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May 78,1968

" To the :‘I‘SB {Capy te Reby may be road to locals if crganizer wisher)
" Doar Colleaguss: ‘

B This is as good a time zs any to throw out seme ideas relating the

Leok to tho erganization, This is ell the more necassary becausa.yeu are aob-going

te get coples of the sersad draft, althowsk the philesophy classes navo,ne doubt,
rrepared you to understand the strietly philesophis chapters beiur than when you

read the first draft. T should state ab onve that, anly In park, i3 your not gobbing
coplas ef socend :draft dus to lack of money and pursonnel needed to maké thofo coples.
Abeve all, it 1s due Lo the fact that the classes had beon undertaken not so much

{or net mainly)te have youMunderstend" dialectics as to have you prautice it. This
_practicing «f 1%, ot pre~convention timea, is all dirwcted to organizctisnal matters,
“and it is this which preoceupias me now. ‘

- . You may rememher the tapo T mzdeo for 'Y <when they seecmed a bit over-
wheimed that they themselves must be the teachers. I then pointed out they under-

. oatimated both their own abilities and just hou much the orpanization had already
tavght them philesephy for thers was not a single Perspective report sver since we
wore Taunded that did not centain a yreat deal of dialectics. taturally the daily
grectice je much richer at the center than"in thw field," and, elthough en Jifferent

, Lovels, iselatisn from ideas ~~the dally practine of dialecticg~- 1s every bit as.

- 8t1fling as igolation from the musses. levertheless, juut as)iry hard to. surmount
7. the-latter, so we must the formar. So, here goes: o

N A dscade has pagsed gigce the publication of MARKISH AND FREEDGM. Thoug!
1ot only. the selld but ths unigis;Tetndations it laid for the formation of NEWS &, ..
LETTERS COMMITTERS remain with us and will continue to serve us, the'dusl impulses =~ .
irom the objective situatior and from the theoretical void in the Marxist mevement—-
_ that ‘Ig._s.v'e"omkr.atod theso past 10 years mzke imperative not a mers "updating® but: < .

. niew.development that could rightly be called new discoveries. There may be goia whe *
.. are ge 'beralt.of a sense of histery, or so invelved in what Hegel called Ma giddy
‘whirl of self.perpetuating disordert( that is to say, a world that revelves around:
Ego, rether than around Snbjectivity as mass and as theory), that they fail to ses-

. 'that Phileseishy and Tevolution is the mosi concrete of all the tasks faclng the
Chalrman, niet as "author'.. but as leader of & revolutionary organizatlsn. Let me
_explain one of the theorstical differences batwaen Lenin and Bukkarin that hae the
greatest ppplicability for our own development now. It is neither the state-capital~
ist debate, ror that on Subject--voth of which I believe the organization has in the
very marrow of its Lanes, " ilo, It is self-.determination of nations as a dialectidc of
.revelutien vs. Bukharin's conception that it was a veritable reactionary stap amy

rom the "world revolution." -

You must understand that Sukharin was not only not a betrayer of
the proletarial, but slso not a Trotskyist which teadency Lenin considered. a 1ot
of bombrsi, Bukharin was a folshevik and a co-leader with Lenin. Mereover heé was
considered "the greater theoretician®. (Which all goes to show how much of beurgeois
ideclogy creeps into the Marxist movement when theory can be equated to Mpure
theoretical questions" as against one,like Lenin, who always has a specifie political
or organizatienal question in mind when he deals with philesophic questions,) They
had just finished collaborating on a book on economics@mperialism and World: Economy.
Relther the economic analysis nor the common selidarity of the spacifie Belshavil
tondency as the organizatior for revelutionary Marxists could, however, wnite their
view on self.determination of naticns. Again, this wasn't just a "general questica",
for the 3olshuviks were all "for' the right of the self-determination of nations,
Rather, the question was: are you for it as a "right" or bacause you consider 1t
integral to, the very dlalectic of proletarisn revolution. Lenin sald, Yes, BSukhanin
caid, lo, the "new" situation of imperialist war, the "new' situation that the
proletariat, along with the bureaucratic leaders of the Second International,
Wero gﬁrtici ating in thls imperialist war, the "now" situatien that naticnalism,
more than ever before, was beckward as against internatienalism, all mean we must
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‘be M"uncompremising, must take nothing short of proletarian revelutien as the
revolution.denis retorted that tho imporialist war must have "suppressed” you -
reasoning for you to fail to sen tho clavolopment turougn centradiction, the .
dlalectics of the many yariod forces thzt participate in a mass cutburst, ete.cto.t

