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WELCOME TO THE NEWS & LETTERS CONVENTION, Sept. 5, 1964

Peter Mallory:

Permit me to welcome you once agsin to thls, the fifth Cenvention
of News & Letters. We meet at a time of erisls in the affsirs of men, a time
which we have characterized as a turning opoint in history. We will discuss,:
in the days shead, what this turning point means to eol1 of us,

We will begin orimexily with the crisis in American politics, which
has reached its vurning point under the cross fire between the forces of the
civil rights movement and the whio of the counter-revolutilonary forces in
capitslism, The civil rights movement itself has reached a turning point. It
is no longer adequate to continue the struggle through multiple organizations
which are condugting that struggle without a basic philosophy or political ap-
proach., The next year of the struggle will see these issues resclved, or
the organizations losing ground, .

) Finally, we are st the turning point as an organization. Ne longer can
we be satisfied with merely meinteining an organization to promote our ideas,
We must turn our faces to the masses and institute a growth rate that will. find
this hall inedequate to hold our next convention. It is these matters that
we have come here to discuss.- ' : :

) But before we begin our deliberations, I want to greet our guests at
this gathering. We have with us todsy, *hvee.young visitors from Venezuels,
who have traveled thousands of miles to participate in our discussions as a
mark of internationzl solidarity.

I am reminded of_an event during the Rdéso-Japanese war of 1905, At
a meeting in London of the Second International, Plekhsnov, representing the
~ Russisn Socisl Democrats, met Sen Katayama, representing the Japanese Social
Democrats on the platform.- They shook hands and greested esch other warmly, te'
the spplause of the entire world gathering. All recognized that even though
their respective countries were st war, the internatlonal soliderity of the
working class transcends- all national boundaries. In Venezuela today the word
“American" is usually followed by "imperialist", Yet these young men come here
today recognizing that even in the heartland of Americen imperialism, there is
8 working class group, ourselves, with whom they can discuss their probiems,
knowing that we will understand and work together agsinsc the enemy that we
have in common,

We vegret that our fricnds from Jepan, oand in Argentina cannot also
be with us todey. 4n African student was to sttend, He expressed great joy
when h2 was invited, and made every attempt to get here, but his hosts,
unfortunstely, refused him permission to attend., At another convention, I
am sure he will be here, even as now he transmits our idess back to Africa.

We must slaso strike a tragic note insofar as we must express sorrow

at the loss during the year of one of our founding members. e~ LOUS wa
who wrote "A Doctor Speaks.” His writing was part of the continuing proof
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that Marxism i{s & living tool,which he applied to the field of Medicine. During
the next year, a book of his writings will be published which will not only
honor his memory, but which will demonstrste the link which he established be-
tween medicine and Marxism, Both Marxism and medicine will be richer as the re-
sult of his efforts, In this manner he will always be with us,.

During the summer we were fortunate enough to have Eugene participste
as a poart of Freedom Summer, working and teaching in the heart of Mississippi.
L will not anticipate his remarks, but a full report of bis ectivities and the
role which cur idess and literature played in it, will be given during the con-
vention,

In the days shead we are faced with an election which poses Goldwater
28 a cholce for President, While I &m sure I do .not have to agitate anycne
bere about what a disaster it would be, if, by any chance, he got elected -- the
mere fact that he is running as the candidete of a major politicsl party is
threat enough to show us all the strength of the reaction in the United States.
We shall work te beat back’ that threat, :

The civll rights movement, faced 2s it is with the decision oE where’
‘to go next, made its bid at the nemocratic Party Natlional Convention. Those
who watched 1t on TV know that the Freedom Democratic Party took the world's
attention awzy from capitalist politics to freedom aspirstions, The world
- that watched Rev. King from Tougaloo, as a white Mississipplan who has fully
aligned himself with the freedom struggle, and the Negro Mississipplans, who
told of thelr harassment for trying to vote, knew also that "the vote” wiil by
_ no means end this battle. This, precisely, wes the significance of their par-
tivipetion 1n politics, the proof that demonstratiens and the direct mass fight-
ing for freedom end the anti-Goldwster struggle is not a "for Johnran“ vote, but
a "for E*eedom"act 'action.

It is st this turn!ng point in the elvil rights struggle that the
direct intervention of Marxist-Humanism is of the essence. Last year when we
met in plenum we voted on & new paperback editicn of Marxism -and Freedom, .con-
centrating on the new In the objective situation around "The Challenge of Mao
Tse-tung." This year we not only have the paperback edtion, but also a hard-
cover edition. Here it is, And Tt 1s the new Introduction that defines the
new relanionship between the civil rights movement and Merxist-Humanism this way:

"An age in which 'a little thing' like school desegregsation, can hold
in tow such scientific milestones (as the Sputnik and the six-orbitel entry inie
space) 18 an age in which men's consciousness is preoccupied, not with scientifi:
conquest, but with human freedom.™

it is to this task, then, this human freedom, thal we turn now, as,
in the name of the Resident Editorial Board, I deciare this convention open,
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THEORY AND PRACTICE AT THE TURNING POINT

INTRONUCTIONS Tialectical Methodology, or
Relationship of Mesns and Inds in the Year, 1964

Dally displavs of brinkmanshlp, as in South Viet Nam, or, more
correctly, the bombinz of Nerth Viet Nam, assuwres a crisiz-vidden world of one
thing, and one thing only: tnat ove day, the showman Commander-in-Chief will
push mankind over the brink, into the abyss.

Daily practice of police brutality in the U.5. succeeds oaly in
establishing the fact chat the Norih, as well as the South, is, by no sczident,
an indivisible part of that USA wh'se raaetionary visage the world over stands
for imparialist nuclear domination.

(Who would wish to teke any bets either that the New York Police
Commissicner Murphy is not, in fect, Alebama's Bull Connor, or that "McNomars's
War* in South Viet Nam differs from Mississiopi's war against freedom here? And
who would see any fundamental difference between a New York Grand Jury's exoner-
ation of the killer-cop, Thomas Gilligan, and Mis"issippi's jury freeing By<on
de La Beckwith?)

Daily examples of the so-called white bagklash against Northern
school desegregstion, as led by th2 "Parants and Toxpayers Coordinating Council®
under the. benign non-parent tutelage of Rosemary Gunning, establish an all-too
obvious kinship to the benighted white Scuthern motherhood in Leuisiana that
shouted such profanities at Negro first-graders and indulged in such misconduct
against the one white mother who had the coursge to lead her child to an inté-
grated school, that it became unsefe for her to continue to live in the South, .

Seemingly limitless 1s the depth of degredation of bourgeois white
"America for it has now produced still another phenomenon which, by cémparison,
pales -- or more precisely put, unifies all other manifestation of resction. This
neo-fascistic phenomenon bears the name of Goldwater,

Goldwater's motto seems to be: ﬁr;ng me all YOUT VETry own preju-
dices and I will make rcom for them,

. Fascist Spain,” the Fer Right in France, and in Italy, the neo-Nezis
in Germany were “jublilant when he won the Republican Party's presidential nomina-
tion. As the overwhelming majority in Europe recognized the procession of ghosts
of the Hitlers, Mussolinis, as well as their own compatriots who had boasted they
"could do business" with those modern barbariens readying themselves for World
War II, Europe shuddered.

So did the United States.

The £ad truth, however, is that, while being ageinst Goldwater
will certainly defeat him et the polls in November, this will not uproot the
phencmenon of Goldwaterism, Birchism, KKKism,
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Only proletarian revolutlon can undermine reaction.

Only Marxist-Humanist theory can destroy the Goldwater ideology.
Anything short of this reduces theory to {mpressionism. This is one of the reasons
why the crux of the Resolution, "The Turning Peint", 1s stated quite early as: (p. 4
nNever was there more need for theory, @nd never less comprehension of te."

Despite all the bourgeols and petty bourgeois glanders against Marx-
ists for allegedly believing that any means a@re justifiable to achieve the aim of
a socialist society, the “right" ends are inconceivable without the "right" means,
For Marxist-Humsnists, the self-activity of the masses, as "means"”, and human self-
development, as "end", are one and the same. - i

The methodologlcal basis [or this view wes, in abstract form, ela-
borated by Hegel. Merx, however, had not far to go to concretize Hegel's concept
of history as "progress in the consciousuess of freedom”, . He aimed to make free -
dom & reality, Man, as crestivity,was the "subject” that would achieve this.. The
proietariat was the center of his thinking.:

) . . 1

The revolutlonary simplicity of .the aim and the means spelled out
the humanist society. Preparing onsself for anticipating, and participating in,
the spontaneous outbursts that were dally occurring and that were sure to envelop
the world entailed a dialectical snalysis of existing society, Since life, prac-
tice, was the only possible proof of the validity of dislectics, it.is best to turn
to our own age and its latest phenomenon: Goldwaterism, Here sre the main ressons
why ‘such a methodology is of the essence: S '

(1)Wichout a dialectical approach there is the danger that, no mattexr
" how active anti-Goldwaterites we are, we could ‘be lulled to sleep either by think-
ing that the Yno vote" againnt Goldwoter wiil destroy the phenomenon of Goldwater-
ism, or by an "it.can't-happen-here” attitude, 2 feeling that those who voted for

_ him thus far don't"really"krow what Golduwater stands for; once they do, they will
run to the opposite direcrion, ‘ ' : Co

- In contrast to these "attitudes to objectivity', the dlalectic
approach i1s grounded in the actusl historical development ~- and Goldwaterism 1s
an historlc phenomenon, & terrifying phenomenon, Historic phenomena do not arise
through “error", but are born in response to objective class needs.

