June 17, 1980

Jear Heryy, . : .

{ Finally the draft perspectivas huve been finished (I will
Bea that the galleyas gat to You so that you don*t have to wait
tor the paparg. and that gives me a chance to ralse one question
that I'm very anxioun o get your commentmms or. ag coon as pog.
elhle, oince it concerns the article I’® working on, "Ou the

25th Anniversary of the Birth of Marxist-Humenism i» the U.8.",
which im ebout tho time I met Yyou. Actuaily, I believe I began
writing ¢o you in 1953, but it's with News & Letters rathoy then -
Correapondenca thet our rolationahip decame merious both in re-
epezt to siate-capitalist ‘thecry and internationsl relations,

Tha +opia on which I'm moat interuvzted in hearing from
are not so nuch all the theoretic contridutions we have. made
bringing Marwist-Humanizm onto the historic stege, bSut the ques~
tion of Orgenization, ™is is ona topic I*ve had wo Belo ag al)-
" ofly. N0t even from Lenin, Ehat is ie gay, in our rejfecilon of the
' pariy-to-lead, I was anxiouz to show that the Staliniets have :
-transformed that into opposite &0 they hqu-evprything;elsg};ggﬂ;hz
- therefore in MAF I spent & 1ot of time showing the .changes he him~
. 8elf had made betwesr 1902 and 13033 those he introduced irn 1917 -
"'when ‘he; demexnded ‘that the Party work be chackad by the non=rarty
‘masses, and in the trade uniondsbate with Trotsky in 1920-21;

e w4t tha inct one that wot reinstated in a:new way ever-since the

- death of Staiis, end &x that form became the baginning of the end
' 'with the Johnmonitea so thet 1t boccmes a pralude to 1955 when
- wa're fully independent. which is the pericd that is the jumping.
‘0T point for the article I'm working o

Here is thay difficulty insofer as my‘fifﬁring out why Lenin
organiza

kS

did not make ag treat & break with his tional pest as with
his philosvphic pist, considering that in the last yearas of his-

life that is exucily what speedad his death =~ sseing the-bureaucra-;ﬁi

tisw in the early workers' state, sensing the horrors of the Gen~
eral] Secretary, Stalin, and bringing into hie Will that aven the
bast of them, 1iks Bukharin, who was the eost scholarly, had ac
little conception of what the dialectic was that he couldn‘t aven
be consldered a full Marxisi. And yot thera is no worksd out
methodology as to what that 1ittle word, "dialecties,” would
m3an in the dlalectics of the party. : L

., 1 don't know whether you have in your files the original
lettera I wrote on the Abzolute Tdea in 1953, which WEre Ie8pro-
duced in 1955 ag an Appendix to our firet pampilet on Ienin’s
Philosophic Rotelooke. If you do, you will note thai I toke
that quesgtion directly into the history of both the Abmolute Idea
and the Party in various higtoric periods, thusly: I ask averyone
to face the staggering truth that Hegel no sooner pro jects Abe
sclute Idea, than he states that the greatest of all oppositions
is in that. And I then break it down inte being a movemsnt from
practice as well as fron theory. Whereupon I show the following

%2r{gé?tiggg?ip to the history of 1$03-23, and then I leap to our




R J

Loren

o “;ﬂxggguinaluding appecinlly the triangular-relation

. :1in the trade union debates: bul a,

—_p—

Where Party, as'simpld' elpsg inStrument, dominated Marx'a
period with its concentration on spontenaity of the mmases, be
‘that in the 1848 Revoiutions or the 1871 Paris Commune, Fariy
bacame “the divider of tendancies 1903-1917.

As divider of tendoncies == Marx certainly knew plentyd
& of tendancles, beginning with the Communist Manifesto cn ==
Party began having a very new interpretation with Ilenin’s
%ﬂgﬁ;& of the Perty, 1902-03, where the politics demanded
. the tsndency itself be the crganization -- EPolshevism,

. Also ap dlvider of tendoncies, with polities predomina-
$ing over the trade unioniem of the German Soclal Democracy,
it boecems clcar that Lanin was preparing for revoluticr oyxgani-
ly. whorz even so great a ravolutionary ag Luxemburg
YAX not. ' '
with, however, the ectual conquest of powor, the destrustion
of copltalism has by no means sclved the question of “he - mass _
party, and it is st that point when Party bacomea‘ﬂ§§§§;p 4+ goeiasl .
shAp of Fardys
Trade Unlon, s&nd Hon-Farty Maszss in the 1921 debate, that Lsnin:
bocomes a very, very sad peraon. He literally doosn't know what
to ‘do when confronied with the very grave conirndiction between '~
" the Party thet is now tho state and tha poor masses that still
get exploited; tha Farty, or rather 1ts leadership, is wo vary, -
very thin a layesr that ‘knowd history end theory and orgenization
and- 18 stiil on the wey Dack %o capitelism. = And the remson Bui-
harin worries him so much 1s not onlz tﬁgt he was wlth Trotoky ¢
n his Ec - L
vied, shows he dosg not undarstend dialectics, l.e: ithe
evelopmant of s very necessary new ralutionship of Party leader-
shlp to ranke and to masses. And lLenin dies, o

