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: L‘ear Friends.

’I‘he en‘L s REB meeting last night Wwas devoted to tba presentation
Ray= will make to the ‘Executive Session of the coming Gonvention on "The.
‘ .l:'ni.l.osonhy of Ha.rxis‘c.-Humanist Leadership.” - This report will first be g:.ven
~-in full at the Convention itself, Here it is summarized with. -8 brief notaddon. =
of the consensus of discussion. The report had thXeQ, partss I, The Now- (1985-3?)
: and -the Need tu Return to Marx's Discovexry of a New Continent of. Tacught and™ .
- .. of Revolution, 18«"-1.'4 Contrasted +o 1845 and the Firet Worl Co-AuLhored. by
—-Hayy . ond ‘Fngals,.. . The M ‘Pns*i--l‘[arx IIarxj,q'tq Didn't (Couldn't"} Continue
. Harx's Hlarxism Ra.tner Than bs Only its Followers. . IL% “Why 1t-is also Neces- -
_Sd.ry o Sontrast the- '1986-87 Exe(.utive bession to the 1985-86 Executive Session} -

thes Imn lu.l.bcl.ubf:.' of J..L'ULSK‘J, .ng-r-Jo B B ) M.E.c O—Uw-i"
-za.tion, Organization, Oxganization: -- 1814«!- 1867- 5-83, on 'the one hand, and -
the Present .Concept of the Book-to<be, Dialectics of Organization: Pmosophx-

t‘-le "Partv," and, Forms of Or;:anlza.tion Born Out of Spontaneitv.

I Ra.ya. said’ that because the new, the’ now, is the tﬂst of Whether tha tasks .
_assigned foxr 1986-87 are objectively as well as’ subgectively not alone politi-
cal conclusions, but the phiicsophic ‘context of the American Revolution toward
which we all aim, but know.not the date, I will actually concentrate a lot' |
on the difference between the Executlve Session last year and the present yeax,
_.rot because the.'cf: was anything wrong with the presentztion in. 1985, tut because -
‘the need 1s to pinpoint the new. Tha.t is what c.alls for a concentration on the.

as o~

difference between the two years.'.:
. ‘ : But. in concen‘tra. ing on the d_.fi‘erence between
1985-86 and 2'1.986—8;, it is necessary Tirst and foremost and alwa.ys to have in- -
wardized and practiced projecting the whole Body of Ideas -- and thls time I
do not mean Maxxist-Humanist Archives but Marx's Humanism, bis-Archives, which. . -
. did not become lmowm until a century afterwards, In this, T wish to concentrate
‘not so much on ‘the 1880s as a2 trail to the 1980s, but 1844 as containing the '
whole, including tke Ethnologlcal Notebooks. Indeed, let me further stress
- that the very r_‘encr:*“nt of Han; [ioman relationship became so visible “in the 1980s
beca.use the phenomenou of Women's Liberation had become a movenent. It wvasn't
; t in the year isld, .
Tt is precisely that year, 18141.'- that has the grou.nd for
seeing "The Vhy" orthodox Harxists wexe followers, not continuvators of Marx's
‘Maxxism -- i.e. not facing the new reality of the 1880s through 1890s, the 12
years that Engels outlived Marx., That was when the world confronted monopoly
capitalism, imperialism, statiflcation ---what Marx had-called the "hot-house -
-fashion" in which the state helped capitalism to develop through colonization.
I+ was Marx's analysis of the Accumulation of, Ce;,pltal that Luxemburg a.tta.cked,
- Claiming that was Marx's position but adding /dne had to wonder what Engels had =
' dene with Marx's panuscripts. ( Ve will return to this later.)

. For the
18405, the first dividing line is 181'-5, Engels colla.boration in The Koly Family.
Here is why I'm asking you to take a secmd, third and fourth lock at the 1843-
4 period. on the one hand, and 1545, on the other, Engels met Marx in August

. of 1844, ~He had written the essay called "Outlins of Gritlgue of Political v o)

~ Economy" which was publishedl by Marx-Ruge in the Deutsche-Franzosische Jahr-_

- Gucher. - Thoy talked endlessly for - yg days, bui Marx did not show Engsls his
-actusl man’ xmripts, which he considexed unfinished aud which he said he would
‘retuxn to some day.  They declded that their meeiing in 1844 was an historic .
happening that would draw a balance sheet on the Left Hegelians for which each

of *hem was to send to the other a chapter. Engels wrote 27 pages and Marx 250
neaxly a 'HhOlB new ‘mok. But IIarx insisted that. The Ho'i.x Fa.milx show.d.
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_ ol ":.nge.t.swu..x. ""1&. was 1815-5. That i mmv"a.ll ’ia:"xint -SVeLSs
have been buxdened. with -='the ‘concept that Engels and Harx are “the | sa.me,
ing. could be firther from the truth, as is cleax from a look“at‘
“'rager’on Fenevbach, v.-r.r:it ten that sameiyear. , {

. tween Maxx and Engels: clea.rer ‘than tha edited version of !-1a:r:x's 8
tha't Engals aPperdnd +0, his own Fe'ua-‘i‘\ach in 1888. o :

- - The one word. is ialet.ti S
Dia_ectics pura and ﬂimplm B "Dialectic proper," i.e. ‘dialectic ag ‘Hegel ex~
. pressed 1+. in his mysh."al ‘form: without -ever forger,ting organiza.*icn, bul-naking -
1% clear that “the Absolute met its Goigotha: "The goal, which is Absolute; Kriow=" -
" ledge or Spirit-knowing itself as Spirit, finds its. pathvay. in the recoll etie
of spiritual forms (Geister) as they are in themselves and as they“zcco
the- o:eganimt.’cbn‘of “thelir’ _spiritual Kingdom. Thelr consemtion, looked t
_ the“side' of thair free existen\..e aprearing in the form of contingency, is'H
- looked. 2t i‘romth.,..,.. ‘side of hﬂlr intellectuauy compmhended rganiza,'o
" is' the Scieénce of ‘the ways in which knowledge dppears. ~Bolhi™logethery o H.L..,wr:,
(intellectua:lly) comprehended (begriffer), form at once the recollection and the
Gule_f,ﬁuud. of nbsaluue Spizdt ia." (Enenomenclogy of Mind, 2 608, Baille -edition)
S ' Dia.lectic asg Marx
recrea ed. 1 x second nega:bivity - ag“a.irst the Feaerhachian rmatexiellsn,” fully £
aware that the Hegelian dlalecfic remains source for all, but insisting that: once
_the communist revolution sbolishes the class structure, only by the new “trans- -
‘cendence’:of this media tion; which is nevertheless a nscessary: ;presupposition,
does there arise ?ositive rlumam..:m, ueginnirg i‘rom itself." ,
~or ‘Ina word Mn:rx'v
critiqus of the dlalectic {whether it be 184% or 186?/ 1875-83) is 'the tratl |
- to the 19805, when organization is spelled out anew for this age, and when
the "Self-Defermination'of the Idea is grasped as the’ Self—Br:Lnging Forth of
Libe rty :.n '_ ney. orgamzationa.l forma.

