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Let's have a strictly philosophic discussion. Here are.
the guotations around which it will revolve:

"...Cognition is reconstructed and united with the Practic;;%
Idea: the actuwality which is found as given is at the same ..
time determined as the realized absolute end, -- not howel¢dd.
(as_in inquiring Cognition) merely as objectlve world withou
the subjectivity of the Notion, but as obilective world whose

)/ inner ground and actual ersigstence is the Notion, This
/ is THE ABSOLUTE TDEA,." ' (Hegel, Science of Iogie, vol. 2
Jolmson & Struthers edition, p. 465)
(The underlining is my

emphesis; the all caps is Hegel's ) A(V?ﬁﬁ}fgin é*wwifé%
X

e« f6rmal thought makes identit law, and allows the

contradictory content thcH“TTEF;b e it to drop into the

sphere of sensuous representation o space and time, where
in apatl- d-—% 5

'Gcme before consciousness without mutual

‘%yv -7 v o _ =
‘ - contact? %e ch;}ect)
L - is the essencé of anti-dialectics.¥ (Lenin, Collected | -
WOrk Yoxrks, vol. 38, p. 8. V118
'This is the , the realm of Subjectéié\y or of Freedom." L
(Science of ¢, P. 205) ==

q%

ab N{a}d L " NB Freedom = Subjectivity

?M}L, (for')

End, Consciousness, Endeavour
. NB ]
(Lenin, Collected Works, vol,38, p, 164)

‘Anne, when I said strictly philoscphical discussion I

ﬁwanted to_stress that that is primery, I did not hovevey, mean
7 e political. It will result !ou§

writing me a_ commentary, w c will be the proof that the Jontra=- -
rgicticn ‘has_been resolve it is concrete and is_ver 8

f’




-2-

because this can mt be done in a day, or even a week, but I hope

you will bring it with you“at the end of the year.

' Note that the quotation fromp. 205 of the Logic is just
ione sentence, and it is the sentence'?hat_Lenin rewrites in even
iless than a sentence because both Hegel and Lenin wish to stress
i that they are not talking about petty~bourgeois subjectivity but
: about Freedom and that the whole question of what sounds absiract,
/*Notion, is'the realm where that subjectivity is also the goal. Ibp

fact, the Doctrine of the Notion is exactly the concrete, the :
Hegelian concrete where Objective and Subjective will finally result
i mot just in unity, not just in totality, but totality as a new be-
ginning, or as we put it, the Absolute Idea as a new beginning,
‘ . first
The key to the whole is the/quotation I gave you, from
of logic, especially the sentence I underlined, beginning

P.
not howeve ring Cognition) merely as objective

Powl

i worldc%%igngj_Ihﬁ_égygggiiy of the Notion, but as objective

I world ¥whose inner ground and actual persistence is the Notion, This
} is the Absolute Idea," The emphasis I put is that there conscious-

neas is not isolated but where Objectivity and Subjectivity are

jemmed up agai ach 8t lying side by side "without
. e whole trouble with the Kantians, the Trotskyista;——._
-8 n fact all non-dialecticians (and that includes even Rosa Luxem-

burg) is that they do recognize that there is a Universal as well as
an Individual, and they certainly live by internationalism and not
-Just natiopalism -- but thatithe 1ittle word, dialectic, is made the
_eaquivalent of hardly more ¥fhan dynemism and activity, activity,
activity. - But the truth is that the real dialectic is not. when

onsider only the objective world as the proof that you weren't
egotistically subjective; in a word, you keep each realm =~ ob- .-
“jective and subjective -~ separated from each other, or let them
“‘merely lie side by side, instead of forcing them into each other
~ to produce a new beginning. ‘

: " gaog - The whole difficulty in grasping the Absolute comes over
~.the —. * ~that one thinks that one sacrifices a 1ot and gives one's
: ' whole life to the Movement and thinks that that is the proof that

‘one is not sghisciive .. I}, ouly proves that being on the threshold
;;o£~thg‘AbBolggg§/§§§ Eﬁ%&miﬂggally goes forward to the full idea of
Freedom, It only means that the nuext step forward would be the '

Absoluteibut from the threshold, one can go not only forward, but
:QQnrgﬁll-backward.

e
: (wNﬁfﬁfﬁEris worse than taking something for granted.

