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ON WORKING OUT OUR PERSPECTIVES: PRACTICING DIALECTICS

To the REB (copy to NEB) , May 24, 1965

Dear Colleagues:

Thie 38 my last letter from Algorac. HNext weck I return to Detroil
and from then until the convention cven the preliminary discussions we will
be having at the REB will have so formal an air that I theught ib best to
take sdvaniage of this day to write informelly of soms of the theoretical
and crganizationzl questions thet we will have to think about in working
out our perspectives.

These are times of great stress and it is as well, for the time be—
ing, that they remain only in the background. I rote, for exemple, that
"Resurrection City" has been rained out todey, the eve of Ray F.'as departure
for D.C. But, of course, zll eyes sre on France. With the mass media &y~
ing to convey the impression that the Communists are bebind the uphsaval
thexn, their counter-revelutionsry role is well hidden. -Yet it is the
Communists vho mede it their businese to see that the workers did not accepd
the student offer to act jointly. It is the Communistis who osaw to it that

the workers accepted a "diclogue" (De Gaulle is xzeslly some ons to have &
dizlogue with!) about their grisvances. And, no doubt, they will bring in
sufficient divisions so that the enti-Degeulle unity will now be broken up
between those who want to "Wote No" rather than act No. Nothing sceres the
Comnunists more then spontansous revelutionary sotions and powsr in the
streste. And nothing pleasss De Gaulle more than the role of "mavior™.
{What, pray, weo he saving France from "30 years ago" unless it was that he
was trying to overthrow the Popular Front Government and the workers'
ocoupations of the factories then by the abortive fascist coup to which he
was very olose: indesd? Or has he, b; Fiat, moved up by s year the cutbreak
of Viorld.War II?) And now he will Have every one wail for June when he
will offer suoh iliugory gains as "profit sharing' znd Ycommon interests”
in university administration to "protect ¥France from ithe adventurss and
waurpztions of the most hateful natwre and most ruinous." The situation is
fluid enough s3ill and what will happen there next wonth will change not
only France but the world, including tte three criticel events in this
country: the black revolt, tha anti-Viatrem war movement, znd the student
rebellion. 'In order to better undcrstand this and work oui all the rami-
fications; I proposs to get awsy from them all, and -talk, instesd, of
seeningly abstract questions. :

In our philosophy classes this year we did try practicing dialecticse,
but, unfortunately, it was only "theoretically" whereas what is crucial iz
to practice diaslectics politically and organizationally. Thus, some have
talked ‘oo much frum the top of their hoede whon it came to activities, and
others haven't talkcd et all. Since actions slways set off renctions gnd
further ramifiocptiors, no doubt telking off the top of your head is a &great
deal more harmful than kecping silent, nevertheless, eilencs can't help the
organization grow. Of the eseence, therefore, for our pre—oonvention
pericd is reasoned disoussion reoted in objectivity.
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Ego-centrism, it needs to be understood, is not, rhilosopuically
speuking, & question of concoit of an individual. As an individusl,
Kent wae not zn egotist. Writing on the eve of the French Revolution,
he fought the good Ffight against the British empiricistsj ho wes the
first to bring back to modern 1life the anciont dialectio} in many ways
he pnbicipeted the ¥rench Revolution and hailed it when it came. Never—
theless, bscause, philosophicaliy the Ego was the judge, it was impossibla
to make any furtker forward steps. Hegel, who was not the 1liberal Kent
wag, nor the moralist who rclied on mon of good will ("the generel will™)
to resvlve contradictions; Hogel who, inetead, juiged by objective,
historic developments and solf-tovement of idezs as well as of history,
end therefore released the dialectic from external rsatrictiono, and
followed its movemsnt tbrough te its logical conclusion, elicited suckh
new facets of the dialectic in labor as well, that hig dialectic becans
in fact the "algobra of revolution' beczuse it incorporated in it, or

' expressed, as you wish, the Buraghs of the Fronch Revelubion in plece
of the Enlighterment, which is what Kant had trensformed inko method.

I ghould zlso add that sgo-centrism wisn't only a bourgeoie irait.
Harx's main opponent when he first begen working out historical matex—
ialism wes the philosopher for anarchiem {Stirncr) and tbroughout tho
1ifa of the First Intornational this strain, whether in Proudhon, Bakunin,
etc., was tho big.,zet obstacle o the building of & revelutionary pro-
letarien movement. If there is anything we learned from ths crimes of
‘$taliniem/is that the counter-revolution witkin the revolution is by
far the most dangercus since it remains afiur you have alroady finished
with the oclass enemy. Petiy-bourgecis egoism ie the bain of exiabonce
of the movement wkan it is.young, emell in number, isolated from the
mgss movement which is tho only thing thbat can discipline patty-
bourgeois revolutionaries. If thore is enything nerdor for such &
revolutionary than the proverbial camel tnrough a neodle's ye, it is
gelf-discipline. - ’

"Every beginning must e made from the Apsolute," wrote, Hegel.
And if ever onything sounded fantestic, abgtract, nonsensicsl, incorract
. end mos$ certainly inappliccble to Murxist analysis, thie surely sounded
like the senience that weuld. win the prize,. until - - Vorld Wer I broke
out and almost all the Marxist lcaders lined up behind the Kaiser. I%
wasn't only self-movement that Lonin disoovered in Hegel's philosophy,
it was also the plunge into frecdom that a generalization gives you.
¥eoping in mind the cxzemple 1 gave the olasgs of a generalizetion that
schiaves just that — thet is to sny, the realization by a worker thet
it ien't just his foruman or his buddy's gupervisor or the bose named
Joo but that it was a oapitalist cless characteristic —- reread the
quotation from Lenin that appesrs on p. 15 of the Lecture Notes of my
philosophy outline about tho formation of mbatract notions.

Now it isn't only for the study of Hegel or even Merx.and Limnin
thet "beginning fTom the Absolute" instead of the immediate situation
bofere you is & nsoesaity. It is for our overyday notivities. Song-
whore Jean-Paul Scrire has & guite brilliant and correct exprossion
about Tevolution being " a duily practice illumincted by theory." Practico
that & while. Think of Marx reesding galley proofs of Capital snd ouddenly
deoiding (sparkid by a quosiien by Dr. Kugelman, no doubt & sivvrid
petty-bourgsois guostion at that) there is no point to loiting
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that chapter on Commodities stand so concretely as it standsy better
mzks a "little addition™, like e whole big fat sbsolute, an notion,

THE FETISHISM OF COMMODITIES, right there, in the very Tirst chapter,
on that gimple most everyday thing, a commodity. And what happens from
1867 when it was written, to 1915 when Lenin recds the Science of Logic?
Wby, every Merxist brings it down to size — his nsrrow, simple "class
struggle" size —- rather than thes FREELY ASSOCIATID L4BOHR as only ones
capable of ripping the fetish away from that litils product of lanor.
Lordy, how many timcs must we retrace our steps, and make gensralization
sbout that which is alrwady pest and therefore sveryone zgrees with it,
only in order, st the very first crisis the individual sxpericnces, to
heve the whole dialectic, not to mention simple human relationc betwsen
comrades, g0 by the board and the egotizt is off, rambling lilke an idiet!

