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"Rach new stage of exteriorization
(that is, of further determination)

is also an interiorization, and great-
er extension is also higher intensity."
~-Ilegel

PART I : LATIN AMERICA AND THE UMITZD STATES -~ AN IMPERTALIST RELATIONSHIP

If Vietnam showed Anerican imperialism in all its nakedness, Latin Amer-
ica has, through the years, been victim of the full range of its capabilities..
cconomic, military, political, sacizl. From Chile to Guatemala, from the Do-
minican Republic to Mexico and everywhere in between, that history has been
amply documented, The image of relations between the United States and Latin
American countries has been reduced to cavicaturc—-be it Uncle Sam and the
Panana Republics, or of B1ig Brother with the helpless peon. In truth, that
is what relations betwecn the lUnited States and Latin America 352-—3 living
caricature of relatidns betiveen "free nations.” To paraphrase from Marx on
conmodities: 'hence, then arises the enignmatical character of the reiation-
ship between nations, so soon as it assumes the form of imperialism? Clear-~
1y from the form itself. Under capitalism the "fantastic™ form of imperial-
ism i5 the only one that relations between nations can take. ’

Such relations with the Unitnd States has left the vast ma jority of Lat-
in America in a poverty-stricken condition with one or .more of the following
characteristics: 1) "Modernization® without industrialization, 2) Industeri-
alization without development, 3) Militarization, 4) Feudalistic relations in
rural areass. ’ : Cos ' '

© ' By the first of these éonditioﬁs—~modernizntion-withbut industrialization .

--we mean to say that there is an urbanization in Latin America which in a
nunber of countries is occurring at a much faster pace than industrialization,
There has been a large influx of peonle fron rurnl areas into the city and a
tremendous increase of the urban population. Three-quarters of Argentinats
and Chile's population are urbanized. jbore than 4aif of Peru'’s, Brdzil's

and Colombia's pepulations live in cities. And yet save for Brazil, the in- -
dustrialization of Latin Amerieca is not matching the Urbanizution. ~In ad-
dition; the manner in which industrialization takes place does not .produce a
large industrial proletariat. Where in Britain the production of the first
million tons of stdel required seme 370,000 people, it is estimated that only
seven or eight thousand workers are needed to produce each million tons of
steel in Argentina, Brazil or Mexico. Deru has one of the most lighly devel-
oped fishing industries, but the total labor force engaged in the fisheries
and processing plants does not exceéd 30,000 people. - .

Underdeveloped countries today do not take the old path of the-industrial
revolution. lModern industrial technology, .with its domination. of dead labog
over living labor is a phenomenon not only of the industrially developed world,
but the underdeveloped world as vell, Urbanization without industrialization
and capital intensive industrialization has meant hundreds of thousands in
the city who e¢ither have no Jobs, or have jobs marginal to the productive process,

The industrialization that does came to Latin America has 1ittle relation
to develepment. The growth of the Brazilian econonmy is the latest "economic
miracle." In point of fact that economic growth has done little to develop
the country.  There is production of fancy cars for export, but not of truclks-:
needed in the interior. Production is for the international capitalist clnss,
@8 Rurope, the United States and Japan sat up production plants, It is slriost
as precarious as a one-crop country since it is dependent seo totally on the

.
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international market. Everything is gearcd toward supplying the bOurpeois
product on an international scale. In this international economy the native
bourgeoisicdoesn't even fulfill its historical role of developing its own
country. Capitalist development will mean precious little in the way of
rcal development for the continent,

With or without industrinlization, the one factor which is growing in
Latin America is the militarication of the governments. The continuing cri-
sis of underdevelopment and the continued presence of the United States makes
it no zccident that militarization of thka continent is in full gwing. The
United States has, in the post-World far II period, been the trainer ‘of the
military and the supplicr of arms for Latin &ne*xca. ‘The U.5. Aramy School of
the Americas has trained thousands of Latin American army and police officers
in areas of opcration from urban counterinsurjency and jungle operations to _
command and general staff operations. The armaments have flowed to the mil-
itary in a steadily rising stream. ihile mcononic aid to the Allende govern-
ment was stopped dead, nilitary aid to the arned foreces of ‘Chile continued
unabated, HNo matter what the econonic crisis of a country, its m:litary via
the U.S. is assured of a henl’chy condition,.

