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To th'eo 1':\!:8 ·(C~py to Hetb• rnay be road to locals if o1·gunizer wishor:) 
Do3r CollP.ar,u~s: 

This is a.s good a ti:ne ttS any to thro.H out sume ideas re!..qt:l.ng the . 
be'\ok tQ tho ort;a:d.zati'on. This is e.ll the morE' necG-ssary bee au::~~ -ye.•U are not -·going 
te gt•t CC'p'ies of 1.~he ~;enoml dr.af.t,, althoUE!1 t!v~ p:~lloSQph,y cla~r.es !lavo,nc.. doubt, 
Frepared you to tUlder&tand the strictly phllo:~ophi;'! ch~p.ters be'tb~:- th~n 11.hon you 
·.t",.:ta.d t.he !'irS:t draft. I vh~uld sto.to at. orwe that, .onl~{ ln r:o.rt, i.:> y~ur not gotting 
col;_i.ar;; ef socond. draft th.l<O to lack (If monoy and pu.rf.ior-nol n~ to make thoSo _CopieS. 
~ve a.11, it is_ due t.o th3 fil~t. that t;he classes had been underta.k'en not so !1'\Uch 
(Gl:- n•t _lll&iHly:)t& have you11under-stend 11 dialF.Jctic;s ati to hav·o y')U pr&t!tice it.. This 
practicing ftt' it, C~..t- .. pre-conv.antiou tlmos, ir. s.ll d:lrt:~cted to ort;:Jl~i2-ctional mattars, 

;. and 'it is thl5 which preocc1Jpios me n"h'. 

Xou rua.y. remo~ber tho tnpo ?: mr-CI_o fo1· '':[ ".Jho1n thGy seamed a bit ·?vor­
wh~mad that they therosvl·..res !liUSt be tho teacherfl. I then point~ out they under­
eot.~tee bo~h i:.h~Jir own abilities and ju.c;t ho;J .'!luch the· orc.,d.I1i&a.tio!l had all·en.dy 

· taught theL1 phUusephj- ·for thertJ t-78.3 not a Ed.!'lt:;J.e P~rspectivo l'OJJOrt •lver since l-!e 

'"'~re 1",undod that did not Cl'l'ntain a ~reat doal cf. dial oct~~.::;;. ::a.tU!"a.lly t~he daily 
p-ractice _,.s: n:u~h r:S.chf:lr at the center than 11in th·.!l field." a.nd, aJ.though on 1ifferant. 
levelG, is~laticU.i from ideas --the clally practi.-·!e of dialectics-- is cve'!:'y bit as 
st1t:J.:tng a:.1 .isalatiOn from. the ma.s:::es.. r!evertheless, jU!Jt asYtry hard to. surmolillt 

·:the---latter, so we m~t the forruer. So,_ hore gOes: 

". . . . . A u~cade ·has l"'t~i!IJ 8!~Sle tho publicatior, of Wu!XI.Sl•; AND FRB~;OO)!. 
,l1Gt only. the.' eolid but the uniijti21foun'laticnc it laid fo~ the fo:nnation of !Wii) .& . ·~\ 

• , . IEJ'rli!'.S ca-!Ml'ri'EES remain tdth us and "ill continue to sorve us, the dual l.mpulses 
r, ,.·;,;, .• :.r,•om t~e objective sJ.tuatior, and from the theoreUcaJ. void in the Jl.ar-• .cist IUo·~e''"'·''t-,~.Ji 
-··' :.: that ~ve.omar..atod theGo past 10 years make imperaMve not a mere_"-upclat.inG-11 but'.· 

'•new. development that could rightly be cal.1ed net< discovet•ies. There may be ·~~"' 
&.re · sc :bara.rt.. Of a· sen.Re of' history, or· so .involved in what. Hegel' called ·ua giddy 

-Whit'l of· o8lr~perpetuating disorder"( that is to •ay, a l<ol'ld that rwol•res around· 
!!'.go. r"ther than arotllld Silbjectivity as mass ar.d as theory), that ·they fail to cee 

