May Li, 1972
Dear Jo'am

. Finally I'm back homw where I found two letturs from you, one a rather
strange one=~it11) hecene clear later-why "strange®. Sinee I will nof make up
ny wind en ppb.vs, hard cover ti11 those who arg roading it aow will piva thelr
answar in July, I will not’ answer the one concarning Philosophy and levalution.*
but 1imit myself te the ons rezardiaz James? n "Noten og the Dislectic® vthich X
typed back ln 1948. At tha.t time "prea.t.“ “but to think that sume
one: wiho clalas W aatle but Ydirestly the dislectic itaeliV,
would oonelder that mn m-ltic \go decades nothlng has emerced that woule demand
a rr—‘;‘lflnp is, gurely, stagnant thinkine, espocialiy®ne ends on msmethlinz 8o far
frowm roality ar “The Stalinists are overrunninz China., “They alm at Surms, x’orea.ths
Malay States, Indonesia, Indo~China and then Indis,®f’ oLl 2 )

Fer one thing, the structure of thowe 246 pp. la vory Iopslded intoed,
'n"uu. no lugs than ‘65 pages arn devotei to the Prefacey o ,tmtants paze 1llotm Lt as
that of 1st ed.of Lozlc. hut in fact it is both editlens qa well e Preface to tho
Pheno..anolozy, nrd. of cour se, lotn of Alilustrations, now refmrai Lo as "dirset
dislectic.') On tihe other hand, the vhole of the Dootrins of Heinz rates a mere 7% pp.
The bocgrine of Ersemeo {(pp.7iwlCl) would ssem to dal,musgimrtbem fairer treatmeant,
" axcopt that = readins of 1t shows that the authsr has begun aH.pp ag 809N ay
ko reached Grownd mo that, in fact, he nas barely covered Sechlon” ‘."'much lese
tm and three. Bul we do have cne ¢roat advantage and that 1s that references to’
-the moturl historle verlads (not only 1948 but roaming throughout tha world from
+ 4he Boglish. Hevelutien {1640.48)throuzh the Franch Revelution and down to USA "tociny"}
// ANl L <dofinttely naletul-e-lenin for o sube }141 a part of the' whole beok.that '
" wy.de get a grasp of James'! theaght, "dialectigh shd a.ﬂ.. 30 1ut.'ﬂ astey wi.th ‘the
annthor {rpm where he begins thelé&ninint Inter
aven-whon he ends Essence (p.l85) a8 he no padner gets into hotlon than ha returns
to "Leainism snd tho Notien® (pp.lwh-lsf,?) 7 /

' O.k., that®s a zrcat number of pagon, a narious stwly of Lepin~-axcept

thn‘ he ehvisusly had not then read Lenin's Philosophle Hotebooks .‘f ad¥the A
lysis is wsirlotly political, Ha.deos Bpéak 31" thmg-"I remmber on @y Jjournsys baie

woen Missourl and N,Y, stopping at Washingten and H *calling out an atesi¢ht tr-amln-

tion from Lenin's RAnssian rotas and my soribbling them down. I atill have the

notsbook, I pot pianty, but not nearly enough, '(fplU2a3)

* You may, of courss, add what you wieh to your Prelace, althouzh I should imaglae.

1% would be beat to walt till definiie date for publication ls set. May 1 say

that one thinz rather shocked me in your essay and that was tho relerence to
Herloan~Ponty's"Humaniom and Tarror! which I connlder purs apulogzia for Steliniem both
in its timingeeuhen beth Moscow Triala and forced labor camps were hotiy debate
and in Yebject":the attack on Durkness at Noon canhardly be considored Loninisn"?

