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EMRSPHCTIVES: ITWAS, ORGANIZATION, AND WORLD JEVELOPMENT
1. ZIhs Berlin “riaia

Those two pease doves, Xhrushchev and Kennedy, are mo
busy shrieking military scmmands that they have quite forgotion
about that olive bransh marked Mnegotiationp.” Not that the
latter would change ihe wurld alsuaiion for long inssmgsh as way
88 & way of life couneifiuies ‘hy woiy ionerds of sepitalisn, private
and state. Sinso, however, suslear war might epell out the end of
aivilization altogether, the olive transh is dangled by both sides
‘between anlenlated fits of forgotfulnesa.

For the moment, the fit of fergotfulness, the drinkmunship,
predominates. I might edd that this was written thres dsys bafoxe
the atomiec terror began. Were Dulles alive now he eould learn somo
new lepacne in brinkmanship from a veal pro. HNot that Dulles was &
runk amatour, but he had net the advantages of a Khrushshev sehooled
in Marxist langusge that he umed for enslavement instead of freodom.
Even 1in ite perverted form, the language oan ley a smokesserecn ebout
"head huntors" thet puts mere "demoprata” to shame on & world avens
where now-nations have just Proed ‘themgelves from imperialist rule -
that had not only subjugated their sountries, tut doxmded them of
ueppower, 4o thet all Amerisa and Europe were made rish end techni-
eally superior, while thc- Africesn vorld was kopt both peor end in
ignoranso of msienso, ' - :

: ' . Ebrushohev has yreparod paimstelkingly for this moment.
Ever ainee throe years mgo, he sustom-tedlorod this Berlin arinis.
The time ie oapooially propitious to forget tho "nogntietien" aspeat
end ory bavos &% tho brink: (1) On Septecbor 2né ¢he neutrals moot
in Yugoslavia, end they must undor no aireumstamces be alleyod to, set
tholr own sgenda, and think thoy san truly show an indopendent rosad.

Instead thoy pust be made to take sides "noutrelly”, of sourde.

. (2) On Septembor 17¢h, the Germens are having an eleetion.
Whils no eac knowa better than Khrushohev ¢hat 1% makes ng difference
who wins ~ poliey 1s met not in West Berlin, or in Pomn, ut in Vushing-
ton, D.0. - to mddy up the waters and meke i¢ hard to see slesrly what
tho roal stekes ave. ' . . )

ind (3) on October 22nd the RMP will eonvene to sonsider the
new progron pronieing paradise on earsh IF there is no var, IT produg-
tivity of lobor sontimucs far above vages, and I¥ Qommuniem dominatos
tho world, - o ' :

Ono runs tho shanso, ef edurse, of falling off that brink
before Oatobor 22nd, but then look at the objostive compuladon %o
aot now, at no mattor vhat the risks. . .

Firet snd foremost, as ie sharssteristia of stato ospitalism
in Bussis, ¥aet Gormapy is fased vith a shortage of labor. Therc is
not alono & measure of rcvolt through alowdowns 11l the revolution of
June 17, 1953.  DIvon though the Gorman workors cannat eseape frem
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alienated labor in the Wost, thoy do epsepd fo got at lenst & aholce
of labor.

To ueo a phrase of Lonin's, they vete with their feet.
In thousands vpon thousands upon thousands. East Germeny has 1los}
po less then 15% of its working peraletion. The stuto exploiters
are faced with sho necossdty of forcing isbor into the factory emd
aen do so only if thoxe 1s uo wiadow to the ¥ast at all. The so-oalled
sovereignty of Epst Goernany ls pothing tut one vast prison.

Khrushehoy should knew thet ne prisen walls ean quite scntala
all measure of revelt — am witnces the throe decades of State Plana with
the vast expapse of Buasia omo imzonse forzed lebor aamp end #till his
greatest prodlem too 1s shortage cf lebor.

But sciones and spotnike and spazoahips have quite turned
his hoad snd #ll he san see, in placo of haman beings, ie mashinen,
ever more .perfest meshines: AMutomation mashinos, ICHRM3, H-boobs - aver
bigegor once, epaco ships that cen be used also te rain stomte hevoa bround
the worid. The evil geniue to deatroy hea reashed the Multimate™ - or
~on roesh it any time Khrushshev desides to press tho tutton. The eyniesl
‘disregard of humemity in the bone ‘and murrow of todey's rulers turns Nera
(vho £1ddled while Rome turmed) inmto a snall~tise operater.
On the surfaae - both beceunse Khrushshev was the instigator
{n the present. Russian-tailored arisis in Barlin, ond bogouge shortage
of labor is aurely not a worry of Fennedy's - it would appear that
Kennedy is "lonely", or so he charasterizes the "hard, long gtrugele
for pense.” ) ' ‘

No need to be, too concerned ebout his "loneliness”. He has
with him the whole military - and the varmongering press who 6gg him
on, not to sposk about his ailios who embarrass him with ademant gtand
of freodom - for themgelves, not for others. L

’ tfele DeGaulle. He not only has not dreught peace to Algeria.
He hes brought war to Tunieia. BHe says he is s¢ prececupled with the
#Gorman problen" he cannot even sit down tovnegotiate hin evasuatlon of
Bigerte, long ovorduo. His diotutorial setlons extend to hie attitude

to friends liks Kennedy.

_ DeGemllo 4s showing Eemnedy that Lurcpe is indeed the key e
the world situation, but that he, DeGaullc hes the kay, end he has no
intenticn whatever to use it to anlosl doora to freedon -~ in Oermany oOF
in Asia. .

No, Kennedy is nci a lonely man. Fis allles nay be cauten-
kerous ones, but he has thom and he hinsolf io £l1l %oo eager to take
this oppoertunity to hoat up the aold war to fover proporilons. In all
important respests he is made of tho seme imperislistig oley a3 Khrushohev.

He may not have & shortnge of labor, Tut he cortadnly hes one
o? surplus - end that, for aapitalists, is the samo typo of headnohs when
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it comos to produstion. And the "smolution", too, As the same = talld
up the military. Agein, like his Bussian imperinlisiis iwin, ho has,
evar aince the invasion of fuba, been contorned with Shought gontrol

whioh he has cuphomistically dubbed "tho doeper strugglo.”