S T
Y. .. The one and only proof of assuring going fo -
| laboring objectively -- that is to say, putting oneself as part’
1 'of the contradiction. (To see how Gramsci put it, reread the para-
\“graph:of Gramsci that I included in the Draft Perspectives this
year,) It is-only when you do not take things for granted, and
.|:when you put the philosopher as part of the contradiction that
‘| 'you are not subjective,. that <the Universal as Subjectivity
(i,e. philosophy) becomes objective, :

you
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Concretely, then. it is(égj,gxémglos -that can be used
as proof, because all that gives VS . prodf=re manifestations
of the Universal and that is the solution, Otherwise it is a
half-way dialectic, Take the specific work on Latin America, It
is that which you have to work out concretely and universally. You
will then not conclude that five years of activity has gone down
the drain, but on the contrary, five years of activity which did
not. result in creating a single Marxisi-Humanist is proof that it
is no longer possible to have any illusion that activity alone will
do it. On the contrary, it will then become historically imperative
to show how the missing link of philosophy has led even the greatest
revolutionaries like Rosa Luxemburg -=- and Nicolai Bukharin -- who.
have always been revolutionaries, and one was even part of the greatest
revolution in 1917, to be left as only half-way dialecticians,
Therefore, what is now imperative in any solidarity work is that it
wae only because Lenin was there and was so adamant after reading
the Science of Logic about AWMIHHNTHIEEIFEARFEELSIRIEFBIPHNT IHHEK

only one way to revolution that he permitted himself to XX say
his Bolshevik co-leader, Bukharin, was projecting"imperialist economism"!
He did so because for Bukharin to be"ultira-revolutionary"; and to
TR X EHETHHRUAT T HFETMEINNNE be against "nationalisms" even

when they were. for freedom from the imperialist stete; and them,

~ mevertheless, to call any state "a pirate state" rather than just

the executive committee of the capitalist class =~ only proved that

COWWI had"ouppressed“ the thinking of even great revolutionaries,

: . .Lenyn, instead, judged the Irish Revolution to be that

beginning of the revolutionary woad, that bacillus of genuine
proletarian revolution. VIL was mild, at the same time, when he
criticized Bukharin's work on the Transition Period of the workers'
state itself in those marginal notes., It is only at the very end
of his 1ife =~ the Will ~=~ that he concluded that the greatest
theoretician of the Party, activist and scholar, Bukharin, did not
understand the dialectic and therefore could not be considered

i f01ly Marxist, It was too late, 1t was "subjective. Because he

'didn't really foresee, not even in Stalin, whom he did order to be

. removed, . that that vould be a class distinction; to him, .counter-
revolution could s8till only come from the outside.

: = And now for the first time, let me tell you one
critique on dialectic that I feel Lenin, too, did not reach, Take
the very famous l6-point definition of the dialectic (pp. 221~222 in

content.

Vol. 38) and note that the two es (15 and 16) state:
IR 15) the/Btiruggle of content with foym and conversely. _
o R The throwing 0 of the ransformation of the

