~di¢ not make as great & break wiith his organ

June 17, 1980

Dear Herry, - o
4 Finally the draft perspectives huve been finished (I will
gea tiat the galleys got to you mo that you don't heva to wait
Tor the paparg. ehd thet gives me a chance to ralse one question
that I'a very anxious ¢o get your commenhtmys or as 800N A8 DASw
eihle, olnce it concerns the article I’m working on, "On the
25th Anniversary of the Birth of Marxist-Humenism in the U.S,.",

- which ia ebout the time I met you. Acwuaiiy, I believe I began

writing to you In 1953, but Lt*s with News & Lettera rathor then -
Correapondence thet our rolaticnahip bdecame merious doth in re-
epact to state-capitalist thecry #nd international relaticne,

. Tha topila on which I'm moat intervzted in hearing from you
nze not g0 auch a1l the theoretic contridutions we have made in
bringing Mar=ist-Humanizm orto the historic stage, but the gques-
tion of Orgenization. Thisg is one topic I've had ro Jelp at all:

~ one not gven from Lenin, Fhnt is tc say, in our rejecilon of the
U pariy-to=lend, 1 was anxioua to show that the Stallriste have :
0 transformed that into oppeeite sa they have evarythilng elesg, and ..

. therefore in ¥&F I spent & lot of time showing the changes he him- -
- 96lf had made betwesn 1902:-and 1203; those he iniroduced in 1917 -

.whén ‘he demended that the Party work be chacksd by the non~Farty
‘massos, and in the trade union-dsbate with Trotsky in 1920~21. .
Lo d1t?e tha lact one that got reinatated in a new way ever:since ihe: -
. dedath of Staiin, and &x that form becamd +the beginning of the end
" ‘with the Johnsonitea so thet it beccmes a pralude to 1955 when

wa‘ra fully indebendent. which ig the pericd that is the jumping.

 :"0£? point for the article I'm working on now.:

Here is thy difficulty insofer as my‘figﬁring out why Lenin
¢ _ tational pest as with
his philosvphic pi\st, considsring that in the last years of his-

1ife that 18 exucily what spsedod his death ~- saseing the‘bureaucra-”ﬁ~

tisw in the early workers' state, sansing the horrors of the Gene
eral Secretary, Stalln, and bringing into hies Will that even the
bast of them, liks Bukharin, who was the most scholarly, had uc
little conception of what the dialectic was that he ecouldn®t even
be considered & full Marxisi. And yet thera is no worked out
methodology as to what that little word, "dialectles,” wovld

moan in the dlalectics of the party.

I don't know whether you have in your files the originml
lettera I wrote on the Abzolute Idez in 1953, which wers repro-
duced in 1955 ag an Appendix to ouwr first pamphlet on Lenin’s
Phileogophic Notetooks. If you &0, you will note that I take :
that question directly into the history of both the Abscliute Idea
and the Party in various hisgtoric perloda, thualy: I ask everyone
to face the staggering truth that Hegel no sooner projects Abe
solute Idea, than he states thet the greatest of all oppositlons
ig In that. And I then breek it down inte baing a movementi from
practice as well as from thacry. Whereupon I show the following
in {gaatiggg?ip to the history of 1$03=~23, &nd then I leap to our

?

per
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o “;ﬂxggguinaluding appecinlly the triangular-relation

_ :1in the trade union debetes: but %8,

—_p—

Where Party, as'simpld' elpeg inStrument, dominated Marx'as
period with its concentration on spontenasity of the mmases, be
‘that in the 1848 Revoiutions or the 1871 Paris Commune, Fariy
bacame tho gdivider of tendsencies 1903-1917.

As divider of tendoncies == Marx certainly knew plentyd
& of tendanclea, beglinning with the Communist Manifesto cn -=
Farty began having a very new interpretation with Zenin's
of the Party. 1902-03%, where the politics demanded
‘the tendency itself be the crganirzation -- Polisghevien,