0.K. lot's try againe. Lot's try it closer to homej though it may
not bo within your individual ezperienca, it is nuar encugh to test your—
self. The yesr is 1553, which, a8 sgainst the formelly correct date of
1955, is the real (in the Hegelian-darxisn sense of rational ard quint—
emsontial) breaking peint of the state~capitalist.tendoncy. 1 don't
know how many have rersad those Moy 12 and May 20, 1953 lsttecrs on the
Abagolute Idoa that I esked you all to read for tho philousophy lectures.
But in any cas2 mome of you oxpericnced that breask we made from Johnaon.
Horetofors we bave sircssed that the great philosophic bresktbrough was
my "translating” Hegol'a anslysis of Abmolute ¥ind as conteining z_meve—
ment from prectice. This, of course, remains historically true, and it
remping true in practice since both NEWS & LEPTERS and MARXISM AND
FREEDCH were foundud on that principle.

Now, howover, I wish to show how thosu lotfiors on thait abstrast,
abstruze Absolute anticipated the future of both tig events and the
asteblisbment of Correspondenge. ~ Or, more proocisely put, aidn'it influence
the sstabliskment of sn cttempted workers! paper and thus lud o break-
up. 48 you know, 1953 was = very eventful ysar which boecams niatoric,
first, on March 5th, when Stalin diod. Betwecn that day and the next
higtoric turning point, Junu 17, the Eaat Oevrmen revelt, I wrote two )
lotters, on May 12 and May 20, 1953, I wans guite unconscious of meparat-—
ing myself ‘thooreticaslly from Johnson, and when I pointed to a diffcorence
botwoon one interpretation of Huegel pnd snother, ettributed it o a
difforence in detcoss Je had written bis notes on Dialectic in 1948, I
mine in 1953. Mind you 1953 wos then a very silent yeer; the déath of
Stelin had not produccd e new situction at once &nd therefore the
bourgeols preso kcpt up ite prattie sbout the impossibility of any aotions
within a totelitarian londj on the othsr hand, in 1948 wo wore still
expecting rovolution ot loast in Western Burope. Yot in May 1953 I wreto
that J's 1948 Dinlectics MSS “meart only tho psenoral development of
sociclism through overcoming Stelinism, whorvas now we ¢an be morc
consreto." {p.5) And I procecded to ooncrotize by saying thers will he
totally now types of revelts becsuse "our age proves it hae abolished
the distinotion botw.on theory and practice and that which is tho pre-
ooccupaticn of the thcoriets, froudem out of one~party totplitarianism,
ie thu preocoupation of tho greet massess." A month later the East

Germon Rovolt Urcke oub.
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Whon it come to further coneretize this two wocks later {the cenvention
for voting to bogin Correspondence wes July 4th) I thought it meant thet
theory would no longer bo restricted to “theoreticel orgens" but be writ-
toun directly in the peper, the workers-papur-to~be. As you pll know, it
didn't work out that wey; a new papor, NEWS % LETTERS, was nceded before
we could pructice both theory snd solf-activity of workers. One final
woxrd on the guustien of thuory and those 1953 letters and thnt is the
fnect that, just as the movement from prectice wes ssid to Gte not only to
theory but to =z new society, sc the movement from theoxy wes not only to
practice but ag "the medisting agent" of a new socicty.

Whnt bes all this to do with ue todey? Outside of $alking zbout how
to practioe method not only thecroticelly but in politdezl nnd orgenize—
tional mettera, 1 hope we will all now cctuslly do so on at lusst threo
issuee to face us st the conventions (1) thu warking out of Forspective
and the lively discussions that will follow the draft; (2) confronting
the quostion about how to sct the evehts at Columbie Univarsity end the
general student rovolt in America in on intornational context; we surely
aro not in the pre-rovelutionary situation tho Froneh studente gnd workera
ars trying to devolop into en mctuzl revolution, but there is no situation
anywhere that doeen't bave ita intornationsl ropercussions, and we will
have to work thess out both theoretically and conorstely: 63) the bleck
rovolt as it is ot the moment in "Resurrecticn City" and am it will be
this sumnmer, on the ona hend, and a now edition of Black aasa Revolt, on
the.other band. The only reason I do not list the anti-Vietnow war meove—
zent is thet I teke for grentod that will be contrel to working out politi-
cal porspectives. By the jime we meet, tho Demooratic end Republicen
conventions will have boen ‘held and wo will sce whothor the horrible
"choioe" @will once agein narrow down to Nixon-Humphrey snd the horrors
of that in reletiouship to Vieinam ~— thero surely will.bo Vietnams if
thet is tho "choice"! Instend, lot's sottle down to some "scricusnass,
labox, petionce, sufisring of -tho nogutive" whiok is the only way to pro—
duce some very positive rovelutionary results. )

Tours,

Raye




O DETATING 9HE DOOK TO THE OMGAUIZATION
B May 28, 1968
To the NIB {Cony to "ER; muy be read to locels if organizer wishes)

Dear Collcaguos:

This is as good o time 28 any to throw out somo idesms relating the
book to the orguni.stion. This iz 2ll the more neccssery becpuse you are
not going to get copies of the second draft, although the philosophy
classus have, no doubt, preparod you to understand the atrictly philomophic
cheptars botter thon vhen you resd tho first dreft. I should state st
onco that, only in part, is your not getting copies of the second draft
dus to lack of monoy end personnel needed to make those copiss. Above all,
it is dwe to the fuet that the classcs hed beon undertaken not so mush
(or not msinly) to have you " underatend" dizlectics as to have you practisc
it. This practicing of it, at pre-convention timcs, is all directsd to
organizational matturs, end it is this which preoccupics mc now.