The military in the past 25 years has often served as the second govern-
rent of Latin American countries. Bot su xntense have. been .the conflicts in
Latxh America thut the national bou*genzsie ‘'has in many cases been unable tn

“govern effectzvely. Rather than risk the possxbzlzty of that developzng into
a 50cidl revoletion, the military, often with the direct approval and aid of
the United States, hosg taken over rule from the bourgeoisie. Even when the
military has taken an "anti-U.S. stand,” as with Peru, the threat .of a dis-
suptien of class relations by the nuabcs hasg brought a sharp lznxtatxon by
the military governnent.

No topic has occupied more of the 11berhl oo;:1e01ﬂze's :hetorxc :n Laf-
in America than ugricultural reforn aml incrassed n-ricultural productivity.,
Agricultural technnlowy combined with _ou‘“u--ed anricultural reform is ban-
- tered aboul as the solution, But t.:c mytha of rcal ccononic development with-
out requzring transformation in the social bases of agrxcultural telations

is destroyed by looking at the progress of suth reforps during tho past . few
decades, Solosd’ Bnrraclough analyzing firures. fron the Inter-Anerzcan Commit-
-tee for Agricultural Developnent weites, ™gricultural production in latin
Anerica as a whole has’ actually fallen by about ten percent -per capita from
estirated pre-World War II levels. It has. just barely wept pace with popula-
tion growth during the last two decades. . .lenutrition is widespread among
large sectors of the Latin American population, both rural and urban, On

the average thc availability of calories and proteins is from one-sixth to
‘onesthird’ less in these countries than in these of Burope or North America.
‘While the physiéal volume ‘of latin Anerican- agricultu*nl exaorts iz eatimated
to Hove!incressed by about 16 perccnt since the pre-World War II period, .the
velume of agricultural imports, mostlv foodstuffs, has gone up by over 80 per

cent. This has had serious repercussions on the balance of payments of most
Latin American countrics,"

The feudalistic relations in rural areas remain so becnuse capitalism -
has found it convenient to incorpornte thc old systen as its own. Hugo
Planco describes the system in Peru: "“The large landouner. npives a parcel of
land to the peasant to work for himself. As rentgl paying for this.parcel;:

-{he. peasant, the thaciemda InLian,’ is obliged to uork the fields of the
lzndowner, a specified number of duys and in some cases pay o cectain .sum
of nmoney- beaidea. The feudal~type relntionsliip is conmplemented by othes
duties for the peasant: unpaid labor on construction, on roads {(faenn), on
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transpertation of produce (propio), domestic work in the landlord's house
{pongo}."

Capitalism may have introduced a further division of labor, but the basic
system remains, In addition capitalism is busy destroying what remains of
the indigenous communal village (ayllu) and its communal lands. :

Ne ruling sector of the Latin Amecrican state--national bourgeoisie, im-
perialist manipulator, military gencrals—-have had any solution Fr.- tho mass-
“es rural and urban in Latin Americaz. Tho masses instead beran to serrch for
their own and toock the plunge into revolution.

PART II: THE PLUNGE TOWARD REVOLUTION--FROM CUDA TO CHILE TO TODAY

No revolitien in nodern latin American history ims had the impact of ths
Cuban. That the act of revoluticn on an island of seven million could igniie
_the imagination and action of masy fold more million.on'a.latin American con-
tinent stretching from Me:ico on the novth to Argentine and Chile on the south,
"speaks loudly about the iiea of revoluiion. As the East German Revolt and
Hungarian Revolutiun spokc €o Eust Europe, and the Kemyan Mau Mau and Ghan@i=n
Itevolution spoke to Africa, so the Cuban Revolution spoke te Latin America.
- And yet fifteen years after that uplheaval no Latin Aperican country has been
able to join succes:fully in that new birth of life. And we must ask why.

