Dear Natallisel

Laet week I finally got a copy of your letter %o Sara
wiilch enntaine your oriticlam of my artlcle on the Ausseian coonomy,
I wag happy indeed to r=2peive 1t, Do you realire that the
Johnaonites have been wrlting on Ruesia for over five years, and
that thie is tha firat tlme we huve been answered? I hope %hac
1t will be pomeible for your %o expand your eriticlsm and to make
it public. I wiagh to amsure you that it vas of groat aselstance
to me, and henos I wigh to anaver 1t in as serious a manner pg it

wae glven,

The major burden of your criticism 1s at the same time an
arfirmation of Trotsky's analysls of Ruseia, and resolves itself, I
think, into thres msjor pcints: (1) all of fretsky's works have been
bullt on the categories: economics, classeas, state, party; (2) his
analysie of Staliniet Ruesiar, as in the cnze of Stakhenoviam, shoved
clagprly his nawarsness nf the fact that in At were concentrated “the
m~thode of capiteliev oxploitation®; and (3) he traced most profoundly,
and long in advanes of hie presont-day critics, "the atriking growth
of y and bureaucratic wllfullness in 5erense of 1%s own
interesnts, Therefsre you conaclude that the lack of understanding
does not lie with Troteky {"object under criticism”) but with his

eritics, ’

‘ I wigh, first of all, to separate myself from the critice
.such as those expoundlng the officiel Workere Party line who, 1n
breaking with Troteky's analysis of Ruseis, broke, I think, with
a good desl of Trotskylsm. The severity of my ordtioian of Srotsky's
analyels wad, on the other hand, induced preclaely by the fact that
I wigh only to c¢hangs the Russian line but to retain the rewvolutiochary
heritage he left us-~his perspestives of world reyolution, of.
revolutlonary strstegy, tacties and politics--rfor to me Trotskylem
is 20th century Marxism-Leniniss, In an official document on the
international question that the Johneonites presented to the last
convention of our party, we atated that the Johnsonltes are revieing
"Trotsky's Russian'poaiticn in terme of the Leniniat-Trotskyist
analysls of our epoch, whereas the official Party position, o
unfortunataly, 1s trying to ravise the Leninlast-Trotslkylat enalysis
© of our entire epoch. However, becsuse I do wigh to revise the
‘Rugsian posltion,  the major burdan of my oriticlsm waa precilsely
a refutation of the third, anducruciala.point to wit, that Stalinist
Russia 1s what it 1s today because of "inequality and bureaucratlia

wilfulness," , .

) . My contsntion was that 1t was not these two phenomena
that brought about state cmpitalism. But that this lnequality
of dletribution waa merely the feflaction and the natural result
of the exlsting production relasions and subordination to the
law of value, whioh is a law of the world market. That, furthermore,
it would have been”imgogsible for a Marxist of Trotaky's stature
to have left up so falge. a position of Rugsla as degenerated workers
statiom had ha hausd himself on what aooncmio laws and produstion
relations were characteristic of Rumslas, Instead, despite
parenthetigal (garenthatical not in the senge that they were meraly
incidental tut in the sense that they were not the basls of his
' position) remarke 88 %o the capitalist elsumente that pervaded
the Ruassian economy, he 1n aotuality remalined on the superstructural
lrvel of pronaerty forms and hilgtorical origin of Soviet Russis,
It was thie which made him dismise the ooncept that Russia might
be etate oapltallet, although, theoretically, he maintained that
guch a development was concelvabla, It is this position of workera
statlism whilch 18 keepling the Fourth International sc hemmed in the
preaant indafensible poaition of defensism,
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If, in the development of my criticlsin, it became
too sweaping, 1 am deaply sorry. But although I may uot have glven
sufsicient welght to the passages in @roteky's various analysea . St
of Ruesiaz which dealt with the onpitalist elementa present in the . :
goonomy, it iz not trus thai I "avoided the testimouny o the N e
jtusstan 3ulletin.® Although, in the maln, I sried %o glve English ) g
references-~"Revolution Betrayed”, "In Defense of Harxlen?, eto,—-
1 alsc specifioally rafer (1) to Hakoveky's analysis of tha Firet
Five Yeur Plan, (7} Trolaky's general agvesment with it, as etated
an the Russian Bulletin, and then oroceed to show that, in the
further development of his Hussian vosition, Trotsky drovped this : :
originally more basic approach. Part of the reasson that you think <
thnat I have not nuoted fron old solrdes may not be your rault alnoe L '
(1) the transiator of my article into Russlan has told me thnt he 3
@17 not tranelate the foctnotes whereln refarences are contalned :
and (£) you did not nave at hand the firs% serles of articles which -
I considered Part I and which dealt wt greater length with Stakhanomlem S
and the Conatitution and which was partly the reascn why in this
geriea I merely meke reference ic thase phenoneniz, and pass on te
draw my conclusions, It is %true that_cven so I did nol spend as
much time ag theen matteve deswrve, But- that too is not altogether
ny tzult., Hy originnl thesis consiated of 130 pages, or 45,000 words. : i
Thte hrd to be cut down, to two serles of artielea, the first - '
D eiating of the atatifical data anc taking up 12,000 words, and ;
the seocond consisting of my politicel concluelcns and repregenting .
gnother 9,000 words. You can see how much I nad to leave out,

