strange one=~it11) hecene clear later-why "atrange®. since I will nof make up

(/ agEaall ~ofintiely. naletul--e-lenin for oo Hudn _an}tﬁl & part of the' whole beok.that

‘A_!:ha“ ho ehvisusly had not then read Lealn't Philosophic Notebooks ey ad¥-The

May Li, 1972

Dear Jo'am

Finally I'm back homs where I found two lettiors from you, one a rather

my wind on ppb.vs, hard cover till those who arg roading it aow will pivo thelr i
answor in July, I will not answer the one coneerning Philosophy and lsvolution.* )
but 1imit mysell te the ono regardl 1;: Jnmsn n "Notes og, the Dimlectic! which I

typed back ln 1948. .‘\t tha.t timo "p-rea.t.“ “but to think that ssme
one: Who clalae ta & '-*cic but Ydirectly the Jdislectic itaalilV,
would coneldar % eﬂn m-itic o adea nothinz has emercod that woulc deman:

a rr—!tfi.nﬂ is, uurely. stagnant th!.nkinw. espocialiyMne ends on ssmothing S0 far
frow reslity as YThe Staliniata are overrunninz China. Thoy alm at Surms, {orm.ths
Malay States, Indonesia, Indo-China and then Indis,®f’ oLl 2 )

For one thing, the structuro of thoge 246 pp. is vory lopaided lndued,
'n"uu. no lugs than ‘65 pages arsn devotei to the Prefacey o ,tmtants paze 1llotm Lt ns
that of 1at ed.of Lozie. bat in fact it 1s both sditlona qa well ae Preface to tho
Pheno..anolozy, nrd. of cour se, lotn of Allustrations, now refmerai to as “dirset
dislectic.) On tie other hand, the vhole of the Dootrins of Heinz rates a mere 7% pp.
The Docgrine of Esscaco (pp.74«1CL) would seenm {o dst,pusnimrthbes falrer treatmeant,
" axcopt that = readins of 1t shows that the authsr has begun aH.pp ag f09n ay
ho reachad gromnd mo that, in fact, he has barely sovered Saection” ‘."'much lese
tm and three. But we do have cne ¢roat advantage and that is that references to :
-the moturl historle verlads (net only 1948 but roaming throughout tha world from !
the Baglish. Hevelutien (164048 )throuzh the Franch Reveluvtion and down te USA “todly“}

ve.de got & grasp of James'! theazht, "dialectig" and a.ﬂ.. 30 1ut.'ﬂ astey wi.th ‘the
annthor {rpm where he begins thelé&ninint Inter
aven-whon he ends Essence (p.l45) a8 he no padner gets into hotlon than ha ret.urns

to "Leainism snd tho Notien® (pp.lwh-lsf,?) 7 /

Ouk. s that¥s a zroat number of papos, a sarlous siudy of Lepgin.-sxcept

lysis is strictly politicel., Ha deoy Bp&ak o1 them:"I remmber on oy journsys bote i
woen Missourl and N,Y, stopping at Washingten and 1" ""eslling out an atesi¢ht tmmla.-
tisn from Lenin's Mussian rnotex and my soribbling them Zown. I still have- the
notadbosk, I got pianty, but not nearly enough,'"(gplU2-3)

* You may, of courss, add what you wieh to your Prelace, althouzh I should imaglae. i
i% would be beat te walt till defini%e date fov publication lw set, May 1 say H
that one thinz rather shocked me in your essay and that was tho relerence to

Herloan=~Ponty!s"Humaniom and Terror! which I connlder purs apulogpia for Stelinien both

in its timingeeuhen both Moscow Triala and forced labor camps wares hotiy debate

and in Yebject":the atitack on Durkness at Noon canhardly he considored Loninismn?

sAt end of letber thors will be the backyround tot only to the limitatlion of what ;
was "zroat® in 1948, but the more specific and later relatlonshlip of*Johnson~-Forest';

