" _ 'rear F:iends.

’I‘he en‘L s REB meeting last night was devoted to tba presentation
Ray= will make to the ‘Executive Session of the coming Convention on "The ...
: .l:'ni.l.osonhy of Ha.rxis‘c.-Humanist Leadership.” - This report will first be g:.ven
~-in full at the Convention itself, Here it is summarized with. -8 brief notaddon.
of the consensus of discuasion. The report had th®eQ partss I, The Now. (1985-3?)
: and -the Need tu Return to Marx's Discovexry of a New Continent of. Tacught and™ .
- .. of Revolution, 18«"-1.'4 Contrasted 4o 1845 and the First Worl. Co-AuLhored by
~-Maxxt and Bhgals.. . ..-The Yhy Post-Harx Marxists Didn't {Couldn’t?). ‘Continue
7 Harx's na.rxism Ra.tner Than bs Only its Followers. . Il th 1t .1s also Neces-
_sa.ry to Contrast the 1926-87 Executive bession to the 1985-86 Executive Sess.q.on,

L - R o T
she Impoitance of Trotsky, 19338, ° e 3 ITE e Ormand =i e

- J,.]..u.g v.-.ow St

zation, Ovganization, Organization: —- 1844, 1867- 5-83, on the one hand, and,_
the Present (‘oncep'b of the Book-to~be, Dialect,l.cs of Orgenization: Philosophx.
-the "Pa.rtv and Forms of Organlzation Born Oub of Spontane_x. o

P

I. Ra.ya qa.id that because the new, the’ now, is the tﬂst of whether the ta.sks BRI
‘assigned for 1986-87 are objectively as well as’ gubjectively not alone politi- .

cal conclusions, but the phiicsophic ‘context of the American Revolution toward )
which we all gim, but know.not the date, I will actually concentrate a lot”

on the difference between the Executlve Session last year and the present year,

not because thexp was anything wrong with the ‘presentztion in 1985, tut because
the need is to pinpoint the new. Tha.t is what c.alls for a concentration on the.

as o~

difference between the two years.'.:

. ‘ But. in concen‘tra. ing on the d_.fi‘erence between
1985-86 and 2'1.986—8;, it is necessary Tirst and foremost and alwa.ys to have in- -
wardized and practiced projecting the whole Body of Ideas -- and thls time I
do not mean Maxxist-Humanist Archives but Marx's Humanism, his-Archives, which. . - -
. did not become lmowm until a century afterwards, In this, T wish to concentrate
‘not so much on ‘the 1880s as a trail to the 1980s, but 1844 as containing the '
whole, including tke Ethnologlical Notebooks. Indeed, let me further stress
- that the very r_‘encr:*“nt of Han; {ioman relationship became so visible “in’ the 1980s
beca.use the phenomenou of Women's Liberation had become a movenent. It wasn't
; t in the year isld, .
T¢ 18 yrecisely that year, 115’;11‘1.L that has the ground. for
seeing "The th" orthodox larxists wexe followers, not continuators of Marx's
‘Marxism -~ i.e, not facing the new reality of the 1880s through 1890s, the 12
years that Engels outlived larx. That was when the world confronted monopoly
capitalism, imperialism, sitatiflcation ---what Marx had-called the "hot-house
-fashion” in which the state helped capitalism to develop through colonlzation. -
I+ was lMarx's analysis of the Accumulation of, Ce;,pltal that Luxemburg a.tta.cked,
 Claiming that was Marx's position but adding /dne had to wonder what Engels had =
' dene with Marx's panuscripts. ( Ve will return to this later.)

. For the
18405, the first dividing line is 181'-5, Engels colla.boration in The Koly Family.