The First words of explanation woulsd boain "The United States,” and thz
last words would cche the same thourht. And we 111, apeak of that more in ihn
fourth section of the International Renort. Cut we also must speak of the in-
ternal movement of revoluticn. What is the rolaticnship between the act of
revolution and the ided of revolution, not only in general, but in Latin Amer-
ica in particular? : : :

As we have alrcady noted, the sct o revolution in Cuba inspired both. the
iden mnd concrete moves toward revolution in many Latin American countries.
In that sense it was as the Russian Revolution of 40 years earlier, . But therc
has becn additional intervention--an attempt tn substitute the particular act
of the Cuban Revolution, that of a rural guerrilla warfare of. military foci,
for the Marxian conception of rcvolution as the working cless'® own way of
knowing, the self-conscious activity of misses. This is not to say that the
particular strategy of the Cuban Revolution should pot he at the disposal of
the revolutionary movement in other countries, to learn from and use at their
will. Indeed the conception of the puerrilla was not the invention of Guevars
or Mao, but was a historic fact in the civil wars throush which Latin America
gained its independence from Spain. !"owever :hat is at stoke here 18 not
strategy and tactics, Guevara’s Gucrrilla Uerfare and Debraytas Revolation in
the Revoluticon?are not alone books on nilitary questions;. they sTc¢ G8scatlally
political works. And what is nost ¢iucial in them is- the conception of a -
revolutionary subject. .

While their attack on the refornism and counterrevolutionary nature of .
the Communist Parties of Latin America may be correct, th:ir 3jubstitute for
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them--military foci with its maximum leader--is their exnression of the back-
wardness of the masses, not so far removed from the Communist pirties they
wish to separate themselves from.

Carlos Reineo, a co-worker of both Guewarn and Debray spells out clearly
<nouch their conception cf the revolutionary subject: Latin American work-
ers emploved by foreign-controlled companies arc “the labor aristocracy.”

rban workers below this so-called elite "belong to the privilemed economic
Lechnical strata." To the armument that 50, &0 and 70 percent of the pop-
ulation of a number of Iatin American countries is now urban, the answer
wiven is that we are not talking in merely quantitative terms. True ennurh,
but to dismiss the urban population as irrelevant to revolution is no mere
quantitative question. Proletariaon internationalism is dismissed——"The ex-
rerience of the national liberation -ovements reveals the indifference of
the working class in the rich capitalist countries to the “ate of their nro-
-ztarian and peasant ‘brothers' of the Third Yorld, excent when they must
serve as cannon fodder in the strupgle,” ith the peasants, sharecropners,
ppeons and Indians is where the guerrilla must work, QDut as for the peasant's
idea of revolution, "The peasant's iimited intellectual korizon does not
~zll For -4 thorough exposition of that possibility, but for'a paipable end
lrvefutable demonstration.” . -

None of this is to condemn the Cuban Revolution. But the act of revoly-
tion, the movemént from practice, was transformed into a very different idea
_ ©of revolution whén it was taken to other Latin American countries. Tis most
‘wxtreme example was Guevara in Bolivia, For several years this ldea of rev-
c¢ivtion was tried--in Brazil and Perd, Bcuador and Guatemala, Colombia and
holivia, But the support found in Cuba wos not necessarily present among ..

the population. And the United States had learned From Cuba and had devel-

cped new military means to deal with rural rucreillas.

" Some groups, notably .the Tupamaros iIn Uzuiury, others in Venezuela and
Argentina, who were inspired by Cubna, bascs their owerations in the cities,
Dramatic incidents invelving kidnapping of busineasnen and CYA azents as well
as attacks on police and army installations took place. But here too, the
novement floundered. Infiltrators allowed for round-ups, as with the Tupamaros

arter military law was-declared.

