REFLECTIONS ON NOTZS FHOM A DIARY: LiNIN'S PHILOSOPHIC'NOTQQQOKS
AND THE STATE-CAPITALIST TENDENCY

by Raya Dunayevskaya‘

1978 is the 25th anniversary of the first conveniion of the state-capi-
talist tendency as an independent uréanization in the V.5, As I refloct upon
that fact today because 1t was also the last of a united Johnsen-Forest‘Tendency,
it is not, as previously, in order "to set the record straight "That 1s to say, 1t
7ot to sstablish tho fact that my 1953 Lotters on tho Abseluto raen ) nogaesa ane
philloscrhic founﬂations which wodid develop the Tendency into Marxist-Humanism,
because‘I saw inhorent in the Absoluté Idea not only a unity of theory and proc-
tlez, but a_movement from practice which waé'itSelf a form of tﬁeory--dn achieve-
‘ment the co-founder of the Tendency, C.L.R. James (J.R. Johnson), had proved in-
sapable of doing. Rathor, it is that in the procoss of looking back at 1953, I
realized that the begianings of the division in Johnson-Forest had begun to o~ }
mexge in 1949-50 with my translation of Ienin'a ggliggqu;g_ggggpgggg {speoificalzy

hls Abstract of Hegel's Science of Logic),

A Clokal "urhing “oint

"It 4§ true, of course--of that therc is no shadow of doubt—-éhat, toth
ijoctively and subjectively, 1953 was a great historic Trraing Point, In Harch
came the death of Stalin, and this signalled-the_lifting of an insubus from the
head of tho prolotariat. In June come the first-ever revolt from under Russian
Communist totalitarianism in East Germany, and with it, a new stage of cognition
which, with the Hungarian Revolution, had clearly reconneoted with what Haxuc's
new continent of thought originaliy ealled itselft "a new Humanism," -1953 was
also the year the Korean War onded, and it was soon followed by the Bandung Afig-
Asian confurence which signalled the birth of a Third Yorld, to dovelop by tha end
"ofrthe decado with African and Latin American dimensions,

That 13 procisely the point, Why dldn't the united Jehnson-Forost Tor-
doncy meet tho challonge of the timos as the decade first opened when, at one and
thoe same tima, thero was the liiners! General Striko, 2 in vhich I was actively
involved and "happened” also to bo translating, for the firat time into English,

L 5678




1aain's Phllosophic Notebooks? Why dld it take James from February 18 to June 18,
1949 to so much as acknowledge roceiving the translation which he had nover before
road in full? Uhy couldn't the Johnson-Forest Tondency, &8s a united tendency, work
out the philosophic ramifieations of tho oconomic analysis of state-capitalisn as
tho absolute contradiction whick was producing a movement from practico in the
specificity of that rovolt againet the Jatest stage of production, iater tc be
called Automation? And why had Graco Lee Boggs (Ria Stone), the cthoxr leader of
the Tendency--who, once the threuc-way correspondence had developed, focused on
how very much the Doctrine of the Yotion ig “our task” t» work out--reverted tack
+0 the Doctrino of Essence where she stopped wlth Contradictlon? That became tho

core of "The Philosophy of State Ga?italism" that she wrote for the last theoret&-

cal (1950) documcnt, State-Ca 1talism and World Revolution, that e sunmlnnuu to
_ tha Socialist Yorkers Party.

Kelither tho co~founder of the state-capitdlis+ tendeney, James; nor the
'ofher'leader of the tcndency, Grace Lee, who was the professional philosopher, .
were philosdphic lightuoights. She was, 2s far back as 1947, the first to trgns-
inte Harx's: ‘Economio-Philosophic Menuseripts, 1844, “Weo announced that "éur tranz-~
¢ator" would Follow up the translztion with an ‘enalysis of Marx 8 Critique of the
"cgeliun Dialectic. ¥Hhile this was never done and, instead, wo concentrated on
the othor Ess&j; Alier'tcd Labor, C.L.R. Janus dld. in 19@8, :embaric on his onu
extensi?e "Notes on the Dialcctic" (then called tha “Nevada Documcut“)

In 1949, & cozrespondcnca bogan, lasting nearly two yoars, ta ny uxﬂu-
jation of Lenin's zbglgggph;g_yggghooks. - No mattor, what clise was tackled,
which T will devolop in full later; all of us strosacd the fact tha®t it was the
Doatrine of the Notion whero Lenin made his great brezkthrough of the dialoctic

for his age of imporialism., Building on Lonin's concrotization of -tho: principle
of transformation into opposite from the Doctrine of .thoe Notion, wo would need to
g0 the full length, to the Abscluto. Idoa, to work out the problems of our- ago.