The Supreme Court has followed hie load. Tho resationery
dosislens thoy have handed down on the Smith and Maferran Asts have
put us in the race for "$hought control®.

nd so while ho lots the Froedon Riders languish in Jail,
ho proseeds %o help Khrushchev dring us to the brink of war. He has
his erbarrassing movents, not only with DeGamlle, tut with Nehru.

) For one full day the Volse of Amerisa kept blaring forth
the mopsego of Nehru, benoaning the fate of the Boat Gormans wenting
to osaspe, when, lo and behold, the sugust persons of the Hungarian
butghers of their own homelend and its revolutionaries arrive in Indie,
dangling some new offer of & loan, — &nd by the following day when
Yehru addresses parlisment (B/24f61) he finda that tho 1945 sllied agroe-
mept "diluted® (vhatevor that meeme) the 1944 agroemont of the conquorors
for joint onsupetion of Berlin, so thal the Ruesians have ths right to
deny "the Weat" oscess $o West Berlin and seal off East Berlin. And
then, with a oynilem bofitting the big powers, be sdda: "Whether.it
48 juatbifiable or not s enciher nattor.” '

Where, in all this talk of "dilution" or nen-dilution of tho
rights of two sots of rohquerors 12 thore any econaorn for Imuan beings
Tighting for their freedon, and even theip veory lives!

The areative drene of human 1iteration which has ehapod tho
agourae of world history will noced totally different minds to preserve
1tpelf aid to aid £ new dimenaion to the develepment of olvilizatlon,
freoing 4% from the gless narrowncas in vhioh it has been imprizoned.
In this, end only thic wey, asn the pre-histery of man ond and true
humen history begln. ) ’ ' :

'Yi. Biakoris Roots gnd Oonterparary Depariures

(1) The Historig Link. The more -we aonsidor the 1mmediate worid ordels,
the nore it is obvicus that cur attitude atome from eu entirely different
seuree, hoth as to glmag nebure and histeriq roots. -

As you no doubt have noticed, I'have Been shifting from the
world ssene to the U,S. and v.v. Both because of our working alass
cutlook ond national roots, the dusl vantage point of the world and the
U.S. 18, in reality, one. L '

Seventeon years tefore, Marx proclaimed, "Yorkingmen of
the world, unite! You have nothing %o lose tat your shaina., You
have a world to gain". Tho great Amoriean eholitionist, Willian Lloyd
Garrioon, founded the LIFRATOR, and put ae its masthsad, he world
is ty country.” The year was 1831,
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How no oan liad kis f9et more on his nativo soll and his
oyes more fixod tn the predlam thet dlsfigured the natien bora of
revolution ~ glavery - then Willizsn Lloyd Garrimen. Indeed, even on
this quoation ho wruld huve nothing to de with thoso anti~alavery
sonletice that wishod te move the prebdlon of frasden fronm the US to some
plase outaide it by transporting tho tlavos to snothar gountry. His posi-
tion was firm emd aloar-cati thore is eno wey, and only one way, to prove
ve gtand for froodem, and that is to fres tho slaves here and now and
let thon enrinh gur land as free non, thus and only thuc making Atneriaa
free. The roason behind that alpgar "Ihe vorld is my eountry® was not
that of sn ex-patriato = thet may de for individual artiets but net for
Berious makers of histery. No, thé reason wus thes the prinsiple of
Frezdon has ne boundaries.

. Mugh 4n the past sheds a bdrighter light on the present then
the latest troatiso hot off the prass. Take the guestion of the Freedon
Riden, &nd the break of Frederiek Douglass from the feunder of Abolitlon-
iem, Willlam Lloyd Gerrison, Resontly we reseived a letter from an old
radical seying ocur special Frecdon Riders isgus wes good,; but vhy did
we have to elainm that we slone lot the Freedon Ridera speak for them-
selves when it was the *0RE etg, that started thom. Here was my reply!

"o know, ef aourse, of the work of 70HE and the other organlzations
participating in the Fresdonm Mides, as wall as the writeups of it ell
the way fron the NY Post in the More-Lator. Our clainm to bo the only
ones vhe are planning a pamphlet sleng the lines of our specisd igswo
of "The Freedon Biders Speak For Thomselves" de pot due to the fesd
that we alene huve a "demoaratie proos.” Others have a demosratile.
press and Jim Pack's artinle in the "OHE-Lator was tho moet interssting,
. and olosest to cur conseptlon of having the Froedom Riders Spesk Fer -
- Thensolves. . o .
However, we alono aonsider "spesking for themselvea™ the prinoiples,
the soyrse from vhieh sll theory flews. Two prineiples axe here
involved. One im the speaking for yoursslf instesd of having ‘ot_hen
thon the doers do the spesiring "for" ome, The Abolitionists in
Ameriea wero onee whe lived by this prineiple, bringing the runaway
slaves, fres Negroes, white intellestuals shanding for the abolitien
of slavery tegether, and providing the platform for them to spesk their -
nind, Nevertholess, Frederick Douglas ~ who was sortainly given the
run of the platform - felt the néed to begin a psper of his own and not
sbide by the founder of tha movenent's psper, Willlan Lloyd Garrison's
Liberstor, Why?! It is beemase hs felt that he was given the platform
to toll ef hin experionses, but pot OO drew conolumiera frem then, ot
lcast nono that differed frem Onrrisons. With all duve honor %0 Carri-
son for being the founder of shie uniyy of blank end white, intelles-
tual and workor, Dougles nevertholess folt tha% his politiss differel
fyvom Garricon's and that thoso politins flewsd dirsedly from hia own
experiences and he did not wish to soparate experiense fron philosophy.

Of courss, Oarriwon was hesd and shoulders sbove the present-day

redicals who don't even know how to listen to the otorles of the
freefon fighters and keep spianing tholr own “analysces®. Nevortholess,
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Douglnse felt that hia politiss differed Irom Garrison's snd flowed

dirsqtly fron hie own egxonrionces, and he did not wish to separate
exporionen from philosuphy.

