Auguat £,1956
'Doér Sault .

Everything takes longer to do iccansc.I can work gn'nothinSj
now without gosng to its philosophic roote. I believe I now have ths
logioal foundations of the Sgcond and its downfall and whet Lenin
”must‘hﬁva thought of as ho was working st Hegel, Znclosed, ihan.“
15 The Interlude wﬁich pleane paés around the REB. The seme’ ' atriow
fuﬁes" hold for it as for the other chapter--nc excitement, no dis- -
-oussion, resd 1n strids, though I hOpe-avefyone"uséé“ all this thocry
to win some new maﬁbers, or at least bring more workers closer to uss :

. I bagan writing a letter to Olga but it remained unrin-
ished as I thought the chapter would be the best answer. Novertﬁe-
' ;A1oaa 1 enulose the copy of that letter t00 Tor the proceasos'of oom-

;,1ns to any. oonclusion are always as 1mportant as the conclusidn :

: 1tnelr. DOn't Imow whiloh chapier I will approaoh:nsxt or how, _I
wake at 7330 a.m., take a Bhort brisk 15 minute walk. eat breakfast,
at 8 end take a longer, (45 minute walk), then I got down to the
typewriter, the books, the thinking and working thinga out, without

any interruptions excepﬁ for meals and, if it is vory hot, perhaps &

% hour for a swim (or vwhat & call a swim). The 1ight gete turned odz'

at midnight, I don't know how to hurry or geélmore out--thers are

just no'baaten patﬁs. It la sll so new even where one thinks nothinéw
is new, e&s I thought when I first considered this part and thousht"i’
I would follow %the paﬁh of Lonin. He too doesn't live today and

8o be 1t,

Yrs,

Rgpe

12125




Aug il 1956

Doar Olgas . _ ’
I appreciate .the gerlous plece of criticism you did an the
and 1t will zemo in voery handlly in the reworking of the
thet, even in your eriginal presentation on the
ghepter in which there was not much that was ndéw, you have been of

oat assistance bocause in just trying serisu sly to grapple with
fhe dialectic ahd needing to rephrase it in ymxxxr terms which meke
sense Lo you, you have pided in the rewrlitinz. You are absoluiely
right when ycou cay that you feol that ie the key to the book. it
1a not only that, Ol&e, 1t is the key to any sundemental understand-

ing of the probilems of the age, and of the past. That is why I 2@
ohoging 1o addraas you to show you some of t he problems that now
 faca me ag I an vorklng on the so-called interl ude--that is the.

gecond Intermation al.

As you know, I had intended to Go very llittle with 1ty
I hed not evan 11sted 1t &3 a separate part in the original
~ outlines - only.after a talk with Marcuse vho sald, No mattsr how.
- puch’ you have no usg. for the 2nd, you cannot skip from the death
... of :the, founders of ¥erxisn down to the great divide in Marxziem;. -
something happened betweer 188¢-1914. I answeored’ rather offishly, ..
0.k+ I wlll have o chapter on it, but I don't knov that_thbre?ig:;;r :
aﬁythingktoﬂagx;l)after life itseclf -proved 1ts betraysl, ‘and 2)after
,zthéiperOund:annlyBiB of 1ohin, I intended pretty much to repeat . =
i?:ﬁhdt*panin:hgd.saidl . o SR R
et o Now I get down to working 1t out and, as always,’ mox
7 . ‘pime than I counted on is nedded., .In fact I am. not anywhere near
* ginished; I'm just olearing up my owh mind,' And here: is the difw=
. fioulty: AT ‘I am golng to deal with 1t only as betraysl):evexn.
. V_I;yahpw;itainonsaccidantal nature, vwhat 15’ there to. say:
- necessity of it back 1n 1889 for just as lis betrayel.was no &
- neither were its.achievemonts. You Bés that man Hegel Just wonl't -
- To% you get away by mere ¥ being disgusted or even finding economi
reagons for coilapse, you heve to shov ihe positive 1n the negatl
.and’ the positive in the negetive of 1914 is eesy enou gh: it ds
the Russian Revolutlon end Leninism; what was the positive in 15897~
Theiorsanization of the proletarlat , of course, in trade unlons:
and mass politlcal pertilec. Well, if 1t was an achievepent, then'
tho it had & million members,

you cannot dismios it by saying that tho
ate.ete. 1t folded up. Hera 1s whaet you miss when you put 1t thet

ways

chapter
on"Hegel
ghapter. Not only

In fact,

e

gaw either none of What was 40 happen (renin) or whers they saw . “*/
sope of 1t (Luxemburg kmew Ksutsky and lmevw he'd never lead &
revolution) still the philosophlc base was s¢ mich the same as
the official one (the e conomlc goos witho ut saying 1n her cap¢
since she only ended bY revieing Marx's theory of accumlatlon)
that you could not separate the one from the other, Error as
dynamic of truth? Yes, but that's not the whole truth; it never RS

is.

For example Ijxembursg with hor theory of sponta- -

neity dces seem to have baen in advance philosophlically of Lenln

pre~-1914; she certalnly thought so. But 1t Just isn't true for
the opposite of spontanelity 1s organization and you can Iteep the
two apart but must jam Gpem up one arainst the other and then

:LZE' get something quite different--that direct relationshlp of

Lenin and Luxemburg were members of 1t and thby'?“ﬂfh



actioe bo 1nn1ng rrom practiea, whinh I s le EQ_NLQ]
1Parapéot1§as apeooh 4n an. organizational gnarrowi:
‘actually- the key to Mavxism as is evident'by"the”
atru ture or GAPITAL And his whoie 1ife, . jv
. s ‘ ‘ﬂ Naw onoc you atate that you can gee . that the baginni
of the end of the Bacondu-thora wan & beginnirs ot .the end; it: had' ngt
pqned guddanly ‘that. betrayal--page with 1905 Russlan Revolutjon i
wﬁfo B wap net ‘'even placed on the agende of the next ooagrona ol ths,j
aecona, although many: “tributen" were. mada to it. = oy
' Bo W6 have tn account ror tna poaitive only from
‘.1369 to 1905; tnen Lave the adtual- revolutlon come in bold as 1ifs
and ‘the ﬁbn-sériouaneaa -abou t 4t; What ‘happens when you . don=*
. ‘Bot ' the positive aclilevements 1a that g ou 869 mistakss, migteres.
nistakas, and the world and humanity o

veloping only by- aooicentf

N - onﬁz that.The difforenoaa in agen and the
;neacapability of migt

08. You dannoct know berore you know