Yot, cuce wo had to faco Trotskyism with political resoluticns and pro-
sant & summatlon of the whole decado of our work on the thoory of atato- aripitale
1am-- Stuto Capdinlism and World Rovolutign--wo, lnstead, limlted cnrsolves once
agaln to tho cetogory of Contradiction. That sesms to mo most peculiar now,. since
Qontradiction (that 1s to say, the class strugglo) was the category which tho
Bueond International was foundod on and. which evon it followed until 1t betrayed
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in 1914, Contradiction reappearad in cur age with Mao who introduced new dovia-
tions by making 1t "primary" only in the “final analysis,"

Lenin, on the other hand, in breaking with his own philosophic past and
preparing for actual proletarian revolution, had certalnly gone far beyond Con-
tradietion to an appreciation of Hegel's concept of the Idea, not only as "the
very best on the dialectlc,” but also the unlty of the objective and the subjec-
tive in outright revolutien, The three of the Johnson-Foreat Tendency had cer-
talnly recognized that much and, concretely on the ongolng Miners' Ceneral Sirike,
felt that the now.atage of revolt had begun. Why, then, not also a nes stage of
cognition? It becomes necessary to retrace ths sequence of the letters. 3

A One-Way Corresmondence Bensmos Temnce SornrouT Fores s, voNNSO. STONe

The letters began on Fob, 18, 1949, as I sent a dovéring note for cach
pért of Lenin's ébgirggi, beginning of“course with his ﬁotes on the Préface, In-
.troduction, and Doctrine of Being, -I called attention to the fact that what
James had reforred to as central in Lenin--the early recognition of "Leaps"
rather than graduslness--hed eppeared In Measure, that is, at tha.end of the
Tirst booki "You will onjoy the notes on Being, which you practically skipped:

. over in your lLirry to get to Essenco. It soemed to me one of the reasons was
the nocessity to begln with simplest categories,, bocause both in ‘philosophy, eco-
nomies, politics and what have you, those simple categories. 'contain in goim tho
whole’ " T theﬁ_prcccoded to back up the poinﬁ by quoting Zenin, who focused on
the fact that in Hogol "Not only Wesen (Essenca), but also Schoin (Show)

are objective, Evon the distinction'bafﬂeen subjoctive and objective has 1ts
limite," '

I also ealled attention to tho profundity Lenin showed in his attitude

to Appearance by having his book on Impexrialism subtitled A Popular Outling,"
and by Lonin's special cmphasis on Method as "the dialoctic which it has in 1i-
self." Lenin had roforred to Capital ag illustrativo of what Hogel means by u
Universal whern 1t is not “a more abstract Universal, but as a Universal which
comprisas in 11:501f the full wealth of Partioculars.," Furthor, I added, by belng
cbncrnto, 1t is not only tho objoctive condition of Marx's time, and tho proscnt
inporialist age, but tho "{doclogy of tha Bornstoins, Kautskys, and, yes, Ro§a
Luxemburg sincoe in that vory poriod he also made notes on hor book. What xich
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years wore 1914-1016 for Leonin in his 'study room'!"