What we witnessed during the 1960°'s was guerrilla warfare, in both'rural
and urban forms, put forth not alone as a or the strategy of revolution, but
25 the absolute of revolution. In.thot Sensc the conception .of a revolution-

ary subject became reduced to those‘willing to take up the 7un,

The fallure to understnnd the nature of the revolutionnry subject was
not alone among those advocating guerrilla warfare as the math, Another form
of revolutionary nctivity in the late fifties ond early 1960s wes tha Indian
prasant strugrle in Peru, Centering in the Department of Cuzco'was a mass
movement of ‘peasant unions. One of its leaders was Hupro Ulhnco, 8 Peruvian-
frotskyist. In his book, Land or Death, he counterposes the mass bose of
the peasant movement, their spentancovs activity and their willintness to
stgage in guerrilla activities when neeessary, to the reformism of the Stalin-
ists and to those who see the puerrilla as a strategy rather than o tactie,
Bat the greater part of his time is gpent not in describing this movement ,
which he no doubt is orpanic to, but instead on the necessity of coordinating
all the acvivities throuzh the vanmunrd party--~the carrier of consciousness.
"l were, in o word, tha representatives of the party in this zone, the con-
scious factor in the workers® struggle." The party is the cad all and be all,
Revolution tecomes reduced to organizing under the party linv--nnss organizine
to be sure--but organixing none theless,
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I was really looking forward to reading his book, because even tho?ghl
he is described as a Trotskyist, I thought it would not rea11Y.nean it in
the sense we think of Trotskyism here, but rather as a revolutionary on-
position to the Communists that others have named Trotskyist. But ? was most
disappointed. Instead of seeing the peasant movement, which aro%e in Fural
areas without the berefit of any party--Trotskrist, Cormupist, Fidelis“—-as
a subject of revolu!ion, Blanco znalyzes that ureati#e upsarge within tche
~cntext of the Trote.sy-Stalin debate: Yes, ti.: personts were grent, but
latked truly revolutionary leadership. Peasart unic.s wer~ the backbone of
tre movement, but there wer: not enough cells of th: revolutiomazy party with-
ir. them. The Stalirist version of the party withir “he ncasant uaions was
senftrasted to the Trotskyist verzion. The Stuliinis+ prepisn was rontrasted
to the Trotskyist program. All of this was not ju:. for {.e pensrntry of
Cvzeo, but was transported to the fight betwren Stoi:nism and Tro:skyism on
d world scale. The magnificent Indian pensant movement was reduced to only
wne more outpost of this fight. Such an attempt to analyze that movement
within the confines of the Trotsky-Stalin dabate will surely end in trying
0 confine the actuality of that movement to the same plane rather than seek-
ing a new way out based on the thought and action of the peasantry as a part
>f that revelutionary subject for Latin America. .

The other major pole for revolutionary activity had been the‘Chilenqrcx—
perience. fihile it lasted, the election of a left-wing government was sup-
posed to have shown.another road to socialisn. ile in power it:nroviqed
the example for.Uruguay to also try to glect a left-wing movernment. The

- brutal overthrow by the military with U.S. aid,. exposed. the impossibility of
Laving the government, .but not.the power, lere some of the left, esneciallg
the Conmunist Party, fostered illusions about the neutrality of such an in-
stitution as the military. The legality and legitimacy of the parlismentary
rystem, the sovernment, was raised on high, was substituted for the self- .
rctivity of masses. ‘Apain the revolutionarv subject Is sonethine other than
thie Chilean’ people. .

fnstitutions—-from parliament t{o party, from ruerrilla to elections, be- .
vome a way of diverting from the question of the revolutionary subject.

