f‘ifly 6’ 1985

Dear hevin:

As usual, I have no time to write you 2 letter, but want
to give you some ideas, even if they are exprossed roughly, and
no doubt ungrammatically, for your response to ilubel;

1. You're glad that the condition he has put for a paper.
on Raya is that because Cghhérs de Marxologle 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 heen for the movement,
You think he gaw me ¥KXM¥XINSRX in 1959 when I wag in Farizs and
argued with him at his group.

2, The 19508 have been central in her development of the
original study of Russia as state-capitalist socliaety, which she
worked out in 1941, and whioh was 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 her first major theoretical work, M&F, which had as Appendix
the first English transiastion both of the Humanist Essays and
Lenin's PN included the graat liiners' General Strike in 1950
in West Virg » Where she was most active at the time, The fact

r..that simultaneously with it there was an ongoing.oorrespondence -

e the' . reagon .- -

'-quorfdo_iding. in'1985, to. issua the pamphlet on the 1950 .strike, . ...
“whiehincludes those letters,AKE but the truth is’ that in 19#9-50’-

RD:was:‘inyolved in a strike of 100,000 miners and that though she -

wasn~.“aminer nor pretended to be, she was permitted to work with .

“the "auxiliary" women plckets, getting their stories ana gotting

them publighed while it was hpppening. Indeed, it was precisaly

. the fact that a theoretical work which included Hegel was the . ..

. wery.work which had that deseription of the miners® strike, whichl‘ o

- got - somebody like Alisdair MacIntyre to review it in the Univer-:

- iglties and Left Review and to gponsor an invitation for RKREYXNNX -

C h .at a forum in England of some 500 in London as well ag

: Lfthe ‘talk at the University of Leeds Philosophy Department,

-0 3, It is for this reason that you wish to oall to his
;attention, the final para, p. 23 of RD's Introduction to M&F -

Jf*éuhpro .ghe. writes:* No theorstician ,.. can write out of his owmn

f}ffhaad oWhat the workers themsslves are doing and thinking,”
4 {3 INXE in faoct in London where she met the Africans who ine

‘Z:fifitad har to the Gambia and all of Weat Africa in 1962-63.

# The. trip to Africa was hardly an academi¢ trip, and

| ﬁfha aoti!ity continued there as if she were an African, for

" .which the British imperialists wanted to deport har. It led

-~ at'the end ‘of the '60s descade, both to mass activities in the .U,S.
~with the Black revolution, in Africa, and East Europe, who'gare . -
‘the ones who contributed a good part of the chapter on EE in'P&R,, .
“ug well as the ongoing Spring be it in Czechoslovakim, where the
M-Higts had to build a bonfire of M&F as Russian tanks moved ln. ;
I don’t want to say much on your specialty, Prance, but it is : <
precisely because of that aborted 1968 that RD made what is myltioal
40 you in the AI as a new beginning for revolutionaires propqunsiwaa
for a different fevolution, on a world scala,




5. The type of half-way dialectic which produced all those
abated revdutions in the 19608 carried into the feminist movement
who R¥X turned away from revolution altogether, not only Marxism,
It i2 this which led RD to be so furious over the fact that the
great revolutionary, RL, In no way figured in the feminist movement
bafause she suppomedly wrote rniothing on strictly feminist issues,
that led to her workk RILWLKH, which, EMELHIKEM it is true, had to
roturn to Marx's phil@sophy of revolution at the third Part, but
alsc contained a sharp critique of all post-ilarx Marxists who
tried to separate Marx's materimlism from his philosophy of a

"new Humanism® ,

I don t kxnow, K&vin, which part of this %KX you will
Just keep in the back of yeur mind, and which you wish to have
nteriaced in your analysis of any or all of my work, and I
sthink 1% is important for you to mention that the Archives of
D lebrated ‘by. WiSU, actually got her for the Tirst time to say
thinga” about her: personal life, which she has always re- o
qgghﬂ d 1th, and which covered not Just the 30 years.of
N UXIBANce of'nsu, but’ 2iso thit ‘showdd Trom the Very yeurs
g;pg the U.S. . during the Palmer Ralds to the present ::
Ko was a revolutionary activist and, as she puts it, was.
E roed into some intellectusl work and the break with
on 1t became -clear that the horkifying: Hitler-Stalin‘-
ul _IIIUXIIXH glve the green light to WW1X, which: revualad
18818 a8 bad as Western world to bring hbout WWII, o
| 1ighed revolutions and the post WWII. peri
; d Japan as well as to the other arts:o 5
tioned -~ that in each case became an imperabtix
fheads procisely to make the world revolut on.

