3.;1:1:13_-‘1:0':' mybeir in :qelationahip to
Kovin, Peter,’ cma. Mk a.nd pmbably others tho
‘,_dpn t ha.ve those othem :

invel ved. aiq a’baoluﬁaly most-. ancl, mdaa&,-\ s An) : ,
2n assigngent fyonm me, at least not. directly' “-bat’
e’ pre-convention of 1980 balletin called "Marx's C ncep of Orgmimtion
~But I. %111 not now follow: it an chronologicel order and
1980°1it41 ‘the very end, but begin with his note . to me ‘on S8pt 15 1985
when he. ;=ubmitted his ‘summation of the ‘two’ artioles by iffe and’
'Johnston ‘because 1t 1s &t that point that I had fimlly ome’ 10 the.
. conclusion that the Birlectic was not so:much ‘NBCessaTy | 'en
‘”or at 1east the’ priority had ‘to be on the Bialec.tic of p
: reanis

e e als WP

meant that a1l he’ haa.v beenmor";.ng “an t—réi.s auppo;;aly‘;alue‘ 888, . )
. of course, is ridiculous. Fom of Organiza.tion will continue to te,”
whether it had. priority over, e philoaophv oY not centra... tc--_

--the whsle- baak“--‘-‘:‘pu. 18%-us 4.6 ai—. 'ru.s Z- aummancns. }

S R SRRIENE ’*-. o - o - ou ALY orLnE

Tho a.rt:-.cla by - q_ohnatoq\ 1s f:mm 1967. Socialist Rggiste;
and ‘the one’ froi c-.mn fo is from Histozy of Political Thcugm.. June
1981 (VOIO II; no- 2) - '

(N

o Eugéne 8298 tha.t he is gutting those 2 a:bbicles togethe:r 'beca.use =
 "that gives . us introd,xc’fian to@ to foliow up we
" which'is much Bt 2id £ Moty _ ;

Va.i the Pari E gai_ses J 's crltique of some people 1 ke Ru’be . __It.'
doesn 't atop Mt Je clings to the fact that XN and B ave ope, ' -
ee'.pec!.ally on ‘the queg on of the party, and J. therefom exa..ninea ths E
: ' the development of the work, 1&7-52; the .
8 when "the Party" had no organization; ‘the lst Intar-

o e German Soclel Democracy 70s, 80s a.n 953; the brnad
Htta onal abor Party in OB and USA, 18808 and ear 9('&/ sed on the?'??
Gtmrbist modals{\- The best seems to be ... Eﬁm%ghnstom nntingr
. Bngels,. 1892; “twe independent . curvents'; on the one hand *aph '
workers' ‘movament®. a.nd, on the othsr, 'a thecretice&y movemant',"

' :E‘ron the diai.ntegmtion of Hegelian philosophy aseoci.ated p:r:a:loma.tely
with Harx _'The Communist Manifeste of 18138 * he goes ong” 'ma.rks the L
fu.sien of “both a"d.rrents"‘ (p.~123) -- on whieh notes that Guotes: fro- j!

-‘ca_ T wculd th.ln.. %o nght mt to cansidaz' onrselvea mtumgg to ;
k.at ma uew on uastien of mti.m. (nu ezphasis)




*“When 1% comes 4o John'

el .l. [ P
-"‘“‘;.fc....-"".".wy. TS yﬂ.:. Wy

"througn & Jack’ or 'r;lmeg but more aignifiea

C“f_,_Q_Mhin{he gesgml_gg_,,qf thei:: worr

S ——

intmuuoes 4
fages. newrthelessa 1)"!‘119 first a.nd nost ex-_
' mwrpmtad. in 'the g::eat his-

torical sonee, ' o,ﬁ;’;&/ﬂa simply desigmtes ‘“hat wee temed / o
the ':neal' or Sgrr w -class mvanant, .’mcluding oach and. '

th.m _ze/’pﬁwr 3 sta.gea are: ?) ; ]
- poLiticaY power; 3 M@Wy b) is more. 15.1;@

th@ 1st and designmso a"more or iess coherent group aspiring 4o & mers -
or lees adequate mnderstanding of Merxian theory.”  His (JC's) point
sas:as to be that "tha torm 'Party was becoming associ.a.tecl with ‘organiga.