Here is why I'm asking you %o take a secmd, third and fourth lock at the 1843-
4h period. on the ohe hand, and 1545, on the other, Engels met Marx in August
.. of 1844, ~He had written the essay called "Outlinc of (ritigue of Politlcal s =)
 Economy" which was publishedl -ty Marx-Ruge in the Deutsche-Franzoasische Jahr-
---Tucher, - Thoy talked endlessly for - yg days, bui Harx did not show Engels his
-actusl man’ xmripts, which he considered unfinished and which he said he would
‘vetuxn to some day. - They declded that their meeting in 1844 was an higtoric:
happening that would draw a balance sheet on the Left Hegelians for which ea.ch
of *hen was to send to the other a chaptor. Engels wrote 27 pagés and Maxx 250
pages neaxly a 'HhOlB new book. But IIarx insisted that. The Ho‘Lx Fa.milx shm,u.d.
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“-«-.:.gncu. # nge.:.s-ma_x. Tha.“' was 181&5 Tha,t is. wha’ all~ ’ia.:".r:".;.gt 335
‘have been ‘burdened.. with == the concapt that Engels and Harx ave the same, .
ing could be Purther from the truth, as is clear from a 1ook‘at “Harx’ _S‘Sin_g'.i,g_
“rager on’ Feue_bach, ‘written t‘wat same!years Nothing’ makes the' differ
.. tween Marx and Engels: clea.rer “than. tha edited version of Ma:m's 8
tbat Engels a.pper'dnd o, his own Feu :.‘*\a.ch in 1888. o

_ < - The one wo::d. is Bialeuti cs

Dia_ectics pura and ﬂimple. - "Dialectic proper," 1.0, dlalectic ag ‘Hegel ex~
. presseci it in his myshﬂal fo:rm m.thout ever forger,ting organiza.*icn, ut- ma.Id.ng
=it clear that “the Absolute met its Golgotha:: “The goaly ‘whdich ig AbsoTube, Know= -

" ledge or Spirit-knowing itself as Spirit, finds its. pathvay. in the recollectie;_l_
of spiritual forms (Geister) as they are in the'nsalves and as they“accomplish - -
: Their consemtion, 1ooked. a.'b Trom

- looked. 2t i‘romth.,..,.. ‘side of hﬂir in'bellectually compmhended organiza.tion, S h et
“'is the Science of ‘the ways in wnich knowiedge' dppears. ~Bouli"logeuhiery 0T “Histery
(intellectua.lly) comprehended (begriffer), form at once the recollection and the
Gule_f,ﬁuud. of nbsaluue Spizlt "sel" (mamme‘lology of Mind, 2 608, Baille edition)
' Dia,lectic as Marx
recrea ted it e second nega.tivity ~- aga.inst the Faaerbachian materialism, fully
aware that the Hegelian dialecfic remains source for all, but insiuting that once
_the communist revolution abolishes the class structure, énly. by the new Virana-
cendence’of this medla tion; which is fmvar’r‘m'l es5 & necessary presupposition,
does there arise positive Humam.;m, neginning from itself,"
“or ‘Ina word Iffg.rx’c
cri'bioue of’ tne djalectic { whe-l:he:r: ‘it ’ne 1854 or 186?/ 18'?5-83) is 'l'he trall
- to the 1580s, when organiz.ation is spelled out anew for this age, and when
the "Self-Determination'of the Idea is grasped as the’ Self—Bringing Forth of
Libe rty :.n '_ ney. organiza’ciona.l forma.

" This has no "recedent. T &c ha.ve o go to uncharted roads ;L:\ ‘the uia.
lectics of orga.ni"a.tion. I do know what it will. not be--Trotsky's concept of
‘the party, any more thanlenin's vanguardism (we will return to this later).,

Remember that, /though Engels' clear statement to the new edition in

'thn 'lnndﬂ n'P 4~ A ammund ad A n-‘-f‘.nm-l-n nnnn-n«fvaﬂ -l-‘nﬂi- 'M—\W a'ln'nu "7" 1%': hnr’l
bt ettt A . N NAUJEIMIL AL L, b L L ICWE R e gt "

. manTladand n-—n'l'l-" 2171 ihat ws . mow h nn\ call 114 ek et ool m-.-;-a---t-_-.'t ism um‘l +'Ina+
d.U.I.“U\-!\J. U&GJ—#: uuu-v NG - AAUN \.J.UUV/ Add ), wd WSl

