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Dear Profulor Cadric Robinson:

, Tt wuas arest meatinc and discussing with you, .£finding out
that there is an aﬂi.nity of many ideas between us, both on Marx and
‘on the Black world. That it took so long to “find™ each other tells
something about our. auenat:lng world. Lst's not lose oaeh other again,

but kosp up the dialogue.

In returning from my exhausting but exciting three-month tour
- this Marx centenaxy year, I héd to escape to Canada {once the "Freedom -
Road® but now just quiet rivers and forests to think in}, but I' 11 sanr!
this letter back to Detzoit to mail so a bulletin on CLRJ can be en-
closed. What prompted it was that I did get to view ths video-tape you
 mdde of our interview. Do congratulate the artists who recorded it.
But I wa® sorry to see that we svidently talked overtime and thus
your last gquastiorn to ma on why the split in the Johnson-Forest Ten-
dency and my answer were cut off. In any case, I felt you desexrved
a more detailed answer -- which I'll tell you after I ask (and I hope
your answer is “yes®"): Will you, as editor of Race and Class, raview
there M M, women's Libaration and Msrx's Philosophy of
o mluti on? It actually xelates to my answer to your question most
: :objoctivoly an wall as *intimately. "

s .- Let' me: b.gin at that point, i.e. the end, eince today. 1-7 .
:_{. r._-lthpr t!un [1953. . 1'11 work: backward to the beqinninq which;

© . géing ne ..our dlnmnt ways. (Indeed, I would have to tu:n ‘even ‘fuzthor .
y 'h“qu thra wu more to 1950, when I was working with Wast Virgi
nins ':l‘in “their Genaral strike, while CLRY was in New York cr:l.ticiz
When it comes to~ 1983, it was my self-criticism after I write anything
-then réresd it that produced the paragraph you heard as I Finished
"':_talk on ay now book at Santa Barbara. That is to say,- that pa

graph is tho one I wrote after the! presses were alrnady locked ]
187 'ru_o thet vhat it concludu is present throughout tho wr‘k. ‘b
nince - ¥ m.hw what I have suid on Women's Liberation on that po“'
ultimete’ ptga (p. 194), X thonght I should do the same tor mrx :

i ; on the nllek dimmeion. _

! w:l.l.l you please, then, add the following to pngo 194, ..
-~ directly after the top paragraph, beginning with "In the u;-ly 1910:
" ....shesd of tle advsnced lands,” and before the next paragraph, .
b ‘_whieh begins with "The two paragraphs thnt nngola ouitt-d...

vhe adSed poragraph reads:




Marx's refarence in the Ethnological Notebooks
to the Australian aborigine as “the intelligent
black” brought to a conclusion the dialectic he had
unchained when he first broke from bourgacis society
in the 1840s and objected to the use of the worll,
“Nagro," as if it wexre synonymcus with the worfl,
"slave." By the 1850s, in the Grundrisse, he extend-
ed that sensitivity to the whole pre-capitalist wewld,
By thes 18608, the Black dimension becams, at one and
the same time, not only pivotal to the abolition of

slavexy and victory of the North in the civil war,
but also to tha restructuring of Capital, itself.

In a word, the often-quotad ssntance: “Labor cannot
-mnclpnta itself in the white skin whare in the
Black skin it is branded,” far from being rhetoric,
s the actual realicy and &hd parspective for over-
coming that reality. Marx reached, at every historic
‘pu'ibng po:i.nt. for a concluding po:lnt. Dot B AN’ ond
bul n,a m jumping of! point, a new boginning,




" ¥Mow then, when it comes to the beginning of the break with CLRJ

~ and my reference to 1950 and the Miners' General Strike, that was

- the year wvhen my activity in that strike and the way I interpretad
that strike proved to ba the beginning of what I was soon to call

"a movemsnt from practice that is itself a form of theory", which
demends of theorsticians that they begin there, just there, if they,
in turn, are to meet the new challenge and rise to the point of philo-
sophy. CLRJ, on the other hand, evidently began to feel that hs
wvanted to go "beyond® Msrx -~ and in any case not have me discovering
new spochs in cognition and action . (And perhaps there was a little
male chauvinism included there alec.) In any case, I wag not con-~
scious of the fact that our differences began thoera, as I was, at

the same time, translating Lenin’s philosophic Notebooks and sending
them to him with commentaries that showed a difference between him
and Lenin on Hegel. So the bullaetin, For the Record, which X am en-
closing, baging with the open philosophic division in 1953 -~ 30 years
ago to the day -- when I broke through on Absolute Idea, not s an
abstraction or mystical god but, in fact, as a movement from practice
88 well a0 from theory so that the unity of the two make up the
Ab';o_luto.*

. You,;d.l‘!. note first that Por the Record was prompped by

o, ‘the fuct that professor John O'Heill at York University, who is a
' qood n.gul uchohr but not a politico who understands "fnetionll .
11| t;" mad sent me @ work (mimscgraphed “Notss on the Dianlestie®. [ .
DY CLRT, which ha hzd sent to O'Meill asking for his comntnry and L

-*hnlp"'*‘ln £inding & publisher), informing me that he had written to ' .

cm thlt ‘he was turning it over to me, who knew both Hegel and’ mu

Ay -

iven:a million to have seen CLRI's face as he read that letter!)