sAt end of letber thors will be the backyround tot only to the limitatlion of what ;
Wwas Ygraath in 1948, hut the moro spocific and later relatlonshlp ol 'ohnson-—iureﬁt“

cesiafarancos to "M and "people llove! as Grace, -ue, @Willigm,ote.(p,1)will
likewiso be axplained at enxi, I don't want “history® to intorfere wlth comments
en hho structure ant logsis of "these “Noten on Dialectics Hewol and larxlsm.”
Tut I should call attentlon to that stranye "Selectod Folitlcal Glossary (quoted
dlrectly Srom the text!,pp.257-260, which voec on ta spell out AFL, CIO, explaine
that "Gootheoe-a famous literary contemporary of Hwzel", not to mentlous showiny euch
tznorance of Spanlsh Hevooution as to list kunlz as a "Mexlean Trotskyist leadeurfe.
For whom oxastly is sll this intonded? a publin that would alno be enlishtened by
auch dufbititlony as “JohnsoneForesteThe name of the groupin: within tho Trotakylsts
with whiczh these Notes on Dialecticas arn assoclate!, .rohnnon was the pseudenym for
CLR Jgmesy Toreat was Hae, ro~loader of the rroup, Another tarm tor the sroup was
“Johnsonltus,'"? 1.‘0 ,r,




e

’ ‘The anly two quotutions James Joaz quotu Irom. Lun.m are the "loep" agalinst
grldu..lnoas and tim “ovenent an:i nalf‘-povw (wrangly attributoed by to thu
Dagtirine of Esrance™phanesct. benli nusEtarnt ¥ uad protoun 1y FraS56d that, This is

Questien of “quotdtions". More importantly Mﬂ t _,oﬁe .laap‘k Jamss, made ia
on Esacnce, and £o in love with Hugel's annlysiaxl'r that otd WATEh | thin cay, ‘
retyped tha whole of (bsurvation 3 on tho auostion, and that ho carrif Pthrou:-hout.

But that, as he hlmselfl writes cver and ovir again, was got the "new's the new, l.a..
that which was hls tamsk, or tha task of the tern: lsncy, of tha grs was tho ectrine

of "‘Notben, and the question of "“Iniversalo®, he orincs in, and E?.e H.no.!t on Lanin

in Ju'.eu' racoznition ef loatn's "to & men" an tha nes Univarsal.

_ Hw then what does nae do vith the !betrine of Notlon, sspenialiy en

his speziiie) coul, of the relstlonshlp botwmsen spontaneity and crzanizetionf o

have t¢ zat hold of tha Hotlon, of tha Abmilute ITduk, hefore we cun see fhis relation
balween organiration and spentanalty in Lits concrete truth.%(p.l25) Well, pazes
128.1473 sp-all we gut _an ot Lirstit,—where, 46~ turns out he—arill selles henvilyrz'f'/{

.en Encele® Dialecticy of Naturu:"Ensels has what ls in ny medest oplaicn a ver; /
seticfying paesare on the Judgment. "(p,127) Ko hardly gets out of the chaptet.'-fon

tho catogerles, Universal, Purticular and Individual. refers to "A note i'rom (=
sere-clarifiss a difffeulty which is not only of preat Pkilesophical but, also of
practizal portance. The Hetion im concrete, It is ght but it is conorete."(p.
Wll, and good, But he. lis off .oy Tratshy's theory of permineat revolutien net so
concrntm with the fired particaler of Trotsiy's
.- theary on nutlenrlivec propﬂrty. which Jrmey tizhkts wall vnoush, heo instead jumps

tnto the quactlon of the thnory of pormsment revolution which he does most supere
“ficinlly, leaving out entiruly gho critical questlon of the role of the pearantry

- which Iretoky was alwayw® wranr on, and whatever it 18 James Yn this year of 1972

jumps to a3 the most ravelutionary fores, not evan mentioned in 1348, or notex

on ia any way la 1566 Medition” or "1971 “wiltion". As for Hezel. having otopped on
pe255c-atlll din the frirst chapter on Notlen, ho ic off to Leninism and the Notlon
vhich, snco again, repeats the "Leap", then Ints polltics,. then inte ".hat e

