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- IT- _REPORT BY RAYA on -Relationshiv of Narx's_ghilosogh? of Revolu-
tiop to hias Concept of Organization':

N i I~ Opening: Opening is the word that I wish evexryone to
use inatead of either Frologue, Preface or Prolegzmena, because,

wheress in the other three words there is always the feeling of mere
introduction, and you firat have to wait for "the main course"

opening is the word that shows . what it is that Hegel, Marx and

indeed other revolutionaries, when they really rcach-a turning point,
.meen by 2 new bheginning, a beginming that will firat determine the

end, In a word, you at once see not a prologue to a new chaptar but

an actual opening, and the specific great oming I'm thinking of is

the opening to Marx's new continent of -thought, It is for this rea-

son that the new part on Marx begins, not with 1843 when he broke with
bourgeois sgciety(and all of Marxism begins with that yearg but with

1841 when Farx was vorking on his doctoral thesis, the difference be-

tween Demaritue and Epicurus, Here was Marx vho had still not broken

with bourgeois society, who was still so Hegelian as to assure the

university that Hegel had, of course, already dealt in a grand manner

with those philosophers,but his view of philusophy was so total that

Nlegel had no time for deteils, and that was what Marx was going Vo cam-
tribute: some details on those two philosophers. In truth, it turned

cut to be a very different analyeis of th&bﬁ 0s Yocu see, if

you look at the very massive preparatory nolebooKse/ Marx was, despite 4
his erudition -on ancient philesophy, preocccupied with the present, 1"‘253 i
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that is to say, with what new beginnings, on vhat nev foundations,

- _eould Bomething new possibly arise when some philosophy,
like the KRegelian, wes so comprehensive, so total +that there was
no room in it for a new realiy tc find its expression? The new be-

ginning that Mary wag on the threshold of discovering and that he

“‘thgad already specified in his notes, if not in his thesis, was that

nity of theory and practice which Hegel claimed to have conceived
with his dialectic was only in thought; and that there were two con-
tradiclory totzlitieg -.. that of philosophy and that of reality --
facing each other, and both must "he attacked. by "realiziag" the phi-
losophy of freedom in reality by transforming reality. -¥What of the
notes seeped into the thesis was: 1) the attraction to Epicurus as

an “athelst" who relegated ‘the gocd rmundia -- the inter-
stices of Bpace’ ,e- and that it was up te humanity to =olve iis own .
problems: 2) somehow Epicurus® analysis of the atom revealed motion;
-and 3) ‘whereas Epicurus ang Democritius could not compare in stature
-with Plato and Aristotle, they aid becone the ground, the new begin-
. ning for the Romang who conguered Greece, In .o word, there was no
death; there was a new beginning for a new reelity, ' -

R (Raya then related the fact that P'eng, the head of the
Trotekyists in China, reported to the 1951 Congress of the Fourth In-
ternational. in Switzerldnd  that every single thing that happened

. with Mao's victory was the exact crposite of what they had predicted

..regarding the peasantry's jinability to 'win power, regarding Hao's

Staliniem to gain victory based on this peasantry, etc, But Pleng

‘managed to turn this around and eay it wasn't really the Permanent

Revolution that was wrong, it was the way ‘they had projected it, What

Raya was asking was: Wry cannot Marx's philosophy of rsvolution in-

© 8pire Marxists to have that "feith" that the perty-to-lead does?)

E ' One vord bhefore turning to the four months since the Con-
vention that we are sumning up today: 1) Marx's living universe,
vhether you take it from 1841 or 1BA3 ang concentration of the 40
years, 1843-1883, is what will have to be both ground and reference
. point as well as proje : ¥ s thing we will be
considering today, 0
189¢-1019 will st that, as against all other works vhich
8ti11 saxgue the fuestion of revelution v8, reform, we will concentrate
on revolutionaries only -.. Lenin, Trotsky -~ and ask whether even so
great a revolutionary as Luxermburg left us & legacy that was “iotalv
when it revealed *hat there was a gap in phileecphy. Z)¥e must ad-
mit that Lewmin , who wasg the only omne whe gg‘lggo? anize himself phii-
osophically in 1214, and vhoge every writy g?; tié period 1934-1924,
be it on the Hationsl Nusstion, on State and Revolution, on world
revolution starting from Peking if not Berlin, did not —- did not -
carry thai dialectic 1o the question of the party, despite all the
modifications he introduced on that subject, and 4) Trotsky who
vwas the one who cane up with the theory of permanent revolution,
1905-07, kad not rooted it in Yarx's theory and purdened it BO much
with the wrong concept of the role orf the peasantry, not to mentiocn
that he never developed it but instead tried to ﬁlaénagne 1917 revo-
lvtion as the realization of his theory, even alii't é ufgated 1g25-27
Chinese Revolution vas the negative proof. The result was that whan
he and he alone, after Lenin's death, fought “talin, without reorqa-
nizing himself philosophically, as had Lenin in 1914, he left us neth-
ing in those four critical years, 1935~1¢39 for our theoretical pre-
paration for revolution against Vorld Yar II, Which is why the Fourth
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International was a stillbirth. S
IT-Zour Nonths blva 25 Yesrs: The Perspectives set at