Tou may rcmember the tape I made for NY whon they saumed o bit over—
whelmed that tacy themseives must be the teachers. I then pointed out
that they undcrestimated both their own gbilities and Just how much the
organization had alroudy teught them rhilosophy for there was not a single
Perspoctive roport ever aincc wo woere founded tbat did not contain a great
deal of dinlectics. Noturelly the daily practice is muchk richer at the’
canter than "in tho f£iold,™ and, rlthough on difforont levels, isolution
from idoes — the deily practice of dinloctics — is overy bit sa stifling
as isolation from the mzsmos. Nevertzkcless, just as we try herd to ocurw
mount the lotter, so we must tho former. 5o, heie woes: S

.~ A decede bes passed since the publicetion of MARXISM AND FREEDQM,
‘Though not onty the solid but the unique theoretical foundutions it 1uid
for the formetion of News & Letters Comitiees romain with us and will
continus to merve us, the dual impulses == from the objectivo situation
and from the theoretical void in the Merxist movement-- that have emanated

" these past 10 yoers meke imperative not & mere “updating" but now develop-
ment that could rightly be celled now discoveries. There may be mome who
are so boeralt of o sense of history, or so invelved in whai Hegel called
"o, giddy whirl of melf-perpetucting disordor” (that is tc soy, o world
thet revolves around Ego rather then around Subjectivity sz mess ard ue

. theory), that they fail to soo thet Philosophy and Revolution im tho most
conerote of all the tasks fecing the Chairman, not as "eushorV, but as
leader of a rovolutionary orgenizatidn. Let mo explein onc of the thec-
reticrl differuiaces between Leonin snd Bukherin that hes the grostest
applicability for our own dovolopment now. It dis noithor the state-ccpitel-.
izt debate, nor that on Bubjeot — both of which I belleve the orgnnization
hos in the vory woerrow of ite bones. Ne. It is seli-detcrmination of
netions as o dialeotic of rovelution ve. Bukhorin®s conenption that it was
a voriteblu rosotioncry stop evey from the "world rovolution.!

You must undorstand ibat Bukhaorin wae not only not a betrayor of
the prolotariat, but alamo not e Trotskylast which tendonhey Lonin coneidercd
a lot of bowmbast. Bukiarin waes o Bolshevik end a co~lender with Lenin.
Morcover he was coneidercd Mtho sroator thooretiocian.™ {Which all goen
to show how much of o bourgecis idoology oreaps inte the Merwist movoment

wacn thuory oen bo oguatud to "pure thuorotical quustiona" ns agninst
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one , like Lenin, who always has e speeific politicel or orgenizationel
question in mind whon ho deals with philosophic questidns.) Thoy bed

just finishod collnborating on s book on economics, Imporialism and World
Economy. Neithor the 2oonomic anslysis nor the common solidarity of the
apecific Bolshevik tendenoy as the orgenigzation for revolutionery Marxists
could, however, unite thoir viuw on self-determination of nations. Again,
this wzen't just a "gocnorel question M, for the Bolsheviks wers nll “for"
the right of self-determination of nations. Rathoer, ths puestlon was:
aro you for it mcrely cs a "right" or do you cousider it intemral to ithe
very dielectic of prolotaxian reveluticn. Lenin said, Yes. Bukharin
maid, No, the 'mew " situation of imperialist war, the "mew" situntion
that the proletariat, along with the burecucratioc leaders of the Socond
Intcrnational, were purticipating in this imporinlist war, the Ynew' situe~—
gtion that nationalism, more than cver befors, wes backwezrd as against
internationnlism, all mean we must be "uncompromining", must take nothing
short of proletarisn rovolution as the revolution, Lenin retorted thet
tho imperielist war must have "suppressed! his reasoning for him to fail
to seo the dovelopment through contradiction, the dirlectics of the many
varied forcoe that participale in a mess outburst, otC., 0t0e,.

Now, I'm not intercnted in tho debato as such not only because most
of us know it, but zlse bacause the peint that concerns ue at this period
in our devolopmant is not the theory, but tho pbttitude o the theoretiocien.
You muet understand that Lenin and Bukharin werc both theorsticians, end;
though Lenin was known zs the founder of +ho Bolshevik organization, he was
not known — thet is to say, history bad not yet proven him o ho the
Ffounder of e unigue theorcticsl tendency, which, in faot, would hocome the
Herxisn of the cge of monopoloy—oepitalistic imperislism. They hed just
suthored e book on that very now stngu of cepitrlist develoment and there
seemed o ba no differcncaes betwoen them. There wero thorefore those who

- yore oven fecling thet, since Bukherin was the "pure" thoorotician, Lenin
wes rovealing "opportunism® (siel) by being for a national "developmont'’
when even capiteliom was thoroughly “intornational® but, of coursu, from

- 4the wrong clegs point of view. ;

Lot me get awey from Russis for e while, come over to tho US as the
roeferrent. Wo all recognize Abolitionism as the froedom movemont that had
the grentost affinity to Marxism, slthough it was religious and limited to
wanting the sabolition of slnvery, and not a socialist sociaty. It would
thorofare be natural for us to "prefor" Wendell Phillips, who is the only:
one of the Avolitionists who cnme over to tho labor movemont, to William
Lloyd Gerrison who did not. And yob history reoords that Uarrieon, not
Puillips, was the founder of Abolitioniem. You might ask: why care aboub
who first foundod tho movement, whon obviously tho more "advanced " was
Phillips? The guestion, howsver, ie not one of "advancod" oxr any other
ndjeotive like "best™. The quustion is that historically (and this Historic
should have been with = capital H beonugn bufore over History gots around
to “proving", the historicel movemont would bo 10 feot undergound if some
who had & sonsitivity on the question woren't thero to Tecome adhoronts
without "proof" and thurcby halp crente the movemont that would heoome
the "proof");to ropoat, +ho quostion is that historically the importance
of buing tho foupder im that he orestos tho atmosphure for ell others to
grow in end cevelop to be more Madvanoud", or "bost's Without him, thers
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would be ne room for others; it would just be one most lost momont in
history =- and thcy are z growt desl more tragic than "lost weekends.!