T "'wl.'ot.'f"-to O'Neill telling him who I was outside of Hegel s«:iat:y
__cqn!-meu. and that wvhat he had sent me was what I had typed for

:__.CI.!J wvay back in 1948 -- and than proceeded with my criticue of it,

K Secondly, the Bullatin shows what I felt flirectly after
he'.split vhen Facing Reslity appeared as CLRI's and Grace Leas's
" “amawer® to )armism and Freedom.. (In that work, incidentally, you
wlu £find, in the lant chapter of the original edition, on Automa- -
' tiea, whit that 1950 strike was all about, both in thougnt and in . *
. . fact.). In the Bulletin you will find my letter to Bess, who was then .
o ln rnm nrnnging for a Prench translation of M&F and unaware of\‘-
‘cx.na'- (lct\ully Grace's) latest {1958) work. T

...+ .nhipdly, of course, is the critigue of Radical mrua, A
m were trying to mmke CLRJ into the "gr-atut Third world th.uia, "

ES. : h = A 3
;mnt: l'nnau o I z‘“‘i vhat
Begel “wamntt. a\lvg'lliw uh!a crit:lqu-. "The C ntit!izd‘,i

ter tlnn lnyom Naturally, I laughed my head off. (I would have . -




lnd rowriting hiztory not just of the Johnson-Forest Tendency but
. of Russisn history and Trotskyism which waa the actual inspération
for CLRY's truly, and only, original work, Black Jacobins. °

Is there any posaibility of you raturning to Michigan
for a visit or whatever, and thua visiting with me? You're always
welcoms. I heard in Los Angeles that you have finished a work

. on Black intellectuale that will soon be published. When? Where

" can I get it? Sorry, I didn't know that fact whan I was in Santa

. Barbara bacause my years have piled up a lot of sxpariences on
that subject. '
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CR1 My name is Cadric Robinson. I'm a member of the Political Sclence
Faculty hers at U.C, 8.8. and Director of the Center for Black Studles.
Today we will be speaking with Raya Dunayevskaya. Born in Russia, Ms.
Dumyevgk;ya has been active in the American Marxlan movemant aince bafore
. tho 89cond World War. In 1937-38, she served as the Russian Secretary to
- ,.r" Teon Trotaky during his exile in Mexico. At the outbreak of World War II,
Ms. Dunaysvskaya broke with Trotsky because of his advocation of the defenss
~of the Soviet Union under Stalin as a "degenerate but workers state,” Her
own position was the interpretation of Russia as state-capitalist. In 1941,
» she jolned with another major dissenter in the American Trotskyist movement,
~.James R. Johnaon, better known by his original name, C.L.R. James. Togsther
_'they formed the State-Capitalist Tendency within the Marxist-Trotakylst |
movement. Before the ‘I‘endéncy severed its assoclation with that movement,
it took the name Johnaon-Forast. as Dunayevskaya's Party name was F‘reddio
Forest., Later James and Dunayevskaya split in 1955. James went on uith
others like Grace Lee Boggzs to form the ‘Facing Reallity’ group. Ms. Du-.n; :
-yevekaya 1s ocredited with founding Harxiat-Hmniam in the U.S3, . She, an
: "*"J‘amea ‘independently developed the theory of state-capitalisn. She'1s ti:
author of a numbar of major works on Marx and Marxism, the most noent )

. Rosa I-uxemburg, ngen 8 Lideration and Marx's Philosophy of ﬂovoluﬂ_ on

Welconme, Ms. Dunayevskaya, HDs Glad to be here.

* * * *

CR: Lot's begin with the "Negro Question”, as it was known in the Anm, ar
Communist movement, that is, the relationship between Marxism and Blscks

WVhere would you ’bogin that?

EDs I would 1ike to begin by showing that, far from belng German, which Ms
was =0 far as birth was concerned, he had very, very deep American roots,
and the deepest were precisely on the Black Questlon. First, in the sense
of the Abolitonist movemsnt. That i1s, he showsd the Abolitlonists were 80
~ great because they stood on the shoulders of the Black msn in the aut.i-ah
movement, Secondly, in the Civil War, He felt that so long as Linooln -
i WaB- oAy - interested in union, he will never win thia var. It hn to ht Ly
eivil war. And even his closest collaborator, Engals. got worried thlt th
South would win becauso they had the better genersls. This is the letto
Marx wrote to Engels, on not worrying about who will win: o




>,

A singls Negro ﬁgiﬁani} would have a remarkable offect on Southarn
nerves. A war of this kind must bs conducted in a revolutionaxy way, ~ .
vhersas the Yankees havs been trying so far to conduect 1t nonstitu.tomny.