our Convention, 1980, vere coseretized Tipst and foremost in the 12
page NXL; secondly, in the new classes which wera new becaune, for
the first time, they would be on our owp 25 year history as vell as
comhineJPaliticaluPhilosophic Letters: in a word, they would not be
on & book but ¢n eurrent eventa with history itself, though a quarter
of a -century, being so current that we did not even finish the 25 year
history, which was fo be wirlttean by the Convention itself. You. may-
not have begn conscious of that, but in faet, thet's how Part IV was
writien aftg;_the~Convehtion;; You would have. been conscious of it

i¥ you were daily realizing the third of the concrete pants that flow-
ed from Perapectives: the creation of a philosophic cadre.. The fact,
as you heard from both Mike and Fugene, that the outside xresponded
more enthusiasticelly , as well as contributing heavily financially,
on the basis of that 25 Year history, shows that we had not grasped
the-book, by whith I mean +tha+ we aid not grasp the very uniquehess
»of our 40 year history, and that new continent of thought, Marxigt-
Humanism, . Perhaps the following will illuminate Just sxactly how _
“unique we are, The Second Internationsl, and I do not .mean those -

- that. betray or those that waffled, but the real revolutionaries-in the

_eSecond?IptF;,;‘were ENGELSIAN: NOT FULLY MARXTAF PHILOSOPHICALLY. In
1914, one ane only one, Lenin, ' grasped the indispensability. of the
dialectic of thought as well as’'revolution, but he kept it to him-

- 861f, and ‘that did.not extend 4o the Party, In a word, his magnificen
'reorganization=philoﬂophica11y did not reorganize the 1902 conecept of -
“the vanguard party, despite his modifications. Not only that, no ocne

ion with Marx's .

80 organizational that he at
pondence committees, which rroclaimed revolution
50 loudly that long befcre he broke with Proudhon, and when he was
8t11l inviting him to join the- correspondence committee, Proudipn
answered that it was a good idea to have intermational correspondence
committees, but Mary - was yelling revolution oo loudly., These com-
mittees as well as what became the “ommunist League had their inter-
national congress, and it was that one that ascigned Marx tec pronounce
their perspectives, It turned out to be the Communist Manifesto,
whigh anticipated the 1848-49 Revolutions in which 517 of them were
active, - . ,

‘bothered to cornect

Vhy was Marx's 1850 Address on the Permanent Revolution
after the defeat of the 1848-49 revolution not made ground for the
revolutionaries of the 20th century, though the Communist Manifesto
itself and the journalistic writings during the revolution did indeed
become ground for 1905-06 Russian Revolution? tosa Luxemburg prec-
ticed revolviion both in 1905-06 and 1919. Rosa Luxemburg had = grzat-
er aporeciation than anyone else for the spontaneity of the masses,

yet had made a fetish enough about "the Farty" that she criticized
50 severely because she did discern their oprortunism -- again, ahead
of anyone else including Lenin, and seriously enough to breal with
Yautsk+ in 1010-11, And again it was Fuxemburg who had such Sensi-
tivity and prescience about imperialism as not alone to attack the
leadership on what they called the'Moroeco Incident" but to plunge
herself into the most serious,. most original theoretical work of her
vhole lifetime, and yet, just as S8pontaneity did not relieve her of
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the fetishism of the Party, so her opposition to imperialism . did
-( not free her fron her. opposition to the self~determination of nations
-.a8 a revolutionary force, Yhy. such great contradictionst It all
related to, and canmnot be geparated from, and sxplains why I wanted

an entire Part for--- larx's philosophy of revolution,

- ‘ -+ ‘Reread the- penultimate.paragraph to our 25 year history
"on p, 263 "The ‘eritical question for todey's 'birth-time of history!
is this: 'If there is a movement from practice that is itself a form
of. theory, and 1f. thers.is a movemént f{rom theory that is itself a
form of philésophy, it is neceasary, rigorcusly and comprehensively,
to dig out the Bingle dialectic that emerges from actuality as welil
gs from thought.” : ‘ o

