-"b,aﬁg'-e;:. "‘_&r_e_,s '/O l‘

PHII;OSOPEER OI" '”E{M&HEN'E REVOL IOK AND ORGANTZATION MAN

Ssai'::‘:.r.\‘r_';'.‘ o br:lti-.guo":__o'f’thﬂ Gotkn Progrum (of a Uni*sd Howkers' Party of Cevmany)

"Ti:a inicm".imd sativity of the working classus does not in
. any way.depend ‘a1 the existence of the Intemnntionsl Working
-_.Em'g Asnooiztion, This was enly the first attempt %o croats
? cantral organ for that ac2ivity! an attompt which was a lagting
| sueness on ascomnt of the dmpvlse which 1t gave tat which was
" no- 'lmgcr reslisxtle in its {iwes historical form after the
fl.ll of tha Pnr:!:t Commna,™

Klrl H‘lrx, ﬁ."igne of thg Gokka men. 137

. tw.u thnt that 1: wrmg. bacause hey p-ls.-.iomte ‘cenvic: Lon abcut the

crutivi,tylud z:pmtsnei.ty of the masses d'h:l not mkaap her

"Afron_bning ® uembor of A st.rictly !hr::ist pa:-ty. a strict.ly Marxisf. Intep-

mt"énl Indead. the teti.:h of BRIV mity kept har from tresaking

’ \rith the pu-ty to the posm; of tuilding 2 new ons, even at the outbreak

o ey md t.ha htraynl orm established Marxism, thauph sho ‘had
.-ca'.L'l.o& ﬂnt Intam‘.tiaul a stinldng corpsa . charthuless, she was

ahc- ram.‘mad wi.th ﬁu USPD unt.ﬂ. the very eve of ths 1919 Revolution; and
M‘..-tbat point, whm tm Sblrtncus I,ea.gt.e did t:-mfom itzell into a new

3N n.

i H
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.She harwolf n:ay noh !mre seon tha g:-eat contradiction in the

mnnoz- in whieh ahe pmjectud, aven hauoued spmt.anei"y,ana the way
ah- 'clmg to m th.a Par‘uy aren though she was alwsys calling
(mdm coneinood ihat, the Toadersisip neaded & hefty push from)the

..pon ] tous ms aﬂ*lom ta nove romrd. S}w aortainhr didn*t at-
brealp

p:saﬁnn‘bhand ea‘.uplax rolatimahip w‘.th Jogiehos
Arasd 2 _porird of enen ./

‘ short:.y after hars in thn strugglo to find- her mirdersy and centinua with

themolutimarymx.._" ‘ L.

In tho 1905-06 molutim. too, the exultation that came with +heir

Joini'. autivity never wwarad. The faot that shg_a was also with her lover
who ma an organul. 1on m, p-r excellence, in those 24~hour & day whirlwind
a.et.ivities .. aeamld to have reachad the highest point of all. Yot unot.har
fact 'h__likr-d:e ﬁ.ndisputnble. m Broming witness to a small
_ urganintim bamg tranafarmed ovomight into a
ma purqr in tha mﬂd‘s‘. of uu'ssos in motim, did m:nodify
R huv uppracutim .fer ;rhat.Jog;ches never Iai't out of kis view in this
_' p uctiﬂty - the naad also i’ér sac'recy. oppressive auamass of the strength

o!.' tha pmmrs that bo. workﬁng n..ght md day to achiave a countor-molution.
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mr! ome totally dﬂ.!‘terant suhject =~ philosophy of ravoluiicn -- iro

: wand

. neodadr 1) .nxemburg a mlysis of Tassalle that sho wrats m/@ic_/
+ . '

m ’) Harx 8 1875 cri 1qne of the Gotha. P gra.u. which was
a0 Flansalig-dsm b
% Critigua into kround
Lor B %ﬁ attor hiy death, Lzssalle remeined a pervasliy
toruo md not ml:r for refmﬁs !:ut !'or moluttmeries. and specifically
m tho paint of organizltim. '.\'o uould ba in an entirely different peried '
rm ’cha evg. ar tho 1917 molutim, oafore = singlo 's".a.m.st, Lanin. took