(2) At the same time, the dialectic slso prevents us from falling
into the trap either of "popular frontism", or its seemingly total opposite -- ad-
venturism, i.e. guerrille tectics {in life and in thought) -= since both these
political tendencies, though they parade undex s #class line", are shorn of the
needed "means" -- mass seif-activity. Dialecticel development, on the other hand,
either is self-development =~ or it is nothing, :

(3) Because “lsbor, patience, snd suffering of the negative! is
the warp end woof of dialectical methedology, it is & stranger to impatience and
the politics of desperation which characterize pragmetism and the pragmatisia, in
and out of the freedom movement, who would, in desperation, chain the civil rights
movement to the Administration.
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(4) Finally, and sbove sil, the dialectic methodology of Marxist-
Humenism by no means exhausts itself in an analysis of the Goldwarer phenomenon.
It is the only method of anslysis of both the objective and subjective relation-
ships in the national and international situvations in the year 1964, or any
other year.

Since this is the only method of analysis we ever use, it would,
on the face of it, appear superfluous to go Into pasens of praise of dialecties
to a convention of our organization., The reason for doing it nevertheless is that
we have begun to take dialectics "for granted”, which is one way of not practicing
it.

) I would even go so far as to say that some of us experlience what
Hrgel called "the chill of passion” one experiences when he finds that love does
not solve 811 problems, does not satisfy the craving for the "universal" of free «
dom.,

This makes it necessary to restate some fundamentels of Hegelian
methodology, both as the relationship of method to the "Absolute" was onalyzed by
Hegel, and ag recrested by Marx who discoveréd the materiasl base of development
of class societies and, hence, the inevitability of socisiism. A new humanist
society, then, was Marx's "Absolute®” not only as "goal", as "end"”, but as "the
future"” inherent in the present. In & word, the transformation of reallty, is
the core of the dialeutic, tor Hegel and for Marx,

Hegel, in hia time, would fiot brook professions of fEaith in the
Absolute that ceuld not be subjected to the dialectls method because -- and in
this he was uncompromising -- "the truth is concrate®, while a philosophy, shorn
of history, is an abstractlon that lays the ground for "reaction® in place of the
forward movement in the "progress of the consclousness of freedom."

: ' This, vrecisely this, made Hegel's dialectics the indlspensable,
the quintessential methodological [oundation of Marxism. .

Hegel- insisted that "nothing is either conceived or knoun in its
truth except insofar as it is completely subject to the method..." (Sglence of
Logic II, p. 468); he stressed that the negation of the negation "is the turning
point of the movement of the Notlon" (p.477)3 and that "At this-turning poeint of
the movement of the method, the ccurse of cognition also turns upon itself"™ (p.&?a,,
that is to say, it is self-transcendent} objective conditions for freedom and
seif-liberation are inseparable, one from the other, They alone constitute the
Absolute Idea, the unity of theory and practice. "Everything else", wrote Hegel,
"is error and gloom, opinion, striving, csprice, and transitoriness"” (p.466),

Everything else is,

It 1s neceassary to clear away intellectual debris: Neither a psycho-
analytic nor an abstract meterialist approach zen explain the deep-rooted objective
bases of the neo-fascistic Goldwoter phenomenon because both approsches lack whet
Marx called “history and its process'", an Absolute for sny period,
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"HISTORY AND ITS PROCESS™

I. Production, Profits, Poverty

Let us first look at the contradictions in the objective situstion,
Paul Johnson, an editor of the liberal New Statesman, cails prospercus USA
"The Sick Giant™ (issue of 7/17/64) and asks -~ again, the words sre his, not
mine! "Did Marx Have A Point After Al17" As against our radicels whose root-
less brainstorms talk of & workless society as {f that is the problem today,
this British liberal marshals some facts of the day,

With industrial production 30 points above 1957-9, says Mr. Johnsonj
with corporate profits us betwoea 22 to 50 per cent sbcve 1963 (which was not
exactly o depression yet, for industrial and financial tycoons) whiie this yzar
the tax cut slone has poured 51500 million into corporate profits -~ in a word, .
with prespericy at its height ---why, asks Peul Jnhnson, should no less than
1/5-of the population {according to Administration Eigures, and 2/5 asccording
to uvnion figures) live belew tha poverty line?

It 1sn't limited to any single region ~- nc less than 38 miliion
Americans fall into this categery. Nor is it a question only of the unemployed.
The latest study of United Statec income distribution (Rich Man, Poor Man by
Dr. Herman Miller) shows that the shave of income received by .lower income
groups has not chenged in 20 years, and the gsps in incomes between whites and
Hegroes has gotually widened slnce 1957

I

Thus, 1f even we leave out the picture of the world as a whole, ,
(which, of course, 1t')s impossible to leave out, and which shows that the rich
nations are getting richer, and the poor nations poorer, that no less than 3/4
of humanity live in poverty-stricken non-Industrialized tands)} -~ I repeat,
if even we leave out the internstional picture which a Marxist-Humsnist cannot
- leave out,  and concentrate only on the richest nation of the world, the U.5.,
we can still feel Paul Johnson's astonishment as he writes: "There is a pheno-
menon in America which, outside of parts of Southern Italy, is unique among ad-
vanced industrial nations} third generastion unemployed.”

in a word, Marx's analysis of the economic laws of capitallst devei.
opment -~ accumulation of capital at the one end, and accumulation of misery,
et the other end, resulting in "the general absolute law" of capitalist pro-
duction ~- the army of unemployed -- seems truer today than when Marx wrote it
100 yesrs ago.

Now Mr, Johnson thinks that Automstion is one reason, but not the
only reason, This liberal's answer is "Plan", & plan which would assure "greater
growth rate" and absorb the unernploye;l.

We are not interested in Mr. Johnson's ponacea anymore thun we are
interasted in the new technocratic (cybernetic) pansces made by Robert Theobald
in the Auvgust 1964 lasue of Liberstion, about M"a guaranteed income™ and a changed
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"legal system" that would, he essures us, lay "the groundvork for the Great Soclety",
a8 if that could be schieved without a social revelution!

What does interest us is what eludea them: In the case of the less
serious enalyst, the cybernetist libertarian, Rebert Thecbald, we have an escape
from what is. Where, to Marxists, all history, to use the fampus phrase of Bene-
detto Croce, is "contemporery history"” (History As the Story of Liberty, p. 19)
Theobald jumps over all reality., He is too busy talking Frem on high o hesr the
voices from below, whether thess sre toiling inside eutomated factories or are
already in the unemployed ranks. In the case of the more serious, and just as
well-intentioned snalyst, Paul Johnson, his concern with the present, the present
alone, fails to teke into considaracion the historie gpecifics of this "Sick
Giant" -- American capitalism as it co-existed with slavery of which it besrs the
marks to this day. ) )

I1. A Century of Racism and Belatedness

: The belatedness of the abolition of slavery in the U.5. meant that
~the proletarian class was already on the historic scene when the Civil War broke
out. Rpther than fdce the proletarian challenge st the end of the war, American
. copitalism chose to leave Its own revelution unfinished, that is to say, Northern
industxial capital compromised with its battle enemy, the Southern plantocracy snd
consaquently with Southern racism, o

. Later, when monopoly capltalism evolved into lts imperialist stage,
its racism wasn't only "colonial™ like Grest Britain's, but wes also internally
ingrained and reinforced. : '

It is true that the richness of the gountry at the next stege of
development, or, more precisely put, collapse, made it poasible for American, capi-
talism, wrecked by the Depresslon, to save itsilf through s Roosevelt and the New
Deal, xather than destroy {tself through a Hitler and an iryon Gottedamerung.,

World Wer 1I, however, had so shattered West European -capital that
the United States was not only robbed of the spoils of victory, its. very presence

in Europe was also lmmediately challenged, by its erstwhile Russian elly.

The frustretions of having: to give rather than to receive takes
itz toll of the "psychology" both of Big Capital, and the middie class even in
its lower rungs. The end of World War II signalled the beginning of the Cold War,
the launching of Marshell Plan for Western Europe, the Truman program for Turkey
and Greece, "Point 4" for the underdeveloped economies, the loss of China to the
Communists, snd back sgain to another, this time "limited” war in Korea where,
moreover, the mighty, nuclearly armed U.S. was brought to a standstill, This
was an altogether new type of defeat., A new word hsd to be coined to describe
China's victory: brainwashing.

