| ,'imfs' MEETING OF MARCH 23, 1987

";:'i"i‘eséh't:' All, P us___leb.rah fvom Bay Area.

P TEagnats G

'_,Eé.SEE;‘E.' :".‘Renort on Organiaat* on,: its’ ?’rojecc.l{m, by Raya- T, Discussinnw

X ‘111, Nekt News & Letters and" national: assignments ‘for L'aads IV.__ F’inances',
V Ongoing Activities/Corresoondence' Vl. Gﬂw . o

. Do

1 Rala_ began ‘her ‘report by calling attention to tbe Iength of ¥ 1ts titla in
contrast to, the’ hrevi..y liated in the Agendz. It was for the nurporae ‘of incorpomtins
Conﬂuﬂi"'\ '.:c -que “"tio‘is pose.a, Here it ig: = : cmenoming

“Wha“-"aa Heppened " €6 % ‘our Pro;ection ‘of Marxist-Ht.;nanism - thﬂt 2 differenc
seems tp hgge_._ emerged in twe aspects of the dislectics -of organization- betweeni T
) the\;ﬂ_ﬁ,p}, and 2) organizational growth &s a Qfﬁrac*mﬁ We haye to. |
gee_that this doesn' t develop, because nothing short of the task of Erojectlng MH is e

the isqué."

. Let me concretize ‘my sharp critiuue by focuaing on tun rﬂcnnt ﬂa=min”1" g A
1n¢iu5n1.a1 occureences tegarding tha bookland the guperficial: attitudea tow&rda it
-* " and the body of ideas that constitutes the 30 year uniqueness of Harxist-Humanlﬁg.
1) for the relationship of the two opposites of@arty and spontanelty)of mass actikn ..
' that creates new forms of organizat:.on, 7 needed a certaln articie I remembered
‘reading tbout the Bs.,dapest Worker's Councils of 1956-57, ‘T -aaked no ‘less.than .6
.. .{probably more) to find me this article,. for which I didn't remmmber the date or-
the authcr._ This dragged on for gquite some time, for weeks or even menthse I wag. -
‘offéred all aorts of aubstitutes, including pasays on‘the subject, ¥inally I rgot.
angry encugh to ask Mike,who was with me that day, what did T write when the . .-
ﬂungarian Revolution burst out onto the historic scene? After all, T had: inch.ded
‘Budapest Worker's Councile directly into H&F as it was going to. press. end T ..

certainly must have continved wirh seve“hl anniversary articles on 1it.

P

Being 3 -
profound archivist Mike immediately fuund in'my Arch".ms {Raya: showsd - the tremendous
- amoukr of articles and létters on the Hungarian Revolution 1o .the Archives, and i s
7 " stresséd that that is beside what is in the bobks, For example, in-the second ed.
‘¢ of HEF, in that special chapter on Mao.and the Two Kinds of Subjectivity, is where’ .
T T bring in-the Hungarian Revolution all over again’ "} what T apeciFically want to . &.n/.\
4+ cirevithe Weekly Politicel Letter of 9/17/81 entitledy ™ "Spontanafty 1t fAction spd 1
[ Orgonization ‘ﬁﬁ_ﬁ:ﬁt' In Memoriam For the Hungarian REGOTHTIoRL L Y ngald like to
P A &nyw—n&ve——read-i—( or ever bothered to refer to it, or evem think absut the
Sl concepc as well a8 act on any eventoccurring today, or for that: matter what will not
v/, 'heppen until tomorrow, in order to see what the body of ideaa called Marxist~
Humanism had to say before he/she decides to start ab novm ag if the body of fdeas
of My has, not had someth 1ng to sy long agc- on pr‘.ctse y t at_type: of event.