So you sec thnt the historic and American znd internationzl demrnds
on tho Marzist~Humanist tcndency to bo born are not seccidenteal, nor are
they whet Hogel would have called "the srbitrary caprice of prophotio
utterance." It isn't "prophecy"; it is the "lebor, pationco, scriousnoss,
suffering of the negative! that are the prime reguisites on the leadorship,
on ranks, and, if they would try the patiunce of Job, impatience is no more
capable of crcating "shorteuts to rovolution " than nre gucrrills tmctibs.
MGrEOVur, nen¢ but self can cruate tho discipline nceded for tho task of
working out Pbilosophy and Rovolution. (¥Marcuse used to toll me thot I wes
"$oo close" to tho proluteriatl e¢nd, by remaining in e Wso=cellcd" ivory
tower, ho hed the a~dvantage of both ohject;vxt; and "$ension" necded for
developmont of originnl thsory. One~Dimensionnl Man showed, bowever, tuats

unfortunately; all it resulted in was s one-dimonsioncl theorj.) You can=
not efford, ae collaborators, not to creatc free timo for me Lo completa

the work.

And yect, of course, thore woe no wey for mo not to cngego in those
srgenizationzl problems thet sre diroetly (and met so directly) related to
the work. Thuss (1) It's wmore than s yoar sinco I'vo achievad contact with
East Burope. On the ono hand, tho cheptor the Merwigt-Fumenist there pub-—
mitted, though far shovo anything the Amﬁricen comredes could do, showed

a lack of philosophy. On %ho other hand, it scemed to bespesk organizational
devolopmants that I felt would reack a cortrin climax-long beforc chengoes
thet are now cetching tho hendlines, Thus, I folt it 1mpuretiva $o eetablieh
in-puracn contzct. Honco, Fugone's trip, but hince, also, the frot that
the very fired wek of pllopodly "being away" I had to take time out to |
meke a not unimporiant tepo for thet meoting. .

(2) As port of the inseparebility of Philosophy end Ruvolution and the
organization I hed decided last winter to teke tim¢ out to work up the Out-
line of Lecturvess. It ween't just s questioh of gaining some néw members —
though both Detroit end ¥Y did so —- but of intcrnelizing a mcthodology
both for analyzing events and perticipeting in them aa well ‘as relating our-
selves to cthor orgenizetions in o new way. It is the lattor I'm not sure
tho leadorship in NY internalized. To moke sure, howovor, thnt the first
ranction of seli-dofense or apportioning blame docen't best down the sscond
negetivity bofore it over hes ~ chance to wmerge; and, above all, because
it will beoomo of osscnoe to any pamphlet that moy result and thorefore is
first to be tosted later, I will give sn example, not from HY ox even H&L
Committeos enywhcre, but from o fer off place. The place is Frence, ths
gubject is the relutionohip of methodology, not only for onalyzing ovents
bui for boing act-ors of chunga, for those who would be revolutionariea.
And the pergon involvod ie Juan-Paul Sprirey o potty bourguois intellectual
of such "high!" ateturc as to havo cronted a philosophy othur than Mawryiams
Existentinlism. After ¢ full deonde's oxlstence -= rotuzlly it hed bogun
1 tho lete 1930's in France but didn't become n challonge to Maorxicwm t111
the end of World War 11 -— Joan-Paul Sartre folt totclly impotent to orvate
act-ors. By tho time of tho 1956 Revolution when a Polish magnzine reveeled
an interust in Bxistontinliem, Sartre suddonly decided to decleru himsolf s
Marxist after all} But atill his task was not "to join" but'to puaroh for
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= Dethedology" Zor revolutiun. It is therc thnt he feclorcd thut Horxiem
will remain the philosophy of our time, :nd thot Existentizlicts narely
"tunded the gerden! because "today's Marzists" hed stifled Murxisn's pelf—
growth. He colled Existontialists "ideologues.! You must undorstand i%

wad not & conpliment. It is 2 word used by Sertro like we usc "popularizers!
Flus the way Marx uses the word "ideology" as folsc consciousncss.

\With Sertre it's clwsys =z hybrid; that's oo oray for the brillinnt writer
for whom words ars toye, M@irlsctical" toys.)

Put diffurcntly, tbis weans that it is impossible to cruntc en organ-
ization without a Morxict methodology; in turn, acthodology must conetantly
be "rectated" t¢ mest the challenge of new si*untions. As Poretenders to
tho throno", the Bxistentinlists, like the Communists, disregnrded genuine
Marxism.

Whet relationship dess tbls have to us? On tho question of methodology
and on the question of othar organizations Sartre 2t leoeet knuw how to pose
the question. The mnswer ie svmething cisc egain, and he cen't feil to be
wrong &gain precisoly - bacause he dounn't have the Morzist ‘methodology.

But we do have it, and it amazee wo to Bue that tho minute o concrete

cvont comca up, that'e whken some foil to prectice dislectics, feil to -
distinguish batwoun philogophy of rovelution and books "zbout" revolution,
fail to rolato ona'# .8elf to bOThL otnir ogrnisaticna and our own in a way
that beers proof that they sre not Mideologuss" but “co-editors" of Marxdst—
Humenigm. It is this which wo will neod to hove mestercd by the time the
convontion rolls around end we docide on whet kind of pemphlst on Columbia
Univaraity events wo want. : B

(3) Finelly thero is tha bock iteolf, and I went to quots just e Tew
sentences from the Introduction thet was not in the first dreft: UIt .becomcs
necessary to return to Hegel whose philosophy has & validity cll its own.
That-is why Marx kopt returning eftar he broke with Hogelianiem and eroated
higtorical materinlism ... Marx's probloms, Lonin's probloma ercn't ours.

No ago can speck for another. Prccisoly booauss tho inpulse to grapplo
with Hogol's Absclutos cemo, neithor from scholastic nocds, nor even
from the foundors of the now world view of Harxiet-Hunanism, bLut because
oux Age impartod & now urguncy to it, it would be at our own poril. if we
vere Yo dismiss the new foects unfolded by our world in trensition.