Haxx alone was its sole author -- we have been burdensd with the concept that
- Engéls-aznd Harx were one, and were 'brougn'b up as Fngelsian Marxists, not as
“Marx's HMarxists.  This seemed rign*- to the German Secial -Democracy precisely.
because’ Eng;els wais as sharply critical of Lassalle as was Marx and was fd.i'tﬂflll
“to Marx for 50 long years and had Mar's Ciitiq_ue of the Gotha Program pu'bli:shed..
This dnes not change the historic tormbhadied Engels was a. post-Ma.rx Marxist ,
an origina.l ‘as the praguatists insist, who do not see the half-way dialectic
that Engels introduced with his"rigorous"materlalistic version. The diversity
" was, indeed ‘not due. ‘only, to the 12 years.that Engels outlived Maxrx, -The staxrt,
_ the deteminism, the Feuerba.chianism, ‘began 4n 184s, continudd throughout his
.1tfe,” 2nd was not Marx's Marxism, long before his first work after IIa:rx's death,
Origin of the Family; Private Property and the State. 1% begins with the way

‘Engels edited (comprehendsd) Marx's 1845 single-pager against Feuerbach o
that he appended to his own lengthy,. very different pdmphlet, his - - Lug_ig
"' Feverhach and the Fnd of German Classical Philosoph
w7 The. WHY post-tarx Marxists didn't {couldn®t) ‘become continuators of .-
:i-iarx 1 Izamd.sm, is tba.t the coming ° stage of production that Maxx pointed 4o -
B ! hia uuu\.uyu U-L the uunucu..l.ia.'tion and concentration of capital to where
-5 2 uould ‘be held in the:hands of a. single capitalist or capitalist corporation,
~  was not -concretized by any in the 1680's when Engels' publlca.tion of Vol. II.
-4 cauzed -¢he raging ¢isputes on the Accrmulstion of Capital. To.have been able -
to confrmt t..a new- "uage wh\sn it appeared would . l‘..am meant the invardizing
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- The new eonthent oi’ 'chou_,m; and revo.l.ution that Harx . .
discwere&_ in ‘the; 1840's demanded so total an uprooting of capitalism--its * "
produc’ci.On and’ i-cs gilture-mits politics and all its alienations——in:a word,. . -
3t3 dehumanized existence.. It meant that all human relations, beginning with'

-~ the Man/Néman;” centering on Labor, and at the Same tima.extendhg 1-1-, to culture ‘
(yes, he used f.:he wcrd c...ass culture)

_@x no Iﬁ....r"(ist, beﬁ_nnmg wi-l:.h Frpd,rick Engels, were contlnua.tors |
of Ma.rx s Marxism i reooted ' in” Marx's body of Adeas,; ite. totality and be:lng
“able to comprehend.ths ‘new. rd'.&gez and work out that new in produc’cion in the
heartbreaking 1880'3-180“'s With the new stage of monopoly capitalism- ‘and.

"the ‘beginnings of imporialism which m:? called colonialization, shich had -
.. been: davel, nmﬂ by him fully. 4n Vol I, We hed 'h._++¢m fixet of 211 got "

rtraightennﬁ out on +he facts. R

e First of* a.ll, the Accumula.tion of Gapital 1n
. Vol. FI;“which Luremburg departed from but claimed it was Engels’ editing, was™™
¢ actually worked ocut’ in Vol. I.  To this day, the English editicn of. Vol. I tha.t
~ Engels edited is mot the edition as Marx left it. Not only had Engels -
" leftiout parts of the 1875 fundatiental additions to fetishism of comncd...ties. ,
but when it comes to the: -canter of all disputes—-Accumulation of Ca.p:.ta.l--u}:at
Maxx had written for ¥ol. I, Part Seven, included the part cn the “So-Called. =
Primitivg Accumula.tion" Engels decided to creats a new Paxt Eight for that ..o
section wnich” should have been inseparable from the Accumulation of Capital.‘
‘Now, when it comes to Vol.IZ, that is not the way Marx conceived Vol. II
~to be. ‘He’ left’ had left Vol. II and what we call. * Vol, IIf as Vol. IX.. =
What we now know as Theories of Surplus Value; was ca.lled by Plarx history of
Theory. s.nd was to- 'oe Vol. -TV. and Was written Tirst, T
We cannct here g0 into

study of the Russian e'_.onomy as state~capitalist rooted itself in Accummatioa
of Capital, Vols., I through IV, The point here is, that &ll the debates on-
_Accumulation of Capital Vol. II were naturally stopped once World War I broke
out. That was no debate; the test of Marxists was.to tramsform the imneria.list
war into clvil war, .and that prod.uced the Russian and German vevolutions. '

