May 28,1958

" To the & v..R {Capy te Heby may be road to locals il organizer wishor)
Doar Col"' ragues;

e This is as good a t:i.:ne us any to throw out sume ideas relatinz the
bnok to tho srganizatien, This ils 211 the more necessary Lecauss yeu are not. goj.ng
te get coples of the sensad draft, althowh the philesophy classes nave,ne doubt,
rrepared you to understand the strietly philosophis chapbers belur thon uwhen you
“pwad the f£irst draft, T sheuld stato ab oncve that, snly in park, is your aot gotting
copdas of second tdraft dus to lack of monuy and puruonnel needed to make those copies.
Abave a.'ll. it 1s due Lo thé fact that the classes had heen underisien rot so much
{or net mainl j)tﬁ have you'understend" dialectics as to have you practice it. This
practic.mg of it, at.pre-conveniion times, 1s 2ll directed o organizctional matters,

~and AL is this which precceupies me anw.

You nmay remenher the tapo T nedo for ¥ “when thr;.,r seemed a bit over-
..he;.mad that they themselves must be the teashers. I then polnted out they under-
_oegtimated both their own abilities and just how much the’ or,__,d.n:l.‘,atiou had already
tasght then philvsephy for thers was not a single Perspecitive repori sver since we
vare Taunded that did not centain a yreat deal ef dislectlics. laturally the dalily
. practice e much richer at the center than"in tha field," and, althouch on different
 lovels, iselatisn from ideas ~~the dally practine of dia.loctic.a-- is every bitl as.
- gtifling as iselatien from the masses. yeverthe.:.ess, just as)try hard to. aurmount
tha la.tt.ar. gso we must the former, So,, here pgoes

A decade has paiﬁgg gﬁg: the publication eof M!LR.(ISM AND FRE}:,IX}'*I. Thougl'. !
not unl.r the golld but the unigugfoun tient it laid for the formatlon of NEWS &, '
LEPTERS COMMITTEES Memaln with us and will continue to serve us, .the'dual jmpulses

rom the objective situation and from the theoretical void in the Marxist movame.nt-
that hsve omerated theso wast 10 years make imperative not a mers fupdating” but -

. UReW. developmen‘b that could rightly be called new discoveries. There may be goine who

. are #e 'baoralt. ef a: sense of higtery, or so invelved in whal Hegel called Ma giddy
‘whirl of selfuperpetuating disorder!( that is to say, & woild that revelves around’

Fgo. rather than around Subjectivity as mass ard as theory), thabt they fail to cae -
‘that Philesoggz and Nevolution is the most conerets of all the tasks. facing the

' Chairman, not as “author”,. but as leader of a ravolutionar,,r erganizatisn. Let me
_explain one of the theoraetidal differences botusen Lenin and Bulkharin that hias the
greatest spplicability for our own development now., It is neither the state~capitale
ist debate. ror that on Subject--ooth of which I believe the organization has in the
very marrow of its benes. o, It is self-determination of nations as_a dialectic of
.reyolutien vs. Bukharin's conception that it was a veritable reactionary stap awmy -
from the world revolutisn.” -

You muast understand that Sukharin was not only not a betrayer of
the prolatariat, but alsc net a Trotsiyist which tendency Lenin vonsidersd a loi
of bombpst, Bukharin was a Belshevik and a ce-leader with Lenin. Moreover he tas
considered "the greater theorstician!, (Which all goes to show how much of beurgeois
ideclegy creeps into the Marxist movement when theory can be equated to "pure
theorstical questions' as agalnst one,like Lenin, who always has a shecillc political
or orgianizationsl quéstion in mind when he deals with philesophic questions.) They
hed just finished cellaborating on a book on economicsImperialism and World Feonomy.
Felther the economic anelysis nor the common solidarity of the spevific Bolshavil
tondency as the organization for revelutlonary Marxists coeuld, however, unite their
view on self. -detemina.tion of natiecns. Again, this wasa't just 2 "genersl questicu", .
for the 3olshoviks were all "for' the right of the sslf-determination of nations. '
Rather, the questior wes: are you for it as a "right" or bacause you consider 1t
integral to, the very dialactic of prolestarian ravolut.ion. Lenin said, Yes. Bukhanin
caid, o, the new" situation of imperialist war, the Tnewl situation that the
proletariat, aleng with the bureaucratic leaders of the Second International,