o olow, I'™m not invevosted in tha debate as such not orly. bacause mast ol us
- know it, but alsec bacauss the paint that cencerns ue at tnls perled in our usvsrop-
ment 35 not the thesry, bub thé abtitude to the thearatician. You must understand
thit Lenin and dukharin werse both theorotisianc. and, thouph Lenin wus known as the
founder of the Holshevik orwanizatisn. he was .ot known-.that is to say, history
had net yst proven him to bo tho founder of a uniguo theeretical tendency, which,
in fact,would beceme the Marxism ¢f the age of menupoly-capitalistis imperialium,
They had just puthorsd a book on thal vory new lege of casitalist do.ralopmant- ant
thers snemed to bo ho differeaces betwden them, 7Tvwro woroe therefore these who were
ever: fesling that, sirce Bukharin was the Ypurs L <oblcian", Lenin was revasling
"epportunism(siel) by heing for a natlonml "iv ... ciont" when evon capitalism wes
tacroughly "internatlonal™ but, of cource, from tnu wrong class psaint of view.

lol me got away trom Russia*for a while, coxms cver to the US ac the

referrant, We &1l recognizo Abolitlonism as the Ireedom movenent that had the
grestest affinily teilarxism, aithough it was relipiowiand limitol Yo wenting the
abelitlon of slavery, eid not a socislirt snociety, It would therefere he natural

- for us te “prefer" Wendell Phillips, who is the anly ene of the Abdlitionists -

. _whe:.came ovor te the labor mevement, to Wiltiam Lloyd Garrison wke did net. .And
o ‘yot ‘kistery rocerds thet Barrison, net Phillipps, was the founder of Aboliticnism,.
Tou might ask: why care about who firat founded the movement when,ebviously,. “
' 't.he NATO | ‘Madvanced" was Pai1lipps? The yuestion,hewever, is no% e¢ne of “advancai" -

_or'dny ¢ ther adjective like '"best!. . The guestlon. is that h‘atoricdg‘v_ (and this

" Histsris should have been with a capital H because bafore ever: “Histe ory ‘gets :

: ucund to: ”provlng" the historical movement would be 10 feeb underground . if

“Zone wio had & seﬂsltivity; on the question weren't there to becone a.dharents .

w:lthou{. “proof" ‘and thersby help create the movemsnt that wiuld becoms 'the proef", ), ;
1o rsuaat. the question 4s Lhat historically the immortance of being the founder
1s’ that he creates the at‘.rosohe o for ail others to grow in and develop teole nmore .
wadvanced”, or "oest!, * Without him, thore would be no room for others; it weuld
Just be ens more lost monment in history-—nnd they are a great deal more tragile

* than Most weekends,! ‘

. So you sec thal the histeric and Amerlcan and interaatlenal demand

on the Hmist-r't.manist tondency to bo bhora are not accldental, nor are they

what Hegel would hava called "tho arbitrary caprice of prophetic utterance,”

It isn' Ypropheey'; it is the "labor, psatience, seriousnass, suffering of the
nugative’ that are the prime requisites an leadership, on ranks, and, ir they

would try the patience of Job, lmpatience is no more capable of croating “shorteuts

~ to revolutisn" than are guerrilla tectics. toreover, nono but solf can treate tho
diseipline neaded for the task of working out Pallosophy and fevslutlen. (Harcuze
used Lo tall me that I was "too cloge™ lo_tne proletariab and, by remaining in a

" Bgomualled'. ivory Louer, ho hzdgGoth) Cif advantage of Pebjectivity"ténsion' needod
for developnent of original theo! M™e resuwlting CnotDimensional Man showed,
however, that, uni‘r.-rt.tm&toly, 1t rasulte) in a) in uno-fimersienal thesry.) You
cannot afford, as colluberntors, hot to crcate freo bLime for no tom
complote the vork.

And wat, of esursa, thera uas an iy for ae not te enrege in those orgeniza.
tional urohlnm.. tm, are L-..roctl_, {an’ not uo diraucily) 1~e].2.tex] to the work. Thus:
(1) Tt's more than a year Since i'vo achieved contact with iast lurope. On the
ona hand, the chapter the harxist-iiumanist there ub-nit.tad though far above
anything the American corrades could do, shotied a lack of phllosephy. Cn the other
hand, it seemed to bLaspuak orranizational developments that I felt gould reach
g cortain ¢limax Lon: before tno chnanses that are now catehing thoe headlines,

14037




T

‘that I falt 3t Liperativo to establish in-parson contact, Hence, Tugenets tidp,
‘hut hence, also, the fact that tho very first week of allegedly "being away" I
kad to take time out to meke a not unimportant tape for that neeting.

