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- Dear Harry, o : ; _
. ou have no idea how very exclited I wes to get your letter regardling
Lenin and the whole concept of philoscphy and organization. HAL Gonmittaes
ars oo young that questlons relating o Lenin®s tims sppesr ebatract; I
dars say that for most history hegan in the 1560fs. _

"~ You really hit the nall on tha head (thoughf your modesty made you .
put it in the form of & questicn) when you asked whother Len.'mg pergpective
had been to copy the structure, not to mention the masns following, of ‘
Qeorgan SD. That 48 4t 4n a mitshell. Everyone from the Follsh expononf
of spontaneity (BL) to Leninfs overiy~centralized party hed a single uocdel
befors them: Keukoky's varty. %bhis iz why Bosa did not bresk with ths
paviy. even though she had gotbten Keuvskyls opporiunist muaber long hefors
Lenin bed Znoceght ‘about it Thet iz way Lsnin, who hungered for just such
& mazs party, could nob understaud why Ksuteky eud Resa sud the ravision.
iats all oppozed him when the trath was that 4t was Tsarisa that folstad
upoa them such extremely illegai work that thers was no other way to-
functicn end remaing aiive thar to carry eut &0 tight a digoipiine. (For
that maticr Rosa had to 4o the exaot sane thing in her iittle group bub
she' didnft make a theory of it, whereas Lexniu d1d.) On the cther hand, - _
hs wes the only one in the whoie, International who aid have in his program

frea the very outset the guestion of workers® power, congqiszt of i%, and

the question that thoro could be.no revelutlon unless.thore was & revolu-

‘tionary theory. The fonly® trouble there was that that cane gppreciation -

_.of thoory .-z-ege.rdigg revolution aid moi carry through to organization, aad
rhxeExanExkias .

_ the time in 1914 when ke first grasped the universalit
ef the dialectio, including the dislectic of organizational development,
At wva3 neyap speiled. ‘oube You may recall that the first day of the -
February Eevolution his telegram was still on the levael of combining
iegal “with. 41legal work. It was only on the sacend daywhen he cabled,
Never again within the Second Internatiomal, Never again like the
Sooctal Demoorasoy.¥ - .

In a word, there was a 2} year lgpse between the fall of the Second,
a 2k year lepse during which he went to-town beantifully on the Nationsl
question, on the imperialist war boling trancformed lato a oivil war )

A, ] o
ST P ghtAng ®inperialist eccnomlsm? among his own Bolsheviks who wenb EnYtra-

Left? in trying to throw out or abt least blame &s fully the prolatariat

- a8 the betraying leadcrship, and want even as far &5 to say: nob like
2% (Zimmerwald or Kienthal) will do. And yet, and yet, that dlalectio,
 when it comes to organization, had no ramifisations. It began in April
upon his return to Russia and meebing all the antegonisms from hls Boishe-
viks on the quesiion of pubting the struggle for gtabes powsr on tho agenia.
And he raicad the slogan of all powsr to the Sovists and the most famous
and greatest of all statements was to threaten to resiga from the leader~
ship end "go to the sailors® but he diga't give up the pabty arvd ims
altogether too forgiving vhen they did rut the question on the agends.

So over and over again we ere baok to the fact that only in his Will

does he bk state that the biggest thecretician didn®t understand the
dlalectic and that if the factional fights really represent cless differ-
ences, then nothing hs said could nossibly stop the collapee of the first
workerst state.

This dichotomy hetweeen philosophy and organization, This over
appreclation of Lassalle who had bullt the first worklng class mass organ-
igation, even if it was mostly for electorate purposes, has kapt us in a
vige from which we batter free curselves with exfending Philosophy and
Revoiution to its becoming the orgarization tuilder. I 40 hope you
will write more on your experiences in organizations amd its gaping lack
of philosophy.

Yours, Raya 1418%