wera gﬁrtic.ifatinn in thls imperialist war, the "new" situation that nationalis
more than ever before, was beckward as against internationalism, all moan we must
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‘be M"uncompremising, must take nothing short of proleterian revelution as the
revolution.denis retorted that tho imgorialist war must have “suppressed" you -
reasoning for you to fail to sen tho clavolopment turougn centradiction, the .
dlalectics of the many yarixd Yorces thzt participate in a mass cutburst, etc.cte.t

o olow, I'™m not invevosted in thm debate as such not orly. bacause mast ol us

- know it, but alsc bacauss the polnt that concerns us at tnls peried :Ln our aevalep-
ment 48 not the theory, but the attituds to the theerstician. You must undersiand
that Lendn and Bukharin were both theorotisians. and, though Lenin was known as tie
founder of the Bolshevik orwanizatisn. he was sot Xnowl-«tiat is to say, histery .
had net yst proven him to be the founder of a unijuo theoratical tundency, which,
in fact;would beceme the Marxism o¢f the arge of menupoly=-capitalistic imperialiem,
They- had Just ecthoredi a book un that'v vory nou itsge of capitalist domlc-pmant- arnl
thers snemed te bo. ho differences betwoen then, T w0 wore thereforo these who ware
ever: fedling that, sinea Bukharin was tie Ypure 1. +obleian", Lonln way revoaling
Wepporturdsm(g2cl) by helng for a nabtionr) ™t ... ont" when aven capitalism was
thoroughly "internatlonal® but, of cource, from tne wroag class palnt of view.

lol me got away trom Russia*for a whilae, coxms cver to the US ac the
referrant, We &1l recognizo Abolitlionism 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
X ‘yot ‘kistery rocerds thet Barrissn, net Phillipps, was the founder of Aboliticnisn, .
Tou might ask: why care about who firat founded the movement when,ebviously,. “
' 't.he NATO | “advanced" was Paillipps? The guestion,however, is not ene 'of “advanced™ '
_or'dny ¢ ther adjective like '"best!. . The guestlon. is that h‘atoricdg‘v_ (and ?hia
" Histsris should have been with u capital H because bafore ever: “Histe ory ‘gets
’ ucund to ¥proving", the historical movement would be 10 feet underground -Af
“Zone wio had & seﬂsltivity; on the question weren't there to becone a.dharents .
w:lthou{. "proof! and thersby help create the movement that would becone f'the proef", ), i
1o rsuaat. the question 4s Lhat historically the immortance of being the founder {
1s'that he creates the atrosohe o for ail others to grow in and develoo tote more .
tadvanced?, er "pest',’ Without him, thore would be no room for olhers: it wculd
just be ens more lost monent in history--and they are a great deal more tragic
than, "J.os* weekends " .
. So you seo that the historic and Amerlcan znd intarnational demand
on the Hmist-ﬂt.mnist tandency to bo bora are not accldental, nor are they
what Hegel would hava called "tho arbitrary caprice of prophetic utterance,”
It isn' Ypropheey'; it is the '"labor, satience, seriousnass, suffering of the
nugative’ that are the prime requisites an leadership, on raqks, and, ir they
would try the patience of Job, Impatience is no mors capable of croating “shorteuts
~ to revolutisn" than are guerrilla tectics. toreover, nono but solf can treate tho
diseipline nesded for the task of working out Phllosophy and levslutlsn. (Marcuse
used Lo tall me that I was "boo cloge™ lo_tne proletariab and, by remaining in a
" Bgomualled!. ivory Lower, ho hudqGotly CiE advantaze ef Pebjectivity®ténsion' needod
for developnent of original theo! M™e resuwlting CnotDimensional Man showed,
however, that, uni‘r.-rt.tm&toly, it rasulted in a) in ono-dimensional theary.) Tou
cannot afford, as collubecrnters, hot to crcate freo bLime for no tom
complote the vork.

