Suggestions - for Terry's Report
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Though I aidn't have a chance to raiﬂe nb question a.bout the fcm for

'-ycu:r: : arepcrh, the point about form is the reason I'm making these

notesx\now. Becuase it is that which would direcily gi.ve me: ground. for
ny insistence that eve*ything stens from the new, - tbe ne'r.',_, tan newt.

‘Ii:.'is that wm.ch ge‘cs ‘one to 100!: at histcry not as past, but the presence
of future in the presen'b.

-Thus, you are a'bsolutely covreht to start your weport with the new

commmications from the interna.tinna.l scene.you lest something there

s WP

- when you - at once | “f‘- 3 my m.nmss. - No matter now SR A

pr'escient they may ha.ve been, yc-u should »instead, ‘have continued to develop

—

what floms from that @;?‘_\;{hich in tum had made them write not only
T —"

'!'.hg_;l'.'!:hayreali_s:. +he .t:‘!n:g‘l‘b‘ﬂ ecance of uhr wa 031l

e e - VEne  trivamens

Humanist and not juét Harxist so that by this moment thay;have sént" in
_ , & =

no less than four African views on . o . Nd and its. proposa.l for

oy

5 bi-weekly, which we  ‘saw in the RV's in NeL. TIt's that . which

——

would bring you back to’U.S.h ) specifically Chicage} and et.'en more
specifically for your report thé WL ;;age of Nit,, That w_ould'ha.ve led

you fo(critique jof the WL Page and inmediately, not xest on thet but
g0 \to what your perspectives are for 1987. -

e = - v .
Take the guestion of Women mfe%h. _ ' That column
s weak not just because the writers arex away from the exchanges; on-

-the c:c:in‘bz'a:v::;rF the year 1987 requires more than ever tha% comrades 1earn

how to be editors in the field; they will certainly have greater

responsibility‘ __ and shortnr timu '.Ln nhiéﬁ to do it and that will 'be
' true also of the Center,

Or ’cake the ques-hion of tre" 19@;._@ the Center. 'I'hé' lack of




Conter as the locals in the f1o1d, A critique is not Just of oritieiuing'

thers or yom:solf- a critique is a question of relating the objec‘bive

and. the subjective philosophica]ly such a Hay that you revaal ﬂhat }/,::“\w-??
2

LBy -
so-called aftar-thought means and. that is no% merely fo&getfulness. but e

only uhen you have it all tr.ritten out in black and white can you first

Imow the oonclusion that was Just implicit at first. P:ooess; p*omaes.

process.

Oh yes, 6\ n talk a.'bout responsibilim the fieldyeu could

e P PR S e o et R

@o how Peter's zeport about In the Fisld--aud 1t is the First tine
- mo

we've had such a report urhich b%ocident had a report of who often

volanteerpu to do leads and sunh- -ce‘.m‘w‘ not only o it Mexico end

lnternational reports. In a word, if looa.ls considered themselves :pa:rt

of the globe ond feel that way which they should, then the self-diso;p" ine

wlll indeed be born from their own exoerience

]

The fact, for example, thao I mentioned thare nust be two meetings

of the WL Committes beforo the Conference . _ looks now as if two  are
not possible, but you . = ~. need to put a must to have one before the

co'lference no ma.bter how little t.’une is given to the past thingo. there

is no doubt that what you should come with ig&_proposals for an ‘' : agendas

'.'c) 2) what reporis ars c be. ﬂt_mn from the centor an
_ Hnat xepo

S
gentey and what busyrieratvRiriravir]
—

the locals i.e., subjects;  +hat flow from the Draft ’erspedtives or

the WL, and that the WL in tum includos the report to the N&I. Conwntion;

3) whathexr Neda brings news from India, or Laurie frem HY, each local
shouli have a report of this meeting of yours at the Center before Aug.

; a?ﬂ.nally. re Rowbotham "is there an oxganizat.c.onal answer"“ was the

title ot ‘ny question. not Rowbotha;m s. She had an answer, she never
uas ¥¢ - -
a...ked any questions. Hexr answe:g\’i& . organizing toa principle :ln

--'--'--'the plaoe or either a."man's"party or philosophy or, well- 1 aupposee,

_A.u,‘ .

E




Ths.t was the substitute for philosophy, for theory and :E‘sr tha retum

not only to & "new" elitism AND the return to pm-}larxism wbich

vas led not bry women but by men. I d.on't have to 61l you tha'b that is

g 'vanguardism nimtm ne ma.tter whothex thn ‘men or woméh are d.oing 11'.. _
VHha'h she vas talking about Was a "'e-statement, if not outright glagia:riam,
of Leni.n's 1903 m zactic for o:r:ganization ‘under Tsari.sa wbich

he tried valiantly for 12 1ong years to modify and dei‘initively put..u{

4 dnvm asa pe.rb cula:r, not s a Universal and by 1917 when he accepted

e =

the Soviats as a most - original fomm of orzanization and that was

bom out of spontaneity, we had a right to think thaf he was '?;h:':éﬁgh‘

with the fi’l-l’l Well 1t would %ae me vay long into dialac’cics of

omgsnization. Cor e

Yours,

Raya




