December 5, 1983

Dear Friendss

The approach of the end of the first quarter since our Con-
vention presents us with a hard challenge. First, it is also the end
of the karx centenary, which opened such a vast outreach for Marxist-
Humanism with the publication nf the trilogy. of revolution -~ and it
is imperative that we extend that despite the fact that we have no

-such great event as the centenary to create a platform for us., -A¥ -
the same time, .the death of Denby has deprived us of our editor who,
in his person, embodied both the worker and the Black dimension.

What is therefore of the essence for us to remember is that the dis-

tinguishing feature from our very birth ~- indeed it was the " truth
d_the philosophic leap behind the breakup of the JFT ~- was the to-

tally new unity of theory and practice when practice is 3tself a form

: of theorg.

That is our historiec reason for ‘being,. and for the simul-
tansous announcement that we were establishing a workers'- paper un—
separated from the philosophy of revolution that elicits from the

- workers their Reason as well as their force, while we were spelling
~out theory in a fundamentally new, comprehensive work for our age —-
iarxi d Freedo At the same time, we did not separate from
. elther theory or practice the question of organization in committee
‘form,::The Constitution of News and Letters Committees spelled out
not’ only the uniqueness of the: worker/intellectual combination but

4gfthe four- fa ces of revolution as Reason: ‘Worker, Black, Youth, homeh.ffd

S One important asyect . of the birth of Marxist-Humanism in- the
;S,“, which newer members may not know as well as do the founding -
members, is that in our final (rather than just the first) break- from
Trotekylem. Détroit was not our first choice in moving ‘the Center.
from an intéllectualistic center, New York, %o an industrial, pro-

letarian home. Chicago had been our first choice —- a city which
- had-a glorious history of class struggles as well as of the battle
 of:idess-betweén ‘BnsPchists and Marxists since the days. of.harx(and
- ..of .Elednor:Marx on both labor and Women's Liberation); a city that,.
. ‘at the- .Sanie ‘fime, was a cultural center ag well, But truth, which -
g always ‘concrete, showed that our principle of worker as editor.
“pointed: to.Detroit, where that worker-editor,who had -chosen Marxist-
.gHumanism ae his philosophy of liberation, lived and worked.

g Naturally Denby was fully aware of all of this. which’ was
why he, 1ike the entire REB-NEB, was so happy when, in 1976, Ron and
'Terry volunteered to try to found a local there that would grow to
 ‘be 'a sub-center. It-is why, from the start of that local, we con-
. .8idered. the Center reeponsgble to help its development, and would..
-make, trips to Chicago about three times a year so that "once a year"-

N ~would ‘not be the ‘only time Chicago could meet with the Canter. It 18

:why, 0ver the last period, we increased that relationship by havine

“an REB’ representative atay for a month instead of just a wesk or a-

= week-end, ‘Here it is necessary to see how each stage of our devalop-

"~ ment has been related both to what was new-in theory as well as in

.praoctices Thus, just as Marxism and Freedom meant the focus on.

. "Détrolt which became center also for all of our Archives =-- no small
achievement when yaaconsider that it parallels that new mowement rrom
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 practice that is itself a form of theory and tha: hrought Narxist-
Humanist conscicusness to re-connect with what Karx, himself, first
named his philosophy -- so, with the publication of Fhilosophy and
Revolution in 1973, our original view of Chicago' as centér was re-
awakened, . In.a word, although Chicago was not established as a .
lodal of Marxiet-Humgnism until 1976, we had begun making special
trips to Chicago sodn after the publicaticn of P&R., = The signifi-
cance of Chicago, this time as sub-center, has now been expanding-
ever since the publication of Rosa Luxemburg, Womeh's Iiberation-and
Philosophy of Revolution. ' T ' T

. This unusual. "Déar Friends Letter® is being written in ad-
vance not only of the usual sum-up of the first four months since ..
Copvention--- this time the special convention which amended our Con-
stitution -~ but even of the REB meeting which will first hear all
this presented. at the meeting on Dec, 15,, It will still all be in an
abbraviated form, because there can be no move as fundamental as
choosing a new home for Marxist-Humanism until the convention as &
whole has a chance.to vote for or against it on Labbr Day., The
reaon for thig lettér is that the Expanded REB this year will be a
very different one,,in the sense that the two most directly involved
locals ~~ Detroit atid Chicago -- will be invited to' attend, The-
Détroit local will need to work out not who would move, but, above

