Dear Raha:

Here 15 ¢
book, Marxism and the Parcy,
sut in your own words,
was interested in workin

not to
that thera wii}

. Nothing re;galg,more sharrly fiow_deep into-the mire a Marxzsy
ean land When'hezd--gh ds the Philosopny 61 Mars,in dorsidering
organi.zation, as whep = at Separation of pnilesopAy and organizatio
eecurs on the ﬁheoryﬁgf Dermanent revolution, "It ig there (pp.fgg=229§4-
where John g;;%ieaux's"IﬁglurIGHE'echiﬁvﬁiﬁt “ccurs. In the very first®
‘chapter of his book he deala with Marx’g 20 Addrass to the Cantral
Committez of the Communist Leagug; theye ig hexrdly a 1line in thoss 13-
. Puges on fhe Address that doesn't display total deafness to Marxtg —
" “ﬁga conidnent of thought, Just listen to a few of Nolyneaux's fan-
_ astic/conclisionss - ' ' .
) Pirat comeg the mlsreading of the tommunist Manifests, Mhe
nisveading begins with the reference to "the malp gchems seT out in |
- the C.N," and ends with outrizht slander that Marx Was "led to depart
. Somewhat”,in the actuzl 18#8;Revolution. from that "goheme* - .-
“1nstead\gf.coming forward as a clear advacate ‘of proletarian revoe
lution and the representative of an indevendant working class party, -
© Marz was foreced to act through the MNeuse Rheinische Zeituns gg the “"?ﬂ77
. extreme left wing of radical democracy,.., " j &#Lw$ukv52;?aﬂl,n,q¢anza !

- There i3 no E2int of going into the details of yadye's magni-
ficent ravolutionary journalism in the NRZ when otviously Molyneaux
- phB8 not read g single isgue-and got third-hand the subtitle of the
N/ NRE as an organ of (demoeracyy - And if he ever dig read & cory, he’
Proves himgelf +o ba zs deaf to it as to thgj_grggtest of all
anifesto, which, hough 6rdered as "%he‘p@ggzgajfof the Cormunist
Leagus, turned out ‘Be the unfu¥iingof so h ric a challenge
%o capltalism angd for proletarian revelution, that no one could
ossibly r the document under Molyneaux's deseribtion of
fi_schem Evidently i+ doegsn't seom to enter fils mind /
Ceaat botn writings and the setual revolution were the very groundfﬁ%4
for Marx's famoum 1850 Adcress on the permanent revolution.v“\\\

. ®%)—ielyneaux_ to the con ¥s thinks that it ig the{organ="
&;Zjionai\ggeégiggigthe indepeéaﬁgolitical organization of the
orking class-=wanich Predominates over tha question of "“the theory
nd practice of Yarxism," Harx felt compelled, when he
heard such Marxists in his ¢ dMarxism, to declars, if that

is what Marxienm is, xist,”
* If you are reading it in Farsi, I am referring to Chapter 1, See. 3.
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3) iarx supposedly issued the Xarch Addresd@tecause the
Preoccupaticn with "practical reaiization® with party organization
‘couldn't be realized in the autunmn of 1849 when he was already in
London, and since folvnesux's 'precccuvation 13 with organization,
he choosss 4o quote from that Address Lhe two paragraphs cf the
Morganizational part, rddress to the Central Committee, as to how
to reorganlazs itself "if it is not to bpe exploited and taken in tow
azain bty ths btourgeoisie as in 1843." Gne would -think that at this
peint even a strict SWF vanguardist would follow lierx in his report
on the dialectlies of revolution "whether it will be called forth by
an indevendent uprising of the Franch proletariet op-hy-an . invasion
of the doly Allisnce againat the revoluti ALy Eabylcuiﬂ,xhatf% o Faris,
‘The Zurtiher—comtinience oF TevoITtitn hiarx CORETUAES wonld be "thg——
{ aparty of the proletariatﬂT’Thpir battle cry must ber The Revolution. -

in"Permanence.” [~ —
) No such logic flows Srom the mind of a Cliffite. Instead/ﬁajxf_

he concludes kis analysis with sonething out of tho blues " '
maiies hig elosest spproach ¥a_‘enin's concant of +the vanguard varty /57 -
{%hough 6% course 8-REe still major differsnces)™ (p. 217 — ~ . .
. And if that hasn't/ & fantasy-land, liolyneaux continues with
. /fhis own guida to actiens '@ée Ezy %o these orgenisational pProposals
A #8 that they are the preduct of %he most direct involvement in
they are designed as a gulde %o action ir a situation in which it
#0_13 agsunsd that s new ravelution is lapanding.*'” Even when ¥olyneaux
") makes some achnowlﬁgggent of— _he emhalilishesg it with such .

