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Dear Kevina

Yes, of course, you ars not obllged to be in the
office_ during the month of October when there are already so
many "assignmenta® you have given yourself, from reviews in
Sociology '
not %6 mention the papers on Africa and East Burope as well as
attending the Atlanta meeting in November. I'm very much
impressed with all this, and every one 1s of great valua for
projeoting Marxist-Humanism for the organization,

I was most surprised, i1f not shocked, that you
should use such phrases as your relations with Michael having
vaagteriorated” and with Bugene as being "practloeally non-existent.”
I am absolutely positive that you have no cause for any such feels
ing, that Michael has always spoken highly of how you have opened
many doors in academia, as well as in general, Indeed, that's
axactly the reason why the whole REB felt it imperative for you
to be sent to New York to lay the ground for what is happening
there right now regarding lectures for me on the new book.
As for Bugene, your column with Mary in N&IL has bean raised to
a full page, and thre is hardly a topic on the linternational
scene, especially Europe whers, no matter what the toplc is
that somsone else may write on, we always take for granted that
- you would be au courant and you ars asked to please help in the
research, and you always do.

As you know, ‘I have not been attending the local
meotings and even if I were, I would not ENXEXMMNNXIKE presume
to comment on what Shaeila or anycne else said, or didn't say,
and what you felt was being sald, But I do know for a facé# that
whoever concocted the sitory you said you "found out” about what
Sheila and Michael were supposed to have discussed concerning
your presentation on the 30 Year Retrogpective was totally wrong.
It is a lie to attribute that to Michael, and to bring in, of
all things, "perhaps Eugene,” much less 1o use such an expression
as that your essay had"to be redone.” I have always baen totally
opposed in relations between comrades, and especially leaders, to
using any kind of "dressing down,” “disciplining.” Indeed, skth
expreasions ag being "stung” so deeply that it"shakes my own self-
confidence in my ability to project MH to its foundation”, are so
opposed to me philogophigglly that I never, never, never practice
it. So far as I mm concerned, ==~ mnd I gm the one who foundad
Marxist-Humanism ~- Marxist-Humanish philosophy may not be fully .
‘prevalent before we have a new soclety, but it l1s certainly something
we have as principle and strive to practlice.

The times when I do not mention people by nameyXIXNEX
in my oritiques, is because I do not want to divert from the
philosophio question at isaue, At the same time, howaver, pre-
oigely because I'm very concrete, there is no doudt in ona's
nind, who I mean. In a word, JEt is not that I talk behind
someone's back, or make any pretense that the one I am oritiquing
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can learn from i1t, and not repeat the error.

Lot me cite a very"personal® , recent, "event" - I'ny
trying to emphasize that the“persord” relates to the most recent
development of Marxigt-Humenism, I refer to Chatper 12 of RIWNLKM
whera, for the first time, we make the category of"postMarx
a2 pejorative, where the method
is so all-important that it ig the very opposite of "totallty®,
as if that waes a summation of anything anybody wrote, and the
anybody is Marx, At that meeting, Ilhe book was challenged
in the specific chapter 12, as gomathing NEXKEHMXREXX that
need not be considered as “fingl." Ag an example of that, new
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Sunday, MNov. 3. Please call me
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