_ 2)As part of the inseparability of Fhilosophy and Revolubion and the erganiza-
tion I had decided last winter to take time out to work up the Outline of Lectures,
Tt wasn't Just a question of galning soms new mombers-=thouzh both Detroit.and NY = -
did se~<out of internalizing a nethodology. both for analyzing events and parlicipate ;
ing in thenm es well ‘as ralating vursolves to ather ‘organizations in a now way. It
is the latter I'm not sure ths leadership in New York internslized. To make surae,
however, that the first resction of sell-dufense or apporticning blame dossel't -
“beat dewn the seeend negativity bafore 3t over has a chence ho emerge; and; above
all, besauss it will becoms of essence to-any pamphlet that may reswlt and there--
fore'is first to be teeted later, I will plve an examgla, aot from Y or ever
141, Committees. anywhera, but from & far off place. -The place is France, the subject
.ig the relationshlp of mothodelogy.not only. fur analyzing events bub for Deing. X
Maoteors of change, fer those who would be revelutlonaries. And the pesson invelved -3
ig Jean-Paul Sartre, a petty bourgeois iatellectual of suchhigh" stature as to have
created a philosophy other than Fargism: Dxistentialism. Afier a full decade's :
existence-~actually it had begun in the late 1930's in Frace but World ¥ar IT mads
it invicible, se te speak,.and 4t didn't bocome a challenze to Harxism ti11 end of
sar-oJaesn-Paul Sertre felt so totally impotent to create actwors and he,teo, having
gotten, he claims, some new impulses from the death of Stalin.{not to mentlen
“that Existentielism glmost got a fellowing in Fast Euwrepe) that he decided to
- deglare a Harxizt after c111 ~Buf stil his task was net "o -join® but'to search
. for a mebhsdology" for revelution. Tt is there that he declared that Marxism ]
12 remain the philosephy of our time, and thet Bxistentialists mersly "tended -
the garden” bacauseMtedey's Marxists! had stifled Marxism's self-growth. He called
o Existentialisis "ideolegues.” TYou must understand it was not a compliment. It
a;s‘;',afﬁpr{_i.usai;by" Sartre like we use "popwlarizers" plus thu way Marx uses the "
“ward ideelogy as-false consclousness.' (fith:Sertre it's always & byorids that's ‘se:
. eagy for the vrilliant writer for whom words are toys, dialectical" teys.) - -.

. ' . . i B S

“ . "XIn.a single sentence, this mezns that it is imppssible to create an erganiza
- tion. without a Harxist msthodology, one that needs constantly to be frestated" to -

- meet the thallange of new situations, and that any "pretenders to the throne!',as the
. Eyigtentialists were to the Communists,dgh SUENIEE®E lNarxists, must Know he to béw
to the organization-builders on a different methedolsgical basls. . B :

. Khat relationship does this have to us? On the questlon ef methodology and.
‘on the question of other orzanizations " §artre at least knewv how to posa the ques-
tion. The answer is semething else agein, and he can't fail to be wrong again o
precisely because ha doesn't have the Marsist methadology.  Bub wa-do have it, and
-4t mmazes me to see that the minute a concrele event comes up, that's when sene
faifl to prazhice dialecties, fail to distinguish betwwen philosophy of reveluticn
and books "about" revolution, faiwl Lo relate oneself to coth othor organizetions
and our oun.in a way that bears proof thal they are not ideologues® but - :
fep—editors" of Marxist-Humanism. Tt is this wilch we will nead to have mastered:
by the time the conventlon rolls aroun and we decideon what kind of pamphlet on
Columbia U, events we want.

3)Finally there is the bock itself, and I wank to quole just a faw sentances ;
from the Introductisn that was not in the first drait: "It becomes necessary to ret
to iegel whose philesephy has a valldity all 1t own. That 1s why Marx kept return
after he broke with degelianism and created histerical materialism. .Marx's problams
Tenints peobleas avsn't curs., No age can speal Tar another, Precisely because

the impulse to grapple with Hegel's Absolutes came,nal ther fram scholastic needs,
nor aven the founders of the new world view of liarxist~Humanism, bub because eiur

afle imparted a new yrpency to it, it would be at our own peril if wo were to
dismiss the new facets unfolded by our world in transitioal vouns, Raya 1403




