“¥ay 16, 1972

Doar ¥oXKim Steele:

. The presgsures ol a very heavy lecturs schedule uhich I. ;Just
finishwl and & het oo jectlve sltuatien heated up to inhiuman, .’mpansible ssaeults by
Nixon have comblned ts give mo no breathi.n;, space Lo answer your questlen on the
role of intellectusls until now. I ascuma, howevar, that Glge has sent you some

. of the writings I hed promiaod you both on Afrlca and and my new work on_Ehilsaephy

" .and Revelutien. :

The serious guestien yeou raised L5 not somethinz one can cnawer
by meraly veh o our work on the quostion., Since you are a historian, tharefors
I trust yeu will not wind going back to '"beginnings", at lewst it is %he hezinning
for Harxists who do accept that Harx discoversd s nsw contineat of thought and yet
i% nover quite got an organizational expresslen that mat that philssophic challenze,
In & word, bezinning with Enrels(whe certalnly was loyal to darx and tried hard $£1i1l
his death"to make semthing out of " the sndless~-snd herribly scriptede-manuscripts
Marx lofi unfinished) we have not yet risen to that challenge. I never- participated.
in the criticisns of ingsly becauve they were directed, not in order t: rise te the
chnllenge. but beeausa. they meant congelously to divert frem the chartersd roads
E M unchartered paths, by juct being uncharterud, are therwdy foriginad . m

: At ths gase time it 1s true that Engels, especially, en the’
dialectic, could net measwrs up to Harx, and Eogols, as the practical man, was

8¢ concarned with organization, Individual rolews, spwcifleity of the mpirie connrotx.
that he decided BEL to return to dialectle origlins, but Instedd bring Feuerbach Mup.
to date®, answor tho"immodiate? questions (1B8U's inastead of 1840'g). vwe havo sufferd.
from that, vulgarisation of dialactic materlalism, and are yot to free ourael\rqu of lt.A
Thia wes 30, pol bacause, as Zclsteatlallats and iletormists and “Sciontists” al.’uca
infer, becauss Shore is no diadectic in "Hatura",-but because the historis

dj.alect.ic 1o go very differently-—zlorlously, humanly go-- that to dearch for & -
"oommen denominutor™ ia to violate it nntiraly. Put Jﬂiurentl;. pracisaly

beczause nistory is what msn and women make it, pscause of the inseparability
ef the Sublect asz umaler of histery from the cbiezt { bo it "matter! or Nature

or_fSgelaty") any division of 5ubject from Qcjest at that polni-y the ravelutionary
transformetion of socliatyw-kills the umergent new saclety bccauea 4t kills the
ersatlvity of Subjoet, of tho endless Movenent, of what ilogel would call

"Sacomnd ?M-;atwi*y". and Marx '"the poermanant revolutlon.

Hhon all is gald and rhqe. 3ud jeut-lass motion, he it aven as
cessoless and the "transtoraln;™cind as the end of ioe age or blrth of nuclear age,
WNatare'" can ztill be as bleak without human nature asl as barron &8 those plansts
walrefrupninsfafter ortup into", iow wo adml»e tho zempubey and degrade the humn
being, the human passlon that strives for {raedom instosd of matoriality!

Kow, what has 4l this to do with the roln of the Lntellectual in
a Marxist-Humanist orcanization, you misht ask impatlently? Vedl, just consider
wvhat intellactuals have haen doin: this past century, so fearful of thers having beowen!
“one, only one Marx", that averything from "the Perty™ through the "Free Individual®
Beven in occupled Franzol)te chossing hetwaen existing State Powers has achioved
in bringinz us to the totcllity, absolutenaus of the prenent weeld crisis.

|
4

The Tlrst Srsat Dlvlds La Macxlom cacw wilh {he botrayal by the
Second International, It toock so creat a celastrophe, a world holeocaust, te make
Lenin recoznize that guch orzanization 4asn't veally the answor, the. "activity”
which would make masses Tollowslca? ora, leaders -ho had "brought the'n" Marxism as
sgalnst elither exploitationa or trare unlonism, 35So the ﬂ'reat geanius tho extended
"the vanguard perty to lead™ te tho point whare that is “that EisKTamryrstill all
that "history" renenbers about him. (I assuma you do know all the changea thet
ocourrad in his concopt of the partyyl902-27 ~=Ch,XI of Marxigm and Froodom deals
sxtensively with the quastion ol the relationsghip of '!pontanea.ty tn organization.)