!

£

(W irevelutionary action that Biarx was ever to expericrnce, and *hat

. 1oaded phrases as {the pl _the organiuz®Ion®and only ¥ 9
then does 4t bocome Man 1ir egral part of erspe:%ggg?bf dyﬁﬁmiﬁﬂ) /

R oW on Ly em by ho? O T

' E}rst let us clear up soms of the alsstatements that are
suprese to parallal Narx's and Lenin's concepts of the vanguzrd
“party, which would certainly shoek Lenin no end. So far ag the
historic poriods are concerned, while Marx in 18L5-50 was atill -
thinking of an impending revolution, Lenin, in 1902, when he was
working out ¥hat is to Be Done?, was vary far from exvectinz an
"dgpending revolution,” much less a ofSLSTET AN Tevolut oan"ﬁaﬁ?fh
omes?ea"d 6 11N n?a’?f&qu'ea S:.’p ’.Legé'f}igédtﬁé’%hﬁé‘? &forhd te ey
"bent"” in such a direction bhoth because tha party had been 50 aReic
zad loose, end we must recognize that without a tagggy_gr_xgzglutipn,e;*,
hexre can he.no revelution., And indeed, wWhen the 1905 Revoluiion
urst out so spontaneously, it was just then when ITenin changed hisg
position on "tightening® the organization, demanded that I% %e thius
#?ﬁI_e open, and lZXer was t¢ declara that whereas everyone attributes
the split between Mensh&yiks and Bolsheviks to that 1903 Congress
when 1t "technleally” took place, he considered that it is 1905
where the two tendencies were opposites.

A\
* ot apecif e edition of Marx's Selected Works
Oﬂglﬁg%‘é’é.“ﬁ&n__—.agiﬁat s% $08.RHn, 9F T 8 Selected Ho o

in which it appears at pages 175-6, and again, p. 183,
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213 in their situation,
ocial Democracy of +tha tine saw X
=e3~=hatwaen the revolutions “hensslvesg, \
azvions all the way to our day, one hag
PPle with that 1907 Congress, the only one whera all
=3olshevilk, Menshavik, Luxemhur,gistn and ever the 3unde-
argued the 1905 Revolution, its rela'tionship to and departups from-
1858, Quite cle though that Congrass wag the mogt organizational
t tendencies ware thera, the bat: 2 of ideaz wasg
the drganizationgl form and above all, <+;
Beittaneity 4o orgardzatisn, both in Lenin's ang
2’8 aveeches, Wag never mnore sharyly eXpressad, That,
out of the Purvisw 315‘ M lyneaux '
T 5)° The further parts o +thalsz
any neticea, not only bscause the
‘would take a heavy tome 4o
Holyneaux divertg 8¢ totally #
\Jor:grantad that Molyneauy has no ¢
\appz"oaches the: BO=gallad 322ond pariod of
olyneaux callsg '@m{ﬁfﬁtﬁat'}} ERsbecirsign g
< Pleasd kesp in g is the perioq in which
)} the 1 ) ] Critigue ‘of Politicay /
1 g9 ing short of Carital L/
enialism ang - )
the United States, . j
ture of his &reatest theoratical }