· t;U,t Phllo.S..ubz and r.evolution is the mos o £.2!!.9.!:~ of. all the tasks faclng the· 
Chaiman, nett .as, "author"~·- but as leader of a. revolutionar:r organization. Let m:e 
m;p.lain one of the theoratical differences batw3en Lenin and Bul:harin thnt has the 
~o-reatast applicability for our ot<:l dev~lopment now, It is neither the •ta~e-capital,. 
1st debate, r.or that on Subject--both of which I believe the organi~atiu11 has .in the ... 
veryc marrow of it.o bor.es, • Ho, It is self--Lietorminnt:\on of nations as a diAlact.ic of. · 
!!volution ys.· 13ukha~irits concq>tion that i1' was a veritable reactionBry·at~ al!ll7 
from the "~'world revoluti!)n .. n 

!ou m·.tst unc.lerstand that 3ukharin l-.'aa; not only not a. betrayer of 
the prolot.lriat,, l>ut •lso not a Trotskyist wl-.ich te~dency I.enin considerecl a lot 
f)!' bombo.st. Sukh.arin was a. lJolshe\·ik and a co-leader w""ith Lenin. i<ioreove;,• ha was 
considared "the greater theoretician 11 • (Hhich all e;oes to show how much of bourgeois 
ideology creeps into the Y.a.."'"Xist motre.'Tlfi\lnt Nhen theory can be eq_uated to· 11pure 
theoretical questions" as against one,like Lenin, who alt-tays has a specific political 
or organiMtional question in mincl when he de.'lls 1dth philosophic queotions,) Th9y 
had just r:tnishtrl collabo~ating on a book on economics~perialism and 'Wrld- Eoono,m:. 
l~either the econctrlc an&lysis nor the common solidarity of the spacific Bolshev!k 
tendency as the organizatiorl for revolutionary 4'-le.rxists could, however, unite their 
view on self:ci'etermination of natiena. J\gain, thin wa.sn 1t just a 11genEU"al questiou11 , 

for the ~lshoviks wor-e .all. "for11 the rieht of the Relf'-dctermina.tion of natiotls. 
Rather,_ the que:;tio!! was: are you for it as a "right" or b~:Jcause you consider It 
integral to, the very dialectic of proletarian revolution. Lenin sai.-1, Yes. 3ukh&r.iri 
t:aid, Ho, the Unew" aitu.a.ti.,n of bperialist war, the 11ne1..r1i situa.ti-on that tho 
proletariat, along uith the bureaucratic leaders of the Second International, 
~tere £S.rticlpat1.nP in this imperialist 4-1ai. .. , the "new" situati_on that nationalism, 
rn~re hac. ev~r before, was _b~ckward as ae~inst internationalism, all mean we rnust 
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be 11uncolllpr<tmidng11 , ,;.ust take nothing short. of pt•oletP.rian revolution as ~he 
re\'ol_l:ltio~.~eniri·· roet_orte-~· that tho impori.allst lm.1.4 must have 11ouppre3&cd" YoU .. 
rl!asocaing tor J."OU to f.a.U t.o se~ ~ho devoloprn.ant througil cc;nt.radiction, the 
dialeotica a.:r the :na.ny Vtlr'i3d i"or-::os thst p,q,rt!cipato in a masn tn~:t.bttrst •. etc.ot.c.cl: 

. How,. l'm .. not int.t.'\'usted in thn d~~ta ab such not orJ.y. b:""JCAUGe ~,st or us 
know l.t, but alSG bacall!l9 tho point thnt conc<•:cns u• at tnis period in our uev·w.op­
:ne_nt is t~Ot the .theol"y, but thO a.ttit.ade to the theorat.:t.oiarJa '"Iou rrmst understand 
thAt lonin n:xi ilukf.At"in Wtw{,1 bllth -thooroti-.!i.anc-. and. thouch L~nin w~:~.s Mown aa tile 
!o\Ulder. a:f the &:.tshsvi.li or.v.!tnl~.ation~- ho wtt.s ... .ot im.o~--t:tat ;.s to Wd.y, history 
h&d not y9t prOve.ri hi!lt to bo tho ~e!" of l\ uniguo th£,orot1cal. t~ndun;:~y, Hlrlch, 
in·fact;would beeom_e tho ~arxisrn of tho .ll~C' of rn.. .. napoly-:eapiW..lstlc im9s:;oial:h;m. 
1'hey had juat e.cthore.T"'ii:'book on that.· vo"y no" <:t.'<:" of ca!•italist dovolopr~ent arr.l 
th'ers Crlemed tu bo ho dU"fera!l-::os bC"tuoun t.hc!'!. 1..._ --.ro v.-:tl•o there!"o1·o those ~ho wo:o~ 
~or.. fe:Uine tM.t, sirc-'3 Bt~kha:ri.lt was tho "!'urt f.': ·~- "'ot.iciaau. L€mln w:a~ ~evoaling 
"r.pportun1s01! 11 (s~.c:t )· by heine for a national "dt. _,., .;- .... umt 11 -whAn av,-...!t cavitallam wr..s 
t'JOre~~ughly "i,ntorna..tional" but, .. or courzo, from tnu Wl4 ong ~lass p:Jint of ·1iew. 