/ -

vegarding Lenin in 1906: {"He, the founder of Bolshevism, knew sr'arcely any Bolshevi
leader in St. Petersburg not cleiming to interpret Bolshevism better than: t;gj)
.-{Lenin: A Politlcsl Life, Vol. I, by Robert Servicze, p. "'143.) But of cm.rsexi-@, who-
:-gre. the originala in creating as aim of o:ganization 'philosophy, not party,
organization inseparable from bedy of idess, wouldn't stop at critique alone of
_ “practical questions" or avepnizing, but go on to work out co HF_‘?}E}_'XM
,nf.. tﬁeﬂ‘iﬁept&f(ma Mai?ﬂ. Cn this\;ggjw__lmk—:\rcegel's Fhenomenologz,
-\'focusing £ully on the last pege w?l_th—ﬂs very difficult, sbstract climax thnt leada,
- \Rt . one and the same "ime, to "ihe. ..oe.olute and its Goigotha. . e
IR Eor :;he first timz., I a.bbreviated that whole page (p. 808 in, Baillie s
translatiou, PP 492-93 in Millerfg) into two sentences ang suddenly sa that: ‘in
" Hegel's use of the word Orpanization, twice in the same paragraph, something that’
 could be consldsred the sctual ground for our concept of the relatfonship both or.,_
‘spontaneity and the party and :!ts inaeparability from organizat:ion of thougnt. o 107
| 2‘?

.

' \; ‘;"  Teday I was re-readfng & book on Lenin, and laughed might”‘f at this stat:ement
|




Read %¥3§Br

' /_\hecauee a'm. womhg on a-book on Dialectics of %ganization and Philosophy'

' &5 '0f’ otga _g_:, “ion Hegel hgs-in mind are, £ & a'_'_- Iree exi.stence" in i.ts
Ahistoric_forms" what wjr would: all -the )

v, Hegel is (ﬁ__ining g
o to ethe-r-, compre‘hen

th" Phenmﬁmlcg}f of Mind ag the most creative act.of all ot Hegel‘p o"r ,.oand @
began not_just a critique of the Hegelian Dialectic; but the finding of a new

lfb\qm:alnem: 'of 'thought and of revolution; «th both indeed had become, the: ground for
t we are working out on the Dia:.ectic of Organization ﬂnd of Pbilosophy.

sry b

]‘n returning to..-the year 1961 don t forlgét tﬁat Lt""was the year of 191t
the .Bay of Pi 8. s.el it became the cfeation of that new, form wa

Indeed, I was on the way to SF. from LAto /

. Tlreturned straight

o 'I‘his brings me t:o an event very mux.h closer

ration, mdeed in the specificity of organization concerni.ng _

) - and we all are: leaders' I mean. it seriom.slv asa .

—T8Ga of MHism == 1'm referring to the last mee.t*ng oE _the REB _

on’ Fuu. 23, wﬁ*cﬁ was - almont 11m1ten to discussion of the ISSUE o: the paper gczng tD'

ptess. & A\

'WHAT HAS HAPPENED ‘10 THE ORGANTZATYGN -- (L78)CONCEPT? ,
_did when the split was forced, upon us; we -did. s&em happy to accept it because we had
been acting in that direct_i,on-- - 'We called a meeting to arrange for a8 Conference.
"I want you: to obszrve the sequence that happened the day of the last issue of . '~
Corregpondence:: first, we went as usual.to pick up the paper at.the printer, and
found that the "owner" had.informed the printer that he has not. paid Fov this 199!1&!
“and that he would not release it unless

What do you"suppose’we

,Becauﬂn__-
of. .;he:_,fact. Lo .that: sim.e we Had no paper, no hook no party s TIO. orgamzaticn

that had any headquarteré, did we-disappear? Not at all. --because we.considered,

ourselves responsible for the body of ideas of Harxism, m=nd that body. of ideas meaut

that we were an organizatioa, no mattér how few, and we had. an ubligation to te11

the readers of Correspondence what had happened and tell them we. would hold a |
Conference within a month. and whether or not they were a member they. we;.e welcome to
~attend. '

1 sat down to write a theaia that would be presented within a month, ,

proclaimed that 1) we weuld add a Black prod: “ction worker as editor; to the white _
"'worker, JZ, who had-been ed:.*or, 2) that we would never again separare the paper from

--.----f{-- -l -

- - 7 L - .

1 ol

* Wﬁmhe you date that direction to have started 16\:‘_;) with t‘ne ch&ki‘.n ough~ ,

n the Absolute Idea and seeing it as a movement both from practice and from theory;
you date it as 1948 after my return from Paris “and méeting ' the Camerounian,  go

u‘:,,;_..at ‘1948 hecame the philcsophiﬂ“ climex of CIR James finishing Notes or-the = .

