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Deaxr Iring Fetechar: o :
Thank you vezy mush for your kind letter of ih

18th and the eerlous critique of Ehidesophy and Hevoiution, Pleace;

forgive mo for firet turning to a request for the typs of critiqus
pPublisher calls “quotable commsnts”, I did not understand whethsy
you meant the one to me as the one also for publigher, or vwhether
you mean to write one more formal one directiy %o publisher who,

e
incldentally has just moveds . pi4ooo Huett, Editor-ineChief
Dall Publighing Company
1 Dag Hammarskjold Plazs
New York, N.¥.,10018,

I do hope you can write that one (with,I hope, copy to me) by end
of Februsry, '

_ Now then your eritique, I must ba brlef sinoe
I'm busy going through the copyedited manuscript. Vhereas I cannot:
intreduce some changes baged on your critique now, I do intena to
do ‘a0 on the galley proofs which will be ready March 13th. Firs
let me make clear that what vou call "departing frem™ NMarx I.oczll.
rostating Marxism for our-own age. From the In¥st page of the .
Introduction to the last page of the text I keep inelisting that,
no matter how great Hegel, Marx, Lenin,  they could rot possibly i
... nawar the wrohlams. of 2ur ags; Sily We CAall Naturalily I tried tog
do that, and your appreclation of Chapter 9 regarding”the new’
reosions and new forces " ghowa that, fundamentally, we do pee
alike both on Women's. Liveration, on Black, and on peasantry es
& revolutionary selfedevelopinz subject, . Where we do not sse @
. to eye 1s ‘to think that what ig had to be, ' B

0f course, you are right that Stalin's rejection of i

."negation of the hega n%rgg consequence, not crigin, of Russian:
totalitarianiem, But/Ho gy_is 2rwe that it is Stalin who drove
the pemsantry to toial opposition to the stoto drive to collaectiviad
zation, no% that the peasantry drove Stalin to his crines. It is
that e new stags of world cap tallpme-=-state~capitalism~-found the
perfect “mimsionary" in Stalin, Perheps I took For granted that
the readers know my past wrltings on Russia, and I should draw in
more of tha "materielv frounds for my views Into this.
point was that the Marxists,
unable to £i1l any theoretic .
philosophic grounde-the Hegelian-Marxian dialectic and Lenin tyin,
to cateh up but remmining smbivalente=-as Jumping off point they
simply will not make it and all that will face us are more

“unfinished, sborted revolutions and thus counierwrevalutions,

Though I cannot develop 1t here, I should say that

while while I do differ in my view on %he peasantry ae revolutio

I by no weans think we can do without proleteriat, From the time

Kerx was advising tha Russians that, perhaps, they could shorten

the birthpangs of capitalism to leninys 2nd CI Congrass Thesis

on Nationzl Question and Colowlzl, saying 1f world imperislism
could be undormined through Pekinz if no%' through Berlin, then even Russia
should be willing to subordinate-its revolution to an uncoming gremter revol
tion all Marxists knew that socialism could not be in ono country, must have,
if not world scope, at lemst a combinetion of technologically advanced with
the more revolutionary"backward" countries, So it isn't peasantry by
themselves, and our age doas have the advantage of new passions and now forces
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