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Dear Dave:

It was 'great hearing from you, and perhaps thieg time,
you actuslly will come to the convention, which will be the last
time it will be held in Detroit.

] ~ Your letter of March 4 was quite revealing of the stats
of CiLRJamesise , who unfortunately ssems to have influsnce among
trinidadians and the Caribdean generally, which means that he has
forgotten even such past history of his own development in the
308 that it led him to come to Trotskyiem instead of accepting the
Stalifist slanders. For him to now enourage the New Jewel Movenont
to sot as if counter-revolution had not come out of the revolution
jtoelf is on the lsvel of the mo-called Left who accepted Staliniem
as the HitlerStalin Pact wes being signed. Do not, however, think
that a1l the Blacks follow that diversio road, and it is this
SMLSSRIERIAIXprecisely which makes me anxious to make a fow
comments on Cedric Rebinson‘'s W. which 2 to almost
lmiaouthlfﬂunndactat J smmuuxﬂ-m
T World theorist, who has made only one mintake ~- and t
was $o have been a Marxist for a while, whersas the Nationalist
*tyuth® in its gnti-Marxim is suppossd to have been proved
correct as witness CLRJ's present position.

S If that sounds contradictory, coneider my greet shock
" when I got mw- and found that, at ocns and the same time,
Ceéric Robinson ds & position of "Resident Karxist®, interviewed

ne without revealing ons single word of his anti-Karxism, and indeed
_urged me to nv_ul'-{h:iffcromu with CLRJ. Kis book had not yet

gome out. I had no indication ZNMEEX when he iNtroduced me to the
awdience at my lecturs at Santa Berbara, or when he ingerfiewed me
on o video-tape, that he was anti-Marzist or in any way thoughtay
enalysis of the Black movement was wrong. Quite the contrary. He
was not only full of praise but urgedjthe Audisnce to get acquainted
with Marxist-Humanisgt literature, and we made good sales there. He
di4 ts11 me that he had finished his work on

1% would soon be out, and bo & truly independen

You know, dear Dave, I don't think he deliberatsly iried
%0 mislead me. I think that is their in tation of "indspendent
Marxise® when it is Marxism that they are independent of,

Now then, the book itself. Its pretense of being very
scholarly is so quantitativs in footnotes that you think that he
is at least®rudite”. But, in fact, history {in its true sense ~--
that is, whats happened and how 1% happened -- is not what he records.
. Rether, the title of tho very first chapter is totally ._jeotlive
and ppp-obieotives “Raoiai Capitaliss: The Nan=Objisative 3unom
of. ot Development.” Where exactly did he get such a de~

finitlon of objeotive? — Sepondlye m W the tm s, party

QAT TR 8. PR S0 sy, DuBols vas ne Karziat, |

E: ;ﬂf:&? tnitt':sktmh: 1:-;10 thor. ou:hon gortrary
Marxi ‘

no protense of Harxism, But eV PESRIRSRARSIREY © chapler
of Part III is not as fer removed from the truth as is Chapter 10s

BAPTT Prmo o amd dha TVlaal Pradleslian ¥ . . .




'2-
»CLRJames and the Black Traditlon.”

First of all, he begins with his own interpretation of the
beginnings of Trinidad in the 19th centur without telling you that
is pig interpretation (his and CLR James') and not either what the
history really was or what CLRJames aaid it wae when he was a Marxist.
Let me expand this further, because that reveals the two totally
opposite pheses of CLR James, which have nothing to do with each
other, but 18 the rewritten version I + CLRJ has been peddling
ever since the break #ith me. Thus;/that great cricket book,
ﬁ!!*ﬁﬁ_§¥l_§%!ﬂgnxlo he suddenly presents himself as a Black
Netlonalist throughout his life, axcept that at one part he was
not conscious of it and only from the 60s d4id he see the whole truth,
etc., etc. At the same time, little stories from childhood or
anecdotes relating 2wy to Black leaders {from Nkrumah to Nyere ...
or any other names he can drop) are told as if that is history. This
is what Cedric Robinson peddles as objective, multi-faceted history.
The one thing that made mie laugh empecially was the way an ordinary
blurd from s Johnsonite is passed off as true history of what happened
in the period.

I asgume that you have our bulletin Ls_;-_z_hg_ﬂ%éa
simsographed hulletin we published in July 1972). vorse things have
Mmmd since then as CLRJ-got himself mEnglish publisher for
telling his 1ife story as "The Future in the Fresent”. (By the way,

has been getting a lot of publicity here because
8 Jugt been publiszhed in Amerioca.) o

THK His W is played up by Robinson as

1f {% were the greathst work on Dialecticsy to pretend that 1% is

go accepted by either Hegelians or Marxists is the greatest untruth
of all, snd shows Robineon's ignorance of the dialsctic. If you
“have our Fg¢ : you will note in "Tetter to a Profesasor”,

who had receive tes on the Dialectic” from CLRJ as he was

searching for a publisher, <that the professor (John O'Neill) had

not even bothersd to read the mss. but sent it on to me for comment.

