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Dear Ken,

Many thanks for your note and tne,ÂQpgcÂÃgAndy,Brown's essay on Lenin;_I 
would have replied earlier except I wanted to read it and send you someg è'
comments.;IfQycu think the authors would be interested perhaps you could _ ó
forward them this letter -èI enclose some spare copies. 1" y -

_ _ ,
> ' '

I must admit to some disappointment on the treatment of Lenin. I'll try to ~
indicate the main points, and just one or two of the secondary ones. You sayó
you don't think the critique of Leninism is sharp enough - certainly true,
but what is more important is that it isn't focused or deep enough as far as <'
its explanations go. There is a serious problem of method here. Andy Brdwh?s'*i
essential framework is that Lenin's thought and work (which he takes to be * jÂ 
accurately represented in the Collected Works) forms an essential and harmonious
unity, which shifted its emphasis in a gradual libertarian direction between
1902 and 191?, but which always consisted of some sort of blending of stateò? "
socialism with libertarianism. And what is more he supposes that, in general, ò
Lenin's utterances are made in good faith, Discrepancies,_consequently,1are"
assimilated as different facets of the many sides of Lenin, the Bolsheviks, ~"
the relation of party to class, and so on. - i '

' ' .~ - .~

Obviously any biographical or intellectual treatment of Lenin must be, or
entail, a view of the history and significance of Bolshevism. Andy Brown
doesn't skirt this problem, but he has a view of it which he doesn't justify:
Bolshevism represents a current of the workers/socialist movement which ówent
wrongô. Thus what is in fact the rule as far as the economically collectivising

, _

revolutions of the twentieth century are concerned is presented as an exception,
an abberation, a shocking diversion of the workersó movement. Essentially he
falls into the same trap he correctly criticises the Trotskyists for on the
(narrower) question of the degeneration of the Soviet state. What is not raised
is the question of whether Leninism (and other currents of state socialism, g
perhaps even of socialism itself) represent social forces and interests'ñ óñ g
distinct from, and alien to, the working class? It's a question which should'
be asked and examined before arriving at an-answer. i  h * ' _'"

_ _ . -__ - - . ó

I mentioned the methodological myopia of taking all utterances in good faith.
Where we have to do with a party that explicitly distinguishes between the
political elite and the mass, and deliberately organises itself with a secret
internal life, and in such a way that political processes within the political
elite are to be insulated from those within the mass, this problem is obviously
acutely important. (It exists in the case of all ruling and all political
minorities: it is a commonplace of bourgemis 'statesmanship' that lying is
permissable for the greater good of the state. Are we to suppose that the most
successful of state socialists were ignorant of, or wholly repudiated, this
essential maxim of minority politics since time immemorial? It's more probable
that political maturity consists in recognising that the essential art is x A
Ã0 give temporary, partial, interests a universal and moral form - something,ó
which one cannot do without dissimulation.) _ it _ N

. - .
. _ .

Because Andy Brown suffers from methodological generosity he is led to minimise
both the internal contradictions of Leninism (the Postface points to the totally


