10 sourse, Garrison . was head and shoulders sbove the present day
radioads who don’t ovon know how to liston to the gtories of the freedonm
fighters and kecp spinn'ng thoir own "analyses." Nevertheless, to bo
the whole nmea, not to éivide philosophy from experlenne, weas the goel
of Dougloss as freodom fighter, and ia the msplration of todoy's
freodon flghicrs, Therefore, our letter of the 3rd stressed the fnot
that over since 1952, whon we publiched People of Kemya Spask for
Zihenaclyes, and $hrough the 196D publication of Weriers Babtlo Astooation
that prinsiple has gelded ws 4n thooxry and in prastico. Wo strossod
also that 1% was a cankinuous astion,and the panphlet, Freedom Flg
Spoak for Thonselvee, while aentering on the Riders, would start with
the 1956 Montgomery Bue Boysot% and go through the Sit-Ins, Wade-Ins,
Rides, otn. I Jmow of no other who ie projenting sush a pamphlst, and
I still hope that you will favor this projeet and help us put it out.

"The other prineiple that I referred to is the guestion of the

non-sepnration of the thooretic and ~omprehensive cutlock from the

_ lunediate prodlen. As Marzlet-Hunaniate that is of the eagonee for ua.
For crample, I know of no othor organization who did not seperate the
olvil rights of ilegrocs from those monserning radimals, ete., whereas
our "Freedon Ridere Sponk for Themselves" ipgsue contsained aleo the
editorial, "ivil Rights, US4, 1961.," in vhich we showed the one-ness
of tho ﬂght ngtidnat segrogetion with that of the fight against the
Serith and Hefarrnn Arts. Our Freedonm ‘Riderws aertainly worked sa one
with all othors,for the sponsur was "OHE, but she oxtra dimenalon they
brought to 4t by rolying weolely on the self--astivity of the masses,
HJorth and South, resulted, we believo,, in the positive aspacts of the
whole struggle, ns rgainat msh of tho pesaimism that. permeated gome of
the bost wriune., 1nclud1ng that of Jim Peck, .

"Far from distorting tho truth._@is_é__k?__@&_ presents it, and
prosanta it not in lasolntod instnrnaos, but as ‘the whole — the whola
vwhishk is truo 1ntomnﬂonn11y as well as nationally.

Cur histerie roote are not, of cmzrsa, oxhemsted with the
Abolitionistis. Wo are Marxtat~Humaniats. The young Marx ralsed the same
twin provloms of freodon and tho one-worldedness of the planggy 2zhabited
by hunans, and he addod three now prineiples of liberation:

(1) He named the glnes thab would malkte thies freedom renl «— the
wozicing wlass ~ malting it total, not only from ohattel slavery, tut fronm
napiteliet exploitatlon. .

(2) Ho definod the humenist foundationa of his dtelestionl
naterialist outlock: "The ohief defent of all hitherto existing materialism
-— that of Feuerbash insluded —- i1s thnt the object, roality, seneuousness
is aongeived only in the form of objest, nontemplsticn, but not as human
sensnous activity, prastise, not subjpstively...The standpoint of the old
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moterimlion i 'aivil somiety.' The standpoint of the new is human ecelety
or aoeclaliged humanity.”

(3) He pointed to the gelf-organigation of the proletarist
which develops both through spontancous astions end organization. The same
objer3ive movonent which picducod this seif-organization of the prole*ertal
prodused a new Lype of orgmnisatlion, a unigue combination of worlrer and
inscllestunl dound by n phi'ocssphy which made 1t part of self-enancipation
of the prolota:’nt, rmd kept it sephrately only to the point {a) of fighling
not on.y for imed‘ ate mima, Yut historie ones , so that froedom becomnes
total, undermining not only nlass soclety tut what underlies elass soclety —
the div’e’on betwoen moptal and manusl labor;  end (b) onee freedon 13 won
in rny voanbry, the battle 4s not over until this frecdom 18 sesured on

-4g- ouﬂlea

As wo know, Willinnm Lloyd Garrieoh. end nost other Abolitioniata.
did not continue after tho Mivil Wnr abolishod shattel slavery: vhereas the
organization that arcse on Pforeign® seoil to help the anti-glavery fighters
in the U.S. — Englend was the home of the Firet Workingmen's Internationel
headod by Marx — continued until a truly new soelety was born — the
Parie Normuna.

In a word, the Marxist organization aane to an end only vhen
the self-prganization of the proletariat produved the new aonlety Mself.
It wnn short=lived and so we will sontinue to mect up with the twin problams

.of spontanelty and organizetion through to the present daw.
® %R

2; mmm

. The otheor side of hiatorins continuity io hiptoris pointa ef
d.oparture. It 18 to this I wish to turn now: ocur point of departure,,
_especially on the vhilosophis front «— our point of departure fron Lenin in
the very field in vhich we were rooted in besoming en independent Marxist-~
Humanist tendonoay. :

Herctofore wo have always stresged the similarity of our views
to Lenin's. Cur originel nontributi.on benemo a sort of footnote to that-
“dow all this oust be roverned..

WEY? Why, when we do not go in for newncss juet for newness'
srke, like the anmual w<hangeover in suto models? We are what ve are
throvgh higstory. No generation san mnke A truly eriginal contribution
without having absorbed the past, without standing on the uhoulders of
history. .

Let's retrase our step 2 bilt in order to aontrast humanity!s
development in the historie period when Lonin dled - the 1520's ~ and
in that of cur own zge, the desade of the 1950%s.

Tho thesis, "Jdens and Organizations®, (p.6.) states that

Lenin d¢ied bolieving the fastionnl etrugeles would straighten themsolves
out, without answering why.
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¥hy, when he warned egminst a "return beakwards te aspitalism®;
vhy, when he sav go alesrly the now "passion for bessing": vhen his own
universel, "I0 A Niu"showed there never would be a new senlety under any
other clrsumstansce, did Len’n, in 1923, no% do vhat he had threatsned %o
do in 12917: reslgn end “go vo 4he aallorg", BUT INSTEAD ASKED HIS MEMBRR*
SHIP NOT TO HOLD THE MISTAKES OF THE IEAVERSHIP AGAINST IT, AND HIMSELY
ReLY OW HIS LEANERSHIP T0 STRAIGHIEN I'I"_&“LF oury

¥What were the nompelling objeatlive cauees that led Lenin te
retroat to tho fear that, without the thin layor of tho Bolshevlk Party
lesdcrehip, tho dlstatorship of tho proloteriat iteelf would fallt The
anexor g not hard to find sinece Lenin himgelf dosignsted the historie
gont:nea of the isplated Buasian REevolution: (1) The baskwardinsws of
Bussia, (2) "the painfully slow maturing of the Europsan Revolutien" and
(3) the failure to extend the revolution helped world sapitalism te re-
gadin its breath. . .