In & word, 1t was neither nuclear might nor nuclear stalemate,that
brought self-peralysis to Americen power., Russia did not then heave the H-bomb,
much less did China or North Kores. The loss was in the struggle for the minds
of men!
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"Anti-Communism', in and of itself, was not a banner which could
mobilize the dmerican soldler for "victory”, much less act as a polarizing force
for Asia, Letin /merica, or Africa vho were soon to begin their struggles or
had olready begun their struggles for independence from precisely such "anti-
Communist’ imperialism.

MeCarthysism, the alleged "magic™ of General Eisenhower, the Nixon
flamboyance of "20 yeers of Democrstic treason”, the slogan of "cleansing out
Communism and corruption" may have won Eilsenhower the Republican nominstion. But
what won him the presidency was "I'1l go to Korea™ -- i.,e., the promise of peace.

Not only was the Korean War the most unpopular war ever in American .
history. Any war feiled to arouse anythlng but revulsion, and not only in the
U-Sn

In 1955 it looked as if there might be war over the Formosa Straits
but Great Britain showed it would not £ight such a war. .

in 1957_Great»BrQCain tried en old-fashioned imperialist war in Suez,
and Elsenhower let it be known the U.3, would not support Great Britain,

Every "small war” since only put nerves on edge that 1t might trigger
& nuclesr war; ealling it "police action" or "peace force" and-flying the UN flag,
a8 1n the Conge, failed to lessén the stench of lmperislist smbitions,

The horrors of a possible nucleer holocaust lajd the foundstion of
8 mass movement such as Campaign for Nucléar Disarmement (CND). Yet it is no acci-
dent that, as sgainst those who, in desperation at the imperialist readiness to
plunge us into war, wished sll other struggle subordinated to CND {then Committee
of 100), we gained adherents to the full Marxist-Humanist position against war and
for a new socienv on the national and international front, especially in Great
Britain and Japan.

" On the ather hand, all decadent cepitalism could glve birth to now
was the John Birch Society!

Until Goldwater gave them respectability, in the 1960's, the

Birchers were little else than a lunatic fringe, almost as much out of "the cepi-
talist malnstresam" as the KKK, Today, however, because Coldwater helped them cap
ture the Rapublican Party, the Birchers gave him an organization too -- organized
lunacy, it is true, but an orgenization of white shirted Instead of white hooded
creatures (although he has the support of the latter, ton}; an organization of
grey flannel suits and super-sophisticated dresses a la Clare Booth Luce in addi-
tion to the organdy of the more obviously elderly women; and an organization and
an audience so large thet Gnldwater had never dreamed he would command anything
1ike It ever since the Army and the Senate finally got sround to censuring his
friend, the late and unlamented Senator Joseph McCarthy. This eudience comprises
the soft underbelly of society,

"The middle class, corrup:ed by 20 years of post World War Il

'preaperity’ and 10 years of post-Korean War brainwashing, whether McCarthyite
or simply 'apathetic’, has produced a new progeny : the uneasy, fragmented, reck-
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less, college-educated sons and deughters, Faseinated and horrified by the sbility
of the automated machine 'to think', these new young intellectuals went to be sure
to align themselves with power -- the state as well 2s the machine power, the "in.
tellectusl™ as well as the capitsl power of Automstion. In a word, they want to
be'in on the kiil' in the hope that they will not disappear with the disappearance
of the labor force.' " (From "The Turning PFoint“, p.3)

111l. The lLayor Force and Revolutionary Theory in the Nuclear Age

Let's take a second look at this labor force and, as we do so, bring
Back the less serious cybernetist gnalyst from his stratospheric conception of a
2% labor force, and have him face repliity:

(1) The latest Depsrtment of Labor statistics show that the United
States has a labor force of 70 million et_work ond some 5 million more out of work.

(2) 58 million are in industry, & million in agriculture, and
another 8 million in services. Since the 8 million in services include maids,
waitresses, grocery clerks, street sweepers, we are quite sure thst, by no stretch
of the imagination, can they all be classed as non-proletarians. ‘But since 2% are
the cheracteristic top, very top, echelons of a capitalists society and those
Big-Capital decision-makers can count on another migdle rung of 8 % of the popula-
tion, we can, for our present purposes, disregerd not only the services, but also
white collar supervisory personnel, o ‘

{3) The bulk and most concentrated of the proletarist are in indus-’
try -~ 17 million in manufacturing, 3 millien in transportatien, 1 million in ex-
tractive industries., This gives us a solid 21 million workers' in production, still
the largest single furce, powerful, cohesive, and so strategically placed in the
economy that they can stop all industrial and military production. . =

(4) Nor can anyone who has ever seen the expleitation of the agri-
cultural workers, or seen a factory-in-the-field, or experienced these “Grapes of
Wrath”, wish to discount the majority of the & million agricultural workers.

Now I do not mean to say that either the industrizl production
workers or the agricultural workers are as pure as the driven snowi nor that
either the native workers or those belonging to ethnic groups have acted as one
unified, revolutionary force and have never participated in the "yhite backlash".

What I do mean to say is that they were not the decision makers in
that backward movement end that, objectively, precisely becsuse of thelr place in
production, and precisely because the open shop Goldwater has, of necessity, to
differ from the racist Wallace in what he chooses to emphasize, the bulk of these
workers are compelled to align with the Negroes if they wish to defeat Goldwater,
And this is precisely what they are doing now.

A story dotelined from Milvaukee, appesring in the August 12 1asue

of the New York Timas, reports, in utter surprise, that the very same racist volces
he henrd among labor when Wallace ran there, are not only hotly against Goldwater
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and want the Negroes with them, but they failed to understand how the reporter
could have thought otherwise,

Our workers in the shops report the same phenomenon. Ho doubt when
labor is quiescent, as It is at the moment, it is hard to remember not only all it
acccmplished historically, but what it did directly after the end of the Second
War War to so shake up victorious American capitalism that the capitalists feared
they would completely lose the battle of labor productivity.

Yet that was thé class battle of the vostwer yesrs and explains the
potency of American labor and the impotence of American power as well as ‘the im-
mobility of bourgeols intellecrusls. The potency of American labor arises from
what it was doing and the impotence of Amerlcan power stems from its faiiure to
achieve its goals, no matter what it did, .

Thus (1) the minute World Wer II was over, labor threw off the
shackle of the wartime no-strike pledge and burst forth in great strikes in all.
basic industries, especislly and unexpectedly 'in power. It was the latter strike
in Pittsburgh which so scered Congress out of its wits that 1t rushed, helter-
skelter, to ensct the Taft-Hartley Law. Since labor had no representation in Con-
gress, the latter could imagine power wss its, to use as it plesseds Production,
however, being inconceivable withouz laber, its potency very nesrly nuilified the
Act in actuality.

: "Then (2) industry got into the act and hit back with automatlon in
the mines. This time the miners came out on general strike, not for a day, or a
week, or a month, but for 9 long, bitter months during which they fought not oniy
capxtal, but rheir own union leaders. This act of mnot letting others do their
thinking for them led te¢ thelr posing the most profound philosophic as well as the
most besic economic question: what kind of labor should men do?

Where the .cybernetists -- in 1951, before the birth of Mews & Letters
we hed?in our own group -- wented us to base dur theory on the type of activity
one would engage in in a workless soclety, we thought, instead, that what the miners
had posed as the question for our day was the stuff of thought and theory.

Cynics may ask: "So what has happened to that genius of a miner who
asked that question? 1 have seen no evidence of & humenist revolution,®

How easy 1t is for cynles to elther forget or wish to skip over,
as something in the distant past, totally Jnapplicable to our day, a decade so full
of philosephic leeps and historic actions as the decade marked, ™The 1930's" !
This is not only the decade of Automation battles which led to our rediscovery of
Marx's Humanism, but, above all, the decade 1n which the intellectuals were to hold
their tongues for & long time while workers bled and died to put an end to the myth
of totalitarisn invincibility,

I &m referring to the East German revolt 1n 1953 in which the workers,

not the intellectuals, gave the lie to the theory thst state-capitalism can brain-
wash people, transforming them into robots not only on the production line, but also
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"in polities, These very workers, by battling work norms, were the real heroves of
deStalinization.. Three years before Khrushchev used the theme 1n a power play,
these workers so shook up the mighty Russian empire as to cause the downfall of
Beria, inspire Russian slave labor in the camps of Vorkuts to dave to revolt, and
by their national and internstionsl revelt, answered in the affirmative the philo-
sophic question that preoccupied our age of state-capitalism: Can man gain freedom
from under totalltarian tyranny?

Three yesrs were to pass between this new page of freedom in history
before the intellectusls, at least the Hungarian Merxist intellectusls, did also
open a new page of freedom, marked Humanist philosophy; but here, too, the revolu-
tionary intellectusls left the fleid while the workers built Workers Councils, and
continued the battle as well as lay the Eoundation of new forms of decentralized
organizations that give us an outline of what the future is likely to hold.

