R Ju ly 28, 1979
Jaar Pater, :

;. Dmaause I wag (and am) 20 very anxious to expemment with an
- sntenogous youth group, and beceuse you are 80 pivotal to that de-
wolbpient, and becimase it wea neceesaary for you to begin siaking
“gmn:t'rootl- in LA, I 414 noi find wa day the briuf time you were
ors to disouss your very il:gortant work op RL. I muat now at :

‘least ralec scme queations that ¥ would need {0 know when I see
you at the Plemun ~= and I do hopo I will have savceral houre with

¥ou, 80 you batter let me know exartly when you'rs arriving and whan

you heye: to leave, sinte it's genorally the day after the Flemm,
nog'-bego;fa, waep I would have time to discuss thia. '

" gfnet, cf the concrote netters thet I want to know before I

. *dlsappesr” ia what ie availoble on the Waat Coast, that 44 to eay, -
48 there such a thing es coplete worke, eithsr $n LA or in Bgy Are

- or Stanford? In what alnguage¥ ' .

L miidsnefors evel thot question 18 looked into, wirat have 1{_011
your-1ibrary?. I was quite emaszed 40 heer from acheons tha
. tuelly do heve, if not couplete, selocted works of Luxembur
~eculd ¢ant -be and I not kuow it? When d1d 1t happed? I meeh,-Why
w6ild-you heve done exsctly what I asked, as Af that was sll there
wes to the question ¢f RL, instead of xi at once telling me what
have, in whet language, ¢overing what ascope <f work, edited by whoam,
and. 1s ithat work handled chronologically ¢or by subject matter kr Jus
on the baslia of what swome faction wants to reveal? 3urTely
. gtand thet I not only have the highest opinian of your tale
I would depend upon all sort of independeat, creative suggestivns,
Juat to.cite ane example, ragording the fact that it cannot be
limfted to quesilons I ask, is the fect that when I first b to
werk; 1910 was yhe pivotel point. Firat, beceues that is v she
_ saema 80 far.in advence of everyone, Lenin included, by hav senged
‘Keutskyts opportunism Yong before enyone else even dresmed af ghale -
lenging Keutsky. Secondly, {(snd this shows how even WL can ome @
narrowing rather than s brosdening point, and why, thanks to Ulalec~
tics and revolution, I moved into fact that_i%'a not only BL, or
WL, or both together, but muat be focused on Merxts philosop \oi‘
revolution, Marx end no one el se)and most importantly, that l¥e
change in focua la o my ng the 1807 Congress and meking the
central point the 1205 Revolution. And isn't dialectics grealiand
today~iish, for I found it just in time for the Iranian Revo. on,

0K, that means that no matter how importgqnt and ngeded a quege-
tion I raise must alweys be related to ell that RL is. So I repeat:
what works do you have, what periods do they cover, can you translate
the contents page for me? Do you have the books with you, orxr would
yeu need to ask scmaane to Yring them ta the Pleaum, or betier 3still,
Mike i8 golng to be there Aug. & for a few days, 30 could he get

Lthem?

One nore question in regerd to your tiranslation: I don't ase:
Xinsk whether you could easily locate a quotation that I would ques—
tion, The spaecific point I heve in mind is LT'e 1910 article in N2
Your pesge number is 16, and it comes under section V, on "The fac=
tiona* method..." The lest sentence in that parsgrsph, you use the

expression, "0Only by their ctmpilation-~by overcoming the extremes,"
What 1s the vord for compilation. From Leain's eritique of that
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. ‘article, I would Judge that ilie word, inatead, is conciliation.:
{ Surely Lenin's theorptical critique of Trotsky is dirscisd sgeiist
" conciliiationism, conciiiator, and Troiaky, once he accepted Lenin's
Seritique of him s conciliator and hie going‘lso dsgrase arcund on
= the question of the pertytc leed, was all toc ha’gpy ‘to ascept the
 eritique of conciliaticniom and ﬁaing a caneiliator, as 12 that - °
oaly moant on the organizational question. And we Irotskylst ell -
accopted that, BRBven when I began my stn;ﬁ)?h gﬂn’at Trotabyleas
and ot only ca the Russiun question «- not then wece i ,
" that he was wrong ozly oo the orgenizationel qudstion, I neverthe~
leoa thotght that that is what Lenin was oriticizing ﬁin fer,
" Sine¢ YT've begun studying the 1905 Reveolution, not as pmet but as .
. relevant presant, 11 1as that very article you t(ranslated and Lenin's.
. ghowaY-which convipced 3e that wnersas it ia trus the lmmediafe line
Sof attsask wap the bounding back aund forth between Menshevima and
_ﬁolahevim and nsutrallss; 1% wes aztuslly the higheat pariod of a
theorsotical woeknsss thet wes lnvolved. )
: So you see how crucial kxz a pxaq” 8bfetimes becomes. . I'm
(~pretiy sure that there waele aseversl times in your iranslation of
‘ ¢, that I definitely questioned the tranwlation of a word that
joams to me a peraoh who hes been sround for along time and knows
1 ihe "nune~throwing” that had been going on in the poat-ilsrcx
arx{ st movemant would not have used. Since thers was no immediate
nscessity for sy knowi:%ithe cxeet word, I did not write you ebout
it." But now that L'} thinldng more concretely of actusl work, I
o want to know most concrétely how you go ‘about in your transla-
fon and easy you wouild £ind anything that I questioned, what
18 beat "academicrlly™ 1s when a word appeare quite pivetal to
the thought, the.transletor would elways include £ in parentheseas
the word of the originsl languege. I'm sure I need not belabor the
point ebout Begriff, allenation, sublimation, entfrendung, =nd m
forth, aml how many. yegé-a since ilegel died? You won't find any
T\\ / nsnimity on what is wbtbhunge. 4nd the only correct thing under

‘those circumsatpnces ias {o say, I'm using sy own translation but
V/here is the officiel or ovrthodox or whatever. wost of the time, I
i{ "capitulated™ to the Lusslan translation of Lenin's Notebooks, but
! sometimnes I absolutely refueed, and since it simply doee not pay to

divert the question to "who is right", I would give both transla-

tiona (incidently, I sbsolutely ebhor by now the transletion of

Lenin's will that the Trotekylais mede; the officiel is definitely

better; and to think that all thsse yearswe were scting as if VIL -

celled NB "the grecatast theoreticien® whereas in fact 1t wee "a

great theorotiecian, Cr to come down to low level of Johnsonism,

who had quoted Hegel ae "error i8 The dynemmc of tiuth" whoraas

Hegel had used it as "a dynsmic of Truth®™,) Enought*

Yours,

+0n second thought I don't want 1t to be enough. Since though I've
often related the indident orally, I8ve never put it in blafk and
white and it shoukd be. I'm raferring to the Ffact thet the American
Trotskylets, ite intellectuals, 1ts leaders, were making life quite
misersble for me hen I was with LT, by endless letters &3 tov how I was
vtaking sdvontage" of LT not being fluant in Znglieh, and “pessing my-
self off* as o competent translator. When the letter actually sccused me
of "misleading™ LT, I epproached him and said I was sorry cother him with
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