Shall do, and en to rTretskyilmw: Synthetic Copnition(pp.168-174) when, finaddy, we

do gat to the Absolute Llca~egnly to Iind the dearth of quotation® from Lenin to -

"be nothing but quotations from Hezel with hardly a slzn of his vollubility here,

unless you wish to censider tho misplaced pasins of pralre to En,f,slsx ‘UEnpels han :
surzed up orice and for all, cespite all the modern phllosophers write: the tfundarmental |
dustinction in philosephy is the primacy of matarialioms belng or 1deallss or ldealism:-
knowing . "{p.174} i

Is that all? And if that 15 all on Che dialectlic, what avout Jamos!
own goal aveut spontaneity and! orzanization: "The Party is the knowlnz of the prole
tarlat as being., Withsut the party the proletariat knows nothing."{p.1%) That
geunds absolutely unbellovable in view of the Yact thet the whole soctlion Ls,richtly,
devated to the exposo of the degoneracy of the party and the need for spontanelty,
groatly pralised, How can the hyperholes, so characteriotic of Jamus, poscibdky &b
comalt 8o fantastlic a contrédiction thes the olaim thut "/ithout the party the prole~
tarist knove nothlng." I'm afrald you'll have to ask. Just such nonsensice). formula- .
tions poppur the jjbook™ and if vou should call them to his atteatlon, he’ll find the e
exact opposite on Bomo othur paze to quoto, not tho Leest of which Is the sudien Tree
anxlloss diversion to 1640=lo48 for Englan! an! 1733-1793 for France whero, bollisve it
o¥ not, the embrye of stato-capltallsm was bornl

I know of no sinzle vublizher who would oo Intereated in publlshing
this, Aut that is not tho point. I knov not vhat ponulne sontributien to the
. / diasinctic this can mako in 1972, an! for you to undervtand why I'm hardly the one to
Q"C‘/ ~! write Jamea{ give him "advice", as you put it), I munt finally =0t back to what I
3 beran with regarding “the strance letter," anl thn "orsatness" of thoss notes-ein
i048. It was, as ha J puts it on p.l45 Yon famille® , and was a stlmulus to rot down
to Hegellourselven", I, for sxample, promptly cot down to translatin: the whole
of Lenin*z Fhilosophic Gietohooks , which was wy H-Llft" to lamea. O,yes, I am f.hlt
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' ' foundad
hyp!mnst.ezd half of Johnson~Forest, not u but T&ndancg? %h pitall"iat

s Tirst of 1u8514. and then of the world atn zo of capitalism, all tled
closely to the aralysis of its gpposita, stage of workers? revolt.

Although not a founder, a leader wtho ’hllu of ths tric that fo-mulat:od
'tha mnlysic. net in 1941 vhen James dld the peliticel anslysis end I the economic, -
but by the mid-194('s wien Hepalian philosophy became more thin & popular knmlodgubla
rwclioll phmne. but s utter of digging into Hegol dlructly--\%w

B3 AR O ¢ did the phileasophic work generally wiu Grace Chin
L1oe, 51.r'co aha ns nat an eleetad leader to the Irm.sncylstn her name does not appear
in tias nams of the Tenduncy, but no ono doubted who Yoracs' wag nar was kur iwme
alwmply sbsent, for, as Ria Stone, the did ailzn many of the documents by the end
of the ..91&0'3. and, in fact, is the one that wrote ths sectlon on "Philosophy of 5tats-—
Capitaliomd in eur mtjor fingl decumant handed fo Frotskylsa in 1950 and called
STATE_CAPITALISM AKD WORLL REVOLUTION, which J has toea busy “republishing" under
his oun namo zlone, belnz fond ezpecially of the phiicosphiz sectlion m-.'l.ttm by Ala
Stenc and the part on mode of labur in Russia and the G5 by syseli, So be itf (All
the doounants an written have been deposited by me with WSU Labor History,®)
Wiat dess it nave %o de with tropublishing Dinlectic Notes? Well,

