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Oon p. _56 he’ quotes t eho Bas 0 mg a.l'.-ia;,'s Lnderstood }'ow-(;’”?‘

:the ntrugglemst be. E\rldently, thﬁ wag wr1tte also agraj
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v pE - That tokes '

hé“)%O‘{ 5Lh RS’DP Congreas. eape':mlly Sirce 3 Dic was how much the
: ee.rr. Trom the :Rusclan prol. ‘And Rosa ingistod that 1t‘
the Russian’. tha.*t was the va.nguwr‘ of the inter') working cl. btrugglc_. o
Specz ica.lly, 1gke wrote, that ithe RE waz{"not ec much the last act in the
-qtf-._-s of ‘bourgevis revns of .ik2-19th c.L;ébthe forerunner of'the new seriew §
/::.i' future prol revns in which the consc1o.13 prol. & 1is vangun.rd,'o]::‘ _are '
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alao {2, _that he says. LT alone drew the political.
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G and that one . I will gothrough puge by page.
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~ with the opporite error, as. Af-the-workers' movement-had to be taught from the
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'h g’ a. most 1mporta.n't proae of Betram Nolée who deczded 10 give. hm
a_y “Weniniem or Marxism?" %o a work by BL thad had no ewch name,
s cil-léu' by h rgaarmatmnnl_m GQuestions Q,Rue-a&aa-goc‘
Danr‘"“'Betra.m Wolfe's excuse for the mlsnaming k33 Tnat”‘tﬁ‘ “1itle ie "mogi
‘dtﬁructzbﬁ" ‘end if that isn't Enough Rovert Conques i says that that t;tle
- rwas supposedly RL’s own choice as ‘she supposedly foypd—i; 'su*able' d ﬂxen
f‘ claims that even thope who know differenily, - uraly dcea. do

hink thh‘l. the article. was a'rn ge t&_DLonin's WA g To _B%;thereas
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. she .actually. wrote hus in the contrad;ctory pas:r.j;ons atiributed t to’ Cher, Ly
J.'i:ﬁuaser .and KrTeclty, arcm&'hed/u bl their own opposed porture.'
reupcn NG stupid" talks of her oppesition or at least separation irom
ﬁ'ﬁ'zzﬁorganlczst conception?-and what in the hell iz that? o
1 mc.ea 8 referetice to Lenin's Col Wk&. PP 474-—4] (it must be E\ne .
Bt Torwardy =1:wo Ste'a}ack-}—-fm} ﬂrids, H&H-rme’t.or, ecuv. why cven 114-7
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aDolitical dimension of the’ WaCe struggles as such from ‘t.ne W
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-/ ebild glone overcome, " ‘ throug eiven a niew
; meanlng, specifigalls ¢ statﬂ-ghﬂ"“n ‘@ his is wherer
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