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» Dear Charles:

i : Thank yeu very much fer ysur critique ef theTretsky chapter., Yen may
be sw'e that J will stuly it very caraf bofora rawriting., - iHewovsr, I wish te
dimcuss with yeu net se munh tan oritigné itsslf as relatet mattera stawning fram

it bassuse I censldei methedelegy the central polint and I'm net 2ure yeu've graanad

‘the £2]12 rsmiflortlens of that questien. Which is why yeu atill can equate what
Hnrxiat.-i-huniem sffers yeu with athat which  you gat frem a disgident Stelinist
itke n..P.'E'ha'npsm. nat to monbinn the lack of interess 1n any disbinctlens betweun
me tnd Mepty ‘or NiL and ISC as 3f all these usre meraly lntra-factlansl disputes
or hair-spiitting., Thereforc I'1l bogin wicn & refnr=nce Lo whAt in yeur lattaer
= apres with LUU% and yat we draw such aitferent conﬂlushns trom tnat agresmont
trat we will na forcen te e inte metnsdelozy, Tnv spadiiic statement * rezar
te 38 an p.’s of yeur letter e Yev.2yth qhare yeu quote yaur chiticism ot the '
L‘Jb‘a paaitlisn en LP which nin learsed nething frem tha nlsck ravell, L cou].an't.
sgrae mere wilh yeur statament that this revalt hxsn't "gade the alﬂghtnst dent,
in eur theery! vhere yut I dicagree ia that yea thisi it comes marely frem
taw 15C having s¥stctic appreach” which weuld be selvad by facing reclity dynmmically,

Nothimr ceuld b wranger and yet ssund so corrsct, One surely must face

renlity a8 sgeinst repeating eld fermulas. One #urely sheuld be dynamic, shauld

. 853 movement &s against standing restsd in ene #pht. Ono sheuld =ee theery as

sotivity instead ef seeing it asm mere application ur popularizatien of what has
alrazdy baen warked sut by tha fsunders af the mevemunt. Why, then, do x1l these
_cervecl ganeralirstions add up ie snw bip cencrets erver? Well, for aneithing,
they hava beer. uscd by refermists fur vhem facing reality meant roaxk betraying
t.hc dialectios, (Yeu're abselutely right when yeu say thal hore sre pesploe~
your friends whe nurely are neither Bernsteinians. ner Feek-ites--ntill suearing
by . Heek .on dialoctios and un.tng ne cennoction betwesn what the man sald en

. phﬂloaopmr and what ho'dees in Jife.) Fer another, and mere impertent reacen, '
~tha revalutisnaries wis did "hellove” in tha dialectic, nevartheloss didn't take
it ts make the dmnd an_ t.h-m as theoraeticiens te begin en new greund-wthe 1istaning 1.
‘ psgts where ths prolotarhn magzas wors standing--€nd the theereiis rowericing of
‘their swm ideas, Thus both a martyr liite Resa Luxemburg &l @& mere aspirant like
Marty whe can talk ad infinitum en spentaneity, workers! contrel of preductien,
anti~Party stand, witheut sver uniting theery and p!‘act..‘r.'e, methadolegy and
cenclusien (mu.ch. net accldentally insefar as the uermn lungmga is concerned
meins alss Syllegism).-

P Hlow than mathedslogy iz taed an if that were "oniy" mothod. that
18 te say, a'taol", "a guida" ta actlen without neceszarily the actien &l
the cenclusion flewing foum the methed, Or it in ceunterpessd te tha "mysbtical®.
Abs@lute whereas, te Hegel, it wasfihe Absolutn. And te Yarrx, twice after he
breke with Hugelts Ahoslutes, he returned to transcend them and thus "rotain®,
Thers i3 ne way to reselvn what seunds correzt in the abstract excopt te teat
whether it is correct in the cencrete. A glib writsr 1ike 5,P.Thempsen can write
beautifully in the abstruct and than suddenly alip in ssmething which ceuns
1ike 3 “Hherefare” that must net be questioned becauge it, syliegistically,
Tlowe [rem all the presuppesitiens, and therain, in the concrete, cantain sll
the errers as il Stalinism was Stelinism anly when fhrushenev revealel Stalin's
Werimest, or "prasently" it deesn't oxist, er "urgently" what we must do teday
nust mean e bepin frem tsday, and net from the Vpasth,