.

No one, ne one en earth er in ocuter spasé, aan edospod his his—
torie gonfines, not even a gonlus like Lenin who, for the future, never
gove up the bighost point reashed by the Russian Bovolution witih ite new
univergal "77 a MANY, tmt for the prosent, the prewent of Rueain, 1923-%,
Lensr. wan compelled to fall bask on the divielon betweon party and non~
party oadoes, with the inevitable serellary of the division 'Letgeen leadoy w

ship and renks. ) -

Oneo that party had en objestive bese ~ state power, the state
pover whish eontrolled the productive prosess = it 1a $hia - THIS DIVISION
EETWELY Lo AUERSHIP AND RANKS, AND PARTY AND MASSES, . which pernitted the
heriiage of "the vanguard party to lead” of the 1903 vintege to predominate
ever the 1917 soneopt of the revolutionary spirit far outdistansing the
pmy- * ' ‘ ' . . -

IT IS THIS GONCEPT OF DIVISION OF PARTY AND MASS whieh allowod
Lenin, whe, in his PEILOSOPHIM HOTEBCOKS, had brokeén with Plekhanov's
non-dialenticsl naterislism, to pake speeches to the yonth asking them
to study Thilesophy vie Plekhanev. Nothing indsed so stresaes the bagk-
werdness of Bussis and thus the resppearanse of the S ggial-Demcaratie
conseption of learning "by stages." It is as if we teld pesple: though
the Corrrunists are tetalitarians, you nannot join ue unless you have
first joined the Oonmunists. Don't laugh. For yeare, this is preciscly
what the Trotekyists d41d, and the zod end is that net only havo these
pcat in not returned to Trotekylam, the Trotekyiste themselves have
sinse bogome 1litile more than whitewashers of Ocmrmnien.

IT IS TEIS AON/SPT OF DIVISION OF THEORY AND PRANTICE WHICH
WAS EEHIND Lonin's not merely wilthholding tho publication of his
Philoacphis Notebooks bessuse of the argenoy of the timed, tut never
OPSNLY bresking from his "Materialiem#Empiric-Nriticlsm”, vhioh hed
given the green light to vulgar materialisn nnd vhich was, after his
death, to begome & sort of bible for wulgar Nommunism. It is this
which our age 1s reversing. .

The harsh reelities of 1523-4 — which sompelled Lenin to leave
a Will, whieh (deepito mll its profundities and its nasterly politioad
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enalyeic of his no-londers) 3o geverned by tho megative fastors of that
reality — honae the warnings of tho possible downfall of tho workers' state.
This negntive fantor far ouitwoighs the pggliive whiah perneates his artisles
and otatementsa of the necd of the party work to be aheakod by the non-~party
magses; the neod to fight the invipicnt burcrasaras; by trusting ontirely

the renk and file, evon to the point of having thom fight the workers' state.
That new remained for our egt to consrotize and bring from a footnote to

the aenter of the historias staege.

The truth is elwsys nonerete., A "aniversal® asshievod by one mge
arnnot Just be "apolied" by tho next genoration as Af putting a second coat
of pait on o wall.

£ 4% 15 truly "unlvorsal,” it muet be eromted mmoy out of tho
living presont. Tho resognition of this hes beon ono of the grcat dipsover—
ios of the dlalestie, and hng given it ite impnlge of self-transsendence.
Only sftor the laboricus work of the new does "the shoek of resognition®
{(Mclville's phrase) cranate from us as we view past history and history-~in-
tho~making. . .

In our anse, the new post-World Wor IT rc-eu.ity, egpeninlly of
the period 1950-53-6 (from Automation striki:s throngh the Bast German sad
Hungarien Revolutions) s that whieh rade us read "right" Lenin's "Philosophie
Hotebook," whish we wero the ﬁrat end only ones to publish and translate
into Engliah.

Tho poriod of Automation and its batiles in Ameriecz, and the
Eagt Europonn Rovolntlons, wasz followed by tho totally new epoch of Afriean
Revolutions end independonce whiwsh, in turn, gave a new quelity to the '
philosophy of I-.a.rxist Humanism. ‘

The new quality ariges from the’ fast that in our 880 phi.loaophic

questions wore posed fron kelow, fron prantisq, as well as by us from theory.
A pew "aubdect“ hed appeared on the historia stoge. ‘

There. 1s nething academis abeut tho role of ‘thilesophy when the
nagses otbrase it — nnd it begins to show 1tuolf at onse in the movement in
varied organizational foros,in. the Maontaet" betreen philosophy and people,
in the inter-relationship of leadors ond ranks. In a word, the maturity of
our age has put ite historie imprint on our philosophlin aontribution. The
ixo together are not just a footnoto to Lonin's philosophin reorganization.
Far from being a mero footnoto, they open an entirely ncw stage in humanity'as
dovelopnont in thought and in organization, Nor is 1t on mgeident that our
return to Lenin wes ¥ia tho Humanist essays of Merx,whiech had not been
published in Lenin’s time, end this brought ua ba.-lr to Hegel a stege further
than Lenin ~- for the maturiiy of our age allows us to .aonaretize the
WgubJoativity™ whish has absorbed "objeativity,"™ that is to emy, the pop—-
vlation "o a pman" having beaome whole mnon--reuniting mental and mapuel,
theory and prartice, philosophy and politins -— nen now make the leap 0
froedon yithont burommarnsy, withont_elitiem, snd, ae the Hungarian Revolu-
tion showod, with Workera'! “ouneils beesoming the predominant form of
organ:l.zation not alone for workera and peasants tut for youth and 1ntallect-
uels.