. 'Dialectie &nd me beirg inspire& enough to translate Lenin's Philosophic Notebouks, ,

- only ‘to find’ that T agreed more with Lenin than CL}; the point is it doesn't make ‘any

.‘-;-diffem':ce. What 7'm. trying to gay .is when there is & g*oup, hhethﬁr dt:is two- or

that ‘feels so atronglv about thﬂ preaent and the ;utura, Lhare yuu hawL an
“ot@&niz-tion l:hat : A

ww II wurld




'_.A'g REB heeti’.ng, 3’23/8" o o - =3-

,".-.'?

‘i’ the. tneory, .8nd. therefore, what.I had been wot'cing " on aa juat "Hamdsm ‘and State
Capitalism" wourld now be' yor!ced out fuﬁy ay Marxism for thia era"and 3) ve . would
|, mever conaent to "goken" repr:eagntatio , be it Black, or Wo omen, or. Youth, ar'd it

would 311 be cemented wltl,i cur.: uniqt.e conf'ept: of worke* sad :lntellectual. BECEE

them wae/qg,.oxgamg_g;\ before v t‘here wag’ either & paper oz- s book. , - ThL

WAS, 'fHE [UNIFYING ENIf WAS.A- 'OI\CEPT OF )&_&HON AS, RESPONS BILITY FOR 'IHE
-/IDEA OF. M 0 SETH TTS-Ane-SRING MARR™S GOAL OF XO DIVISION' mmmm
MENIAL AD, mmu. LABOR, . SEECIFICALLY THEORY AND 'PRACTICE AS A UNIT. It waen't that’

!jﬂqgf!‘!ﬂ‘!" wars QVAF -sﬂ“ﬂar" ‘e ih o

=%
[ ¥ £}

wa m-re t eads_—and ‘to ¢lear thém nollecti‘vely at éngt’ leference.:,

then wa.wme e ta- armnge £or K fuli nutional Co:weution. We did, efter m.i'-‘nave the
majo..i.&:y of  the JFT, but: | aven thai: fact ve never wmade 8, poj,nt of. ; ‘What wa um mare
‘8. point ﬂﬁ w.s that = had.a majority of the womera. R IR LS R ST .

Imag!... e, ‘theraford; my. 1hack.. :

uctw at the end of Harch 19‘7, tc find *hat suddeuly I ge@ -dn_émergiice 'of 0 df.f..etence’

-between concept. and Mﬂd both very nearly disﬂppenrftmonch in the "
Mf‘mﬁﬁh 1g'why I dked ‘that. t‘hc Hamh 9’ mm be’ canea off | -._.i.*j :

...—.-... -“
e

'Ra)’ﬂ then aaid that the great work Ve did for Biack Rist:ary Honth is" really
best asummed up whea Lou will have campleted his toux’ of the'South, in n-.idf-Apz:iL“She
pointad. inataad to now the cmcenr:&uon on South Atri.ca 19. tducwno inythe preékent”
issue by, the.Lead on West Eyiche and & Theory/Practice Column'-that will bé“continued
on-what: everythhg revolv.res e.bm.t == .the. struggle betieen, the! two -nuclea: uperpowara _
that threateng .humanity's. aurvi.val.-. Or take for that mat;ter theswhole queation of ¢
cur international relat:iona‘,'.wxether At be, SOut‘b KErica,” Fraiti or-the Bhilippinesa)
Nothing so. :meresaf'd M ag *t:he recent letna;:“From Zdmbabwe ~% and’ that wag' in" the’

- pericd when we were all.celebrating TWD &3, -£ron” the “Shabane, Mine Women's:£lub; now
“how do you think they could have heard of ua frem 80 fer away 1f it werén't fo: the

power of the Idea,. of free.dom. The aame ‘type of concentration is of course true of .
us- in labor, :as yvou w{'l‘l "nhn Frnm tha new: dsane with the rnma by 'mtm ‘on 'Manf-mnb;!.