What we have gaen with the rige of Séaihism la not anything.
"theoratical” as the hacomes the suprsgeer of revolut N
ba it in Russia, China, and in the late 19208; or +the Span-
ish Revolution, 1937, ciimaxing with the Hitler-Stslin Pact, 1939

And yet, why haven't wa baen able; in rejecting the party-to-
" 1pad that eo mieled, to work out ecme organizationsl form that
would attract, I mean, have a pull cn the maseew and the 1ntel?
lectuals that party~-to-lead hed? ;

. when I show the viss of +ths new tendsney, I mcan state-capi-
taliem, 1941-50, I designate it as clarification of Xaexe ideas,

- @luboration of theory, eyes on the masses, That's gcod, but rot
g00d enough, because it becomes clear in 1951 once we, instead of
Just being a tendency within Trotekylem, finaslly break ocneeand for
all with Cxckuitgm Trotskyism and become responsible for organlza-
tion thot organization without philosophy, like state-cepitalism
without humenism, leads only to tha break-up of ‘the state-capltal-
ist tendency. 4And it's only after that break that we work cut
Marx's Humanism, even as (wlithout being conacious that that was
what we were doing) the breakthrough on the Absclute Ides &8 a
movement from practice that is itself a form of theory anticlipates
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the June, 1953, ravolt.

ty voint is that there 15 nothing abetract atout philo~
gophy because its generalization is HLE3 e and posss ==

i+ enly peees, it cannot be tho organ grtion =— 8C néw a re-
Iationzhlp of theory to practice and practice to theory, that
_4hera nust be & new form of organization. '

Committes form iw good both ln its corras ndance to what
copas from the masses themsalves and ‘the non-rigidity of "the
Party form.™ But it, tco, ix pot fully adequate because eo
auch tike had to be spent on meking the leadsrohip listsn to
tlis messes thet self-dfvelopment gx_Li_&%g was very nearly sube
ordinated to saif-developnsnt of th jvidurls In the commlittess,
aspecinlly what we celled =tha third leyer.,” ,

Unisse we take serlounly the fora of orgenirstion, indeed
. opganization itsel?, then the icadership lenves open what shouldn't
be left opon -- resporaibllity fax that %he projection of the ideae
Adve_in g orspnlzetion. /

- You way romeater how hard I +pisd to see that some of your -
criginel groupAng bas dirsct gorreepondence with usd, that Ehey
- mugt fesl that reoponaidility for the Marxlgt-Huzanism they now :
aocepted and not leave 11 a1} up %o you. Vhen thet disintegroted,

I then wried that a new youih -- I forgot i name, but do you Te-
sember the young man who émme to you in 3089, but then snded upli
.;o:lnins Tony Cl1ff's groupf -- fesl an ¢loee and rasponsﬁtr-‘ljo ,

or idess and not be overwhelmed by leck of organization.  liJ

‘ You are #0 avtive, yroject t1dess in so many placea, toth +o
workera and students, end yet frankly, Fasrry, I feel that tha/ZEr
erganizetion that gains more frem thetd than we do is Tony CLUfLy
'a ‘enxioue to find out from you what you have thoiught shout

© epganisntion éver since you broke with Stelinlem, i

'

In thim, the 25th year, we have produced S0 meny unique -~
nistorie contributions, Ifrom state~capitaliem ‘o yarxist-Humanismg
from tho appreclation of the despest layers of the Zr ietariat to
new forces of Reason like the Blacks, llke women, 1Tke youthyi/from

which laid the ground for panphlete, beginning:
with Workarse ¢ Automation, Freedom Riders Spenk for Themselvec,
the Afro-Asian Revolutions and the birih of a whole new ThirdiWorid,
‘% Revel 1}%!3 and now the luxemburg Bock «- nehe’ of
foh ever stopped the dally asctivities or partioipation in mass
movements =- that it seems to e et we simply must now aleo work
very hard now on the question of Organization. '

Have you thought of this quartsr of a century, not only as all
the revolutions and counter-revolutions, that is to say, the objet-
tive situation, but aleo how does & "Party" -- naturally I do not
mean the party- ¢ workers and inteliedtuals
¥iwk like ourse  about a live link to #arxy
thils histeric con tlnent of thought, at the
same time as hExxdaxmsExk we do not let our eyes wanGer

from today -~ create so new a form of orgadzation that it knxik
. i DR f‘

reclizes philosophy of revolution? |
—
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