Now, thia magnificent statement, whith 1s Aug. 7, 1862, we have re-
produced with the Black regiment that finally got there, and are amating
the Southern confoderates, in order to show that on this centenary of Haxx
wo have such deep roots back. The developuent of the whole Black Quaation ‘
was dus to the fact that the American Communists never did understand the R
Negro Question. It was one of the big developments between myself and C.L.R.
Jms. becausas we hs an ageing that that was 8o, and you could trace it .
throu.gh for a long . ;

>

For examples I have deposited all of ny documents in the wayno State -
University Library of Labor History, from 1541, the time C.L.R. James and
myself developed the theory of state-capitalism, until todsy, with all the
works I've published. I thought I would cill attention to the fact of whlt
we did in the '40s. Just before C.L.R, James wrote the "Resolution. of the .
Minority on the Negro Question,” which. was January 1945. I had. urittan the'"-"

: fonowings

"Harxiam and the Nogro Problen. ". June 18. 19&4

"Negro Intellectuals in Dilemma,” a critiquo of Myrdal's study (_n
‘That's Gunnar Myrdal's An American Dilemms), and I called it .
"Negro Intal sctuals in Dilemma,” to capitulate to him ‘Then
there was the Resolution by Jopnson. Then there was = L

"Negro¥ in the Revolution,” May 1945

~ "Marxisn and the Negro Problem,” April 23, 1946

“Abstnct of Com. Coolidge" ~-- that's Ernest MeKinney who waa the
head of the Workers Farty, the Trotskyist Party, that is, the
Negro specialist, and he himeels was a Negro, I disagresd var:r. -
very heavily with him because he said the Negroes couldn't - get- my- o
whers by themselves, and they had to Wow and be second to tho ll.'box- e
problem,

"Industrialization and Urbanization of the Negrol

. So you see in.a single neriod. 10UlbE. wa haws - Yénn -

mnta. both in arguments on the question and in further developunt. . _-wm
happened after that --meaning the '60s when Black becane such an oxoi.tins
color and they finally admitted it == was that I found that the y.l.t..t _
Third. World theorist was Frants Fanon, It was that work that we reprod d




% |
PesabT

2

I think that you can't get anywhere on what I call “Anerican Civili-
zation on Trials Black Massea as Vanguard,"” unless you do see the truth of
Anerican history, and the fact is it's not jJust 2 role the Negro, or Blacks,
played, but at every single stage of development. The firat trede union was
gotten, the Natlonal Labor Union, directly after the Civil War. So Mexx's
statement about 'labor in the white skin not being free so long as labor in:
the Black skin is branded,’ ien’t rhetoricy it was a pure otatement of fact.

The question of restructuring Capital had to do with the inmpact of the
Civil ¥ar in the U.S. as to Marx's relationship to break with the concept

of theory, as if 1t were only & dabate betwsen theoreticlans, instead of

what were the workers doing, what was the race doing, what were the women d.o!.ng. ‘

»

~ CRy Let me take you back for & moment. In the 1920s and the 1930s with

respect to the Left movenment in the country in general, as it :elated to or
it ool -positions i Eespsct-to tho-so-oelled Nagrn Question, as wo' vc indi 4

'_ in the Americen Communist movement. At one time in the 1920s, thlt !.s. p::'o- _
sumbly fron the lats 19208 into the post-World ¥ar Il world, the Anor!.un
Conmunlst movenment assumed more or leas strongly, depending on whioh per!.od
you'ra looklng at, the position that Black people constituted & nation‘wi.ﬂun
s nation, and that Blacks had the right to sslf-deternination, that is, th
ri.ght to choss to separate from the U.S. as a people. FHow did- the poa!.t!.on
that you wers taking, and that Johneon-Janes was taking, in the eonuxt of:
the Trotakyist novement, relats to the Coamunist Party's position? N

¢ First of all, tha.t waan't the '20s. The partioular debate you':n :u-
ferring to is the '30s, In the '20s, when Lenin was still a.uv.. at tht
II CI Congress, he demanded that the Negro speak for himsel?, lnd s'l.vc thu _.
yeport to the Congreas; he demanded that, even though MNarcus Gu'ur uun t
exactly & Merxist, he organized the greatest movezent and we 'bottor ay
@W" \/ attontion to that. (CRs The position was enunciated in 1928 at thc VI C

ms Yes, btut the point 1s that it didn'% become & positié "
when they tried to say that, yes, the Negro is a nation within a.muon but'
. supposedly they'd be given ’gaounuu or something, (CR¢ States) EP.._
Rell, that's what I think of our Southern states. We opposed that in the
ssnae, first of all, that they have to make their declsion. s.eondly. ubr

r‘-
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only 5 counties? They're everyvhers. And the whole dobate began to degen-
erate into questions as to whether they have a different lanzuage. whethar

they have geographic boundaries.

Our poaition wasi no, it isn't g question of language, They tiink
diffémntly and 1f they'use the English language, it's because their ori-
ginal lanugage was taken away from them, they don't remember., The main
point was on the trede union question. We absolutely rejected the idea that
the Negro oouldn't get anywhwre on his own, he had to be aubordinate to labor. .
We insisted not only could they gt everywhere on their own, but that they
did get whatever they had won when they were on their own. Only at certain
turning points in history, like the CIO, when they finally begen to take in
Blacks, that you could sse that revolutionary role,

For example; I was in the Negro Champion before I met C.L.R. James,
and vhen thers was no union taking in Blacks. In the Ne Champion, the
Negro Labor Congress of the Communists, we felt we would never get anywhere
with the A.P.L., midd we better organize Black unions on their own. So thet
from that moment on, the questlon of saying, let's not depend on labor am
much as we believe labor is central, we better see that they had done such =

"and such work.