" This has no "recedent. T &c ha.ve o go to uncharted roads 1 ‘the uia.
lectics of orga.ni"a.tion. I do know what it will. not be--Trotsky's concept of
‘the party, any more thanlenin's vanguardisn (we will return to this later).,

Remember that, /though Engels' clear statement to the new edition in

'thn M ann~ n'P 4~ A Tammund ad 1{4\“-14".-—.4-;\ nnnn-n«fvaﬂ -l-‘nﬂi- 'M—\W a'ln'nu "7" 121]-‘: hnr’l
bt gttt A . N NHU I AL L, b LY L ICWE R e gt

. manTladand n-—n'l'l-" 2171 ihat ws  mow h nn\ call 114 ek et ool m-.-;-a---t-_-.'t ism rmr\ +'|'\:|+
d.U.I.“U\-!\J. U&GJ—#: uuu-v "no AT \.J.UUV/ Add ), wd WSl

Harxx alone was its sole author -- we have been burdensd with the conce,pt that,.

- Engéls-aznd Harx were one, and were 'brougn'b up as Fngelsian Marxists, not as
Marx's Marxists.  This seemed right to the German Secial Democracy precisely. ..
because’ Eng;els was as s.ha,rply critical of Lassalle as was Marx and was faitnful
“to Marx for 50 long years and had Marx's Cz,itique of the Gotha Program published.
This dnes not change the historic truth.bred Engels was a post-Marx Marxist ,
an original ‘as the pragmatists insist, who do not see the half-way dialectic
.that Engels introduced with his"r:.gorous"ma,terialistlc version., The diversity

" was, ind.eed, not diie ‘only, to the 12 years.that Engels outiived MarX.. ' The staxt,
the deteminism, the Feuerbachianism, began 4in 1845, continudd throughout his .

.34fe,” bnid was ‘not Marx's Marxism, long before his first work after Marx's’ death,
Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State. T+ begins with the way

“Engels edited (comprehendad) Marx's 1845 single-pager against Feuerbach o
that he appended to his own lengthy,. very different pdmphlet, his - - Lug_;g
"' Feverhach and the Fnd of German Classical Philosoph
w7 The. WHY post-tarx Marxists didn't {couldn®t) ‘become continuators of -
:i-iarx 1 Izamd.sm, is tba.t the coming ° stage of production that Maxx pointed 4o -
B ! hia uuu\.uyu U-L the wuum....za.tion and concentration of capital to where
-5 2 uould ‘be held in the:hands of a. single capitalist or capitalist corpomtion,
~  was not -concretized by any in the 1680's when Engels' publlca.tion of Vol. II.
-4 cauzed -the raging ¢isputes on the Accrmulstion of Capital. To have been able -
to confrmt t..a new- "uage wh\sn it appeared would . l‘..am meant the inwardizing
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~ Thé new continent of thought' and revm.ution that Marx.
discovered in ‘the;1840's demanded so total an uprooting of capitalism--its ™
- productioniand its ghlture-~its politics and all its alienations--in:a word,..:
' t3"déHunanized existence,. It meaat that all human’ velations, beginning with ™

-~ the’ Man/Néman,” centering on Labor, and at the Same tima.extendhg 1-1-, ‘ho culture ‘
(yes, he used f.:he wcrd c...ass culture)

,Jand.u'nré.c .n,inm‘um:tacﬂ,ng ;,arx s Lody-of- idﬂ"m R

_@x no Iﬁ....r"(ist, beﬁ_nn% wi-l:.h Frpd,rick Engels, were . contlnua.tors E
of Ma.rx s Marxism i reoted in” Marx's body of Adeas,;“its. totality and being
“able to comprehend.ths ‘new. stage and work out that new 4in produc’cion in the:
heartbreaking 1880'3-18“"& with the new stage of monopoly capitalism- ‘and

‘the ‘beginnings of imporialism which m:? called colonialization, which had -
.. been: davel, nmﬂ by him fully in Vol I, We hed 'h._++¢m fixet of 211 got B

rtraightennﬁ out on ‘fhe facts. R

A First of* a.ll, the Accumula.tion of Gapital in
- Vol, IT;-wnich Luremburg departed from but claimed it was Engels’ editing, was™
. actually worked out in Vol, I,  To this day, the English edition of Vol. I tha.t
Engels edited is not the edition as Marx left it. Not only had Engels o
leftiout parts of ‘the 1875 fundasiental additions to fetishism of commodities,
but when it comes to the" .cehter of all disputes—-Accumulation of Ca.pz.ta.l——nhat
Marx had written for.-Vol. I, Part Seven, included the part on the "So-Called.
Primitive Accumulation" Engels decided to creats a new Part Eight for that .::-
section which® should have been insepa:cable from the Accumulation of Capital.‘
Now, when it comes to Vol,1T, that is not the way Marx conceived Vol. II
~to be. ‘He left'had left Vol. II and what we call. " Vol, IIf as Vol. IX.. =
What we now know as Theories of Surplus Value; was ca.lled by Plarx history of
Theory. s.nd was to- 'oe Vol. -"’V. and Was written Tirst, T
We cannct here g0 i_nto

study of the Russian e'..onomy as statc-capitalist rooted itself in Accumma.tioa
of Capital, Vols., I through IV.' The point here is, that &ll the debates on-
_Accumulation of Capital Vol. IT were naturally stopped once World War I broks
out. That was nc debate; the test of Marxists was.to tramsform the imnerialist
war into clvil war, .and that prod.uced the Russian and German revolutions.

