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_Ma.rx s New Sense of Ob;}ectivity--"Human activity itsalf
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our Age s New Sense of Ob:]ectivity and 2 Kinds of Su’bjectivity
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What is Egr; in the Concept of Leadership: When is Philo= -
"‘s'oph,v‘-ahd Philosopher One —- "One, Not Two i
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Variant of Leader Maximuét Rather it is on

'.‘whdle new Continent of Thought and of Revolution which .
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. _' _ pertinent
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was. His answer was that as great as it had been, it never

“questioned private proprty » but the Peasants stealing wood and the i

weavers tearing up 8 did. /Once he made that declaration.

\"the Sel’f 'I'hinking Idea)flomng into. the ;}ect Marx”declared '
et T . w / y

| 1it | of Marx's
éhe years 1811-3-11-5 are central to the totality _

it is then, philosophi.cally 3

discovery at the very gtart, “o

-Marxism as a totalitv and have tho'.,,..« ou'!:_'




‘never ende, They decide to challenge the post-Hegelians, %

¥,

Left from which they both came, The German Igeologx‘ resultgy” the

central thesis of hich is a crit que of Feperbach's "materiali
put S Qn o Prefered ovew Hegeds 1 /MN‘F oy

Norer M 02
Be:t‘ore;gérectly after this, however, Marx, wri't:es

11 These go critical of Feuerbach that to this day it defines

th of Marx" s historica?. (dlalem naterial~
iem as against not onl Feuerbach ‘lﬁ: all mechanical materizlism M !
‘qlao 04 /ﬁ'ﬂé’f/ﬁﬁ%l&”" unth ¢, CheaVinv jnlé/zc_;?sjf W {

Theais I (not XI} projects "Human activity itself objectiv

(gegenstandliche) activity." What is %the essence for us is that
, aRe Segd 1k e COX

- the @re as wideeworlds apart 'l:he =r Engéls
Marx's EN.
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Pf%’la‘k Marx wrote in 18414-5 and ngels

; %rofound illumination on gur new sense of objectivity and ..
___@k;},nds_of gubiectivitu Pow %au-ss Perspectives )
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ever giving up the word, Party he 9xp1ai_n__e_d:'-i_:‘-f::

i t £t “INITHE EMINENT HISTORICAL SENSE." “the . <
only organization we do have to consider is the one he aded and

| févolutionary sense that,(1st,) he hailed .G as what the .
masses‘ _m_ hat "discovery* eniug of
non-at "'!:i..st form of“workers' rule/[ > B was-defe_at_gd

ae;written in he BAmMe period whan. with"Enge

ar) (or whether it was; do o
no do bt whataoever that, BY'e : +h
O%s. Indeed. 3C

ad aﬂready written his own, qui't

thing ‘could more clearly manifest
o yevolutionay dialectioj and Engels' determ
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PENED TO MARX'S CRI‘I‘I UE OF THE GOTHA PROG
POST-MARX MARXIST

It took until 1891 hefore Enpels succeeded- in having the

GSD finally publish the Criti ue of the Gotha Program = W
Ycontribution to ‘the discussion®, The discussion was about : |

their new program, the Erfurt Program, hic; foll wed the cre
of the 2nd International in 1889/M.’Ius ]
Engels said that Marx said became ok /"Martism” go the Erfurt

Program became the model for all YMarxist”parties. It took all

"l:he way to 1914 and the outbreak of WWI and the betrayal of the

- GSD and the 2nd International before ever anyone thought of re--

.turnlng to the critigue of_ the Gotha Program@enin did a,

he. had aot a word to say about Marx s concept of rg! "'
Lo . aprs y : "o,
Critique ,,' - = cﬁ!
on-revolutio NATY.
bhe/a’ ude to ‘the Parls Commune

'ay that ﬂ is Marx @ not any “Belf-'ﬁhinking Idea.l

o

ourse 'gxt ins't:ead of 1ooking at, the mopst.
et lfﬂolic idis b3
.cdig deeply 4nto wha't: m

"idealiam. but the oncept of th fu
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decisive §¥de B the French edition’
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_of CAPITWW empiric studies of pre-capitalist gocleties
‘and new view of what he had heretofore thought the greatest
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enemy, Russia, once it also had a group of revolutionaries A

e Drsonectad® fow %Wd@ﬂw %M&b M%\M\l VG{M‘

i&the magnificent covering letter (written, inci-

' dentally, on his birthday, May 5) and then look at how the Second

International's Ge man Social Democracy transformed the organiza-
araq Ima~

jiongl conclusion nto i¥s absolute oppos e, What Marx had

written wasn "Every step of real movement is more important ‘bhan :