, Also ap divider of tendoncies, with politics predomina-
ting over the trade unionism of the German Soclal Democracy,
it beceme clcar thsat Lanin was preparing for revoluticr opgani-
ly. whorz even so great a ravolutionary ag Luxemburg
YAX not. ' '
Wwith, however, the ectual conquest of powor, the destrustion
of copltalism has by no means sclved the question of “ha mass _
party, and it is st that point when Party bacomea‘ﬂ§§§§;p 4+ gocial .
ship ef Farty, .
Trade Unlon, &nd Hon-Farty Maszss in the 1921 debate, that Lsinin:
Bosoes a very, very sad perzon. He literally dossn'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 layer that ‘knowd history end theory and orgenization
and- 18 stiil on the wey Dack %o capitelism. = And the remson Bui-
harin worries him so wmuch is not onlz tﬁgt he wag with Troteky -
n his Ec - L
vied, shows hs dosg not understand dialectics, l.e:. ihe .
evelopmant of & very necessary new ralutionship of Party leader-
ship to ranke and to masses. And Lenin dies, s '

What we have gaen with the rise of Sdaihiam 1s not anything.
_"theoretical” ag the hecomss the suprsgger of revelut

ba it in Russeia, Chlna, and in the late 1920s; or the Span-

ish Revolution, 1937, climaxing with the Hitler-Stalin Pact, 1939..

And yet, why haven't wa baen abtle; 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 massew and the intel-
lectuals that party-to-lead hed? .

. when I show ths viss of +ths new tendsncey, I mcan state-capl-
taliem, 1941-50, I designate it as clarification of Xamxw 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 Exckuitgm 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-capital-
ist tendency. 4And it's only after that break that we work cut
Marx's Humanism, even as (without 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 Juns, 1953, revolt.

¥y polnt is that there ls nothing abstract about phile-
sophy hecpuse its penerslization is jiet gnd poses o=
it enmly iseau. it cainot be tho organlzntion -— 80 naw a re-
1ationzhip of theory to practice and practice to theory, that
-thers nust be & new form of organization. '

Committes form is good both in ite corrasgondance t0 what
comas from the masses themealves and the non-rigldlty of "the
Yarty form.® But it, too, L2 rot fully adequete because mo

aush tine had to be spert on meking the leadership listsn to

thes niasen thet eelf-afvelopnent ﬂ%g wae very neerly mube-
ordinated to salf-develepnsnt of the Individuels in the committecs,
agpecinlly what we crlled "ths third leyer.”

Unisse we take gerlously the form of orgenisation, indeed
-eyrganization ltself, then the loadership lenves opcnh what sghouldn't
be left open = resporibllity £z that 4he projection of the ideac
Adve in gn orgpnizetion. i
“.. You may romeater how hard I trisd to see that some of your
ocriginel croupAng ims dirsect correspondence with usd, that they ™
U mugy fesl that responsinility for +the Marxigt-Humanism they now
. aocepted and nnt leave it all up %o you. VWhen thet disintegrated,
1 then tried that a new youth -» I forgot hirs name, but.do you Trse
“member the young man who cmme to you in 1989, bud then snded upl:
go!.nins Tony Clirf's groupf -- kmawx fesl as <loge and rasponsible .
for Ldens and not¢ he overwhelmed by lack of organization. il

_You are so active, yroject idems in so many places, both to

workerse and studenis, end yet frankly, Farry, I fesl that 4tha emy

organiretion that gnins more frem thet than we do is Tony CLiffl
I'a ‘anxioue t9 f£ind out from you what {ou have thought shout
" erganisation evar since you broke with Stailnism, i

\
[

In thie, the 25th year, we have produced so meny wiique
historie contributions, From state-capitaliem 4o Marxist-Humanism,
from ths appreciation of the despest layers of thoiﬁolemia,t:to

L

new forcess »f Reagon 1ike the Blacks, like women, youthyi/from

mmw which lafd the ground for pamphlets,beginning:
with Workars 1¢ Autonmation, Freedom Riders Speamk for Themselves,

the Afro-isien Revolutions and the birth of e whole new Thirdiworid,
% BEM%;MK&?Q}_V on and now the Luxemburg book «~ none’ of

foh ever stopped the dmily activities or particivetion in mass
movenents =- that it seemz to mé that we =simply must now glaoc work
very hard now on the gqusstion of Organization, '

Hava you thouught of this quarter of a century, not only as all
the revelutions and counter-revolutions, that la to say, the ohjes«
tive sltuatlion, but aleo how doem a "Party" =- naturally I do not
mean the party-to-lead but a group of workers and inteliedtuals
Yiwkx 1like ourselvos that is very vigllant about a live link to #arxs
this hiateric continuity of that new contlnent of thought, at the
same time us Ikaxxdaxmatxteixikeix we do not let our eyes wandexr

frem today ~- create so new a form of orgardsation that it koxihk
reslizes philosopny of revolution? Ty - o

-f
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