Youra,

Reys




OF THE DEVELOTMENTS IN EAST EUROPE
Donr 3. Jun: 6, 1968

For your manuscripi of tho whole Eest Buropoan situntion which will
naturally center around your own country, wo'wve all very muen looking for-
werd o it, nnd I thought it might help you if I roviewed the 1556 siutation.
The prologus, os you know, setuslly startod in 1955 with the sudden ungccounted
etinck on the 1844 Manuscripts. As you mey know, I then stated thet it mekos
no sonso for a gront power to start nttacking sctie obecuro Hogolian phrase-
‘ology unless, "nugstion of negation', ns thoy know vory well, menns Tevelution,
and therefore it is a sign of rostlessnoss such as we hed seen in the Eecat
s man Rovolt of 1953 which had not rcally bewn destroyed, but only driven
undergreund, so thet wo moy oxpect somo other oxplosion somcwhere in East
Europo. But we didn't know ct the timo $that Imre Nrgy had, in foeot, written
2 lottor to tho Ruszien Communist Perty, Central Committec, compleining aboub
his expulsion from the Perty and actunlly using the Pumanist phraseg. + was
only a full year afterwsrd thet wo loarned thet there hed beun such rogt—
lussnoss as would explode first in Polend znd thenr in Hungory. Agein, when
this obscure 1955 dcbate bocano the fauous Fobruery, 1956 DeStnlinization,
thet, naturzlly, captured all the hondlinos, e~nd soumadd thorefore to bo koshor.
Botwaon Pabruary end Octobor, it was all smong the intolloctunle and studcnts —
vory.differunt from 1953 wshen tho intsllooturls bed not come to tho aid of
tho Bast Gorman woxkors' atriko. Onco the crushing of Hungarian Rovold takes
placo, ranks ogein scod to closcy the uncnimous stotemcnt of the 1957 Inter—
netionel Conforecuce of Comwunists gives no hint thnat thore is any differonces
beginning odotweon Meo nrd Khrushchev, and, oi course, all oyea aro on the
Sputnik retkhor than cither philosophy or rovolution.

'

The 1960's bogin on a still diffuront plane — & now tiird world —-
"with tho ohallonge of Mao io Russia rorching e olimax in .1962-64 wher it
weard seem thet Meo bau the grontost appeal in that now world. Tho tragio 1985
dig~ster in Indonesie puts an ond to all illusion that Moo is tho now inde—
pundent road that can chalk up succossss thet would rival Ruscin. More~
over, tho inconolusivencas of the strug,lo with Russia is overshzdowed by the
Victnom wer and tho hetred onc fouls ot US imparialiam. o .

Howover; tho scquenco of ovants -- from philosophy o diescnt to roveli-—

. reeppoars. Thus the Humanist dobate, far from ebeting, bed first thoe Ruseian

130ining" it, ~nd then thoe "West! and East Burope getiing togethor in thad

secmingly purely rcademic dobate, vory much mutod, in Socialist Humanism.

Then (a2 yoer or two olapsos) comes nows of diesatisfaction among intelleoctunls

and students who begin to protcst in "Westomn® style. Now you may hove

difforent datcs then wo got from the press. Azain, it seexzs to have o higher

duvelopment in Polond (ovun es Polond procsdod Hungery in the 1950" a.)

Luszlek Kolokowski gos thrown out of the Commumist Porty but not firod from

hig job. Tho two youth who dirootly ohallengod tho party do, however, lsnd

in jeil, but tho nows of it is sort of underground end gote only o vory fuw in

the Left. It is cnly 1967 which brings out tho fact thet the dispute bas not

abntod. Th% counter-rovolution, contoring sround the militaxy end the Arab-

Isracli wnr,f%cry much at home in Pol.nd whero anti-Somitiem is rifo. In any

cepoy it is ovidont to the outside world that Eest Buropo, outeido of Rumania,

followod the line of condommstion of Isrucl, but in fact it was done from the

top and tho messos did not fecl that the Areb rulore worc the bright now hope

of the Third World, (Yostcrday wes tho first anniversery of that war.
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¥o doubt tho wires huve corriud the ncws of the fantestic remification -
<he sasnssination of an Irish Catholic anti-Vietnem wer oriuic of the
Adminiptretion, Robert Kennedy.)

You no doubt think that the direct impulsec to restlesences in Eant
Burope is & greab denl ¢loser to domostic thon foroign policies. So the
juestions you have to ask yourself nres (1) whot wes tho first impulse —
from students or workers? On economic conditions or vgduestion”? (We under—
ctood thot in Poland especially thore is considersble uncoployaunt smong
greduste students and that ai tho srme time they do not wish to return to
the countryside thoy crme from but wish to remain in Wersaw.) (2) Who
joined next and was thet just on immedinte demends, whatover they maghd
havo been, or political questioning as %o froodom of the pross, ciistunece
of other parbies, otC.s ctc.? (3) What is the relationship botweon workers
and intellectusle? Do they function togather or soparsetaly? Is thera a
fooling of solidarity oxr sstrengement? Are there new forms of nctivities—
such as study groups, factory committeeat (4) Wnet is the rolationship o
the Test of Ezst Europe? For exempls, the demonstraticn in Cpechoslovekia
in support of tho Polish students wes & VOIY new and high stop, but 1 ses
now that the leadore are potching metters up. (5) Pinally, whore is it now?
In eny onns country? In Enst Eurcpe in goneral? 4iny fesling fox Test
Europe? Any relationship to China? Any intereost in philosopby? T4 surely
ig not sceidentel thet thore aro philosophers prominently beth in Poland
and in Czachoslovekie end I'm surs slscwhers, including Yugoslavia, which
supposcdly has "workers'! — mansgemend committees? but po long as the Single
Party remeins, they mean noxt ‘o nothing. JTvan Svitek in your country and
Tigzlek Kolakowski in Poland intercst me very much. .

Finelly, on the metter of philosophic framework, whuthor. o wot it
ig used directly or ir only in the baok of ono' s, huad, 4o not disregard
. the theoretic void I talk so much about since the death of Lonin. What is
important in that now is the very diffurent rosult whon Lonin, though
faced witn the beotrayal of the Scoond Tntornetionsl and. the outbrosk of the
Tirst World Wer, tricvd to work out a new reletionship of philosophy to
revolution and this did result in the Russian Rovolution. On tho other
hand, neitker the Doprossion nor the Sponish Civil Wary neither World Wer 11
nor the crention of a Third World —— sans working out & new relsticnship
of theory ond practice —— rosultod in anything fointly comparadle to
October, 1917. At bes$, we had the hybrids of China, Cubay vic., all of
whom considerod guorrille war, not "tho population to & man' as the "new
universal’! And wo now have an erroeted revolution in France!

I hope that ell this discuscion which may soom far rowmovod from the
#pety "ua such® will nevertholeas provide tho stimulont, if not tho framu-
work outright, to your writings. It will be a grent and now thing and I do
hope it will gct publishaod in more then one place. No, you needn't sond an
uxtra copys although i% holps, beoouso we will in eny oaso rocopy it ns we
will wish it scnt not only to Greet Britain, and to New Folitice, but 2lso
to Itely, Jepon, and porheps Franoca.