md, mryana frsm Inxamburg to T-otaky extollad Iassalle, not anl:,r very
nel.rlv' on the same lml s Marx, but in i'act "when 1t comas to orgmiuat‘m
,n.dn.‘.l.tted er othandse. staod o & hiahor level,  Thus, lin ‘the year 19011-'

i aho mto or "I.u.sa:l.lo snd tha Revolutien"s ‘-Qt"’
....———-"j‘, eanter point SEICERY vas, tha '}:/nugh I.assn.‘.'.le had comitted

my emrs. and though Mai'e's ‘eriticisa.of him was val...dﬂ nmartheless.
ke anters into history because "/Ii: was Tassalla who transformed into
doed the mos;t irmportant histoz;ical conswquence of the March ravolution
in fﬁmﬂym liberating thoe German workﬂ.ng clacs, 15 yoars la+er.
from the levy-in-arms of the bourgeoisie and organizing it into an

LIS S N AP R O

independent clzsas party.”

As if that weren't clear snough praise, it 1s further czlled "im-

mortal work" and that rermark is made though It is followed by a

roference to Marx's 186f cpitiqua of lazsalls,** In a word, &

O N A S PO

eritique is made subordineto to I
Lassalle's zreat deed: , which A"not‘. diminish tut grews more and more

14924

‘lfith the histordeal pe-spocti\re from whiﬂh ve view it =
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_ ‘t‘m did it grow"move and more with the historical perspective”
'ot‘. ‘&0 3'uam"f --Wa.an‘t this dus to the fact that Marx's Criﬁta_ua of the

Gothn Prog,r_a_n m nm'fex' studiod? Could m a duality

batwm tho concapt of orgmiution and & philosopl’c,r of mo'l.utim

h.nw amm Iﬂ vithaut wwarenexs if ono bad not separated Farx's
his

cmc-:)pt ot' rmlutim tx-o.. cmcapi: of orgmizatim? Isn't it a fact
all.

i x new ane , the ..-rf‘urt Pragram. thay balkad-at
publisldng Marx‘s @ritiquo. even 15 su-s after tha event. - Yo% onlc_r
m
'I'hay aacmed to have di.sregarded the fact that 11‘. wasg Hnrx. not
hsulle who fcmded the First International Working Men's "rgan'“ tiaon,
Worso 51.'.1].1 it lman't enly Just disregarded, 1t wasz the gz-e::.ter appre=

.

-cutim of a nltianal orgmiza.t:lan. the S corman rarty,

‘The imrumerable articles written ™

a e  ——— 3 - - cm mru ' - _— -
' ( bout thu fact that Marx ha.d no thenry of erganization cbscured, if not
totally covared upb fact that Marx vas irdoed conscious of orzanizatimb

S emadirata 2

holped found organizations=-from the Intornaticnal Commmist Correspendance
Cormittees to the First International, , .Beuue that mediatien =- pro-
1e™arian organization, an. independent ﬁlatarim organizzticn, and one
that.woulg-be both international and have the gcal of revolutien and & new

soclaty || was so central to his views, Marx kept refarring to “the Papsy”

whan 21l that was involved was himelt‘ a.nd Ehgels. h

'--r-,-—.,.
1 ."“'""\-—.--v-—-—-‘;_ RO S e
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tlhnt Marx ca.l'l.od party in th:s eminent historicnl genge” wazr slive
to Marx threughm.t tho mtix-o decsde when no organizatim o:dstod in the

. 1508 with whish he could mssoctate, - Gioe ‘o nades

mofmg (L“'f;\':‘yh':ldtt h A h——’-"::;, help est.lblish the World.r_:g-
mns Intemstional Asaucixticn And u% ‘haight == thy Paris Comnme==
‘thof'l’.nte-nat:lmal Pre 4 wag disintegrating, l:é d4d net censider thit its

.'-Qa the cmmrv. he sent it uray make sure. hwmr. that it
wuulﬂ.nct "mdden]y" gat & totnl]y new ph..].osophy - jn thig’ caaa.
mrch.sn -— Hhich s ?alit *1 the wings. But he also m.s rundy to

