A SUMMARY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF
NEWS AND LETTERS COMMITTEES, SEFT. 2-l, 1983

Raya, National Chairwoman, then took the {loor for her summation of the
day's reports and discussion, She began by saying she wanted to use a word not
usual for her: "nitity-gritty.” It is a great Convention, and everyone agrees on
Perspectives, on the pamphlets, on everything. But has anybody concretized it into
the nitty-gritty points? You can't become the 'new member® we are talking about
without confronting what we 4did wrong last year and work out how not to repeat it
when we are confronted with a type of opposition we don't expect., Ths WL Committee
in Petroit are certainly all Marxist-Humanists., They know P&R, RILWLKM and M&F. And
they knew that the women who were coming around had something very different in mind




-

as the hasis for the kind of study rroup they wantedi  they were interested 4n “eul-
ture” as the basis, We wound up wastine a wonth or more on people who had no in-
tention of serdously studying the trilory with us, Did anyone tell them you can
agree or disaf'ree'»}jth . this book, but this 1is what we are go:’mn to discuss?

We
also all know ahout Heré L's surmation of all attitudes into three ‘attitudes to ob-
Jectivity, ‘We-cdn follow Hemel from the first attitude of faith, throurh the sécond
critical attitide of a'Kant, and e¥pect the next to' be evén more critical., RBut what
Hegel showed was that unless you work out and fully understand the dialectic you
willl retrogress to a third attitude 1like Jacobi.... The locals could pet nothing
from the tour if:thé. attitude was urong,o matter how many Llectures or media inter-
views they'&chieVed ~-if ‘they didn't pgrasp and project to others, that is, ‘that they
vere. hearinrr ,something never heard before on Marx and on us, We kept underestimat-
ing our enémies,’ Eveérything ‘T:éver wrote has been polemical, but there will-be more
criticism of us than ever before on RIWLKM. When you confront Fneels, therwhole -
vorld - of Marxists wi'l.'L say:“If he was’ eood enouah for- Marx, he shou'ld be pood e-noueh
for you v

"t i'b ‘isn't a question of his - loya‘lty. Tt is' a questmn that he was no

Marx right’ from ‘the ‘beeinning, Ohe of Engels! earlisst letters to Marx was to urpe
him to "Gst ‘that’ thin g pliblished" that Marx was working on, He ‘had nevér read those
1844 Mss. but he “thought Flarx was takine too long to work-them.out. There was never
the 8ipping snto 'all the new Marx was creatine, Take the question that Marx had
no theory of the party. which is truc. But since P&R we can see that Hot having a
theory of - the. party.means' nothine, if you have the phitosophy of "revolution in per-~
manerice,” Tt's on'ty 100 years-later that ue are seeinp Critique- of the Gotha Pro-
gram as an organizational document.

How you ansver someone may come out in a d:!.ffer-
ent way than you intended becausé the question is asked differently than' you. expect-
‘Yon .forget the gpound, 'Do you know how much timé we wasted when the ‘WLM first
'began "and we ‘met I‘erry vho wantéd feminism without Marx? Teérry's friend came to a-
¢lass on Marx’and ‘wafited to study something other than Marx, Who she chose was
Proudhon! Tliat wds an’ 8asy-one to asnwer betause Proudiion was the worst sexist ever.
The anarchism sounded mreat until you saw vhat 4t was ‘for, concretely. Meantime, how
much time was wastcd? -The point is that each of us has to ask how does it happen
that Ty attitude Vas such arid’ such on thé tour, vhen every ta.'l.k was new and we’ were
coneretizing somethinr.r So-new that the first task is to grasp that newness, Yoh will
first now face the ‘real eha!.‘l.enpe in"your ‘own loca‘l.s. If you areﬁ't ready for the
unexpected. you won't 'be able to meet- 'it, »
. ‘Taok at what we ave’ doing on theé 1949-50
Mirers' Strike. A We aren't aroinp back £o the 192085 -we want to concenttate on
1950, ~And 'whoever said that.-aftér«the caravan the strike ended and it was finished
was wrong. That was when the ramifications just hegan, We want to concentrate on
the events of that stiike,’ oh moments 1ike'Red's spesch that- latnched the relief
committee, It meant- taking responsibility for 1ife or déath. ' The miners’ saw that
theré were thougg.nds of othérs who wanted to mike sure they-lived," The other key
was the miners ca'lling that wachine a "man-killer" and not-just ‘worrying about "the
number of jobs they'Wotld lose,” The ramifications of that' po all the way to MeF
and the question of Fhe division of mental and mahual labors
‘The new kind of memher
we want now "' and all of us, inc lading the founders, have:to be that new kind of’
mevber == 1s éne’ who' ‘WiLll learn vhat pround meaps and never gepdrate ourselves from
4t 'no m.{;ter wha.t tbe subjec{: 'Ls. Even whén Marx was looking at Art, it was from the
point of ‘view'of how'to met rid of this dam oppressive society., The word,revolu--'
tion,’ permwtes evei':rthinp. Emdition. as in an Althusser, doesn't mean’ anythinp i
it is separaird.-from revolution, 'At thé Executivé Sessioh, we will be studying'
"Orqanization/Phi‘Losophya Philosophr/Orzanlzntion." It ien't called "leadership" .
~_ this year, 'Unless we recbmi;e that it is cach one's reaponsibiuty to prodeot

