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The Organlzatlon, the Papex:” t";w ook..—-- A}.J.

4_&/‘ Bqual Philoeophy of Marxlst-ﬁuman:l.sm r's Aﬁf
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ity :L_n\ef,gg) \elaborate on :
‘Let me first each of thﬁosra wnrds. ‘I'he
ad E .
Qrganlzation its ground, its act:.v:u.ty, :.ts growth- the /gaper"

-

its m journallsta.c reflection of MHlsm@ it meets the

i
chal 1enge of the most conerete ongoing objective’ gituation¥.
/ \philosophic-political /-

the qyok;f the relation.,hlp of Wy to organJ.Zatlon

WP C ] all its :oms, both those born from _spontaneity and to

T as 7

6‘}/  the historic form of party Marx referred to :Lt, a as

MHism wo*ked it out in the post-WW II period.
“_""‘--.. o __*\-——-—.—.__--—-"—"—_n_h\._

we cannot have the new book from the -
i e 17_
AT

organlzatlo"l, 5 the organization in turn, having M ‘('hat

it m?; megt the objective: 511.aat10n on a very—nearly daily

k({\‘"_ N e o awmeefe . ILf'h-a‘

= 1= (A SRR
basis, pdét noxv% seriouﬁl and- consider L.tsal.-i—a collec—
tivity for the book, NEVERTHELESS, THE TRUTH IS THAT THIS BODY
OF j.DEA_S iS ALL IN “'I‘HE‘. BOOK 5, FROM M&F THROUGH WLDR AND THE
INTRODUCTION/OVERVIEYW TO THE 1983, 1984 PAMPHLETS. IT IS THAT

g

FACT IT IS 953+

g

Wm ALL THAT FOLLOWED AND THAT NOT OMLY
AS THEORY, BUT AS PRACTICE ,AS ORGANIZATION, AS PRFER, L _
: by by ey g
That thes Baunt o o o s L SHO 3%
AU g Tl obapts Yo QWL \/w%ww /&M% (e




I want to- ";éll his m"ti more: eﬂwﬁm"ﬁwj}‘.‘ t

Jzery 1mportant to mé"‘that the concept of the paper:::s

f— "'—\._.__.____________' -
. @ to begin with, a name that was rooted in Ame_:i.ca,”i‘n"‘
| revolut:.on, in dlalogue-- letter-writing-- came a*f"*"er ‘a
lenghty study of the Commitfeces of (.‘orrespondenee; S0 that _
immediately we had ~- and that was when we were stlll JFT== "~
comma.ttee form instead of pa rty to 1eaﬂ letter-wrlt.c.ng
as a form of journallsm, tha t was itselrf dlalectlcal ar'd
the dlalogue was & contlnuw.ng proc;.'ess, g—::l;er as 1etters
to the edltor, Qﬁ whéther swo h lengthy essay° that fnet the

objectlve s...tua tion,

momentous wo-rld historiec stage-- specifically the Beria

Purge. So there we were, fighting over the very first issue

o as well as
of Carespondence on the question of Subject, %

activi‘ty » and soon on the quest.:.on of political ization.

I'm (@. referrlng to wn s ‘death, W

The specific dualltv tha't was atitenpted as unit
\

the 1986-87 Perspecti\_res,. or};‘ the

was that with the deci?‘a{lor{ for the biweekly was the or-

ganizational gr j.- h £f1 ";t..xg out of it. Maturally, the

year-end Surmation, "Thé \{ear of Only & Months‘, dlCI h

/ _
{(Whereas the N&L yeay is Se t. to Sept., the calendar years

.

are Jan. to Dec.)
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/ /ﬂﬁe fact &k that the organizational growth ha\
been mln:.mal points to somethlng & great deal more senous
orm,

than thinki ing that one mmm 11ke the ‘Paper, can

hold the key to organlzat:l.onal growth. It is true that the 1n-v

tegrality we lool orward to did not follow. Buwt—itls 15t Fhe

—

T T
"\ mo__e_.se'f‘fé"ﬁs" Projecion of MHism had _been narrowed 1!\

VN N, e both ) ’ \
¢ \ﬂ ,dur conrept%ﬂ; betwean philosophy and Organizatrion, '
\‘“ organization ang paper, This could throw us Off the ra...ls
‘ @ch one of us doesn t/

witigueness if

at a very serious self-critique.
—

* *

\\pell out that yea__f/
////i€§Once again, let's ~n-:n+sf~p=- =

through on the Absolute Tdes.