- fd'ﬁt R«l ‘*tﬁna or!.ticized 1t from a ptrictly philosophice-scademic angle, (She was

' apecking far thmolvea azelnet Autemstion. )

“the enly trained philescphor and her ph.d., wa3 in Hegsllan philosaphyy )1 did not see
“that perticular eritiolsm as it wie in foram of personal letiers betwean her and hio,
-‘Baw.-a few wasks t!m-uftw, when I completed the transiation of Lenin's hic "
g .s & naw correspandence startud bctwsen the three of usSeeon a very muciN z
m-mre: ennarc‘..o .and, strictly, (paragraph by paragraph type ol discuasion)philosophi b
it: toppod in’ 1950 when, on the one hand, 1t all helped in formulaU#f that final

) decument,” and, on- the other hand, the great General Strike sf Miners'was on, and I
procoodr.l o Wast. Virginie to partisipate in it, (The Morgantown pupers wes tried

Gp my Yrele®, but this crucial strike erupted lon; bufore I got thare, snd

. ny rsle” was no more thar working with one group of miners who did consider the
T'Hmninn of Marxiss roel and who, @uch later, did reappear in Miixism ani Freedon

1n.1953, when Stalin died, I was elatad enough to bagin breaking

- down t.ha Aosolute Ides as toat movament freim practice to theory and s new society.

S1x weeks before the June 17th East Cerman Revolt (May 20th, to bs exact) Gracs was

g0 xcited about those lettera am to erito that what Lenin's Fhilosophic Hotebeoke

did An 1914, the Moy 17 and Yay 20th Lettars on the Abseluts Ides would do In 1953,

' "Thlt wee the begpinning of the end of the J=F T, although the actual breakup occurred
“only after Jamea had returned to England and the govarnmont dédidad to make that liating

_“that so scared Johnsonithouzh ha wps no longer under this poverasont's ‘harrgsagent®, .
ha did break up the Tendsn:y, then broke also with Grace, and his brand new resppeardance

does list "William Gormun' s still around for '"Technlzal Help of'. hy bother with

Ptechnioalities! when the Glossary listas Zinoviev as 'lnconutant awsociate of' Lonin."

Yours,
‘»T thought I did turn ouer te you a llsting of the Archives I there doposited (and
aveilableo to librarles inmmeh on microf'ilm) under titis of Harxist-tumanism: 19411969
which 18 dividsd in two Parts, Part One dealing with State Capitalism,1091~195% when
spiit offlcially cceurraed, and Part Two when the continuance of that orizinal tendoncy
davalopod into MaryisteHumanism,witieeprhddeatien
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June 16,1972

Dear Friends:

. Ome puparbiek publisher is asking me te asae in Ter an interview at
the eni ef the montds nehepy it will resulit 35 on aotual contracts HNHever was
the noed fer philsgiphy snd revelutien (sins capital lattering because that is

- vhat 11fe itself demands) mere urgent. It mede mo think that it i» alse necessary
te draw a balance sheet of the past aeseciatien with James, and I sm premaring
sviadtime durdng the pvreconventien discussien a piecs te be called FOR THE RECORD
(Radical imerica Starts its Marxist Fath by Rewriting History). At the same tine
eno strarge thing happeried laet month when I received a letter from a prefessor
which asked my cemuents en "Netes en the Dialectic and asked me also te gend my
“advice to its auther, C.L.R.Jemes.” (Which shewrs you in just wkat ivery tewsrs o
these philosophers 1ive in,) Since that particular "Leok! is truly his{as against
these that were part of the Tendency and shich he suddenly is rapublishing aa 20
bhe in their sele anthsr) I had not included & critigue eof it in YFer the Record.!
Yhether or not I will de #2, I thought you weuld be interested in my lettar t2
the prefasser, ao here is mest of it:

