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rregents All, including Jane as sitter-in - : -
Agendas I, Practicing Philngovhy OR “hat Flows from the Dec. 30,
- 1984 and Jan. 27, 1985 heetings for Ongoing Activities and
Tre jection nf Future Activityy II. N&L, Immediate and
Projectqd Issuesy ITI. Gé&W .

I. Raya: I think that practicing philesnphy is so crucial for all
our work that I wlll not _even separate points I and II of the drenda,
but speak of them as a single topic, even as the activities.that have
been poing .on (and I'm asgking for & reports -~ from Mike, Lou, Neda,
Kevin, Terry and Dave) ghould likewise te presented as illustrative:
of "practicing philasophy". Arain, as usual, I will berin with the
critique nf ourselves, which to me proves we have net teen practicing
philosophy. I'm referring to the fact that Lou had such a squessful
meeting ih the Black community, resulting in sales of 330 of ‘Iitera-
ture and 35 mainly Black present at, the talk where a class in .ACOT was
adopted, and yet not a single one was present at my Jan. 27 public
. meeting, The one Black woman who did come was from UIC; whom Dave
had broyght to_hear Lou's talk there, In a single word, our weakest

point renaing FOLIOW-UP, o e
T - My point has been .that, in a certain sense,
ever 'since the .third secfion of our Convention Perspectives, "Not
by Practice Alone," our .concentration point .was supposed to have been
that practicing philoscphy nieans not erily when we make a2 speech on .
philosophy, but every time we get an article from a worker, or, any .
_nonq@ar§ st-Humanist, " Our responsibility is.to make that new contact
:%he ‘philosophic structure of N&L in which.the article will

- eppear.and-that he gains from it as much as we 4o, .To put it differw -

- .ently, Theory/Practice is not ‘just. the name of my column but the

characteristic of the entire paper. - S
R . - . It wasn't only the Convention that
‘focused on "Not by Practice Alone",. It was the whole Expanded REB,.
~which met 6 months after.the Convention and was undértaking the Blg
- Nove to, Chicago,' which,  arain, was.an objective/subjective-practicing
»" of phllosophy. . And finally, here.we were, on Jan., 27, 1985, at my

~ first public meetine in the Center's new home of Chicago, and I re-

... viewed.our-whole..Body.of Ideds, not alone what we are.now,thatng hdave -
- that whole Body of Ideas, but what a whiff of seéing the Archives @

- a8 well as seelng. the new book through the Interﬁctidﬁ/bverview‘shqm?

;o ==.gnd yet I s8till feel we are not practicing philosophy daily. I~

mean gll of us,. That has to be proved, first of all, .in.follow~-up. .

E O A ‘ _ . We now have

seven weeks before the activity in which the whole organization will

participate -~ all, not just Detroit, where it will occur -+ the

March' 2l Iecture which the Afchives Library.is co-sponsoring at WSU,

Let meé.show you some concrete ways, beginhing with the prenardtion be-

forf it, and the follow-up after it, in which the Director was urging

- me to -includé my individual stories; and not actepting my view that’

* .1t is Ideas that ¢ount, not a personal biography., . He:thinkg I con-

“gented to his view. . What he doesn't ‘réalize is that my "consent”
-méant "that the varjous turning points I will ingle out in my:life

Wwill .all be éxactly when objectively something great was happening . .

and’ I merely lllustrated 1t, 'whether that was at the are of 13 when

I'wrote new words to the"Pledere of Allegiance®, or 1941 when I de-

“veloped the theory of State-Capitalism, which meant a break with R
Trotsky.and madé the hirhpoint not the work with Trotsky but the bresk - . -

i
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with him. 1In the first case-.it was the ramifications of 1917 on'a
child in Russia that she never forent; in the second case it was -the
Hitler-Stalin Pact in World war . IX, . .
L Sl . . ‘Phe reason I liked so much Olga's
comments at the Jan. 27 discussion was her emphasis on the fact that
even -thourh the dialectic was certainly present throughout L.&F, be~
finning with the very first chapter which ends on nothing short of
bringing the AI down to the Absolute of our nuclear age, we still
had not made a catepory of dialectics. Instead of the three goals I
polnted. to oh.Jan 27.for M&F -~ American redits of Narxism; interna-
tional Humanist concept; and recreation of the Hegelian dialectic —~-
we had .only talked of the first two. In a word, dialectics was not -
made the category to which we had made sreat crntritutions -- that
did not come until P&R which specified Absolute Idea as Mew Beginning,
Instead, it was just taken for pranted. The conclusion we must draw
from it is that until ynu consciscusly make a category of vour new
contribiition, you neither disclose all the new nor open new gates for
those who have not accepted the Hepelian dialectic.