: "‘his was the cnseinthet!s.
when the w ‘graat tlass struggloa of the mid-1870¢ 4n
railronds, in the mines, eulnineting the the first gamml Ytstke in the
Su S. St. Louis, wenld msult he hcbad "in an Independent working c.hss
'=par1:_y‘:. E" BNLETY, wnderline 11:3 significance he said that the Fir-t -
Intemhtional was 'but a form of org:nizatimm suited to the time. .
md the craativity of the msse.. would discover ano‘thar foma ‘,VL,:_/‘ “'—("""

time made & fetish of organizatian, whick is why in the covoring lattex

of tha mﬁig"e he wrote: * Every step of ml mavemar-t is moro mport,gnt
tI:m a dozen brograwmes, If, tharefore. it was not possible - and _m
cenditians of ths time dig not-pamt it -~ to go _b_e!m tho hismach

programme, cne should simply have cmclx.ded an ap-eamt :rar :ct.im 7
against the commen eneny,” " How :msaparab ory a.nd. organization e -
will not only be present throurhcut the modestly entitled "epitical

' TOERELIMN® bt even in his cavering 'r:‘%%‘/ Tl
L sending : o
the fact+ WM the last parta of the French edition

of Capisal ¥  sng there waro also refamncac- to e nmr edit.im n!' the .

marging? ngtas"

R T L LT Rl 1 -‘.—r-ra‘am-ez\\a.‘r.um‘-
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1853 Eot-ela tions oi‘ the Colomo Corzunist Trial, In a word, 1875
‘vag a most acfive year politically, 'phzlosophicnlly. organizatiunally.
nmo of‘ which BLEREERY: ware sopara.bla from both & phﬂosophy of
’.rwolutim and the perspectives for the futux-e. The Critigue itself
-18 fr course not just a eriticism of a promm. tut & co:apteb(gé\ﬁve
anﬂy:is ot‘ Lassalle-ism. - It cmtzzins a theory of the state and « COT®
inpo;‘mntly. or the nm-stnte-to-bekas ke cal&ad tha Paris Communej which
o ‘ba the moda]. rax- the mture brsakup of the eapita'].i.st state and

: stnblishing a commno fo'-m of non-state, Furtliermora, not oenly was

”ﬂm‘qﬂswu:ma»qﬂ_i:.alm-.r.Aw.;..' el

~

\tp.____gm..-—/
prinuip'l.os weraﬂﬂle tasis for, th'e 1917 Revolution and Lm'lin'
S‘Late“:mrl Pevo‘lution. /- .hfortmnte'ly, the great transﬁorvnﬁon in

I.o:‘in; both on philosophy and the revolutiona:?r dicmtor«hip ‘of the

pro'latariat did not extend &:‘: {‘:}rcmcopé ‘6f the party, which, despite

u.'l.l modif caticns in &ztual revolutions )ramained assantially what i‘ was’

in 1903, Aad since by now that tacgica'l" work had beon made inte a
fetj}ﬂﬁ" univarsal fetish m’ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ‘wx at tho very time that
the first workers® stats was transformed into its opposite, a siate-
‘capitalist societ%:h;v:‘_a the rolevance of Marx's Critique of the Goilha

FPROGAAY matns a special urgoncy for our age. IE Parapraph by pararvach,
Faginnin th the first paragrarh of the propfan=24
X Tx analyzes how totally wrong{ind whon not wrong quite i:-.prec'lsa)

is the propram's Tanalysis ot‘ la.bor,, . Wﬁnwmﬂ,x
i by e
¥ 4 subordination to "the menopoly of tha reans of lahor's

Lm:_e._z.gx_ he.Tivst Tntemnatiopalens
- A tho ciass of manopolists mcludfgoth capitalists and

'1'..9.:--.r3c:t'.mcu-s,I Lzs=zalle . spoke as 41f it were cnly the
\Prusrinn
capitalist class, thus leaving ...a .... rsimers, by no accident, WIS

off secot-freo, -

14927
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Almg id.t.h this. cm tho pnint that was most objectionabla to Mayx
and that sas thst "tho vorldng-chsa st:-ﬂ.vc- for 1*:.3 umcipnticm

tirut. of t11 vithin tha mmewggk of .hn *-? naﬂrmnl stats, .. "
'rﬁnimich.ﬁbﬂllgfz;} o '