In the "l&Os in particular, for example, cne of the blg fights in the
Trotskyist movement, at which point C.L.R. Janes and myself took the same T
position, was a gquestion of the Black particphating in the Texas primaxy, '
Coolidge was glven the stupid idee 1t's a capitalist rarty; vhy should wo do
that, we should be opposed. I said, anyons who wants to die for the stinky

_position of being able to vote, obviously they want to make their presence ‘u L
known and what they can do. And we were for it. So tha actual positions or,\""f_"fif
~ fighting and the actuml positions of vanguard, the actual position of develop-- iR
ing and saying that only at certain turning points was white labor goud.
the C.I1.0., vas in the '40s. -

CRs One of the major Black militants outside both the Communists and ‘I‘rotakyiut
movements in the 1930s, when the debates began as you say, was W.E.B, DuBois. : g
‘He had published, in '35 or '34, his Black Recnstruction. D1d your poait:l.an .
fundamentally differ from his, or was there much agresment? ’




HD1 There were more points of agreement than disagreement. First or ali,
-we thought 1t was the greatest and only correct book on what really happened

in the Gyvil War, the Reconstruotion period. The only opposition we took 1s 7"~

that it was obvious that DuBols® attitude and position on the faot of the
"talented tenth” was not helping) it was disregarding the Black proletariat,
and that was wrong. But otherwise it is the most magnificent history. Peo-
ple better study 1t; thsy will not really know what really happensd until
then, The disagreensnt with DuBois was on the question of the "talented
tenth.™ It was not on the question of his anelysis of the Reconatruotion

peried,

CR1 D14 the trestment of intellectuals liks DuBois by the Americar Com~
munist movement have any impact on those Blaoks, intellectuszls as well as
workers, who came into the Trotskylst movement? Just who were they and
vhat was thelr path into Trotskylsm?

HDy Actually thers weren't many Black when C.L.R. James came around.
(They were damn glad to have a Blacks they could show him off.) No, when

e
?

the Communipt movamsnt broke up inte Trotakyiam (T just had a dieauae_i_én RN '

on it, incidentally, with Harold Cruas, in Michigan when I gave a spesch
on "Earl Marx and the Black World" at the U. of Mich., at Ann Arbor). -
When they wers developing the 1dea of the "tabnted tenth" and what m e

reaching to now, it was to show that ever since the break-up, the. B].a.oks -
Dunges, Lovett Ford Whiteman (CRs These are Blacks who wsre in the A o::l.can

Communist movement)

HD: Right. Fox example, poor Lovett Ford Whiteman who was ny od.itor
at the Negro Champion had gone to Russia and got his head out off Just lika
all the other people did during 37-38. (CRiYou mean 1iteral now?) RD: Yes
yes, yos, I'm sorry to say. Maybe not the head, but he was aurdered lnyua.y.

I don't know whether it was a firing squad, but it was during the 3?-38 1n- .

~ famous Moscow Trials.

Ernest Rice McKinney was the only well~known name of Blacka who hld.
besn a member of the N.A,A.C.P,, who had many years (I think he My mn ho,..
aliva, becauss I heard somothing about hin recently where he cal‘.l.cd as l.nu »
Yadventurer' or somothi.ng). who, howover, had & very, very wrong pos.ttion.
He so far moved away from ¥.E,B, DuBois and the "talented tenth™ as to’ uy
that you couldn't get anything unless you were with white labor, And. he

used to tell awful stories about the strike of 1919 in steel, and Buck

workeru were strikebreakers, and stuff of that ordor.

.'-"
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The Tootskyeists actually didn’t have Blacks, and none were well-
known. They had lost everything in the break-up betwson Trotskylsm and

Staliniam. And than thew hasan havins some Blocks uhe wors Frolstarians.
Vhen the 0,I1.0. started, that's the first time we really got some who
CEAR Pt .But even though I'd been expelled by the Communists, I
would still go into cltles where they didn't know nme, anﬁ wori again on
things 1ike the Scotsboro cass, on Negro labor defense. But it wasn't that

the Trotskylsts had Blacks.

The first time that there was a real Resolution was C.L.R. Janes,
194344, and 211 of my articles on ‘Marxism and the Negro Question®, and
all of my debates. And, Frankly, they invariably put up Ernest Ries
McKinney to debate me = bscauss, then, he was Blsck and I was white, so the
color was against me by being white, as Af he really knew the queation and I
didn’t,

| £R1 Lot me draw you out in texms of another characteristic. You were not
serely white, but Russian~born, and also & woman. What impact did theses = ;
. Charoteristics have for you personally and politically in the Left ;npyggqx_;@__‘{' L

RDs So far as Americans, I felt they don't know anything about the Blaok-f
_ Question. I felt that you have to be & foreigner to ever moogniu how u-
portant the Black Question was, becauss their constant fight on the quostion.
that you have to bs subordinate to labor; their constant not undorstlnding ;
the Clvil War; and paying attention to the fact that there were a lot of
b&kars, the Irish particularly, who were opposed to Black frsedom, or at .
least didn't want to fight in the Oivil War == were all kinds of eubozdiuto

iasues, Cler

I happened to habe bsen the first one -- I was still a ¥§Ber — to make . -
the motion, that elther you're going to make the comrades really fee) come .
radely by having the right to accuse the yhite conrades, even though thoy'u
suppossd to be Marxists, of white chauvinisn and to have & ttkel right there
(in *25, '26, '27 in the Yai). I felt very, very strongly in the. ftct"ihuﬁ 5
I don't think there's a single American that understands the Black Qtlosti.om{

-1t needed a foreiam hand.