I ond by focusing on the fact that Lenin was beginning to appreciate
"self-developnent of the concepts,” no matter how "idealistic" they sounds "Hegel
analyzes concepts which usually appear dead and he shows that thexe 1is movement
in them, Tho finitc? Thet means movemont has come to an end! Something? That
means not what Other is, Being in genoral? That means such indeterminateness
that Boing=Not~Being,.,"

I asked James to be pationt about how seon I would bo ablo to do the'

Follnweain 4 _n tho dynnelntinrn nf +ho Wakee an 'E?nnmnr-n' nea T An thio hotensn
B — A e SEARELATILON-0D TN S92 on Zonenge, 2o T2 Q0 Ihls hetwoon

meay other activitios." But since I continued with tranziation far into the
night, I =ent tho translation :;f Lenin's Hotes on the ‘Doctrine of Essonce tho”
very next week (Fcb, 25). Among the many. significant commenteries by Lenin on:
Essenco, I singicd out the fact that Lcnin was making a special category about
the sequence of the datos of publication of Logic(1813), Marx's Communist Mani -
festo (18’4?), and Darwin's Origin of the. Speeles (1859). I thon t..ont;}.nueds )
"Whoever "is still so fool-hardy as to look for a 'primary causo' may do so if ke
has enouszh time to wasto; Tenin will have none of that--he wlll have only totality
and movement and bi‘eak*up and movement." Lenin returns to Appearance and ‘Ka.nt.“-.an
' inpenctrabllity of thi w~in-itself by‘ sayingt "You include all the manifold
riches of the world in Schein and you reject the objectivity of Szhoin!!" Con-.

tinuing with his oppreciation of Hegel's omphasis that Essonce, too, must a.ppa'ﬁr,
Lendn writes: “Pho 1ittle rhilosophers dispute whether ona should take as basls
the essonco or the lmmodiately given...Hagol substitutes 'aud' four 'or' and ex~
plains the concrete contont with this 'and',"

At this stago, Lenin also broaks with his previous concopt of Causality,
seoing that what is cause bacomos what is effoct, and vice versa, and prosses
home tho concept of totallty, spelling it out as ten "moments," beginning with

"unity of show #nd oxistonce" and onding with "totality, whecloness is r.l.cnor )
than law,” And Lonin tells himselfs "Must roturn here!" Lonin's apprcciation
of Hegol 1s also soon in tho way ho undorlinos something that Hogol didn't in
this easo, totality as "sundored complotencss." My commontary continucd: “What
2 dialecticiun Hogel wﬁs, nothing olse can oxplain the shoor gonius of Hogol's
languago which defincs idontity as ‘unscparatod differonce' and totallty aa 'sun-
dered complotonoss',” I ond withi "Tho omphasis is lLenin's, which shows ho ﬁt\s
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net going to be outdone by a2 man who Iived and dled long before WWI."

On Haxch 12, I concluded the translation, sending Lenin's Notes on the
Doctrine of the Notlon, which is where Lonin concluded that none could understend

e Sap e i wile el ot studed it winle oL the logicr I evidently was boconing
consclous of diffcronces between Lenin's and James's "versions" of the dialactic.

The coverihg note to the last part of Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks stated:r "Let
me say at the stard that although you have entered _into this 'conspiracy' with
Lenin, the outsténding difference betweon the tﬁo *versions' (of the Dialectic)
is striking. Zeu will note that Lenin's notes on the Notion are as lengthy as '
those on the Introdauction, and Doctrines of Belng and Essence combined. .'.'a.lthough
you spent that much +ine on Nots ion, and included its. practico, the thing you cheme
most to stop =t and say1 hic khedus, hic salta to wos tho Luw of Contradictlon in
.Essenca.,.{but Lenin} choses to single out the sectlon on the Idea," I procceded
tc cite Lenin's 1g-point definitlon of the dialectic which shows that by then
Lenin nec longer “"fearcd” the Absoluto, sceing it both as unity of theorstical and
practical idea, as the method of absolute cognition, and as criticism of all
Marxists, including himsélfl "'Aphoris'ml Marxists criticized the Kantlans and
rlumists at the beginning of the 20th century more in the Foucrbachian {and
Buchnerian) than in a Hegelian manncr." -‘The emphasis on tho plura.l (!larxists) 1s

