August €,1956
'Doér Saulti )
18 takes lenger to do boczuse I can work gn‘nothing;
now without sohng to 1ts philosophic roots. I belisve I nov have the
logieal foundations of the secdnd and its downfall and whet Lenin
”must_héva thought of as he was working st Hegel, Enclosed, ﬁhsn,'.
15 The Interlude wﬁich please paés around the RERB. The seme’ atrio-
fuﬁes" hold for it as for the other chapter--nc excitement, no dis-
-oussion, resd 1n strids, though I hOpe-avefyone"uséé“ all this thocvy
to win some new maﬁbera, or at least bring more workers closer to usy :
. I bagan writing a letter to Olga but it remained unrin-
| ished as I thought the chapter would be the best answer. Novertﬁe—
' ;A1oaa 1 enulose the copy of that letter too for the proceasos'of oom-

i,ins to any. oonclusion are always as 1mportant as the conclusidn

. itnelr. Don't kmow whlch chapter I will approach next or how, I
vake at 7330 a.m,, take & Bhort brisk 15 minﬁte walk,’eat brséﬁfﬁé s
at 8 end take a longer, {45 minute walk),wthen I got down to the

typewriter, the books, the thinking and working thinge out, without
any interruptions excepﬁ for meals and, if it is very hot, ﬁgrha@h‘s
# hour for a svwim (or what & call a swim). The 1light gets turned oﬁﬁ'
at midnight, I don't know how to hurry or geélmore out--there are |
just no'baaten patﬁs. It 1s all so nevw even where one thinks nothiné\
is new, as I thought when I firat consldered this part and thousht"i’
I would follow +he paﬁh of Lonin. He too doesn't live today and

8o be 1t,

Yrs,

Rge
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Aug il 1956

Doar Olga: . _ ,
I appreciate .the gerious plece of eriticism you 4id mn the
and 1t will ~ome 1in very handily in the reworking of the
‘shapter. Kot only that, even in your original presentation on the
ghepter in which. there was not much that was né@w, you have been of
groat sasictance because in just trying serdiou sly to grapple with
fhe dialestic ahd needing to rephrase it in ymxxe terme which make
aense Lo you, you have eldad in the rewriting. You are absolutely
right when yocu cay that you feel that le the key to the book., It
1s not only that, Olge, 14 is the key to any fundemental understand-

ing of the problems of the sge, and of the past., That ls why I an

ohoging to sddreas you to show you 8ome of t he prohblems that nrow
 faca me ag I an vorklng on the so-called interl ude--that is the.

gecond- Internation el,

As you know, I had intended to Go very llittle with 1ty
I hed not even 11sted 1t &3 a separate part in the original
~ outlines - only.after a telk with Marcuse vho sald, No mattsr how.
- “-mach: you heve no usg. for the 2nd, you cannot skip from the death
... of :the, founders of ¥erxlsn down to the great divide in Marxiasm; - R
something happened betweer 188¢-1914. I answeored’ rather offishly, ..
0.k+ I wlll have o chapter on it, but I don't knov that_thare?tgc;ur :
aﬁythingktoﬂagx;l)after life itself -proved 1ts betraysl, ‘and 2)after
,zthéiperOund:annlyBiB of 1ohin, I intended pretty much to repsat . <
i?:ﬁhdt*paninlh@d_said: . o R
et o Now I get down to working 1t out and, ag’ always,’ moy
"’ .‘time than I-counted on is nedded. .In Tact I am not anywhere. near
© finished; I'm Justh olearing up my own minds. And here: is the difs
riculty: AL I am golng; to deal with 1t only as betraysl,.evei. h
,1InwahQWLita'nonsaccidantal natura, what 15 there to say ¢ h
- necessity of it back 1n 1889 for Just as 1is betrayal was no-accid
-neither were its.achisvemenis. You Beso thet men Hegel Juat.ﬁo"'”
. Yo% you get awny by merely being disgusted or even finding economie
reagons for coilapse, you heve to shov the positive In the negatly
and’ the positive in the negetive of 1914 ig eesy enou gh: it-is
the Russian Revolutlon end Leninism; what was the positive in 18897~
Theiorsanization of the proletarlat , of course, in trade unlons:
and mass politlcal pertlec. Well, if 1t was an achievepent, then'
tho it had & million members,

you cannot dismiss it by saying that tho
ate.ete. 1t folded up. Hera 1s whaet you miss when you put 1t thet

ways

chapter
on Hegel

In fact,

Lenin and Luxemburg were members of it and they
gaw either none of Whah was 40 happen (Lenin) or whers they saw A
sope of 1t (Luxemburg knew Ksutsky and lmevw he'd never lead &
revolution) still the philosophic base was SC mich the sare as ot
the official one (the e conomlc goos witho ut saying 1ln her case L
since she only ended by revieing Marx's theory of accumlatlon) T
that you could not separate the one from the other, Error as
dynamic of truth? Yes, but that'’s not the whole truth; it never

is.

For example Ijxembursg with hor theory of sponta-

neity dces seem to have baen 1n advance philosophlically of Lenln

pre~1914; she certainly thought so. But it Just isn't true for,
the opposite of apontanelity 1is organization and you c¢an keep‘théﬂ

:12(; two apart but must Jam them up one aralnst the other and then
get something qulte different--that direct relationship of
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actice, boginning from, practice,. whiwh I spoke: o o
.40 the: 'Péﬁﬂﬁé"’ﬂs‘?’ﬂ" Bli‘g‘@éh dn %n'°r3§ﬁiza.t.;loml-gna;}row‘!.;
but’which ‘actually: the key to Mayxism as is evident by’ the.
atrudture ‘of CAPITAL and his whole life, | L R .
- ... .. . . Now onoc you etate Lhat you can gee that the beginning
of"the ‘end of the 'Becondu-there was & begimiing of the en i i had not .o
ha "}ie"n'q&-.'ﬁud#alil-j’--‘r:'.th'apz_fb'sjsrp.ya.lf--‘f:_ams ¥ith 1905 Russian Revolutioh i
whfo 1'Wap Dot ‘even placed on the agends of the next coagrezs of the .

'

. BetoNd, although many "tributes!. vere made to it

' L
¥

L 806 have to account for the ‘positive only from
il ‘the ronegeriousness abou t 4t; - Whet happens when you don®4 _
. ’aet'thef‘p@ﬁ;t:ve,'Mhi,evemants s that g Ou 8689 mlstakes, misteres
nlstakes, and the  world and humanity. ce

3 %131291"01905; then have tho adtual ‘revolution gcome in-beld as. 1irs. .

ny 0 veloping orly by accicent, -

Hot- onlaﬂ that,The differences in ages end the
e3. You oannot know before you kmow.'

.