. I typed Janes®s "Netes en tho DdaicoticH
back in 1948. At that time I thought it was Yzreat", but o think that somoc she
olaimc ts write "not explanatiens' of the dialectie, but 'directly the dialestic
-1teell’ would censider that, out of the pest twe critical decsdes, nmothing had
sterged that wevrld demand he rewrite it. is,surely stagnant thinking, especially

. wheon ene kag ended on sumething se far from reality ms: "The Stalinists are wver=
running Chine., Thoy ainm at Burma, Kersa, the Malay Jtates, Indenesis, Inde=China

and Initla.! (pe2h6) . .
‘ . The structuru of these 245 pages is very
‘lepalded indecds Thus, ne less than 65 vagos are devotad to the Prafaces, buot the.
whale Dectrine of Being rates & mere 7} pages. The Dectrine of Hasence (pp.7h=i(l)
weuld seuxm te have gettan a mare serieus trsatment, except that a reading ef 4t
shows that Jemes began ckipping as scen as ho reached Greuvnd (which is baraly
Seatien One, much less Sectiens Two and Threa)s Nevertheless, since we de here
heve tho advantuge that the referonces sre to histeric perieds (net enly 1948,USA,
bat roazdng threugheut the world frem the English revelution ef 154048 through
the Grext{ French Revelutisn, and dewn to “ieday', at which peint the auther
sends us on & "Leniniet Interlude™ (pfl02) which is foliowed (as scon a3 he ends
" with Becence (pelhs) centinues inte "Leninism and the Notlen"(up to pel59), we
oan at leaet get to know wiat James thinks. '

O.ke,that is 8 great number of peoges,

centaing a serisus oindy of Lenin, DBut that annlyais ig strictly pelitical,
“Tas authar evviously Gid net know Lonin®s Philesophic Netesbooks. Here ia hew _
he rofers to thens (pp.102~3) "I remember on my Journeys betwoes Hissowri and N.Y.
stepplug at Vashingten and R.calling eut an atesight translation from Lonin’a
Russisn notes, and my scribbling thew down. I still have the natebosk. I get
pleniy, hut not nearly anough.®

That nertainly is trua. ‘The only two quotations
Hamus rafers to are the one cnes lanin writos on VLeap" against graduslness,
and his excltement sbeut ¥he dislectic as "Yevement and self-movement" (wrengly
attributed by James to the remarksz in the Docirins of Essence whersas Lsnin had .
made thuse conclusions lang hefaere he battlad with the Doctrine of Fusence.) This

“James bad writton to this professer: "I talte the liberty of sending you a work of my owmna..

a study of the dialectic of Hegal, not explanations of the dialectic but the dialectic
1tenlfyeal rogrot to say that it is the only direct study of the dialestic that I knowesaI

am ceopcarned with t=ying to find ocut what gualified peoplo think eof my bsck anl the pessibile
ity ef normal publiscation.” He sent him what he called thu'2nd edition’iit was miseographed
by Yfriends of Facing Reality",1971. Obvisusly tha professor theught I could take the mattor

sff his hands.
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is no simplistic matter sbout "quotatlons," The point iz that the one 'lesp"
Janos makes is in The Lectrins of Esseacs, and so in lsve is he with Hegells

- profound saalysis of Contrsdiction that even in the"1971 editien® he has the third
Mececmise by Hegel Tetyped as "Appendix!. Dut as Jamos Keeps repmating over
ond aver agsir that was jot "the new" for cur ago, for our Tsadencys bis tesk’

- wag supposad te be to work out the Dectrine of the Netion. But the enly (and it
ie the scldevwment, the eniy one James can chelk up) Muorking out® is the recegs
nitien that Lenin®s clegan, "to & man".was the new [niversal. '