'16) the transition of quantity into quality and vice veroa,
(( 15 and 16 are sxamples of 9)) ,

o The very fact that the two final ones relate to a previous b

qnaer ( 9) not only the unity of opposites, but the transitions of
ver termination, qua lity, feature, side, property into every

otﬁerfl:into its opposite?_/ ~- Bhows where hi hiotoric perio

¥
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could go no further, VIL has reached the Absolute, but only at e :
the point of transformation Ihto opposite., Please reread my 1953 ‘;2:3 .M
Letters and grasp how important it is that T EEAIKENNGXELNTRIN e !
took issue with Lenin for having dismissed the final paragraph of |
the Absolute Idea, and then see how that criticism led me to 811 the e

other workiand finally only after we ourselves became independent 57
to make that historically original contribution, the Absolute Idea 7%

as_new beginning, In other words, otality too is not the endy, It

is @nly_Afber you grasp the totality and begin working out the new
heg that your age and its new passions and forces have created
g8 . T Note also that Lenin only after his Notebooks wrote
On_the Question of Dialectics, that he finally tek issue with Engels 4
too, but 8till forgave him on the basis of "popularization.," He,
however, did now (1915) conclude that the dialectic was indeed ;
"ferile, genuine, powerful, omnipotent, objective, absolute human #Z?ﬂgg}
~knowledge" (p. 363 Vol. 38J. mhat did help for Lenin to decide in
. 1922 that even though he did not publish his Notebooks, he should
make it clear that Hegel must be not just interpreted but studied
in his own words, advising the editors of the new Under the Banner—
of Marxism to consider themselves "Materialist Friends of the
Hegelian Dialectic," That was hardly enough and in any case post-
Marx Marxists went nowhere as far as Lenin.

"~ This is really not the essence of my letter to you now.
I dbrought it up for only two reasons, One was to show that only this
year are we beginning to criticize Lenin KAMNRPDEINGNIEEWYIY for never
~ relating dialectics and the Critigque of the Gotha Progr am'\\jg
oo bion,.,  The second reason was simply to show you how historicayIy éno=—y.
- .philosophically I look at any mistake, ' Indeed, my criticism oX you,
. as’you can sge from this letter, was mot "to put you down" but tb .
.- -outline the type of methodology all of us must apply to every and
. all subjects , instead of shortcutting it either to psychology or
v .to:individuaiism, As Hegel pat it in the third part of the Science
- wof Logie, specifically Chapter 2, "Life ": ! o
. 'existence' : The reasogn?./ ™
- «lEnin praised Hegel for including "Life" in so abstract a work as -~  -°
-+ Logic was because he recognized that personal life, too, unless it
-y 18- approached with the Absclute Method, can no more be "solved" ==
© . perhaps 1t would be more correct to say "resolved" ~-- than contra~
diction in general without that recourse to the Absolute. Or as I
t it, no "private enclaves" will do. {Please reread the Oct. 22
2B minutes, especially.) It is only when we fully understand what
«paarxist-Humanism represents historically, philosophically, uniquely,
-t?%: we will know there is no substitute for News and lLetters Com-
mittees, :

& he—: I'm confident, Anne, that you will not only not feel that
'*;;ééﬁy@ypgrs of work have gone down the drain, but that through that ex~ =
= '=pppience, through that pain, the reorganization will come, '

Youre,




“THULES OF RE3 JEFPING OF LDFCEMIER 3, 1984
Presen_t': M.I but Raya vane as, sitter-ﬁn

Apendas I. Letter Trom RD to Ry IL, New Philosophic Points RD is working out on
~‘Organization) and irief Report of Olga's maetings in Few York; IIT. Fi~
'nanceSl IV. Ongoing Act:lvities; V. G& . _

I, In sending the REZ -some of the new points she was working ottt on Phi'l.osophy
and Organization, which she was asking the RE} to consider as ground for the brief
report Olga would be making, Raya wrote that she trusted all would see not only why
she had consented to delay until January her lscture on "A Hlarxist-Humanist View of .
the''Dialectics of Revolution and Homen's Liberation'', but why, at the same time,

she did not want to- da'l.ay the end~of-the~year sum-up -~ which she proposed be held

on Decenmber 30,’. She stressed, howsver, that it must be & very mini-"Expanded REB".
and a very. abbrevia.'ted one, as well, in which Phi’l.osophy would be the predominant’

feature, and not just "in general,” It would be a 'projection of philosophy in re-
lation to Organization (with a capital 0), although nothing would he presented as a

conclusion, Rather, Raya wrote, "Werything will be projected ds philosophic task

which'is yet té'be- resolv'ed " " A1l other decisions will depend ‘on the advice

of Raya' s" doctors, (O‘Lga said ‘she would be writing to the ;EP nnambe:rr in each ,,‘.;::“,.