W JG then gces into 'hha quaation of éﬁ

| ._K""‘:_-E. aays tmt avidantly z.t this. each.ton (p. 35?) nﬁva a lot of
---no-hatics..a a.‘uout ioaking up footnqaa uhich 'eafe-r to a bock b; R. L’.nnt,




‘ﬁhan':. :.ugaua sumrizea*—. but I'm-noi‘. ba
'Eq Enmaticn, :

- ;u:,auat. asgstez' tha.t I made \rery i:nps‘%a.nt foz ua to stady &nd m;} &
anu. {-,hat I mted. others' viawa.

quoting har as aM.ing to whs.'b sen&mtes Ha.rx from af?._.n as’ - g
' (mﬁk’ggissenﬂally & yragtical mattsz?’ "The organiae.t* o expresses .
- the. mﬂution,mm ity ovan lsss does At anticipaﬂw
- ﬁ:s ob,,activas ami i'v‘;s aotionsg,  I'm'so disinterasted. now in B.R'a views
: (not tha.t T ever was .’mteaes*bed. ezcept, iBsofar as she was a Haotst, azsd.

R )

2 _m JPS oy that if thexe’ nare only such great people as RR in cha he
_ would:have jomae. tho f"). Somehcw I'm thinking this was not vhen T -aas
.,;thinking of.. the Bialectic of Philosophy and Organ* ﬂa.ﬂ.nn, a.t ea.st m;* as 5
- bogk, sm* ‘that it was on how she misused E‘L's exprogsion about Timles, the
5'“:f-etaml 508, esneciaj.ly on the question of 1ea.dership ’ aay:l.ng:" '

L_J_hs condamnatﬂn had profound oraanlzational conseguence for thec*y

a.{aays surrounds a or?*cal kerne.;,&.nm 1y the question of lga rship;“/‘ Hhen

tha.t is T.o say, the subjeﬂt ie locatedﬁg the class (honever erea.t tha con-

e

ple,\'lty ma.y bs betuesn beina and consclousness), the political orea.niza.tion. .hte .

: ;_.'pa.‘:ty, anpea.rs as a s,.mple instrument, always liable to control,g Hhen. on the

contrary, _the subjact 1s em‘ocdied in the a"ternal pclitcal van ﬂuard, the p: latter

' bea.rs_withtn 1t aelf a p'-incipla of leeitimﬂy and self-regulatlon. and *fequ.‘l_raé.'-

\iubr'itl ...t. - Rossur.da. are,ues Leni.n undera‘tood thi...-., mgsgg.a—-




by Robart sw.ma.- Thls o mgt 151-. v
o atudy

cen'i'.ury, 1 e.
Gtmgresa (%

- M&Wr -.na'c m covereu. um.ess you read 11-. very carefully, slnce

o o

. ginn.ng url'hh & 10 page prologue on the "en.lgna of Lens.n". es;»ac!.auy a.a.
the Stalin period completely has mwri'l:.ten 1t, and covers the west as " '
woll; Works by }lfe\,caxr, Deutacher,. ro_for the 19505; \Bigha::d

' 'mﬁm&m&“ﬂ the 60s and 708, very strongly disameing
w!.th Pipes. Serdce dnes shos-' that he is cqggmanft-ef_ _ L of
Ten CREER: 2 % offers no commen‘tary of his uwn. ters

S 40 3 (pp. 11 %0 64) mostly backgromnd, ending with ‘IIL's zeeting
wlth ?.;.ekhanov and imprisonment in 1897, -

«

o ' Servlce 8 L
Ghapter 4 "ﬁapitalism in One Country” is ides of a dis\,ussion '

of I.snin's davalopment of cap* talisme in Russia, being a mest gord ous e.nd
scholarly ‘analysis which he wrote while in Siberia at the vory 'td.me he* m o
working out “The Task for the RSB", which continued until ke wrote “What

'Is To Be Done", precedBd by (Chapter 5) "Straightening Sticks"; in a %V.
_ worg, ﬂor!d.ng out the program fox Iskrs snd for the Party, “The Urgent
 Tasks.of our Movement", which wesulted in "What Is To Be Dome?" in 1902, -

(k: which E, commentsy " Service catches some of the misinb&mtan_ons of

"i‘lmt Is To Be Dona" PP, 89-93 deal, wﬁh some of the reaction and de'ba.te

'o.mong RSDI.P 1ead.ers._ Tha princip%q?’ o;pponents were A.S. Mort"nov and ‘-*.P. .
: Aid.nav.= -

..u.ally, I do not :mow what whather Ghapter 5, w‘xtch cnﬁ.s tha-




R .j"_'question of a.ay direct relationahip cf philosophy to revolution,
- _’.,they left. 1t all in dcademic knowledge.

the 5&-. ety Ccr.g:e.m of 1907, 18 whast T want to vory nesxly Atsals
tota.lly unsarious, but Ido want to qmte the way  Eugene ausm* zezs both '
| Ser'nce and Lenins . : - L _ o e