Perhaps what is most disappointing, not because it is any worse by it~
self, but because of its timing, is a new statement from a portion of the:
Latin American left., Today, after the experience of the Cuban Revolution,
but the failure of guerrilla warfare on the continent in the sixties, and
after the Chilean parliamontary experience being crushed by the military
junta--after both these experiences, o discussion of revoliutionary. .strateny
is quite insufficient, Instead, a rethinking of what is meant by social rev-
olution is demanded. What have been the failures not -only of reformism but
cf guerrilla warfare? s there bezn a failure to complete revolutions not
only betousc of the monstrosity of American imperianlism, but also because
the revolutionary movement has failed to grasp the neaning and power of a
revolutionary gubject? And if the revolutionary movement hos failed in
this regard, what has been the stumbling bhlock?

Unfortunately the newest such document entitled "The Continental Peyo-
lution," a joiut product of four groups from four countries, The Nationnl
Liberation ilovement (Tupamaros) of Ururray, the National Liberationm Army of
Bolivia, the Movement of the Revolutionary Left (MIR) of Chile and the Peo-

pie's Revolutionary Army of Argentina, does not rneasure up to the challeape
of the time.
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The conception of a continental revolution, of coordination of move-
ments, of combating the isolation of the bourgeois nation-state borders is
certainly correct. But how is this to be brought about? The document an-
nodnces their “decision to unite in a Junta for Revolutionary Coordination.”
"This important step reflects a deep felt necessity to bring our neonle to-
nether organizationally to unite the revolutionary forces against the imper-
ialist enemy in order to carry out more efficiently the political and ideo-
logical battle against reformism and bourgevis nationalisn." Thav continue,
A prolonged revolutionary war (wiil be) necessary. . ,.in which all forms of
struggle (armed and unarred, peaceful and violent) develop around the axis
of the armed struggles."”. "It is necessary to mobilize all the neonle under
the leadership of the revoluticnary proletariat,” [Lut tue leadershin of the
<evolutionary proletariat is theon trensformed into quite a dificrent thine,
Such lesdership is now "to be held by a Marxist-Leninist party of proletariu;
characrer, capable.of centralizing, leading and uniting 211 asmwects of the
popular struzgle in a single powerful unit, thus ruaranteeing.a Just, stra-
teqic leadership."

And again we are organizing the party to lead as a unifier, a direction
maker, "a single powerful unit." While not denying the nced for organization,
we must ask how far are we really £rom bourzeois nationalism and reformism
if once again it is the single will of the sclf-proclaimed Harxist-Lenisist
party wvhich is the sole provider of "strateqic leadership,”’ Is that really -

-the role of the party? Or is therc a differeént test of‘leadernhip?

We must soberly face the fact that this newest ‘attempt for rev-
olutionary reorganization has not yet faced the job of working out the
relationship between the theory of revolutioh and the practice of revolu-
tion. It is for this remson that we return to ourselves as News & Letters
Comnmittees and our ‘workint out the'relatibnship'between'theogy and practice,

PART III: ONE RELATIONSHIP BELWEEN THECRY AND'PRACTICE - CRGANIZA?TQN AS
. THE DUAL RHYTHM OB PROLETARTAT AND PHILCSOPHY

We have organizationally worked out s new fe;ntiouahip_bet@ggn theory
and practice, but need to becoma fully censcious of it. Only then will
Hegel's expression of "“the certainty of the Subject's actuality and the non-
actuality of the world" be seen as n task to he done, . .

Where does our form of organization have its origins? In one sense we
have never before seen explicitly tha forn of organization we are now mrac-
ticing, And we should understnnd waat grent difficulties that ricans in pre-
senting it to the outside as a necessory relationship of theory and practice, .
On the other hand, the form has been implicit since Forx. We have pointed
out that Marx had no theory of the narty separate from the mass roverent.

When he spoke of organization, it was the self-ormanizaticn of. the nroletar..
iot--1348, 1871. When g proletarinn porty was oraonized, the Genarnl Germar
Worlkers ' Association, but did not have the scif-~organizotion of the prole-

tariat at its center, Marx folt compelled to speak of its leacder Lnssnlle gs

5116




-7~

a worlers' dictator. From Marx we have the concenmt of the self-conscious
activity of the proletariat--that was.organization. But Marx had a sec?nd
element. He writes of himself and Engels as "the party." MNow he certainly
didn't mean a party in terms of numbers of people, or that h? and Erwels
would speak for the proletariat. IHe had somethine else in ming, and Ehat
was philosophy. Marx and Engels had the idecas of liberation in fts histor-
ical-philosuphic form, and that had to be in a party of the working class.