(o =4 St 4 1
-l‘ K LY . : N .
o - . .Y e i . b oy
L 4

R 4 repeat that we. have only monitha Fof. for t:he test of the biweekly, the’ t:esc
of the f£inauces, and the -preparation for § aummation of the’ t:nree poinr:s ve voted for
~at thie lest Conveation; .the .biweekly, organizational prowth,’ and the ‘two'years for
the .new. book;, And. with, ,it let's retur;u to our American ‘roots in’- Abolitioniem.and.
‘recall Wendeli Phillips'.x eply, to. J:hose ‘who had laughed at’ the smal‘l Aholicioniat
‘groupe’. challenge to:the,powers, that. bei, "When you Mave’ threa people 1n a room wi.th
a single. thought...there you have the begimﬂ.ng of revoiutian. RO
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2h

B REB_MEETING OF MARCH 23,1987 -

.-.Pr:esehti'Alli-:_ﬁlus,-.ﬁﬁborah from Bey Area.” . R

4

 Agends: I.Repért on Or-ganiguf':q,'&'n, ‘ite ‘Frojection, by Raya; 1. Diseussions = ..
R “TII, Next News iilietiers and nationel easignments for Leads; IV.:Fimances;

(’ ; s 'V.'C}ng'oirik;'_.Actf,_@iﬁie’B/Corréé'spbr}aénce: VI, 68, e e

- 'I..Raya‘began her report by calling attentfon to the’ length of "i.tsg'tit.}'a in o
/-ocontrast te the bravity listed in the Agenda. It was for the 'PUEPOSR OL LuCORPOTALING.
corclusions to' quegtions posed.” Here it f8:- - N S R S

R e

. "What Hes Happened to’ -, ‘our Projection of Marxist-Humanism -- that & difference :
seema to have emerged.in two aspects of the dialecfics of organization between: - .

1) the eoncept, and 2) organizational grewth os & “practical question'? We have to

~8ee that this doesn't develop; because nothing short’of the task.of projecting Mi is
the isgue,” - - R ‘ et e S T

. -

. ‘Let me concretize my sharp critique by focusing on' two recent seemingly .. o
incddental occurmences regarding the book snd. the superficial attitudea; towards it
end the body of ideas that constitutes ths 30 year uniquenecss of Marxist~Humsnisy: .

-, 1) for the relationship of the two opposites. of party and spontsneity :of mess actibn
that’ crdates new forma of orgenivetion, T needed & certain article I remembered. '
- xesding ‘about the Budapest Worker's Coudcils of 1956=57. 1 asked no less. than 6
.- . (probably more) to find me this article, for which 7 didn’t remembar: the dats qr. .
. the suthor. This dragged on for quite some time, for weeks o even montha: 1 was
offered &1l soris of gubastitutes, including essaya on the subject. Finglly T .got
‘angry enough te ask Mike,who was with me that day, what did T write when the
Hungarian Revolution burst out onto-the histdric scene? After oll, I hsd included
Budapest Worker's Counéiis diréetly into MSF s it wag going to press. gnd T
- ( certainly muat have continued with several anniversavy articles on lt. . o
D . T N Being &
profound archivist Mike fumediately found in my Archives (Raya showed the tremendous
- amoudt of articles and letters on thé'Hungarian Revolution in the Archives, and P
stresged that that 13 beside what fs™fn the books. For example,- in the second ed, .
of MiF, in that special chapter on Mao and the Two Xinds of Subjectivity,-is where -
I bring in the Hungarian Revolution ail’over again ) what I specifically want to )
cite: the Weekly Folitical Lettef of “9/17/61 entitled: "Spontaneity of Action and . '
- Organization of Thought: In Memoriam to-the Hungerian Revolution." T would like to
ask how many have tead it, or ever bothered to refer to it, or even think abeut the
.- - concept ay well as act on suy eventoccurring todsy, or for that matter what will not
happen until tomcrrow, in order to see what the body of ideas cailed Marxist- -
Humenism had to say befere he/she decldee to start ab novo, as if the body of ideas.
. 9f MH has not had gomething"i:"o‘ say long ago on precisely that type of event,

~ Today I was re-reading a took on Lenin, and laughed mightily ' at-this statement