Yot the greatest part that Lenin nas bequeathed is the philosophic
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* return to Hogel, the revolutionary dialectic without which the revelutlon iteelf

- would huvs been endangered, aid, indead, wes even ef'ter 1t had succseded but ha
dids the philosephic ambivalenca aided the gbjective. situstlon of a new
cowntar=revolutionary stage tc gein deminance,

: . [ : ‘

. , - But Af %the Party?({ Trotsky,on the outaidalﬁ.cluded hora for thara
was nelther a difference in goncept of party even when ho waz oxpolled) and
mere opposition to bureaucratization( inetesa of dieccverlsg, slong with a new
stage in cognition, @ new, live revolutiorary forca that was also Reeson) did not
- lesd way out, what did indepandent, non=Party intellectuals do?

Well, & new spoch had opensd in the 195U's from balow, froa gractlce,
trem losderlass massaz, bo it in Fast Eaxrope on June 17, 1953 iprac wied in

foackward USAY by workerd battling with antomation) or Afrtca (Ghana 195754,
precedad by the Algerian Revolution) or Black Dimenzlon in USA, snd %Ml thero is
. groater dearth of thought among intellectuals than over Lbatore, It W ss if

thought, centrary to Bature, dees like a vacuum. 3But I refuse te ballwa that

and, as I have ghown in M&F vhich is fully built en that uovement I practice =
o _thegry and o new gociety, over a paried of nearly two canturles, thes s .
“mothing in the thought aven of genius, that has not praviasusly toan in the «ativiiy.

of comdon man.

o . This does not (does NOT) mern therofors there is nething Sor inRel-
‘lectusls to de.  What it means is that that is where the intellectuals® taek T
£irst begins, . The moments in histery when he did recegnize that his -genoralizstion
aave helped leap shoad because practice, téo, is ane-glde, and only the nnity
of theery and practice laads to reveluticnary tranaformation. thea humanity ,
‘did discover as groat dimansiens within itsclf «s outside centinants to conguer,

“(May I ba so conceited as to ask you to read the 2 final pages of rirat sdition

“of H2F ,pp.286~7 and write me your cormentary?)

B iow I will edmit to one great falling: aver alnce glving wp the
"party to lead" concept, "forcing" all intellectuals to 1isten,listen,listen Your"
s intellectuals have very noarly trensformed themselves feto "full fountain
pens" to take down what others said rather than projecting their own idess,
ance they did recegnize the revolutionary forcos are alse Ruason and wisdom
comes from the counsel of meny. But Philosophy and Revelution doea, in fact,
reverae the procass, that iz to say, begins and ends, instead, with solta
development of thought itself. But we have not gotten far and now I feel very
gtrongly intellectuals aro of the assence. 1 was snpecislly impressed by
your quostions bescause your interest, long befors you mot any of us, dld begin
‘yhere & revelution was going on, in Algeria, and your t'1eld remains Afriea whors,-
despite the revolutions, we are witnesslig backwurd moves/