cesiafarancos to "M and "people llmte! as Grace, -ue, @Williem,ote.(p,1)will
llkewiso be axplained at axi, I don't want Vhistory® to intorfere wlth comments
en hho atructure ant logic of ‘thuose YNotss on ldalectien Hewol and larxism.”
Tut I should call attentlon to that stranye "Selectod Folitlcal Glossary (quoted
dlrectly Srom the text!,pp.257=260, which voec on ta spell out AFL, CIO, explaine
that "Goothee--a famous literary contemporary of Hwzel", not to mentlous shewiny such
tznorance of Spanlsh Hevooutlon as to list kunlz as a "Muxlean Trotskyist Teadeurie.
for whom oxastly is sll this intonded? a publi~ that would also be enlishtened by
auch dufbititlony as “JohnsonerForeste~The name of the groupin: within tho Trotakylste
with which these Notes on Dialoctics arn assoclatel, Johnuon was the pseudesnym for
cle Jausst FTorest wad Hae, co~leader of the proup, Another tearm tor the group was
“Johnsonltes,'? 1,‘0 ,r)
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n The only two quotutlons James doea quote from Lonin are.the "Loap" against B
agradusiness and tiaw "Movement an: salfemovenonbd- (wrangly attributed by to thu
Dactrine of Espanceyhonoac. banim muscrzsay Lexi-puotoun (1Y FTESFoT that,  This is
no\question of “guotdtions™, More importantly &%ag\w_,oﬁe leap ‘hn.- anss, mede i
sn Zsacnce, and go in love with Bogel's a.nal\yulz(r a¥ ho that- 43 m@P b Tihie cay,
retyred tha whole of (bservatlion 3 on the auostion, aand that ho carri8d throurhout,
But that, aw he hinaell writes over and ovee azain, wey not the "new'; the new, l.e,,
that which was his task, or tho task of the tamdency, of tha eve was tho doctrine
of Notlen, and the questiun of “iniveraalo®, he brincs in, and e Yinoust on lenin
is James' racognition pf Lonin's "to & men" ay tho aee Univarsal, N

2o

_ Hew. then what does he do with the oetrine of Notion, agspenialiy on

his specivie] coul, ef the reletlonship botween spontanelty and erganizstion? wie
have i zet hold of tha Hotion, of tha Abmliute Tdes, before we can sac this relation
belveen organiretion and spontansliy in its concretas truth."(p,125) Well, pages
175163 jg«&;m.gm._nnJ’nt-rbst.A&-tuma oul ho-grill rellos heavilyl:"'-//
~en Enzels’ Dialectics of Ha uro:®Enzels has what is ig ay medest opinicn & vers
seticlfying pmusage on the Jedgment, "(p.127) He hardly gets out of the chepter o)

tho catogerlen, Universal, Purticular and Individual, refers to “A rote i'rem G=
here clarifiss a aifficulty which is not only of great Philesophlical but, alse of
practical Smportgnce. The Netlon im concrete, It is ght but it is conoretea."(p,
Well, and good, But he is of{ ox Tratsky?s theory of perminent revolutien not oo
‘condrately Tor,dm = ) with the fired particaler of Trotshy's
intoé the quaction. of the thnory of pormament revolution which he does mest AUPET
ficially, leaving out entiruly gtho critical questior of the role of the pearantry
“whiek Irotoky was aluayw wranz on, and vhatever it is James Ln this year of 1972
Jusps to as the most ravolutlonary force, n‘,lx not even mentioned in 1348, or noted

on in any way ia 1966 Medition" or "1971 Ywiltion", As for Hezel, having otopped on
Pe2554=atill in the rirst chapter on Notlon, ho 16 off to Leninism and the Notlon
vhich, encs again, repeats the "Leap", then Ints pelities,. then inte ".hat e

Shall do, and en to iTretukyim: Syathetic Cagnitian"(pp.l(i&-l?#),whgn.l finadly, we
,do gat to the Absolute Liogewonly to £1nd the deanth of quotations from Lenin te
be nething but quotatiens from Hegel with hardly a 9'2n of his vollubility here,
unless you wish to censider the misplaced pesang of pralse to Zngels: YEngels han
suwmod up orice and for all, despite all the moctern philosophers write: the Tundamental
dustinction in philosephy ls the primacy of matarialiom: balng or ldealism or idealism:-
knowing ,"{p.174) §

is that all? And 5f that 1s all on the dialectic, what anout Jamos!
own goal abeut spontaneity asm! orizanization: "The Barty is the knowinz of the prole-
trlat as being, Without the party the proletarlat knows nothing ., "(p,19) That
stunds abaelutely urbellsvable in view of the ract that tho whole soction 1s,rizhtly,
devoted to the expose of the dezeneracy of the party and the need for spontaneity,
groatly pralsed, How can the hyperholes, so characteriotlc of Jamun, poscibdy €»
comalt s fantastic a contrddiction that tha tlaim thut "!ithout the perty tho prole~
tarist knova nothing," I'm afraid you'll have to ask, Just such nonsenslize) formula.
tions poppur the {jhook™ and ir vou shondd call them to his atteation, he'll find tha
axact opposite on eomo othur paze to quoto, mot tho jesot of uhich is the sudilan
endlesy diversion to 1640m1648 for England an! 1739-1793 for France vwhero, belliove {f
6t not, the embryo of stato-capltallom wag Soral