- vegarding Lenin In 1906: "He, the founder of Bolsheviam, knew scarcaly any Bolshevik
- leader in St. Petersburg not claiming to interpre’: Bolshevism better than he." B
.. “(Lenin: A Political Life, Vol. 1, by Robert Sexvice, p. 143.) But of course we who
B ere the criginals in creating as aim of organizaticn "philosophy, not party,"
o eee-0rgauization . inseparable from body of ideas, wouldn't stop at critique alone of

" “practical questions" or organizing, but go on to work out concretely the context
... 7. of the concept of organization. On this too I turned back to Hegel's Phenomenology,
-, -~ %ocusing fully on the isst pege with its very difficult, abstract climax that leeds, |

. . at one and the same time, to the Absclute sud its Golgotha,
( - ... Eor the first time, I abbreviated that whole page (p. 808 in Baillie’s
- tranglation, pp. 492-93 in Miller's) into two:sententes and suddenly saw thet in
. Hegel's use of the word Organization, twice in the same paragraph, somdthing that _
.. -could be conaldered the sctual ground for our concept of the relationship beth of -
" spontaneity snd’ the party and fts inseparability from organization of thought, .




REB Meeting, 3/23/87
Read ig-for yourseif and see what you can work out, but here’is what I bev, precigely.

. because I'm working on a-book on Dialgetics of Organizaticn,and Philosophy:. The two .

- types:of organization Hegel has:in mind are; first Mas free existence".in'its varying .-
“historic forme",  what we would call the movement from preictice. 8t higtoric: turning.
“points, Secondly, Hegel is defining. "intellectually comprehended" organizationand .. T
‘wneludes, Mlthe two -together, comprehending History form alike the iuwardizing and the : .. .

' Golgotha -of Absolute Spirit.” My.point is that it was nc accident that Mavx jidged -

- the Pnencmenology of Mind as the most creative act of all of Hegel's works, and'Where -
he began not just a critique of the Hegelian Dialectic, but the finding of & new __ °

‘'eontinent of ‘thought and of revolution; =t% both fndeed. had become the ground for =
what we are working out-on the-Dialectic of Organization and of Philosophy, -

Tan.retutning to. the year 1961, don‘t forget that it was the year of the invasion
of the Bay of Pigs,- - '  Concretely it became the creation of that new form we
ectablished in Weekly Political letters, Indeed, I was or the way to SF from IA to
deliver 'a“lzcture -there, when the radio anncunced that invasion. .I returned straight-
bagk to 1A to write that special. letter.to ocur members.and contacts, analyzing it and

de¢iding what to do. In a woxd, what would the organization do with that body of

' ideas we were now calling Marxist-Humanism. f ‘. e o
§ S B ~ This brings me to an évent very much cioser
in time and in organization, indeed fn the specificity of organization concerning
Marxist-Humsnist leadership -- and .we.all are leaders; I mean it seriously as &
responsibility for the Idea of MHism -- ! 'm referring to the last meating of the REB
on Feb, 23, vwhich was almost limited to discussion of the issue of, the paper going to
press, A . . N .

' WHAT HAS HAPPENED TO TEE ORGANIZATION -- ITS CONCEPT? What do you suppose we
did when the split-was forced upon us; we did .seem happy to accept it because we had
been acting in that direction®, 'We.called a meeting to arrange for a Conference,

I want you-to observe the sequence that happened the day of the last issue of
Correspondence: first, we went as usual to pick up the paper at the. printer, and
found that the "ouner" had informed the printer that he has not paid for this issue
and that he would not release it unless we paid $72 right on the spot;. secordly, we

. found that the reat had not.been paid on the office and that was locked. Because
of ‘-thd fact. ‘that since.we had no paper, no book, no "party", no organization
that had any headquarters, did we disappear? Not at all.--because we considered
ourselves responsible for the body.of ideas of Marxism, and that body of ideas meant
that we 'were.an orgenization, no matter how few, and we had an obijigation to tell
‘the readers of Correspondence what had happened, and tell them we would hold a
Conference within & month: and whesher or not they were 4 member they were welcome to
‘attend, - : St .

I gat down to write a thesis that would be presented within a month, It = -

- proclaimed that 1) we would add a Black production worker as editor, to the white'

workexr, JZ, who had been editor; 2)..that we would never again gseparate the paper from -

. - . .

e e - .