ﬁmmh cqncoivo the workara mamemt from ths narrovest
satdonal atmdpom%'ﬂﬁr’ur the work of the lnternaticnall " Morx
mtuz-ully cmaiderod At thu groatosat '-otrogressim to zo tack to the
' tho ﬁltmntionll to a nat‘.l.nm.l gtandnoin

P AT e -_-.- ————

. R 3 £ & “above al"
) Wma@ QAR AT,
: stmgg‘.les agaﬂ.nut uploiutim.ﬁmat' tho perapective of a

- ,{he v:lsﬂ.on of 1‘!‘.5 gramd would be “"from each

aceord.'mg ta his abmty to meh accordﬁng to his neods."" To +.his day,
thia rmins tho porspuetive for the future, and yet the Marxists who )
- koap'quut!ng_ 1‘?. n,evor bdtha_r.to gtudy just hewr coneretely that arose.
sedly & = .
ml. Tho molnt:l.m thst wuuld everthrow cn.pitllism would have to ba
a. groat dul moTe total i.n its uprooting of the old than just what it is

lgainst. ‘I'hus l‘.n:z says thnt. to reach the commmnist stage, there would
"enslaving

Th:l.a 15 not the young Marx speaking. This is the

&
or Cauital,.the revolutionary whé%ﬁr%gperienced

hoth 'bhe exci{:i‘.r' 18603 rea.ching ite climax in the histeric :
il 14928

Pazis COmmune, but one whu has auffered through its defeat

P




: andm and yet@.is
i . crea*i
. of 1abor &g the

meor from a meye nzea.ns of list'e,

become the prime necaasity of life ..." *

o - |l ow then, m what- had'; happenei b
mnsfer o:f‘ tha Firat Internationu tc the U,

+he Geman movement, and. m why was 11: ‘-ha'l: I.asaa!.le 14’.{0
. ’ a 'J ' !
m foﬁa 5% %G TMan Workers jn the early 1860s ag .. *

the, rn'%fj_%'n’fﬂﬁﬁz"’%ﬁanuanon ", Bhould st11) tower apove’

Marx after he rounded the - In*'ernational '-'orking Man'e Assoeiation?
5 , * ¥Wes there a national st'r-ain i‘rom the start? How could" Rosa

Luxemburg, who was the greatest in’oernationalist,
‘ . Been any of thig?.
- rpational,’

not have
It couldn't have been national v,

inter-

It could have- onlv been activism vs,

TS That Marx's

0f _the Gotha ﬂ‘ozram
Cin & tmu%&mfcr. 2cyy
couldnt+ 1 hi:

L vin adnerents among the new leadars vimay 'be unders -, .

stapdable considering their isolation at the time as against the

philosophy,

birth of & new"mass pafiy, "

)
Z = o
Wkat un t mdnrstardable/\in fact 1s o

very nea-ly z‘a.ntasticlﬂ is that RSO o revolutionary studied these
. notes as RE not Just eritiq

ue of R & particular tandeney, Wt

actueld pe:-spactig for the whola movement, Lat's romembel?* ihat not
‘ it

enly Vas%-ﬁematein.the reformist vho SYNVEERWERL tried to ravise
¥arx's principles; it was also Kautsky

e"orthedox” Marxist . And not

el B ST
" _

" enly that, M revolutionary took it as a pednt of departure fo :
-_;‘:"i“"_ working out & theory of erranization that would be inseparatie from the
f theory of revalution. R Any "orthedax® Leninist who trien to ‘
L 58y that Lem

in's siatement that there could be ne revolutien without a :

[y
revolutionsry theery reant that his concept; of orgenization was in any 14939
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wy -ahted bom Yarx's thecry in Lhe Criticue of the ! Gotha Progran .
mther t.han the immediate Concrets of m having to functien
' untder Tumm. wauld hltve to contend with botk Lenin's oun statement in

the midﬁt of the 1905 moluticn wh.on ha maved far, tar way tx-cm h:ls

. — . -.-n——.----p I ﬁ—np 5 . .',(:_'w

ﬁ. ;own narrcw position * and theﬂ o

i

‘Unrortunately, neither fhﬂ philosophic reorganization on the
"bacla of" +ha Hegnlian-ﬂarxian dialeotic, rior. the groind for

