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| :"To 'I:he REB-NEB

‘N6 ﬁ€mB§f.§6uid'ééﬁy organlaatlonal respon91b111ty forq
‘ﬁhe“ﬁhilosophy_of Mabxist-ﬁuﬁanism; .indéed, the 1eadersh;p-may‘fee1'
fdeepiy insulted to‘héﬁe such ABC's cited. Yet isn't it as.mﬁchfﬁBCf
"fﬁ préc%iée5ée1f-cfitique'concretely as oﬁjeéti&é cfiéés'ééiééﬁaﬁd  :
'aemavd that they be related to such “1nter1al“ questlons asg prepa 1ng

for a b¢-weekly?

'ﬁbhald'Reaganzassaulféd Libya from the Gulx o; Sldra°
thgfzé#e:ypnelationce acted agalnst Regggpf But was there a.51mu1ta~
neéus-projection of the ﬁniqueness of thé‘Marxist—Humanlst analy51s.r
at the mass demonstratlons° Was there a total grasp of the "Sp901alu
Spec1aluSpe01al," whlch had been wrltten w1th1n L8 hours, as well as

of the:chénges in the Lead and Editorial of the April N&L as it was

on the presses?

Two ofgfhe létters I received after my April 10 letter

 made, I felt;.that great proje¢t101 and'Self-critique —-'one'frémf"
'Kévin’and 6né“fr6m-Petéf. I con31der that they so 1mp1nge on the -
1986-87 Perspecfives that I propose thoy be 1ssued ri ght now, as a
 ppe:Pre—Convehtion Diécﬁssion Fulletin,
idurs,w
f{ | | Raya

P.S, had no sconer writtﬁn this note than I received minutes of the LA-NEB
Meetlng where my April 10 letter was discussed. W¥hile the whoie discussion was

_.exceluent, it Is the commentary by our Labnr Editor, Felix hartin, !n particulor
ﬁthat ] wlsh ‘to: inc:ude here.-




.- -Both your letter of April 10 and the contradictory responses . .

of ths movement here to Libya have brought out once again how counter-
.urevclution;rwhethef*lglh“cr'1939“éf*&986{*héﬁ?béﬂthe”ulviﬁingflinef$q“
“inside the revolutionary.movement. Just as Lenin in 1914 both is- -
~sued a call for rsvclutio.ary~defeatis. and-de1ved4into*Hegelf‘éo*@“ﬂf*?“”
your letter asks us to cease business as usual, either philoscphical~

1y or in activity. Here catching the new must be grounded in the

whole Marxist-Humanist archives, you argue., UVewest of all to me in

your letter was the view of Trotskyism's non~response to the Spanish
revolution and Stalin's counter-revolution there as "really the be~
ginning - of the end of Trotskyism.,” This is in turn what -led you to

-~ the seemingly fantastic conclusion that "much of philosophy was al-

ready present in the years prior t0 1941, and in 1941 itself" albeit

"not fully. conscious then of dialectic as philesophy.” Personally,

I have always been very interested in that state. capitalist period,

as it was so important to me in tha 1970s as 2 way of understanding.

Nixon's visit to China at the time I broke with the New Left and

i i 1 i - 2 . L] e em e memimm e e
~Jdoined N&L. But there was always something .very different: about =~

your siate capitalism -- whether from the Frankfurt School®s or
..CLiff's or even CIRJ's -- Humanism was already implicii, if not ex-
plicit, I mean the type of Humanism of Volume I of C ital where-

Marx spends +those hundreds of pages tracing the specific dialectic

- of labert's lifes and question for fresdom inside that horrible factory,
One can see that in your analysis of what the Russian worker was
eating, and what the specific conditions of labor were, even in the

truncated version of RSC which they published in the NI, :

How is the movement responding +then to Libya? At Loyola, the
professor I work with seemed to have more of a business as usual at~
titude, where apparently there is division among the Central America
activists over how strongly to oppose Reagan in Libya, and so they

will merely discuss it in their ciasges a bit. But not really take
a stand. ' ‘ ' : .