As we saw, Marx's Archives wexrs not Jus’c. a question of the parts of the
Archiveg thot .were’ L‘."’t".'!'!ﬂ'.‘!", 4-:91- i to ea}r’ that- nadthar Hr uﬂaaTq nor Bl nunnr

- 0 Btne? mg == = $ L0 P S

Marx had read the whole. Yet it wasn't beca*..se something uasn't known, as-

the 1844 Manuscripts weren't, Marx ro sooner broke with .capitalism in 1843

" than he discovered a whole new continent of - thought and.of revolution, by
10 peans Aintded {0 dha necessity of overthrowinc, capltalism, . The greatness
of the Ethnological Notebooks was not (I repeat, not) "new" in the sense

An ﬂhich we read it now, Marx sta.rting something entirely Gifferent from
hiss Wole life:: Quite the contrary, The greatness of the EN is that 2ll

of the rew- bia.rx was finding out about:what ‘We now.call- the Th:_rd Horid: ~
confirmed whati'he hod rsddssbous pre—capitalism. "You cculd see that in his’
~ greatest work, Capital, we.well as in the Grundrisse, as well as the 18:0's
and 1880°s. As early as 1843, in the essay on the Jewish Question (actually -
‘on religicm in general) he made 1% crystal clear that he wasn't talking just
about - clvil rights. To uproot capitalism, sa.!\d. Haxx, it was fiecessary’

. t0 abolish exploitation and its culture and the only. .way to do that- is’through
"the wevolution in pemanence". 'I‘h_s was his concept, his action, hi.s vision
through a.ll his life, - A
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A E uu.‘ .ua.u.5 uuﬂ.u TOX uu.;. age, as’ ‘ane narx:.st-rgmna.nlst'r cm.v

. shown,+4}, was necessary at all fimes - begin with the new in ine decads: -and
B - see-that thak: news.ness, its discontinuity with all: that c.',amo before 11;, was
. ‘not n break. with & continuity with arx' ¢ Humanism, We d1d'not consider whn

I Alud—\yv-h Lirdecst

o : fom of:. ro‘r'ga:uzatio“ tha.t would ta.ke vhen. the fivst worker's,.;ta.te was trans-

' i‘ormed. into-the. sta.ta-ca.nitalisu societv we krow 1t 40 bay what 1oomea lar@

“on the" Horizon was the giant figure of Trotsky: who :E‘ought Stalin. “The'fact .

that the: e:'pulsion from the 0B signified only an opnosition +endency, not.a

r-f*'~-.uw .r.c_m of cxganization, - becans: especially troublesoms once Hitier: reached':

g tu.rm.ng rta the eoncrete, o::- us __1985587. A

_power, - Ib; is for. this, xeason. that I'm.pausing on the yea.rs 19354‘»—38 before =

s

A11 the: tactics‘ seemed ric,:' :ag the

E Hili..a.nt wa.s issued th:cee' .unes a weék. Iis hea.dl:Lne shouted, 'Austa:i.a is-

* Fextl' Yet the tensions within the orga.ni...a tion only inoreaged. . It wou'ld bé

-1638 naxore‘a new Fourth In?erpﬂt*enn:!. was called for.: ‘ﬂ.y? Ha.ﬂ.n't it a

LAL= L
Y - J A [ R T R

ri=teyn u-lau NS BuLas” u..l.u. .uut- ca..:.:: OI nne C..L& 8 nature of the eXlS'D'l!}ﬁ soc:.ety',

" but;cplled if still a worker's state, : which the. Inlernational must defend, -

:'\P.é‘-'.‘,"-"- haxe. de"elcped. the - H_dﬁnui\uta u.a. ayycaa.“&uuu/vauaubu, Uni, v’él‘bdl/ Fari oieula:r:.

as well -as’ STJ.Ch qaﬂm phrases a3 “in no I-I'&}'" as if a."workea:‘s sta.te"
“though "degenerate", can in no way be other than a worker's: state, bures uc:ea.tized.‘

This, was the transition point to comsidering those philoso hic terms rega:r:ding
the, difference 'between Fersnectives of 1985-86 and. 1086--87

'[Thnmas t‘g‘o 1(}85_515

o . S

o E‘cecutiveuSession sa.ys correctly ,tha.t even. tne A‘bsolute Method--tha+ the....

' process rather ‘.:.ha.n the conclusion’ is the kcy--tbe Absolute Method is a pathwé.j

~ to the Absolute Idea which cannnt.ba substituted for by amything.. The whale

truth is that the .key to the Absolu‘te Method, which remains the final pathway
to ‘that Idea, is that the dialectic of both 1.; a single dialectic of both the
objective. and. suh;;e ctive situation, I% is that alone which permits you to
pXOpOSE . qteps fo*r: the speciflc year,. in this case 1987, to ninnoint what is...
needed as, tasgks for that. year, -Qtherwlse you could si;a.rb 1986-87 as if it
wasn't a question r;:f:‘ pinpointing the new; that it was nécessary to start all
over. aga.in from: YC:UI Pa.rt.icula.r, as if that was both origin and present
urgency,. . :

_ Ox take ite rono rafernnce at 'ﬁl“P Executive Session 1385-86 to- what I
118123(1 as. th.e Dmeo"'i Q,ﬂ'? +hn 'P:l'rrl"u- wn'l' ha':nrn"! enlran . whad’ vraar af %

RAraLiz g Slay AT Ve . s

hiding the rea.lly new a.nd. -making it appear as. if it is the 1987 answer to
1902-03.. Beiieve me, I am not. ¥Titing a new Hhat is To Be Done and. taking |
that g..':omé 1o answer the "opaoslte“ to the elitist party. Ina zmcamenta.l.
way the:one. who d.id the best rejection to 1902-03--and that for 12 long years—-
is Lenin, Wy he didn‘t ‘listen to his owa critique, especially when 1905
showed &0 new a fo::m of orga.nization fron spontaneity to Soviets, that it °
changed his vexy. princi'ole as_to,who bra.nge gocialism-to whom, the ...ntellectuals
or the proleteriat. ... -~Lenin. d.tdn't genraraliza his whole 12 year cxitique .
but furned back to yhat is te be Dons, . 1e% it:be reprinted. All "Leninists",
Including Trotsky;. then-decla.reql that- 1903 . form :a Universal. This is wha.t we.
have rejected.and 'bhis concept of the alitist parby will be. tnta.lly uprooted.