Stata and Revgluticn- gained from Marx'a (‘ri-tigue cf the

‘ _t means ~that I.enin 8 philosophic reorganization re~

‘,maiﬂeu in a separate ccmparament frcﬂ’the concept of the. -

'party and the practice of vsnguardism. Clearlgbthere iz no sub-
stitute rov the totality that was Marx as organization man, a5 pol-

itical theoriat, as visionary of a future social order. Which
1s-excct1y the warp and woof of his %hepry of permanept'revoiu- -
. - o
tion, .That covering letter that Marx wrote wéth the Critique

: e r——
Oof the Gotha Programea® which showed that he had Just completed

2

the 1875 French edition of Capita%gglsc referred to the S

o relssuance of the 1851 Revelations of the Colofme Trial,
¥hat is significant about this is that that was the edition

vhich reproduced the 1850 Address. In turning to that pro-
Jection of the p_ex"mancnt revolu‘bicn,'we should also keep in

mirnd the fact that the 1848-49 Revolutions had led to a restudy _
of the peasantry, and its great revalts., Indeed not cnljrfcghgels'

The Tearant War in _Germary ~- and Murx kept reminding us that

that was the only revolutionary moment in German history, and

ite hetraval by Luther and feudalism, Marx held, Waze.wn @i i
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tione and 't:ha theory of permanent revolution for thaf: :period but
Marx elearly' held it out. dere ie what he wrote to Engels on 2

April 15. 1856- M he whole mattor in Garmany m.ll depend upon :
the poaqibi" ity of Bupnor‘ting *he proletar&au revolutinn utth

"rﬁ'a‘“”t"“ B”"“d 561*1011 of. t'he peasant. war,: B Then the thing
: will 'ne excellent e ‘

oL’
: One',he finished with the Critigue A- tne Gotha ‘
Program end retm:-ned to the. work olumes II and III }_oif'v-..
g .I-—c.-._ ‘

.agitelﬂhe became interestecﬁ, at one and tThe seme'time in

Russian agriculture and the study of the primitive jeommune" -
and in
m elements of which still existed in ‘"Russ . the

poseibility wm of a new independent wrkers

narty in the U.S, as a result of the new heightened class

" -atruggles in the :.?,ilroads . A1l of these will reconnect
T+ MEERXUIRIEYRgsvith the wm of the permanent revolution and

a totally neyuwgefore-thought-of way both in the letters

" to Zasulitch and in the Russian Preface to the 1881, edition of

the Communist Manifesto, It is to this we need to turn,
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"QEGTION II: THe Be anent Revolution'

. ~From 143 to 1an3
"Revolution is mever practical until the hour of

" revelution strikes. Then 1t elone . is practical,
~,and all the efforts of the conservatives and - compro=-
".migere become tne“most futile and visionary of ‘human

,jlanpuaga." .
R James Gonnol;y in his lgrkanog Walks

"The reiation of ths revolutiona™ry workers'
party to the petty~bourpeois democrats 1s this:
-1t marches %ogether with them apainst the faction
. vhich it aims at overthrowing, it opreses +them
~on” everything whereby they seek to consolidate
their pocition in their own. interests,,..Their
battle cry must be: The Revolution in Permanence,"
=~ Marx, Addvess to the Communist
leaugue, 1850 .

s

Luxemburg 3 internationalism was secund to none

in her thourht, in her artions, Indeed her whole life. As

“ghe put ‘4% on what turned out to be the last day of ber life .,
~{f-- the following day the counter-revolution beheaded the 1919
IGerman Revolutioq, she wag murdered " 'Order reigns in
. _ Berlin" You stupid 1ackeys! Your 'order’
] 18 built on éand ' Tomorrow the revolution will -rear its head
once again, and to Yyour horror, will proclaim, with trumpeis

blazing: I_was, I am I will bhe!n

Gleérily, her luminous mind, when it came to the
question of revolution, was likewise second to none. The
1905 Revolution which laed %o her exclamation that the revolution
was "everythirg" and all else was "bilge" was the Ted th;ead that‘
. permeated all neroiififugs. Yet when it came to philosophy,
even when that was g philosophy of revolution, that was not

the dominant factor. Quite %the . contrary.