Youra,
Reya




O INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

To the Wew York Local June 7, 1968
Durnr Fricnda:

Your mecting on Eey 28th revesls thrt Mrre wns in New York, a fact
w0 elso lezrned over the phone since ho bad wantcd to cwc me. The Yinutea
rovail thri ho'hopes to kelp lay tho base for n new intornational organization
or burczu ando noeceseTy oy thu now world-wide stege of worker and studont
stugglos, and to holp in the crontion of etriko committues to expross the
workers' new conscivuancss and bypass tho rosctionzry Loft pertica and unions.”
Tho RCB thought it would be helpful if the new fricnds know more of +ho back-
ground of our intornationni rolntions, not morely bucauss somc confusion
cxists ebout our attiiudo to Marc's group, but mainly because wo all nead to
know both tho positive and nogetive festurce of thome dovelopmonts in tho
propur historic-thoorstic framuwork. Henee this lotter. : S

It is now ton yoors sinco MARXISM AND FREFDOM waes publirkcd. At the
timc of its putlicetion, wo sent s lottor to all groups we knew the world over,
steting thnt wo heve no illusions cither on the fact that thoory alono cen
¢roete the besis for & now intornationzl, or thet e now internetional could
aTigc without sctunl rovolutions. Botwoon the collepse of the Sooond Inter—
unetional in 1914 and the croction of & Third Intcrnational in 1919, nothing
short of n Russian Reovolution hed tokon placo, various attompts and thoorics
to ereste onc botwocn 1914 and 1917 baving resultod in hardiy more then small
groupings for minimum intsrnational activitios. Neverthcloss, thiso woro '
important in thoir own way. And it is oven moro importont now whor not only
the porvorsion of Leninima into Stelinimm had led to counter-rovolutionary
statcwcupitzliem, but that oven those whe hod not botroyod — the Trotskyists-——
hed proved nothing tut = stillbirth. We Tolt it wes procisely beoause
Trotekyism, dospito its diroct link to the RusSian Revolution, had not been
gbly to mcet the chellonge of the ¥1nos, bad not anelyzed the ncw stage of
cepltalism, hed bocome nothing but a left front for Stalinism, dospite the
#lorious yuars of fighting the Stelinigt burcaterasy, had failod to undor-
stand tho class naturo of Stelinimu. . -

Therefore we proposed that at lcrat the groups who opposcd both rolca
of world czpital - Russie and tho US —- oven if they 4id not yot think Russis
wes stato-capitalism moch and find out whothicr soma Binioum besis oould not
be usteblished for inturnciionsl rolations. Vo spid our contribution to any
such proposod confercnce vould bo LARXISM AND FREEDOR, They' =ay or tay not
acoopt 1%, but it wes incumbent upon thom to prosont to tha conferonce HOMG~
thing oqually soricus and comprihonsive about whet Marxism mosns for the 820
which saw a world wer, but no prolotarian rcvolution. We hopud thot at lozet
thoy would help in tho publication of MAF in their countrics, ce a contribution
to tha roconatruction of a now =-- new nct enly against the 3rd but the 4sh
(Trotskyist) Intcrnationcl —— typo of organization. .

A fow months aftor this DoGaulle came to Powor in France und we cxplained
that it will not do constantly Yo blmome Stalinism Tor its butreyal and Trot—
skylsm for its atillbirthe. Ve must bogin taking rosponsibility for tho
objuetivo situntion rotrogrossing. Tho throe artinlos appuared in Nuws &
Lattors July and August 1955, untitled "Frapoo av tho Crogssronds,”" "Whithor
Peria?t, and #The Rogponsibility of Intollectusls.
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1. Conforenco Tinally cenvencd in 1959 in Itely at which woro presents
bestdes oursolves of courss, 3 groups in Italy {otate—crpitaliat poaition on
Dussis but the dirferences persisted rognrding Prrtisant oo pome hod considcred
them "nationelist groupinge'), 2 from France ne "observors! (one was semi-
Trotekyist cnd one Soc. ou Ber, whore the point of kinsbip wip our viuvws on
spontencity of prolctarian gction, but theoy held to a bursaucratic collectivist
sogition), 1 from Spein (in ozile}. The minimum proposal was 0 the cffcct
thet PROMETEO, tho Iislian thooriticel organs have 2 specially colored ecetion
dovotod to interantional evente and these groups pilug cny others who wished
ts join afterwurds could contribute tholr views to it. The financisl responsa-—
pility wes mainly ours.It 1apied for apprroximsicly two yinrd. (Inciduntglly,
that section was in Fronch).

Ths schiovements during those two ycars weros 1 - & gpocial cdition of

WLRXISH AND FREEDOM in Itnlian. Its ilaportanco, besldes the cbvious one, wos

- hst we have had continucus new contrnets outeide of the Commitico of Inter— .
nntional'Ccrrospcndcnce'tbnt hevo bocome correspondcnts for N&b. 2. although
not dirvetly rolated to this comnittce, one of the members from Gonoa also
trensloted, evon though ho was able to nublish it only in wimoographed foxm——
Yerkors Battle Aubometien, Amoricen Civilization On Trial, and the Chaptor on
Us0. 3 - Thure wes-moro or less rogular correspondence and a certain rolation-
shiy kept up with the vditor of FROMETEC, Com, Drcna And 4, some idcas thbed
soperated ue likowisc booalo civarcr. Thus, not only hed the groupings not

' necopted tho philosophy cf Merxist~Hupanism, which they hed coneidered Ythe
young Merx" but wosé of thom hud an entiroly differunt ettitude then ourselves
to the emorgont third world. ’ : '

, I sey emorgznt bocmuso it was bofore the yeer 1660, w#hon the Africen
Revolutions wore recognized ne somothing now even wbore 4o stato-cepitalist
groupings considored thom only "nationnalisi! revelutions. It wag in that :
seme yoer of 1950 whon DoGeullc had cowe to power thet I wroto tnc first drelt
of the Afro-Asian Revolution, whicha appenred in N&L Sopteuber 30, 1958, under.
4he title "Coloniel Ravolutions ond tho Crentivity of thc Poople", to o conw
frastod with what I hed writton the month previous on the theorotic void and
the responsibilitics of intellsotuals in Franco.