At DeKalb, on the other hand, the antiwar vouth wanted to do .
gomething immediately, but not separzted from a full discussion. Thus,
4lan, a Left social democrat in my class on revolution and an acti~
vigt, had gone all over campus putting up signs inviting people to a
"mass meeting on Libya" at the usual +ime and place where the anti- -
war.group meevs. Fully 40 youtn and g few rrofessors showed un, all
but four or five very shocked ty and opprosed to Reagan's a‘tack, And
wanting to do ssmething about it. We had a wide-ranging discussicn
for 90 minutes, which sometimes became quite heated, as various types
of answers were possd to Reaganism. I tried very hard to show that
it was not a Libya or even a Middle~East question, but one of Reagan-
ism on a global scale, and needing to be challenged on that basis.

Two things emerged from that meeting: 1) 35 voted to have a picket i
line or rally today en campus, including an open mike %o discuss the -
igsue, plus to issue a leaflet eppesing Reagan. I cannot attend,
since it is for today, 2) Many studente who Xnow I am a Marxist-Hu-
manist saw us in a very new 1ight, ae having a concrete revolutionary
analysis of an ongoing event. Seversl came u ~afterwards 4o ask md
- more ahout Marxist-Humanism, what iz it, how ig it different from
- Marxist-Leninism, ste, The 40 have already seen the varer before in
:?l"many_easasg'so"this-will be an ongoing relationship, not only now but
. for September. IR s T _ R
" Lo ’Iours. " Kevin f
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[ For the ot Tou days T have' been

Ry

| ying o grapple with your: o
fﬁﬁfilflﬁ‘lé%ﬁér‘és7wéllfQSTreFSﬁﬁdﬁihE?théfﬁSpeciaII“Spediélﬂ?Spéq;al“;
”Letter’of*Maréh32?;;éépeciallyfin_orderﬁfo-sée}how_they”bah;hélpfué o
- grappletwith fhe-problem "of dialecticys of leadership - 7o #lws

. Yhat I found most helpful in the April 10°1étter was ¥our: em-
phasis on analyzing world events unseparated from providing concrete
organizational direction’ that helps move us closer"to the bi-weekly.
“Yhen you say that inseparability was not present in our discussions,’
I believe it was because the point you developed.on Spain.1937.was.l
nof caught, ~You have been continuously stressing that' the response-
3o, the. crisis of Spain 1937 launched the philosophic: revelution of -
Marxjst-Humanism. but what has been slow on our part ‘is to catch” that
this is’a retrospective with a 1686 view, If I uhderstand you correct-
1y, your singling out Spain 1937 is a way of tellihg us that’ we can-
not adequately respond- to ioday's crises uhless our response - - -
~-is. permeated with ths 50 year development of that philogsphib - rovelu- « e
tion:  Vhen the retrospective/perspective on Marxist-Humanism.is kep%
-in a separate compariment from the response to ongoing eventsy the: v o
mediation is lost. for drawing an organizational’ conclusion.. ” The' per-
sistence of that "attitude to objectivity" is what stands in the way
of ‘'a bloweekly, . T Tl TR e TTeTT o

So I guess-I-am-saying that what made.itfso."easy"htgibv?rigok':
the Speclal-Special-Special is that it addressed our Achilles' hegel...
. I am sure yQUjhﬁsd,nd?confirmation of thefact:that_fﬁéfi5¥f5f’W§§lfﬂd
‘not dug into seriously here on the West Coast,- even though the L.A,
Local held an informal meeting on it at a ‘¢omrades® house the weekend
it arrived, .For it certainly didn't permeate us as was shown this /-
week in our "response": to the second attack on Libya: at first, ‘
there was the tendericy either to go on with "business as Usual" or . to
want to rush into producing some Instant statement. In the end, we
did neither and ended up.selling an unprecedehted amount of litera~
ture shouting out the headline of the April editorial at 1it tables;.
but the gaps in our own understanding of what constitutes leadership-
clearly showed, ~ . - o : : s LT
“Even-'mere telling was the question of the workshop/classes.
Even before the Special-Special-Special arrived, we knaw we wers in- -
troutle with them, because the classes were not developing as actual
workshops, where the reading material inspired the creaticn of new
copy..  Yet, even when we got your March 27 letter -- in time .for our
class on Latin America -- and despite the fact that I thought I was’
rooting my talk in a view of Spain 1937, I didn't do so in a way that
developed the.discussion onthe Maréh 27 "Special", showing that I

hadig;sp}migsed‘the:pqintg'ig”

- The guestion that concerns me now is how your critique can help
_usg. overceme “such attitudes, , The. point you make,about how these '’ - -
three attitides to objectivity are always pulling at us, is very "
telling. “How, then, does one not get pulled off the road to the ~ &