- theary on natlone]iset pﬁépaf:ty. which Jemes ridhts wedl snoush. he Lastead Jumps

1 know of no single publisner who would be lnterosted in publishing
this. Hot that is not tho point. I Xnow not what penulne tontribution to the
dialectic this can makn in 1972, and for you to undervtand why I'n hardly the ons to
writo Jamea( vive him "advien", as you put it), I must finally =et back to what I
bezan with regardin: Ythe strange letter," anl thn "sraatness’ of thoms notes-etin
1948, It was, as he J puts it on p,l45 Man famillat v &nd was a stilmulus to rot down
to Hegel'aurselven", I, for example, promptly cot down to translatin: the whole
of Lenlinte Fhilesophic sotobooks , whish wag my M- Legn to damoa. O,yes, I am that
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. ' | that found
hyplienated half of Johnson~Forest, not Ces “’é but Temdancz? %hﬂ'%‘u‘g:mpitﬂi’ist

s Tirst of .I-tltisn.’w. and then of t.herorld ataze of caplitalism, 231 tied
clogely to the aralysis of iis uppesita, stage of workers! revelt,

Although not a founder, a leader eethe third of the trio that formleted -
'the analysie, net ln 194} when vamen dld the nolitical anzlysis cnd I the economic, - .
but by the mid-1940's when Hogellan philosophy became more thaa a popular knswledguble
rudical phrase, but & matter of dlzging into Hezol diractly-(immieney- - '’
RSP e N s vhe d1d the phtilosophic work generslly wau Greee Chin
iee, ' Since @ho was not an alected leader to the Trotskylste her name does not appoar
_in tiy name of the Tendency, but no one doubted who YGraca' ¥an nor was hur jame
aiwuly absent, for, as Ria Stonz, rhe did #ign many of the doctments by the end
of the 1940%s, aud, in fact, i tho one that wrote the sectlon on "Philosophy of State—
Capitalism in eur major final documant handed to Trotekyisa fn 1950 and called
STATE CAPITALISH AND WORLD REVOLUTTON, which J haz bosn busy "republishing" under
hie oun namo alene, beinr fond espeelally of the phiicoephiz soctlon written by 3la
Stens and the part on mode of lebur in Russis snd the oS by myseli, So be itf (ill
the deourents as written have been deposited by me with “SU Labor History,®)
TR Waat doss L1t nave 4o do with "ropublishing" Dialectic Notes? Wall,
¢« . o Tarst Ris Stene criticirzed it from a strictly philosophlc-ecademic angle, (She was
-7 ‘the enly trained philescphor and her. ph.d. was in Hegslian philomaphyy )1 did not see
that pertioulsr critioism as it was in form of perconal lotiers betwsen her and hie,
‘Butm few waeks theresfter, when I completed the transiation of Lenin?s Miilomophic - o
GOEkn _, 'A.new correspandence started botween the thres of USweOn & VArYy muei fgl -
mre conoreve and, strictly, (paragroph by paracraph type of diu'cuznlon)philosophﬁfu :
It stepped.in"1950 when, on the one hand, it all holped in formulatsf that final
dedtent,” and, on the other hayl, the great Genoral Strike of Miners “#d on, and I
procesisd te Wast Virglile to participate An it. {The Yorzantown pupers w=s tried
. playing up my “rele", but this crucial sirike erupted long; bufors I got thaers, and
_my:¥rsle”™ was no more than working with one group of miners who did sonsider the
- - Bumanlon of Marxism reel and vho, duch lster, did reappesr in Msrxism and Froedom
. spesking for thsimelves acelnet Autemction. ) ] .
S e . In 1953, when Stalin died, I was elated enough to bagin breaking
- down the Absclute Idea as that movament from practice gory and e new socisty.
Six weeks before the.June 17th East Cerman Revolt (May 20th, to be exact) Graca was
#o axcited sbout those letterm a= to writo that what Lenin's Fhilosophic Rotebooke
' ddd 1n 1914, tho May 12 and May 20th Letturs on the Abscluts Idag vwordd do in 1953,
~That wee the beginaing of the end of the J=F T, although the actusl breskup oceurred
- only aftexr Jamos had returned to England and the govarnmont dididsd to make that listing
“that so scared Johnsonythoush he wes no longer under this goverament's “harrassmentt,
ha did break up the Tendsn:y, then broke also with Grace, and his brand new resppearances
doss 1ist "William Gormun" as still around for "Pechnlcal Help of". ihy bother with
"&achnioalities? when the Gloasary 1lsts Zinoviev as “inconstant associate ol Lonin."