= ] I'm1enclosing scribbles on Rubel's letter.
-nnko sou. sonae out or tham.




I Tars Y Apnk 1465
M, RUBEL '
78, twe de Ia Santé
73013 P A R1S

e Tl g 1S
Ta + Keann-Pdectmn . Z% et *) N
R (..()¢ Uw:u-lc‘ﬁﬁ Jl— Uu(.bgo %" 6‘* H“ ‘ :
'3’ v Jk ‘ﬂc&», )\ d«scwd, L/
(-':’Lg‘ N. SLCI\ doan QO‘(HL .
Ui e g0, TItnerS 60626 QSA

Dear Kenn M'ﬂ'}ﬁ\n'

A
prpes  WAthIW & SeAces o ffo-
i N leter delid 22 Feb

o i, Hhe Nacw

M:l»ﬂ-. TN : ,

nhu%tn. kis .uu- S t{: X = Mr
c\sred-s J]— 4 A
Nor do Bow or She.

; dg,vwwu..f}- (ﬂ " M &
b ha..n,L u\ttj_M I q'uuull«,q. .‘L Ik‘g‘k
i’&s M "l" ‘.oss«‘loh. e ”"’““:\i‘a"; .
ﬂm\{..s_.r
w-LoJ' HM;L lesfd-k bod A0 Lanltn-doon

be_ g et u.-.LG'V\S
‘Emd—\ o~ cbuan—c.-k to

To STCION PR 00 ot 1""‘5’!’"("‘ NS 30 i &
oo Tk T, 2 T process {l-




 {WNS ?m?bM to a A~ blapn ar o Eensuage
6\_ Ha Mcgn&.aw pkliosqslwd J—«st b wv-OLQFS‘-FMM Ny 7
ik mn—u who afr
U,Lgdg —’&.c_ bowes

As Swlaned inkellechants we are an-sl-:.g.ak bl
Y

W“J:ﬁ bt Wl behBay O bty e Mgy L S T
Wi W ol oJoMt' OvcemStrinn & 0\.0-’3{%9 whoale The USA
o o backanann YN

C"’\/‘A bith s barbantm
St Mcﬂ@n'—»]" :S‘ Ach mewtagn WS madt o e
JAKYE M f’_;fo Wi«a s W+ So &{FWLF ty odinsb te
Ha.nl{_ meC-d-{» Hat™ He

obvitns ,ge-u*' el 4 lata
chad wesfe bt Hast Grta~ 1

é EWMW\-\'O“ 3 ""&—&"F‘
ks w...{.,wvAAJ. glote F taavs Swlr}wtar,wf: Frevt dl,
41,, aliguse i Apboct g coprhrliSt rn,)m,m?
< Hak ik qrovsdes WS IR bnngh IUmS to ask
ﬂWl’ an~al oo e VST nJ:MA.S‘vaw "‘Lf_
el inaS wdﬁ{a{o\ ond  Crwmsecraled "‘1‘ o
bwg,ws &MS an—ch M'GJ"L'] 7 -
ows is it posgble fhef e - uJ(:.A Mr-ol—»:t..e..,\m,d‘

are- W\C-o«.?h"l-’. ,{,0 ' a #WH
T e W Wiy, Mt O {;,l

,_"“5 m schiles b o brsnenes 7 MI-LM' l-u\s

*

'H‘\Lr(. “rtﬁwv\ Q«ov:sk to rtw»\‘aq&cn e HAEiGam . 'Hq,a
u\ lt'S q,-‘v‘-'t‘l"‘ fk "rtq&\,JA.',Fc " '? Geo | Ared
[t o asle Hms wstion  ond 1o M‘wow\u_.

ey i b




16626

R %Le naS eezablec BIM%-‘-&ES 6} wwl@@m&-

Lk e sk q. oe Fedacanl stearii wiada e
ewd the A oA ook The Stele
ot Be e (S

.