'Locali'ty Re.ya. wi'Ll ask to attend )

ﬂ.. »3’“'

IT. ~The points’] Riya had asked' Olga to read to the RE3, although she was not a.sking'

o
..,_’

for an immediate discussion on them at this meeting, began with threé quotations i:

- from Hege‘].' ‘ence ‘oi"Lo ic_ and two, i‘rom I.enin 8 Col‘l.ected Worl-cs s Vo'l.. 38 3
e : "_s reconstructad and nnited with the Practical Idea: “"e i m“
AA "c*n"‘litf which' s Tound ‘g’ given is ab thg “same “timé deteriiinied as the -
_‘1 ;alized’abso'l.uts end =’ 0ot however” [CTRN inquiring Cogni'bion) maggu ot 4
_V‘f'b'ective ‘world ﬂthout the subjectivity of the Notion, but as. ob:]ectivei

*3d. whiese: inner-ground” and: “actual persistence is the Fotion, 'This is: .- ine

: S,
the. J\JSOLUI'D -TDEA," (Science of Logic, v°1.2, p. 465 Johnson & Stru‘bhers“ed*)'ﬂ

u.« i

'ft-_ f’f{ ééh'bant which Ties before :l'h 1o drop in'to the spﬁere of sensucus :r:epre-
13 fsm‘bﬂ‘ﬁian, .'mto "spaoe and 'tjme, whera the contradic'bory Yerms are "held .
57 '”“apaz“t‘ LS SmpPoy ; _apoéition ‘and ‘thus come befor
e thouk bedi; i (Science of* I.o ic, p.qd??y v

15¢ out mutual con‘ba._ct' (the ob jéc
! g.nti-dia'l.ecticé o Mn,rvot 38 38,_Pa_ _,22& T

\.d'f u”,Df H .v, .. u; e . ™
' ""'.'l‘hiﬂr’id the Notion, 'l:hs rea‘l.m of Subject&v:’l.ty or of Fre

IR l_‘:.-\; '*( c:lence of’I,oE‘l.‘b “1'3.' 205)

?%‘ ger
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End Consoiouaness, Endeavor
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a had then discussed these quotations: i.ote that the guota-,.
tion fr . 205 of the Logzic is Jjust one sentence, and it is the sentence that
Ignin rewriiss even less than ,& sentence because both Hegal and .Lenin wish to .

ress that they are not talkmg 'about petty-hourgsols. sub jectiyity but. abaut
reedom and that’ the whole question of what sounds abstract, Hoyion,)dis the realm
vhere that sudjectivity 1 goal.. In fact, the Doctrine of the Notion is
+ exactly the concrete, the( He vhere Object and: Subjeotive will
i‘ina'l.‘[y reésult not just i unity, not just in totality,’ @t as a new be-_
g:!nn:’mg, or -as we put 1%, the Abgolute Idea as a new beginning. c :
The key to the uho I.e

is "the. first quo'hation, :E‘roi‘ ngic, ‘especially '-bhe sentence I u.nderl:lned, i
The emphasts I put is that, theFe consciousness is not isolated but is -where Qb- I

jectivity -and subjectivity are Jammed up against each other, and not Just ying
side by side "without contact." The wh rouMemitbthﬂgptians, the I‘rotskyh
jsts, and in fact all MM that includes even Rosa Luxemburg) is .-
that’ 'l'.hey do recognize that there is a Universal as well as an Individual, and they -
csrtainhr T1ive by 5nternationalism and not just na.tiona.‘l.ism ~==- but that the 1ittle. ..
word, dia.‘l.ect‘[c, is made thé equivalent of ha.rdly more than dynamism and activity, e
activi‘by, actjvity. But ‘the truth is that the real d:la.l.ectic is not when you con =%,.
sider only the objective world as the proof that you weren't egotis'bica‘l.ly sub= - ..