Yours,
*I thought I did turn over to you a llatin; of the Archives I there deposited {and
aveilable to librarles iwemveh on micvefilm) under titis of Harxist=-Humonism: 19011969
whilch is dividad in two Pazts, Part One dealing with State -'Japlt‘.ailum.l}'&l-l%s vhen
aplit oifliciaily occurred, and Purt T™vo when the continuanco of that original tendency
developed into Maryist-Huranism,wkthvgmtitortie
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June 16,1972

Dear Friends:

. Ome puparbaek publisher is asking me te asae in Ter an interview at
the eni ef the montds nevhepy it will result in pn actual contracts HNever was
the nged fer philesiphy snd revelutien (sins capital lottering because that is i
- what 14fs itself demands) mere urgentc It mede mo think that it i» alse necessery
te draw a balance sheet of the past assesiatien with James, ard I sm preparing
sevieiime di-ing the precenventien discussien a plecs te be called FOR THE RECORD
(Radical imerica Starts its Marxist Path by Rewriting History). it the same tius
ona. strange thing happered last month when I received a letter from s prefessor
whish asked my cemments on "Netes en the Dialectic! and asked me alze te seni my
“advice' to its auther, C.L.R.Jemes.”™ (Which shews you in just whkat ivery tewsrs
these philesophers live in,) Since that particular "gok! is truly his{os against ¥
these that were part of the Tendency and shich he suddenly is rapublishing as 47
bhe in their sele anthsr) I had not included & critigue ef it in YFer the Record.!
Yhether or not I will de #o, I thought you weuld be intsrested in my lettar ta
the prefasser, ao here is mest of it:

. I typed Janmes®s "Netes en tho Ddaicotic!
back in 1948. At that time I thought it was Yzreat", but o think that seoho shs
olaimc ts write "not explanatiens' of the dialectie, but 'directly the dialestio
-1teell’ would cenoider that, out of the past twe critical decades, nathing had
sterged that wevrld demand he rewrite it,. is,surely stagnant thinking, especially

. wheon ene kag ended on semething se far from reality ms: "The Stalinists are «ver=
running Chine., Thoy ainm at Burma, Kersa, the Malay Jtates, Indenesis, Inde«China

axd Indla,! (p.245) . . -
‘ . The structure of these 246 pages is very
‘lepalded indecds Thus, ne less than 65 vagos are devotad to the Prafaces, but the.
whale Dectrine of Being rates & mere 7} pages. The Dectrine of Hasuence (pp.74el()
weuld seuxm te have getton a mare serieus trsatment, except that a reading ef 4t -
shown that James began okipping as seen as he reached Grevwnd (which is baraly
Seatien One, moch less Sectiens Two and Thres). Nsvsrtheless, aince we de here
heve tho advantuge that the refarcnces are to histeric perieds (net enly 1948,USA,
but roszing threugheut the world frem the English revelution ef 16U40-48 through
the Grest French Revelutlan, and dewn to "teday", at which peint the auther
sende us on & "Lenintet Interlude” (pfl02) which is f£alicwed (as scon &5 he ends
" with Beeence (pel4S) centinues inte "Leninism and the Notion"(up te pel59), we
oan at leaet get to know wiat James thinks. '

O.ke,that is 8 great number of peoges,

containg a serisus oindy of Lenin., DBut that annlyais ig strictly pelitical,
Tas authar evviously did net know Lonin®s Philesophic Netesbooks. Here ia hew _
he rofers to thens (pp.102.3) "I remember on my Journeys betwoes Hissowri and N.Y.
stepplug at Vashingten and R.calling eut an atesight translation from Lonin’s
Russisn notes, and my scribbling thew down. I still have the natebosk. I get
pleniy, hut not nearly anough.®

That nertainly is trua. ‘The only two quotations
Hamus rafers to are the one cnes Lanin writos on VLeap" against graduslness,
and his erxclitement sbeut the dislectic as "Yevement arndi self-movsment" (wrengly
attributed by James to tue remarksz in the Docirins of Essence whersas Lsnin had .
made thuse conclusions long hefere he battlad with the Doctrine of Fusence.) This