In summing up beth the link of sontinuity end point of departure
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we can see that: DNespite tie new univeranl, which rewcing oursa
to thia day, that te a man tha roeulation must run the state and
manage productien. Fhilosorhicslly Lenin continued the division
between ranks and lesders to the point where philosophy was left
for the leadership to mas%er and bring to the ranks and masses
puteide in stages of Flekhanov first and materiamlistic Friend

of Hegel next, and then the Party lesdership and finally the
ranks,

With us the reverse iz true, Beceuse of the transfor-
~ation into opposite of the workers' state into & state capi-~
tnlist snciety, the theoretical void in the Merxilst movement
wvas total, while, in actual 1life, the messcs throughout America,
Buropes, Asia and Africe were uprooting the 0ld and creating the
New in f£&0t and in thought. Even we hed theouzht that the re-
estnblishment of the Humanism of Marxism was "our" theoretic
discovery - only to find that all the way from Hungary to
Guirnea the masscs were raising philosovnhic guestiona of the
most profound significance, acting out humanist philosophy.

Thug the maturity of our age underlines the distinc-
tinn between Lenin's times and ours, imparting a new quality
to its orgenization. To sum up the difference, a new "subjeot"
demanding a total philosophy has arisen and we must all become
practicing Yarxist~Humaniots. This demends a nev formulation
of the relativity between thenry and practice, this practice to
extend to organizational building and organizational growth.
Otherwise, practice means nothing more than talk. Because the
need for a reformulation of the relationship of theory and
practice is not only an mcedemic need, the academic need has
‘eome about because actual life has changed and the compulsion
to thesry comes f-r the mass need of a $ctnl cutlook. Because
the need for a philosophy is a mass, that is precisely why we
cannot rest with the unfurling of a Marxist-Humanist banner,
but must practice Marxist-Humanism. ' ‘ :
" If you ask: “Haven't we nlwaya?" you only show that
jou are still in the "theoretical” stage. If we had actually
practiced it, it would have meant that "subjectivity" absorb- -
ing “objectivity" - that is the masses who make the revolution
are also cepable of reconstructing society with its technology,
science and all - would be left as a task not only for the
masses; the intellectusls too have a task - mainly to .get rid
of their Mintellectuamlism" and grasp the mass need for organi-
zation, while the workers in the organization must practice
Marxist-Humanism as a way of life, At this stage, organiza-
tional growth is the proof, the only proof of practicing
Ferxist-Humanism, and that is exactly the proof that ig missing.

Oh, I know we have had our best year. No other
organization so small has done 3o much, both nationally and
internstionally, both in thought and in actlon, inciluding
the Freedom Rides, which yeu will consider in the next session.
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Nevertheless, the measuring rad has been too narrow beceuse
we are too small. So let's tnke g zood long herd loek at cure
selves, Only after thet can ve rrasn the new point of depart.
ure philoaouhicnlly in orgarizational terms, Only arTter that
tivity® abaorbing “objectivity" concretize itsels
pectives for the next Year for the Serious growth of
i2 organization,

I3 i3 A much more tomplex Questinnp than the six
concrete points listed in the Bulleti
thoursh 1t must begin there, and ex
lijders pamphlet what the mation" should"
have, but has not becme - g recruiting agent - g recruiting
egent for the organization practicing;Marxiat-Humanism. ’

IIT. PRACTICING MARXIST_HUMANISM - ) '@;

Historic origins of a centufy anﬂ more-notwithstandiné;
weé were not born a8 an independent political-philosophic ten-~ g

dency until 1955,

The bresk from Trotskyism - for these who came
from there ~ wasg 80 total that we had not even bothered to
éstablish‘ourselves 23 any sort of organization other than
the pulilication of NLWS & LETTERS gag g workers paper and the
decisfon to wvrite MARXISM & FREEDOM to Te-establish Morxigt- .
Humanism for oyr age. '

n I the need for the
workers what they want.
But did 1t
the drawing
News & Lettere Committees
ome organizational conscious-

If you mark down a1l the other stages on the way
before we ever got to writing last yeor's From Organizational
Consciousness to Organizational Building" - that of Self- '
Development, "Transmigsion to Others" - looking outward instead
of inward, and "Building a Cadpe" - You will see at once that
we were certainl who made ne distinction
between Spontane d Organization - whether

r the whole continent of
ile committees in unionz in America,

; Time does not stnna 8till, and while we are ahead of
all others in refleeting this in thesretical treatises, be
that Marxism & Freedom, or Workers Battle Automa-
tion, we have not Kept pace with bractioing whaet we wrote in
any substantipl organizational growth,
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It in not that ther> iz a "technicity" to recruit-
ment that we havé not pructiesd, ner that we are wrong in making
no distinction betwecn meruztrnrs and non-members either in News
and Letters or in Newe & Le+.irrs Committce meetinzs., In this
case, 1t is they who misz som<thing by not joining. Though
all the windows and deoors are open - and ours nlways are - one
cannot really know the inside of an organization except by being
in it; one remainsg m bystander instead of 8 participant with
all the ijmitetiona +o one's own self-development entailed in
.rennining outside. .FNaturally I'm not talking of anyone here -
I'm surc those who are not members will join before this plenum
has e¢nded. I'm talking about "others", those not here.

We have had too much bitter exverience with "elitism"
of all sorts ever to let ourselves become such, and if your:
universal is "to a man" - and ours ig - you cannot retreat from
the principle of considering the masses outside and those who
have united in e historic organization with intellectuszls both
subject to the cbjective situation ané equal porticipants in
the forword movement of history. But the organization must teke
itself seriotusly not only as m philosovhy, but as an organiza=-
tion, befare others feel compelled to join and not loae out, so
to speak, in bocoming of pivotal ‘importance at. eritical junc-
turaes in history. . - '

Toke YWorkers Battle Automation.. Many workers helpad
in writing that pamphlet, authored by .Chaorles Denby. - and yet
there 18 no organizational proof that our factory workers had
succceded in ugiting our philosophy with their "stories" and
even "program" in a way thet the orgaonizational conclusion could .
rot escape them. ) o ' T

& totally new concept of the practice of Marxist-
Humanism must, therecfore, rovern the writing of the Freedonm
Riders pamphlet ~ not thnt T hnve in eny way given up in making
the Workers Battle Automation a recruiting agent still - no
doubt Charles Dency will deal with that when he reports on
the paper. Put let's concentrante on the Hew, the rele of
Philosophy in Building Organizations

Trotakyists, along with Communists, rejeet the Early
Easays of Marx, thinking they reprcscent "Hegelian idealistic
left~overs", that notion nlone (as if thinking waan't an
nctivity!} would "get" them. Other radicals proclaim"The End
of Philosophy". : '

What they all fail to realize is this: it is not
a question of theory any longer, but & life-and-death question
for the Africon Revolution nt the crossronds; for the American
Regrocs nand whites riding the Freedom Buses to Wissiasippl
Joil as well as for the British workers facing oxtended auto=
mrted production in order for British capital to compete with
their allies,
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1¢ nnyone thinks, "Yes, this applies to Africa",
pecause they have participated in the ultimnte - n revolution -
but not for just a Freedon #ide, then he would only be falling
victim to yet one more forn a1 thnt old, strangling concept of
the "backwardness of the massus.