Lonin' Sit o wmadus tho Pemark aga.inst Plekha.nov.(#' : ‘

¥o word came from'James on any of this, On Mayl%, 1949, I nevortholess
_rutu:.ned to the one-way correspondence by (1) citing Krupskaya's Memoixs on ihos
eritical years, 1914-1916, in Lonin's devolopment) (2} calling atiention to
Doborin's Introduction to Lenin's Notabooks as they wore first published in 1929
(Leninski Sbornik, IX), and to Ador"tsky s Prefa.ca to the 1933 editlon of Lonin's
Notebooks {Loninskl Sbornik, XII); 2s well as (3) polnting to tho fact that the
Lenin Tnstltute rocorded that on Nov, 30, 1920, Lonin asked for the Russian trans--
lation of i-'egel's Sclence of Logie--not to mention tho letter ke zond 30 Uw
edltors of the new megazine, Under tho Bannor of iarxism, asking thom to Qonsi-
dor themaolves to be “Hatorialist Frionds of Hegolian Dlalectics” and lo quoie
Hegel. oxtonaivoly,

Threo days lator, I wroto James again, this iime bocause T was delving into
Lonin's Notobooks on Impordalism and finding that he had also boen ronding Hegol's
Phonomenology of Mind, Ho was very cloarly ocparsting himondlf from all othurs who
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had wrltten on Imporialism, [n.ot only the bourgeols Hobson {1902), but the revo-
lutionaries Hilferding .(1910), and Rosa Luxemburg's Accumulation of Capital (1913),
about which he had evidontly intended to write an article, Moreover, he had evi-

‘dently 2lso become dissatisfied with his OWIl essay on "Karl Marx" that ho had
written for the Cranat Encyclopaedia before he had completed his study of the

Selenge of logie, and now wanted them to return it to him for expanding on the-
dialectic, (O

I then both singled out ali of Lenin s references to pi'cal as he Has
reading ‘the Selence of Losic and showed how very concrete Lenin always wis,
vhether in 1915-1916 as .he was preparing to write mgsgeuism and State and
Morxisn (which was to become State and Revolution in 1917), or after he got

- to power and st:l].l uced the dialecti-. in his Critlcal Notes on Bukharin'
Economics of tha Tratsition Period,

While Jamos and Grace still did not acknowledge either Lenin s _Ij_[ot_e_'@o_lm
or my covering letters 8, thoy did. on May 27, 1949, have a disousaion between
themselves, Hero is how it read: "Previcus to 1914 the whole revolutionary '
movement, the Second Interrational and all the rest of them were essentially in
the Realm of Being, uvon Lenin tefore 1914 was not vexy oonsoious of Eascnoce,
although objective aituation in Russia drove him to the Logle. The key to
Lenin® s notes on Logle 1s this relation to Essonce. We today have not only to
do Eagence, tut also Notion, the dialectie of the party."” Lenin, they clalned,
"is mere concerned with salf—movement than he is with Notion."

It {3 vory nearly boyond oomprehension to find how they could mako

such & claim in face of the fact that Lenin's commentary on the Doctrine of the
Notion was more comprohonsive than what Lonin had written on all the rest of the
Logts sombingd, in truth, as early as the Preface and Intreduction, befoiro he
ever got lnto the Sclence of Logie "proper,” Lenin called attontion to tho fact
that the throo satuogorica of Notion~-Univorsa1, FParticular, Individual--wore pro-
eisely whoro Harx "flirted" with Hegel, ospecially in Chaptor 1 of Capital, ‘hich
is why, uhan Tenin m23c his own luaps, he insisted that no iarxist had undorstood.
Zapltal, "espoclally Chaptor 1," unless ho had studied tho whole of Logia,

Porhaps woe ean wndorstand part of tho roraon why whon wo road tho totte=
where Jamos first finnlly, on Juno 10, 1999, ok tu ackioflnden e tmannintion
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of Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks and my commentaries. He wrote: "You are covoring
a lot of ground and it is pretty good., But after conversations with G & reading

(carefully, this time) your correspondence, I feel that we are still off the
point,.." Clearly, it 1s not I with whom they disagreed as hotly.as they did
with Lenin, Indeed, they had not the slightest notion of whet Lenln was talking
about until July 9, when finslly Grace did get down to the Doctrine of Notion as