—_—

Where Molyneaux dise
Concept of the

6) Even when ong vants Yo so narrow Har#fen organization that he
is willing to disregard Marx's writings during the pericd that do
not concern the art Party, Party, one has 0 be careryl with his
to8,(1NIt ig & 330 )when thers wag no “pariy®; Mapxig Address wag
to the Tentral ommlittee of +the Commun €2, and he asgked it _TQ
Teorganize ftself, ang ke dldn't lsave the "party® +i1 8%2.  R3tongd ,
sanm 8 there wors Zestlings with both the 5i5t5ang
L8ts te digcugs -E'mmd-irgofna-—world"smet of_
c S."* TIn 18s] vhen he wis g eady in the
t naw theories, he wag stii1
etings of 3f the Communis+ Le
d when members 0f the Leag ted and the 1850
K was found on their Perscns,

While it never tlawng o Marx explaineqd how important

his theoretical wark arty as darx understood ft; w4
arty-in—the— : sense™ i

(" Xnown o

61 : 2@ +
he : Au v Frefeh 1 I'b"r'%s oubtiul
wWover whether

¢ a party "in the eminent histogical
gensea," or in +h Blanqui expressed hig deep gratitude
for what “the ¢ an party had done”, with Marx answering;

*  See ¥arsw without wMvth by haximilien Rubsel and Margaret Meanale,
P. 9% and pps. 171-32, _
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4,
be more interested than I in the Fate §F a man who ™
the head and the heart of the proletarian - :

o

r—— i

gg rounding out the totallty of his misconceptionsg of Marx, .
M.lxg;nyx_pfpomes ar enough to teil ﬁarx all abou: "thetegsintlal
A 8tarting point for a theory of, the revelutiona= party is rooted in
. -~ what we called ezrlier tha«tﬁgﬁi@iﬁﬁiﬁ:ﬁﬁaiﬁifzﬁfggLJof his (Marx's)
W vlew of the growth of working«clugs political consciousnes..,” 7 Then
f iolynewux kindly relezses HMarx from any "blame" because Marx 1 ved
when " roformism had net emsrged as in any way e major threat.”
Therefore, says Melyneaux, 3t ig "underatandable” {f Marx bent
tha stick "in the direction of economic determinism.” (p. 35)
ux®s arrogance has not yet reached ite apex, Here it isy
“Butzzi_is,also ﬁﬁhessar%fto”' arstand thatJinH;he;spheta_inhisqmﬂnwhuT
“thedry of the pariy, the Qega2§ . "8 woTrk, whatever its positive
achioveronts, was something that had in time +to be“iﬁ??i&ﬁﬁi‘ﬁi%iﬁfi
hafxls ient if cupitalism was to he everthrown, T (p. 5}
A8 you can mea, once an SWPer has surrounded himself with quotes /
from Tony Cliff and other leaders, he follows Hegel's analysig of 7
‘what comes afier one g2ins "power": "In Dlace of revolt, comas -~
arrogance,” arrogance sufficient to ‘demand the "overcoming® of the’
\theory of the party Mo neaux._gttributes to. Marx.. —— e
T N . .
Having "overcome® that theory, Molyneaux, in the finai
chapter.a;ngs the glory of .the Party.l“the-revolutionary party
“oday, " and Ifw,thmmémaw_i:tggyy Thus, he
forgot.! . (£t would be more correct to say naver racognized )
that a vwhole new Third World arose from the wid«-1950s and that
it was in that period that the historic;, first time aver, revolts
from under Stalinism occured in Ea§§§3
th

the East Gorman 1953 revolt: nor garian 'ﬂ

stead he attribuies to "the last decade¢™~=I zgsume hg is a yo
i d the mid-1960s to the nid-19708 is hig decads-5the appearahc

3£brought onto the historie stage. then Narx's-18LL Humanist Essayg.
voted to diminterri e marxist tradition
i ectives for the .&i:?gﬂ

gat the revolution in Portugal,
revolutionary parxist group (which as =
et ths 3WrP solidarizad with) whienh came up with =