.But what does ho do with thoDoctrinoe of the Notien or that which he
spocified ag his gezl. that inm, the relatienship betwesn spontaneity and
orgenization? Wall, first, he says "We have te got hold of the Kotien sf the
Absslute ¥dea, before we can sze this ralation hetween organizvatien and spene
taneity in iis concrete truth." (p., 125) Then {pp.126=143)}, ¥hare ho is supposed

te develoy tho mattsr, we got nc further than a heavy reliance on Engles? Dhluct.‘l.og'

of Raturs_: *Engels his vhat is in my medest oponion a very satlafying peasage en

“the judgiant.” (r.127) Ee barely reaches further.than just tho cclegorics theaselvesi

Univerael, Particular, Individual, As ususl, just as comas ts a diffizult paasage
in Hogel, he departs to the particular, in this case Trotsky®s theory of permanent
roawoluticn, Unfortunately, though he schisves something by "applying® the fixed
‘partioulsr te Trotsky®s theory of natiomnlized property = srcialims, he sesms

to ba able to do pothing at all with his theory of permanent revolution. Indaed,
if yon happen to lmew that he now claims thet the pearantry iz the revelutionary
force vhilch he, "third world theorist!, discovers, back in 1'97?8. he leaves eut
entirely that oritical question, the role of the peasantry on which Tretsky was
must sesuredly always wrong on, but what he claims in 1971 was the furthest
thing frow nis mind in 1948, As for Hegel himself on theDecirins of Netion, he
herdly gecs bayond that firsi chapter (p.256 to be exact) Ho had taken ss

wany interludes on politiuss, without answerliag his questisn Sitiat We Shall Do,

ot which point ha does define Drotoky as “Synthetlc Cognition® (ppsl68-174) At
that peint At wuld appear, we will deal with ibsolute Idea, 4if not with all

that cazes between p.256 und pitd6, But here ws have an abudences of quotatiens
with hardly anytaing HMdirvect' from James, unless by Ydirsctly” jJhmes meant
qactivg Hegel directly. Well and pood! But the misplaced pasan of piraise to
Engels hardly shows James xnows mech about the Absolute Jdea for it is butiressed
by: "Engels kas susmed up once and for all, despite all the modern philowzophers
writes the fondamentel distinction in philosephy iz the primacy of materialism:
being or idselism or idealism: knowing."(p.174) -

7e that al). And if that is 8ll on the dialectic, then what about James$
oun goal about spontanelty aml organieation? ¥The Party is the knowirg of the
proletariat as baing., Without the party the prolstariat knows nothing.!" (p.186)
That, sounds sbgolutely unbelievable in view of the fact that the wholo secliion
i3, rigatly, devetod to the expose of the degsneracy of the party and the need
for spontaneity, always groatly praised; How, then, caa such hyperboles (so
characteriatic of James)eommit so fantastic a contradiction as to claim that
tfthout the party the prolotariat knews nothing'? Ifm dfrald you will have to
ask hin., Just suck nonsensical formulations pepper the “boek®, and, if you should
cars tjos tp jos atiemtion, hefll find the exact opposite on some other page to
quota, nat ths least of which 1 the sudden and endless diversion to the
English revelution of 1640-48, then o France,1789-133, where, bhelieve it or not,
he asys the ambryo of state-capitalism wasz born!

I muat now get back to gg:t I roferred to your letter as a strange ene, vhy
Janes weuld hardly appraciaste my "odvice,as you put it, and why, in 1948, I
did censider them “great." It was, as Hames does admit on p.1i45, sen famille';
it served ac a stimulus te "eursaelves" getting dewn to Hegel:. I, for exnsple,

romptly got down to transliating Lenin®s Philosophic Notebooks in writtea forn)
which I presented te James aa my Mgift". I am that " of JohnsoneForest,

nst_ goup, but Tendanoy that founded the statoe-capitalist theory, tied
closely to an analysis of its opposite, stage of workers® revolt....Crace Chin Lee
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( ;]oined after we worked ,_gnt,fsmauu

L
(R:La Stons) was tho third iu the trio of lesdership, Fecauss she/did not océ‘ﬁﬁy X O