- -bi-weekly by’ the lurg-of these atiitudes? . How objective Hegel must’ -

~» -have ‘been to say, ‘after-the Science of Iggic, that there are only. ~°

- et L]
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three attitudes: he must have been saying to himself, the fact.that.

the philosophy of the age has expressed itself does not autbtmatically

mean it gains sdhsrents,. The pull of the three attitudes is very . -~ =
- Dowarful, and.tpktes in more than Jacobiy . Is this what®drove nim £g', "
..2dd those threé final paragraphs to Philosophy of Mind'at the very;end

'“~;Fof:his_life?f,fésvhe;sayingithét,aﬁsammat’cn of the philosophy ds. il s
needed so that the followers could grasp with new ‘eyes the totality of -
its. development in order. for them to concretize: it. anew?. - .. - 3

‘Marx also knew about attitudes. to objectivity,. whith is why.he .
has critique- in the title of almost avery book,.. 3y the Time we reach
Sritigue of the Gotha Program he saw its pull on his own followers, -
andla%so made-a - summation. that would direct them back to a view of.
the whole with new eyes -- there is a 10t more involved in his Send=)
Ang along a copy of his 1850 Address on Permanent Revolution with that

- Gritique then many-of us grasp.. But that summation. as new beginning

- didn't become the ground for the next generation. of Marxists who fol-

lowed, and 'therefore. they failed to. medt the test of the crisis.ofl
1914 ~~ except Lenin, by returning to philosophy.. . . . 7 7

How the critique’of attitudes %o objectivity is .gomething you
nave madé very central to Marxist-Humanism, and that eritique becomes
sharpest in.facing world crisis points. . The fact. that claiming ad-"
herence to thése ideas does not free you from the pull of thozse three
attitudes to objectivity is something vou have been developing es~
beclally since 1983 in warks like Not by. Practice Alone and. the
12/30/84 Ehwsts —= Taken togethel - somebimes_loak at_them A5 o=
Critigue—ci The Gotha Program, Jut what is different with you' is &
that you have explicitly connected this critique with & retrospective/
perspective of Marxist-Humanism, especially over the last year, which
produced a new volune of the Archives and with it a new. title and.a. .

lew of 1937, not 1941, as the point of departure, Vasn't it that
refurn on the level of the cbjectivély znd subjectively new of 1986
that enabled you to see the todayness of Spain 1937 in a way that -
revealed the depth'of today's drive to war?. And wasn't it that which -
enabled you to decide,.on a moment's notice, to re-write the April .=
Editorial and thereby show us what “on the . road to the bi-weekly" .
really means? Vhat I am trying %o say is that analyses of world -
events can "prove" you are not caught in those attitudes to objecti-
vity WHEN they are inseparable,from.critique:and fron. taking organi-

zational résponsibility for ﬁhe~retrqspec;;ve[pgrspectivejofuMarxiste‘

e by

Humanlism s

an

_+~ On the other hand, the fact that it has proved so easy for us.tc
separate the retrospective/perspective from such daily organizational
- tasks as. responding to the world situation,provesﬂhdw‘pepsisjent the
three- attitudes to objectivity really ars. .. One'would. have thought
the "coincidence" ‘of the new volume of the Archives-coming out: just
a3 the crisis over Libya was looming would have produced a different
reaction, But it is the work you have recently done on the question
of the new title to the Archives.that I think can help.us.most in
‘surmounting:.such tendencies, I was . particularly struck by the post-
seript. you added to.the new volume .of 'the Archives. and which appears.
in the April 15 In Lieu of-REB IMinutes: in calling attention to the. .
- fact-that "the 1930's 18 J...the focal point now" and in singling out
_ the.neW'title,_PMarxist-Humanismr_RﬁHélf‘Century'ﬁf florld Develop- -
. ment,” you are providing not just a view of -"origins" but new syes
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7 'with which to re~discover the totality of the archives, IF that be~
~. comes a daily exercise and not just a question of "subjectivity" but -
the kind of subjectivity taken in hand as we meet the daily organi-
_zational tasks, then there is a chance we won't get pulled down by
R "t'}fi'?s"é;atti‘tudes' to objectivity.: Isn't that whatiwe:mean sbyisle
- ship"? S ' R s e
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, That also 'taltes me back to Lenin, because he was so, vanyrgreat:

‘on-dialectics,..and yet; didn!t make it on:the.guestion of;dialectics:

- of leadership. ::Wasn't. that because he never. singled. out.the:need for
a retrospective/perspective on:his philosephy. as; you.have been,doing?
That reminds:me .of something you poaed .a.year or.so.back,.when;you.; -

- called atfention. to Lenin's: 16 .point definition;of dialectics,in.the -
Philogophic’ Notebooks. At point 14, Lenin, calls attention to.!the.ap-
parent return,to,the old .(the negation.of, the negation)t, but,instead
of making that the new beginning in points.l5 and. 16,..he .returns to,.
end ‘on-the question of "fransition.®. Tsn't.that. “conclusion® what, .

prevented Lenin from seeing the.need.to publish.his PN?. Whether .the

key is the fap} that he, stopped short of the final paragraph_of; the.
Sgience of -Logie -- whers Hegel nits: out against "transition®land, = ~
calls attention to the. "new.sphere! of the. "sciance, of .Spirit”, zs_the
"gelf~comprshending pure Notion" -- I frankly do not kKnow. But the

damage that has:done-tc the very congept. of ‘leadership . is: something we.
are suffering from still, . . T . T T

el . - e = . FEESE 4 e EE PR T
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I am aware,.of course, that even reaching such a. "cohclusion!.pn
our part does not free us from the pulls of those attitudes +to objec-
vivity. After all, how often have I fallen into the trap of getting
enamored of the "new" while skipping over the content of the develop-
ment of the body of ideas which it illuminates, or, emphasizing the
body of development as some sort of quantitative designation that
doesn't really become a point of departure. As you say, there is no
way "out" except through the constant testing and taking of greater
organizational responsibility. : :

That the times hunger for this thers is no doubt, as seen in the

recent lit 'sales here == 325 or mors at"evgry denc or picket line --
and in the meeting of new persons; such as®stewardess we met from a v
picket line whom Cyrus spoke with at length yesterday. to high school
students met on distributions, to Anne, a women's liberationist who
nas come to many meetings and shows potential. That we will get a

- greater organizational response in this perisd is clear -- whether we
will meet up to the challenge to leadershinp you have noged will deter—-
mine the follow-through. As for myself, whatever results are forth-~
coming, I lcak forward to in terms of my arrival in the Center on

Yours,

Peter

TR o b, ST Y B g




FEL!X-HAR?!N. witn all thn =ales uﬂ‘ve been havnng, it shculd generate a'
lotvor'discussion, -and * eSpecially subs. “Reagan’ SJattack got my mindi

ke p ' remerbering Pearl Harbor. ‘There's no difference ind what,Reagan did;
The- Spanish Revolution lad: Up' to'World War 110 Théfe wagd Y SRS
“movément - here, and in the world, in the 19308 That' brought on ravolutlon
in Spain,. -and: it was leading to" revo!ution Tn-thls country before it was’ B
hought- off. " What' is different: during today 's drive:for war is ‘thatitheré
“isn't tha labor ‘mOvemant there was In the - '30¢, but there.ard freedom.
mavements “in the Third Worid, and ‘tha ‘Hormei- workers. “There is going~ to
be" another demonstrat'on against plant closings at ‘Van Huys,- but the”
workars are’ saying: 'Is this just another demonstration to teli - ‘us 1o wrlte

to our. uongrussman? ObJective pulls’aré such a tremendous ‘thifg to’overcome, « "

As'a |abor writér, this s what | have to:deal with in- talking with tho" o
luboring ‘¢lass; - 1f | do hls, then l'll be Ffulfilling what Raya said o
her ‘Specia!-Spec!al-Special“ and her ietter of Aoril ID.______w

-

5 responss 3o the: uUltcék;sidfa atrark ‘i1 lumin ted what ‘the

"road to tha bl~weekly' meant, Whan we ¢esponded to- he eSponse our

sales Jumped Follow-through and Jespoense go together; response_begins

richt zhare, Hh shouid be" cﬂa-ﬁg‘bath sa!es‘anﬁ ,subs clamtng.. S
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"EPEC__E._&. . SPECII\L

Y Prelimlnary Marxlst-Humanlst Statement on the Last 48 Hours"'nw"

I : R : BRI

Qudden1y—~ and not out, of the clear blue, whlch was not the truth
of the objective 51tuatlon-- but out of the clear blue at mldday (not
-exactly at prime~time or when working people would be listening to:the
V) came the shocklng announcement that shooting had been ragingffp: e
hours. U.8. m issiles knocked out leyan'M1sslle sites" that supposedly.

had fired the first shot at them. Two patrol boats 1n the Gulf of Sldra
were also destroyed with all aboard lost. .