Lenin worked Tt out. BetWeen that June 10, when James finally got to read me
"carefully this time," they were preoccupied with their own great philosogphic
knowl.edge, James strsssing, on June 19 as he 1s writing to Grdce, criticizing
her for abstractness, that "After weeks of painful tack and forth, in and out,
you and I bearing the burden..." ' '

But, whatever “"burden” they were bearing, it ceriainly wasn't compro-

‘hénsiofnl of Lenin's Abstract of Hegel's Seivnce of Logle, though James continued
to toll me preclsely how many words I was to write on Capital, how meny on Logic
{1,000 -words on each:fopici). I plunged into a concrete study of differences in
Lenin, pre- and post-i%i4, and then into how the dialsetic affscted the vsrying
structural changes in Capital, as well as ‘the objective development of capitalist
production from the end of the 19th csntury to the present. ~ :

.

Fimnlly, on July 9, 1949, Grace began, seriously to go at Lenin's Note:-
haoks as well as Hegel's Doctrine of the Notiont "In the final section on Essence
(Causality) and the beginning of the section on Notion, Lenin broaks with this
kind {Xantian) of inconsistent empiricism. He sees the limitaticn of the sclent!-
fic methed, e.g., the category of causality to explain the relation betweon ‘mind
and matter, Freedom, subjectivitiy, notion--those are the catsgories by which we
will gain knowledgo of the objectively real,” She continues:r "I am writing these
notes with the Logle and with Lonin's Notes on the Notion before me. In both
you sense this plunge into Freedom." :

She procecded to analyze the major catogories on the Doctriﬁe of thu
Hotion~~the Universal, Particular, Individusl--showing that the whole structirze,
as well as each separato part of the Scicnqg_gf_@gggg; was grounded in them. Tnlo
was spelled out ospoclally clearly in her letter of Soptembex 4, 1949. And, hav-
ing made 2 leap in cognition, she bocamo most concrete regarding Lenin, on the one

* The dating must bo wrong since reference is to something I wrote on June 20,
** 50 csbcclally my letters of Junc 20, July 6, July 20 and July'25, 1949,
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hand, nspocially as 1t related to Imperjaiism, and, on tho other hand, as a
critiqus of Bukharin, I am not now sure whether one fragment I have of that

R

L....v...“m. e yun,u \.u. T ICTOET L T u;wen—w—uwwa&—an-bmmur*ﬁmmw
Materlalism at the end of May or early Jume, or in August-Septembez_' when she had
dug into the Doctrine of Notion., But the key section I remember clearlyt

"Kow for some abstract observations: I think Bukharin is using the method
of thought of Essonce--Identity, Opposition, ground, all going to absolute sub-
stance, 'Ihem, at tha end, 'l'.he proletariat takes over this a.bsolute substarce.

"Hence to be noted and carefully thought out i3 the way that Hegel
(1) deals with the Notion as the beginnirg--ai‘tar Absolute Su M
(2). deals with Spinoza, Teibrda and Kant at the 'begi.nning of the Doctrine
of tho Notion , :
\3) insists that the d:la.leo'bic of the ::ealm of Notion is the movoment of
Universel, Fartlcular, and Concrete, rather than as in Bajng-—Quality,
Q,uantity and Maasurm and in Easence-—Identity, Opposition,- Ground -

“Develomen is the absolute mediation of Universal, parttcular and singul
“Isn't this the Loglc of Self—detemina.tion when growing mtemationaliu&tic‘t

"Degtruction of state machine tmen bourgeois state hag reached highest stago
‘of organization?ses” ’

- ’Now, compare this clarity én self-dotermination with what we wrote.in
_tg_g-t!a.;gita.ligp and Yoxld Revglution aa we akippe& over the stage qf unfolding
nets. onal ravolutions: "the struggle for national Independence since World War IZ
is an i1lusion and cannot fail to have reactionary consequencos.”