And wat, of esurua, there uas an iy for ae not te enrege in those orgeniza.
tional urohlnm.. tm, are L-..roct..]._, {an’ not uo diraucily) 1~e].2.tex] to the work. Thus:
(1) Tt's more than a year Since i'vo achioved contact with Bast Jwrope. On the
ona hand, the chapter the farxist-iumanist there .)ubmit.tad, though far above
anything the American corrades could do, shoted a lack of phlloseuvhy. Cn the olher
hand, it seened to bLaspuak orcanizational developments Lhat I felt gould reach
a certain ¢limax lon: before tue chanses that are now catching tho headlines,
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~that I felt it Zmperatlve to asﬁablish in-pergon contact. lence, Eug'e.nhé's‘:ﬁ-riﬁ‘:
‘hut hence, also, the fact that tho very first week of allegedly "being away" I
kad to take time out to make a not unimportant tape for that neeting. o

_ 2)As part of the inaepsrability of Philosouhy and fevolution and the erganiva-
tion I had decided last winter to take time out to work up the Outline of Lectures.
Tt wasn't Jjust a question of galning soms new mombers-=thouzh both Detroit.and KY = -
did se-<but of Anternalizing a methodology.both for analyzing events and parlicipat- .
ing in them es well ‘as ralating vursolves to giher ‘organizations in a new way., It T
is the latter I'm not sure ths leadership in New Yerk internslized. To make sure,
howsver, that the first rasction of self-dufense or apporticning blame doesctt -
beat down the seewnd negativity befsrc it cver has o chence to emerge; and; above
all, besauss it will becosms of essence to-any pamphlet that may resilt and there-
fore'ls Tirst fg be tested later, I will pive an examgle, not from {IY or even
1L Committees. anywhera, but from & far off place, The place is France, the subject
. is the relatisnship of mothodelogy,not only fur analyzing events but for being: . \
Wapt-ars of change, fer these vho vould be revelutionaries. And the pessen invelved -
ig Jean~Paul Sartre, a petty bourgesis intellectual of suchPhigh stature as to have of
created a philosophy other Lhan Farxicm: Bristentialism. After a full decade's :
existence-~actually it had begun in the late 1930's in Frace but World ¥ar II mads
it invicible, se te speak,.and 4t didn't bocome a challenze to Harxism ti11 end of
sareoJaesn-Paul Sertre felt so totally impotent to create actwors and he,teo, having
gotten, he claims, some new impulses frowm the death of Stalin.(not to mentien '
“that Existentielism glmost got a following in Zast Burepe) that ho decided to
- deglare a Harxizt after c111 Buf stil his task was net "o -join® but'to sesrch
. for a mebhsdology" for revelution. Tt is there that he declared that Marxism ]
12 remain the philosephy of our time, and thet Existentialists mersly "tended -
the garden” bacauseMtedey's Marxists! had stifled Marxism's self-growth. He called
. PExistentialisis "ideolegues." You 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 consciousness.' (fith:Sertre it's always & byovid: that's se:
. eaty. Por the brilliant writer for whom words ave toys, "dialectical" teye.) - -. °

. . BT

' . “Xn.a single sentence, this mezns that it is imppssible to create an erganiza

- tion withput a Marxist msthodology, one that noeds constantly to be Mrestated® to v
. meet the challange of new cituations, and that any Yoretenders to the throne!,as the
. Exigtentiallists were to the Communistg,not SENPEE arxists, must Know how to bow
to the organization-builders on a differeat methedological baals. _ ‘

. khat relationship does this have to us? On the question cf mothodology and.
‘on the question of other orwzanizations " gartre at least knowv how to pesa tha ques.
tion. The answer is semething else again, and he can'i fail to be wreng again
precisely because ha doesn't have the Marsist methadology.  Bub wa-do have it, and
-4t mmazes me to see that the minute a concrete event comes up, that's when senme
faifl to prazhice dialectics, fail to distinguish betwwen philosophy of revelution
and books "about" revolution, faiwl Lo relate oneself to coth other organizetions
and our oun.in a way that bears proof thal they are not ideologues® but - :
feo—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 pamphlét on
Columbia I, avents 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 te ret
to iegel whose philesephy has a vallidity all 1t own. That 1s why Marx kept return
after he broke with degelianism and created histerical materialism. Marx's problems
Lenints peobleas avsn't curs. No age can speal Tar another, Precisely because

the impulse to grapple with Hegel's Absolutes came,naitier fram schelastic needis, o
nor aven the founders of the new world view of liarxist~Humanism, bul because s

afe imparted a new yrgency to it, it would be at our own peril 1f wa were to T
dismiss the new facets unfolded by our world in transitioal vouns, Raya 1403