An dha. naw book on the Dialectic of” Orga.nization.

i
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committsea, Leagus, - Horld.ngmen s I.nterna.tional Association—-be 45740 Maxxts .
time or:ln qurs, what Marx called "principles", i,e.,. philosophy of- :cevol _ion,
. when the- xxote his: Critique of the Gotha Program and sald that that :cannotibe
a.ba.udoned whon one mites: with another. for action: In extending, elaboratins
this Question of’ “Prmaple" Harx for the first.time;venturedto, concretize
hig vision of the new, society the day after the conauest of workers powaly’
sto:eosmg . that only. vhen the divisions ‘between coml’arsr and city, . , between. - .
L lanmal ang’ menta.l labor will vanigh, that .is.to say work <21 he an. anuirely
new as tivity, not the duality of 1a.bo-r- in capitalism but tnet un:.tv of men‘tal
.and. mailllﬁ-l -t-rh'loh 15 tho _'primo nnce.;biny o: 1::.fe. IR :
* - Now then, ha:b is new wi'bh 1936
as aga.‘mst 1985? 1985 after all- summed up the .body of ideas especially as .
coneratized through the 1980's.In the - 1980’3 we reached uot just a new sta-g'=
~of Marxisi-Humanist dewelopment, trt’ what -. - finally.was resulting from™. -
trodﬂing the paths no one had. iried before,- -bhe last thres.eyliozisms in 'i:he
“whole .of the Encyclopedia of Philosophic-Sclences that. were being made- so
ungent. by the- a.ci-ua.. .now passions .ané new forces. from below:ihat we saw :H:-
-in gurags- and whlch produced globally. Mawxist-Hi manion, vhether it was nra.sﬁ
Eurcpe ox AfricaJ Astz or Iatin Americas - In a word, E&R, Ups thing it did-*"’rv*
do is that the.  philosophic ambivalence. of Lenin projectes:there (in-BLR)

. Was g0 fully on.revolution that the ambivalence part was left undeveloped, -ha.t
13 to say, in rejecting the vanguard paxrty to lezd, we acted as if it was all:
only political,.a politics we rejected,.but it had no phi...o...OPI!ic -root; . Lenin
simply cowldn’t get:to the question Of party at all in his State & Revolution.-
That oerta.:l.rﬂy wasn't true of Harx in. the Critigue of the Gotha Program when . ..
-he spoke against unifying two parties For action (inthie case, Lassalleans and
Eisonachists); that was for Harx no reason for-not oonoretizing and mak:mg
that. the ,indispensable ground for. a L,nified party. buildmg

. mxa.tever wi.ll 'be
the "a:awer", i.e., the "conclusion“ of Dialeotics of.- Orgmizatlon, we.
cannot DOH, Imow., It is high time, however. “to dwell on the nany "firsts" -

e esta.olished. with the break from Johna:..;nism and the estatlishment of News
& Lotters Gomrﬁ:!;tees: .
.., a) At the very first convention we established the -, . .
uniquenESS of the Bla.ck Dinension and - ;; voted CD to.be co-editor with Johnny:
- Zupany’ he had. not been anything but a columnist in Coxrespordence. )
- b) The fivrst publication,. .’ . was the. * mimeographed
~ pemphlet which contsired the first English transla.tions of Tenin's Abs:bract
of Hegol's Science of Logic and my 1953 Letters on the Absclute Idea. -
- . ¢)-That first convention assigned me to finish what had .
- teen Marxism & S’oa.to-Capitali..m and what hecame Marxism & Freedom, Crucial
to that. tra.nsforma.+1on -of H&SC ‘into l1&F was the.singling out.of the new in '
the Amorican chara.cter ~reprecented, by Abolitionism, both as past and as ongoing,
in the.ney. pa.ges for fresdom beling writieniin. East Europe, Montgomery Ala.bama
and the tuo-way voad between Africas-and the U.S.w. oo
.- ~'d) For the first time ever we adopted a Cons "_ﬁution uith
J.'bs docentra.lized ‘committees for News & Letters both as paper and as ot
‘organization,  -e) Again for the first time ever, women as proletaric.ns :
- had ‘Bsen so crucial in our dsvslopment that we. had ‘no less than three.columns--
Angela Terzano's 'The Hozking Day, one by Jexry Ke og, and Ethel Dunbar‘.
: 'Tbo t‘ay of thr-* ‘rIorld.' . ’

f) iouth Was mad.e irto a revolt.tionary ca.tee;ory.
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-Now= uucu, umy'a.f‘uer :,rcu- ""“-'s “1‘°01‘L‘€‘d and: : _

proof. of absorbing is projecting what philesophy is, the ph_.’n.loson_:‘:--o XX 8

- Marxism; the dialectlc of second nezativity, and that At is ingispensalil
. for- xevolution—tn—pama.nence, which necessitates organiza,tional respansi.bility,

‘and. with it, organization, only then cait you possitly see wha:l'. lea :

fox Marxist-Humaniets (1.e., for News & Letters Cormittees). No o
w!organizatiﬂnal expexience. could possibly have. taught 1t It 1is t*rue that here

‘oo discontinuity is incomplete wlthout: 1inking it 'bo continui'by, -

ha.ve ncm cn‘me out of. the -cleax ‘Ylue sky. :

. Hhta‘chnr Belshevi m-ox tho 1660%s:

your first organization—-anﬂ. shed many a tear over the fact- that Lenin saw

" that only $f the layer of Bulshevism. wasn'd so thin, relative to the Bussian

. population, that ho had to depend only on that thin layer (L.es; the party)-=-

- the. point. row is, -this body of ideas called Harxisi-Humanism as. 1t -developed -
-; from the 1950's end. 1~thab is PO jected in 1986-87.. The new book- will’ zake 1t clear
“how 3t is necessary io 1rod wncharisd paths- in orgonication, ‘ae T fomndl it

. necessaxy to do:in philosoplhy. I have long ago stopped shedding tears over.
Tendn's atiitude that the only ones to depend upon were. the thin :{a.ye:r: of
:Bolsheviks. Instead; the new book will show that,” though he ‘did see in. ‘the -
Critfque of the Gotha Frogram the philosophy of zevelution, begixming witho
the nesd to smash the bourgois state, he stom:ed. short of the prin 1_@]_.3 Marx
sald must not be abandoned in party build:lng

: A li.ve‘.ly discussion fo‘.lowed the
presenta tion, Its corprehensiveness, histoxically, philosophieally, concretely,
organizationally, opened new points of departure. All agrecd with the new.
alterna.tes vivposed to the REB-NESH, '

Yours, Raya y
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o ‘Dear Friands=

The eniire. REB meeting last night was-devoted to the preaenmuon”"’ .
'jRaya w.,.ll ‘make to.the Exscutive Session of the coming Conventlion on.'The.- ..

