpetween her thHeory and her revolutionary aot3v1ty...
how Imzpkz incoit letind inadequate is here answer of "Long Bei‘ore..
‘it isa't a question us not having seen the “v-way dialectio?
of her attitude to the MHational Questlon. It is that, once we
know how to trace it dialectically, it isn't just that question
that is more oprofouhldy understood, but that we gain from it a
view of cdialectical methodology that aids us in any subject we
grapple with it, be it in ¥&L, in pamphlets or in books.

Youre,

.
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