Now, so far as the woman's role,is concerned, they do it very subtgysy
It isn't a male chauvinisa that you could expose immediately thlt'fll'ltyﬁ
whispers in the corridors, or it's something else, as to vhat thoro i

e A "P'”Tr:l-’m
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novanant to make all of us brave enough to say, well, it ian't only
eapitalism that has male chauvinisr, it's right here in the Left, and you
better pay attention to that and reorganize yourself.

*

CR) Some of the ex-Farty people, that i1s, people like Benjamin Gl&low

(I'm thinking of hia I Confess...RD: What & horrible book). One of the

issues he raises in that text ia the tragedy of a particular woman, who becane
involved in what I eall “sexual politicas" in the most perverse sense of it,
had nothing to sustain heraslf, and ultimately dying after & series of aboxr- '
tions and that sort of thing. The question I'm asking you, is that, as a
woman, did 1t not relse more than Just slmply problems of petty harasasment

or vhispers in the corridors?

RD: We aluways felts that whereas 1t's true, that wherever thers happens

a revoltion...WVhen it wvas the Easter Uprising, evexry Jewlsh girl thought

that she'd become a revolutionary right away if she slept with an Irishman,
In the '30s and '40s, every Jewlsh girl thought that she would bacome a
revolutionaxy if she slept with a Black man. So they would try to use thl.t.
that it wasn't really political, it was sexual, But it simply wasn't truo.
They feli that they, am women, are doing what they would do xith anybody, _
anl thewhite man wasn't half hs sensitive to the question of sex end wouldn't
ask a Black wozan to marry him, But the white woman would. s

But we didn't really raise that. When people betrayed, and Gittlew
of courss is & big tetrayer and went over to the F.B.L., they would raise
those questions that were not raised before, White Anerican have such & m;’
nanes. I was very, 'vary shocked, for example, when once I found the maln N
thaoretical journal of vhen we were all Soclalists (I never was, but the
Americans were befors 1917). He said, well of course I'xz for-equal eco= -
nomlc and political rights, but I wouldn't like my sister to marry a Black
man, And I thought: Jesus, in a Communist paper, in & Marxist paper? How
can 1t possibly be? So there were those kinds of things, and I would
glvays say:t for heaven's sakes, Marx's daughter married a Black aan. ¥ho
do you suppose Lafargue was? He was a Creole, and they were very proud
" of the Yaot. 5o how much longer can we move backwards in Awerics, that™ = *
here it 1s the 20th century and we're still talking such nonsense? '

#*
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© CRi In the posi-ror‘ia war II period, when you began to--I suppose even
earlier, you'd already marked yourself off as a major figurs in the Left

movement...

BDs I don't know that I was a major figure. I was very active and a
thorn in their sides, I hated intellectuals and leaders so much, I really

had very little to do with them. I would just do the work, But I was active
in Chicago. I was an actual founding menber way back in 1925 of the Negro
Labor Congress, I was woriing on the Nezro Champion. I was working with
Lovett Ford-Whiteman, Dungee, and the others. And then by not being afreid
that you're bourgeois, I worked with some of the the N.A.A.C.P. and so forth,

on the question, and would review books like Fire in the Flint, to try and show -

they have a literaturs, they have a feeling, they have very great thoughts...

In the *L0s, when I got together with C.E.R. Janes, we were fighting,
nurber one, agabst Jim Crow in the U.S. Arnmy. We were very active in that,
and some of then have plctures of themselves, Johnson-Forestites, who wers
working in there, We were part of what we weren't supposed to be part of -
.-_thay didn't want whites around the March on Washington. It was a ve:qr, very
_ inprtant stage in our devdlopment and our mctivity, And I worked very hard -
with the Sdm&b‘/rg Colleotion, I did a lot of my work there, I handed in 511

- of tha documents of that time before doouments wexe impaxtant on the quosti.on. =

They have qulte a blg part.

Now the Ma;-_x;gt-amnut docunents are a part of the Collection mnd
they aotually have some things that may bs missing. One of these days I' .
have to go there. I asked Haxold Cruse when I was discuasulg with hin, M'
did you get the’ _m. I don't even have a copy. And he said it 13

available in ‘the Schunb(rs Collection. I had actually not knowl: That's uhat

I mean. by anmring the question, I wasi't important then. I would writs
sonething, and I would get mad, and go to something else. T didn't care for -
my documenta:’ I think after breaking with C.L.R. James, I said, well, £ I
break with him, I better kesp my documents.

: ’ _" » . »

(e cantinued fintat'viaw aftor vidootape interview has formally ended)

RETAL TS

RDy ...ﬂ;a question of Humanism, that they were raising quostiorhs about whl.{,
kind of" la'bor. tha.t were rezlly way above what anybody was ukina. 8o 1‘."

we hud to ha.ve a new\ version made of what used to be oalled "Marxism Ind

TR P Yo .
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State-Capitalism", which became Marxism and Freedom. The new version was that
the American worker should be part of this; all of the recenstruction nf

Capital in relationship to America; and Lenin's Philosophic N tebooks N teboeks.
agreed in-theory, but did an awful lot bW s ee Tf W