To the extent that Marx's 1850 Addvess on the
A T———

mmwm%ﬁmz.—ﬁmg'
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nnermarent revolutaon was a point

of reference, it vas most often

"nistake" of thlnking aftpr the defeat
. of 1848-49 that a revolution

wa 8till 1n the offing in 1850

wasg the 1votal 2

415 ir - £ aEIngﬁEJfﬁer E the philosophy of revolution
‘ and all that flowed Irom it,

bexinning with the faect of
tak:ng the higheat Poizt of any revolution as'tho.point_of

t+

‘a. reference to the

o departure for the next revolution.  Even whey . 4n

her 1004 revisw ol - Hehrtne's

publication of some of Marx's
'early wurk;?“<-1;{fi

cognized "the original fsounce
hopes for the. Bo~-called 'revolution in

parmanenoe'" the emphasis Was on the "so-oa’led"

.aa she
T anelled out Marx's "antic*pation that the bour?eois reviution
. would. be only the

nhe

inon e

first gct, immediately followed hy the

pettv-hourgeoia, &lternately, in the proletarian revolution,n
he trvth, however, is that e in the very first year that
he broke with bourgeois Society, 1843, . and .EvVen when he was

writin: on a "mere" individual subjeet )

ike the "Jewish “ueation"_
Marz refused to leave

- it at merer "being forn

eivil rights
Rather, he insisted that

for Jews, “he question revolvé%around
. the inadeoaaoy of any bourgeois. rﬁghts.

his vision from the start was for totally new hn\qn r
there == and that was the

Ard because

elations, he

first time - projeoued the
concept of permanent revolution:
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" At times of heightened aeli-confidenoe. political life seeks
to Buppress 1t3 own precumption, (nnmo]y) the civil society and
its elements, and to set 1taelf up &6 the real speciss- life

*, of man ‘without ‘any contradictions. But 1t can do this only

....'.....-o'-u.-—'.‘..u.-......-..._.._.-...._: R

b ket v

in Ylolent contradiction with its own conditions of exiatence,

only by declering the revolution to be permapent and hence the - °
N political drame ends viith ‘the restoration of _  _ relirion,

private proper+y and all the elementa of the civil Boclety

_1ust es 1nev1tab1y as war ends . with'peace-"

i‘ It is true that there wnre glements of the concapt

of permanent: revolution once slie was infan actua revolution ' _

and judgeﬂ that revolution to be ‘;ﬁ?‘gﬁere extension of 1848 - .
- but S : rather initiuﬁion of 20th century Europaan

revoﬁutions._ But it was not worked out as a theory as Trotsky

had &n what later became known es the theory of Permanent

Revolution(:/ What Luxemburg singled out was the feneral '1 Y,
Strike, which did combine politics and ecopomics, butdETaigre-r
have a Philosophy of revolution energing op% of 1t, tut even
thetggg form of organization which had emerged shontaneously --
_soviets ~- was . . . mentioned only in passing. It would remain

. 80 until the very eve of the 1019 Revolution when she rejected

the reactionary call for a Yonstituent Assembly and called

Tor the creation of Workers Gouncils,

- :
“TTTo put it even more sharpoly, even when finally

(f\;im,fyivmqud . ) : ,' . “ '14934
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ce . the Sﬁertarua LePFue did decide to transform itself into a
o -:separete §h independen+ Communist Farty, that break with the
fetish of ' . . o . "unlity of party" pre-

Lié._e ‘ceued gny concepf of peruinent revolutioq,as was seen once
again by the fact that even then she instructed the German dele-
' Fation fo oppoge the immediate estaolishment of a new Third

LR 03l Sy ST T it b i ] D A R e N ey

fIntarnational.