This wes rlso the causc of the first gerious disputc with Maro, whom T
Tirst mot in Fronce in 1947, who also had a gtote-capibalist position, but hed
gtared awey from participation in the Resistence movement, sineo he had con-
sider.d that to be Mantionalist"s Circumsitancos forcod him to leave Fronce,
so ho hed not participated in the formotion of tho International Comnittes of
Corraspondanceo, But we did corrcspond off and on, and somo youth of his
grouping wore prvscnt ot ono of our conventiona. It wee cluar; howsver, thot
just as wo and disagreod on the Resistanco, 4+ho national ravolutiona, s0 we
disngroed violently on the Nugro Quostion in the U.S., whioh HMrro's group con-
cidored "netionalist'. Therc bed nlso proviously becn ona inecident with e
grouping otemming from his thot had invited mo to nddross them. Bub though
they claiuod to be stato-capitalist, thoy turncd out not uvven to Lo Herxists,
but o veriation of Proudhonists. Agoin, howevor, procigely booause vvory-
thing is very looso, wu hrvo kopt certain rclationships with them, aven if
it's only for information purposcs. But cartainly, thoy woro not on the lovel
of nctunl Merxist-Hum-nist groupings, suoh us wo heve in Scotlend, in Bnst
Europe. In o sumcvhat diffurcat cetogory i5 Jnpan. In contrast to Franoo,

4104




~13-

7aich did nething to try and got & Fronch cdivion of MAF suby or cven help us
vhen wo alnost had a publisher, tho Jopanosc did g2t out e Japanesc cdition,
dic create = platform for me to spuck the length end breedth of Japon, are
very anxious to mainiain the rolation and coordinute the sobivities both on
the snti-war issuus and solidarity on cless strug.los.

In controst to the Italian, Frwnch and Spanish groupings, wo not only
dovelopod further our ideas on the coloninl rcvolutions, but in generzl woro
turnad castward, e is obvious from not only tho Jepaneso cdition, but the
Chinuse publication of some chaptors of both M&F and "Meo's Cultural Revolution.!

The totelly ncw in both West ond Bast Europe has becn, of courso, the
youth, aond these were not only on tho gonerel quostion of Mnrxist-Hupsnism, but
on the specific developaunt of Philosophy cnd Ravclution. In that ruspact, tho
contacts in West Germany and Eeret Europe are closer ts ug than thkoso in Fraenco.
I think thot the bost way to expross whnt is new now is 4o bogin with whet we
had 8.t cut s tho chellengo in 1948 whore. we domended "a new ligtoning and o
now doing." Tho new listening rofcrs to the new voices from below end the new
doing refors to the ectivity of tuought &s well &8 ectivitics in the clnsa
strugglo. This has bocome further econcretizod in ths requost for collaboration
on the new boek. Vo cannot forover morely issue ohrllengcs thet the others who
stand for o new society prosont as comprebensive o view of the world snd Marxien
28 is contzincd in MARKISM AND FREEDOM. Tt is now timo to s2yy, & decedo hae
pessod, we bavo sesn nothing issuing from you that is new or for that mettor,
that is old, but comprohensivo. 4 lenflat is not = substitutc for combining
theory ond practico, espooislly not when wo now bave a fully pre-ravolutionary
siturtion with once again tho Steliniste thwarting rovelution, the Trotskyists
sereeming betrayal, end the indopundont Marxists in so emell and veried 2YTRY)
thet they are neither able to influcnco ovents, nor oven to prepzroc at loast
theasclvos for mocting theee challengos and tho sponteneity from tho prolctardat,

Frenkly, it passos my comprohunsion how someone who had boon away from
Franco for very neerly two decodos, who knows the histery of how tho Third Intor-
netisnal woe oateblishod, ané who cen quotc by hoart Lenin's admonition to his
co-luedors, ultralcftists to the marrow of thoir scctaricn benes, thet they
must be "pationt" with the proloterint, who undorstand the slogan ""=1l1 power
to the Bovicts" but not that of dictetorship of tho prolotarint, who aro Mshy"
end thercfore do not chnllongo the pstty bourgeois revolutionary lerdorship
thet is not holping the rolesse of the proloterien humcn dimension thot is
enpeble of uniting theory end prectice —- in e word, how can anyene like Merc
&% thig noment of gpontenecus end now revelutionary activitios in Francs,
prasune to go thore with the sim of helping "in tho creation of strike committces
to oxpross tho workors' new consciousnoes and b,pooe the rcactionary Left portics
and unions". Talking about elitigt conccptionel

lhen you will hear Bugune's roport on France and Vest Germany nnd wheon you
will so: with what sonsitivity wo nro approcohing all the groups actuslly involved
in this strugglo ond listening to thom, beofore wo rush "Wto holp® in building other
organizations, you will havo n protty good idea of wast we oconsidor the PTopex
internationtl rolaticns and what othors do. I do not know with whnt othar group
dnro uniteds I cen only prosumo thoy are prinoipled and wo will be gled to hear
any roport from him that hu cores to mske et our convuntion, but wo sot our own
egonde, follow osur own internntional roelations, build on ocur owm Mcrxist-Hunanist
foundations and abovo w«ll, have s historic scngo of the threo (prrdon mo, 4, but
then I didn't kmow n still-birth wae to bo countod) internctionrls.

Yours, Reyo
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07 EW0CH POJELLISM AWD 7HR EATIGIAT QUOSTION

June 11, 1968
Dier Herry;

. Tho Juno issue of THE MARXIST-HUM/NIZT Just arrived end, if' I may, I
would like 1o uxpledn why I considor the eriicle on Powollism quite inadequato.
Arnturally, Horxizt-Hunonists "aust sproed tho rvvelutionsry negsege” cnd
thereby win ovor tuu work:ra, including thoso who stowed thoeir own racist
vrojudices by coming out in support of thc Tory Enoch Fowell. But thot hardly
pzcks the concrete punch that Mirx taught us to deliver whon trade unionists
teke 2 roictionory position os they took in hig doy both on the Irish quugtion
and on tko Paris Commne. Every British trade unicnist vwho left {the Vorking

Hon's Internntionnl Associstion for its cnthusinstie support of tho Poris Cormne

¥arx oxcorizted ond, in his plncc, pud the noms of & Comaunard. Az far

as tho "Irish Quostion® ig concerned, and thig, rs I shel) show loter is not

a8 far romoved from tho Ti.ce quustion todey =8 might appoer on the surface —

horo ‘i whit Marx wrote: ; .
The English worlcing class ... can hever do anything decisive here in
Englend until...it not only mekes o commoen csuse with the Irish, but
sctually tekus tho initiative in dissolving tho Union sstablished ]
-in 1801, und replucing it by 2 frec fedoral roletionship. And, indeed,
thie must be dono, not es o mottor of sympothy with Ireland, but as a
denpnd wedo in the interosts of.the English proleterist. If not, thc
Englisk pooplo will rémain ticd 4o tho lending-strings of the Tuling
Clessite. . ' '