I would have loved to have sesn CLRJ's face when he got a note from
0°'Neill delling him what he had done -- that is, that he had sent it o
to "Raya Dunaysvekaya, a great Marxiat®. What is important to you, _
in my ] %o O*Neill, {s that I do go through “Nowe on the Dialectic."
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I decided against doing any review of W nyself
both because we are not ready to start a public debate edric
Robinson and becmuse CLRJ too has no influence here.
he has the influence you describe in England and you wish to under-
take a review, you omn try. Whether we wish to combine CLRJ on
dialectioc and CLRJ on New Jewsl Movament I don't know. Olga
that she did not think we should assume that the BCM wo
Kave the same attitiude as others and thet it would he important to
keep up that dlalogue. Are you in touch with them?

Because there are so many difforent aspects involved in
your letter, from NJM to Caatoriadis and fromiie Crimesn War to W
Bukka Rennie, I would like to see a draft of WEXZK your intended ' °

essay. Looking forward to seeing §ou in verson in Julyi.‘
ours, :
{
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BDear Raya, / -
f recently read'Black taexism' by Cedric Robinson ane ['m exited to hear that you
have been tooking at it too and that you have debaled with the author In person.
As ‘'dlack iarxism'is so long and has sueh an ambitious scope, [ like to share some
of my reactions with you and awall conlribulions from you and the HL conrades before
_ wrliting my intended review, ST
\7 / As you know, Jameslanism is something of a Hegemonice foree amongst 3lack
: in

gritain. TrodsKyism and Euro-Conmunism have. ma ~Eign ant inroeads

P - "_"’_——-__-_-_-.
'y Lalﬁﬁﬁarty tn"rEeent years BUCIRvElgol nimhere in the Black Hovemoni=s

actisty here arg the Grenada pamphlet has taken us Lo several mectings.

- # cool recepltioh by Hew Jewell shen he ralsod Lhequestion of Bishops'
{'“g C accused of beinga‘ceonler-revolutionary) when he spoke
* : (.‘Ountc-r~rovn1uﬂ"ﬁ'ﬁ'.‘"ﬁh7117‘?:‘:ﬁ'[nI<:1‘-t‘t:\'ululJ':()lg,hey snapped, what was
LTS ~programme; oW Know how many people were killeg before the us_ tnvasion?
At a meeting which launched a film called TaTRMG Mig this featyres

CLRI_and EP Thompsondbcussing wor ld politics, LPT plays Lhe pessimist and /CLRJ th
.cmﬁ[s'%) Fred HallXday meniloned Grenada almost in nwmvnly tailended. the

~NImwith afa . "1ls too soon Lo knos. positio his was immeadiately taken_up
~@reus How Today and very-close to James,

Darcus sal stern leftists might not_ ko Fmt WenT on Dut 'évEryoneTone 3y
ésland of (knew-that the clique who purged’ Bishop were_qﬁmwme

flosePh Stalin.) The mobilisation of €

the Masses to free Bishop proved this. |
11 retdrn To this polnt later and get to Robinsons' book.
For Cedric Robinson, CLR James seems to be Ekhe figure in Black Marxism - the
key figure.But the nearest we get to any real discussion of of the crucial three-way
Philosphical debate in the Johnson-Forrest Tendency{from the late forties onwards )},

is where Robinson quoteslenin on Essence; as-ghoted b in NOD; S . '
~—Fhe essence of a thing is the fact that '15%3'5%%‘5‘,]&?%!;-153{11’, negate the .

reflection, which was nothing ,.become being, and then become nothing again, while:
the thing itself must move on because it is Its nature to do so....The essence of, the
proletariat is its movement to Incorporate in itsclf experience of the evils of '
qupitalism until it overcomes capitalism itself Black Harxism ) :
' From then on we just get all those passaged From MOTEson Dialectics like
"There is nothing left to organise" and of course "The proletarlat will smash = ° -

. Stalinig ! t_Darcus Howe said reminds me of this. He seemed to be sayin’ij 1_;-?-,7
I ‘only US invasion thwarted The masses victory over the Coad-Auqrmlql‘;g%; I'm also
‘thinki#ng of Bukka Rennic sayImg—Carboean Stalinism and Revolutionary MarXtSm "are - -