- all, how they, as the smaller local they would become, can become the
. posgt. important sub-center of *he organizs%ion, as +he  home of the ‘
MQ;xIBt-Humg%lst Archives which is of world'nggigiggggg( - And

 ‘Chicago will dlsc6ver ihat there are many tasks they have never faced (

*"pefore~in ‘order-to frepare for the new stage they will reach as. ac=:-

tual Center. - -

777 vhat then will wedo at-the Jan. 1 Ekpanded REB Meeting;
“which is!different from all thé other summations:we-have stbjected
. -ourselves to each year to measure what we-set ourselves:as our tasks
" efich.conveéntion? Firet and foremost,:is’that the Summationias:well
: ‘e’ the Perspeetives in-the Réport to be given there’wlill be wery .
" nearly all organizational,” while rio” de¢isions will be urdertaken.
- “which. are the prerogativesof -the convéntion itself the -projected
- view presented on-Jan, 1l will givé each and-every member. very nearly
~."m-year to grapple:with how it affects him/her:in the context’of. that
. 4trilogy of ravolution we achieved and what the new situation augers
for News and Letters, Committees. Because this needa s much concen-
tration, and because, as different from a convention, we will have
only a single day, Janiary 1, the 1984 Expanded REB will. hear only
one .Repor't,.the Chairwoman®'s, That ‘excludes even the..Finance Report,
-although nothing 1s more important t6 us, as the need for our expan-
sion comes at the very moment when we are in an economic-shortfall., -
But, then that is.exactly whet we faced when we first started this:" .
_ organization and. depided to put Marx's Humanism on the historic scene - -
- - at the very moment.when, objectively, what ruled in this capitalist-
o imper}qliht—rgcisgrspxist USA was MeCarthyism. ST *

.. - Two other''topics need to bé held in mind; One is Women's .
Liberation, While' Detrdlt has not been the most propitious place for !
growth 'in that dihension,’ I-believe ‘Chicago can be ~=-:not because of .
historic past, but because of the present, I consider’ that the'battle -
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of ldeas that has begun cn the WI, page on philosophy unseparated from
'the concept of revolution is a good beginning,
Second, the question of
our attitude,that we "had to walt for the Political~Philosophic- Letter
on Grenada before we could analyze the events so philosophically as °
to distinguish ourselves from the rest of the Left, had me puzzled,
You saw that from my last letter, But now that you have both the . -
Lead and the PPL, you can see that we simply could not have included
the whole of this PPL in the lead.

The point is: each one of us, as a revolutlonary, 15 also
a philosopher of revolution. That is what must be ex ercised in our
thinking. Take for example, one other point I wanted to include in
the PPL but couldn't -~ the question of so-called “"one-man rule"
ve., supposedly "collective leadership,” which is what the murderous
niiitary chief, Austin, used against Bishop. That is exactly how
Stalin started., Every dictator in a so-called revolutionary movem-

ment starts that way when he does not have g different philosophie=
political fegapectlve "o Justify hig hiastoric reason for. heiEE .
Stalin claimed Trotsky was out for Lenin's mantle, attacking him as
egolst who wanted to represent Bolshevism when he wasn't a Bolshevik
as early as Stalin and most of the PC were. As against Trotsky's

alleged "one-man rule®” he offered the "collective leadership" asrthe-fl__p;?

. only way to fill Lenin's shoes, which no single man could do,
o Trotsky, instead of fighting philosophically-politically, fought on:
. the fround Stalin laid for him, arguing that the Youth were more’ demo
ceratic ‘and if the New Course were started by them, etc. etc.” By the
time Stalin brought out “permanent revolution", again laying the: ;-
“ground 'for the debate;, he had already so degraded it to mean adVen
“turism that there was no way Trétsky could win, precisely because .
following ‘the ground Stalin laid, Trotsky argued on 1905-07 ahd’ not
‘ion -what ‘was needed by 1928, - OK. - Because I didn't develop_ thisg in:
~thi “PPL. ddes that mean that harxist-Humanists would fall for ‘“one-
| man:vs.: collective" instead of grounding ourselves in the phllOBOphyw
'ioi harx'a "revalution ‘in permanence”? R ‘

o Finally, I don't know whether I will have time to develop
,the new- Aype of classes -- hew in +that, though a single work-wiil
"be the main text, we will nevertheless take it up in the context of

 allithree. works of the triloiy ~~but those classes are what I hope

- will start out our new organizational year, unseparated from "revo-= fj
e lution in permanence"‘as ground for it, :

Yours,

RAYA