: Ph_losaphy of Marxist-Humanist. Leadex h..p. ' Thisreport, will first be givenm -
‘h fidl at the Convention Jtself. - Heve it 1:-1 summarized wi orief notaddon’ D
g of, the.consensus of discussion. . The. report hadma. partss @ The. Now (1986-8?)

and’ the Need. +0 Return to Marx's. Dj,semr_y\of a:New. Continent of..Thought and?

. of Revol ution, 1843k, (ECTtrasted d to 1845\and the Wirst Woxk-Co-Authored By .\,

. Marx -and Engels. = . WAy TErxists Dicm't (Couldn’£%). Continue . -

| Marx's Marxism Ra.ther Than Yo Only its Follovers, . ILb Why 1%, is alsc Fecess

- .sary to.Contrast the 198687 Executive Session. to. the 1985-86 Execu Ave . Session; _
the Import.—..nco ‘of: Trctslq, 1934-78 . e .“II};:’ Organi=, '~

‘zation, Oré.'a.nization “Organization: == .LBMI-‘ 186?-7‘5-8‘3. :on ‘the .one_hand, and .

the Pregent Concept of the Book-to-be, Dialcchics of Organl.;aniom Fhilosophy, b

-the "Pa.rtv.-" a.nd Forms of Oréb.nization Born Out. of Spontaneity.

'_-I. Baya. sa d. tna.t because the xie'w, the now, :Ls the test of whether the ta.sks e
assigned for 1986-87 are o'baecﬁively as well as su'brctively -not alone politi-.w-
‘cal conclusions, but the philcsophic context of .the Merican Revolution toward, . -
"‘mu.m wa'all aim; but know not. the date, I wili “*ua....l.y concentrate a lot

.\'

on the. &ifference betwesn tha Executive Sesslon last ysar and the. present ;year.

not because the'rp was anything wrong with the presentation in 1585, but because .

the. need 15 to pinpoint the new. That is wha.t Calls for a conr-entra.tion on: t"ze_e .
- difference betueen the two ye?ﬂ

But in concentrating on the difference between
1985-86 and - 1.986—8?, it is nécessary first and foremost and always to have in--
wardized and.nracticed m‘gaectinc, the whole Body of Ideas ~- and this time. I
do not mean Muxxist-Humanist Axchives but Marx's, Humanism, his Archives, which
did not beceme mown until a “century afterwards. .In this, I wish.to concentrate
- 'not’so much on the 1880s as a trall to_ the 1580s, but 1844 23 containing the .
“whole, including. the Ethnological - ‘\To+e'books- Indeed; let me further stress . .
that the very. concept of E‘Ian/"Ioma.n rela.tionehip becare s0 visible in the 19803,-_
because the phenomenon of Women's L Liberation had 'become a movement.. It wasn't.
that in the yea.:r: 1844, ‘ -
' . . Tt is precisely that’ yea:r. 1844, ‘that has _the ground for '
seeing "The Uhy" orthod.oh tarxists were followers, not continuators of Marx's
‘Maxxism =- i,e, not facing the new reality of the 1880s through 1890s, the 12.
years that F'_ngelb outlived larx, That-was when the world confronted monopol:,r :
capitalism, Imperialism,. statification -- what Marx had called the “hot=house
fa.shlon" in which the state helned. czpitalism to develop through.colonization...
"I was Maxx's analysls of ‘the Accumulat:l.on o ital that, Luxemburg attacked,

‘¢laiming that ¥ms Maxx's position obut adding/6 )"ﬁ .bhad to wonder what. mgels ha.d.r
done with Mars's manusoripts.,( Ve will retum to this. later-)

ST Fm: the
1840s, ’che firs dividing line is 1845, Engsls' Ml_ bore.tion in - The Holy Fa.n-.ﬂ,__x.

- Here'is why I"- --""15 you t6:tdke & second, third and fourth look at the 18 '3‘

.l peried, on the ons hand, and 1845, on the other, :Engels met Marx in Avgust
"~ of 1844k, He had written the essay called "Outline of Critlauve of Political -
" Beonomy? which was published by Mavx-~Ruge in the' Beut.,cne-Franzoslst Jahr~"

= bucheryi” They. talked endlessly fur = 7g days, but Maxx did nob show Bbgels his .

--__-actnssl zan toripts, which he considered unfinished and which he said he muld

return; to- some day.  They decided that- their meeting in 164k was an historic®

* “happening that would draw 2 balance: sheet on the Left Hegelians for ‘whith each s
of Xhem: was:to'send tothe other a chapter. Fngels wrote 27 pages and Marx: 3
‘peaes --. ne&rly 2 whole new book. But Harx insisted that The Holv Famg_;g should.




" be signed TEngelsHarx." - ‘That sas 1845, “That 'is what all laxxists eveld sinc

hava Thass hesdanad ad b o stha: nnhnn-n-t -!-h__t Enon'le a'nﬂ_ M'zsw _ara -I-ha_sa

- ~ R u s b A e T ks WA - vv.nvcwr —— &

Ang could be' firthdr from the truth, as is cleax from a look at Marx's: lexgla-f :
- .. -pager on Feuerbs,ch, v“itten that same year, - Not.‘zi.n@; ma.kes ths: difference be-
P iween MaTX and Engels oledrer ‘than the edited” version of mam s aw.g.te pagar'

: tha:b Engels appendsd tc his ,oun Feuerba h Ain 1888. oo L
ORI A “The” one" wordjis Dia.lectics, ‘
R Dislacti 135 ‘puré s.nd aimple MDEAlSatic! -"upesr,' :L.e. dlalsc ctic’as “Hegel ‘eke" e
o L px-essed it 1n fiig nystioal 'Porm"without ever forgetting or-fa.niaa.ta.on, Tbut Haling -