Those twin elements of organization~--philosophy and proletariat--—did
not come to us today as whole cloth. We will not trace the veering and
deviations they have gone through since the 1880s. Suffice it to say 'that
not only the necessary, natural relationship between the fwo was lost, but
the creative cutting edge of each in revolution was also lost. But we do
want to look at how we as an organization revovered then. :

The articles from Dixon and Frank in pre-convention discussion are of
interest here. The wove to the Workers'® Party aiter formulating the theorv
of state-capitalism wes not satisfoctory. The Workers ‘Party lacked any
proletarian base, - Going back into the Socialist.lorkers Party (SWP) was
in part because they were recruiting proletarians. But what became evident
was that proletnrians were not the busis of the SWP. There wos not the con-
ccption of. proletarians -as leaders of n revolutionary orfmanization, but only
of the vanguard's influgnce over vroletarians. So ihe move out of Lhe SWP
was anti-vanguardist, trith the conception that workers should be lg?ders.

Now you really feel. ysu have iti-proletarians and supposedly antisynp.-
guardist. And yet there was another split-and only after was News & Letters
Committees born. Why was this necessary?’ What hdppened to ‘the Johnsonites
shows that proletarians did not remain at the center and anti-vanguardism
became transformed into elitism. The elenerit which cones alonnside the pro-
letariat‘and assures non-vanguardism hecunQS'spelied out for us beeginnine
in 1953. Tyo movements=.one in practice andl one in theory--end in phtlosouhy
as the other pole of orranizatio=n which ~ust be united with the proletariat.
On the one hand we witnessed the Tas: Georman Revolt and saw the movement
from practice to theory and a new society within practice, What was revérled
here has proven itself in the movenment globally over the past two decades,
One ‘the other hand we had the letters on the Absolute Tdea with their dis-
covery that Hegel's Absolute Idea is the movemént from practice to theory
within philosophy which is spelled out in the relation between the Subject
and the Notion.  News & Letters Committecs is the unity of these two cur-
reats, the dual rhythm of philosophy and proletariat.,

This is our form, ous ground. ‘What we are concerned with in this Con-
vention is the content, the practice of this form. ‘This is what Philosophy
and Revolution as Organization Duilder means. We' must have very snecific
answers here whethar in the Women's Movement, Biack‘Lipetqt{oﬁ;'Labdr:or
International Relations. Otherwiso it wiil remnin an abstraction, The con-
cretization of this form of organization in cur peactice becomes our testing

ground. Let us return to the International Question to see how we can work
this out.

.
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PART IV: LATIN AMERICA AND THE UNITED STATES —~ A REVOLUTIONARY RELATIONSHIF

Hegel writes in the Absolute Idea of Science of Logic, "Bach new stage o’
exteriorization, Ghat is, of further determination) is also an interiorization,
and greater extension is also higher intensity.” The Latin Americaon masses hav.
made it clear that they will not wait for anyone eise's revolution to have thelr
own. Dut the breadth of American capitaliism’s reach makes it imperative to
fave a relationship between revolutionaries in the United Stetes and Latin Am~ -
ica. No radical in the Y.S. who does not see the movement in Lotin America =3
integral to a revolution here, has grasped the concept of world revolution.
it the same time there can be no successful revolution on the lLatin American
continent without a revelution at honme.

The revolutionaries in Latin America are attemptineg to form ties betwecn
movements -in various countries. We have conmmented on how we view internatiin-
1iism in our Avgust-Septesber News & Letters: "Throuthout Latin America theie
15 an appreciation for Lave*nataonatlsn as part of a search for a total solu-
tion to the clnss question within each country and in reiation to the coloriai’
domination of Latin America as a whole by the United States. The necessity te
preakdown the isolation of both an actual revolutionary situation, such as
Chile, and the revolutionary movements within each country becomes crucial.