As we saw, Marx's Archives wexrs not Jus’c. a question of the parts of the
AIC‘Q_"E’ 4;!1-2_-& Jwere’ mfe_newn' 4ng-r- 1e +n ea}r’ that- nadthar Hr uﬂu‘aTq nonr u'!z\:n‘!nr
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Marx had read the whole. Yot it waan't beca*..se something uasn't known, as-

the 1844 Manuscripts weren't, Marx ro sooner broke with .capitalism in 1843

" than he discovered a whole new ‘continent of thought and. of revolution, by -

... N0 mesna dimitag toutha necessity of overthrowin., capitalism,  The greatness
of the Ethnological Notebooks was not (I repeat, not) "new" in the sense

in Hhich vwe read it now, Marx starting something entirsly different from’
his“whole’ life:: Quite the contraxy. ‘The greatness of the EN is that all

of the new: Ma.rx was finding out-about:what ‘we now.call- the Thlrd Hoxld: «
confirmed whati'he hod rsddssbaus pre—capitalism. "You cculd see that in his’
 greatest work, Capital, we.well as in the Grundrisse, as well as the 18%0's
and 1880°s., As early as 18473, in the essay on the Jewish Question (actually -
‘on religicm in general) he made 1% crystal clear that he wasn't talking just
about - clvil rights. To uproot capitalism, sa.!\d. Haxx, it was fiecessary -
. t0 abolish exploitation afid its culture and the only. .way to do that- is’through
"the wevolution in pemanence". 'I‘h_s was his concept, his action, hi.s vision
th:r:ough all his 1ife, L




i . Porm-of. organiza tion that “would take when the first worker' 5. state

.u..5 wmu Lo Ul.u. a.ge, a.s 'me mst-ﬁmlsﬁ.

b ; V
' ‘shown, 4%, yas, necessary at all times to- begin with the new in ine decade-and.
- to gee;that thats newsness, its,ldiscontinuity with all: that came befors.it, was
. not m-bresk with & continnity with ¥arx's Humanism, We J4d°not consider whist

LA Alu.‘.\l.\nh AR

_Formed. into- the. statewcanitalisu so_cietv ve know i3 40 Des what 100[&9117 larga
“on the Horizon was the giant figure of Trotsky: who fought Stalin. “The fact .
.. that the. e:'pulsion from the 0B signified only an opnosition +endency, not.a

~-.uw .r.c_m of crganization, - 'beca..":e espemally troublesoms once Hitier: reached‘

g tu.rm.ng rta the eoncrete, o::- us __1985587. A

_power, - Ib; is for. this, xeason. that I'm.pausing on the yea.rs 19354‘»—38 before =

s

A11 the: tactics‘ seemed ric,:' :ag the

E Hili..a.nt wa.s issued th:cee' .unes a weék. Iis hea.dl:Lne shouted, 'Austa:i.a is-

* Fextl' Yet the tensions within the orga.ni...a tion only inoreaged. . It wou'ld bé

-1638 naxore‘a new Fourth In?erpﬂt*enn:!. was called for.: ‘ﬂ.y? Ha.ﬂ.n't it a

LAL= L
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ri=teyn u-lau NS BuLas” u..l.u. .uut- ca..:.:: OI nne C..L& 8 nature of the eXlS'D'l!}ﬁ soc:.ety',

" but;cplled if still a worker's state, : which the. Inlernational must defend, -

:'\P.é‘-'.‘,"-"- haxe. de"elcped. the - H_dﬁnui\uta u.a. ayycaa.“&uuu/vauaubu, Uni, v’él‘bdl/ Fari oieula:r:.

 as well -as such qualifying phrases as “in no way", as if a'"worker's state",
~“though. "degenemte“ ‘can in no way be. other than a worker's state, burea ucratized.--

This, was the. t.a.nsition point to considering those philoso hi.c term., regarding

. the difference between Persnectives of 1985 86 and. 1086—8?