At cleax ‘thaf “he Absolute met'its Colgothay “The goal; which ig Absolute’ Know~ 0
“lédge or Spirtt’ Tndving “iteelf as Spivis,” finds its pathwy: 17 the" reuollection D
of spiritaa.l -forms (Geisfer') as tus‘, “are dinc ohemsalws and a8 't‘,hey accomp.ni
the orga.nizahion of their" spiritual kingdom, Their “eonservation, looked at’ :t.:.-.u.:
the ‘slde 0f theit ﬁ:ee exXtgtence - epreariig- 4n-the form ‘of. contingency;" is _}gﬂgg;
| looked ‘at fromththe side of ‘their “intell ectuallv comnrehanded orgax'izatiorl, it
is thé Sciencs ‘of ‘the ways in which Enowledge a.p‘pea.rs. ,Bo-‘*h ‘together, or Histnry _-
. (in*sflectually) comprehended ('begriffen), form at’ once the recollection and the
: 'Golgotha of A'bsolu te Spirit oo (Pnenomenolug:{ of M And, p. 808, “Baille edition)
= RS Dia.ler‘tie as” Ha.rx
7 vécréated 1t - scc»nd negati*. ity : .a@Lmu ‘the Feuerbacn.e.n materialiEng’ Fuiiy o
aware that the Hegelian d;!.a.lectic remzins source for all, but insisting that once
the comm-..nlst revolt.tlon a,'bol.tshes ‘the class strucwre only by the new "'tx‘a.us—-‘_
cendance of this mediation, which is neveruheless*a necessary’ presuppoqition,
doeq tnere a:cise positive Humanism, beginning f‘rom itself.™ |
- e INE ond '"Hfarx s
£iguc 'of ‘the dialectic (whether 1t be 1844 or- 1867/ 1675-83) ‘is tne tzall *
tha 1980s, when organization is spelled out anew for this age, ‘and when™
\l the Salf—De‘bemination 'of the Tdea is gra.sped é‘s 'l:he Self—-Bringing Foth of
/ Liber+y 1:1 _new organizational forma;
.o recedent I do ha.ve to go +o uncharted roa.d_s;,in the’ dia-
lectics of organization. I do know what 1% Will Hiot | be-—-‘I‘mthr's concept of: =
the pa.r'ty. any’ more thanlenin's va.nguardism (we will return to this 1a+.er) _
© " Remembel that,/though Engels' clear statement to'the new ed.:!.tion‘in" '
the 1880" of the Communist Hanifesto asserted thai farx alone, in 1845
related o orally all that we “mow now (1898) call Historieal [ 1
Navx alone wis its sole author -- we have beén burdened with the conce_pt that
Engels and Marx were one, and were brought up as Engelsian Marxists, not as . .
Marx's Marxists,  This scemed right to the German Social Democracy preciaulj
'beca.use Engels wa.s as’ mazply critical of Lassalle as was Marx and was falthful
to Marx for 50 long y2ars and had Maxx's Crlt:.que of the Gotha Program published.
This-does not change the historic truth that Engels was a post-Marx Marxist ,
an original as the pragmatlists insist, who do not see the ha.li‘-nay d.ialectic
that Engels :Lr-’croduced with hi<'"rigorous“materialistic version, . " The cl.‘l.\rersity
wa.s, ‘anleéd, nét due only to the 12 y2ars that Engels outlived Marx,  The start,
the - detex‘m..nism, the Feuerbachianiem, began in“1845, contintdd throughoti his
life," and was not Marx's bmism, ‘long be:ﬁ'ore higs first work atter IIarx’s death

~ Origin of the Fomily, Private Property and the State. Tt begins with the way
Engels ‘odited (comprehencled) Marx's 1845 single-pager against-Fauerbach. -

‘that’ he appended to hiis o leugthy, very different pamphiet, his = . Lﬁd&igﬂ |
Feuer'bach and the End of Gema.n. _Classical Philosoohy. N -
ST The  WHY post-Marx Marxists didn't . (could.n"r., becone - con"inuato.cs of

Maxx's Mawxien, is that the coming ° stage 0f productlon that Marx pointed. to
with'his.concept of the centrslization and concentraticn of .capital to wheze .-
1t wonld ‘be held in the hands of a single. ‘capitalist or capitalist: corpora.tion, _
wag not voncretized by any. in.the 1880's when gngels' publication of Voln .IL: ..
" cansed the:raging ¢isputes on. the Accrmulation of Cepital., To have been. able
bo conf"-ont tna ney stase rmau 11; appeared would have mea.nt 'the inwardizing

106‘?




Bo~w

and: Im';i‘.swg Jgroaect_zgggaxx‘a bod,y-of -dean; «

: “The hew" cont:menv of’ tnougn'r, ar'd revhivution that farx.
- Zthe":l%»?u’s donAndsd’ oo o total an’ uproot:.ng of - ca.pi-taliﬂm-;-*ts-:.~
and’ it rfultlu'e--i.’cs m’li t¥es’ and 217 its alienations——in’a
' It'heant that'all hwian- reiations, beginping

T«Thv' no Mmcxiat 'hegizmin.:, wii;h Frederick n.ngels, wa:r:ﬂ commuators :
of Marx's Mazxism 13 ¥ooted In - Marx"s body of ideas; Tts totality end: Yotng "
able to comprehend the new s,age #nd work out thet new in prodiictl on in the”
: heartbreaking 1880'5-4.890’ ) with the new stage of monopoly caﬁitalism ‘and
the begifnings: oft impérialisn which ¥arx -called colonialization,: which had
~beeh devdloped by him 'filly in Vol. I.' Wa ha.d. be'bter first o*"‘ all set _
stra.a.gh'hened ou:t. on the factgy - : R R s ,
. VRN : ) First of all, thg Accumlation oi‘ Ga.pital in _
.'Vol I, which vaemburg doparted  from but: "'l.a.imea 1t ¥as Engels' aditing: *’33", DR
actaa.lly worked out: in Vol. I.  To this day, the English edition of V&l IV “that - .
.- Bngels edited is'not the edltion as. Hari Jeft 1t Nok . only had Engels o
_1aft out'parts’ of the 1875 fundamental additionis to. fetishism of commodities;
but when it comes to:the center of all disputes--Ar-cumulation of- Capital--'hhat

o o Py ——— e A 4 e
. _.I‘fmw hnﬁ -..rn-i++nn for. v.-n I va SU'V“' incluﬂw -bha =i an J‘-.hw a.\ n..'a ‘a

Primitive Accumula‘blon" Tngels decided to ¢reate a new Part Eight for tha.t :
sec;tion which’ should have been: .inseparable from'the Accumuiation.of Capifal:
Now, when 1i comes io Vol.II, “that is not the waf Marx conceived Vol

to bev-He left hau left Vol. IT e.nct wnat we call “" Vo, IIT ag Vol. I1.