@{%W
ally, the break came when I developed the ideas in 1953 on the

Absolute, what I actually considered the breakthrough of the Absoclute Idea"
that 1t wasn't only a unity of theory and practice, but a question of such

a unity, that it was an entirely different developmernt,K the relationship

to theory and philosophy. He categorically refused to comment or to have
angthing to do ¥th it, that the real thing was organizational. He was being
deported, and *someday or another' he'll come back to 1t. Well, 'someday

or another' never came baeifand we were meanwhile listed. He was in England
and I was here and had to bear the brunt of it. I really feel that even thogh _'
now in Correspondence -- that is also available in the Marxist-Humanist doe- :

uments -~ we were raising the question of Absolute Idea in discusssion, he -
refused categorically to have anything to do with the fact that the breakthrough j
of seeing a moement from practice that is itself a form of theory, 80 that fil i

theory had to become philosophy. He Jjust conked out -- sorry to use the phra 8y

*

CR3;. One last questlon, and it also has to do with the collectives that the‘
Jopnson~Forest Tendency suggests, At least 2 very powerful theorists came out
" of that group, other than James himself, and that's yourself and Grace Tee .
Boggs. I'm wondering why we have not heard from other major EEEEE:&hee;istsl
in the Left movement in this country? ' S

D1 I believe ¢{hat the women theorists had been so disgusted with th
earticular of what they considered the maln thing -- male chauvinism == tha
they Jjust separated from Marxism altogether. ZEven though Grace Lee Boggs ‘s
supposed to be a philosopher (she mas, in fact, our formal philbsopher), .
the truth is that she doesn't raise the woman Question, as the center; 1£'
only Black., .

_ T rasied not the Woman Question as the only questien, not the Black
.. Question as the only question. I named 4 forces of revolutlon that I. 1n°
' are also Reason; that's 1abor, Blacks, women and youth. I think if you t

ILt g b

basis of women, instead of being part of the revolutionary movement, and-
obviously...(tape ends here) .w D wowe cam ok OV

Boccema il 1y He 06l MzJ{w x ﬁm./%@ﬁfw

e R O
s




Notes by RD, 1/17/84 reparding trasncBipt of CR inteRview

é}\ g;wg_gppggggnthe.;gtwenyor in dating positions of which he
is apparently unaware., I.E. when he asks about the 20s and 30s
I correct him that the discussion on Black in the CP was about
the 30s, not the 20s. The 20s are important because Lenin was
8till alive and I refer to the CI Congress. CR obviously
doesn't recognize it's not a question just of dates and in order

to emphaslze it's the 20s not the 2Ef:;>

e

<CR says; "The position was enunciated in 1928 at the
6th Comintern.Y This means he misses up the 6th with what I
was talking about (the 2nd) ; secondly that he mixes up»'
‘Lenin's stand in<g§P® 1920 on the National Question withig28
and Stalin-Bukharin theory of everything from "socialism in
one country" .

L ‘P.g9_. top para. in which last sentence is left unfinishﬂd,tgg'
hould reada CLRJ agreed in theory but did an awful lot to see

o

To the final page 9, where in the last para. the note. readssh
"tape ends here" the sentence ghould re completed as followa: .
"And obviously, inso far as I was concerned -- and all that is,f

 documented in my Archives.‘as well as all the publications -='

_"i "inﬁs were: involved: 1)}first and foremost +o Marxist-:.
Mumanistc. the uniqueness and originality of the. slogan that:
diat ,guiehed us, 'Woman as Reason as well as Force'; ) ‘the
need for an autonomous WIM.
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THE TERMS OF ORDER: POLITICAL SCIENCE AND{ THE EADERSHIP ..~ C W id
,By Cedric J. Robinson (Albany, State Un1vers1tyﬁ f New Yor Pre s.[1980)l

/Pp. vii-218, $9.95 (paper). het i g -
1 v; / /

Over the past decade, a growing number of African and African American

™ A
[ym}\.:’;- | ) '

scholars have examined the assumptions and biases of Western social science
in order to better understand the motives underlying them and to pose alter-
natives to their attendant theories and conclusions. Most recently, cri-
tique of the social sciences has“ﬁ?rected attention toward the theoretical
and methodo]ogical‘Eonstructioné/;; various disciplines as these attempt to
define and/or interpret, within their separate domains, the nature of social
reality. The point of this reassessment is Gaf:giégi} to expose fallacies,
A -(E%?E:Ei;;:)o fnstruct, as it becomes increasingly evident that the/GEEFEEf)
u l__<§1§£'3?"K?F¥EEﬁ peoples 1s 1nte11ectua1 as we{?q;;‘E:}sica;y Cedric Robin-

son 's The Tbrms of Order is an important contribution to the movement of

rit1ca1 conscicusness among Black peop1esP/JThis work centerg_gg_fﬂgﬂcon-

. cept of "dne politicat®ln vestern thought and specially adéresses the
" implications of historical options (Marxism@ anarchism) to the concep-

" tions of conventfonal political science. Modestly described by the author

" as an-essay {it is really several essays, each -contained), the
e e TN
- book offers a detailed discussion of ¢ h of political orderjand the
postutate of politi leadership)as the basis of that order.
SN TR T
- In discussing political science and the object of its inquiry--the -,
(:;ture of the political Robinson turns to(};;%as Kuhnj whose The Structure

of'5c1entif1c Revo1utions has influenced thinking about the phflosophy and

: ”;;;Eggjgjggy,of knowledge for some twenty years. Kuhn's treatment of "normal o
e e e

science” as the process by which knowledge is produced and accumulated is

e i e,

 used to demonstrate hoth the tq_tological character of scientific thought ‘

—rr——n . e




experienoe of it.