“James bad writton to this professer: "I talte the liberty of sending you a werk of my owma..

a study of the dialectic of Hegal, not explanations of the dialectie but the dialectic
1tenlfyeal rogrot to soy that it is the only direct study of the dialestic that Y lnowesaI

am ceopcerned with t-ying to find ocut what gualified peoplo think ef my basek anl the pessibile '
ity ef normal publisation." He sent him what he called thu!2nd editionViit was miseographed
by Yrriends of Facing Reality",1971. Obviously ths professor theught I could take the mettor

&ff his hands.
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is no simplistic matter sbout "quotatlons." The point iz that the one "lesp! :
Junos makes is in The Lsctrins of Essezce, and so in love is he with Hegells !
- profound aualysis of Contraiiction that even in the'l971 editien" he h&s the third . ‘

e cucmiise by Hogel retyped as MAppendix'. Dut as James keeps repsating over
and over agsir that wes jot "tho new" Tor cur age, for our Tendencys bis task’ k
wvas suppoxad to be to work out the Doctrine of the Netlion. But ths enly (and it
is the scldovement, the cnly one James can chelk up) Mworking out® is the recogs
nitien that Lenin®s slegan, "to s man".was the new (niversal. ‘

.But what does ho do with thoDoctrinp of the Notien or that which he
spocified ag his gosl, that is, the relatienship between spontaneity and
organiastion? Well, first, he says "We have te get hold of the Notien of the
Absslute ¥dea, before we can s2e this ralstion hetween organization and spen=
tanetty in iis concrete truth." (p. 125) Then (pp.126=143), vhare he is supposed .
te develey the matter, we got nc further than a heavy reliance on Ergles' Dlalectios
¢f Naturg s "Engels hie what is in my medest cponion & very satlsfylrg pessage en
“the juigiant.® (#.127) He barely reaches further.than juat tho calegeries theaselvasi
Undversel, Particular, Individual, As ususl, just as comas 49 a diffizuli passage
in Hogal, he departs to the particular, in this case Trotsky®s theory ef perzanent
roavoluticn, Unfortunately, though he achisves sometbing by "applying® the fixed
‘particular te Trotsky®s theory of natiormmlized property = srcialism, he secms
‘to ba able to do nothing at all with his theory of permanent revolution. Indwed, '
if you happen to knew that he now claims thet the peasantry 1z the revolutlonary
force ¢hich he, "third world theorist!, discovers, back in 1948, he lsaves out
antirely that oritical question, the role of the peasaniry on which Trotsky was
most csruradly always wrong on, but what he claims in 1971 was the furthest
thing from nls mind in 1948, As for Hegel himself on theDsctrins of Notion, he
hardly gecs bayond that firsi chapter (p.256 to be exact) Ho had taken:so
wany interludes on politics, without answeriang his questisn Zitiat We Shall Do¥,
at which point ha dnes define Trutoiky as "Synthetic Cognition® (pp.168-1274) At
that peint At would appear, we will deal with dbsolute Idea, if not with all
that cazes betyeen p.256 und pelbé, But here ws have an abundance of quotatlons
with hardly anytaing Mdirect frem James, unless by "directly"” Jhmes meant
qactivg Hegel directly. Well and good! But the misplaced pasan of piraise to
igels hercly shows James knows much about the Absolute Idea for it is buttressed
by: "Engels has susmed up once and for all, despite ail the modern philozophers
writes the fandamental distinction in philosephy is the primacy of materialism
being or idselism or idealism: knowing.'(p.174) -

78 that all. And if that is all on the dialectic, then what about James®
own goal abeut spontaneity and organiestion? 'he Party is the knowirg of the
proletariat as baing. Without ths party the proletariat knows nothing.” {ps186)
Thet zounds absolutely unbelievable dn view of the fact that the whola ssoilon
1x, righitly, devotod to the axpose of the degsneracy of the party and the need
for spentaneity, always greatly praisads; How, then, caa auch hyperboles {80
characteristic of James)oomuit so fantastic a contradiction as to claim that
"mfithout thc party the prolotariat knews nothing"? I'm dfrald yeu will have to
ask him. Just suck nonsensical formulations pepper the “book!, and, if you siouid
cajt tjos tp jos attemtion, hefll find the exact opposite on some other page teo
quote, not the least of which is the sudden and endless diverslon to the
English revelution of 1640.48, then ‘o France,1789-193, where, believes it or not,
he asys the ambryo of state-capitalism wae born!

