Sl Ju ly 28, 1979
jaar Peter, :
' Bmamuse ¥ wag (and em) 80 very enxious to experiment with an

antohtgous youth group, and bacsuss you are so pivotal to that de=
wolbpieat, end becuuse it wea peceesary for you to begin siaking
“gmmt'rootl- in LA, T did not £ind wa dsy the brief tizme you were
‘hexs to discuss your very imporiant work on Ri. I must now at
leart reisc soxe cuestions that I would need %o know when I see
you at the Plesun —- and I do hope I will have saveral hours with
¥ou, 80 'you batter let me kiuow exectly when you'rs -arriving end wnan ‘
you haye: to leeve, sinte it's generally the day after the Flenua, :
not before, when I wouid have time to digcuse thisa. '

T if..‘.-r;;.l'tatg cf.the concrote mettersa thet I want to kaow before I
. mdisappeer” e wiat 18 evaileble on the Wsat Coaot, that is to eay, -
1s thare such a thing es compiete worke, elther fnlLi or in Bay Are

- oy Stanford? In what alnguage? ' :

% Before even that question Lo looked into, what have ,y_i_ou
your-1ibrary?. I was quita emazod 40 hear from scmeons tha
~ ‘fuelly-do heve, if not couplete, selocted worka of Luxembur
-o6uld tast be -and I not kuow 4t? When did it happed? I meen, why
wdlild-you have done exactly what 1 asked, aa if that was 211 %here
wgs to the quastion ¢f HL, instead of xk at once telling ne whgt you
have, in whet language, covering what ecope of work, edited by whou, .
and.1s that work handled chronologically or by subject matter Kr Just
on the ‘basis of what some faction wants to reveal? Zuvely under= -
utand thet I not oniy. have the highest opintan of your tale
T would dspend upon ell sort of independeat, creative siiggestiuns,
Juat 'to cite one example, rogarding tite fact that i1t cannot be
1imited 0 questions I ask, ie the fect that when I first b to
wark; 1910 wab ghe pivotel point. Firat, becauese that 1s whegre she
saema 80 Zer.in advence of everyone, Lenin included, by hav senged
‘Keatsky's opportunism long before enyons: else even dreemed ie hole
lenging Keutsky., Saconily, (snd this shaws how even WL can one 8

narrowing rather than e brosdening tgoint, and wtcr{.thanks to dlalec~

tizs and revelution, I moved into the fact that it's not only R, or
WL, or both together, but must be focused on Morx®a phllosop, \oi'
revolution, Marx end no one el se)and most imporcantly, that ive
change in focus lerd to my finding the 1807 Congress and meking the
central point the 1905 Revolution. 4And isn't dielectics greetiiand
today=iish, for I found it just in time for the Iranian Revo on.

0K, that means that no matter how importqnt and needed a ques-
tion T raise must alwaye be related to ell that RL is, So I repeat:
whet works do you have, what perioda de¢ they cover, can you translzate
the contents poge for me? Do you have the books with you, or would
yeu need to ask scmacne to pring them ia the Plenum, or batie r stiil,
Mike is going to be there Aug. 5 for a few dsys, 3¢ could he get
Lthem?

One more question in regerd to your translation: I don't sec
sk whether you could easily locate a quotation that I would ques-
tion, The specific point I have in mind &s LT's 1010 article in NZ
Your psge number is 16, and it comes under saction Vv, on "The fac=
tions' method...” The lest sentence in that persgraph, you use the

expression, "Only by their cbmpilation-~by overcominrg the extremes,”
What Ls the vord for compilation. From Lenin's eritique of that
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‘aprticle, I would Judge that +he word, iratesed, is conciliation,-
Surely Lenin's theorwtical cxitigue of Tretelyy i dirsoted sgeiinst
sonciliationism, conciiistor, and Trotasky, once he aoceptad Lenin's

Aeritique of him es conciliatar and hie going‘!.BO, dsgrases arcund on

"‘the question of the partytc leed, was all toc h py to ascept the

- eritique of conecilisticnian and t':eing a caneiliator, aem 47 that - °
caly moant on the crganizetional question. And we %ratqlqi st 811 -
sccopted that. Rven when I began my stn;ﬁ)?h gﬁn‘at frotabylan
and ot only ca the Ruesiaun gquestion «- not then acce % ‘

' that he was wrong only on the organizetionsl quistion, I neverthe~
Jeos thotght that that is what Lenin was eriticizing him for, -~ ;

- Sined Ive begun studying the 1905 Ravolution, not as pmet but as :

- relovant presant, 1% 1s that very article you translated and Lanin'g-.

- ehewar.-which convipced me that winersas Lt ia trus the immediate 14ime

f attask wae the bounding back and forth between Menshevima and |

~'Belshavisn and nsutrallss, 14 wes actuelly the higheat pariod of a

toeoratical woekness thet wes involved.

- So you see how crucial kx a tesmtf'gmetimes becomes. I'm
retty sure thet thers waere seversl times in your translation of
il that T definitely questioned the traawlation of a word that
seams to me a person who hes been around for along time and knows
1 ithe "naune-throwing" that ha¢ been gzoing on in the poat-ilsxx
arxi st movement would not have used. Since thers waes no immediate
nscessity for my knowlng the oxset word, I did not write you about
- But now that L'i thinldng more concretely of actual work, I
0 want to know most concretely how you go about in your transle-
ion and easy you would find anything that I questioned. what
18 beatl "acedem.icslly” is when s word eppears quite pivotal to
the thought, the.transletor would slwsys include £ in perentheseae
the word of the originsl languege. I'm sure I need not belabor the
point aebout Begriff, alienation, sublimation, entfrendung, =nd m
forth, and how umany yesra since ilegel died? You won't find any
r\ pranimity on what is wbdbhunge 4And the only correct thing under
\Athaae circumstances is to say, I'n using oy owi translation but
'/here 13 the officisl or vrthodox or whatevers o8t of the time, I
i! "capitulated™ to the hfussian translation of Lenin’s Notebooks, but
! sometimes I absolutely refused, and since it simply does not pay te
divert the question to ™who 4s right®, I would sive both trenslie-
tions (incidently, I sbsolutely ebhor by now the translstion of
Lenin's Will that the Trotskyists made; the officiael is definltely
better; and to think that 211 thosze yearswe were eeting as if VIL
called N8 "the grcatest theoreticien" whereas in fact it wee g
great theorotician. Cr to come down to low level of Johnsoni am,
who hed quoted Hegel as "error is the dynenuic of truth" whoreas
Hegel had uesed it as "a dynesmic of truth®,) Enough'*

Yours,

*0n second thought I don't want 1t to be enocugh. Since though I've
often related the indident orally, I8ve never put it in bla€k ang
white and it shoudd be. I'm referring to the fact thet the American
Trotekylets, its intellectuals, its leaders, were moking life quite
miserable for me hen I was with LT, by endless ietters &s to how I was
"taking advantege" of LT not being fluent in English, and "passing my-
self off" as a competent transletor. When the lettepr actually =sccused me
of "misleading“ LT, I approached him and said I was sorry bother him with
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