‘.-_‘a dozan programmea. If therefore, it was impossible to go beyond

(11:) ‘one should have concluded an agreement for action... but

O BARGAINING ABOUT PRINCIPLES._f fggﬁa. ‘the GSD uses is the
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_' he experienced the greatest revolution of his time and
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rom
its cfea'tion -~ the Paris Communezf{p/which he concluded that .

it was necessary to go "lower and deeper”, a phrase Lenin first

"dlscovered" in 1914\ In a word, Marx had by Wworked out his

ole body of ideas land it was at that point that he not only

!
rejected a unity of so~called Marxists and L’:@é’alleans but set

a totally opposite-foundation.for organization with his philosoply

P

o:E‘ revalution. Lenin's silence on the question of organization

inm e and Revolution did not, unfortunately. mean

that he had abandoned his concept off party of "professional revo-

lu'l:ioneries" T Aa Bolsheviks
gained power s the coneept of an elitist party was no 1onger

juet ”Russ:l.an“) or meregly

di g concej
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'I'o make matters worse for our age further reducedf

the question of revolutionary Marxist organization 'I;o the :

que etion of ‘ 1eader;hip3

Organization{\
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r,gzmmﬂm . apxvs tailending Stalinksmy %

2 felt compelled to justify to himself why
s . :
he was willing to subordina%éé2§¥2zentiali§m toflarxism, He _

illuminated the whole question of the

creation, In his Quegtion of Method he shgws that for the entire
' the 17th to the 20
period of 3 centur& e

philosophy of revolutlon but
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with cap;taligm.

'%hbtween the (E;R century and theézg§§; I see(gjperiode. I B S
which Iiwould designate by f the men who doml-,l;‘
-1\ hajed thems there is the "moment” of Descari a.nd Igcke, -\ )
that of Kant and Hegel

philosophies become, m

f} particular thought and culture there

:'fii[ ‘ig no going beyond them so 1ong as man has not gone beyond.
*-'“\\Ebgrpistorical moment which they expresqid_ﬂﬂ__ﬁ—a~*’"‘“——f‘-

- WE have Simore—dé Beauvoir's word for its "He had been

converted to the dialectic method and was attempting.to reébnf

cilé it with his basic Existantislism.”
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N 'f ho absolutely has no idea
Mending Stalintsma
y: fe t coppelled to justify to himself why
i ‘L@, /
he was willing to euhordina ':‘ x1gtentialism to arxiam. He
illuminated the whole question of the
‘creation, In his.

dominated, and e
predominated, an ?,M

philosophy of revolution but
with capj.talism.

-&'e‘bween the @ century and theézgg;r I Bee@periods.
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m_ IN LEADERSHIP FOR QUR AGE, TI-EE: DIALECTICS

od I have called we partioipated

ne 1950 strike at the same tlme as we worked out philoaophy.

1 turned out to be a lonéf ard trail. ' e ;ff:"
Jute

%hemtion in thatw trail to break-

zgh'to "Self-Thinking Idea" alao re leadership happened

{jggggijreaktggough

?51 when at ohe and the same time,

]
he relatlonshlp of philosophy to organlzatlonﬁﬂag no ﬂf/ £

personalities”, And yet, to really see

. {
it is an is that ¢ ilosophy of revolution isg 7
essed 1scoverer"ﬂ£5frIT'Is THE DISCOVE F B

E NEW CONTINENT oF THOUGHT AND REVOLUTION,.
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hat he would be voted down, he postponed the vote,
in Pittsburgh where I was living and knew nought
penings. I left that very night to listen to the
he opposition. The argumentation brought to my
queétioh'i had been working on, that.if was mgg;L
apd Enecels, who discovered a whole new continent of

nd revolution_.mﬂ/( Wy th? f&fﬁfw d M &Wﬁ

I stopped right there, it would have been great,
tely, ‘the question for which I was brought
“was that J. was right, always right. I jumped to
usion that it was hlways ™" not two"jand J., was
Read the speech(with which I first became re-acquainted
dug inte 1950-53 for the new pamphlet) to grasp fully

MJ
adiction.
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same time, the organization was open, was decentralized,

the paper, and the whole question of relationship of rank
le to leadership, betwsen leaders and ranks, were likewise

arated from philosophy.
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: he highpoint may,have come when we worked out "rev, in
_permanance” as ground of ors. AS ATCATEGORY BuT{ToNG BEFORE
P W W \_h______.——-""

it appearedf? category L;J.t was the actual mathodology., Rumeif®xx

underlining all our activities as well as writings. What we
are still weakést in is that this is not projected to others

so that though, for ex., we use the expression N&L as organizer

for M-H we hardly practice it quantitatively in subs, Concre=-

tigation is an

’oparabm theoretical-practical maﬂer‘ﬂ there 1is but one
word SREE -- i.e. one act-- left o express it., 4And th%'
| @@5;7 — Inderstanding W-Tian ewd
_'I:elling it to ourselves means nothing. It*'s only when you know
-l how to project so others can understand, and grapple with it so-‘
' "paasionately 'bha'!: they want to join , that you have shown tha.t
";'f.;you underad'and and a.re not just praising M