teautiful new categorys apartidariemo (non~partyism)? Is it that
the SWP hardly focused o word in lts suppott of the PRP/3R,
nuch less revealed that the head of the party was a woman, laabal
do Carmo? #The sgéégm.in Tony C1iff is matched by equally cubtle
raclsm in Molyne¥Gx as he characterizes the reacticnary
faesdt®t 19309 asg "black reaction.” (p. 128) If there is anybives color
that chardctarizes Hitlarism, it certainly is not black. The magtar
race was lily white, For somecheto be =0 insensitive ag +o cha¥acter-
fze That peP?lod as "black reaction® discloses a great deal. wrrsmchivas
Paculiarly enough, even when ha greatly admires and praises his
leader, Tony Cliff, he wEM does s0 in mere footnotes. Thus footnote
45 (p. 184) ends with a reference to Tony Cliff,"who, in 1947,
roduced the first fully worked out analysis of state=capitalism in
Bussia." The trouble with that is that again it i{sMfiiewac,.
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incorrect. Ths first“worked out" analysis of state-capitalismd
wae nroduced, AER in 1941, not 1947. 2t was written by Ravs
Zunayevskaya, nos Tony Cliff, Indeed, the six-year lapse tetween
iD's study and Tony Cliffe's could tall quita o story zbout non-
‘ecogeration with state-capltalists in the Trots¥ris+ movement,
Srew®er Tony CLiff waz quite adamdnt about making such an anaiysis
“purely econcnic.” '

. :1"4:- De 182.)
uegtion:

y Dear Raha--I hardly coversd more than tha fi:s‘aghapte:;gnd gt

- best a livtle of tho lasy chapter, and look fiow iorg it has become,
*i I do hope that 1% hag Fiven you sufficient a form for vou,to know
“how to deal with the ’rest:‘“dﬂhe,_qg}-y ot 2 I will add is that
ga % frem @y talk oanggggggghxtgg__eadership; .
]

>

footnote,
a crucial 5

A
ti
il

Unless you recognize Marxist 28 a whole new continent of
. thought, you cannot but divids iarx up into econoics, polifics,
a little bit of philosdphy and=--"no theory of +the par ty." How,
whereas it is true he had no theory 342 the merty as we know it
gines tenin'g What Iz 4o 3e Cone, what .he +thought of as "rarty",
i,e. organizavion ag TINDINCY, mollitlcal-philoscochle tendency, so
that the ¢lass naturs of worksrs can Yacome a movemant from
spontaneity to a "party of their own", so that il bhecomes what !
he descriked Communists <o be, i.e., thouch an integral part cof
the working class, they heve a view of tha class struggle zs s whole
znd not just of the imvedinte demandsy and that they ere internstion-

allst and not ngtionalistat .

- After Narx unfurled that great historic.class end internation-
&l banner in the Copmunist pManifesto, and particivated in btoth the
1248 revolutions mnd the greateat revolution of hig day--the 1871
reris Commune, he criticized unflagginly the 1875 SDF ‘arigram:

the Critiaque of the Gotha FProarem, to :which only V.I. Lenin

neesured up 7 " ’
SodWIRESEE®  --and not with Farty, but with State and Revolution...

¥hen olyneaux doeg get to mention Lenints Fhilosenhic Hote=-

booxs, he has nething to 4fsay, excusing himself on the prounds that
ho'll discuss philogophy when he deals with Gramsci. and when he
firally deals with Srameeci's Philosophy of Fraxis, he does not
return o Lenin, nuch less grappls with lenin's ctatement, “Bog-
nition not only reflects tha world, but creates it." It doesn't
even enter the Tony Cliffite mentelity that that is exactly where
:hedgrigt tgag;gy c:gag in, thaﬁ*is tg gay.1whereas Lenin rgoifan.

zed himseli, § podtion on 5tate an evolution, on Imparielism, '
an the latlonzl Quostion and Coleonialisn, dials ticS*“pEO?ergﬁ*yimf
and on the Will, he has,ggjhggprganized his=T X T—the arty.
#ad Jonn @olynepux paid My Ettention to the single word, dialectis,
that Lenin uses in his Will regarding 3ukharin, he wouvld have gotiten
a2 great deal Further in comprehension of Lenin's concents than the
whole 186 pages of his beok. His full Trotskylst mantality comes

out most clearly whan he deals with Luxemburz; he is so hewny that
there he can appaar to Ze foar spontanaity that he doesn't even know
how economist he is end how he steps back into vanguardism as he
a<ttribu¥es 211 o7 tuzemburg's mistekes to 2 single phenomenone-

her supposed lack of appreciation for ths "uneveness of davelopmen<%."
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does a Narxist
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