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April 20,1982
To_Be d iscusged at =il Tocals &Ergland

Dear Friends: . : N
o I wish to Bngage you in g theoretical discussion that, XLJLJ .
from being abstract; will be so concrete gnd practical as to relate .

to our present organizational and financial problems, from the “slogem®,
“3 baoks, not one"” both in som? view of content and immediate sales, A
to “typdéggaphical" errcrs in book or N&L and these net belng merely g

technical but philesvphic and each individual®s political 1esponsibilitys..

In taking yet ancther glance at Afterword to Ch. XI,"Trotsky's
Thecry of Permanent Revolution®, I noted an omission in T%n.8 which
refers to VIL*s“Solaected Workg pAls" without statlnhg what volume., Since
there ave 12 volumes, whlsh volume is the reader suppored to look up?
Not to have caught that error just because it was not an essy one like
a misapelling only proves that footnotes seems nowhere as sericus to ue
as I have glweys tried to stress. In thiz gpecific case, moreover;
it is not a nquestion only of importance of "footnotes in general”,
~-but speciflcally nothing short of everything from 1905-07 revolution
as dialectice of revolution gnd"organizational gquestion® in a sense hardlyg
ever discusseds I.am raferr?ng ‘to the fact tha% In Vol.III of VILYe ‘I
Yectad Workg , the specific article, "The Historical Meaning of the :

“'_'ntqrnal‘Phrty Struggle in Russia” {pp.499«518 & incl,in this case

last

ftnts, pp.$27+630) VIL says something he hardly ever saldw-and all
“after him would even deny that it was 1505, not 1902«03, where
“Bolsheviam was horn as a tendencys "Bolsheviem as a tendency took .
dafinite shape in the spring and summer of 1905..." In & word, noti
when®organizaticn question” was discussed at the 1903 congress but
when, in the period between Jin,1905 and befure October, theories
for actual revolution were projected um# from which strategies for
Uct.~Dec.flowed, -

- The article wasn®t then just sn "article®, much less merely
a polemic with LT, from which the latter could chose one itemw~conciliaw-
tioniemewwhich was, by 1917, not 1910 or 1905«07,-~finally accepted
by LT after he reduced it to narrsw organizational job of "joiing".
Nos, the 1910 "article” (which had been submitted but never accepted
by Kautsky®s Neue Zeit that had published Trotsky®s and Martov®s ,
articles whigh Lenin criticized) is a historic-philosophic-political-
dinlectical analysis that relates to the peasantry as well as the
proletariat, to theory as well as organization, gnd relationship of
the intellectual to the gbjective demands and nature of revolution.
Please do study and return to a much more elaborate discussion gof 1t
gometine in the future when you discuss the new book as it relates
both to Chs. XI and XII, especially the very final section, ™A 1980s
View", whose last 2 sentences read, "Every moment of Marx®s development, 3
as well as the totality of his works, spells eut the need for "revolution
in permanence, That is the absolute challenge of our age.” :

Now then this week, perhaps even this very day, you got the
regular DR letter of the waek, which Jim has writtpn this week because
Zhkm week®s anti-nuke meeting which we sponscred,i,e.,N&l youth on
WSU campus, had worked out a brochure for the meeting that he had
suggested and I thought deserved being made into a category, that is
+5 say, anti-puke activities not only not having been limited to
anti~nilitarist meetings, but made into such a Universal as the
totality of Marxist-Hwnanism which calls for the total uprecoting

of this exploitative, racist, sexist capitalistic society and 15437
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crestien of {otally new human relations, The way the weekly activity,
and it certainly will continue as one of the most urgent activities
for the entire year, ties in with toth the theoretical "technical™
quastion I ralsed as well as with the issue of the N&IL now going to
Irese with its focus both on the new editions of M&F and P&R and

their salssg is thiss o
Just as ‘typographical errcre are treated all

too often as mlnor questions and not philosophical-political matters,
30 I fear +vhat the attitude to M&F and PR szles will be treated as
“old, fomillar works we already know.” Take M&F which has no special
chapter on anti-nuclear movemerit though it certainly was philosophically
and politically pogted there and in which I was most active in England
when I Pfirst, in the 19508, conhected with that movement is sesn best
in lts ramification, and it is that type I would hope we*ll develop
right now, My tour was related Lo the then new pubtlication of M&F,
and I 4id gpesk, among many other places and platforms and the actual
establighmnent of a Marxist-Humanist group in Scotland, at the
Cambridge University Labor Club. No matter what has happened to
-Peter Cadogasn since then, the point was that at that time it was his
very intense anti-nuke activities got him to see way beyond and declare
"M&F to be the type of gork that "From time to time a book appears that
alters human experlience by making explicit the possibilities of new .
relationships....Dunayevskaya has located the tirail...to make nistory." .
A i xkkumy ‘This continued to 1961 when he saw the khuxx :
f;:gg&gigg pamphlet gg directly relevant also tc England end reprinted.
1%t there., The fact that 1982 sees The Left Academy {or at least
. Marx ¥Wertofsky in that work of essays)acknowledgang finally that RD
as teing "among the first”. (who exactly, I might ask; were others then
“or now?)¥to polnt to the importance of Hegelian elements in Lenin's
understanding of Marx's Capiial and of Lenin*s gg};gggphingguggugggLf
after which he mentions both M&P (1958) P&R (1973) and the Tel :
essay by myself on "Hegelian Leninism® surely proves something they
{"Left Academy® and“Left"in general) don'i nean but we doi THE
TODAYNESS OF THESE WORKS AS WELL AS THE NEWNESS OF THE SPECIAL
INTRGDUCTIONS I WROTE FOR THEM, BOTH IN SENSE OF “uptadedness" and
in answering the critia%ggz)by bourgecisie and Marxist acADEMICS.

ek .
There is négﬁéy tc make ‘the type of financial drive needed
both by NEWS & LETTERS continuance and sales of books as pre=condition
for both RLWALKM becoming that catehing of historie contlnuity with
Marx god its concretisation for our age that is the gbjective de@§gg
for a way -out of the myriad crises and economie=political repression
that the 2 nuclear titans~-Russia and US~-are engaged in their drive
to nuclear holocaust. In a word, there 1s no way %o prepare fer
revolution only through activityf¥inseprable from it is the
*Self~determination m#xikexEdesxxx in which alone the Idea is, is to
hear® itself speak.” i

Yours,
~ RAYA
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