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Dsar filshard Ashorift,

Thank you very muoh for yeur serious, detailed ant helpful
lot2er of ths 12¢th. You may rest assured that differonces of viewpnint
have alvays stimalated, rather than hindersd, any dislcgus that I havn
careied en, both on s theorsticsl and practical leval. This is cspesially
true 40 it relatss to yourself for, outsido of Herbert Marcuse, I have none
in tho profeasorial Tisld with whom 1 can discuse dialectico. It 1s true
thet Four lest lotter wus more on tho political field th&n the philesophic,*
but 1% 1S 20 locs sppraciated.

I am only worry that T vidently nad not sent you the chapter,
"Thl Shook of Pecognition and tho Phileosophic izbivalenco ef Lenin", an?
Iuill try to fAinl & copy to send you now. . Also, enzlosad is the pnmph.mt
Chat will, ilkwwise, becore a chapten, ghn beok, whish desels mainly with
-Lenin'y dispube wl.*h Bukharin on the ths proletariat as Subject and
-waieh I 6nll 3 Spit nism,  Aleo, I wondarod whether
_yom hodnth r twe o I and XII. pre 1 77=207) in Marxism and
, %ﬁnh dul with the nhmge in Lenin's pasit.i.cn on tha Vanguard
1903 through 1923- \

N d.oubi I should wait unid) I hear from you cn the abova
qm“d.onl btf.ro I coment en your lettur since the question us to yow
.pos‘.\.t.iuu. 08 stated in yow' ‘latter, ie not the whole i¥ it had been written

L B idmtion of my intovprotation., At the saus tise, bhuvever, I
. mt‘. take noté of At leapt & few points that you montien, I wasn't so much
:lntmeed 4a‘tha: quoutiona from that ir to be Donsf since I coneider At
.tk Rt -mdsnsed book, . the ons on which he changsd his pesition guite
dﬂtw}y ‘It A8 trus that ke, Dimself, continusd to use it lani after he
HMM. muﬁ catogcrﬁ.oally. = on tho basis of the 1905 Revolution (which ia

‘expression. "masgos es veason® appsars) and, of -cpurse, on the bawic
o!' the 1917 Pevelition o that the preletariat was far in advance of the party
A’ the; pnrtg: fur irn advance of the loaders, What I am corcerned with is tho
refeconies to the works after 1914 ard especially after 191.7. For exmmple,

. you qmta VolmtuYII.. IXd, X and XIX. of the Selected Works, all of which

" Iy of ceursy, resd anl from nona of vhich did I sesm to have the same inter=
pr-".almu'a! you did, Take p, 238 of Volunte VII,, where Lenin definitely
udes “Backwerd sections of the Gemaan proletariat” ard the fact that the
Seviet systea wme "riot cloar to large meeses of the polltically educzated
Oarman werkerssh and p, 279, in which the plasant is likewiss inolwled ae
arong the hackwerd olements, It is in the very same article (p. 277) in
which he wrote "we wmntod to show that we rocoznized only one road ~=changes
Zroa balows wo wantod the workors themselves te draw wp, from holow, the new
princip lo of sconumic zonditlens,™

Very obviowsly, it is net & rquestion of me quotlng ono thing and
you queting arother, buk of Lenin himself, suppesadly, paying very opposite
- thinad on vory noarly tho same page, The polnt, it veams to mo, is one of
taiting mt only the whole of tho articlo as ageinot any single section but,
abovo 812 ,ef considering who is hoinr addreassed, vhat are the historic cire
cunstancos, what, if yeu'll parden me, 13 the dizlectic of each moment,