(1) Once Apain Eerlin

If I mny, I would like to approach what I call the
prrctice of Morxist-Humanism from yet two other directions
“\: &rsther look %o the Berlin crigis, and (2) ‘A return once
again uo Heweld. Beretofore, we tnlked about Berlin as the
possible point of war explosion, ‘But war is not +the only
alternative. The Big Powers are jockeying for positions at the
brrgaining table, and thece types of negotintions can undermine
mavements as cffectively as any war. What kirnd of "pence' L8
Rugsin or America looking for? ‘

The poss-war world was charged with revolution in
Burope, but the luat tuing in the world Stalin wanted was &
successful proletarian revolutilon, nond s he kept all CR's
in Vestern EZurope in tov. Whet he dida't want by revolution -
uprooting of the 0ld society - he did wamnt %o take over by coup.
as in Czechoslovakiey nnd tried by blockade in Germany. The .
"pA1li~s" won more than the breaking of the blockage - they won
the time to reorganize capitnlistic Europe with the Yarshall Plan.

Whnt Stnlin lost - ané Khrushchev inherited - were
“ tne "miracles’ of West German production, end automated capitalism
in Def%aulle France, and even "packward "~ Italy is back in the
running of “peaceful competition®, which Marx more corractly
enlled “warfare by competition.” ’
It 'is this which Khruchchev. wanted ended in November,

1958, when he first begnn tn crente the Berlin crisis with
thrests of war. It had indeed become o necessity for state
capitnlism's lifeline which hed been seriously threatened
gthroughout Eastern Europe, especinlly Hungary, and not by
"gompetition"- but nctual revolution, It is the revolutions,
born ond unborn, which he ig out to crush beforc ever they
~appear in the open, full of hepe thnt the *West" somehow would
not let it be crushed agein. :

Khrushchev has yet onother “"ghort-term perspective"
in sealing off Berlir - and thnt is to create a loas of confiw
dense in Westorn Burcpe. I om not referring only to capitalistic
Western Europe which had only forged ahend in capitalistie
grnndeur on home grounds, but hed learned a few lessons in how
to lose empires without lesing stranglehold aver them economi-
cally., And this wna strong enough to keep Khrushechev from
gnining o foothold in Africe, ns tha Congo debacle showed in
ne uncertnin terms.
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I am referring to rroletnrian Buropée. which had
seen & new pnth opcn with the Hungerian Revolution and must
now be told: “no such wry out." This putting the 114 on
revolutions inside nis empirc and undermining the Yestern
one is what Khrushchev enlls the "new renlities™ which he
demnnded both Xennedy and the UN recognize. In old~fnahioned
pirrlance, it is enlled “the balance of power'.

Dor't think he didn't win adherents among pourgeols
intcllectuals fronm the Lord Russells, whose philosophy 18
-#713 rnther be Red thaon dend® - and even ns high ns the Sencte
¥ tnc US - where £ar one single hour, no one leBs than the
emocr~tic lender, Senator Mansfield, ssid, FPerhaps wo ahould
give up Berlin and anke it n 'free city'." :

- Mow, if the fear of the mighty-missilied Ehrushchev
rencheg in these high cireles, whnt do you suppose happens in
the Afro-Asinn-Intin Americen worlds with their constant con-
ferences - this weck nlone, there is the "Cagdablanca" conference
on August 28th, the, Keutralists on September 2nd, and who knows
how many "popular fronts" Khrushchev is rendying to cateh in
also the endicnls, socinlists, pacifists, etc., etc. :

Negotintions will solve nothing, of course, any
more then Munich delnyed the war for long. But by now who
nps confidence in a third, truly independent working claas
way out of the rulers' rush to war? The pnges opened in,
hiegtory by those who dnred - whether that was in Hungary or
in Africa - cmain unrend not only by those in nower, but by
rrdicals out of power and calling themselves socialists. '

Wwithout o Marxist-Humanist vhileaorhy, ingrained
intellectunlistic pessimism takes over and even socinlists
dnre speak of "on almost total absence of'prole%arian.partici-
pation" in the politicnl movenent. Thnt'e one way of assuring
oneself being swept, not intoe the historic stage, put intg the
dustbin of ‘history. -

{2} Philosophy, Folitics and Organization

Now the inter-relationship of vphilosophy and politica
which gnve birth to Mnarxism, both as theory and ns. practice,
hnd, ns its foundation Hegelion dinlectics, which matured
after the French Revolution and the actual preoletarian
‘movement of Marx's day.

Frecdom wna the polnt of departure and the point of
roturn for both Hepmeld end Marx. To the Hegclian philoaaphlc
heritnge of Frecdom and Reason, I now wish %o ndd gggnnization.

Nnturnlly, [ don't mean Eegel's spportunism and tha

organization of the Prussiaon atatc to which he capitulntedy
I nm esncernad with this dinlecticnl philosophy, and not hie
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personal opportunism, The peint is thet, though to Hegel

the philosopher, organizntion m-ant only Orgonizetion of Thought,
the sense of history is 2o overpowering, that through the his-
tory of thought we g t the ndwual development of humanity.

Listen: "The mind of a psople in its richness 15 nn organization
and like o Cathedrnl is divided into numerous vaults and pnssages.
like pillars nnd vestibules, 71l of which have proceeded out of
one whole and are dirceted to one end (frcedom) - and one and

81l hove the snme common root, the spirit of the time."