In truth, A I do f#more atory-telling" I da net cenvince, indeod I
act criminally because I fall ta develop what no one has even dared te de mers
than, at mest, hint it should he clevelepsd, but then went en to other matters,
Forty vears an! mors for & theeretical vold is altepwethar itse lorg te werry
abeut papularizatien. Mich decun't mean 1t sheuldn't bo pepularized., Or I
myself sheuldn't write mere simply. Ind it Jens mein that yeu, the yeuth,
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munt. popularir.u. but you nust nlu firat be willing te wark very, very hard

Y intelisctuslly, cnd make distinctisna, sharp enss that de net telerate very difforeat. |

‘tublesks te be all put inte the eno. happor of '"the left; the indopendamt aft“.ot.c.

L‘ako. for exar.xpla. the guwstien of Trgtmcy net Gﬁlim_-_ the suhjnct. It
1s6tt at £11 thet simple. o nest certainly did ses the preletariat ms subject
of ravelutien, acted sn it 4n tho actual revelution which i3 wiys ha didn?t ge inle
gu-rril.h war ahwittoits ef -his day, and net only wher ha bugan te Tight Stgllnism
foupht Par wertteen® centrel of prednctien. What he didn't see in prnlttariat
az subjaot is & g—dwdopinr sut:ject te the peint whero he may wish te appeso
werkers' state Deth as ratienalized praparty and as Partydnd as lsadorghis,

In a werd, where the dunlism inheront in the prsletariat ond its "vanguard®
aone te the surface which demanded that he, as thseretician and as reveiutisrary,
must hot enly taice the soli"-ch’mlcpinc subJect as the truo feundatisn hut nu~i
imaelf , thut 1% when te became fixed 1n his thought, static met szs
bt uutic as thsery; thesrotds wzti_ag ,jather than)thesratic
1 m.a at isaue,
net

50 tha diffsrsnce bstween us is/that I'm mors interosted in tns Trotekylzt

mavenent where you havve ne sttachmont %o 1% %” net having besn burdenad
by it in yeur past dovslopmant.\. but that you think that the “befere” Stalin and
_Maftart the strugrle with Stalin fer pewer weuld centeinthe “realM Trotskyism,
I specifically ismimes<l the eppasiflens te Tretslylum whe thsught the errer in
Lhat thesry lay In "subjectivism®™, The arrer alse clian't 1io ir the fact that it
“\mgtalyaystthere , upless by aluays yeu mean whxt I mean by thavrang mathedelegy,
But Laain underatesd s 1ittlo ef dizlectios as d.;aloctics. that is te asy, its
conn ebjectivity, its sun validity, befsre 1914 as ‘[rotaky and Lnxmbl.'rg ant
Piskkanev.. {Draper still sweers by Plekhansv amt Engels' Feiorbach aet auly as
if ‘nething at all has changsd in the werld since thm turn’ of the cantury bat as
i.f al) i"nom changes can scour witheut despeniry sur cencept ef dislectisz end
ner grandine frem us 2 restatement of 1t for eur aga.s But,, &= agnj,nst
I‘rotl% henin man%t afrald te &dmit that all Marxists, including himsddf, didn't:
. fully vnderstand tha dialestic aid thorsiafe raerganization must begin with aelfa-

" resrzanizatien.

Brough as & storted]

T den't remsxcher what of the past chapters I sent. yeu, but I will
=ond yeu a chaptor frem Wiy Hegml? why ewf Aand alze ask Olga to send yeu
ths sutline I havo new made fer clasuss in philesephy and revelutlien in the
' hepe that not enly ysu and Mastha »’1) astuly 1%, but yav will bo willing te
hive such a sarieus class with othets, net alinwing the “established® lexders
who ara suppesed "to knew mera’ direct it, but you ysurselites as "Hatevielist
Friands of the Hszelian Dialoetic"(if net yet as full Yarxizi.lumanists)wili
run it indapendently, Da you suppese ycu can? That iz te say, will?l

Yours,
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