This internationalism in turn cannot be separated from a working out of reva-
lution as the social act of masses of peonle, not the lsolated act of "Touns
v parties act;ng in the name of masses of peonle. : o

“The conceptzon of z continent-wide struﬂgle thhxn any particular coun-
try must be worked out not alone in theory but in actual relationships. This
is what has been demonstrated by the military takeover of zn isolated Chile
and the formation of alliances by the reactionary governments in Latin Ameri-
ca., The forces of social revolution can no lonter-be isolated from ezch otha
either within or hetween countries. No “c¢aple can substitute their social
cevolution for the revolution of others. But there ¢an be a unifying cement
of ideas of freedom which can act as a catalyst from one country to another."

-It is here wherc Philosophy and Revolution and Marxism and Freedom in
Spanish translation becomeé a. necessary contribution To internationalism. We
have perhaps underestimated the tremendous inpact of Marxism and Freedom in
Sast Europe. Though no .foreign Jlanguage translation was possibie, there is
no doubt that in a number of kast Buronean countries, copies of Marxism and
Freedom did reach serious revolutionary thinkers and coalesced with their
upposition to the Stalinist bureacracies from the left. Philosophy and Rev-
olution has already begun to bc discussed among the Bast Europeans, .

The internationalization of Philosophy and Revolution can have its most
concrete results in latin America because od;—srganizational presence is close
at hand. The prospect of a tour by the author and chairwoman of News & Let-
ters Committees when the books are »ublished is of major importance. If we
are to' develop concrete relations with zroups and individuals in Latin Americq
his tour plus the continued assiynment of News & Letters members to Mexico
are a vcccssity.

But our internationalism must take its most comprehensive form at home.
It is our work with the English edition of Philosophy and Revolution that wiil
be the foundation for the internationnlizatlon of PER. lHegel's cxplanation
of each new stage of exteriorization being also an interiorization is not a
one-way movement. The reverse is also true, Interiorization--our creative
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labor with Philesophy and Revolution within the United States--is also an
exteriorization--the extension towards making the Latin American, indeed the
world revolution, the order of the day. Internationalism leads us not away
from home, but back home with 2 deeper, more intense relationship to the

American Revolution,

The necessity of a 1.5, revolution and the movement 's respongibility for
it should weigh heavily, Continuing with the Latin-American editorial: '"For
it is v.s. imperialism's role in Latin America whien is tae piuc holding to-
gether the repressive governments whe crush movements for revolutionary so-
cial change and it is U.S. imperialism which is providing the impetus for
reactionary governments. to unite,

"Cur internationaliism must begin with a thorough exposure of the U.5.
role in Latin America for the U.5. people to see.” Qur reoxganization of the
paper in terms of the Latiuo Question is an important stes in this direction,
‘he paper report will g0 into more detail on this question. I will add only
that two elements are present heie-One, reports on Latin America written as
much a8 possible by Latin Americans, Two, Latino contribytors in the United
States writing on the Brown Question here,

Cur internationalism means that the buiidine of our own movement at liomo

- i% crucial because that is where our enemy is. Latino members in our commit-.
tees is part of this process. The new Spanish pamphlet, Philosophy and Revo{y-
tion and Marxism and Freedom in Spanish are materials whith Latino revolu~
‘tlonaries whom we dan wIn o our ideas can use in their work, In addition
we _have to decide whéther to combine the new Spanish pamphlet within the covers’
of /8%ack, Brown and Red pamphlet, which T would favor.

OQur tasks, of exposing the U.S. role in latin America, of buildine our
own movement at home, of particibatinc with Latin Americans i
on the unfolding of g philosophy of liheration to unite with the activity of
liberation—-if ali are approached comprehensively, then internationalism wil:
not be only an historical question, but actual concrete practice towards u
new human society.