Ag to your ceriticism Lhat my article was built on teOy
narrow an. esonomic lavel. To that I plead gullty, but only to a
1imited extent; and, agaln, Gue %o "technlcsl" reasons, As you
know wo Johnsonltes are a Mirority, and the space &t our disposal . .
4 limited. Consequently, we deliberatedy divided the Russian ' ,
Juestion betwsen Comrade Johnson who deals with the politlcal and ;
philoanphieal aspecte, and mysaelfl who deals with the economlc side. S
Ir ypu will look ai ail we have writien since 1541 you will ses . ;
that 3% i2 by no maauns as nerrowly consiructed as would appear from
reading but one of this series of articles and regolutions, ' e

There is only one poin% in your oriticism that I found

unking, -and $that was your raference Lo-my tamaneipation"., No,

Natalia, I do nov think that I am "emanclpated”,

* om Ix Apr I have, in my view, found

a serious ervor in Trotsky's analysis of Russla; thils I wish to~

correct, But I do so witk what I conslder %o be the Harxigt=
Lenindat~Trotekyist methodology of revelutlonary internationaliem,.

T considasr Trotaxy's analysie as the only serlous one, and I have

a0 opanly stated in my party and showed that thei:r poaition on

Russia 18 not only wrong, bul the man in which they arrived at

it in non-serious, and beoaues of that 1t has resulted ln a

devistion fron Marxism, Hence, we maintained, thelr approagh to
many problems, such as Yor lnstance the probleme of 19Z0~23 dealt
with by Trotsky in "The New Courae', has resulted in irresponsible B - .
artinle by Howe. Johnson and I have nod only criticised this article !
in the Mstionz) Committea, bul we may need to do o in public now

that Com. Erberts criticlsh of Howe's artlcle pevecis a striking

aimilarity An methodological approach, and 1s very Tesble lndeed,

One luat word regarding your postoript on Cnernofs, Xes,
I sam well acquainted with his visws and thoae of Xautsky and the
Soclal Demooracy in general which has maintained that Russin has - -
never beep anything bu$ onpiltaliet because the 1917 revolution was A
a bourgeols revolution., This I oategorionlly deny., The faot that
the failurs of the world revolution to coms to Lne afd of ths
fcolated Russian Revolution, on the one hand, and the exiatence of ' '
the world market and Staiinist counterwrevolution on tha other hand,

has brought into exiatence state ocaplialiam Ain 1936~37 does not
offer the Mensheviks a shred of evidenge for the contention that :
Russia was state capitalist in 1917, If the Fourth International ‘
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should tomorrow come to the conclusion that Ruseia has in 1948 beoome
atate capltalist, would that have anything in common with the
Chernoffs? O course not! In that raepect you might find 1t
interesting, if you are not yet aware of 1%, that the Monaheviks ars
ohanging thelr posltion on thle questlon; before Hilferdbng dled he
left a manuscript stating tiot Buesla was not capitelist but
“totalltarian®, Lagt summer this text waa reprinted An the G- o .
and a8 dieounselon én At e going on in their ranka.

I wlgh . agalin Yo samsurs you that your oriticism Was vary
warmly welcomed by me, There enteras of course a"personal " element;
T love you the more when I see you aotively and vigerously partloipat-
ing kn ihe shaplng of a Fourth Internatlionalist line on the problems
confront ve., Xou have mych to contribute, and the Fourth Interna-
tionai will lenrn this =imple fact. Ever since my return from Mexloo
I have done nverything to soread Sthe newvs of your intellsctual
virillity, and 1t makes ne feel very good indeed to be the recipient
of your viswa, although they happen to be in eriticlam of my own
vliewa, That fe the only ha2glthy --healthy from a revolutlionary
rolnt of view--wey Tov a common line to be worked cut, and I do not
doubt at 81l that in sihe genersl line that will finaily be worked

out we wlll be together,

Now a few words on gome other maftera. Evidently, ay
lopes of getiing you here hove been dumpencd. I hear also, and 1%
vorries me, that you are again facling 111. Is there anything at
gll I aan de? There 1s some nne f£rom Europe here and I heve -
spoken to him of you. It is g0-very necessary for you to get a
viga, and a ghange ot atmosphpre as well as the necessary eare,

and 1t is imposeible to reconcile onegelf to dcfeat, Wouldnit At be

wonderful if you could oomeé with'me to Europe? I do- hona to set to
the -World Confernnce next eummer,

Com. Johnson sends his warzest greoetings; he has at hand
your eriticism alec of his article, and greatly appreciates your
views., He vill write you himself. .

1

All my love,
i
'[ud

P.E. Sara waa nioe enough to let me see the leftter Louis sent you.
Bhe 2leo called to tell me of your latest latter, and she wiahea

tt be remeasherad,

T R s a st e BT IPPIFRE - - ' -
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