why .
I must now get back to mhat I referred to your letter as-a strange ens, why
Jomes wruld hardly appreciate my Uedvice',as you put it, and why, in 1948, I
did censider them “great.! It was, as Hames does admit on p.l45, sen famille";
4t served az a stimulus te Meursalves" getting dewn te Hegel. I, for example,

rowptly got down to translating Lenin®s Philosophio Notebooks in written Lorn,
which I presentsd to James a3 my "gift". T am that " of JohnsoneForest,

net _ group, but Tendenoy that founded the stato=capitalist theory, tied
closely to an analysis of its opposite, stage of workers? revolt....Grace Chin Lee
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(Jjoined after we worked captalisn;, B
(Ria 3tone) was tho third 4 the trio of lesdership.~Fesaise she/did not ooy, IR
# foruel post of leader in the SWR. her name did not appear in tho name of the B
Tewlancy, but 4t did cese, she was the only
he carried on a personal 4
iticized, from a strictly "academict:
op in that digging into Hegel followed -
_ this tixe on a puch more precise level,
section by sectlon in Hegel's Science of logic and ity 1elevance for our wge, It
stopped 10 1950 whea. on the one handg it all. helped in formulating that final X
ducument. we wrote in SWp, 8 Capitalisu and Worid Rovolutions*, and, on the other -
hand, the General Strike of miners wen on, I procesded to West Virginis te partici.
pate in it. (The Morgentowm papers tri«d playirg up "“Troiskyist rolet there, but,
in truth, that magniriosnt strike not euly arupied spontunsously and parsisted for
9 long monthe and first nasrly a decads later did T reproduce vhat the ndners said
‘tgalust Avtozation before ever the word was inventud in that last chapter nn
Autcaation and the New fomanisa in irm and Fpraodem,)
in 1953, when 3 died, T was cia the

. Idee as )

Rvcset £ L practics to theore a 2 ocioty, That was @ix wesks before tho
] Jane East Germen Rev. 683 Jottars of May 12 and Hay 20th
(included 1o the jabor Archives of WU whare the RD Colloction ix deposited, as

written. not as rewcitton by James zome two decades after the avents) so eroited :
Grace ‘that, with her usual hyporioles, wrote. that what Lenin®s Philosophic Notebooks
Gobdersd in 191Y%, the 12 and May 20th lottera ca theAbsolute Idea would do

for the ¥ovarent in 1953, Tut was the beginning of the wnd of ths JohnsoneForest

’

R IR Y

Tondency, although the sotual brealt up .ocourred after the government decided o

make tae listlng. that so scarsd Johnson as to to make 1% his business to broak wp o
the Tendency, I 20y c&se, he hed raturned to England where he wae safe frem EVerie .
mont®e harrasgmofit; than he broke alse with Graso, and his Present rexppearance :
. upder "Friende of Feolng Reality" and whatever bothers little about these “echnicale:
itles"s but sy bother about a:-precise documentation wvhen the “Gloggary" to the
Notez on Dialectic he sent you now lists 2inoviev as "inconstant associate of Lenin"y

Fow to more important matters, N&L this issus will contain a
histerie, exeiting docrawnt, to which we*ll devote 2 whele pego and have to ieave
much materisl umpublished, It is tho actual discussion of the Polish workers
with Glerelc when they wers on general strike last yesr. POLISH WORKERS SPEAK will
give yei anvther dimension to spontancity and ravolution and pbllosophy in Eest
Burepo and should, alco, be of great rolevance to the new type of intervention in
our present battle of ideas andaotivities,

Owyes, it deims on me that since we have many new members we
should also inform you that, though non-members have saus privileges other thap
voting at our convention, they cons by invitation only, That is to say, ocach
Jseal. recommends those they consider are moving in ewr direction, or wish to see
the organization as a whole, but exclides, natwally, any wiio sre associated with
anti=Mirxist-Hiumanist tendenciea, We have to work out our Parspectives for tha
yerr, ani we must do so xiMr as a collectiva body in session, seriously concerned
with our growth in the context of Philesophy and revolution here and now.

Youra, Raya
from
**5ince James is a0 fond of quoting/that document the final section on lPhildsophy
of State-Capitalism! which Grace wrote, and the"Mede of Iavor in Russia" whish I
wrote, it is laughable indeed to ses it in "ropublished! under his name alone. 4h,
well, so be it for the time, Rewriting cf history does not atand up for long evar.
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