-

- What 'we now know as¢lhgqries of & s Value, was called byl ‘Iistz:,y%::‘

i

'Iheory, and. vas to’ L. TV, Has written first 'ﬂi'.ad s
l/r\'f , )Wa canfiot; heé go into
detail on that or tho' 1880%s 2nd 18 0‘5--a.nd we all know very well how the'”
study of the Russian econemy as statfn-canita.list rooted itself in’ Accumulation
of Capital, Vols.-I through: IV. e point here is, “that-all the deba.tes ‘o’
Accumulation-of Capital Vol.' ere naturally stopped once Wordd War I broke
out. That was no debate; the st of lMarxists was to tramsform the pnrialist
war into civil w=x, 'and’ that pyeduced the Russian and German revolu’cims. ,
‘As we zaw, Marx's Archivel were not Just a. question of the pa.rts "of the
Archives that were unkiown, thht is to say, that nelther Enge]s nor Eleano,.
Mar% had read, ths whols. . Ye;. t wasn't because something’ wasn't known, as "
the 18iL Manuscripts weren't. Farx no’sooner broke with capitalism in 1843 °
_ than- he dlscovered a whole néw continent of thought and of revolution, % !
ne{’ limited to the ne ssity of overthrowing capitalism, ~The grea ess
of thn Ethnological NOVGbQZ;{S was not (I ’'repeat, not) "new" in the scnse °

ﬁ
~in which wa read it now, farx starting scitethdng entirely  different from ":W -J{’-&T f

" his whole 1ife. Quite contrary. The greatness of the EN is that all ﬁ u
: ¢ Mwu%‘\f the neéw Marx was finding out about what e now 4 § tgo%}.d {Mﬁﬂ 4 fft&{ g

‘confirmed what he had ’id about’ pre-capitalismy Yol [c ‘gﬁ SO -
‘greatest work; Capitel), ‘wo woll as in ths Grundrisse, as well as the 1840'

and 1880's. Aa eaxriyfas 1343, ‘in the essay on the Jawish Que.stlon (actually

on religion in generayl) he nade it crystal cleax that he wasn't talking just -

-a.bout » civik wvigh#s. To uproot capitalism, said Marx, it was necessary
~to aMolish exploitation(gng itd cultuzel amithe only way to do that is through

"+he. revolution in pprumarence”,t This wa was his coneapt, his actlon, his vision-

througn all his lifel '
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G S In cona:emzmg that for ‘ouT- agn-- az r.ne na.zmst-rwmam.s'wﬂemuves s nave

. ..-,hown, 1% vas:necessaxy- a.t 21l timies. to: bégin.with the.pew in the deca,de ahd.. ‘
. to ‘see; that that neygpeau.,_i:t_s;_ diqcor-tinuity with.all. tha.t‘ came. before; 13, was,
“.not. a treak with 3. continuity with flaax!s Humanism, Was did not: considerx wha*"_,_
form of prganlzation that would. take ﬂhen T.he ?irsr. uox'ke:c s sta."e wa.s tra,ns. .
formed, ?mto the. stateneapitalist society we: know. 1t . to ‘ne; wha.t 1oomed 1arge
‘on the horizon was the giant figure of wotéc:, Hho fou“nn' bta.l_. < "he Iacr_
that the expulsion from the (IB signified only an opposition tendency, not a
new mof arga,'xiaa.tion, jbecama especially troublesoms once. Hitler reached

owgl i, 1s for. this reason. that I'm pausing on ‘the years: ...934- _78 Before.
'i; to the (.oncn:'ete for us 1986-87"-

( _’che tactimseemed ribht as. the
- Hilita.nt ﬁa.s 1ssued thres. times & yeek.g- Its: headline shouted, thustria: 15
Next!' Yet the tenslons within: t¥e orz izatl Lon only Jnc:.ea.seo.. it would ne
1938 before a new Fouxrth Inte:mationa.l wa.s~eakledrfor. I-fhy. - vTe.sn"“ it a .
_ fact ‘that we still did.not. talk of ‘the. class. na.ture of the eYiath}g society,
butcalled it still a -workex’ s.state, which the International must.defends -~ |
(Rayz here developed the questions of appeazance/essence, . Unlversal/Particular, | ...
. a5 well as: such guaiifying phrases; as “in no.way'y as if a"workex's state’;.
)@Menemte" can in no way be other than a worker's state, 'bnreaucra.tized..
¥_This wag tbm..igitien point to. considering thoss “..LIW E

&MI& Vadisadter ouvxl.-l-v WPl N .l-.vc“dl-qn—l-‘

| fference bet tween Perspectives, of 1985-80 and 1986-8?) S -
Uhereas the 1985-80

T

R v than the conciusion: is 'cné Key--tne Absolute me'cnoo. is a. na.tnway
e Absolu'te Tdea which cannot be substituted for by anythirg.. The whole . .
truth is that the key to the Absolute Method, which remains the final. pa.thwaj
" 1o that Idea, is that the dialsctic of both is a single dialectic of both the
'ob;jective and subjective sltuation, It is that alone which permits you to
propose steps for the specific year, in 'I:his case 1987, to pinpoint what is.
~nesded as tasks for that year, Otherwise you could start 198 86-87 as if it .
wa.,n"b & question of- pinpointing the new; that it was necessary to start a.'ll
agaln from- your Pazticx&ar, as if that wa.w both origin and prese-au o
, urﬂency. o - =

ke the ore r_g;g;gnc&a,t]t e Execu.tive Session 1.985-86 to what I
6-Dia}eetIc of the Paxrty 182V 5 of . %
- o 'L-'“appeax: as if it is the 198? answer to, .
~ ;.-03. Believe mé,. I am not writing a new Hhat is To Be Tone  and. taking' .
“that ground to answexr the "opposite" to the elitist party. 1In a. flmdamantal 3
way the one who-did the best rejection to 90?-03--ard. that for 12 long years--
is Lenin._ Uhy he didn't listen to his own critique, especially when 1905. -
" ghowed so new a form of organiza.tion from spontaneity to Soviets, that it.
changed his very principledas +o who brings socialisn to whom, the intellactuals
or the proletariat. enin didn’t gene'*alize his whole 12 vear critique . -
but ;urned back to kat to bs Done, let it be reprinted. A1l "Leninists”,
{ including T-:otsl:y,/'El*en declazed that 190‘3 form a Universal.. This is what we-

have rejected and/tbis concept of the elitist party will be tota.lly uprooted.
in the . new. _book on the Dialectic of Orr'aniaa.tion. '




S III " U.::gu.:u::a.h;uu,‘ be it of ﬁhoubht or of va::ious formi be. orga.n;.za.tion-
:-'._-..-..*ommittees, League, Horld.ngmen 8 Intenmtional Aesociationw'be At I*Ia.:“&'“-
. time or in ours, what laxx called "principles", 1e6., philosophy of rﬁvolwion,'
. abandoned when one: wnites with another for actlon.  In extending,. elaborating..
- S PR T ot e )