Let.. ~e g~t away i':om Rnssia•ror a wb.Uo, ~..~om6 t>Ver to the t5 .g,c ths 
ref'e...,..~t. We &11 rer.ogrtiza Abolitionism as the rreedoDI rt-?11aa.ent that P..a.d the 
grestest a!"t!nicy t<.l4arxism, although it ·~as r"ligioiSJand lil'lit<>'l to ""ntlJ1g tha 
abolitl~n of olavery, "":! not a aociJU.ict 3ocioty, r. 'WOcld ther.,fora be natural 
tor us to 1'prater." Wendell PhUlips, wllo is the only on& of the Abjilitionis ts 

. iriu! 'oame ovor to the labor .... v ... ent, t~ Ul.l.lio" Llo,Yd Garrison >d:.o ·did not. And 
.yet ·histo~;r rooor~ ·tlw.t llarrls•m, nt~t Phillipps, ""s the i'owldcr af Abolitic>nism,. 
Yuil llligbt a&kl why care about """ first founded the· movement when,obviowoly ,. 
t.h~. -~..e·re /'advo.nCed" ~& Phillipps? -The quc.stiori,ho"Wever~ 1·s not- ~ne ·or 11ad.vanc£rltt 
or'-'an;f either adjective like 1'best11 •. The quast.ion. i.< that M.storic~and this 
!l!s!:;orio shoi1ld havs be~n 'with a capital H because bator& ever ·Histcry.gets · . ·, 
.:~;ound"to oip~oving", th~ llito:t'ical movement 1<ould be 10 feet l!llderground .Y: 

'' r-aom&'w>io he.d a sr.ui:\tivity on th8 quootion, weren't there to becoMe ;>.dherents , . . 1 
without '"proof" ·anc1 thereby h~lp creato th& mov0111ant that wuld b""ol'le "the proo1'11,);_; 

·to '.r..Peat, the question' is :t.hot historiciall,y the illl:>artance of baing the founder ·'\ 
15' tbet ha creates the a~osoh~re for all others to grow in and develoo to l:e more , 
uadv&nctxl''• or "best",,, ~-lithOut him, there lfOuld be no ro-om foi- ·others; it "'ieuld 
just bo. on~ more loot mo.>aent_ in history-ano they uro a great doal more tritgic 
tiul..'l "lost weekends." 

. So YC?U sec i:.hat the hist,ric and J\mcrican ~nd international deml.lllds 
on tho M~t-Ht:!1lanist tandonc.v to bo born arc not accidental, no'r ar"e- they 
wb.B.t Segel li.'Otltd ha•ra na.1100 11tho arbitrary capr~.co of prophetic utterance." 
It isr. 1t 11pro~Jhecy'1 i .tt i::; the IIJ.abor~ ?O.tiencc, so:..·iousnoss, suffering: o!" the 
~t:~cativ-s11 that aro tho p~imo rC<!ulr;:ttez on londa!:iihip, on !:a!'lks, and, if they 
Would t:.•y the patie.nc.;, of Job, irrlpntil'3ncl'3 io 110 moro capable of creating 11shortcuts 
to revolutbn" than al'"e :;".lerrilla tc.ctics.. Eoreove1~. none but solf con create _tho 
discipline needod for tho task 11f Horkln!; out Philosophy and ~-::.evolut"lon. (Ha.rcuea 
used to toll rr1o tr.at I ;,·a:. ''too~'3o 11 to o rulvt!..riat. a."l<l by r~;~o"lB.inine i.."l a 
llso-called" ivory f..oucr, ho h~;d 1oot. ·u~ a(Jt.·a.nta:·;o a o Jectiv:'..ty"tbnsion" noodOO 
for dovelopnent of o~i;.r"i.r1al theo' !'he rrg;ultlll.;~ Gne-D!.IIJ.~:-,zional !·!an tih~wOO, 
ho:.revor, that, W'lfo:!.•tunatol,:,·, it ri"J::mJ.tc.-:1 in a.~ ir, on•J-dimensicJnal thoory.) ·!ou 
~t afford, a!i co:ltthcrntors, bot +~o cr~at~ .-frou t.ilf!.e !'o!' t.to t..l 7 • 
comultite the \Iork .. 