: . . H ) -
_ * Wheihet you date that direction to have started inm 1953 with the breakthrough
in the Abgolute Idea and seeing it as a movement both from practice and from theory;
. or you date it.as 1948 aftar my return from Paris and meeting the Camerounian, go
. that 1548 became. the " philosophic" climex of CLR James finishing Notes on the
" Dislectic and me being inspired enough to translate Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks, _
- only to £ind that T agreed wore with Lenin than CLR; the point is it doesu't make any
-~ differench.” What T'm trying to say is When thera is & group, whether it is two or
20, -that feels so strongly sbout the present and thz future, there you have an
. organization that feela responsible for that body of idea2s, in this case, the post~ .

TA_qlg?Si;i-
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WOuld a11 be cemented m.th our, un;que ecncept of worker and i.ntellg.c__: tua?..

';;REB' M’.eeting, 3/23/87 B SR

“the theoty,. and tharefote, wha,t: I had been working - on'as just "Harxism and: State
Capitaiism” would nod be ‘'worked . .ut fully as vidrxisn for this eta} and 3Yiwe “would

. DaVST consent,,to “Heoken” | qepreqencatioq, ‘be it Black,’ or Women, or You:i\ -and i€~

o So'yﬁ

-<"-:thﬁr& "BB an Orsﬂﬂizﬂtisd before 3%8 there wae edther & paper oz & book. : WHAT - - THERE.

. VAS, iR UNIFYING ELEMENT, was S A CONCERT OF oneamia'n'o:-: - RESPONSIBILITY FOR -THE:
. TOEA,.OF MARKISH PCR OUR AGE, WITH.T Atv ifric’ Mix’s GOAL OF WO DIVISION. BEIVERN:

MENTAY, AND' MANUAL TABOR, SPECIFZCALLY THEORY AND mcmcs AS'A UNIT. Tt'wasn't:that:

the: “practical quaa:ion-“ vare. eyor reduced: £o thé question of "recruisbat. Fitst

ve'..wera.to clear, our.heads, and ko .clear t:he.m colleetively at that COnfersnce. L And

thm ya "‘“‘5 ‘."_‘, ..-“."‘?.’a“gc 5&? ﬁ.iz. ‘Equ.ﬁ-cu. vvﬁi‘&ﬁuaong wc'uu's', ﬁft&a‘aia nevE- “pha

majority of tha JIT," but, even_ thar'fédt Ye never made @ point: of. Hhat we' did mxe.

a pqint °f was ti"af'- we hﬂd ¥y mnjnr;.ty of the workers. B
i Imngine, thaetefcre, my shock

now ‘at the end of Hareh 1987, r.o ﬂ.nd th.ai: audéénly I gee an eme:gﬂnca of--n difference

h&mﬂen gmennr aﬂé- “"ﬂc*"”"‘ aﬂa hu;,h very ll,l;.ﬁbé-\? ‘inﬁr’i:-)l_léﬂ.f this- ulvnth .#'e'-

h‘-gh“t bod?- -"hlch 15 why ',l: asked thar: the Harch 9 REB be calle& off, -

_:..._ .
—.'

(R&'-ya then aai,d that t:be grem: wcrk we did ‘for Black History Month'ie reaily
best suxmed up. vhen Lo wilY have comnleted his touc of the South, in‘ufd-April, She
poi.n.ed inatead to how the concje.ntraticn on South Africn"i.u, fonweﬂ {f*¢the presant.’
issun by .the Lead on Weat Eurore. and a_Theory/Practice! Columm that will be'continded:

' on:what everything revolves about ==, tha strv vgle batween the two ndclear euperpawers’ )

that threatens humun:l.ty g suxvi.val., Or tﬁkn for thst matter the whole questfcm of -
our Internacional relations, whether it be .South Africa, Haiti or the Philippines.)"
Nothing s0 impressed me as. - axacent: J.el:::er from Zimbabwe -« and that vasg-ia the *
period when we were all celebrating VD =~ from the SHibank Mine Women's CIub' now
how do you think they could have heard 6f ig rom so fir away 1f it weren't for the .

T ‘.ﬂ

power of the.Ides.of freedom. The sage type of concentration is of course tzue of
~us in. labor, ag.you will.see from the next iasue with thé "Lead by’ Mike on Heatpackmg.