'y

lL_grL Marx, on the other hrnd as we have geen, was

S TAPYY Yo 3 =™ HirvAb s S

‘Pgrounded in.a philosohhy of permanent revolution as far back

. as 1843;_kept developing the concept of and the ac*tvities in :
N .strumgles culminating in the 1848-49 revolutiona‘J
revolutionary,’

‘rjrtfk?‘*?ﬁ.’&'{:?"?‘ R ’ (o, et ‘L but 1 . ) L,
fterdthic he worked 1t outy not 3u3t in passing, n the -'aLf"

: Mareh: 1850,/ .
/ rens to. the Fowmun‘st League,

e C CQ{ép reviewing "the o revolutionary years, 1348=1840"
' “1n the movement
"and the activities o n all places s in the press,

en, the barrieades, and on the battlerields" Marx'a report to

'*he Leapue stresses in the very next sentence E '

that it was rooteu in"the eonception of the movement as laid

down in circulars of the congresses and of the Central Fommittee

4f 1847 as well as in the Communist Manifesto ... " In a word °

not & single element of this:Ajdress to the League ether

it concerned the need for "reory nization" in a céntralized way

because "a new revolution iz impending, when the workerz' party

R unanimo "2
[P i ) . therefore, must act in the most organized‘tp most SY v and

i ' most independentffashjon, ' | or whether it concerned ]
,:;glr' the outrisght declaration "Revolution in Permenence” == is in 8

any way separated from the tetal conception of philosophy and

,r
revolution, The most impoxtaﬁbbnclusion for the movement then

and now was that never a«ain will 2 workers' movement be

14935
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';-“_ - e . tied to the bonTZEe nppovoment

.

even when' % tney £ivh® together ngainst fnuda;ism:' wThe velatir~n
of tha revolutionary workers' party to the pétty bourgeois
ﬁemoorats 1g this: it marches together wi.th them agein st
the faction which 1t eims at overthrowing, 14 opposes them in
everyth‘np whereby thev geek to corsolidate their position in

thei* own interects,”

Snlo L T Ee kept stredsing the fact that [j'faz
oy : o yde mocratig,)
-t'-om"rdeeiri)nr;tto revolutionize all, society" the/peiiy. bourgeois
Lwere
‘1u<jY’”J,V Btrivinr to work within the bourreois rrameworl and

1n fact GhOWed themSplves +o be a more deadly enemv than the

1ibera1 ‘The aaarch for revolutionarv allies, thererorc, must

[
3

incluﬂa the“rural ' oo proletariat" ~ The
. 'strgsa on achieving the workers' own class interests wWas made
?%e J-"'.:enter',point of everything even as; the 1rterna‘.:iona1 out-
- look would mean t+hat the Geriman workers look upon not onlj their
country but “the direct. victory of their own class in “rance“.

In developing the strategy and tactics for & eoﬂtingggs rgvolu-
. e n

tion, this Address that was actually distributed irx eaflet fnrm'

”M,
(:rd;ded ag follows:
"put they themselves must do the utmost for their
final yictory by clarifying their minds as to what thelir clasé

jnteresta are, b¥ gaking up thelr position as an jndependent




uarty 82 soon as posaible and by not allowing themselves to
seduoed for 2 single .moment by the hypocritical phrases of
fhe democrstic petty bourgeois inte refraining from the in~
depemdent o ganization of the rarty of the proletariat,

;ﬂ_Their battle cry must be. The Revolution in Permanence, %

P&r from that Address being someahing Blanauist that
uarx discarded afterwards, it . vae PN followed with anothar
dd:ess in June whare he Fevieved the concrete activities in

i : ubuntriéail;“belcium, Germanys Switaerland Prance,
ﬁnd the Minutes ‘af the Central Committee meeting on
"Septembe“ 15. 1850 ‘pointed to the possibility of defeats, Thera
was no C L let‘ing Ko of vhat was needed for total uprooting
‘of thiu Beeiety even if that needed "15, 20, 50 -years of civil
war 44 o throurh in order to change society." In a vord,

o ,:. what Temained, in the statutes of the Communist
League was: " Dhe aim of the Communist Leamue is to bring aoout
the destruetion of the old oxder of sceiety and the downfall of
the bourgeoiscie == %he intellectual, political and economic
émanciﬁatinn of the pruletariat and the communist revolution,
using all the resources of propaganda and politiecal struggle

towards this geal,®

For that'matter, it wasn't the phrase, Permanent
Revo’ution, that was the proof of the concepty but the fact

n
that \jx’j v I .~ the constant search for re-
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volutienary allies the vision of tha retiutions tu come was m";f:h
in no way changed. Thuﬁ;fhhether 1t waa a queotion or tha : {g;;}ji
organization itBe*{, i.e. the Communisu League which was in '

fac-t disbande" in. 1852, and Harx kept rerem:ing %o the party
T or uhather 1t was the

any will

ccncluding. L2 rverything ‘in Ge
i »

