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Daqr‘mgal. Hike &d Ingons? .

.The encloged notes to lave gives you a «whiff of whmt I'm about to
chanpe, and I {rvet that you almo rsalize that, with the H1iff ackes the bwd
neye that I will prohably bte et lsazt enother monts working cut that one chapter,
AND THAT IS A9 A DRAFT (XLY.

. Homis\c!uthuhnppmui ey 1 war ready ti “complets™ the next
two=-thirds of the Fotas I bezm Sn Wpllaceturg. Jt's that uttl.o werd"omarwto”
again, I Just eouldn't s now T conld posxibly stert the “Yerx chapter” by
writing a5 ir nouﬂr, cans buroru it. Whan I.pgot ovar tha"so.f—omseimnosu"

& the guertien of AL baing “tene deaf™ en philasorhy, L toalized that, 4n feck,
it om e dm.,(indm ml by dew/ very obfectivelyr and it doss taks inguntil
230, everyons Snoinding Lenin. That is to 3ay, AC phlosophy is what deter—.

‘winas nit only yous vigiem tut yeur statepy &nd tavtiss, tlun ciwiowly *they“ -

- {or &t Isast RL and VIL) 24d very woll hy Just being politicos. And 40 Dot

] The Lot that I do desl with a sirdot revelutionary whe not only rover netmed,

at vory saarly went to her daath “mowingly", ~~ natumlly, I'm nok reforring

49 her poiy wsmder, ui to the fact that she bad sdvised szaivat the Sparkius
wenk” , becaues sbs knsw At wis an ingurrsction hownd tcmﬂ.uthurwant.*--

- together too zmell to attupt mﬁ.b!ng J..ka that, hut she wasx geing to be whcn :
e vorksm e, S

L T v 1oe)c mmto]y at the varisun perisds, you can see tiat she
.m&do ap if ghe did teke dislestics serdvusly, Juet taseuge 4n the fight"

- against eeforrism it ses smough to Yo quite cweral o the nee? for dialectics,
#5 the gr=ud for the preletssian indepmsianes ¢f theught. “h the other hand
when 10 cemsa tn the Fuseizn Revolutien, shore ohe wec createst mn activity,
‘#nd an sppreciation of spontaneity, thsorstically, philosophically what she
singles ont, is Jwncral Strike: that is +o gay, the unity of scenomics and

© pelitics: no philovophy s dnvolved slthor in tho wmanner of LT's peraenwnt

revolntion ar VIL's weat open attack on his own navrow theeiy of party..

{I belisve that toth Ly swstnzthe Subject ~ the »rolrtariat and psesaniry =-
a3 Resgon, and 1t's in that period tiwG he uwed the rxpressimm *prolstariat

as Sensen®.he dleplayed, to used Teny ClifL% phraso in & very differmnt sensze,
*gn vncarny Intaition® ST CAKKY IN RELATIGNSHIP TO DIALECTICS, In e word,
Lecauae his praction vas »o very diaisstical at all times, the reorganization
of philosonhy caue aasily in 15W4,)

heiw you hogan % see post sericucly that the lxck of philosephy
is mrdomn. is at very highest psint of originkl development —~ tlis bresk
with Ksutsky, isperialiss, and the national question, woren's suffrage. Fut
difforently, it maant that her failure to dwaw organirational conclusions arose
Precisely from hor fallure to have thae Gizlsotics so inherent in her thought
as to forever ces nepation of tha negation inatead of just contradietimns.
RL's review of

Sometime back, when Yave irenslsted for me sarly mnusceripty o=
not the 184% Mamugeripta but of that sars peried =- t Meluing first brought
out, in wilch Hahring totslly underestimmied larx) and while AL hed a wush hlghor
Opinion of Marx at the time Xautsky trenslate Thoorgss of Surplus Value, there
iz ptill that nonsemye that the one wvho discovers the manuacripta is greeter
than the suthor of the mas. In any coge, thase translaticna plus the tne in
the NI on RL on Merxism and the “Parsty of Practice™, were suffioisntly something
I dinliked that I put them awvay. They surely seemsd to have nothing conorets
on all the tuming pointz in ber lifer

15245

they could ba dismissed us‘fpopalzriutimn"_“



LT 'i'iini.m. 1 got du. W FaiR, ©VGh th® VOTY R )
tomorahu ‘reat new ocntinent of thought to wie yaar btefore
weith baarguois socioty, it hit mo that RL's superficielity in cdealin
thgtmwmmdqhmﬂ telisf, and told mars than 1000 peges
slout how the Sweoad ‘nternational relsted - parmion me, to relate
s MawEi hwﬁvmbwtﬂuymmuudmﬁgols' '
% mﬁ. mmuuimns. dddn't move gne inch awmy
grab this by the sorlif of the neck, (Guh. wo'
md tmn- friapds ¢1) the tize.) ‘
SR Hht:mtmdohnotmly-e—mdmdlluvodmomﬁb
stroising that 4t's pracigely becnuse sis is a rovolotisniryl At's preciszcly
. bisiiono, chu endandy Cisvoveied. that it's Marz sho ves diragreeing with”in
vosniixdor”; and i vantad. toehintmtﬁhommla- upplmuns his
P indgbsd &mﬂﬂ Volunes sod praciscly Lecsase & qorets
s PO s~ YR traly not snswsroble by ‘& Byotutionist: wm:cnt
mﬁwtmmthmwmity" Sen Votn the stert and the.
8. 135, o tt.‘hnlsy Ansaparsble frow Hogelian dinleetics.” That .'.n
‘Zanty. ey thnt becinae we dlidntt beiray and Shoss:who were arm%
thovs!ﬂ-n w dan’t nead: ‘philogophy. W are dealing with anz.of .
mﬂu&&m&rﬂu ‘uho mine:! grut mtﬂ. the "dey nr kulmrb -

'