The Yapirii of the time® Marx coneretized aos the
proletorian movement, the pull of the future - the new gsoclety
on the old. Put I want to remain with Hegel for a while longer
and hWis concept of freedom. He is the only "God-fearing man® I
heve ever met in history whose concept of freedom leads him te
interpret this Zrecedom to begin with Adanm. Man always wanted
to be free - free even from God'sparndise, which paradise, however,
wne lirked with lack of knowledge. When Adnm nte the.appls, it
wos not only sex he ‘learned about - and Hegel ‘brings God back
in this interpretotion, pointing out that he sald, "How he 1ia
1ike one of us, knowing good from eveil.," In a word, man had
knowledge and would thus become n monker of history, and the
freedom to do so was worth God's punishment of now lrboring by

the swent of the brow and women bringing forth new generations
in pain. '

How call it whnt you will - the point 1s man did not
have a preconceived plan as nllegedly God had - men learned
through necessity, and necessity remnins the threshhold to
totanl freedom. So thrt when Hegel speaks of the Absolute Idea
ne being & unity of theory and practice, he menns both Organiza-
tion of Thought - philesophy is n science of thought, its his-
tory — and by organization Hegel means history as &n organic
whole since we are whnt we are throusgh history and man learned
to nchieve freedom through slavery. '

Now, ‘where Hegel anw -some abstrret "Spirit" realizing
itself, Marx trnced the development of labor, which Hegel had
begun with, but dropped n3 he retrentrd to the lvory tower.

I have often guoted to.you what the young Hegel hand snid of
Iabor which wns so¢ reminiscent of Marx, end now listen to the

. young Hegel on the question of that Prussian state he was later
tas defend:” "Only that which is an object of frecdom mey be
cnlled nn iden. W¢ must, thereforc, transccnd the State. For
every State is bound to trent free men n8 cogh in a machine.
And this is preciscly whant it cught not to doj hence the State
must perish.” (Quoted by Lichtheim's Morxism, p. 36)

No moiter how legel chnrngcd, the ooncept of Freedon
and Renson nover chonged, nnd the philosopher of nll the atages
af conscicusnese know ns well na any of his multitudinousa
detractors, including rndicnls that the rond from mere "eon
scioucneas” of frecdom to its nctunl attalnment is a long hard
road.
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Here Morx enters with the long rord of cmancipation
of the proletarint which is the rond of self-development and
of collective develovment, 7T sportaneitv and of organization.
In n word, betwcen g¢nrnscisusnesr of frecedom end rttainment,
there is nction and mors -~¢tion, and yet more nction. With
this netion never separnted from the nctivity of thought which
iz pnrt of ite very organian.

Now thot creative drama of human liberntion in terms
nf idens nnd orgnnizntion ns it has eome down in world history
and as it confronts us todmay will either reflect itself in
crganizational growth or our idens will become more abstrnact
than wrros those nf Hegel. And it is not a guestion of the
few 0f us - 4t 13 o question of the humanity that 1s struggling
4o unite theory nnd prnctice in practice and is searching for a
totnl philosophy which all but us deny them.

Ye cannot on the one hand say the maturity of our
nge is proven by the fnet that Subjectivity" las obsorbed
‘Objcetivity", that is tos say, that the allegedly backweord
magscs have aet only mede the revolutions and won freedom from
centuries-old imperinlist domination, but can also rearganize '

-that society on totelly new feoundntions ns they have anbaorbed
01l the science, and the techniques, ond the philosophy, and
ure naking greater strides than the ndvanced countries.

They nre not backwerd. They will win total freedom.,
They cnn industrialize their countriery; handle medern technigues
without ¢npitnlism provided we of the technologleally advanced
.1lends do not let them down, even as the Negro in.the South can
win the atruggle 1f the'North becomes one with them 1in this
2resolve to ence nnd for all end - -discrimination and therchy end
the system that breeds it. Ve cannot say aoll that and yet act
ap’'if the rark nné file workers or the Negroes or the youth
‘are not rendy for Marxist-Humonism, that we cannot cremnte an
organizationnl form for it which would be part of this foruanrd
movement of humanity. - It would only prove that we, not they,
hove becen found wnnting. .

Let's toke a brief look at the heritnge of Merxist
organizntions in order to sce what was nlike in this inter-
relntionship of vhilosophy and politice in all nges - and
what ench contributed that was new in order to see the problems
of todny: the relotionship of svontaneity and other organiza-
tions to the specificnlly Mnrxist-Humaniet one. We have alrcady
derlt with the Humnnism of Marxism in the 1844 period which
culminnted in the Communist Lengue of 148, the yrar of the
European Revolutions, and how in the Manifesto he stressed
thnt the only diffcrence between that orgnnization nnd others
rs well a3 the spontancity is that it hns no interesta apart
from the proletnrint, its only two distinguishing features
being that they follow through the proletnrinn intcrests on a
world-scenlc and fight not only for the immedinte, but for the
historie interestas 1l.u., 2 working-oclnes society.
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1B65~73 is the perisd of the Pirst Internntionnl,
which culminntcd in the Irria Commune, and when that wns
defecated and verlcd tendencies from trade uninnist to anarchist
tore 2t the Internntionnl), HMurw scnd the Firsgt to die o quiet
derth in Americn, strcssing thnat the activity of the proleteriat
dié rot depend on the cxistunce of the organizntion, but on the
cantrery, that netivity would produce.s new form of organizntion
to rnswer the demands of the now period.