I“? pend upon wrethe“ it will be possible %o support ‘the pro~
.N-&ﬁ‘t
letarian revclution bv something 11ke a second edition of

the Peasant Yar, Onlv ‘then. will everything proceed well._

+ v

“ 1% should not need %o -be said that this philosophy.

of revo1ution, fay rrom diminishing in the mid- 18503, WBS |
intensified with his ori:inal study of "Eponomics“ --Bufysince _ .
S " the faect th at Marx was "clcseted“ in the Britigh NMuseum has |

. been.interpreted egs "a scientific periodﬂ’it does need to bhe stressed |

that it is precisely the work on the Grundrisse nd its re-~
lationship to what larx called " epochs of socizl revolution" T

vhich gave him a new appreciation of the Asiatic mode of pro-

duction and the Orientel society's resistarce to'British im=

perjaliam, In a word, the dialectics of economic development

and the diglantics of liberation led to a further developuert

b Nn s e ha et - et ] el

ol the concept of permarert revolution, world revelution, undex

\The

no ma=ter what rnane. '7(‘/ establishment of the Tirst In-
\final 7

A .t-|.|P

. terwntisral, on the one hapd, 2nc h)ﬁ-"‘ . gtrveturing of
newital on 4ne o%her hand, in the 1860s .revenled, at

ore an tre zame vime, not only the break with the concept of 14938
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thoerv as a debate with theereticiana, /\tle cenrept or /
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't"leox'y as a hi...terv ot‘ clasg strurgles, but a concept also

>ef 8. new re\'olutionarv force ~= Black,®* The culminaticn of
B --all these theories end esctivities was, of course, the '

'!,tatoric Appearance of the Paris Commune of 1871, and

: E - an kiistoric.’
there,’ ..ec«)we eaw;ialonf: with tho frreat discovary oi‘?‘ form

t‘or working out the ecnomic. emancipation of the proletariat -,

8 new fo ce of‘ revolution, women,

The greatest cencre*‘izat,ien oi‘ the philosoP‘hy of.

& u ¢ ov}aﬁd ite reeonnectien with the deep Toots of the
oncent of permanent’ revolution first developed in"the 1850
' ‘Addrass, ‘came in the last years of Narx's life and the study

e ag well as the history / -
oi‘ thep\ istory of humaniﬁ'r: . .

. It is that narch Mdrese which is to this day still
a point of debate. Fhe first revieieniats ‘began not only at=-
tapkine; it bL.'b trying to at tribute the thought not to Marx but _
to ‘Blanqui.* ,vam,c.t f.un,d‘// 27:"‘4/ :édé', AF'M(& a.«d

the concept of permanent revolution was Blanquist5 T . oL/

revelutionaries like Trotsky who had developed the theory of

Permanent revolution but one that was ﬁaxdly reoted in Marx's
RPN

{zee Afterword)5 . o ALenin v‘ﬁ' ;. certainly did

ZAT A A

ground the whole theory of State and Revolution in Marx's

Critique of the Gotha: Program, none seemed to have made

a special caterory of Farx's 197} DPreface to the Russian edition

of the Communist !fanifesto.-ii:ere the concept was worked out

anew as the relationship between advanced and underdeveloped

14939
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countriea, where the 1atter rather than .he former might Bpark

the revoiut*on.v Ho doubt part or this was due to the fact
-.gthat tha Ethnolagical Fotebooka vere unknown and so

fwaa the lattar *o Zasulitch, all of which would have

eface to the Rnes;an edition |
'Eﬁ“ﬁg‘t o “th”““‘“"J'i

arit el - Lo A SRR

each ot er, tbe present Russiar common ownevshin of land

'mav ser~e as the atarting point for & cnmmunist developmert‘"
" London, January 21° )1V82




