R “-PiehtAng ®ipperialist economism? among his own Bolsheviks who went

. A . N ’ .
Wy ‘ _ March 9, 1973

" Dear Harry, _ :
‘ ¥ou have no idea how very excited I wms to get youwr letter regarding
Lenin and the whole concept of philoscpny and organization. H&L Gommittees
ars oo young vhat quastlons relating vo Lenin®s tire sppeer ebstract; I
dars say that for most history hegalt in (he 1660¢s.

" ¥You really hit the nall on tha hesd {(thoughl your modesty made you .
put it in the form of a question) when you asked whothar Len.'r.g rergpective
had been te copy the structure, not to mention the mana following, of \
Qornan SDe That is it in a nutshell. Everyone from the Follsh expousnf
of spontanelty (RL) to Lanints overiy-cantralizecd party hed s single uodel
befors them: ERaubtoky's party. $his ie why Rosa did not break with tha
party. even though she hed gotben Keutskyds opportumist number iong bhefors
Lenin bed Lhought ‘about it. Thet is way Lenin, who hungered for Jjust such
& mR88 party, could not mnderstand why RKautslky sud Rosa gud the ravislion.
4nts a1l pppoged him when the truth was that 4t was Tsarisn that folsted
uEon them such extremely Lllegai work that there wes no other way to-
funotisn and remaing aiive thar to carry out 50 tight a discipline., (For
that matierBosa had to 4o the ozmot same thing in her little group btub
she ' didn’t make a theory of it, whereas Lenin éld.)} On the cther. hsnd,
e wes the only one in the xhols Iutermationsl who did have in his program
fren the very outset the guestion of workers® power, conguesi of it, and
the guestion fhat thers could be n0 revelution unless .there wac e revolu-
‘tionary theory. The Yonly® trouble there was that thet same appreciation -
. of thoory regexding revoelution did not cuxry thiough to organtzation, and

i xirexeanexyan by the time im 1914 when he £irst graspsd the uniyersality

t hinclud.tng the dimiectic of organizational development,

At was never spolled out. You may recall that the fipst day of the

" Fobruary Eevolution his telegram was stil) on the lsvel of combining
legal) with g.llegel, work. It was only on fhe sacend daywhen he cgbled,
PNever again within the Second Internatiomal. Never again like the
Soclal Demecrzoy.H .

In & word, there was a 2% year lapse between the fall of the Second,
a 2k yesr legpse during which he went to-lown beaubifully on the Nationsl
cquestion, on the imperialist war boing trancformed lnto a civil war‘ ugg )

ra-
Jeft? in trying to throw out or at least blame as fully the proleatariat
-a8 the betrayilug leadership, and want even as faxr es to oay; not 1llke
2% (Zimmerwald or Kienthal) will do. 4nd yet, and yet, that dialeofis,
when it comes to organization, had no ramifisations. I% began in April
upon his return to Russin and meeting sll the antegonisms from hls Boishe-
viks on the quesiion of putting the struggle for state powsr on the agenda.
And he raised the slogan of gll powsr to the Sovliets and the mest famous
and greatest of all statements wos to threaten to resigan from the leader-
ship end "go to ths sallors® but he diétlt glve up the padty ecd was
altogsther too forgiving when they 4ld rut the question on the agends.
S0 over and over agsin we ere back 4o the fact that only in his Will
does he skawk stato that the biggest thecreticlpn didnit understand the
dlalactic and that Af the factional fights reelly represent cless d&lffeor-
ences, then nothing hs gaid could ®ossibly stop The collapze of the first
workerst! state.

This dichotomy hetweeen philosophy and organization, this overw
eppreclation of Iassalle who had bullt the first working class mass organ-
ization, even if it was mostly for electorate purposes, has kept us ina
vige from which we batter free ourselves with exfending Philosophy and
Revolution to ite becoming the orgarization builder. I do hope you
will write more on your experiences in organizations and its gaping lacl

of philosophy.
Yours, Raya 1118'/