An~ y~i: 1 "f r.,n .... :::":o 1 t.lJrn•n u~~ 11n -:..:nj f . ..,l· ~r. not to e~:e.~o in th~se organiZ!L­
tional urobl~ms tha.:. are .~ir~ct.l:r(on' not. :;o .·jir::;ctly) rel2.ted tv the Hor!-:~ Thus: 
(1) It'S more than a .Y€~ar sinc-e :Z1vo ac:11oved contact Hith l~st ::m·C~pch On tho 

ono ha.."ld, t.he chapter the ha.r:ciat-:iU!:'!a!'l:tst therE: submit tad. th.,ugh far a:JO".Te 
at\Ythinr; th€1 .l:norican col"lrados could do, sl1o:i~ n lae;t<: of p:tilosophy. Cn the other 
hand. it seene:-1_ to Lasooak ol'~>"anizationa.l '.l·~'tolop!1l~nts that I felt q~J•.lld reach 
a ccl'ta.:iJl clbun: lon1' before t~J':t .-~ham;e!> that 'l.ra no'\-r catch1ng tho hea.t!lines. 
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·that I felt it !;ttp~.-=.t;tvo to ~stablish in--person contact. Hence, i::U(;ena1s tt•l:p, 
hut h~ce, also, tha fact that tho very first "eek oi' alleaadl,t 0'beinc awn,y 11 I 
had, to t.!.ke t:!Jroe .out to make a not unimportant tape for j;hal:. neetin~, 

. 2.)A.• part o;- the i.~aepar3b.llity of Ph!.losophy and :ilovolution and the or,S&JOJ.I'""','· 
tion I had' de~Jided last winter to take tLue oiJ.t to work uo tho Q11tline of Lect,..ll"es. 
It waan't juot a question of ga:l.ni.~g soma new momb6<"s-though both Detroit·. and NY . 
did s~_,;.;"out of :\nt8l"nal1zing a ro.ethodolo(;Y. both for analyzing events and participat­
~ ill then as. woll ·as l"alatin[;; vursolve::; to~?.!!:. org;mizations in ·a new toltJ.3. It. · 
is the latter I'm ·not sure th3 leader.o:;hip in N~w York internhlizad. To ll14ke sure, 
hol>t~ver, ·tb&t the t:irat ro&ction of self-diifer,se or apportioning blame· doesr.. 1 t 
be3.t Qi,wn l:.ht~~. H~CII'iid ni"glltivity bn!'vrc :.t C"."Cl"' h:t5 .!1 chen.ce ·to emeree; and·; abOve 
aJ~, beoause it will becom.a of esDence to ·any }-Ja.tr.phl.E)t that may result and there­
fore•is first ~.!!..i._t:Jetecl later, I wi11 eive an e:r.:amplo, not from !IT or everi 
~!&L' Comittees anywhere, but from a. far off pla.~e. 't'ha -place is Frttnco, the'subject' 

· is the t-elatillnship ·or methodology ~no.t only. ftn• anal.yzinc ~ventf: Oc.t fo:- being 
llaCt-ors ·or change, for those l>?ho would btJ revolutloMri&s. And tile pe-..•son involved 
is Jean-Paul Sartre., a pettY bout-ge-:>is i.atellectual af suchflhigh11 st.ature as to hav8 
created a phll.oEiophy othe!" than Y.:arxism: ~istt:ntializ!ll. A.fto~ a full c\ec.:1de' s 
existance-ac'cually :!.t haU beau.., in the late l9JU's in Frace but W~rld i/a:r I! m.tde 
it_ in'vic1.bla, so to :jpeak,. a.n1 it ·didn1t become a ohallenge to HaMCism till end of 
~r--Je&n-Paul s~~tre felt so tvtallY impotent to create act-ors and he,too, having 
gOtten, he claims, some new impulsos from t~e death ~f Stalin. (not to mention 
that E:oc.bt6ntielism almost got a foll•>Wing in Ea•t Europe) tha~ hs deoidad to 
deil.a:!"e a ~1&-...:X::ia.t art.er ~llt nut, still his task was not 11to ·.join11 but11to e:earoh 
r~r a me1;h0dology" ·for rovelution. It is there that he dec~arad th:Lt ~Iarxiom 