Kuhn argues that scientific knowledge is generated through the opera-
tion of "normal science" which produces a dominant paradigm, one having no
serious competitors. Paradigms or “exemplars" are deemed by Kuhn to be - L”-;_‘; i]
scientific puzzle-solition models that have gained acceptance largely by i ‘}3'f'f;ff:
means of formal instruction. Robinson says of "normal science," '0 ne kKnows ‘élﬁigtga?ia :_ fﬁ'j
what to ask of one's data and how to produce that data because one knows P :
‘instinctively' the boundaries and the range of correct and acceptable

answers" (p. 11):j\
The salience of any paradigm, according to Kuhn, derives from its

o ti Jpractitioners' commitment to it. Therefore, while there may be wultiple

gns exitant, owing to their distinctive epistemologies, they cannot

';*f_be judged solely by recourse to experience or reason. Paradigms are incommen-

'77§$surate Paradigm change thus requires transformation of individual percep-

':fptions and- conceptuaiizations, something akin to religious conversion.

or Robinson, political science is a dominant paradigm and, as such,

':-he argues, does not exp'licate the nature of the politica‘l - it posits
the‘poiitical -as a categorical necessity This basic presumption of po]iti-

ganerate testable propositions. Instead of theoretical formulations, what is
: enoountered in the discipline 1s a profusion of metngoolpgical\inventioﬁﬂy
The latter, of course, is geared toward prediction of "potitical” behavior.

v-v—-lq"-\
tive, it is ciear that p0|1tical science is an(atropnied gKU

gl

discipline, & victim of stunted growth. At best, it ts an ideoTogy that
mirrors and interprets a predeterminod view of the human condition.
o Political science, though, cannot be dismissed so easily for it and fts




practitioners remain collaborators in the persistence of the idea of the
political as a categorica] necessity, an idea that, despite its elusiveness,
has become the pre-eminent metaphor of our t1me In its most simplistic

conceptualization, it is pr1st1ne reduction1sm '“Everyth1ng is political."

In.his formulation, however, Profé;;;;”ﬁgg;;son interprets the political to

be[ii . . an ordering principle, distinguishing the lawful or authorized

order of things while itself being the origin of the reguTatioq:]kp. 7).

He discerns that fiWe associate, then, the political with power, authority,
rde law, the state, force and v1o1ence--a11 of these are phenomena which

éh/1%g§E;;>t the ocutcome, deflggﬁl;he extraneous, 11m1t the relevant forces.

._ He speak of the poiitica] bofﬂ as an instrument for ofdering sncnety(égg that

.. order 1tself* (ibid.).

_In-Mestern thought,(?%i)po1itic31 js taken as a factual proposition

; @bbut“'and the archetype of; social order. If one accepts the idea of human
'“ﬁatureﬂ as being a universal pature that purports to account for human pre-

| dfspositions then high on the list of essential attributes is a need {in-

'4  stinct perhaps) for rd r. Order is a given, an element of the human

1m use- for surviva n Westerm civilization, at least since Plato, power
"_‘-—.______‘.—o—

has been jdentified as a principal source of social order. PoWer necassitated
a-further ins{rument to effect order. this being political leadership. Hence,
5ay5 Robinson. we are presented with a paradigm in which order is achieved
and sustained through the agency of political leadership.

Persistence of the political as social reality in Western thought is
shown by Profhssor Robinson to be linked to certain d1scernments--metaphysicaI

and epistemn1ogica1--which equate social order and poiiticai neau'Fauip.

@-oanﬂytia theory, (tducturansm (French), Hnguistics and étl}ﬁo'logy are

used in the book to examine both the(if;“" .cessgjfggpreby the myth}

¥
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of political order persists and also to suggest how an understanding of

other cultures may be ach1eved without mist;E1qgkcross cultural similarities

—T e e

for descriptions of reaiity Whereas Western systems of thought arrogantly
—_— T

and mythologies have remained viable and continue to infiltrate these epis-

temologies. As his argument deve1ops, it becomes apparent that political
p——'—'—”—"—-—-—_._.-—.-—-— - ———
. science is understood by him to b be a repos1tory of such myths 11v1ng in the

P e e

L "
o]leEfT?EF’f;;} subcohscious) bf western c1v111zat1on. The charter mythaﬁg

(e

of "political” society 15 that of poTithal_JeadershIp, those or that

authority through whom (potent1a1) chaos and indecision are eliminated from,

or mediated within, the public sphere.
_~Nhe modern Western myth of po11tica1 order is traced to Max Weber and
/,,-'-———-»-_-—

R his ‘translation of the messianic wish! 1nto)the mysticism of charismat1c
.a"""'"""__"""_-'"--—-—-—"‘-—-._._..—

R P
- —— e

In its Weberian construction, the charismatic reiattonsh1p
et

o hetween 1eader and follower is necessarily one of dependency. In order to

o conceal the asymmetry of this structure, Robinson argues, leadership and

‘t'o}']owershi p are imbued with contrary qualities. For Weber, was

1.'¢he essential legitimation for traditiona) and bureaucratic authority. In

-:“ this paradigm. followers are conceived as surrendering their authority to

the Ieader, thereby insuring a well-ordered system. The structure and

rea11ty of domination are, in this manner, hidden and protected. . N
Among the many merits of this book is Rggigsohdsﬁgg)nterpretation of—-*"“g"22 hh&hs-'