Again, in these three years, precisely becesuse we were, from the
start in 1950 led by the 1mpu{se ve got from the miners' general strike to redis-
cover the Humanism of Marxism,l)weraised it as the philosophy of our day beiore
the Hungariasn Revolution did soj {2) we were able both to anticipate and partici- -
pate in the Negro Revolution in America; (3) we were able to show more than ’
solidarity with the African Revolutigns, that is teo say, we ralsed the philosophl-
cal-political problems that would confront them in the nuclear ege, that would try
to suck them back into the vortex of the world market and the production relations
of world state-capitalism, T

. Just 8s Communist fellow-trevelers did not admit to the existence
of forced laber in the Soviet Union umtil Khrushchey announced the "sbolition® of
those camps, $o0 our pragmatists who saw neither the workers' revolt in Communist
lands, nor the Negro Revolution herej nelther the strength of the Afrlcan revolu-
tionaries whe held no might but the struggle for the minds of men, nor the counter-
revolution just beneath the surface; these Intellectuals are gll too ready to dis-
card "abstract philosophy" for the concrete chaos of the convolutions of their own
- brains as they emerge from the day to day activities, uhrooted in the labor process

and unrelated to theory. , , ' o

On the other hand, our rediscovery of the Humanism of Marxism for
a very much overworked society separated us not only from the cybernetists, who
were few indeed, and from the Existentialists who had » much greater fellowing and
who twisted Marx's Humanism out of jeint snd into their own philosophy of.existence
as having "nelther csuse, nor reascn, nor nccessicy", but alseo from the antl-
ideologists.
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B. PHILOSOPHY AND THE NEGRO REVOLUTION; THE HUMAN ESSENCE VS. SCIENTISM

1. The inti-Ideclogists

One philosooher, coming rather late on the scene to attempt to save

philosophy from the onslaughts of the anti-ideologists (see Henry David Adfken in

: Commentary, April, 1964), frankly states: "Let's not mince words., Out anti-ideo-
logical foxes are no more ‘empirlcai' end no less rhetorical than their leonine
opponents; they are, on broad issucs, merely more indec isive snd more eclectic.”
The "they" referred to is, mainly, Daniel Bell, I agree that Mr. Bell is certain-
ly an sclectic. But, now that the mass movement and its freedom philsophy is
seriously challenging “the white power structure", Daniel Bel}l, far from being in-
decisive, has suddenly become 211 decision.

In the News York Times Maga3ine Section of May 31, 1964, Dr. Bell
asks the Negroes to choose "responsibile” lepders, "skilled politicel brokers”, whe,
ir a "responsible way", should present "legitimate" demands "for bargalning”. He
claims that certain "militancy" is Yselfedefeating”.. He attacks Rev. Galamison for
speaking of "the abstraction of integration', and adds: “With litide heed to plan
or method or recognition of the faet that the demands might simply wreck the educe-
tional system," ‘ o

) In setting down the conditions for bergaining Dr. Bell blasts out
this warning: "Not 21l 1ssues can be solved by politicsl means;" This is.said
after he Fairly ordered the Negroes to present their political demands so that they
can be bargained awasy -- pardon me, bargained over. ' '
. His explenation of why "not all the 1ssues can be solved by politi-
cal means® is this: "The most fundamentsl ones -~ the structure of -the Negre family
and communal life cannot.” Eastland maintalns that very point,

Dr. Bell does not stop here, but at thig point sets off a diatribe
" ogainst the Negro community that must indeed make the out and out segregationist
green with envy. He talks of "the high rate of illegitimacy” emeng Negroes, "the
instabllity" of the home, the lack of “a regular father" so that the child's "self-
image is impaired."

© You tust remember, though it 1s temnting to forget, that this is no
segregstionist, nor even "just" s liberal. Dr, Bell }s a socialist of 1.7 4 4 IS
right wing, it ts true, but socialist nevertheless. In fact, he is the Mexpart"
on American seclalism, and, though anti-Merxist, he "speciallzes" i{n Marx!sm,
Indeed, it lg precisely because he knows that the war against Commun¥am cannot be
von without winning the struggle for the minds of men, that he more truly repre-
sents the academic community than the majority {n it that concerns itself only with
its own not-too-interesting, not-too-liberal, very, very careerist and jumbled
personal lives.

To the latter, it simply comes naturally, to brainwash the youth

because these members of the academlc community are so much part of the organism
of the system, that they are ignorant of any other {deas but those of iprivate
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enterprise” . But since this is done unconsciously, they do not know how to deal
with the resistance of the youth who rebel against the status quo, much less in-
spire youth to give their lives for thelr country.

And beceuse the Bells know they must at leésty try, and because they
8o try, one cannot help but gag at the putrefaction that passes for Westeérn thought.

It 1s too heavy a burden for the civil rights movement to bear,

1I., The Buman Essence vs, Scientism

. it is a fact of history, of yesterday's as of today's, that intel-
lectualy, even when they join the proletarian movemnent, nevertheless bring with
them, precisely because Lhey have no solid élass reecs, seeds of possible counter-
revolution within the revelution, There is nothing evil in this; It is on-objec-
tive fact, : :

- A Harxist intellectual knows this and therefore he worke hard, with-

out let-up, daily struggling not to forget, for a single instant, his petty-bourgeois .
class origin which may suddenly erupt in his thought., No duestion of betrayal or
‘disloyalty is involved. ' What is involved is this: at every crigis, when solutlions
are sought, the classes react from opposite fundamental vantage points. The bour-
geois theoreticisn faces reslity without the revolutionary intervention of the
-masseg; his answers involve "mechanical® solutjons. Once the revolutionary theore-
tlcian loses sight of the ‘revolutionary intenention of the messes as the only means
of resolving the crisis, his answers must,qpproximbue the bourgeis selution. . In-
,deed, he often anticipstes it precisely because he is a Marxist and does go to the
root of matters. And the root of the matter in this case is that he faces the

crisis in an abstract materislist manner,. i.e,, without theiteality of class struggle.

It was so when the revolutionary martyr, Rosa Luxemburg, stepped
off for a single instant from the Marxist theory of accumulation of capital -- and
ended up in anticipating the next thought of capitalist "undercongumpt {onisa™t the
Keynesian revolution in economic thought, A :

: : It was so when Nikolai Bukharin laid the theoretic basgis for Stalin-
ism or "socialism {n one country", which turned out to be an anticipation of the
next stage of world cepitalist development: state capitalism. Read his Econcmics
of the Transitjon Period and see the seeds of it there, and understand why Lenin
concluded that, althougiBukharin was the party*'s main theoretician, he ‘'did not
fully understand the dialectic,” (Note I mention only revolutionaries, not reform-
ists, much less liberals,) ' '

The temptation to flee from the specific form of an anteagonism to
some abstract Absolute like revolution seams to be overvhelming., This ls our
methodological enemy now. '

Because Marx never succumbed to this temptation, but extracted svery-
thing from the given stage until the existing, live contradictions forced a transi-
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tlon to another stage, he could make the next cognitive leap which met the prole-
tarian challenge, like the 8 hour day as a philosophy more concrete than the
Declaration of the Ryghts of Msn or the lower snd deeper strata as the propulsion
for the forward movement of humenity beyond the Paris Commune.

lukacs was absolutely right when he viewed scientism as but one
more form of reification which deprives man of his specific human essence and
identjfies him with things., For sltogether too long have scientism and mechanism
substituted for thought and human aspirations.

Consider Norbert Wiener, the scientlst who first wrote of cyber-
netics and the “slave labor" it entails. Prof. Wiener soon changed hls mind when
the industrialists convince him they knew how "to apply" the new technological,
so-called "information revelution”, thet Ear £rom producing slave labor, would
“lighten toil and transform society from one of production to one of "consumption.”

Look now, how quickly-Dr. William E, Pickering's mood chenged from
one of depression to one of elation, When, in 1959, he sent sloft the firat U.S, .
“Explorer", he spoke with great pessimism about the nsture of the scientists, say-
ing it didn't really matter who -~ Russia or the U.S. -- first pushed that nucléar
button, ‘humanity was at that po point "one half hour™ away from total annihilation,
But by 1964, although that half-hour 'has lessened to & few minutes, he is all sglow
about the possibility of besting the Russians to the moon.

In the fi:st‘case; he begged us to sppeal to "common man" for "a
new unifying philosophy”., In the second, both the unifying philosophy and common
men have totally diappeared from Dr. Pickering's pronunciamentos!

We have come a long wﬂy from the stsrting point of the Goldwater
phenomenon as analyzed by others and by.us, We have reached our own philosephic
positions not by a mere return to roots; as basic as that §s, but as a constantly:
new and developing, changing approach to reality,

Anyone who thinks "isms" are for Eurcpe or Asia or Africa, but not
for the USE, better take & second look at those who tried to grab the headlines
~during the Harlem and Bedford-Stuyvegsnt demonstrations -- and wished they could
claim also Rochester, New Jersey and wherever spontanecus outbursts may occur.
There was a man nzmed Epton in Harlemn; there were leaflets on the streets ~- no
doubt some of them, like the one on how to make a Molotov cocktail were forgerles.
These calculated forgeries, however, vied with radio blasts from Cuba and China
that sounded almost like the forgerles,




111, MarxisteHumanism vs. Maoism

Now L do not know who Epton is, but T do know that bhe does not have
either the economic or state power Mao wields. '

I do know his ideas therefore are no cover-up for any ruling class.