Jective; in a word, you keep each realm -- cbjective and subjective -~ separated
from, eacl_: otl}sr ‘ t—them merely lie side by side, instead of forcing them :!.nto v

lm'éa.ns that the néx'r. .step, »:o '
..ca.n go nq% only fo ity

The one and on'l.y prm of assuring going forvard is | _

"\/.Zzérely = that is to say,. pu‘bting ongself as part of the contradiqtionu (Ra-
»fead the p e é.'ph‘:g‘ i Gra.msci I j.ncLuded in the Drai‘t Perspectivas to see how he

put 4, )" FYs her ‘you ‘do hot 'take v

' phi'l.osonher a5 pa 3
Universal as S\ib;jecti\’rity (1
ourse‘l.ves) necomes objsct-!ve.
* *

: e O‘I.Ea theh renorted brieﬂ.v on the meaténes shs had he I.d both }r:lth the
. 'New York NE3 and wi‘hh the" New York Local, where we had found that the problem of how
.not to lose our Marxist-Humanist perspectives in the support work with Solidarity
'Comittess was: sontinuing -to. plague, us, . The truth,: however, :ls,thnt far. from;the
L prob'l.em*being New York's alons, or being ohly: a%question of . our Solidabity work, it
is & question that confronts all of us, and'-takes many 3if @ma. What waas
h

preaontcd to both the MEY and to the Local was the need t 9 ground for

© . any and’ all of our activity vhich was laid-at the Convention and ih our Pers

.. The three focus thai were then taken up.concretely were:.L

- 22’% new book? ) the mini~tour)~-- but only after n brief view o !
n - ¢on 1lald for.us sinoe the Convention.in bhe work Raya 'had e
@ Organization right 4in the :mtroduction/ovewiew for the new book. whcn she .

15V
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gald she was dissatisfied with how the orranizational question had been developed
there, reworked it many times, and then concluded it would need a whols new book
to develop all the ideas she had now seen in that question., Those RE3 minutes are -
in need of serious study, just as are the Qct, 22 minutss, which we-ware asked not
to discuss immediately, not in order o file them away, but in. ar_to study them
carefully, (Excerpts from a letter Raya had written tg ol 1w
especially Amportant to the discussion in New York, andSeepiss

send to a'l.'l. locdls,)
When the three speoii‘ic points of focus were taken up, Olga said,

it was clear that the classes have proved a lot harder than we expected everywhere -
because methodology can’t Mﬁﬁgdied i but working it out in our analyses and
AVIties has proved to bé the -hardest task of all.' As for preparing for
the new book, from which the new classes are really inseparable, what has bacome -
clear is that just agreeing that “the new book isn't about WL, but about a:
forces and about the dialectics of revolution” is a supsrficial generalit
t, involves seeing vhat taking up the whole 35 years means, Lseing able to
8 essay ‘on the miners' wives is important not Jjust becauss that. the new )
stage of WL was there that ear‘ay mg}hé acause it was caunght b hilosopher - /
f revalution—in-pemanencs. d not gone on to the fu].l development of Marx
ist-Huma.ni,sm, tha.t. early essay Would _mean noth'ing. w’as'ber ng_th
== i'or

period,s that all our work could then be focused on were pro,]ec-l-.ed as from now'to,
- 1/1/7 Baya's lectiire;on the overview of the new book (which we now know will be in Jan@
-ary)l sna’ i‘rom then 'l:o the actua‘l. Dublication of the new book in HMarch, RELTIRS R
‘ v, Otga said oob
v tha‘b everyone in the WEB and in the loca.“L contribu'bed to the discussion of these
'..,-.‘_'.-,-points, e_na tha't- a'new sense of ¢ ol’lec'bivit;_r which had been:lacking before, did: f
' ';seem to be avident ‘in" the discussion that had.followed the pressntation, although J“l'&