1953, _The break—

The breakthrough decaﬁ‘res that

/ there is a movement from practlce as a'el as from theory, and.
/o :

/| .y becomes h

i the un ty of the 2. The breakthrough

/ includes all Absolutes as one,
i A

Absolute Kncwledge Prposssin the Phenorenology

but that ig to say whether it
artlculates

SREnyemams Absolute as the Organization that is I-iistory and

the Organization in the spiritual kingdom. Or whether Hegel

has now worked & out all those Prhenomena as phii'osophic cat-

\ egories and heldlrthat the Absolute 1dea meant the unity of

,\\_ Theory and Pracgice, qualifying it however, by warning the

\ readers that there is still the ,@'Phllosophvﬁ of Nature e and the:

- ry

. 109149
\:1losop ¥ of Mind before You will actually have =a totality, -




The final Absolute-- Absolute Mind (Geist), which end_é_' the

Encyclopedia of Pholosophical Sciences—-—-‘e_xpresses i_rt_:_.as;
the unity of oﬁjectivity and subjercti\'rity, but 1t doesn't g
really end in unity, because that in turn beéomes a fn'ew
beginning, so that t'ne_ﬁnity__ of self—éeterminatidn of the Idea :
and the self-b#inging forth of 1iber£y }.éa'v"es doors open for
fﬁtﬁre ﬁgenerations'. I, in the 1953 1éti:er, call this: "We
have {){e\tered the new societj;'". |

What i‘m drivi.ngra{: on the 1953 breakthrough of thfa”
Absolu;;e is that_ i‘t enﬁ:odied a totally new =2lement of._form,
étructure and po‘litics for the organization and the paper, and
the missing e_zlerﬁent of philosophy in what we now de‘figé és
post-Marx Marxism., Yes, we were still in the JFT. Yes, I was
only half conscious of what was driving me to work ms out
all t}"xe major works of Hegel and kept applogizing and pfoving
that I was 6’niy doing’ iﬁ after mkidnigﬂt. But here 'is what fél—
lowed: i) convention that v‘cted to publish issue #1 of Q@s—_
‘pondence: 2$ decinftaing ourselves Cbrmnittees of Correspondence:

and 3) the 1lst issue in October on the Beria Pﬁrge, and all

the attacks on me , plus McCarthyism, which led {:o @ split

in 1955.
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) Issue #5-- March 27, with West Europe Lead,

Lock at the "On the Tnside" box. Where is

"Beagan and Gorbachev®, twc of a kind". Tt is

praatically hidden., Wwe still don't understand

what it means to advertise the objectivity of

. what wa do.

(5 §Q Everything seems to center on activity articles, without

even the apprecxatlon for what we do as the form in
which these articles appear, ﬁcw different uhey are when
71n the context of MHlsm S body of 1deas

3) ADs. This NB. Where are-the'creative, seribus, educational
adé? Space is néeded for that; yvyet wa don;t consider

our body of ideas as objective encugh to "displace” an activ-
ity arﬁicle and thus have @ an ad.

4) Finally, we have to have a good reason for takiﬁg up the

question of the biweekly on June 1 REB. Why afa we raising the

question of the paper before we discuss the-analysis of the

cbjective situation?

ﬂ B’}a\/cepuve}]j’yég\ te ,’\and xun;( \Em/t/

1s a\Jétegory t h as/%o be\geen. n pe ‘son,

: C oy
KEY  is—that %he objective situation demands focusing on ,\V

the NEW BOOK, AND INVOLVING THE ;WHOLE ORGANIZATICN, not Ba a JW'

2 year project, BUT aS, 1 YEAR :

~t
Y
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