3

PO —- bk 2 b

—

Servlce does not catch any of the polints tha.i: RD devalps in her disumsiion of -
_thi.s Congress !.n RIMINM, Servme comrents on Ianin's concept of party as follous,also"
quoting Ianim He believed that a poiitical e,'rbup's numérica.l waakaess in a parlod of

pol*tical represselon had only limited significance for the future. a revolutionary

“axpioition vas to ba expectad.&nd pol..:cical pa.x:ties would be made grea.t not by v rtua

{
...of having build up a largs organization tefore the ravolution.. Crsatness would acc
) Lra.tnaﬂ‘to-thase_uhich.hinﬂtha course_of the revolution itself, ha 4 programmes) nes Jan \

L’( poli.cies yhich correspondend with the interests of pa.*ticu_h r social classe"é. - Lanin L
dec.s.rad: 'Individual parties can hide in the undergrourd ., » ¢ N l"'3 ’.7 V'J -

mmmﬁ%mm

Autue.lly, I now believe thai the Pact that the 1980 Pra-‘aonv. Biac. Billet&n 1!-'-
by Engeae on “Marx's Concept of Organization” uh"ch vas noted as Fart I and - '
atopped. 1n 3.853 M did nat produce =0 fa.r &g I know & Parts 2 or 3. s And ﬂ

bit e:t Eusene, nat BD, idaa of fom foz' tt, tha msult or{ the acoumulati:m
of. Uttle things between.6) and 85 that cantained tomaisds whichi '

?:4"‘5- -‘.4)'_‘"-.*-.}-'-:\1#* Faal : .H WP o T . “‘N.—; r*‘U E 3ty n
LT #

fse1. fres tohave carzls .throngh his’ 1980 dntention to prodch a s-pu-e,




g t‘ron & jrsm.:w;; prison'.“”"mera 'ls Hoo ether *eference frmg,,r.?zia
' 75 ,.n Ru'bel'a bosk, al‘.i. the
-Vogt affair )

| 'ffj'me “Vork by Horgan oy ha.rd.ly anyth_ng on Hm, thongh"thia s tho -
pariacl of ’t.he lst Intematiuna’l and darea to ridicnle M&rx 8 viau of
Geman ‘revolutionaries,. rafarri_ng to’ KH as "con..emplatmg the' aituatian o
_ _ from Epgland®, ‘“lsoclated”, and 1t is clear he is for Lussalle ag the e
. "true soclalist”, but he does draw a line between Marx and Leibknachu.;
ALl the reference to Harx insofar as there ariny is in sppendix 3
“entitied "Gc-rrespovdsnce Between Marx and Engel s" in which he’ o}.aima
' _that ths 1913 edition “guppressed” any materis) that would show Han:
“misundarstonrl or despirsed Lassa.lle" The only phra.se that I- consider
1mportant is that tha GSD nreserved "the legend that Leibiknecht enjayed
the confidenaa of }L.::"r" and that does des erve 1ooking up, PP 2485252, -

cms"'has not found what I asked hiam to try to £ind -- Maxx's shazp
cr' ﬁz.g,ue of Hehring’s so-called"History of the GER". And there is no
dnub-b tna. B hasn't moved one inch away from the"great. soutzce” .on the
GUD- Hehring 8 boox. ’ N S ' '

_ Po 2 oi‘ szus' 1&1‘.%0}: 1:3 mo:e va.luable, oacaa..se 11:‘:3 a.round Harx's
"critiq.x. of‘ tha Gotz.a Prcgram which contai:aad. Kautsky's article 1n 1ate

Rngals thought ha
' rm's cap. firat againat Ls_ab‘-.lmacht Baying thha.
‘b3 outlived Atg use sﬂnéés, 28 1€ Marx ever agmarl With 1t, o ) w
‘fantsky published_@‘il’ mL. upon adup'l'ion ef pmgm mttan Kautsky, '




e absolute uselesaness of “éruditi

. e B oL
S eI T WAL ATy




'6 * without hoing that vu;garrin hié'*appreciation"'of Dey. 0T mBYDS more -
mmcﬂy 4o his dismisse.l of philoaonm'.} 7 "uevaloped t.ha
i{:e:aaaworx,for :ueaf r.a.rxi.an diaj.ectic," (ps 16)