_a'l.'L agraed ,ha'h there is much to work out. )
5 tﬁe m:scussxon, ugene _sadd. tha.t Raya s letter 'bo -us- in which ‘skie.
2 f»"{txa.t her: preéentation s the Expanded REB:will bMagjim-oLphilc*
] _rehtion to OrganizatioaMal.O)" ¥s what ‘runs through ali.the i

Jn our classes. one of our major thrusts has been .to:try to- l‘}

ay what"] has been the rela.tionship of philosophy to organization i~ but as exoit:l.ﬁga ‘&
as mdst: o1 7"the; c‘.l‘ﬁssas have been in Chicago, especially. in.relation to the audience '
We: ha.ve aohieved, we ha.ve a.l‘l. found how difficult it is to ‘absorb-the. material fii'at:,‘J
then projec'b it,! and try to concretize it. anew,. Yet, even-if wé haven't yet worked . ¥\
4t a.l'!. out An C.lﬂ.cago some'bhin? signifioant has happened, and: wa-do have a-~ consiu- J-:l G
tent® attehdance &t the classes of new friends who keep wanting to come.bdck. and"’ 2
are genuinely interested in studying Marxist-Humanism, Uhat was presented tonight
sbout not being too, Quick to.think we lmow what the new .book is.about makes:you' -
rsalizé what a tremendous voyage.this 35 year Jjourney with the .new book willi'be, =~i i

and hoivr unique is the Voyagsr who took :H'. ‘There will be some.very different: wnys RS -

to | pro:]eet th:ls book Af we develop: creatively,,,(Eugene also. raised the.many v
new doors ‘that can, ba opsned to us e succeed :ln pro;]ecting what 'bhe new: c'h.ss f’J

on’ thé yideotaped :mterview on.the

ated the jHay we, ahow that 8, prob'l.am one Loca'l. maey - ha.ve is L
in’d: i‘e,z;er;t 8,7 Ther8-is-guch a pu‘l.l on._you: when at—80

: yourse LT wire :
Peter p so bluntly a.'h “the' coﬂvo

o we ard doing.

yoere
3 3
o oobe 4w
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/ﬂﬂ_ 7 Revintook up, briefly, the quote from Lenin that Raya had included in
her new material, in which Ierin called"coming before consciousness without mutual
gehtget" as being "the essends 'of anti-dieiéctics”, whioh 13 o¥actly wha he later
said about Rosa Luxemwourz, Kevin reported also a discussion he had just had with’
Ped concerning the full 82 pages of Raya's translation which is included in the
%ﬁg?res‘. ‘Tt demondtrated, he felt, how ‘overwhelming 4s the wealth of materdial in .

chives we have scarcely begun to recognize, And, despite the high level we
Wchi’wed' in' tetms of olass audienoe in Chicago, he felt we have not yet engaged