I think we can further assume that he lives in Harlem, knows the
true relationship of forces between the demonstrators and the power structure, and
that the sone thing would be not to court such massacres if the masses listened
te him, which they didn't; nor to march with all 26 of his foliowers to the police
station jn face of all the real demonstrators- saying "No" -« again if he 1s at all
interested in the masses controlling their own destiny,

Why then the adventurism -~ and "the legal case" 7

: It is, once again, our state capltalist age with its administrative -
mentality, the conceit of its intellectusls that sll can be done from gbove, and
masses are just things after all! In 118 own way, therefore, it is not only a
demonstration of how not to think. It is proof of one new truth we have learned
only since Maolsm and his guerrilla tactics revesled a8 uew variant of state-capital-.
ism: the willingness to take pover and c¢lass cellaborationsim are no longer appo-
Sites- ' 7 .

Were we even to disregard Mao's @@vious rise to power on the class-
collaborationist slogan of “the bloc of .four classes", and his first year in.power
which he himgelf designated as & sort of "state capital ist" "peopla's republic” --
and neither these facts nor his variant theory of Communlst monolithism can be
disregarded -- but were we even, for the moment, for our present limited purposes,
to disregard the non-proletarian ways to Communist power in the pre-1950*'s, all
we would have to do to see the truth of the statement that willingness to take power
and tlass-collaboraticnism are no longer opposites is to view the Commumnist Parties
of Indonesia and Japan, : -

In the first case, the head of the Communist Party, Mr. Aidit, supports
Sukerno. In the second case, the Japanese Communist Party is agaimst the Japanese
rulers, and so closely follows Mao's "'revolutionary" line that, in disregard of
the feelings of the great messes who suffered a nuclear holocaust, it also opposes
even the limited Nuclear Test Ban Treaty Khrushchev signed.

"Yet in both cases, those who sim to come to power with possible
help of nationalist rulers, and those who must make a clean “revolutionary” sweep --
openly and opportunistically state that proximity asccounts for their sllegedly
principled stand. Were their -borders nearer Russia's, as Aidit pur it, thelr posi-
tions would differ,

In a word, all aim for power without any concern for the masses,
They are bitterly opposed to the self-activity of the masses end spontaneity which
vould make "willingness to take power" gynonymous with proletarlan power and
destiny in one's own hands.
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What this means, in the context of the USA and the Negro Revelution,
where power is still a long way off, is that everyone, from the Khrushevite Commun-
ists to Malcolm X, and From the Macists to the Freedom Now Party is preying on the
movement, All are ready for the grandstand play, the ordering from sbove, None
is carrying on a dislogue from below.

You will later, in the M(ssissippi Report, hear how we are continu-
ing what we have always done in working with the masses and in carrying on the
dialogue, It is by no sccident that you will haar the report from our L.A. youth.
This is why our Resolution streeses the point chat "the youth work is to be con-
centrated where it came to be on its own®” both in publishing The Marxist-Humanist
and in its activity in other organizations. Here I wish to limit myself to the
relationship of philoscphy to the civil rights movement at this criticel turning
point,

1t is certainly not & question of getting biack and white unity for
the election ~~ both the labor buresucracy and the civil rights teadership will do
that; the worry is that they will thereby chain the Negro Revolution to the Demo~
cratic Party.

. For example, even those whe did not agree to call off civil rights
demonstratlons for this perlod -- CORE did not, and all certainly have put on 'a
" magnificent demonstration at the Democratic Convention -- have no comprehensive
philosophic revolutionary banner to unfold and no established leaders believe’
one. Thereby precisely they are creating a void -~ as was seen clearly enough
during the demonstrations when the messes everywhere showed they do not wish the.
civil rights movement confined -~ they are creating & vold, I repeot, that the
Communists of one sort or variety, or the Nationalists of one sort or variety, will
attempt to fiil -~ and might succeed unless Marxist-Humanism makes its appearance
in 1life as well s in theory, ' .
Hence, of the cssence is how to Concretize, always to concretize
further, this philosophy of freedom. ‘

\

Heretofore we expounded Marxist-Humanism, in its American roots,
mainly as a direct line from Marx's aid to the Abolitionist and the cause of the
North in the Clvil War through the manner in which he expounded this principle in
Capitel: " Labor in the white skin cannot be free so long &s 1abor in the black
skin 1s branded,” This remains of the essence. o

Now, however, we wish to bring in a new element from the young Marx,
not the 1844 Manuscripts which have been published in English finally, but the
essay on the Jewish Cuestion which preceded these 1844 Essays.

It goes without saying that we continue to expound, as we 2lways
have done, that Marx's Humanism cpposed not only capitalism, or oppression of men
by man, but vulgar communism which thougit all ills would be eliminated once
private property was abolished. iarx, on the contrary, as we all know very well,
held that until that which was most degrading -- the division between mental snd
manual labor -- was abolished, there would be no new soclety. Communism waa_not
the form of a humanist soclety. :
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It ts as an integrsl part of the development of his conception of
2 bumanist society that he first wrote the essay on the Jewish Questlion. Because
that stressed the difference betueen political emancipation and human emancipation,
this 1843 Essay has special relevence for the underlying philosophy governing our
sctivity in the civil rights movement, I therefore wish to quote some lengthy
excerpts, beginning with his criticism of the left Hegelian, Bauer:

“Bayer's mistake lies in subjecting only the 'Christian state', not
the state ss such, to-eriticism: He does not investigate the relation of political
emancipation to human emancipation.”

. "The splintering of men into Jews snd citizens, into Protestancs
and citizens, this splintering is no lie agalnst the bourgeois state, it is no
reversel of political emancipation, it is political emancipation...

"Political emancipation is to be sure a great progress, but, of
course, it 1s not the last form of human emancipation...

"poltical emancipation is the reduction of man,..to a member of
bourgeois society ....The vote is the last political form of recognizing private
property.’ , : . ’

But what 1s necessary, continued Merx, is not mere emancipation from

feudal society, but from all class society: "...the so-called Rights of man,- as
distinet from the rights of the citizen, are nothing but the rights of members of
bourgeois society, e.g. of egoistical man, of man separaced from man and from
community ... Man was therefore not freed from religlon, he received religious -
freedom, He was not freed from property, he recelved freedom of propecrty. He was
not freed from the egoism of trade, he received free trade." .

Then Marx drives his conclusion home: "Only when the actual indlvi-
dual man takes back into himself the abstract citizen and has. become, as individunl
man in his empirical -l1ife, in his $ndividual. labor, in his-individual relations
a specles essence} ... only when man has recognized snd orgenized his own Forces
as social powers and therefore no longer separates from himself social power in
the form of political power -- only then will human emancipation be completed."

. This distinction between political and humsn emancipation has
achieved more, not less relevance, since it was written, It is so not only in
relationship to the Negro Revolution}.it is so beceuse political emsncipation,
even when proletarisn revelution makes it s historic new, can, and as the Russian
Revolution showed, does gat twansformed into its opposite, unless it brings with
it ‘& new human dimension and therefore & new society whose only motive force is the

gelf-development of man,

No one here needs to be told that the vote, if even the Negro ever
fully schieves it in the South, will solve nothing., It is either a marker on the
way, or it is a dead-end,

To make sure it becomes nothing of the sort, it is necessary not only

to develop the struggle and see its momentum expand} it is necessary to achieve
unity with the philosophy of freedom called Marxist-Humanism, which, in turn, must
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be enriched and concretized,

Therefore, to be noted, 1s how, in the case of Marx, the general
principles of human enoncipotion established in the 1843 Ersay on the Jewish Ques-
tion became enriched the fullewing year in the Humanist Easays, but became con-
cretized in the Negro Quastion and the Civil War in the United States; how it then
developed from the general theoretical principles in Capitrl, both on the philo-
sophy of the 8 hour day and the relationship of white and black ilsbor, to the par-

‘ticulars of such minoritles as Jews in Ezat London, Irishmen, newly arrived peasants
from the country to the big city who were outside of the British trade union feld,
but to whom the First International could eappeal directly, The very self-liberation
born ocut of the Paris Commune led to the new universl "lower and deeper” into che
population in general end the proietariat in particular. -

Ever wondrous is the way of the dialectic when you realize that it
was not the politice nor the organization built on Marxism that led to the "dis-
‘covery” of this new universal. It was Lenin's rereading of Hegel on "absolute
negativity", "self development”, " zelf-transcendence”, The key to this is, of
¢ourse, once again, what Merx called "Hlstory and its Process"j negatively as the
downfall of the Second Internationgl, positively as the Irish Revolution and pro-
letarien fevolts yat to be. '

. ' Moreover, this "lower and deeper®, wam not only the pathway to the
Russian Revelution; it was the road the day after when Lenin's further concretiza-
tion of it as the population "to a man” guided him in fighting not only the incipi-
ent ‘bureaucracy, but his ‘Bolshevik colleague's falure "fully to understand that
dialectic" and thus endanger the development of the Revolution within Russia and

beyond its boundaries,

‘ And finelly, it led to 3 new departure in thsory on the Colonial
Question. It'is not that Marx did not declaim against the colonialism of his day.
On the contrary, he went so far as to write this staztling today-ish thought of
the relationship of the Chinese.peasant revolt to the European proletarian revolu-
tion: . : :

"It may seem a very strange, and a2 very peradoxieal assertion that
the next uprising of the people of Europe, and their next movement for republican
freedom and economy of government, may depend more probably on what is now passing
in the Celestial Empire, «- the very opposite of Europe, -- than on any other poli-
tical cause that now exists, -- more even than on the menaces of Russia and the
consequent likelihood of a general European War." (On Colonialism, p. 15)

It is a fact, however, that, in Marx's day, the proletarian revolu-
tions covered Europe, and, therefore, concretely the colonial revolution was not
developed into a theory of nationsl and colonial revolutlons. On the other hand,
the defeat of the German Revolution of 1919 while uprisings in the East did give
a global view of revolution did prompt Lenin te 2 new theory, a new philosophic
category. And this was our departura.