Q‘ZQHgber's theory of charismatic leadership. The strategy employed in his re-

" - RORWIRSon proceads o view

X Anterpretation is (dfalectical ana1y§;3- ~Taking hints f

;ﬂiuf-Fbucau1t. with their emphases on binary opposites and oppositions. Professor

M \Q.-————" ’_'"“\_
poriiical authority as ihe(perversigin of Charisia, ‘ RS

For him, Heber's theory "is a rationa1 version of the messiah, a paradigm

--—-"""‘“.q_ ————
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mixed with mystifying notions of rationai (geometric) social order and apoc-
alytic salvation" {pp. 158-159),

In providing a critique that moves beyond the parameters of traditional
Western thought, Robinson argues that charismatic phenomena are not expres-
sive of the leader-follower dyad, but rather, represent the dissolution of
that dependency The solidarity of charismatic masses is not disjunctive-~

the "charismatic Teader becomes the charismaticized follower, the element

most totally subordinate, to the extent that his every action is changed
with not merely an obligation but as well a detailed instruction" {p. 152).

<<ifhe dynamic of the charismatic reiatfonship is, for Professor Robinson, a;:>7

: e,
temporary eﬁf?ective consciousness spawned by social crises,)

Western responses to the repressions and disorders (crises) of politi-

~ cal society, at least since the nineteenth century, have been of two general
types;-Manxist and anarchist remedial programs. Granted the variation within
each type, both-share with conventiona] perspectives the same epistemological

and. metaphysical premises, specifﬁca]ly, acceptance of the po11tica as a

eccesity and the possibility of political freedon Marxist

. ] ateqq g 1 b
N ‘a 'r ’
L ‘&\met&physics{f or example, proclaim the state to be the gfeatest evil, an

evil inextricable from class struggle, which, in turn, 1s the motive of

" human history. In this messianic vision, history ceases to exist once class- ‘Yuitzéfb .

Iess .soctety (polttical freedom) reigns. Anarchism, too, is a political - Ff
force in opposition to the state, offering differing versfons of the’ return :
- to a‘Golden Age. According to Robinson, the failing of modern Western radi-
calisms 1s their fnability to pose genuine alternatives to customary con-
' ?‘;. ceptualizations of authority as legitimated power. They are merely a]tern-
“““atives of the po11t1ca1. not 1ts negation.

‘If there is an authentic alternative to these customary conceptualiza- -




tions, then it would have to meet certain fundamental criteria{ “I? a
people found a consciousness of authority; survival and order without re----
spect to the po11t1ca1 that is.without human. agencies which embody-power
and its cognates, then they can be understood to be authentically without
pDTTt?CS" h;-éQ) ‘Tb acquire an understanding of anarchy in this generic
sense, Robinson turnis to the\ethnographic 1iterature treating the I]a-Tbnga

of Zambi In applying linguistics and ethno?ogy as counter- or subversive-

P -

s e

sciences (approaches which claim to offer a]ternate ways of knowing to those
predicated on Togic) it is shown that authopi%y\neeo5ngf_he_§gsgd in power,
force, nor'the threat of violence” n(ili:ﬁfgé)society, the authority of
leadership is restricted; th mora1 basis of association is not submission
As the idiom
:of_the po]iticaI dominates the thought and activities of the West, so in
: 11a-Tonga society does the 1£49m of kinship assume this function, but as a
(fltrUIy integrative?&evice. [fEEEEfiEE_EEhfffjffon’ the my%hoTo;;’o;A:;nsth
~ .as rationalized 1n the principle of incomp1eteness, that is, in the notion
of the'necessity.of the{Othér)in realizing Self, reflects the ideological

-and social insights of this_ anarchistic society

"2??/ //’fh;; dialectical analysis. the juxtaposition of parad1gms, doesiE?E:)

f>oppu51£192§j;zgg§:35, it does a11ow an_under=.

e et P s 8

/—"—‘\-_,
those of authentic anarchism are incommensurate, they lack shared assump-

tions about the nature of socia] order, of social relatedness.

The. politica] is the ﬁﬁhnis‘of contemporary Western’ thought. As such. L

| S S S TTme—

it assumes priority over all other conceptions of social re1atedness. 50
much so that even in the absence of political phenomena, they are conjured

up and superimposed on manifestly nonpolitical things pnd events. Though




jt is not so very difficult to accept that our experience of social. order.

45 learned, that it is a culturally-derived Gestalt, Robinson reaects the

assertion that this exper1ence. un1versa11y, is rea11zed as p011t1ca1 ordah.

e e e e

This book is his contributions toward disabusing us of acceptance of the
"paturalness" of the political. Those who wish to plingmtn.thgugglitica1
as an_ instrument of liberation will find little solace here.

e

At another level, one equally important to Black scholars. and activists,

_—

this book is an exquisite demonstration qf ‘how the separation of know]edge

into various disciplines has encouraged apd perpetuates the fragmentationJ }k/
W

and distortiq/)of soc1a1 rea11ty

-

Mary Agnes Lewis

Department of Afro-American Studies
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