· · w:Ul' raniaiil.tlie philooophy o£ our time, and that E:dntentialists merely 11tended 
th<i curd.en" bOoatlse"todey's Marxists" had st:\fledCJ1arxiSin1 s self.g-.•owth. He cO:UEid 
Ed.St8ntia.l1S.ts , 11!d8ologU.es. 11 You must understand it was not a compliment. It 
_is,.<>' W..rd. used b{ Sartre like we use npopularizoro 11 plus thu W8J' Marx uses the<·. 

:·w;iod·ide'olog.v :lS false consciousness.· (Hl.th<S!U't:-<i it's al'h"ayS ,a hybrid: tluit•s · 
6aE7. :r~r -~he ·iJrill~ ~rriter for whom words a~e toys, 11dialectiCal.11 teyS.) 

.- ··In :a single serltence, this means that. lt is imPossible to or~at8 
· tion withl>ut " Har>:ist 1\l"thodology, cine that: needs constantlY to be "~•·••-••-•,"" 

meet' the :CMll~nge of neW ·situations, and that . .IJ.llY flpratende:ro t.o the 
F.dstential.ists weore to the C>.unmunistfi ,riot';' ·· .. l•!a.r.d~~· ·rr.ust knoH hOw 
to the organi!!;ation-bu1?-ders on a difft:!rent !lleth~dol:Jeical ~sis. 

h'hat :relationship does this have to us? On the· question cf ·mathodol~gy l{nd. 
on the que!ltion of ~.!r or'fa.tJizati:':'nD Sartrc :~.t least kneu hinr to pose the quos~ 
tion. The answor is s-omet.hing else again, and he can't fail to be wryng a.gai.."l 
precisely bGcause h~ doesn't have the 1{ar;:ist rnef:.h()dology. But wa ·do have· it, a.ild 

-it amazes me t,, Sl;'e that the minute a concreto event comes uo, that's when :;17!!19 
faiqi to p1•1. ·:~.i.re dialectics, fail to distinguish betl4VG!'l, ohhosoohy · .,f rOvolU~ 
and books llabCiut" revolution, faiiJJol to relate oneself to both othor organit.a.tions 
and our oHr. in a v1ay that bears proof that they art:t n!)t 11 ideoloGues 11 bat 
nco-editors" of Narxist-Humanism. It is this Hhich t-:e l:lll nct'ld to ha11e 111astered , 
by the time the con'!Gn.tion ~olls aromv! and W3 docid-:!-on Hhn.t kind of pamphTet on 
Columbie. r.t. 9V"Jnts HF} want •. 

JjFinally thert:1 is tho book itself 1 and :i want to quoto just a few sent'!mOe& 
from the Introduct.i::m that Ha!;i not ln the first drru.'t,: 11It hecorr.eD necessary to 
to iiegal whose philosophy hao a validity all l.to o,n. That is why Mnrx kept >•eturnJ 
!f~ ho brokn Hith iiegelianism and created historical !llaterialism •• Marx to 
L<:nlu'i.io .!Jl'ulJl.;;,JiS arur.'·t. cu::-:::. ~;o .2;;;e cz.."! sp<?~k f~r ~tnot.h':lr, Preoisaly because 
the impulse to grap,?lG Hith !!agel's Absolutes 'Jame 1 nait:lar fr~m scMlastic neeCts, 
nor e7en tha foua:lers of tho new wo1·lc! view of liarxist-titunanism, but because our 
Age imparted a " 8 "1 urgency to it 

1 
it uoulcl bl3 at our o\'m peril if' -:.JO ware to -

dismiss t.he new facets unl'oldod by our t-~orld in transition~' Yours, Raya 