: T was the one to thness the.
nlddev press conference when this was ongoing simply because I had
fallen, broken my leg, and was. hoenltallyed I had at once called the .,
-offlce of the Center and told them %o turn to the press conference  on

L A

ithin a half hour I called again to say that even though T know
~time £5r the pee*e—up of M&L to go to the prlnt,shop,“some_arar,m
changés have to be introduced into both the Lead and the Edit-
1 as if it were 2 daily papsr. fuch challenges are the prodf that
csophy is action and action is Marxlstwﬂumanlst organlzatlon as it
e8ponds to " the objective situation as well as tne immediate sunjec—
tlve re-organlratJOn needed. Mike and Eugene came down at once to the
hospital to go over the galley proofs of the Lead and BEditorizl and
' suggest remorganivatzon.
The decisions were:

1) To create a single headline over both the Lead and the Editor-
irl as if each was inseparable. from the other, with both starting in
parallel celumns on page one. This is what you will read in the first
sentence of each: "Yesterday, March 24, out_of the clear blue, the
Reagan administration announced that the U.S. had sunk Libyan patrol
boats hours before,™ (Ed1torJaL)-“The unfoi&:ng Gialectic of revolt in
Haiti has put the question of social revolution on the agenda.,"” (Lead)

2) To show what is involved in the practice of Marxist-Humanist
Perspectives in this letter. Clearly, the extraordinary counter-rev-
olutionary Ronald Reagan, proudly designating himself as such, and
obsessed with the -idea of practicing being Commander-in-Chief of an
actual wer, doesn't care to which country the imperialist troops are
sent. He is playing with, or actually preparing for, a full-scale war.
As obvious as has been his ambiticn to invade Nicaragua-- whether he
Was in Grenada or Libya-- is this really his ultimate?

: I want to tell
you what dialectic method and Marx's Marxism achieve for genuine Marx-
ists at all turning points in h1story. The Spanish Revolution was the
most dramatic revolutionary act since the Russian Revolution of 1917.
and we a8 Trotskyists were active in all ﬂspects, frem being’ “part of
the Dabs Brigade to, at the same tlme offerlng cogtical estimates of
-the scene. . _
' Yet, fran?lv, 'some of us thought that' the actions of the
Qtaliniets were not only those of murderous ‘buresucrats “factionally"
awgetting rid of the Trcbskylsts in Fpain ag well as 1n Russia. What .
- | - 1101




. were nothing shért of paving the way: ‘for: Counter—revolution }: What_v :
~dissident Trotskyists were whispering was: couldn't this involve: more
than’ just fpanish: f3301sm Couldn't both Stalin's Ru551a and Hitler 8
Germany be tnstzng tnelr weapons for World War’ O T

‘Now it is true that
nothlng comnarable to the counter—revolut1onary situation that followed
the defeat of the Spanish Revolut10n—~ the outbreak of World War II-n
exists “oday, Neverthelees, the objectlvely reactlonary smtuatlon in” _
the v.2_,- whether it be over ‘Libya or La+1n Amerlcc, or in” the deter~r’
ioration. of fhtrklng, shows us that the ‘dialectic metnod 18 as’ urgent
now as it has ever been, whether we are preparing for the decision on
the bl—weekly at our Conventxon, or na*tlcupatlng in the' preuent on-'
going Worsshopfclasses (and I will give 'the last lecture’ to a1l thaé
‘locals on videotape); or studying and prOJect1ng the Retrospectlve/
Perspectlve on 30 Vears of N&L.

What is 1nvolved ‘is the whole cOncphf
“Arcnlves, It is that ‘which demonstrates ouy h1stor;c right to exist.
It is 'not just a auestion of be:ng an Jnaependen Marxist tendency.
- Marxxat-Humwnlsm 1s epocha1 n that it sums up the throe decades of"

.‘.l... -

heory which is itsels a‘zorm of tneory,
11 blown phllosophy of revo1ut10n. n

i
t
fu

and is xnseparable from the
* o . %

There is other news to report in this "letter of the week", and
it will be recorted on next week, so that this stztement is ‘seriously
discussed right now as the: .revolutionary journalistic -analyses of thlS

week, anz2lyses we couldn't have anticinated whnn e asvxgned th, Lead
and Editorial »t the REB.