It was no accident that we alone were in the 1943 Demonstrations in
Harlem with a philogophy; that we ulone recognized, in the Montgémery Bus Boycott
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the beginnings of the Negro Revolutuion which we placed alongside of the Hungarian
Revolutionj end that we alone ave ready to move from our productions 1ike Freedom
Riders Speak for Themselves and American Civilization on Trial to establishing a
sub-genter in New York.

1f that hed not flowed from our Resclution on the Turning Point,
we would now have to empirically make such a motion. It is good, therefore, that
theory and practice are not for apart where one feels the pail of the future.

‘€. ORGANIZATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR THEORETIC POSITICNS:
. . TNDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR CRGANIZATION

When we speak of the Turning Point we méan not only the objective
situation, nor only that subjec tive awareness was caused by the whip of the counter-
revolutien. & Turning Point hes been reached not only because the labor bureaucracy
is using labor's anti-Goldwater feelings to chain labor to the Democretic Party,
nor, even, only because the HNegro Revblutian‘has come to the cross-roads,

All these are of the essence, but, for us, the turning point also
signifies a turning point in the development of our organizstion.
. ) The 1950's form the Great Divide -~ I should not need to add that
Great Divides do not occur either in nature or in man's history every day of the
year -- the Great Divide in thought as in production; in the liberation of the
colonial world and 4in the craation of a nuclear stalemate; in the anti-war struggles
in general and in particular sgainst any flirtation with nuclear war. .

) } ‘Japan, which alone experienced atomic destruction, ané the popular
frontism against it which led nowhew, has shown especially Bignificant searches
for a total philosophy. Being an Asian land, the adherents of Marxist-Humanism
there know full well the need for a fully comprehended Marxist-Humanist stand on
wor -- indeed part of our Resclution on War and Peace is reproduced in the new
chapter on Mao that they have published in their edition of Marxism and Freedom.

v

In a word, it is important to know the txuth 6E the international
and naticnal relations resulting not only from the discovery of nuclesr power,
but of humenity's powerful thrust foxr freedom. :

Thus (1) the nuclear stalemste resulted not only because of the "near
equality” of the nuclear powers: Russia and the U.,5., but

) (2) the stsndstill was forced upon both nuclear powers by the devel-‘
oping Afro-Astan-Latin American Revolutions. The phenomenal result, therefore, is

that

(3) at home -- whether that home be Ryssia or the U,S. ~- the 'nuclear
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power is Impotent for there is no way to drop the bomb Monly" on workers, or "anly"
on Negroes, "only" on the youth, Therafors the home capitalists cannot, in fightin

———==_Oo= TIC Nome capitalists cannot, in fighting
against the total reorganization of society where sll the movements are toward
human freedom, use nuclesar weapons here,

It is here, therefore, where the total reorganization can begin.

This does not, nowever, mean either playing down the revolutionary
role of werkers in & non-nuclear land, or excluding other revelutlonary sections
of the population =« whether these be majorities in colonial countries, minorities
in advanced countries, or youth in sll lands,.

No one can know in sdvance whare or when a revolution begins, Marx
thought it would begin in Great Britain, but it came First in Russia, Lenin hoped
it would come next in Germany, and then realized that the only way to overthrow the
whole of capitalist imperiallsm may be from the Emst, rather than the West,

No one knows, No one gan know,

. Whot we do know, what we must act upon, is that our activity, our

unfoldment of a banner, a philosophy, an organizetion remains our responsibility.

"In a word, the manses will do what they will do, The only way ve can assure that
there finally be a fusion of philosophy and revelutien is through cur participation

and therefore quintessential is our daily activity as sn organired body of thought
#nd action, : : ‘ .

‘ , ' A while back I stated that the Humenism of Marx's Egsay on the Jewish
Question has shed a new light on the differance between political and human emanci-

. pation in the Negro's goals,. Tt was clear, I hope, that it would do so if we make
it our business to bring that new qility into our functioning in the civil rights
movement as well as in trade union organizations, not to mention our own organiza-
tion and its publications, ' '

. That is why the axis of our thesis as well aa its polnt of proof is
organizational responsibility for theoretle positions, which we have always prided
ourselves upon since we first organized, And the individual reaponsibility for the.
organization now becomes the very reason for being an organized political=philosophic
tendency, : .

The fact that we are not a party nor lay claim to being one camnot

- by any streteh of imagination sbsclve us of reaponalbllity for a body of thought,
or, perhaps I ghould have said a philogsophy == a Marxist-Humanist philosophy -- that
has a body, a form of being as well as 2 form of expression. )

The crux of the diatectic 1s the dialectical relationship of subject
to object in the process of history, History 14 of today's making by live m¢n in
their rolationships wikth other men, through struggles, class atruggles, freedon
atruggles, struggle of the future inherant in the present to come to the suxrface,

to becowrs the actual.

: We become molders of history when both our mags activity and theoretic
activity get spelled ot as individual responsibllity in a way which eveses diatince
tion between subjective and objective, batween mass and organigation, betwean ranks
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and leaders, between philosophy and revolution.

Everyon2 of us laughs at the disintegration of Trotskylsm which
has ended in Trotskyist teilending everyone from Mao to Mzlcolm X.

‘ But does any one think we are immune from degeneration merely be-
cause our theory is superior? That it certainly is, and this cercainly zoes a long
way toward maintaining our historis right to be the 1link of rontinuity with the
Humanism of Marxism,

Unless, however, that theory has people who practice it daily;
unless both what Hegel, in philosophic terms stated as the organization of mind's
realm, and what Marx, in his oun life,repregenced when he called himself and Engels
"The Party"; unless individually we grasp the new dimensions in history along with
the theoretic positions gstablished since we developed the theory of state-capital-
ism in 1941, and a decade later brought it to fruition in the philosophy of Marx-
ist-Humanismi uniess, in a word, we as individuals practice Marxist-Humanism, not
even the greatest activity, in Harlem, or -in Mississippi; in L.A. or in Mjlwaukee;
in Detroit, or in Glasgow} in Philadelphia, or Tokyo, will do more than - '+
result in tailending rather than in organizstion building. :

. it is not the shouting from roéftops.that is required., It is the
patient building of a Marxist-Humanist organization that is needed. I do not
doubt that at this turning point of the organization, every one will rise to new

- heights, : . .

The sct of bringing Marxist-Humanist truth inte being will, of
necessity, mean the growth of the organization to- the point where it coalesces with
the mass movement in cthe constriction of ‘a new world of freedom. But no one cen
make a blue print as Dick is finding out daily, as Johnny and Inez will £ind out
when they leave the center and are on their own in N.Y.3 as Saul and myself are
sure to find out as we work 6ut the relations of local &nd sub-center to center
and other organizations} to individuals, in and out of the civil rights movement, -
in-and out of the academic world, or in the political one, The New York local
and sub-center will be what we all make of it. The proof of the correctness of
"the line" will be the organization's growkh; the proof -of incorrectness its
fellure. 0lga will deal with this in the Organization Report, and Ssul in his-
report on the Marxism and Freedom paperback . Let me just say here that the com-
pulsion "te do right"” comes not from organizational dictates, but from the ob=
jective situation. The Resolution on the Turning Point phrases it as follows:

"Nearly 20 years after the end of World War II -- a full generation
has grown up! ~-= and yet look at our "new" nonfascist world: 20 years after the
British Empire began its dissolution with Indis winning its independence; 15 years
after Tito broke from Stalin, and Mao won power In China; a decade since the end of
the Korean War and true deStalinization was begun by the East German worle rs, who
first put an end to the myth of invincibility of Rucsian totalitarianism -~ a new
stage of freedom which was climazed in that orbit by the 1956 Hungarian Revolution;
some 7 yesrs since a whole new world was opened by the African Revolutions that
sc enveloped whole continents that even in the mightiest imperialist empire == the
United States -~ Cuba tore sway free, not to mention the Negro Revolutions right
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within this country; all these world-shaking events, and yer, and yet, capitalism
is still so firmly in the saddle that it can exude a new form of resaction.