A Pa.fcr o Qma(,. 2 < Under e CJ\AO(A'-WM N
ol sk~ the ok d%, hee othopn Cos a wnbte w\
a Mum\&) h L-E.L‘Fbv».a durolop A grRSs - rogts  Mudintion
rgtninnd | Hus indipndand dp e Lemwf-—tlreg.lm
Ghidsm. The Calies dt MN‘#—M%“ hawte the anbibion
4 being “l- rreans G edncation | ok uvsu.iwmﬂa
'He, ‘-rvl-mrva dk A Mhdbw&. ora% g’l, M.)st-‘\ch(—uay\




B | VN0 T ey
/7@ § )

- — ’r' %——




_ March 7. 1985
Dear Raya,

Exxn Enclosed is an English summary of lub;l's mletter, which I could
not get ready in time for fou taxkzxxux before you loft town. I waant to
send him-ag well your critique of his book in N&L, bldc send his RLWLKM
and dexand that he xmix review it, that while we certainly criticize hip,
wi do diacusn and make public to U.S5. readers his work, while he has
never done so in Prance for your important work on Marx, with wheih
which he no doubt also disagress, but by ftgaxrs ignoring, 1en't that same
type of "conspiracy of silance” amid 28 the Stalinists?

1 elogo am getting very interested in writing perhaps an essay-
lenght article sfxMEx New Caledonia, using some French language materials
ftou our exchanges, & plus Michel's book tg:ﬁgggggg, plus a new book
;jnct issued in Paria with documents and history of the 1878 uprising.
f!“lc;aro lone ochor points to include: (1) more ictaill on Louiae 3
Hicﬁgl'- :ole, 1nc1uding how hundreds, 1f not 20, 000 !nnnkas ttnlx line-‘ir

,”_lhore vecping when & she leaves in 1881; {2) how the head of Atai

hc chtct ‘of tha k:gzaupriaing, is to this day in display prescrved
.'é:{o:-aldchyde gt the Husesua dcu £ Sciences de l'Homme in Parisg; (3) how
llzthil-conhactt to Marx's last writings, esp. on aborigmenas; (4) on
tgl‘ntrugglc todny. 1nc1ud1ng the existence of an indupcndcnt WL group:m’
auons thc Kanakal which is a‘lpearate organization within the independenc."
,ﬁqqlitipn. and vhiqh criticizes the nale £x laaders publicly, and had '
;;;giﬁik with them to form s separate organization; (5) to hx the
i#?@gggfg;;gcntlon of Wev Caledonia both to French m% atomic testing
léa.to.‘U.Sp inparialinni; possibly a vhole mention of the region~~
if;i Ihdonoiia tb Philippinas ﬁo &3 Australia-NZ and its pixm piacq in

orld itpcrlaltln. I have just vritten to Paris k for the book

Aon'lg7l lnd have notol from our sxug exchanges from France plus BN

*pp;lnli! Lc Monde. What do you think?

Yours,
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Cher Kdvin Ander-on,

votre article "The 'Unknown' Marx's Capital..." mia beaucoup plu,
bien que vous avez complétement négligé les aspects particuliers

de mon édition A laguelle vous consacrez une note "eritique" qui

ne veut nas dife,.grand-chose. J'estime que vous auriez rendu service
A vos lecteurs eii Fenvovant A "Rubel on Karl Marx" oii ils peuvent
trouver ,dans plusieurs cgapitres, les arguments que je développe
sur les guestions traitée par vous. Ce que vous dites a propos de
1tédition frangaise est tout a fait exacte, mais vous savez bien
que,dans mon édition frangaise, j'ai signalé les pPassages essentiels
introduits ou remanids par Marx par rapport i 1'édition aliemande.
Vous voyez, ayant un parti pris "marxiste" ("léniniste"?) & 1'égard
de ma conception de Marx et de sa postérité ,vous adoptez une méthode i
qui me parait peu digne d'un éducateur 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 toutfﬁf puisque vous avesz
cru bon de me nommer,pourquoi n'avez pas relevé ne fub-ce qu'un de

mes "péchés" critiqués dans votre papier cité dans la méme note, -
mais que vos lecteurs ont peu de chance de connaftre,s'agissant. d'un
texte inddit ? "Fér my critique of Rubel,see Anderson..." Cooyez~vous '
vraiment que des lecteurs iraiant se procurer ce."Paper"? oo