Yours,




To the REB-KEB, and RE;-NEB_orly:

;DeariCoileaguas:

. I would like to discuss with you, long before the Convention;: -
- what has been disturbing me ever since-it appeared to me thet the .
“uniqueness of the Marxist-Humanist analysis in my "Speciai,Special,
Special” seemed to have escaped some of us, S

-~ Though the bottomless state of degenerate Reagan reiregres-

sion with the U,8T—imperial attacks on Libya wag-recpgrized by :

@tl-ofus, I do not feel that all recognized diow distinek was '

"Special® from all others who conslder themselVves—MarXistg ,J;;g;/)
, ) . : - Pirsty

the dialectical analysis was not exhausted with our attacks on
- Reagan's extensions of his imperialis{ tentacles over Libya, or
even when wz called it a preparation for an outright invasion of
Nicaragua, o : - o R el
- - - (Second, it pointed out that it may have been an exercise
- howard' the fimal holocaust confrontation on the part of either nu- =
clear glant. 20T S Co : o
< Third, the “Special” relatsd the 1986 U.S. assault in
the Gulf of“Sidra to the historic roois of global counter-revelu -
tion as thdy were seen in what had Thappened in 1936-37 during .- -
the Spanish Civil War when the so-called VWorkers' state, Russia -~
which was supposed to be for the Spanish Revelution ~- was testing
its weapons just as was Hazi Germany. It led to Franco's counter-

: revelution crushing the Spanish Revolutien,

%t was then that tensions began to appear in the Trotskyist
movement. It lg true that the beginning of the end of Trotskyism
did not burst forth openly until fhe Hitler-Stalin Pact failed to
deter Trotsky from continuing 4o consider Russia "a workers' state
though degenerate” and to call for its defense, Nevertheless,
the tensions began in the mid-1930s before the actual split in.
1940, Some of us dissented when we saw the Spanish Revoluiion
crushed and asked,"My heavens, if Stalin's murder of Trotskyists
is not merely ‘factional', doesn't it mean that-Stalin is actually
preparing to participate in a full¥imperialist war in a global con-

- text?" That was really the beginning of the end of Trotskyism.

It led me.to pose the aiien,class nature of the Russian eco-

Cnemy -when,; - even  atv the first Founding Conference of the Fourth In- -
ternational, and even though his fundamental study of Russia was
titled "The Revolution Betrayed," Trotsky still would not give up.
the defense of Russia, It was the beginning of my returning to
Marxls Marxism, though I did not then use that term.  What T did

do in my finished study of Russia, in the section that wss refused
-- "Labor and Scciety"--was to center it on an article I found in
the Russian Archives of Marx. {It was nct until much later that

it became clear that this was psrt of what we came to call Marx's
Humanist Essays,) <. - = - .

+ To grasp all those points imbedded in the "Special" written

. from a hospital bed ~~ a letiter that, in responding to a concrete
new situation, was not (was not) just an analysis of the new facts,
' but demanded that the tasks for Marxist-Humanists be spelled out




-

&s deeds to be done in relationship to the concrete perspective N
of the bi-weekly -- %o grasp all this, cne couldn't possibly aust

~.read it "on the fly." In a word, what has been disturbing me is:
~that, though I did not separate that sudden’ objective new event
from Marxist-Humanism's tasks as revolutionary socialists on the
"road to this bi-weekly -- and although this 1nseparab111ty
was being practiced within two hours in the changes made in the
prev1ously~a551gned Lead and Editorial, which was already pastedn_
up -- it became separated in the dlscusolonw“u“h

] . Let me put it another way.(;Enllesophecal}y’)Hegel's three
attitudes to. objectivity, even if that appears as a diversion Trom
what I am striving for here as conelusion -~ that is, organizational
respongibility for Marxisit-Humanism -~ are of the essence to b“lng
Ain now, Here is wnat I mean: After Hegel had already completed -

his two. major vhilosophic works -~ Phenomenolo and Science of
P zaenomenology PELENCE DL
Logic, which traced the history and dialectic of 2,500 ysars ¢©

AP e Yt J VAL Wl W

;thought -- he intreduced somethlng entirely new to what was supposed

%0 be just a shoriened version of the Logice (i.e,, ‘he "Smaller N

Loglc"s which summarized those 2,500 years of though® in just R
three autltades to objectivity, He wasn't shortchanging those™ -
2 500 years. On the cortrary, re was Poncludlng that, irrespective

of the range of years, irrespective of the greatness of thought

in each historic epoch, the absolute truth was that 1t was all a

varlatlon of just those three attitudes.

