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. --whery the struggles were then going on full blast (FIGERIA By Jemes 8. -}

" fecall that the Preface refoerred to the one on tho Critique of the

October 25,1960

. Dear Sanl:

. I apsume, and I am sure correatly, that your brief note was
mere acknowledgment, not response to my veried letters on the philoso-
. phic foundations of +the etruggles for fresdom in the underdeveloped -
countries, which is the subject of the  new book, I want heve Lo con—
* Yinue on the same subject, thic time 1ird¥ing mysslf to our rast since
1947, which was the year ¢f publication of Marx's Egseays 'and thns
open unfoldment of philosophiz, not just political foundations. We B
had actually done thet before when we fought Retrogressicnism, but, as I
ege 1% now, for all tha correct nolitical reasons and all the wrong B
philosophic ones. That is to say, the dialectic was superimposed in the
most superfieial mamner, which I essume ig how "the new" @ was first
brought ints the stote capitalist tendeney. In a2 vord, while fighting
the theory that the workers, with fagelsm, had moved so far backward o
that they would now need to fight for bourgeois democracy all over again,
weé came out with the theory that there is no such elenent as retrogres~.
sienism in the dialectic. This is not only wrong but fantastic --buth
in higtory and therefore in +the dialectic there is one step baclorerd
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befora one leaps 2' steps ahesd, No wonder G couldn't explein to me why
 Hegel had to ausign a whole of only 3 ettitudes to objectivity to - i
Jacobll  But that iz all in retrogpect --and we did rgoruit ‘on the hesis
of the forward movement of human ty. Had we had single mlee on Africais
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Coleman, which details the General Strike of 1945 is of key importands:
here); we could have seen live dialectic instead of forced dialectio,
(And that is wky previsely it is so all=important not to leave the :
philosophic foundations to the intelligenteia--not even if ours is not- -
the two—J-G--but at once have ‘the all organizaticn in on ite) 3 '
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Now in 1947 when we publivhed those Early Essays, you will
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Hegelian Dialeetic as one "our translator would write on later.” But; -
as usual, 4§ couldn't wait for @ who didn't know, but hed immediately

to pick ber brain and "mpply"., The resilt wis that this was followed
with the esssy, "Dialectic and the Fate of Humanity," <+he essencd of
which was the guotation from Hegel on the corruption of the Cathelie
Church, Por this, we threw out part I of my Russisn study, leaving B
in only the concluslons. I tried hard to got some French intellectusls
to think that that Essay by J was a contribution that merited translatior;
into French, and when I couldn't, I thought they were backward, The e
truth is we were for the Hemelian analysis of the corruption of the:
chureh, profound as that is, is not on a par even with the lgws of
development that we had already used tc analyze much more than the"eor— -
ruptich" of the Russian societvy, thit is to say, its trans:ormation .
into opopogite. I might say here that J was forever coming out with
some dimlectical principle that brought us a gtep backward from our
political enalysis. Thus we were enterin. the SWP then, and he eceaped
to Nevada to work on his Dialectic Notes,?l wish to0 heck you would

try once again to find G's letters to him obJectiving to some analysis;
I don't care if they were from a "vourgecis" point of view. That girl
was far superior tc him in her grasp of the dialectic--gho simply always
went off the deep end because she had neither the disecipline of the ’
proletarizt nor of a party that would have stood on solid philosorphic
fourdations, so her petty bourgeois mind wundered, but she knew her
Hdegel within the context of the philosophic enemies of his day, ) There.
he came up with "error as the dynamic of truth," OQutside of the T
fact that error is not the but "a® dwnamic of truth if ...in Hegel,
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that discovery was, again, only a retionalization of why we reenterasd
the Trotskyist movement when we hnd already developed all our basic
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position in opnosition to it had been worked out, and when the bbjectivéF
giltuation, precisely dialectically, i.e, the self~activity of the maawes
called for independent activity, ‘ : .

‘ -The best place, then, t0 look how far we hed resched ln the
Dialectic, 1s to ses what G hod done, ‘and the best work waa, of course,
S*C&WR. She thers not only had the basis of the econcmie and politicel’
analyrea at the highect point we had reached, but was glven freedon o

~writs "The Philosophy of State Capitalism" exactly se she saw it. Now,

© 4% the 1947 publication of Marx could be said t¢ have been without
the Dialectic insafar as our comprehengicn was concerned, the 1950 was
the Dialeotic withovt Marx! Here is what I meun. Marxzism, like tiuth,
=8 glways conerete., .At each period, you say of that rich, manifold
heritage of Hegel and Morx, this is it for us., Lenin for his reriod
chose "transformation into opposité"; we wont not 2xEw forward from '
that to the Absciute Idea we had talked S0 much about in unwritten form, -
‘but backward to its elementar prineciple of contradisction. But what
was ney in the period, If not in producticn waich we have cince seen
with Automstion, ab least in the way it was reflected in the Zdeoclogies
we had %o conbtend with? I% was Christian Humanism, This is what sihe

- rejected out of hand ms “fageism", even thowgh she should have known,
‘that fescism having fajled, the reactionary forces would sbaolutely
ook for a new form ., a victorious form; 1ike the state capitalism of
itugsia which won, not the slate capitelism of Nazi Germany which lost,

S ' Christiar Humanism showed much greater perception of the
realitles of the enemy they had to fight than we dig, They started
nct only:with Russian Communicm, but went back to Merx, discovered hig
‘Humaniem, and tried to use that against the Communists, 11" the works
of that pawhod--and lasting unto ours which is why I am gtill concernad
with it—-that were s0lid studies on Marxism were done by the Catholica
in Franoce, the Evaungilists in Germeny, the Jeésuits in Rome --and they
didtnot'dustflimig themgelves to the Min genera%", but as to nhow the ,
Russisns were applying it to seience. By rejecting merely, instead o
"po:recfing? {as Hegel corrected Kani, by overthrowing him and yet
- incorporating the element that objectively held up), we lost out of :
sseing the: espence: the Humarism 0F Marx applied to our age and we alone |
could interpret, not misinterpret a la Stalin or a la the Christians,
_Instead, that section in SC&WR exhorts, denies, and escapes the truth,

Now in 1953./aﬁeﬁhfhsvgelf-developing masses moved from
Africa %o Bast Germany, I finally found my way to the Absolute Ides,
and G, before J once again took her ~round the wrong corner, did sense
the new, only she was limiting it to the way it appeared ir "guper-
structure” (i.e., our break with the concept of party to lead)and not
the individualistic, humanistic ground which wes to become alive in
Huangary and in Africa.

I will, in my.first presentation to the grouvp here, work
over the whole of Hegel's works to breek dowi: the single element that .
we must still conperetize for our period and that will become the 1ink
of advanced and urnderdeveloped economies. After you ligten te that
in a couple of wéeks, and I listen to the whole discussion both in LA
& Detroit, I will first work out an outline, Or I might deeide to have
an "in person" meeting with REB in the middle of November,
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Yours,/
- NG) tf““ 12332




