' not been projected fully to the membersi  that, in Tact,

we all remained eo enamored still about theVmbvement.

from praotice that we were still sufferlng from the

‘fallure to fuily understand Chapter 1 of P&R. the T
L grasping o R
movement from theory, much leﬂs Kﬁﬁklﬁ@Xﬁﬁx the Drocess,

.the monune ntal problemat1c still to be worked out, and _
what it'wes that the objective movement demanded of us THHJ
kiﬁXEKIKEﬁ becauss we had now critically'exemined'tﬁe'
| gree,.'.A .J“ s; which 1noluded bnth Lenin who
had dived into phllOSOth but not on the Party. excent
.polltically, which we rejected lqng ago; Luxemburg, who
was a spontanefist, who XBH lacked dialectics nxxxxi’t'f”ff
in philosophy,on the National Question, and on Organi-;e:;f

rr

zation. Hence, my reworking the third part of the

Perspectives, "Not by Practice Alone",

*ﬁ#********#ﬂ*%*%*%**%***%**ﬁ**%**#****#*#***#*ﬁ*#%%*****ﬁ**ﬁ%#**#ﬁ*

DEC 30, 198h: 1t is @ﬁ@iﬁgﬂx wnlle Olga gathers all the

wr*t'ngs on WL, directﬁ’or indirect, that I dec1de
it is truedas I think it is})that :

that if/"Not by practice alone" was not fully grasped -
it'certalnly will not be seen 1n WL, when there was’.
neithar a movement nor myself being more than a reperter_
during the very great strike when I wrote what the miners®
wives were dolng, Therefore, I must write an Intro.

Overview and show there was a_dialecﬁic of revclution

throughout, and this dial eeﬁic of rvolution is so all= -

enbaaving and all encompassing that even when you are not

conecious .and it appears only in a single event at first,
R 1950° that ie what musu be grasned, *hcugh it be post |

festum. It is at that point. that an Expanded PEB 19

iﬂ held. where 1 first i& dis»uesed the dialectic of t




r of %he nostllltv but/emp*;iciam‘%ﬁa

s
[

ericans not excludlng M-Hists. Again. we

BRI AR5 S S0 A S S 0 e ' u-a--::--u-#**w*-w#_**&w**&d*&#u--ﬁ*.af;f:. K2

/

1985: Horkshop-CIasses as one path to becoming Practic o

-’__—_.__—-—-..._,____,___‘_,

ectici ns and the necessity both of -the retrogressionism
Reagan s 1980s epoch and the visage of Hitler in a}a theid
South Africa which nmr“mz{ﬁ ESHRBAXEUBEREREE he proppeﬂ up,

14 *elated to the paper not only when, in 1986 we moved to a
Biweekly, but in 1985 - - . -

trans, to. :

beginning 1980. which we called the Year of the Baoks, and meant

—that we hope to finlsh RLWLKN then, was the year of Reagan'

ascenaency to tne_Presidency. anG the opening of so vast an

abyss of retrogressionism that, by now, we not only have run out

of adjectives but are on the edge of both Depression and Nuclnar
War, TH¥X To keep from .the precipice thau worries even +the
‘capitalists. we seem to have , on the one hand, some mi’d steps

toward some sort of arms cOﬂtrOW, and at the same time, tne scandal

and deéber involvement to get us into a war far fronm the shoras, .

and very complex, like the Middel East,

In the Execufive Session , when we talked of the Dialectics
;_ﬁf Leaderahip, as well as the 8elf-Bringing Forth of leerty
f the question of process and therefore, of mnthod, beuamﬁe so
f'ﬁ!ﬁﬁiﬂx central znazx as we still talked of "the dialectie of
i the party" rather than the new title. ‘that the impression may
:‘have been given that Methodology, wnen,it's absolute LS tbe |
:Idea. BUT IT IaN'T. What may have given that impression is the'

}etraes on the need to become prahticing diaxectioiuns.

16984;va




additional'

T‘ze lfey,then. is imbec}ded in 'che dr*xje‘_ to m&ﬁ-path

’chan %’m:c'kslftup—CZl.-assesp to becom-ing practicing dialecticians.

needed to respond speedily e
que tion is. How is that relate 'f"':"“* 53 "'me T%oo"' Se LT
Dialee+ics of Drganization and Philosophy- The Part,,r andl"‘orms |

“a

ofd Orgamzation Born out of Spontanel y? o <

Now let's get to the reality of the qingle i ectic m“'“'“ e

in philosc)phy, in organizat:.on, no matter what its fom . jn

- paper,- no matter what its frequency. ‘Ifhe real point‘;ia the

- form; and this is meant not as a éontralst to conteht, but )

. i‘orm as a Un:wnrsal directly related to nh_.-osOphic moments ¢ - -
'm distinguighes us from any other raper?  How ﬁﬁiic'éhat

~ form as well as its soul - Marns‘t-HunaniS“n — result in . . .
abolishing 'l:he distinetion between a theoretic .grgan and.a .
popularization in a newspaper form? And {¥BMEX how did that |

_change the relationship between insi.d;? and au’téic’xe? -

Worker-intellectual; theory-practice a.r'biclesi with each
form have a little of the other in it; Readers' Views, natiosnal/

spontaneous actions ags Leads as well as edigorial "

zxmzxmxgxnxwxmmmﬂaumxx When individuality is
| collectivity, and it isn't only in Perspectives.