*fn Europe there is DeGaullism; in the United States Goldwaterism;
the Sino-Soviet conflict signifies, not a break from state-capitsalism, but within
it, for the domination over the new third world of newly independent countries
aspiring to establish themselves on new foundationg, During the same period, the
Cuben Revolution was so diverted from its humanist channels that Cuba is now hardly
more than a satellite of Russia.

wPar Ffrom 2cting a2s @ beacon for the whole of Letin~America, as it
did in the first year of revolution, it now, as in VYenezuela, offers so shabby an
alternative to Betancourt "democrscy” and undiminished American imperialist domi-
nation, that the Venezuelans rejected Fidelismo. Must we thzn in the United States
nevertheless fail vietim to the gravitationel pull of pseudo~revolutionlsm -~
Maoism, Trotskylsm, Fidelismo,. “pure" CPism? This, indeed, is the only alterna-
tive when one looks for escape, instead of true liberstion, which can only be
achieved where there is a unity of the movement of 1iberstion and the philosophy
of liberation, ® (The Turning Point, p.8)

i Philosophy 1is of the essence not in any sbstract way but because
of objective compulsions. New dimensions of history were created by mass explo-
sions that shook up the world and showed that human aspiretions, freedom's call
can bring to a standstill the two mighty huclear titans -- Russia and the United
States -~ each f£ighting for world domination, But absence of nuclesr might also
worked to make Mao's usurpation of Marxism sound llke revolutionary thunder from
the East, Only through the dialectical method can this. sophist's pretentions
to Marxist philosophy be destroyed, even as it was only through Hegel's dialectic
method that Hegel's reactionary statist views were destroyed by Marx.,

‘ . Every one of us must internalize the dialectical'method to the
point where it becomes one's own. ; :

Only -in this way can we carry on all organization work as well as
publishing of News & Letters; ell international correspondence as wall as writing
pomphlets; theoretical as well as organizetional self-development -« and all this
without the National Chalrman who should, once and for all, get the time to settle
down to work on the new book and eny trips, possibly one to Japan, that this would
entail.

Only in this way can we concretize oiganiza:ional resppnsibility
for theoretic positlons as individual responsibility for organization,

Only in this way can we impsrt a new quality to our functioning
in g;her organizations. .

Only in this way can we aid in the regroupment of Marxist forces
on the international scene and thereby also destroy the Trotskyist pretentions
to historic continulty.

Oniy in this way can we establish a sub center in New York that will

take 1ts rightful place both in local activity and as national, and aven world,
market place of ldeas,
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Merlesu-Fonty's profound definition of shilosophy holds heres

“philosophy is not the reflection of a pre-existing truth, but,
like art, the act of bringing the truth into being."

Now, it is true that this sct can nelther erise ouf of thin eir,
or through the belabored convelutions of # sctentistts mind, much less be super-
imposed from above by an intellectual bureaucrat,

1t is true that the unity of the objective and the subjective can
historically teke place only when it enters the consciousness of millions,for the
masses alone can transform reality. .

. It is no less true, however -- and history shows this,too, to be
a fact ~- that & theoretic grouping, such as ours, steeped in history, and revolu-
tionary theory and practice, can become & propellent, For that bumanist goal, the
act of bringing truth into being must be the act of each and every one of us here,
and must begin now. : . ’

Sept. 5, 1964 1 ) -~ Raya Dunayevskaya

L




EXCERPTS FROM CONVENTION DISCUSSION ON PERSPECTIVES REPORT

Olga: it reslly shakes you to suddenly realize that "a superior theory is no
guarantee', At our last Plenum, 1 remember that what impressed me most, and
what I took my ten minutes to speak on, was the fact that it is the organiza-
tion that makes each of us, individuslly, the inheritors of the whole past and
development of the organization. So that, while we might only have joined
yesterday, everything from the history that Rays represents to the experiences
that Eugene has just gone through, becomes our history, and our experilence, col-
lectively., ’

That is still true, but it is only part of the truth, and since the
truth is the whole what is even more important this year is what the thesis put
this way: "the generstion that has not psrticipeted in the elaboration of theory.
but satisfied itself with beginning and ending with the results previously a-
chieved, only succeeds. in turning past achievements into nothing more than 'a
pillow for intellectusl sloth'," - ’

One of the easlest ways to see how wrong you can go by taking the "re-
sults" end not bothering to try to understand the "process” by which these -
analyses were arrived at, is to look at all the groups and individuals who
sccept state-capitalism as the economic ers we are living through «« and. yet
the differences in their conclusions and their activities. And it is not &
matter of grafting a theory of "humenism" onto state-cepitalism either. That;is

- not what distinguishes us. What distinguishes us is seeingthe ingeparaebility
of Marx's philosophy from his econemics.

Even more frightening are the wild theorles that are possible when one
loses the class line, and becames so overwhelmed by the power of state-capitale~
ism and 8o angry that the workers have not yet made the revolution, that he
may even wind up inventing out of his head an entirely new class to "make the

_revolution,? .o ’ ’ : ' ' - e

Never was it so clear that "never was there more need for theory anﬁ

never less comprehension of 1t,"

I believe that workers have s lot more respect for, and therefore un-
derstanding of "theory" then intellectuals do, Because understending begins
with respect and wanting to understand. Part of the reason intellectuals have
less respect for (end understanding of) theory than workers is what we have
often pointed out == that they think they understand the big words, and satlsfy
themselves that they understsnd the concept when all they really understand are
the definitions of words, and not the meaning of ideas, And part of it is that
workers don't have to struggle to keep on the class«line, as middle-class intel.
lectuels do -- it just comes instinctively to them. There isn't & worker in
the world who is going to be convinced that the workers are enjoying a life of
abundance, or that unemployed workers cease to exist as humenbeings and should
not be counted as part of the proletariat, or the statistics about "2%" or any
of the rest of thot 1ine,
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‘But even though workers are blessed with a sort of built-In safeguard
about not going off the deep end as easily as Intellectuals seem able to do,
that does not mean that they do not need theory as much as the intellectuals do.

It 1s very sad to see that several of our worker-members were not here
to listen to the Perspectives Report this morning -~ for whatever "good reasons*
they might have. Eugene's report on Mississippi this afternocon will be an ex-
citing, and important, report -- but ir was placed after the Perspectives Report
for very good reasons =~ and in An important cense, it will imcomplete without
being hesard in the context of Raya's presentation, This is one of the most ur-
gent problems the Detroit local will have to discuss, so far as I am concerned.

The Thesis took up all that happened in the 20 yesrs since World War II.
We here in this room have lived through these things in our own brief life-times,
most of us. And there isn't one, not even the youngeést in the room, who has not
lived through those things that have happened just since the writing of Marxism
and Freedom -~ not even ten years: the Hungarian Revolution, the Africen. Revo-
lutions, the Cuben Revolution, the Negro Revolution. There has certainly not
"been any let up in revolutionary situations, but not one has been a succesaful
revolution in the sense of estébllshing 8 truly new society., They have certain-
ly proved in life what Marxism and Freedom proved in theory, and that is why
the new Igtroduction to MA&F could sum up all the events since the book was
first written in five short pages, What is more importent, however, is chat

the new Introduction also relates all this which has happened to.the question of

the future as weli. That is what makes the new Introduction so imparative for
the Freedom Mpvement today, especially the Freedom Movement lere in the United
States. To me, it also proves the urgency for the NEXT book, now. K
The new book will revelve about what Reya .says is "the-second negetivi-
.ty". To me that means that the thing that must be broken down now is not
just the overthrow of the old, but the creation -- and continuity =~ of the new.
The smashing of the old is the easiest part of the job, That wes one of the
main points 'in the Afro-Agian pemphlet., It says almost precisely that on p.8,
of you want to look it up. In fact, that is whet makes the pamphlet Bo pertinent
‘to today, even though it was written in 1959, It ls because first of all it is
2 pamphlet on the ideologies involved in the Revolutions, not & description of
the revolutions themselves -~ and that, I finally discovered, 1is the reason the
pamphlet had to have that "interminably long” title. Whet makes the pamphlet
so much more important today than when it was First written 1s that those revo-
lutlons remain In so unfinished & state that the theoretical warning in the pam-
phlet are truer now than when the revalutions were so new and glowing and so un-
worried about where they were going to go next.