Post-larxinn organizations began, internntionnily,

in, 1889 with the esteblishment of +he Secend Internntionnl,
which in Marxism and Freedom I called "The Organizational Inter-
lude” since it had not mnde & creative nanalysis of the present.
the new monopoly stage of capitalism, but merely "populnrized+
Marx, hnd not found & "new subject" - the lower and deeper strata
of the population, nnd dinlectics +eo it remained A polemical
instrumecnt, not a living philosophy. We need not g0 through

its ecollapse at the outbreak of World War I, since we are
stresaing only the relotionghip of srontnneity to organization
and the new thet gave birih %o was the Third Internaticnal baged
on the successful Russinn Revolution and ‘the Humanist concept
"of “to 2 man", which collnpsed with Lenin'a denth and +the
behending of the German Revolutisn of 1923. The atillbirth

thet was Trotskyism followed ané, while it exists in nnme,

is nothing but a whitewnsh of Communism; its actual downfall

wns 19247 when out of the revolutionnry wnves aweeping Eurcpe,
Trotskyism wns inenpnblc of forming # movement truly independent
of Stalinism by its annlysis nf the eclass. nature of Stnlinism,
the new stoge of coapitalism - state capitnlism - and any sesarch
of new atnze of philosophy, the ‘humanism of Marxism for our age.
We could coll 1946-56 the lost deends for, though Trotsky did
rot build, the nany tendencies within it to return to a )
Marxism worthy of. the namc 'either remained inside, or splintered
without unfolding a new boann:r. But it is out of all the ideas,
singly and a3 n totality; thz new politicnl tendency of state
énpitelism born within it cnd then split from it, Tinally did
find the philosophic roctsy, and is now trying to find an or-
ganizationcl form that would reunitc the spontaneocusly formed
organizations and the philosophic-palitical-tendencies.

No otker orgaonization hes so solid a theoreticnl
foundotion. No other organization hrs so few and yet ia 30
~ctive in cvery form of class strusele and intere-racinl movea
ment. No other orpnmization hns such wide internationerl connec-
tions in Turope and in Africa. HNone has hnd s short a time
of independent existencc to prove itseelf. Put since not we,
but the objective movement mets the time, we must make an all-
out effort to renlize in organizational growth what we have
nlready renlized in theoreticnl and political development.

In the Weekly Politicnl Letter (6/21/61) which

commemorated the 20th anniversary of the birth of the state-
capitrlist tendency, I mentioned that, when the pest-war strikes
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and politicnl demonatratians in pest-war Burope and Amerieca,
gave every indieestion thnt i+ would rid itself of caritalism,
it secemed sufficient to levve the tendency be without a com-
bPrehensive restatement aof riiilosophic foundationse, but that the
decade of the 1950's whers the workers wero bteginning to railse
philosophic questions, it no longe~ gufficed - and the tendency
tself split - {p.2) one part "escaning tn 'Pace Replity' with-.
out Narxist continuity, the other (ourselves) moving to a re-
stetenent Loth the Humanism and the American roots in MARXISM
LENE FRLEDOM.Y ®hat was 1955,

Though we are six years old as News & Letters, we
are less than four years old as Marxism and Freedom and, there-
fere, s u Committee whieh unites theory and practice
Now I know how young that -is - not only in history, but even
in my life, as I have been in the movement for a good gquarter
cf n century before then, . —

Once, philosophy and politics were pulled apart,
remaining in the same housze, but in different mensions. '+ It
could not assume any lesting organizational structure thet
ansWwered the needs of the masses and therefore could expand.

If any further proof were needed of this, the atti-
tude to the Cuban Revolution surely showed it since 1t.s8ucked
in even a pert of the astnte capitalist - tendency - thnt
part from which we broke, it is truc.

. But in relating spontaneity to orgenization, as we
are doing for the veriod since Marxism iteelf was born, we
must bring together all the threads of the 8t11lbirth called
Trotskyism which, in its main groupings, split between those
becoming whitewashers for Communism, and those for the other
pole of carital - America - throuzh the Social Democrats,’
and in its splinters is seen to be still without philosgophic
brekhone 50 that, whether as in France, they speak forever of
“spontaneity” and yet attribute laek of organizational growth
not %o themselves to the “'almost to+al lack of political parti-
cipetion on the part of the proletariet", or ns in the United
_States, they hang on to Castro's rhetoric as if thnt were a
rond separate frem Communism.

The new for our epoch which would re-establish

Marxism for our day was the rediscovery of Humaniem because
it, ard it alone, nnswered the questiona posed by the maases
of “What Hoppens After™ and which, philosophically 1s known
#5 the Second Wegation. For the miracle nf history is that
it turns the most abatrect theories inte the evervday needs
of the masses. Just have in mind the monstrosity of present
doy Communism ag you sum up the Humanism of the young Marx:
He culled his philononhy Humanist in order to stress thet no
change in property -~ from private to state = and not even
abolition of capitalism would create e truly human society.
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It was only the first step, the necessory bui tranasitional
communist form. It wss the Tirst negntion of the old society.
Then must first come the second negation, or what Marx called
"positive Hunznism, beginning from itgelf,"

What I am saying is tha%t unlecss there 13 an under-
lying phiiosophy which unites spontaneity and organization
in the traditinn of Marx, all their shout about “newnesa"
only brings them to the old whirlpools.

Now it is true that when the Paris Commune was
dcfeated and all sorts of tendenciee wanted to get hold of
the First International, Marx preferred to send 1t to die in
peace in Amzrieca. It is true thnt, in diseolving the Inter-
. national, he stressed thet revolutionary activity the working-
class dees not depend on the party. Tt is nct true that thase
ravolutionary activities, once begun, do not recreate also that
unique organization which rediscovers its link with Marxism.
Thus the Second and the Third arose, and if the Fourth never
got its benring, it was not because there is no room for a
Fourth -- but because it had no philosophy which fundamentally
distinguished it from the State Flanners.

- From 1544, whén he first stated this philoasophically, -
and through threc decades of prodigious activity which witnessed
the 1848 revalutions, the 186;-65*01vil War in the U.S., the
Paris Commune, ‘both the theory became ever more concrete, whole),
and profound, and the organizations varied, but even in the
perinds when none existed he would speak of "the Party" and.

all he meant was himaself and his collaborator, Engels. That

wns not from conceit: 1t was to stress that they were not
individuals And did not ses themselves apart from the pro-
Tetariet and did not see the prolstariat apart for its self-
organization, whenever that arose to assume formal organization,
ag it did during 1868 in the First Internntional.

Now the Bolshevik party that Lenin hemded, and
that was part cf the Russian Revolution, the part that saw it
succecd, did not perish as Merx sent the First International
to perish, but instead becnne the Btnte Party of the Rulers,

That" put o stop neither to the self~-organization
of the proletariat nor to thc orpnnization that would ‘once
ngain regain Marx's originnl vision of & world made new by
n unique forece which fused thought and action, theory and
practice, philosophy nand revolution into the creative drama
of human liberation. ©On that threshhold, we now stand.

September 2, 1961