?_,gm mnxsmsu "mmw"mmmmmmmaam oam
'mAT mmn KARL RADEK DEVE] ‘ ‘

aepa::ation i‘mm, ot m a.t.
Rg;mawr, . Ses his 1009 work,-'.l‘actim

: did‘ focua__vonjhe iuporbanca Df/@-m orgnnimtion but that was be'canm S




In 1978,.: Pluto I’rass publiahed ‘Pannekesk and Goxztexts Ha.rxisa, o
which was introduced and edited by w. 'I'he Introducticn -consid.em o
the whole Left carrent of both the Diftch and KL -- ‘cha:r. is those mat N
“twoke from the Znd Internstional after 1914 gnd 1 1921 broke alsd from
the 3rd, this time over the /conditiogw the GI and ‘they formed
" the Counist Workers Pa.rty of Gexmanfﬁ&m@amaxt claims that the
mots g0 back to 19 aek an erter establisk‘ed Die Trib.mal
1:1 Hollﬂnd. vs. pgoy a.nd in 1509 :Eormed a new I;ezty, the SPB oi’
Houand. In a.ny case 11: was against revésionismp though it was then -
grefacad ‘by Kautslq, Pennekoek breaks with Keutsky &n 1911,  On the.

- other hands they axe with VIL a@inst R  on the Jamins -oa.mphlet, but

thcm aplit with VIL 1atar that same yea.r on ths H&ti.onal Q,ussticn.

o In 194 'P&nneknek and'Serter denmi’ce the 21 condlti.ona and call
-‘.-Ru:wia stata eapita.liat. (Gorter dded in 1927; Pannekoek in 1960) .
Tna polﬂt is. f.‘u.t their attack on tha a coniitions says "a eommnist party

st v st ( P:16%) end stick to its prinoiples but 4% s 'U@.t_m_%




',-'mis. is Hattck‘s final .Mting whicn he ha.d f_nishad--'a% the timo

‘big Qeath, Feb,;: 1981.__-_“__ _ A bouxgat :

g ¢ “eritique of Leaif and tho GSD. | Though a.L. e saqms.ar amonios 11'
_-__'.‘.-:sttg.ctiy;onﬂecmonics" Marxisté“) a:sd. thoue;n he adns.ts thnt ..naepamble Lxam_
 the -ool]apse af c.api’sa'! was, ‘to. Hzmc, the :praleta.xi.an ravolutim. all"tha
i ﬁﬂﬁraa tuzn out tu ba_ dua to tha “backn‘axﬂnaas" af the pmletanetn |

,-"..'_ﬁas only 8 m:rth" and that “there 15 zeally nothi.ng
y ﬂn‘m Q_t" a::esni- -!'hn_'nnm'l +.n nmr&hmu -H-m mi'.¢+o1-¢--a

——

" - e e o A SR
"i’ﬁ'le ﬂ‘m“ Rg;'?ﬁ.m uf 19_. ubls:u w‘q "l_uu..qsczu.ﬁ Fa

' ;m:ovad only 00 willing to share the "eadsrs‘ refomis’a ccm": ctions" 1
(p. 278) Fo wonaer “thare is no actual diacussion of the Gosmcﬂ %mmmist
o Hovemeut, no discuss!.cn of any apnntaneous ac.tion of the mrkers, 80 I would
eay that. ‘being for Council Communists is a big 1le, The 19'*05 are &J.sa
a failura, 1nclul1ng the Spanish Ravcln'hion.

_ ~ "Hhat the Bolsheviks did ims o actualize t.ne progra.n of !:he Sacend
: Inﬁsmtlonal by vay of revolution” (pe 201).

'I'he other work 'by Mattick that was pﬂbliﬁhﬁw in 1978 and titled
! Ant -Bolshevik Gommuniam omaists of essays between 193“ and 1967, i’it.h
| n anEEEY osoey on
"Karl Kat.tskyz f:mm I’m to. Hi.tler" (1939) to tha 1935 assay on "Lanin
_ "va. Luxenbnrg (tha.t's the.one T shaxply o:ri.tiqusd =oma:¢here, when it was -
'ulea.. that as en economist he took Lenin's position on Harx' 8 &ccumula.tien"‘
" of Capltal'and not HL's, bub becauss of his yolitdcs, he cowss to the
j;‘cenelusion that though Lenin was xight he wag wrong and thovgh HL ¥as - . .
- nther uehia;vr in 193'3 on Ccunoil ﬁ‘jﬁiu e
"&11 foras of. 13&"'0: organimticn axs fnnctinml.ng as an
,capits,list aoc ety.

Tu 19'19;11@'.}11;3‘:35‘_ a....a.;;r an spon-ba.ne ty and. omaammn w'-it&nga :
anizticn ":he ui..m& of tho mdiml" bae&uae tha affort ta ofganisa




-+ s "%6 FEIY "P-!i-'*- i ‘¥os a?praased iu a a“urama

ﬂla.t this easé.y a.ppeared in Scienéo a.ud oggy_