The need for theory is even more gripping to us, who live in the United
States at a time when the Civil Rights movement must start really worrying
about where it wants to go next, Because the Far Right certainly has no doubts
about where IT wants to go. Nobody has to tell the Negroes that Goldwater is the
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enemy, But Goldwater is & let more than simply an enemy of civil rights,

and overcaming the enemy 1s a lot more difficult than just defesting him at the
polls on November 3. It is also a lot more difficult than simply uniting

white labor with the Negro freedem fighters. It is a metter of uniting white
labor and the Negro masses with the need for a new kind of scclety altogether,
That is why it is so important to see that the real enemy is the methodological
one,

Eugene: I want to discuss "Organizational Responsibility for Theoretical Posi-
tions®. I don't know whether Raya has ever given a spezch on it, but she has
talked several times in Los Angeles, In informal discussions, about some of the
mistakes that Trotsky made. And one of them -- besides supporting Russia ~- was
that he seemed to spend all his time in personality fights, with Cannon, or somz2-
body else. . In other words, his main interest seewed to be in the personalities
in his own porty, or parties related to his, and not in adding to the theoretical
heritage that Marx end Lenin had left. #s & result he last a lot of the conti-
nuity that he had with Lenin because he wasn't willing to take on the serious

job of preducing a theory as Lenin had done, but spent his time in factioral dis-
putes instead. : : o )

We come now. to our sge. Oyr Nationel Chairman has said -- more strongly
to the REB than to the organization as & whole -- that she is going to take the
time to write her new book, come hell or high water. The vhole preponderance -
since News & Letters was founded was this whole 1dea of buiiding a theory, be-
cause if we couldn't make it, moybe the next generation would. The point was to
build on Marx and Lenin's heritage, and maybe the next generation could build on
what we had laid down here, ‘

- I'm afraid I'm always the pessimist, and I don't think there's going to
be too wany more genarations going the way that we are going. Also, I'm not
willing to give up & new society to the next generatlon. want to toke it for
cur generation. ' '

This is our role as an crganization, so far as I am concerned, and I.
don't think we are putting forth the effort we should towsrd building a type of
cadre around the National Chatrmen, who i5 the theoreticion of our group, and
1 believe the theoretician for our age.But we can't go on postponing things -~
saying we are going to build a theory and maybe the next generatlon can use ic.
I know she doesn't want to postpone it certainly, Today there just can’t be
the separatiun between building the theory and building the organization, She
as a theoreticlen can't go as far as ghe should, If we as members of the "“cadre”
or members of her organizetion don't ourselves go fer enough. This 1is our real
problem.

I know that when I wes in Myssissippi, you either thought as & Civil
Rights worker 24 hours a day, or you got your head beat in, Sometimes you got
your head beat in snyway. Why canft we be Marxist-Humsnlsts 24 hours a day?
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Certainly the objective situation is. serious enough ~- especially
with Coldwater -- te make us 24-hour & day Marxist-iumanists. It is much wore
difficult than being a 24-hour a day Civil Rights worker in the South, but 1
think the objective situstion for us as 8 whole is just as real as for the
Civil Rights worker in the South who may be shot or beaten.

John. Up until six months ago, except for a few individuals in the Marxist-
Humanist group, nobody in America was serlously interested in the direction In
which reaction in the U.S. wes moving, Goldwater's c¢andidacy, when it began,
was considered a joke, Later, as he began to gain convention delegatas, ‘it
was stlll considered imocssible for him to succeed in Amarica. No-cone except
Rockefeller considered seriousiy running against him untii a few weeks before
the convention, and the titular leader,Eisznhiower, appeared only as & $30,000
a week commentator at the Republican Convention.

The John Birch society that, a few weeks before, was considered crack-
pot, a few weeks later dominated the Republican convention. The Birchers
succeeded in nominating ‘their candidate as the Republican presidential candidate
on the first ballot.

4

. Students from the North, who had planned to bring some democracy down
South by helping the majority pecple in that region -- thz Negro people ~»- to
register and vcte, have been murdered. In the course of the search for them, .
bodies that were not even considered missing have been turned up dismembered --
net just murdered, but dismecbered, in the Myssissippi River.

_ Europeans, who were supposed to have political knowledge of the American
scene, never considered the candidacy of Goldwater end the situation existing’
in Myssissippi, Alabama, South Carolins, etc., #s anything that would affect
them directly. Today they see the events unfolding in the U.S5., the richest
country on the face of the globe, one that dominates them, and they are beceming
increasingly alarmed over the state of reaction In the U.S. They see the man
being nominated for President saying thet if he had been a gencral in the German
Army it would have won both world wers for Germany. They see a man who wants
to use the atom bombs to defoliste the trees of Vietnam so he can see¢ the Com-
munists better, and one who wants to wipe out 23 years of social gains for the
working class, in order te provide more profit for Amerlcan capitalism.

For the first time, these Europesans are beginning to see the growing
dangers of fascism becoming & reality in the U.S. today, and the horrors of
Nazl Germsuy with its racist, anti-labor, pro-cspitelism, totalitsrisn, pro-war
regime finding its counterpart in an American csndidate for President, who is
popular among American middle class students, Big Byainess, anti-Semites, antl-
Megro whites, and they remember how Hitler rose to power,
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Recently, in a book called Mississippi: The Closed Society, by Prof,
James Silver, they read, many for the first time, how the South, for nearly 100
years, right after defeat of Reconstruction, has maintained white supremacy by
force ang vidences hew the laws of the Federal Government are disregarded so
that the Federsl Governemtnt's law dees not hold sway in each of fts 52 states;
that the whire minority in Mississippi, Alabama, and generally in the South, has
disregarded constitutional gusranteaes for the Negro's civil and even human rights,
job opportunities, ete. Moreover, no Tederal Government since 1877 has done
anything to restore taw to the South vhich 15 ruled today, as 100 years ago, by
the KKK and now the White Citizens Councils, not by the President of the U,S.

Perhaps even more shocking to them, as they read this documented study
of the clor2d fascist society of Mississippi, is that the liberal, brave
professor, who has stood up to those forces at least on the question of school
desegregation and in exvosing the lawless attacks on the Federal Marshals by
Mississippi racists who are fully and completely protected by the state govern-
ment, is yet so timid as to "understand" his wife's attitude when she refused to
invite James Meredith to éinnér in their home!

Now 8ll of this -- most of it. so familiar toius -- is restated here
for two reasons: (1) the Political Letter, which Raya wrote on Goldwater's
primary victory in Californis, and which tried to rouse the organizatien to
the dangers of fascism in the UeSe, and (2) the Americen intellectual who seems

“always to run towards the superficial phenomena in any situation, rather than

the class snalysis, and the Marxist-Humenist attitude.

The American intellectual has been educated by the professors of -the
pragmetic ‘school, taught to sneer st Merxism as "outmoded", TIn ignoring the
history of the thought of Marxism, he is therefore ignorant of what theory is
.and lgnorant aleo of the relationship of theory to history. Wandering, as they
do, like window shoppers in a store of ideas, they sample Zen Buddhism; Exise
tentialism, Goldwaterism, Seome do g0 to the Negro Freedom Movement. But 1n ail
cases, they seek that which 1is "popular” at the moment, and ignore the study of
the unpopular, which they make themselves believe .are really "old" ‘ideas of
Marxigst-Humanism, Without any golid theoretical base ‘in history, politics and
philesophy, they wander aimlessly from one cause to another, developing no
serious theory of their own, essentially supporting the status quo of scciety
today, building nothing with which to challenge the capitalist spociety, certain- -
ly nothing thar would bring lasting change. By this I mean the following:

Whether you insist only on concrete issues, be that the picket lines
in the 1930's or the 1960's ~- ond we've been on both ~. or only on the theory
of the lesser evil, you have, in each case, chasen to disregard theory in a way
that the .problems that facaed us in the 1930's still face us in the 1960's +They
never will be solved with such an attitude. History shows that the {mmediate
¢cncrete issues come and go, but the necessity for theory remains, which means
the underlying ills of eivilization remain. In America this has always been
the Negro Question. Only Marxist-Humanism has had not merely a consistent
line, but a profound anelysis that should finslly enable us to unite theory and
practice,
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It is in this context that I raised again the Political Letter on
Goldwater which pppears even more relevant now than when it was raised either
there or in the main thesis, "The Turning Point"., If we had read either one
seriously, that is to say, made it our individual business to put each into
effect, then we would not have considered "brainwashing in advertising" or "fear
of Communism etec., which really work on people and cause the sickness which
results in Goldwater" as primary over the fundamentsl analysis of a new, a
qualitative stage in the development of cepitelism which produces fascism,

Nor could we have possibly fallen for the line that there hss been "a
shift from scarcity to plenty', much less the flights of faney about only 2% of
workers as all that are needed. Instead, we would have seen both the concrete
" working peorle who ere stiil the majority of the peaople, and the concrete Negro
people, who ere still 90% proletarian, and therefore worked out ourselves how to
project Marxist-Humanism.

It would certainly, for exsmple, have been appropriate to bring to the
attention of the CORE convention this phenomenon of Goldwater, which was to be
trested not only as an anti-civil rights candidacy, but also as the open shap,
reactionary candidate of what the Negro leaders call "the nower structurem.

‘Whether you use class structure, or Mpower structure", you can thereby concre-
tize Marxist-Humanism in & menner that both presents an action -- such. as mass
picketing of the Goldwater convention -- snd & theory, the transition point from
inmediate, concrete idess to politlcal, philesophic ones,

. This is what I consider the main problem of our convention,