Marxist-Humanism, we'won't get there. N
L] [
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4 S ‘Raya took the floor to speak
briefly on the difference between what is a universal and what is historic, and why
a Constitution has to be very brief. I agrce with Mike that the Constitution is not
a fourth pamphlet. The reason CLR James was trying to break up the orpanization was
that he didn't want Marxism and Freedom to be the basis for orranization, our theore-
tical foundation. The full foundation was with our original Constitution in saying
that both M&F and N&L were needed; we would never again separate theory and practice,
" yhy do we have to reject some of the amendments made here? Tt's not that they are

wrong, but that they take away from the serlousness, the totality, the conciseness.
Raya weni on to speak about the amendments on apeism and homophobias Took at By-law
14c that it is proposed we chanpe. Tt says that members may be expelled for “chan-
vinism apainst Blacks or-other oppressed rroups.” “Oppressed groups" means Jjust
that, You have to sce that very nearly every word in the Constitution is a category.
We are speaking about the specificity of oppressed groups everywhere. Raya also.
spoke about the motion to include Jadismant Heart. in the Constitution. Uook at the

welcome statement Denby sent .to us, -What he.sineled. out was the trilogy of revolu-
nd it is those that

tion and ACOT. Those are the works of the, whole.orpanization, a
are the theoretical foundations we can all stand on.




At this point Felix

Martin turned the floor over fo Raya for her summation of the discussion. Raya -tegan
with the question of “what is new?" and whythst. question has to be posed concretaly.
Everyone repeats the Quotation from Hegels MndAvidialism that lets nothing interfere
with its wiversalism”, Yet why is it that .our.first reaction to a problem, whether
st's lack of time for & session, or anything else, is "fechnical"? Tt is the same
with' the paper-= on time .(not meetiney deadlines), or space (leaving it to.the PIC

to cut). In, ‘that case time ds not only space for sclf-development, but space for self-
d scipline, That is a new vay to look at it.

L v . w4 .. ..+ . Or Lou'smovc to the Center last year.
That wash't a "edgraphic” movei it was di .rectly. connected not only to the Black ::
Dimension, but to hew responsibilities for the .paper. Let's continue with the Black
Dimension, with two noints, Frank had hroueht up the 1947 pamphlet Invadine Socialist
Society. Talk about empty rhetoric, Tsraeel is there declared to he the center of world
revolution and the heart of the invading soicalist society., I had to telepraph him to
ask ‘it be taken out, because I had learhed about Begin from the German Jewish soclal-
ists vho has gone to Israel and then:left in disrust under his kind of ajtgcks. Un-
fortunately it meant nothing to CIR Jamés, Thé point is that "individual - that lets
nothing interfere with its unvérsalism" has to be expressed in a ‘eoncrete marfsr,
whether on deadlines or on challenging post-tMarx Mayrists, '

what was new from the very

beginning in our break? Even thoueh CIR James had tried to take credit for Cenby's
IH, there was no motion to have Denby as worker-editior of the paper. Y&L was the
Tirst to make that category, “What 1s new" has to bé conerete or it isn’t proved.
Take THWIJ, The difference- betweén Part T and Part JT of it bepins with the fact that
Part'T was written uhder the influefice of CLRJ. Thé fights at.the bepinning of the
mimeod Correspondence were on thé questdion of how that paper would coneretely express
what we stood for, Supposedly it was for the workers' viewpoint, ut when it cam e to
the miners' strike, the tens of thousands who wers out were suddenly not who we were
writing for, but only for ourselvés, And the fight had to be waged all over again
when the paper was printed, with the Beria Purpe., There was no way to escape world
events, no‘matter how hard they' tried to say this was not something workers would be

interstéd in. ;

If we return to 1983 and see the latest book coming out~- the Marcu s
Garvey Papers, edited by Robert Hi1l in UCIA (wvho is & friend and co-~thinker with
CIRJ on many points--'you will see tliat the problém has not been "left behind in the
old days", HA1l reported that CLRJ had potten mad at him for documsnting Garve. ys
relationship to the Irish Revolution, describing a meeting of Garvey and DeValera as
being billed as the Provisienal Pres. of Africa and the Prov. Pres. of Ireland, Gar-
vey and Lenin's relation is the one you know from ACQT, tut Lenin's trouble with the
American CP on Garvey is still not knowm, Tt isn't that Lenin had -any idea that Gar-
vey was a Marxist, but he could see masses in motion and national liberation as a
new path to revolution, Jhat we are trying to do, and to do concretely, is to be so
fnternationalist, and at the same time so national, when it comes to masses in motion,

that we can fully present Marx's philosophy of revolution for our day.
"What is new"

is still the hardest question because it is concrete, and concrete within our own
orgenizat ion and paper, This is the first time we had a woman as OTAT columnist.
The concrete thing that made that happen was Mary's trip to Mexico, her internation-
alism, that meant she came back with a contract to publish RIWIKM. Raya concluded
with che more “geographic” story. Do you knokw how ve chose Detroit as the Center
when we decided to leave NY? We put pins in the map for large, industrial cities—~-
Cheago, Pittsburg, Detroit... But we picked Detroit because it isn't any good unless

4t's concrete-~- and Detroit was where Denby and Zupan were.
: * * *