i C s . : S . This becomes extre-

ordindrily important and gives very heavy new reésponsibilities to. |

those who .have accepted responsibility .for Marxist-Humanism., I'm re-

;erring to the fact that the founder of Humanities Prees has died and
e do not know the ramifications of what that will mean for our 4th

gook; WL _and the -Dialectics of Revolution, which will no doubt not
omeg out March 8. The ramifications are so unclear we may 'even Have
-Fo ‘send admeone there., What is Clear is that we set our own ground,
It is more urgent than ever to project the new work as & finighed mss
. Ouriresponsibilities for Marxist-Humanism '~  underlined ‘everything = (
" U since the Convention -- including our relationship to’ the British
* - group-we dlscussed on Oct, 22. (0lga will answer the latest letter

- -from Dick.) . L _ _
SR News & Ietters will be the organ, . monthly in so far as .
publication.is coricerned, but daily ihsofar as activity is concerned,
that will be proof of whether we really are practicing phildsophy. -
dialectic philosophy. I have felt that the change in our logo to
Theory/Practiceé started out beautifiully as characterizing ‘that not .
_only do we not'believe-in the separation of theory .from practice,.but
" that the theory shoilld be exactly where the activity is recorded, -
‘being condcious:cf- the fact that whatever the intellectuals will try
' to summarize (or rather unite in’theory and practice to arrive at
philosophy ) the workers-know that they themselves can theorize.on..
_ their experience, "and "in all cases gain from the fact that the-sig-
nificance of their activities gains from appearing in a paper that,
has ‘a philosophic structure to it, L " LT
S B . . . ' VWhat I felt was lacking in N&L was
.. that we have not fnllowed.through with the Essays we gtarted with, I
want t0 propose also ' that Black not be left only for Hlacks to write
abouts I propose’ that Mike prepare for the April issue g vexry cri- o
tical analysis of the Grenads Fapers, and especially so, even if it:. = .-
would only figure ag a footnote, because it will have a ftn:. on CLRJ's .
. so-called analysis of .Grenada, Why doesn't Eugene volunteer to. wrlite
'a gerious analysis of all he has done on ‘Latin America? Let me illus- .
"~ trate it in another way: I would like to draw Ieter into this kind of . .
serious writing as if he were at the ‘Center, first by assigning him ' - |
two ‘Leads.at oncesr 1) on the Middle Easgt for the next lasue (March)s:
2) what requires a lot more research and digging, and could'be in = . .
Lead-Artlcle form, on India about which he no doubt has materigl from =
all he did for his Third World pamphlet. (Raya will write to him in
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more detail about both topics.)

. I want to return to the importance oi.
makine a category for'being able to practice philosophy, because 1%
ie so importent toigreaspithat it is the making of a category that
enables you to practice it fully; otherwise you can only call what
you have done,which is quite correct,no more than."instinct." The
question I want to ask is why does it require a crisis each time. Take
the way Grace wound up with "Contradiction" -~ until an actual break
with CLRJ we couldn't get beyond that, Or take how close Hepel and
Sfthélling were, and yet it was not until Hegel broke withSchelling that
we had the birth of a whole new category. That is what we have to
keep before us no matter what the concrete task we are tackling --
whether that be the articler anthe new book I want Terry to prepare
for N&L which can say she .had the opportunity to read:the Introduc-
tion, which is really a: ation, and then show that what is preat
about the 4th book is noéﬂi at'it is atout WL but that, because it
is focuséd on WL we.can see the dialectics of revolution for all
four forces as Remson; or whether it be the esgsay Dave is working
ony or the interview Neda.will be doing with me for the Chicago :
Lizerary_Reviewf' or any of the easays or activities we are working
out, o : .