Dbje c;t.ivo =Subjective

How ocan there possibly bo such retreats, 1.e¢., how can opposite posi-~
tions bo taken in what was worked out philosophically, when we woren't writing
& "Resolution” and when we wers? Upon reflection, it appoars that, had 31 peen
vorked out seripusly, that 1s to say, not juast abstractly but concretely. that
couldn’t have happoned, But thon that is spoculation--no one can toll what is
golng on in another's mind--and I dc not appreciate any indulgence in speowlatdor.
What I do know, for ouro, in that with tho outbwnak of thn Xovenn War, June, 1950,

5635




_9-

and the Trotskylsts once again tallending Stalinism, the Johnson-Forest Tendency
felt it imperative to leave the SWP once and for all.(?

The sels il puvb-Toriu wEIT LI S1TURCLON, WhilcH Looked so ripe for

revolution in the 1940s, was once again plunged into 2 new war. The fact that
the superpowers, U.S, imperialism, and the only other power that remained stand~
ing on its feot, Russia, werec fighting through surrogates couldn't possibly hide
the stzte-capitalist natuxe of our a2ge, with the two Big Powexs fighting for .
single wdrld mastery, All the more did 1t bocome imperative, I thought, to work
out 211 philosophic ramifications and not allow our analysis of state-capltalisn
~ te remain at essence of econdﬁi&s. In any casa, I continued to work at philosorhy
- as I bepan to develop the resecarsh I had boen doing for years cn "Marxism and
State-Capitalism,™ the book that was to bocomo Marxism and Freedom. I proposcl
tio new points of doparturer (1) Lenin's ?hilosophic Jotebooks, and (2} the
. Anerican p;oletaﬁiat as geen in the Minexrs' Gonerzl Strike of 1949-1950.

Not only was it unforgettable ds an "experionce," but it did not appear to
me that 1t could Poesibly be separated from the pPhilosophic problems we had been
tackling, oven if we evidentiy were unable to work out the Absoluts Idea, So,
while we were experimenting in mimoographed Fform with.a woxkers' paper, called
Corregpondenca, I cpﬁtinuéd ﬁor& on the projected book, .

Everything changod in 1953 with Stalin'a death in March, Mot oqu was I
writing politicglly on that event, but I deelded also‘tb try out the analysis
of the 1920-21 Trade Union debato betwoen Lenin and Trotsky, in the contoxt of
the 1950s and, again, with the Ameriean proletariat's attitude to theso cvontls,
The Correcpondence speclal was called “Then and Now," and was distributed at
factory gates. By Hay, 1953, I not only returned to the Absolutc Tdea in‘§5}gggg
of Loplc and tacklod also Absolute Knowicdge in Phenomenclogy of Mind, but alse
Plunged into Absclute Hind in Philosophy of Mind, from which C.L.R, James had
said "he got rothing." The Lottors on the Absolute Tdea got an onthusiagtic re-
sponse from Grace who doclared them to be "our Philosophic Notebooks." She was
then in €alifornia, while I was in Dotrolt proparing for cur convention in July,
1953, whilc Jares was in How York, Jamos, once again, as in 194950, ocaid nothing
for months, Not oniy that. This time, ho called Grace back to New Yoxk,. and

* convineed har that the Lottors should not be discucsed "now,"
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Within six wecks of my Letters, an actual proletarian revolt had brokon
out spontaneously, and inside a state-capitalist land calling itself Communist--

Za5% Clinmeny v Grbs Juie “kry lyo) nuvolt, wnich signalled a new ege, was followed
by the Beria purge, and once agaein I relurned to "polities,” writing the lead

for the very first lssuc of the publisned Corres ondenca, October, 1953, Helar-
thyism was in full swing and it took less than a yoar for us to be "listed.”

By then, Johnson was in England, but still "The Leader,” and instigating the
break-up of the Johnson-Foresi Tendeney. What wes great about that was that £t
rermitted us to work out thess philosophic ramifications so that,. instead of just
"state-capitellist teniiency, " we beeczne Ifiaiwist-}{umanists. The very first mimeo-
graphed pamphlct we published was Lenin's Philc=ophis Yotebooks, tot it took
another two yoears of ﬂot finding a pub}ishoz#g)‘forlit, along with Hafx's 
Humanist Essays, to bo printed as Appendicos to Marxism and Freedcm...from 1778
until %odax; ' - .