':pro;}ected concy ] \bsolut
Will anybody please tell me whether they have ever witnessed

WA when go great a tragedy happens as the loss of an editor. 'I:he oni
and only we haéﬁ;'&ggﬂjal single issue being skipped bu’b with

-"*'::'bhe paper alrea.dy having experienced for a year in advance f@

pirtallectual, Lou, practicing writing a8 é.'

ET.MarxiBt-Humanist columnist; @ﬁ new element of labor — one ;
e experiancea ‘with immigrant labor -- as well as one axperienced
Y .'_1n basic 1industry -~ and all these preciaely in -the space that

%d to CD, and specifically placed on pag 2
) % véry one who both had bfoken through on Absolu__q
had eltablishsd that unique relationship of worker and
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-Ke"t me ldt show you, briefly, the past categories in chosing leadership in -
the context both of concrete needsieach conv. Perspectives--which mzkeX¥XKXX#(
shows ai;ﬁo that the ‘whole org. is leadershigy when it practicing phil.in its

and yet concretely thege becom&¥%others don't. : .
1gt-~1917~-only I&B Xm£xyB stepped down
ond, 1930s--e8p.CI0 &Spanish Rev.
s to\be counted there--1934 lndeed--or
i NDY, IG JOHN, INEZ--1950 pamphlet shows
) 1- o theore A i b
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Report by Raya for
Executive Session

"THE sm-mmms IDEA" AND TUE DIALECTICS OF A BODY OF REVOLUTIONARY
IDEASs WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONCEPT OF LEADERSHIP?

I, Philosophically, the Obvious is'Never to be Taken for Granted

——

TT, Marx's New Sense of Objectivity ——|"Human activity itself as

‘obisctive (regenstandliche) activity";) the Ground for our Age's

New Sense of Objectivity and Iwo Kinds of Subjectivity

What 1s New 4n our Concept of Leadership:
When is Philosophy and Phi‘l.osopher One == "One, Not Two".

..It is never a variant of "leader Maximum", Rather, 1*!'. is on
vhat 13 & wy.a—nemc_qzio_igg@ of Thonght and of Revolution.

" ahde ' -Paul Sartre's commentary on three centuries of
nhi‘losophy is pertinent to Marxist-Humanism.

IV, -News and-ILetters Committees' National Elections, Past and Present
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“THE SELF-THINKING IDFA" AND THE DIALECTICS OF A BGDY OF REVOLUTTONARY

IDEAS: WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONGEPT ERSHIP?

Y, Philosophically, Mious W@T‘buﬂksn_for Granted - 4’
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II, 3Msymis-New Sense of Objectivity —ﬁ'ﬂman activity. it qlf 8
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Mhe Gro or ou.r Age’ a

New Sense of Objectivity and Two Kinds of gub;]ectivity

oblective (gerenstandliche) activ

III What is New in our Concent of Teaders
q TTtrend TR '77//59/ ,&i
/ When 44 Philosophy and Phi‘l.osoph e, Not T

Y 1Tt is never e verisnt of "lssder Maximm". Rather, 1% 1s on
: &l//ﬁ,[ What 4s a whole new Continent of Thought and of Revolution.

Which 18 why Jean-Paul Sartre's commentary on three centuries of
philosophy is pertinent to Marxist~-Humanism,

~ IV. News and Letters Committess' National Elections, Past and Present
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“IHE SELF-THINKING IDEA" AND THE DIALECTICS OF A BODY O
REVOLUTIONARY IDEAS: WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONCEPT OF LEADERSHIP?

I. Philosophically, ‘it is wrong to take the obvious for granted

II. The new sénse Of objectivity in our age of state-capitalism,
which is why Marx's sens of Objectivity -- "Human activity itself
as Objective {gedenstandliche) activity" -- has new meaning; the
Ground for our agé's new sense of Objectivity and two kinds of
subjectivity. ’

III What is New in our concept of Leadership: It is high time to
reveal that the missing link -- philosophy -- is what has kept even
the greatest revolution -- Russia, Nov. 1917 -~ unfinished.

IV News and Letters Committees' National Elections, Past and Présent