_ - The attitudes 1nvolved in discussions on the "Special," by
not maklng inseparable the events and our concrete tasks ~- from
digtributions of the April N&L, through finances for the bi-weekly,
10 practicing organlzatlonal responsxblllty for Marxlst—Humanlsm,
for N&L, as if it were part of one's daily life -- simply don't
measurs up to the uniqueness of Marxlst-qumanlsm, whlch considers

the Universal and concrete as cne,
T

"sFranklv\\i feT that if tuat hed bew my auilthde ‘when "out

of the~ﬁIue aid heard on the car radio of the Bay of Plgs in-
vasion of @ 61 would have proceeded +o wherever I was going,
(since it wixs—also a political task) instead of turning right a-
round and creating a "Veekly Political Letter," which contlnued for
vears and eventually became the "PolltTLar-Phllosoph1c Letters

That type of attitude to different obgectlve events at a very dif— o
“Terent historic period today makes it organizationally imperative =~
to develop journaiistic "expression" zs if N&L were a daily, This
13 exactly what I had in mind as I listened to Welnberger on TV
explaining why the Reagan Adminlstratlon was Ilnally telling the
public what had happened hours before in the Gulf of Sidra. 1In

my mind, this signalled an organizational task for us -~ the begin-
ning of preparation, journaliestically as well as philosophically, now

for our Convention -- the centrai point of whlch will revolve about
_the bi-weskly.

. The “Absolute,t/%he a: ﬁ\of’fchiple that became the ground
- for the analy91s of(é\suduen (Yiey tive event that no one could
i ' 1 surfaced as aas;ly as it
; se Nthat diglectic principle hae been preoccupylng me ever
.pince Ma¥eR 21, 1985.  What.I thought was a "nuisance” -- Dr, .. -
Haeen'e inslstance th4t I saJ somethmng personal ingtead of "Just"-
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‘the. self-determination.of the Idea —---is what led me, in- fact, %

-:8ee how zish ofsphilosophy was already present in“the years prio

S Yo 1981, and in 1941 itself, where "personal," historic-and dia-
. leetic were all already there in my questions, in‘my writings, ..:
- Was not fully conscisus then of dialectic.as philosophy; all goo
~d"goliticos were using the word, dialectic, as mere symonym for -

. Lo . frobiedle» T DR S L S
o When the Marxist~Hugfgmist] Mike, actually discovered proof. -
~of* that "personal" in the voncrite objective situatiens in the. & -
‘various pericds, I began disliking th Taet that my archives singled -~ -

out the year 1941, It is true that 1941 was the year when I .0 .~ =
. worked ‘out the theory of state-capit.%}s ; and that that was a dia- . -

lectical, historic happening. Indeed, had I fully known dialectics -
 before I was conascious of that wsrd in a philosophic way, I weuld

have-seen. that my 1941 analyses showed that I was already reaching

for precisely that in the economic studies. So, whether the ques-:

tion is 1953 when I broke through on the Absolute, or 1941 when: B
I.wag only reaching for it, the truth is that the Abselute detep- """

mines all perspectives, .-~ - : '
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- ReRmReY P NCE P
- AlY thie iIE’Egg;’;E'qygan%zaxignal\2§sponsibil‘ - j?\....,.,
HMarxigt-Humanism: —You czn See from the cover Ior thé hew Guide to ¢
the expanded Raya Dunayevskaya Collection that the very title has :
now been changed to read: "Marxist-Humanism: A half-century of .~
its world davelopment." This shows. how the rerspective determined
the retrospective, both in its comprehensiveness and in its today-
ness. Marxisti-Humanism cannot bacome a cliche., What is ‘demanded
is that each and every one of us, especially the Jeadership, B
practice and project Marxist-Humanism which is inseparable from
self-discipline, : '

Yqurs,

-Raya