onough intHe battle of ideas with intellectuals that i1s possible in a city =

like this,, | - _ '
%ﬂ? g Kevin also took up the new ways we could take advantage of the "extra®
ass'the video-tape of Reya's interview by Cedric Robinson offered us, which Hob. ..
.ikewise disszussed as a.great opportunity to reach B3lack Chicago. Suzanne took up..
he kind.-of question t /ﬂ?% been raised in the class by those who wanted to.kmow .
;but,what-'do you peop‘L in terms .of howr Raya 4s always agking "Where is .philo- .
ophy?*-and how we are gni¥ just beginning to understand what Raya had called seeing
philosophy as Stubject,'™ Diane : also appreciated Raya's always asking "Where is ...
Alosophy?"-in terms of How clearly it ¢an be seen in the Miners' Sirike pamphlet, .’
d <how :the ‘problems of "pliilosophy and organization” inveive _not. only our Solidarity -
ork:.but;-all our activities. and most especially the ‘Youth work, .  And Lou felt. . . .
E%?°blem of methodology irmcluded not yet ‘catching the methodology of the classes . * : -
hémselves - why these particular readings?  why ﬁ}_:?e_se;pé;ijtieia.l'ar.'réﬁgrige';_sf?_, SAs oo
1ffloult as the' tlasses have proved to be, the new friends’ attépding them sge ws ;..
panld, trying to work thse. questions out, and thete have beén as many stimulating ~ "0
sionsout of the classes as right in them, 4 T ST SR
R N IR R ike ‘reviewed the, problems_we, have. . .
onfpontdd for:some:timetarcund oir Solidarity work' in orderto stress that, in yhal...
ye. presdnted, to?us as:ground for our 'discussion tonight and in what Olga reported: -,
Jwhat ‘was presented to ¥,Y,, you find the priré4ples that are involved in a Marxist-
ianist. oritique, The three concrete activities that wers discussed -+ classes,
W book; mini~tour.#--dre-d1l-about Philoscphy ‘and ‘Organization; which is what Raya . R
tloslasiq ds thiieudject for De¢, 30, If-gach of us tries to vork out, as an Assigny ..
nt pisthdtf (Raya prasented 4o us !tonigﬁ'ﬁ,-,we'wi’l.'l;'cdnie‘ "gb_"th,ﬁ‘t;f.;mdatiﬁg véry different... ' .-
ople than weiare today;: The'fact that it ‘mist be a Wiri-Expanded RER, and an. .. e
brgwiated. one ‘as’ well;. mears: that we “must Y& more prepared, not dess. . When Raya "_.
dtesidhaty just giving Your 'whole Iife ‘to the' #ovement 15 no préof you are nob Sube
stive, Atrbrings’ homer much more directly what, it meant’ that RIWLKM was, hot abonut ...}
foriists but about full revolutionharies, Tt isnt’ Just, 8 ‘question of throwing your: .
fe .on'ihe. scales! of destiny, but after that inowing how fggf‘ppgck 'YOprs,e_,'l_._i,‘i‘:aiz,; each, ..

ppointes sThijpds our sssiznment: fop Dec, 30, A [
d'skpenses since the Co
g

I. Olgayraporfed;onsthé summary of our régilar income and de.fhe Con~ .
ntion,.whichurevedled.that nearly"$6000 of"the siistaining Fund his .81ready been .-r .
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December 3, 1984

To the REB:
Dear Colleagues:

I'm sending you a copy of the letter I just wrote to
‘Anne that I would like read to you tonight. There is, however,
no need to discuss it tonight, What is important is that this
serve as ground for the brief WNRMSMNEN report you will get from
Olga concerning the specific difficulties in New York, which are
by no means local,

' . When you have had a chance to study the letter by itself,

‘you will see, I trust, why I have sonsented to thedelay of my ,
lecture on: "A Marxist-Humanist View of 'The Dialectics of Revolution
and ‘Women's Liberation,'"

But I do not want to delay the end of the year sum-up,
which I am proposing for December 30, It must, however, be a

Yery mini- "Expanded REB", Even the NEB will not be asked to
attend In full; and only a very few rank-and-filgis g%}l be es-

- pecially invited. It will be & yery ‘abbreviated¥HLE ‘meeting,

S . Philosophy will be the predominaﬂi'feature, and not just

-+in Vgenmeral", I+t will be a projection of philosophy in relation -
ko, Organization (with a capital 0), That will be in gengral; I = -
-mean that I will say nothing as a conclusion; -everything will be. . -
‘projeécted as philosophic task to be resolved we know not whan, S

""A11 other decisions will depend upon the doctorss.

Yours,