EX -
LR

+I rvepeat that -»a.“a-,-a-ar.ij-f'..'manﬁhu left fo % the  test of. the biweekly, the test

‘of the finacces, and,the preparation for &, summation of the three points we voted for
at the<lest. Gonvontiow the biﬂpnklw Qrcni’ﬂ:ghlgﬂn'l na-gmxf&, and - “-g 0 }reg?s- for .

FE@T e

.the new book, And with it lee's return.to ogr Ameri.can roots in Abolit.ionism -and _
‘recall H’endell Ph.tllips -xeply, to t‘noae who ‘had lgughed at the small’ Abolitionist :
groupa’. challenge to the powers that be: "When you lave three péople 14~ a room with

a aiugle thought:...there. you ha,ve the beginning of revolution,




March 24, 1987

[ B R
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hat 1t'is only:in’a*iery preliminsry way that ‘theil e
N B EF P o St Sy e T T
xol openea tne_gxsgqqsiqn_oﬁ Urganizationy ~But-ap varyﬁimpurtantg
‘report on Organization, L84“Pro] ékag?ﬁm;‘ ‘discussion which:followe
* that both-regional NEB's and eachildcal’should arrange-for méetings toidiscussathis
- Jtepié, which'no“doubt will becom 5étﬁﬁié;fdt7this=ﬁéat’ﬁirléuﬁﬁﬁﬁ.ﬂé‘ﬁe*doné#eo?qélly-
ith the biweekly that somehow ~Orgaﬁi‘z"étib_'r9...wla\ich” is _s_uppuggsl__us_d"havéé‘?hﬁi'.
Y- inaepareble from the-papet, was {lodsened; both philosophically end practically)
Morgover, historitally, many. bff’%ﬁ"l"’@i‘_ﬁﬁfﬁgﬂ;ﬁot‘i to"be ‘aware of-thé’goncréts: T
atamp of our ‘emergence es an organizatidniin 1955:" I&W becsme” the réason ¥hy 4mio;say.
_ W anted the 1955 Conferaned’Biilecing o74F lalw uw v i owase L Alugnss
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Ole-Though  that' 1955 Bullatin - showed wot- only ‘that:we: had- an' organization before
«lther the papex or the book, congciousness of tha arduous long journey of a.half- "
century of new forms, new passicns, new thoughts, of the new urgency in theé tesks i
for 20th century Marxiem was not present. . Missing, too, was even perception of the
full significance for Marxists of the post-Lenin era of Lenin's philosophic =
ambivalence, We did stress that Lenin alonc had felt the compulsion to return to
Marx‘s roots in the Hegelian Dialectic, but we did not linger on the ambivalence,
‘Ingtead, we 8o pessionately emphasized in what wire post-Leninists were, that
Lenin's ambivelence looked very nearly accidental because "they" were such fully
-vulgar materialists that Lenin had to ' insist that revolution could let
" nothing, including philosophy, divert attention f£rom it.
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‘Whet wa fivst found out : as we kept making extensions of RINLKY frem 8
to 12 chaptera, wae the fact that though Lenin's breskthzough on the celationship -
of idealiem and materialism would remain our ground, ve needed to po beyond., What
was needed was to recognize that our.cwn originality and uniqueness, is: rooted . -
in this age because humanity's world stage of development was altogether new in
the pest-WWII world: ‘1) In production, sutomation; 2) First ever in East Europe
revolts against Communist totalitarianism; 3) Emergeace of a whole new Third World--
Africa, Asie,” the Middle East, Latin America. (Lt was noted in the Report that we
' have done very well internaiionally, and indeed this was showm Just recently 1in how
Y Lillian arranged seversl weetings for our South African friend in the Bay Area and
"'made an appeal for finances which netted the SA Domestic Workers $150 extra}; L
&) The threat to the very survival of humanity that science in_ the nuclear world -
" has led to. 5) And yet, at the very ssme time, philosophically, there was a-break- =
- . through on the Absolute Idea, which sasw it as a duel movement in unison, not enly
. £rom theory but from practice, which is itself a form of thaory. .

Yours, =

. Raya