’ I should like te -.pproceh the question of réeec ot the present moment
by (1) showing tho historio background of tho Nutionel question in general
end the Nugro gusction in partieulanr during tho World Var 1 end during the
Russian Revoluticni. (2) by cemprring Churchill's and Labor's stand afier
World War 11; and (3) by reising the question of the Africsn Rovolutions ag
the only chellengs o tha decrepit "Wost" of the Suwz War end Totnlitarien
Comuunien of the "East!" which bloodily put down the Hungarian Froodom Fighters.
It ig time wo faoed the qucstion that wo ero all products of tho historic
poriod in which we lived, and thet ineludcs holding on to soite of the ideas
of tho ruling class even when we fight oxploitotion,

You are well noguuintod, I cm surcy with the Marxist position on the
Nation:l Question, that Min principle” most stood for the right of solfe-
dotermination of nationsy and yct once the Russian Revolution suscecded, some
Bolgheviks opposed it as "a step backwerd." Lenin, on the other hend, sven
before ths Russian Revolution, insisted that Miho dinlzetio of history and
the dizlactic of rovelution" wes such thut the Eestor Robollion of the Irish
played the vanquerd role of bringing the proletariasn rovelution forwerd fromt
cf tho historic stngo. Thet is whon he wes out of power, of course. Ho did
1ot chunge whon he wes in power and Bukherin thon cpposed giving soms of $he
Notionnl minorities in Russin their froodom. On the eontrary he ook issue
with Bukharin both in contaont and ovun in matter of lengungeo. Thus, when
his co-luader darod bring in the quostion of the Hottontots, Lonin roplicd:

Whon Bukherin seid 'o oan recognizo this right in some crsog,! I

even wroto down that he hod included in the list tha Hottentots, the

Bushmen and tho Indinns. Heoring this enumorction, I thought, Low

ig it that Comrndu Bukherin hns forgotton & smell trifle, the Bushkirsw

Thiro 2ro no Buslman in Russin, nor have I hoar that the Hottentots

havo lzid olaim to an nutonomous ropublic, but wo hnvo Bashlirs,
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Kirghiz rend 2 number of other peoplus, rnd to these wo cannot

dony rocognition. We cannot deny it to & single of tho pauplea

living within the boundarics of the formor Ruseinn Empire... ,

Seratch somo Communists rnd you will find Oreat~Russien chauvinisto...

Tho Bashkirs distrust the Grogt-Russisna becaure the Orent-Russions

&rc more cultured and uscd their culture to rob ibg Bashkirs, That

is why in these romote placee the nrmo Groet~Russis for the Brshkir

is tantamount to oppressor, swindleT... Tho peet holds fast to us,

£T28ps us with £ thousend tentaclos, and dooe not allow us to aske a
single forwerd siep, or compele us to meke thozo steps zs brdly 2B

‘wo £ro mcking them,

Now, in contreat to Churchill who bed asnswored India's deunnds for
indepandence by the errogant "I didn's Tecoue the King's Prime Ninister do.
Preside over the dismembermont of the Bapire," British lodor corractly
branded him for the imperialist and their own oppressor that hi wes, India
gaincd its independenca, ac did tho Afriecn colenics during Labor's reoign.
What hee hrpponud sinco then? )

You, of oourse, know tho answer better tlian I do:  tho Lsbor Govern~
mont hng mede such o moss of the situstion since thoy rcturncd to power -~
the unomploynent, the wage froozs, the travelling in coepeny with American -
imporielism on tho herbarcus Viatnem wery 81l this and more hae brought out
the very woret footures of racism nod enly in the ruling oless but also in
perts of bhe working cluss cs if the fost Indian ismigrant or British
citizen of Indien or Pekistani doscent cr Africen studont hod orought these
misfortunes on the British working class. .

T¥ goos without saying $het tho oxploitetive olnsses love it whon
the werking pcoploe of tho world fight amung themselves and melo the rule,
of their tomeniors tho cesior. Ly point, howovor, is that it ie net encugh
to oxpose thut tho cepitalists have. clweys lived by the principlo of Ydivide
end rule." Wo must tell %ho prolotarict of the tceimologically devaloped
world that the working peoplo themselvos must Ffeco the faet thoet they lived
off tho fat of tho land from tho tochnologically andordeveloped countries,
Yary skowod that at the root of tho fracdom of wago lnbor wes not only its
own struggles for freedom, but rloo the fnet thob slavery still existed in
Africa, in Asias, in the opprossed minoritics within the devcloped country.
Thizs is why Marx hoiled the British proletarie’ when they seid thet they would
rather starve then porpetuste slavery on thc other side of tho Atlantie,
isoey in South USL. And this is why he called thom & "bourgsoisificd pro-
leteriet! whon thay woved away [rom that prinoiple when it come to establish
& tetelly new form of socioty! tho Parig Commune. And ke thon moved zwey
Trom the skilled luborors to tlo unekilled, from the institutionslized
workers to tho unorgenizud, from what Lonin was to call "aristocrscy of lahoxh
to what Marx had enlled “"deoper ond lower into the mossos" to find the true
revoluticnary sore whe would stand not Just for reforms but for revolution.

That hae hepponed over since the end of the 1950%s when Gront Brivein
caberked on itas imporinlist sdvonturc in Buoz, end Rusaie (with the help of
Cbine) on its dostruction of tho Hungnrian Revelution, is the defeatism that
always accompanies lost rovolutions. Instond of looking down upon ihe
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"immipgronts", the British, a3 the Americun, os the Eust Burspeen, ought

to hail the birth of tic new Third World, cepeeiplly the Afrienn Rouvolutions,
for once ~gein showing us tho powcr of the idees of frecodom, tbhnt the will
to frevdod, oven wion unnmmed end ficing the mightiest cupiresy ozn wine
Thu struggle for t.c minds of meor is still tho mightiust woopon of nll.
and now that tho Freneh prolstarist and tho Fronch riuldonte bave shown that
%t osu forcom of freadom hove not boen destroyed in tectnolopglcenlly advancod
lindse, it is 11 tho moro quintossentinl that the British proletariet risc
up to its full height and, zs their ancestors snowed the woy to the first
Tiurking Mon's Internetionrl, so they should now peve @ now Tond of world
golidarity botween thomselves znd nll the "immigrants" of the weorld. Tue
first step in thet diroction is tans rocognition of the froet thut thay huve
boen repeeting the roacticnery idens of their own expicitors.

Conmrsdely vours,

Reya