: - . Rayz then singled out three periods of the 25 years tn
ghow not jusy ow wuniqueness, but the imperativeness of the'subjective™
as both anticipation of revplt and theoretic preparatioh for revolutien

- under the compulsion of the objective conditions,.even when that must
. be ‘done under:the whip of the couwnter-revolution: 1) 1955, my sin-
..--gling out Karpushin in Marxism and Freedom as the main-enemy of Marx's
v humanism under the guise of esking fthat Marx!'s Humanist Essays be
.. published, 40 prove thé need to separate the young from the old Marx,
;T In 1980, ge meet., Karpushin— the head of the whole Philosophic Aca-
. den¥%vBRfdrayn & work on Merx's Ethnological Hotebooks.- de the very
3‘onedwhojcaused'thg‘exile of the author with whom I have been corres-
;.lpon ing' R . . . . .
~ . - - ' 2) The 16608 have a three-fold significance: a) first, the
{ " movement -from practice .both here and in Africa . with its Black di-
A mension, for'which vwe were prepared from the very start with a Black -
.. production ‘worker as our editor, extends itseélf to 1980 with “Black
- Thought and PBlack Reality®; b) 1962-63, where we encounter both the
~+ mixsile origis over Cuba and the 100th anniversary of the Emancipation.
" Proclamation, initiates ancther new in our development and participa-
“tion in all-struggles - and that is the Veeckly Political ILetters, as
well as the whole histor¥ of American @ivilization on Trial; ¢) The
60s end by, unfortunately at one and ilie same time, the near-revolu-
_tions in 1968 and the- counter-revolution, so +hat, while 1969 is not
1968, a new force of revolution was.born in the YL movement, which
again we had anticipated from our very start in 1955.
’ ' ' 3)¥Trhe Sino-Soviet
Conflict, which began as an ideolopical challenge to Ruassia's."intexr-
nationalism" and which ', with the “ietnam Yar in 1965, shows' itself to
be mo more than nationalist state-capitalism, becomes by 1970 a red
carpet for Hixon, ¥e, on the other hand, began and by 12975 comnleted
Philosoohy and Revolution. It is the end of thé 1970s vwhich make im-
perative “the bDook" -- Rosa Iuxemburg. Women's Liberation and larx's

Philosophy of Reveolution, not as three individual parts but that -
e = T e e T afl . . . :
single dialectic of puilosophy revolution, vhich created the graund
for the extension of %the paper, for the creztion of a philosophic
cadre, and for a new type oi conscioucrsss of organization which once
and for all will put an end to the division betwzen philosophy and
organization, '

ITI-l"'ethodolozy and Onpanization., in Marx's time and_in
Ares You now have sor will have when it is given out at the end

this meeting) all three sections of Chapter 10, The Totally new
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begine in 1875 and it is only this year that we have didcovered still
one other procf: of Merx's anticipation of imperialism in a paragraph
-1eft out’ from the French edition (. see Pelicen edition, p. 786), —-
1875 is also the year of the Critique of the Gotha Prégram which/even
though it gained its greatest theorsetical and actual realization
(along with the Paris. Commune) in Lenin's State and Revolution -~ had
- beert apprcached theoretically only, and not as ban organization docu-
ment®, . And -yet that's exactly what it wass-'"Margiral Notea'on the
program "of © what wes to unite the Tassalleans and the Eisenachiats .
- into a supporedly Marxist organization, And 1875 ‘was the reproduction
- by Marx - of his Address on Permandnt Revolution #s an Appendix to

: 'the?R_eve;ations of the Cologne Trials,

B .+ The nid=-18708 was what still kept Marx optimistic both
_about rewlution and about the possibility of an independent workers!
pexrty in the U.S,, based on all the greut class struggles. in the U,.S..
at that.time, ' They ended with Merx's renswed interest in primitive
commueism, both as it appeared dn-Morgan's - Anclent Society ©  and on
so- totally new & ground differing from Morgan that, suddeniy, it was
clear that Engels was no Mexrx, be it on women's liberation or on
“ pérmenent revoluiion, ‘It is that depth of dlffurénce from all post-
Marx Marxiste,® beginning with Engels, 'vhich will once again bring out
- our.unigueness and create new. ground for world revolution, (Raya read
" the last page of Chapter 10.) o o
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