'[n'\n'ﬂ:ns t‘_’u: 'lﬁa‘;_ﬂﬁ

(F8-—E Rt

o E‘-:ecutiveuSession satfs correctly ,tha.t even. tne A‘bsolute Me':)‘l:horl--v'!;ha.+ the,. .. .

" process ra.tner than the conclusion is the key--tbe Absolute Method is a pa.thwé.y
 to the Absolute Idea which. conmnt.t e substituted for by amything. ' The whole o

* truth’ 13 that 'the - key to the Absolute Me'bhod which remains the fi.nal pa.thwa.y

to ‘that Idea, is that the dialectic of both 1.; a single dialectic of both the
objective. and. suh;;e ctive situation, I% is that alone which permits you to
pXOpOSE . qteps fo*r: the speciflc year,. in this case 1987, to ninnoint what is...
needed as, tasgks for that. yeax. .Qtherwise you could start 1986-87 as if it
wasn't a question of pinpointing the new; that it was ‘necessary to start all.
over. aga.in from: YC:UI Pa.rticula.r, as if that was both origin and present
urgency,. . :

_ Ox take ite rono rafernnce at 'ﬁl“P Executive Session 1385-86 to- what I
118123(1 as. th.e Dmeo"'i Q,ﬂ'? +hn 'P:l'rrl"u- wn'l' ha':nrn"! enlran . whad’ vraar af %

RAraLiz g Slay AT Ve . s

hiding the rea.lly new a.nd. -making it appear as. if it is the 1987 answer to
1902-03.. Beiieve me, I am not. ¥Titing a new Hhat is To Be Done and. taking |
that g..':omé 1o answer the "opaoslte“ to the elitist party. Ina zmcamenta.l.
way the:one. who d.id the best rejection to 1902-03--and that for 12 long years—-
is Lenin, =ty he didn‘t ‘1isten to. his owa critique, especially when 1905
“showed B0 new a :E‘o::m of orga.nization fron spentaneity to Soviets, that it o
changed .his very. princi'ole as_to who b:::mgs socialism-to mhom, the intellectuals
or the proleteriat. ... -TLenin. d.idn"t genu=ra11.ze his whole 12 year cyitique .
but :g.urnﬂti back to Hhat is teo bs Dons,. iet it.be reprinted., All "Leninists",
Including Trotgkys: then-declared that- 1903 form:a Universal, This is what we.
have rejected.and this concept of the elitist party will be. tnta:l_'l.y uprooted

An dha. naw book on the Dialectic of” Orga.nization. -

i
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’ ‘:I.LI... Organization, be it of thoup&{-. or. of various *‘m‘ms of ,orwazsiza.tion
committses, Jieague, -Horkingmen's Tnternational Associaticn—-be At 1R Narx's
~ time or:in qurs, »what Farx called "principles", i.8.,. philosophy of :cevql bion;
. When the yxote:his :Critique of the Gotha Program and sald that that canfiot bo
~ abandoned ‘whon one’mites: with snother. foxr action. In extending, elaborating
this questicn of “principle" Harx for the first time, ventured: to. concretize
his vigion of “the new. goclety the day aftexr the conquest’ of workers powel,
sta:essmg . tha% only. when the divisions ‘between ccml’arsr and ety ‘between -
L lanmal ang’ menta.l labor will' ‘vonigh, that .is:to say work - <21 he an. pm,:i.rely
new as tivity, nct the duality of 1a.'bo'r- in capitalism but tnet un:.tv of men‘tal
.and. mailllﬁ-l -t-rh'lch 15 the _'pri.me nnce.;biny o: 1::.fe. IR v
* - Now then, ha:b is new Wi'th 1936
as aga.‘mst 1985? 1985 after a1l summed up the .body of ideas especially as; .
coneratized through the 1980's.In the - 1980’3 we reached uot just a new stag'=
of Marxisi-Humanist dewelopment, trt’ what -. - Tinally.was resulting from™. -
- trodding the paths no one had. iried before,- -bhe last thres. eyliozisms in 'i:he
‘whole .of the Encyclopedia of Philosorhic-Solences thai were being made: so
ungent. by the- a.ci-ua.. .new passions and new forces. from below .that we saw :H:.
o-dn owe ags and whlch produced globally Maxrxist-Hi manign, 1hether it was ma.sﬁ
Burope ox AfricaJ Asln or Iatin Americ America. -In a word, P&R, . Ups thing it didn’,w-
‘do 18 that the. p‘lllosoph:.c ambivalence . .of Lenin p*o'jectec there (in- P;..R)
. Was .80 fully on. -ravolution that the ambivaience part was Jeit urdeveloped. . -ha.t
) to 8a¥y in rejecting the vangua.rd. paxrty to lead, we acted as if it was all’
orly political,.a politics we rejected, but-it had no phi..o..opnic -roots- Lenin
simply couldn’t get:to the question oF party at all in his State & Revoll.tion.
‘That certainly wasn't trve of Marx in. the Critique of the Gothz Program when .
“he ‘spoke against uwnifying two pa.rties Tor action (inthif-* case, Lassalleans: 3.!1:1
Bisenachists); that was for Marx no reason for-not concretizing and mak:mg
that. the ,indispensable ground for. a L,nified party. buildmg