“Bertell Ollman m'avait envoyé ce texte en Jjanvier 1983,et j'avais -
commencé A preddre des notes pour rédiger une réponse., Mais en vous ...
lisant, j'ai constaté tant de critiques errondes et tant de vues cone -
traires 4 ma manidre de concevoir l'enseignement marxien,que je me: .
suis dit: il est inutile de me répdter,K.A. connatt mes théses sur -

‘Marx et le marxisme,et siil les rejette,clest pour mieux stenfermer '’
dans son marxisme hégélien. Je maintiens,par exemple,que parler deﬁ‘j
"marxismee e flarx? (p.1) dquivaut A une auto-cogg magtiepfintellectu~-
elle(p.64{vous récidivez 1). Jtavais espéré qu'en igx “le tome "Phi-
losophie" comme vous vous proposiez en décembre 1U82 (p.1), vous., =
gugerez utile,vu le climat de barbarie politique aux USA et ailleurs. -

epartout I),de bublier un article pouvant servir de base A un- débat.::
général sur le. mythe de Marx = dont vous &tes vous-m8me yhélas,une: .
victime: votre mérite - rare parmi les marxologues américains - est. -
de vous 8tre  intéressé aux problémes que j'ai soulevéw a4 propos du -
destin posthume, mais vous 8tes resté & mi-chemin de votre réflexion
critique: 1l'Introdugtion au volume "Philosophie™ ne mériterait-~elle .
pas une discussith}i'He serait~ce quéen raison des pages résemrvées
R A& Hegel démasqué’ comme mystificateur barbare ? A quoi sert une, ..
"dialectique® qui culmine dans 1'idoldtHe la plus primitive de 1'ETAT -

et de la GUERRE 7

Je dois m'arréter,mais vous pouvez trouver quelques complémnnts=def!-
cette réponse dans le dernier cahier de marxologie (5.23-24,1vH4)que

Je vous envoie séparément. Et aussi dans ma petite lettre au Mond ,
reprise par The Sockalist Stahdard. Jthimemiis conna!tre-votre-r?a!ti

~ 8t celle de vos co gues - ma "double question®,

\/M f\.- PRy Ny W (.,. “iod aed r'-'-.fu] )
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Summary of Rubel's Letter to Kevimn, 2/22/85
"Yourasrxirix article 'The Urknown Marx's Capital' pleased me
very wxmmuch, he writes, but then he objects to my fafilure to give him

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

“"What you say Br about the French edition is completeily correct, but you

“know well that in wy French edition, I noted the essential passages nevly

aoded or changed by Marx from the German edition.”(But not all the ones

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

also mention "For my ctitique of Rubel, see my 1982 paper delivered
to URPE". He now ackhowledges thalhe had xmx received it from Bertell
0llman in 1983, and that "I had begun to take notes to write a xmEpo

response.” But dmpizm 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 £ if he rejects then,

1: 1s in order to enclose himself all the more in his Hegelian Harxism.

,says thot I should instead publish a general article on "the myth

of which K.A. 18 also alas, a victin" But "my merit, xax

-he raised on the posthumous destingy"” of Marx's writings, but unfortunately

you stopped halfway Then he mhamxxtx objects to my critique of his

rooousatioos against Hegel and then repeats: "What is the use of a
.ﬁoioloCtio' which culminates in the most primitive worship of the sta;o'; N

hnd?of var?"” He is sending me N. 23-24 of the Cahiers du Marxologie and

also hao sent his letter on war and peace(in English and French). r15511y;1

oy”ooublé question." (op Hegel, and on war and peace today).