When you consider the hottomless theorotiz vold slhce tho desath
of Lonin, there ig hardly an end to all’ the theoretir vold that nels to be
done 1 ever it is to cateh up to the challenge from below, not to mentian when
it finally will mske its leap at unity of tha two, Hothiap is more urgent
thase days than to work out a tetally new relationship of theery. to practlea,
and nothing nore nesded than uone orizinal contributions that come from salf-
digeipline as wall ar readine, pet the monstrouu Ygymptomale! Teadlinz of an
Althugser who Teads inte avery one from Marx cdoun what hie empty bui Verudita!
easulstry apins out of the convolutions of his zray mattar, but a historie
reading that dees not separats the yesterday from the today-naus of hlatery.
The one great original contribution teYthe theory of the party" Lanin did meke
was the definition of what im a party member, that is tc say, the dealal ef
mensership te those who would just write but not Yoolonp! for there ia no nore
disorzanized parsen than an intellectual and he, he ahova all, needs tha
balonging, the discipline of a local, not "wotinz", much loss “reading out"
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'of membars because some ena cn high or low douclares to bs "undiseiplined,i but 2
the full-coliectivity in working out ideas as wall es stratszy and tactics. That.
is why, at ane and the zmems time, News & Letters Committewn' Rosolution hes :
praciically ‘ne dizelpline-~you cannet be expelled except for an anti.class
struggle actien or menifestation of racial chauvinisme~vhile dally activity 1z,
agaln, very much uwp to the individual and not anly lacal or rational, and yot
there is ne way to ba & Marxist-Humanist and not belong and ret- feel that the
very orgaclzation of your ideas cannot be achlevad in lsolatien alone, 4t the
sane time the isolation tu be avolided is not only from rank and file but fram
the massas sutzids, Ouitslde of the vote thers practicaly 1 no differsnce betwesn
ocutalde and inefide, \ C

- S.mca it il 35 so now, you ~an help us work o\.t fgoma :
upsoi.’ications about special tasks for intaellactvals, Yeu wera right when yeu
suld we have & lot tn say about what intallcct'!.als cannat de, but 11££de of
whet they should, It was, and is, imperstive that the-? recegnlee basks az neot
the "source™ of Reasen, but raal.bae it comos sponunaously frem the masscs,
frem all the farces of liberation-.women Lihw=ation and youth sp well as the
erusial Alsck Dimenslon. But after that you better dis, dig deep inta books,
inte histery, into philegephy for without cateohing that single link ef
continuity (the lifebload 6f Ethe dislectiec) with historlic past, with Harxism
in its orlgins, there is no way to single ouvt the now and develep the eriginel
fer our day as both histeric contribut.mn of our age and the z-wolutiemry
t.rxnafomtim of the age,

The ona thing that .lmprossad mo from the lestuve tour this .
'year iy pracisely tho intellectuals® ewn realisatlon and hungor Jor thoery in -
2. gerleva Marxist-Himenist sense. Heretofore it used to ba very much the students
‘the aotivists whe would listen while their proressers took the howr-eff frem =
fhen~acadexic résponsibilities." Thie year the professars whe did at{end--snd. -

‘in UCLA eepecinlly it was also in special celloguimmn kokh on Harxi.sm-pht]escphy's
ralatisnship te scenemics, the dlalecjics of Ilberztion, as a-ugity of theory and"
practice; can Althuswer be celled & Msrxist at all? what la the Bi'a.r'k ‘Dimensien. -
globallytdnd even the quost‘en of how deos ona project philossphy or mimtin'ml"

- T I'm most serry thet wa got te speak so 1ittle c-ut,side of
“formal® telks, I do hepo that this can be the beginning of a dialsguo=sang
I mman it orally and not only in writter form. Our weakest point iz the oral
grojection, the challenge to ether tandennles and not only te the state or
scademie or the capitalint factery; there we can leave 1i to the proletariat
whe fight it dey in and dey out. 3ut whit do we do te counter the dally dranching
by the status que, the bralnwashing mans terror, the passing off of false conscliovne)
neas for Ideas, fio»diwithor and, lnatead, elicit {rom those deep pasaions fow
freedom thet hunger for expressien and lack beth the confidence, and the forum?
I hops you wil) help us and that, scen, this romradeship will bscome the form
of raorganization of cne'a own thoughts and 1ifs for we must alse know how to