# foruel post of leader in the SWR. her name did not appe.u- in tho name of the
Ihu!moy. but it did appsar on many documants, and, iZn any cese, she was the only
who hied & formal philosephic education,Hegelian, snd she carried on a persocnal "
correspondence with her in which sho evidently criticized, frem a strictly "acadenic“
view, bhis Notes of Malectis. The third step in that digginz into Hegel fellowed :
13 2942.50 between Jamee, ise and myself, this tims on a such more presise level,
section by section in Hegedts Science of logic and itw relevance for owr sge. It
stopped 14 1950 vhea, un the one harndg it =12, helped in formulating that final :
ducustent. we wrote in SWP, Stato=-Capitalisy and World Revolution**, and, on the other -
hand, the Genéral Strike ¢f ainers wen on, I procesded to Waat | Virgh\n to partici-
pate in it. (The Morgeutown papers tried playing wp "Trotskyist role" there, but,
in truth, thet magniricent strike not euly eruvpled spontansously and parsisted for
9 long wenths and first nssrly a desads later dic I reproduce vhet the miners said

‘sga:lmt. Avtozation befors ever the wald was inventsd in that last chapter nn

Autcaation and the New Hamapisa in W.)
_ 1y in 1953, vhen 3 o‘.icd, I wes mtei enongh to l'n-aalr down the

jbaolutc Ida: as t‘ao
s That was alx weoke before the
stiars of May 12 and May 20th
(imlnid 1n the iabor Archives of WU whare tha P.D Collaction ig deposited, s
written. not as rewritton by James gome two decades after the events) so exoited :
Grace that, with her usual hyporoles, wrote that uhat Lenin*s Fhilosophic Notebooks
achiersd in 1914, the My 12 and May 20th lettera ca thedbsolute Idea would do B
for the Mavarent An 1953, Toxt was the beginning of the end of ths Johnson~Forest
Tondencys although the sctusl breals up ocourred after ths government dscided to
maXe tae listlug that 20 scarsd Johnson as to to make 4t his business to broak wp '
the Tendency., I+ any o&se, he hed raturned to Eogland whers ho was ssfe frem gvern= -
aont®e harrasgmuit; than he broke alsc with Grezo, and hip present reippearance '
_upder "Friende of Fheodng Reslity® and whatever bothers little about these 'technicele
itles’™ bul vy bothex about a:preciso documentation vhen the “Glossary® to the .
Notez on Dialectic he sent you now liats Zinoviev as "inconstant associate of Lenin"?

Fow %o more important matters. N&L this issue will contain a
histerio, sxeiting dootment, to which we®ll davete a whole page and Lieve to leavo
much materizl unpublished, It is the actual discussion of the Polish workera
with Gierek when they wera on general strike last years POLISH WORKERS SPEAK will
give yet anvther dimension to spentanseiiy and revolution amd phllosophy in East
Egropo and should, also, be of great rcolevance to the new type of intervention in
our present battle of ideas andactivities,

Osyon, it dawms on me that since we have many new memberz we
should also inform you that, thoogh nonemembers have sams privileges other than
voting at our conventien, they conms by invitation orly. That is to say, each
dsoad. recommends those they consider are moving in cur direction, or wish to see
the organization as a whole, buf exclides, natwally, any wlio zre associated with
anti-Marxist-Himanist tendencies, We have to work out our Perspactives for the
vear, and we must do so xichl as a collectivae body in session, seriously concerned
with our growth in the context of philosophy and revolution here and now.

Youra, Raya
from
*s5ince Janes 1s 8o fond of quoting/that doctment the final section on "Phildaophy
of StatusCapitalism® which Grace wrote, and the'Mede of Iabor in Russia® whlsh I
wrote, it ic lacghsble indeed to see it in *ropublighed! under his name alone. 4h,
well, 30 be it for the time. Rewriting c¢f history does not atand up for long evere
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