. mxa.tever will 'be _
the "a:awer", i.e., the "conclusion“ of Dialectics of.- Orgmizatlon, We.
cannot DOH, Imow., It is high time, however. “to dwell on the nany "firsts" -
e esta.plished. with the break fron Johna:..;nism and the estatlishment of News
& Latters Ggmni_-!:,tees; ‘
.., a) At the very first convention we established the -, . .
uniquenESS of the Bla.ck Dimension and - ;; voted CD to.be co-editor with Johnny:
- Zupany’ he had. not been anything but a columnist in Coxrespordence. '
- b) The fivrst publicaticn,. .’ . was the. * mimeographed
 pemphlet which contsired the first English transla.tions of Tenin's Abstract
of Hegel's Science of Logic and my 1953 Letters on the Absclute Idea.
- . ¢)-That first convention assigned me to finish what had .
been Maxxism &. State-Capitali..m and what bhecame Marxism & Freedom. Crucia.l
to that. tra.nsfoma.ﬂon -0f H&SC into IM&F.was the singling out.of the new in = - =
the Amgrican cha::a.cter represented by A'boli'bionism, both as past and as ongoing, .
in the.ney pages: for freedom being wrltien.in East Europe, I'Iontgomery Alabama.,
and ’che tuo-way road between Africa and the U.Se-w. ..
.- ~@d) For the fixst time ever we adopted. a Const :’.tuticn uith
J.ts decentra.lized ‘conmittees for News & Letters both as paper and as b
‘organization,  -e) Again for the first time ever, women as proletaric.ns :
- had ‘Bsen so crucial in our dsvelopment that we. had ‘no less .than three.columns--
Angela Terzano's 'The Vorking Day, one by Jexry Ke og, and Ethel Dunbar',
: 'Tbe t‘ay of thr-* ‘rIorld.' . ’

f) iot.th Was mad.e irto a revolt.tionary ca.tee;ory.
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Now: uu-.:m, 561‘:13"05‘56‘7.‘ :i'i’.;“ ""“'" ""““"‘"‘h&’i al"_'i;h\ ﬂla-'i':
procf. of absorbing is projecting what philosophy is, the phi.‘i.oson Marx's
- Maxxism, the dislectlc of second nezativity, and that At is indispensalle.
.- for- xevolution—tn—pomanonce, which necossitotes organiza.tional respansibility,
‘and with 1%, oxganization, only then cai you. possihly ses wha.t leadsrship 18
< fox Ha.md.st-—iiumaniats (i.ee,. for News % Letters Gom_ittees) ‘No othe:
_organizaticnal experience could possibly have taught it. It is true.. ‘
“too discontinuity is incomplete without: 11nk:hxg it to continuii:ys :
ha.ve nor. ‘come out ol the -clsax Ylue sky. :
L Hhta‘ohnr Bolshevi 0% tho 1960%s
:,rour first organization—-anﬁ_ ehed. many a tear over the fact that Lenin zas
" that only $f the layer of Bulshevism. wasn'd so thin, relative to the Bussian
. population, that ho had to depend only on that thin layer (i.e.; the. pa.ﬂ:y)--
. the. point. riow is, -this body of ideas called. Harxist ..-Humanism as, 11; developed
-; from the 1950's and. 1~thab is pz0] jected in 1986-87...
“how 3t is necessary to irod wicharisd paths- i.“.*szg:.nizat*ﬂ“ ‘ng T fouridl: it