-nis n.::.x.G..a of tuu new socisty -the day after ihe conguest of workers power,

- '“-anual,am‘-. men ital lebor will vanish, that. is to say woik will be an en*i::ely

-~ -concrotived through the 1980'3.111 the 19““% "a roached not Jjust a new 'S‘ﬁe‘se
"'trodding the pathz no one had tried before,. the last. thves syllogisms in th_e S
- urgent by the actidT new mssions and new forces £rom below. that, we saw At .| ’. S

. in our-ags and which ‘produced globally Ma.md.st-—Humaniams whether it was Ea,s* : 5

- Burope ox Ai‘rica,, Asia or Latin Arerica. - In a word,-P&R. . One. thing it didn't . |

 as g0 xu.u.y on’ revolution that the ambivalence part was left. indevelopad.. Th&ﬁ
- only politiecal,. s-politics we rejected, but it had no philosophic rdot; Lenin

- simply couldn't get to the question of party at.all in his State & Revolutlon.- '.
That certainly wasn't true of Harx in the Critlque of, the Gotha Program when '

. that the indispensable ground for a unified pMy buildjng.

- of Hegel 's Science of ¢ and my 1933 Letlers on the Absolute Igea,

~ the American character represented by Anolitioninm, both as-past and as ongoing,

haé beén so ¢rucial in our development *-ha.t we had no less than three columng---

o Qa-/ /_i\\J \ww‘l..

when he wrote his Critique of the Geiha Program and said -that ‘that cannot be:

this question of “principle" ?Ia.rx for the first time ventured .to concretize

ssing ' that only vhen the divisions betwsen count.ry and city, between -

new activity, sot ‘the duality of labor in capitelism 'but ‘that unrhy of; menta..i.
a.nd manue.l which is the pritne necessitj of life., . - .- :

‘o Now then, what is new !-rith 1986
as asainst 1985? 1985 after all sumned up the body of ideas especially as. - v

of Marxist-Humanist development; tvt" what  finally was xesulting from -

whole of the Encyclopedis of -Philogophic. Sciences that.were being made so

do is fhat. the | ‘philosophic ambivslence of Lenin prc:,-scteo. there (ia BR)

is to say, in xejecting the vanguand party o lead, we acted as if it was all -

he: spoke against unifying two parties for action (inthis case, lassalleans and R
Eisenachists); that was for Marx no reason for not concretizing and: meking N L

, o - Whatever wil1 e . ]
tha answer", 3.e., the "concluqion" of Dial%*ics of Organization, we .. ~

cannot now know. It is high time, however, to dwell on the many "firc;ts"

Wa Pﬁ"'-“"'ﬂ"‘:h"“" with 'H‘“‘_ b""CE-k frc-m Ju}‘u.busumu :uu-r. tha estad .beu'ﬁCi‘iu of New
& Letiers Cammi'tteesa Co

wr

a) At the vex:y flrst convention we estaolished. the = .
'unig_ueness of thq}la.ck‘ﬂimensro . voted CD to be co-editor with Jolmny_

Zupan; he had ot een anything ‘out a.columist in Correspondence. , . ' e
'b) The first publication, was the - nimecgraphed :
pamphlet wh..ch contained the fi:rsﬁ English translations of Lenin's Abstract

ihat firgt convention assigned ‘me to finish what had
been narxism & Stata-ca.pita.lism d what became Marxism & Freedom, Crueial
to' that transformation of H&SC into M&F was the singling .out of the new in -

in the new; pages for freedpm being written in.East Eu.ope, ontgomery Ala.bama, :
end the two-uay roa.d. between Afiricz and the U.S..

© "d) For the first time ever we adopted a ‘Gonstitution with
‘1ts decentralized commit‘keos for News & Letters both as paper andas - . . - 4
organization. . e) 'Again for the first time ever, women as proletarians - =

A“"""“,m‘.'-‘..""”m"‘ ,"T“"e. m'!"'""“‘g “"}', uho x4 Jv.u.y nuw. and muhel ‘Dunbax's . ' SR -

'The Hay of the: World',
f) Youth wag. made .’m'oo a revoluttcna.zy category.




Erook of aﬂsorb_.ng :.s'progecting '-:'ha.* 'on..'lasonhy m me m:v.losophyiof Ma.rx s
laxxisa, the islectic of second: ‘negativity and tha ndispensal
For Tevoliution-in-permanence, which necessitates 151
- and with:1t, oxganization, only then can-you po.n.s..‘tﬂ.y eee '-rhe.t 1e.-sde 'hip. 8
7 for Maxydst-Hunanigts (i.e., Tox News & Lettors Comnitteos).  No gther'
. Organizational experience could possidly have taught it. It is true't

- too !aisconﬁinuity 15’ inconplete without 't.mking .

'.uavu nm-, ccme 0\:1:- of the c:.ea.... 'blu.a sky.

o :Vom:- firs-h organiza.tion—~-and1 ghed many a. teaxr ovor {hd ¥act hat I enir saw
that only if the }.a.y_g&of Bolchevien. wasn't so thin, ralative to the Russlan
popwlation, that he-had to depend only on that thin layer (i.9., the party)--
the point now-is, this Body of ideas called Maxxist~Humanism as it developed -
.. from the 1950's and what isprojected in 1986-87. The new book will rake it clear
" how 4% 48 necessaxry to “trod uncharted paths in organization, ns'I foumd ii'-
‘necessary to-do in phiiosophy. I have long ogo stopped shedding tears over .
..~ Lenin'sattitude that the only ones to dspend upon wexs ths thin laver of
-« DBolsheviks. Instead, the new book will show that, though he did see in thsa
... Critique of the Gotha Program the philosophy of. *evolution. boginning with .. -
7 " the need to cmash the ‘bourgois state, he stopped short of the Mcigle Ha...‘*x
- sald must not 'be a.ba.ndoned in party bu‘.‘:l.ding. ‘ e
C & 1lvely discussion Gllo?ad s
’i':presentaﬁion. Its corprehensiveness, Nt .,tori.cally, philosvphically, "ﬁncretaly,
; orga.niza.tiona.lly, opened new pclats of departure. ALl agreed with the new
a.lterna.tes proposeo_ to the RRB-NEB, Yours, o

- meny .