* Incidaentally, thore wvas an error in my chapter on Trotsky = I never read

what I dictate unfortunately and I dictated (p. 16) "philosophic", not

"nalitical concepta.® I do not vensider, however, that that is the resl

roason for the differencos betwoon us because evon though I stressed there

and everywhero olso the philosophi:s changes,politlics iz also involved. 1 4025
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"In the tus quatations,under disoussicn, the first was an attask ca Keutoky
and Hlfwrding who wero attacked, not enly ay "bankrupt thoccretisians® but \
as rapresactative nf thawood of the backward soctions of the German proletariat,”
Ustally, when Lonin attacked the 3econd Internetional, 4t s bacauas it
reficcted Liv “aristooracy of lsbor', FPerhaps the latter exprossion sounds
nors"sdranced” than ary talk of backward sections. Bat in hoth ceaoes, the
‘refarsnce fs aet to the proletarict as o uhnls, hut to certeln sectilons of
it, A the xhole thri1 in redisoovering Herel wee the dogelian conuept
thet each unit containe the opposite within iteelf: that evddy single
thing, elmmant, person, principls, can bn traunsforzed into its opposita, He
!ud had ne teevhlo with sesing the degradaticn of capitelisz., vhat wvas now

aind shoeking wes to seo labor, sections of it, transforzed into tholr opposito,
incluling that part which hed been reared on ¥arxism and, hers, I might add,
not enly the section of the Marxists who botrayed, but those, liko Bukharia,
ho waa & E&ll'wvlk. a sterling vevelutionsry, whase m gghod of thinking was
Mmthelneg. ete, ste, eto.

Sl Wnat I am saying, thm-u;oro. 1s that theo seation you queted did
n:vt “pma" lznin to have considered thet the preletarizt was incapable of
getting 46 socizlisn on its own as Lo ceriainly thought in 1903, but, that
‘wder cartain ‘hintoric conditions and in pericds of orises thag cmﬂ.d oextelitem
Ay aid the. at&tu qvo. . This appeere to b not much differant than what Merx
. Aald; vlz«sn h’e"hd.d that the proletariat was revelutionsry « or it wos mthim.

; m;a it wag thnt it was revolutionary, but you alwsys had to go "dosper snct

' -Jm"_ 1nto the ges to find the truly revelutionsry.

U _cm_ amht!mn thet you uged was, howsver, more, somtingly, all~
imluiw aime :.i‘. veforrad, not te any one section, sdvenced or teclnaxd,
pralmrilt or puunt. but the mguues a8 a wholo, whe £1id4n®t ssea to graep
ALY tha ranitipstions of tho Soviet, Chviously, it could nof have maant Lhe
whule or the Sovieis wouwdd never hawa srigen, HWhat it did medn we that the
Bollhwika. wto Wers alromdy thinking of the coaquest of political powar,
thoraed, the: pmlotarht atill had ms.mions about thoe newly gained Jeasaracy
¢r, perbape, even believed, as many did in the July Deyc thei the Holshieviks
© vere either no bﬂtf‘.a‘r than the Manahwiks or even nct as good, althourh the
Hancheviks wers ingisting on holding on to the bourgeoise olcaants in thw
government, In any cave, Lenin, at various times, in oppesing the so-callod
"storming of the proloteviath by witra.leltisbs that sinco it uas the :
proletariut that hednft wwlorstood, one had to be patiant, explein fully,
move csuticusly etc.e

By making a distlinotion betwoun althar the part.y or the thoory,
“or both, and the masces as a whole, Lenin didn't, suroly net in 1917 to 1923,
mean that the prolotariat wasn't Subject or coulidnftt act spontencously on
political, and even philosophic matterd without tho puldo ol the party,’
but that the party had a contribution to maite, The histeric continulty aa
wall a= the diziectic of developmunt applles as auch to thsory as it doss
to the proletar.’mt an the passpnt, Sach == practice and theory; nrelotariad
and party; peasand and Coviel e is cno-sided by itealfy only Ain wnity can
they hopa te cloce the chapior of thu prehistory of mankind and begin the
devalopment of human powor, from itself, as bot.h zeans and onvd,

I do hope I will hear fron you, not to miach on the lotter,althoigzh
I miuzradly want your comments, but on the subjasci,as a whola, as it is deoalt
with by me, both in the beok that has alreedy boon publisia! and in the pro-
Jectad word, Yours
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