. necessaxy to do:in philosophy. I have long ago stopped shedding tears over.
Lendin's attitude that the only ones to depend upon were the thin layer of

. ..Bolshevike, Instead; the new “book will show that, though he did see in. the .-

7. Critfque of the Gotha Program the philosophy of zevolution, beginning with'.
( the nesd to smash the bourgois state, he stopped short of the pz 1nc:LRZ_I_.__ Marx
said. must not be 'abandoned in party 'build;!.ng

. A li'urely d.iscussion fo".lowed the el
presenta £16n. Ita corprehensiveness, higtoxically, philosophically, concretely,
organizationally, opetied new points of departure. All sgreod with the new.
a.lterna.tes PNV serl to the REB-HE.B '

Yours, Raya
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-~of *hen’ was.to send- tothe other a chapter. :Fngels wrote 27 pages and- Marx:3

Ra,ya w.,.ll make to. the Executive Session of the coming Convention on."Tho -+ .
Ph_losaphy of, ’*Iar'{ist-}{umanist Lea.d.ersh...p. This,repo*t will first bn givenm L
*n full at the Convention itself, - Here it 19 ‘shmmaiized wi brief notabdon: .
of 'the consensds of. discussion. ‘The. report hadma. parts @ The. ch (1986-8?)

" and the Need. 16 Return to Maxx's. D;,see:aef)\of a Nen Gontinant of . Thoug,ht and?’
of, Ravo" ution, 1843-#4  fEontrasted. to 1845 od by .
CL THe. Trzists Didnft (Gou_dn £2). Continue
Ma.rx's IfIat.rzism Ra.ther Than e Only its. Fnllowers. . ILw Why 1t,ia‘_a.3.so Heces,\:‘
.8ary. 0. Gontrast the 1986—87 Exe'-uti'ye Session to:.the 1985-86 Execu ,ivs Session;

the P‘*egent Concept 01 the' Book-to-be, Dial éctics of: Org_gnl.;atibn: Phi
the "Pa.rtv.” and Forms of !’Jré;b.nization Born Out of Spontaneit o

I. Raya sa. d. 'bna.t bece.use the ne';, tbe now, is the tnst of whethnr the ta.sks
assigned for 1986-87 are o'b,]ecﬂively as well as su'b,jﬂctively -not alone pol:lti—
cal conclusions, but the philosophic context of .the Amcerican Revolution toward,
rm.u.n Wa ' 'all aim, Dbut know nm; the date, I will actually concenirate 3 10’:. _
on the differance betwesn ths ‘Exgcutive Session last ysar and the. preaent yea.r.
not because ‘hha”‘p was anything wrong with-the presentation in 1685, but because '
the need is to plnpoint the new. That is what czlls for a conr'en'tration on the . . |
difference between the two ye 5
? iZ.But in concentrating on the difference between
1985-86 and - 1.986-87, it is nécessaxy first and foremost and always to have in--
wardized and.nracticed projecting the whole Body of Tdeas ~- and thls time. I
de not mean Tex st-Huma nist Axchives but Marx's Humanism, his Archives, which
did. no'b beceme known until a century afterwards. .In this, T wish.to concentrate
not so much on the 1880s as a trail to. the 1980s, but 1844 as containing the .
“whole, including the Ethnological Notebooks. Indeed; let me further stress . .
that the very. concept of Han/*v’oman rela.tionnhip became so visible in the- 19803,-_
because the phenomenon of Women's Liberation had 'become a movement.. It wasn't.
that in the year 184, ‘ -

. It is precisely that year, 1844, that has the g‘ound. for"f
seeing "The Uhy" orthodox Marxists wexe followers, not continuators of Marx's
Marxism =- i,e, not facing the new rea.lity of the 1880s through 1890s, the 12. -
years that Engels outlived larx, That: was when the world confronted monoz;oly e
capitalism, impexialisnm, statification -- what Maxx had called the “hot-house
fashion" in which the state helned capitalism to develop through.colonization...
T was Marx's analysis.of the Accunvlation oz‘;‘ pital that Luxemburxg’ atta.ck.d,
‘claining that was Maxrx's position btut adding )”S’ne had to wonder what ungels had
dorie’ with’ "Iar.oc s manuscriptes. £ Ve will retwmn to this. 13.»91':.)

