' ‘March 13, 1968

Dsar Rishard Asheveft,

, Thank you very muoh for your serious, detalled and helpiul
lstier of the 12th. You may rest asoured that differances of viewpnint
have alvays stimulated, rothor than hindersd, aay dislogus that I have
carpied oh, both on a theorotical and pracidecal leval. This is especiatly
true &8 it relatwe to yourself for, outside of Herbert Marcuse, I have itone
in tho profuasorial field with wiom 1 can discuss Afalectico. It 1s true
thet your lest letler was more on tho political fiold than the philosophle,*
el A% is a0 loge sppraciated, _ .

. I am only worry thet 1 evidently had not seat you the chapter,
"The Shook of Pecoznition and the Philosophie Azbivalenco ef Lenin", and
T will vy %o £ind & copy to send yot now. Also, endlossd is tho pamphiet
that will, ilkewise, becore a chapten ﬁ the book, whish deels mainly with
Lanin's dispute with'bukbarin on the dis the prolotariat as Subject and

waich 1 eall W Merxigh Husaplsm. Also, I wonderod whether

yom hadnth read the two chepters (Al srd XIT, ppe 1 77=-207) in Yerxisx and

%ﬁnh dael with the abange in Lenin's position on tha Vanguard '
ity Trom 1903 tarough 1923, | S |

until I hear from you cn the above
. nt. our letiur since the question us to you '
i in your:letter, ie not the whole I¥ it had been written

snaiderdtion of ©y intorpretatioh, At the sdue time, huvever, I

ot take noté of At leest & few points tlat you montien. I wasa't so much

-7 ‘interested ia 'ths.quotations from vhat ir to bhe Lonst since I consider it

7. the meat mizused book," the one on'hich he changsd his pesition quite
- GiatieaLlyi S Iti a8 trus that ke, Mxself, continued to use it lony after he
- atatad, wosk:sategerically, - on the basis of the 1905 Rewolution (which ia
" whore She' expression "massos as. reeson® appsars) and, of -cpurse, an the bawlo

» Al

L of - the 1917 Bevelution e« that the preletariat was far in advance of the party

and’ the party far iz advance of the loaders, What I an concerned with 48 tho
relerendes to the vorks after 1914 and especislly after 1917, For exasple,

. you .qug__m,f"{olme'ﬂn.. IX3, X ard X1I. of the Selectei Works, all of wnich
I, of ceursu, read axd from nons of vhich d3d I seem to have the same inter=-
pratation as you did, Take p, 233 of Voluse VII., where Lonin definitely
wses “Baokwerd sections of the Germin proletariat! ard the fact that the
Sevist systes was Mrot cloar to largn macses of the politically aducated
Garszn werkerss® and p. 279, 4in which the phasant is likewiss included ae
avong the hackward olements. It is in the very same article (p. 277) in
which he wrobte "we tmntal to show that wo rocognized only one road ~=changes
fvan balows we wantad the workers themselves te draw wo, from bolow, the new
princip lo of sconomic sonditions."

Very obviously, it is not 2 nuestion of me quotlng ono thing and
you quating another, bu% of Lenin himself, supposodly, saying very opposite
. thingd on vory noarly tho same page. The point, it seoms to ma, 18 one of
taking mt only the whole of tho articlo ax ageinst any single section but,,
ahovo a1},of conaidering who io bsing addrassed, vhat are the historie cir-
cumatances, what, if you'll pardon ue, i3 the dialectic of each momant,

s Incidantally, there wvas an arror in my chapter on Trotsky - I never road

what I dictate unfortunately and I dictated (p. 16) “philosophic", not

npaliticsl concepts,® I do not vonsider, howuvar, that that is the real

reasen for the differcncos betweon us because ovon though I stressed there

and everywhero also the philosophis changes,politics 1s also involved, 1 4 025
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"In the tws guotations, under disaussicn, the first wus an attack on Lausoky
and Hlfarding whe wemo attan _ "bankrupt thooreticlans® pat \
doctions of tie German proletariat,»
ttacked the decond Internstional, 24 =y bocauage it
“aristooracy of lsbort, Ferhaps the fatter exprossion sounds
nereadmnoad than Ay talk of backwsra seations., Bt in both ceso3, the
‘reforence is not to the prolotarist as o uhole, hut to certein seutions of
i, And the ¥hole thrill in radisoovering Hezal wee the degalian concept
thet: each unit eontaing the opposite wi that evify single
thirg, elmant, poarson, principle, can bp transforasd into iig oppoaits, s
5ad had e trovblo with seolng the degradation o capltalim:, “hat wms new
aid shocking was to seo labor, sections of it, transforred into thotr opposite,
inelaling that part whion hed bwen reared cn ¥arxism ond, hera, I reight add,
ot enly the section of tha Harxists uhe batrayed, but thosa, liko Bukharin,
«ho wag o Bslatiovdk, a sterling revelutionzry, whase methed of thinking was
nevartheloes, etc, ete, ate, :

. Wnat I am saying, therafore, is that tho section you queoted: did
5 conaidared that t was incapeble of
thought in 1903, but, that.
of arises thag apuld certai;i.
‘Ruch dilferent than what Yary
Nery «= or it wes nothing,
but you alwsys had to g0 "dospoer andt
evslutionary,

tation thet you unaed s, howsver, more, somtingly, all~
: not te any one saction, sdvenced on beolorand,
oletariat ', poasant, but the mgutes as o wholo, whe £14n't shea to grasp
811 tha ranify atlone of tha Soviet, Chviously, it could nof have noant the
o vhule or ‘the Soviels wouwld never have trigen, What it did mesn wae that the
i ~Bolmheviks, who wera g2 iy thinking of the coiquast of political powar,
© vhorosd, the: proletariet ‘still had 4iusions about the nedlly gained deagnracy
o, perhapa,’ + xl, a8 Eany did An the Jily Deye thas the Holsheviks
ar than the Manoheviks or even not a8 good, althoush the
iating on holding on to 00ise olovants 4n the
In any ‘cage, Lenin, at various timos, in oppoming tha So0~2a1) i
. "storning of the prolstayiath by witra-leftists that sinee it vag the :
' stariut that hednft wrlarstood, one had to be patimmt, exslain fully,
move csuticusly wte,e

By making a q thoory,

and the masges to 1923,
nean that the
Pﬁlimal. I
but, that ¢l » Thae historic continulty aa

nmant applies az mush to thsory as it does

to the prolstariat and the pmsant, Sach ae practice and theory; seedapamins
and party; peasant ool Soviel we is enowsiiled by iteslf; only An unity can
they hopa te cloza the chapior of the bro=hintory of mankind and begin the
devalopment of human powor, from itsolf, an both 20ans and orxl, '

L do hopo I will hear fron you, not to nuch on tho lott.cr.althu:u;h
I mierslly want your comaents, but on the subjaci,as a wholo, as it is doalt,
with by ms, both in the beok that hag already baon publisiho! and in the proe
Jectad word, Yours
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