Noteés:

- (1) For the Lotters on the Absolute Idea, seo See, I, Vol. VI, "Creation of
Marxist-Humanist Tendoncy,” of the Raya Dunayevskaya Golleption, available on
nicrofilm from the Archives of Laber History and Urban Affalrs, Walter Reuthor

Tibrary, Wayne State University, Detroit, Hichigan, 48202, .

52).399 Sec,II, Vol, V of the Collection for minutos of the special Tri~Stato
\West Virginia, Ponnsylvania and Chio) meoting of the SWP and discussion with
F. Forest on the strike, Feb, 26, 1950, on file at the Archlves. -

(3) The Lotters aro now availeblo on microfilm. Sae Vol, XIIT of the Collection,
"gzya Dunayevskaya, C.L.R. Jemes and Grace Loe {Boggs): Philosophic Correspondatua,
1 9'1951 [} " ’

(4) See Lonin, Collectod Works, Vol, 38, p«2771 “"To bo elaborated: Flokhanov
wrote on philosophy (dialecties) probably about 1,000 pages (Beltov + against
Bogdanov + againat the Kantlans + fundamentel gucatisns, otcay ote.). Ameng
them, b oo v % the larger Logle, Lin connoction with it, its thought
(L.0., dlalociics propexr, as philosophical sclonco) nil!!

(5) For doteiled dovolopmont of Lonin's broak with his philosophic past, seo
"Lonin and the Dialoctic: A Mind in Action," Soction 1, Ch, 10 (pp,167-172) in
Harxism and Froadom, and "Tho Shock of Reocognition and tho Phllosophic Ambive-
lonie of Lenin," Ch, 3 (pp.95-120) in Philosophy and Rovplution, where I &lso
deal with the latust Russian phillosophor Kedrov's "explanation"” of what Lonin
"roally meant" by writing: “Allaei Man's cognitlion not only refloots the ob-
Joctive world, but cxeates 1t."

5687




-11-

(8} 4nd on that section, no place was greater than that devoted to fbsolute
Ldea, a fact for which Althusser has not yet "forgiven" Lenin, (See Lenin and
Philosepbv, pp. 116-120.)

(7 StateaCapitalise and World Ravolution was dated Jugust 4, 1950, but we did not
actually leave the SWP until] Aupust 7, 1%%1. Ar rhae tima, ineter? =2f naadinn io
a documznt for debate, we simply handed in an article entitled, "The Balance Shect
Cpmpleted”, and walked out, Although the articla contained my name and several
othars, it was written by Johnson. I had handed in, on June 5, for the SWP Dis-
cussion Bulletin, 2n answer to W. Warde and J.G, Wright's critique of our Resolu-
‘ticn, which was titled "The Ravolt of the Workers and the Plan of the Intellcc -
tuzls. This, as well as another article, written May 21, on “The International
Situation in the Fourth Incernational®, were Ineluded in the Bulletin which the
Tendency published as “The Balance Sheet Completed®.

(8) When I wrote harxism and Freedom (1957), t= Finnl obaprer (XVI) | Phure

. and the New Humanisa® (pp. 266-287) wes glven to miners to discuss. The Biack
dimension came out so sharply that it made it possible to realate the Montgomery
Bus Boycott to the Hungarian Revolution and the rebirth of Marx's Humanism. 1a
the Preface I called attention to the new-way of producing the book:¥ Because we
live in on ege of absclutes -- on the threshold of absolute freedom ocur of che
struggle against absolute tyranny -- the compelling nded for a new unity of
theory and practice dictates 2 new method of writing. At least, it dictated the
method by which this ook was written.® (See the many writings on the Black
dimension in the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection in WSU Labor History Archives
Library.) ‘ : ’ : ' :

(9)I tried to give my translations "free" both to the SWP, which considered the
Nlotebocks hardly more -han “scribbles,” "too rough and {ncomplete, ™ and to
Columbia Unive=sity's Tussian Institute, which sald none would be interested

in Lenin's “piilosophty,” only his politics,