not hostile to each other " in "the concrete situation in the Caribbean® with -~ - .4
pradice as the "deciding factor". Does Ehe Darcus Howe position represent a real shift ..
from'Rennie's astounding naivity or doed‘mean dumping responsibilty on the masses(and L
not just US Imperialism) who surely should have been involved in the struggle between
$Revolutionary Marxism and Stalinism'from the beginiaing. : B
L Cedric Robinson deals with the JFT as follows.
,;Zlyﬁl "They were renegade bourgeois ideologists trained in the ruling ideas" o
I find myself asking what about the miners in Virginia ? and more importantly What
‘about Charles Denby in book called Black Marxism? o
Anyhow Robinson goes on;
"despite their sometimes feverish activity they wereessentially contemplative
didactics coupled with revolutionary action. James could not escape these cont
any more .than Grace Lee (Boggs) or Dunayevskaya.{Neithe
= - Robinson attempts resolve the'dilemma' of the FT by hauling in Cornelius Castorl
- iadls to hit Marxism with. - '
" "as Cornel dis has made clearer than any one, since the appearance of the .- -
¥ bourgeoisie was historically the origin of the category class it would he philosophically |
7and historically impossible to recapitulate the social ard ideological experience ofthe o
LDourgeoisie. It could not become a class 1A ThoS6 terms B P
(Incidently A non HMarxist reviewer R repeated this point In the London Paper =~ | ;
the "CadibeanTimes" |, one(HEHHEFEEEQSE§%;3i22i2> ' s
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; lers Lo 'On The History

the 1al value Hara has had For the warkers movement 1s
dITT 0 see', And as foithe working class It "eontlnually recedes and disappears
into the crowd of social”actors". As for intellectuals,"We Find oursélvés In the
paradoxical situatlion of discerning better and heller whal Ls implied In radlcal
~social Lransformation, bul khowing less and lees who can accomplish 16", I must -say -
i me thls just sounds like inlellectual arregance. The core of his argument is to
fump together Aristotle, Hegel and Marx as a sort of evil trinity whom the movement
"of the overwhelming majorily of men and women® must d mp  For the "revolutionary pro-
Jeet"to hAve any chance of success. Marcuse would he 8; astoriadls the difference
between Aristotle and Hegein Reason and Revolution) { Aristotlel see's the Absolute as
having only an ontological relationship with reality —a creative one., and as you
have said Hegel's Absolutesare not empty Aristolelian Absolutes. Substance is also
subject. The totalily must be concrcte.

Anyone writing about Black Marxism has to look al ilarx's relationship to the

truggles in the US and the Civil war but no, fnstead Robinson singles out Marx

sp£Us Lassalle on Lhe Question of Piedmont Sardinia in 1859! This was when Cavour
of Piedm %Hgﬁﬂ Q;Hﬁ?l with Hlapoleon 111 Lo Force Austria out of Lombardy and Venetia.
Rather tggh German Confed should!®4nvolved in the fighting to get at ‘Austria, Marx
thought the Germans should take their stand with Austria on the River Po otherwise
they would find themsclves fighting Bonapartisl Armies on the Rhine. Emperor Plon-Plon
(as Marx called him) was of course opposed to German unity but Robinson says it all
means that Marx supported the German but not the Italian NationalZDemocralic cause.
He says Lassalle and Mehring were right to sec the position of Marx and Engels(who
wrote Po und Rhein) as'confused'. Lassalle thought iarx was pandering to'anti-French
feeling in Germanytbu Robinson says nothing about Lassalles pandering to Bismark.

In 18560 Harx?g mos:;H Xga oEf”From writing Capital to expose the work of
Bonapartist agents. His book' ,H3S%'s forgotten Work' has been translated and brought-
out by Gerry Healy's Press. Engels was rather cool towards Marxs' spending so L
much time answering "Herr Vogt" but Marx was so concerned about penetration of the

workers movement by corrupt petite-bourgeois politicians that as well as taking legal ;
- action against Vogt in the German courts he published a full-literary reply -"Herr ..

ot_only)concerned with Decembrist intrigue in popular movements_he . -
; he saw the evils of Plon-Plon in relation to Franco-Russian treaty following the
. Crimean War in which Piedmont joined France and Britaln and Turkey .Marx writes: -
~ "The first fruit of the Treaty of Paris was the sacrifice of the'Circassiant - -
nationality' and the Russian annihilation of the Crimean Tartars, and no less the .
dashing of the national hopes that the Poles and Swedes had linked to a Western
European crusade against Russia." Against Vogt's claims thal Frances'renewed Holy
Alliance with Russia had at least helped the Rumanians Marx replied: ' '
"the Rumanian people still languish as they did before under the most terrible
feudal bondage, such as could only be organised by Russians."
So Marx was very clear on National liberation struggles. He obviously was .
not into tailending Cavour who sent Italians to fight in the Crimea&in return for S
%gtting French 'help' against the Austrian EmpiFe agrced to hand over Savoy and:Nice
aribaldi's birthplaceko the Second Empire, Ch
There are many other parts of Cedric Robinsons book that need taking up but'I ..
think that'll be another letter. For instance why Is Richard Wright given a chapter .-
while Franz Fanon is barely noted? L
I hope to see you in the States this ycar. For a revolutionary spring,in the"
meantime, Yours .

Fd' Tke -co[(‘tdﬂl leffers of the Mars Dd.ujh’fw';.
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