For the '
- 1840s, 'bha firs '1cL.ne, line 45 18% , Bngeéls' colla hore.tion in-The Holx Fa.n‘.‘llx.

~Here'ls why I'- ashking you to take & sscond, third and’ fourth ook at the 1843

e _:-.5 ,

. 4 pericd, on the one hand; and 1845, on the other. :Engels met Maxrx in’ August

of 1844, He had written the wasay called "Outline of Critlque of Folitical -
Econcmy" which was published by Marx-Ruge in the Beutucne-Fra.nzosist Jahr~

= buchers” They. talked endlessly fur * 1g days, but Marx did not show B ‘Engels. T

.actusl” man bicripts, which he considered unfinished and which he sald he would -
Toturn to' some day. They decided that their meeting in 1844 was an historic =.-°
‘neppening that would draw & balance: sheet on the Left Hegelians for whith each =

-.-:nearly 3 whole new book. But Harx insigted that The Holv F'am:l_.l__!g should.

10()7&-.;? .'.




"o signed “Engels+Harx.” - :That was 1845, ~That ‘is what all:larxists'ev

. hawa: 'hnn-—'a hudanad  with ~-ithe: nr\nr\oﬁt +h__t, Enaaﬂg gnd Msﬂknm ‘H"“,E’: n‘g--h.. ,.

B - R W UG A AR L Tols US4 = ottt 2 —— .
A, ng: could bé' furt}’é‘r from tbe truth, as is cleax from a look at Marx's slngls-f E
.. -pager on Feuerbach, wi'bten that same year.. . Nothing mskes ths- diffsrence be=.
7 tween HMaTx and Engels cla.trer ‘than the edited vers:.on of ma:cx 8 m'ﬂ.g.te 'Pas?r
tha:h Engels appendsd tc his ,oun Feuerba h Ain 1888. A : L
SR Lo “The’one “wozd “18 _Dialectics, :
e Dizlasct ics yh.:.u" nd e:hnple MDEE1setic! “u-,_:.ez," " i.a. dlalectic as Hegel ek THi-
‘ c pressed it :Ln fils nystical 'Pom-without sver forgetting or'rmiaata.on, Tbut Haking
A clea:r “thaf “he ‘Absclute met its Golgothai - "The goal, which ig Absoluts Kuow= -
“lédge or Spirit Tndving -itself as Spivit, finds its pathwa.y L the’ rewl.lection b
of spiritaa.l -forms (Geisfer') as tus‘, “are dinc ohemsalws and a8 't‘,hey accomp.ni
the orga.nizahion of their" spiritual kingdom, Their “eonservation, looked at’ :t.:.-.u.:
the ‘slde 0f theit ﬁ:ee axistence epreariig- 4n-the form ‘of. contingency;" 15" _lﬁgtggz;
| looked ‘at fromththe side of ‘their “intell ectuallv comnrehanded orgax'izatiorl, it
1s thé Scienhcs ‘of the wa.ys in which Enowledge a.p‘pea.rs. ,Bo-‘*h ‘together, or Histnry _-
. (in*sflectually) comprehended ('begriffen), form at’ once the recollection and the
: 'Golgotha of A'bsolu te Spirit oo (Pnenomenolug:{ of M And, p. 808, “Baille edition)
= RS Dia.ler‘tie as” Ha.rx
. recrea.ted 1t - scc»nd negati*. ity .a@Lmu ‘the Feuerbacn.e.n MAtSYAAIIER; Fulily o
aware that the Hegelian d;!.a.lectic remzins source for all, but insisting that once
the comm-..nlst revolution a,'bol.tshes “the. class structure, only by thé new "'tra.us—-‘
cendence of this mediation, which is never heless*a necessary presuppoaition, -
" doeg’ tnere arise positi\re Huma.nism, ‘beginning from itself.” = | -
- i o IR Word; CHETX' S N
Jieritique f the ‘dialectic (whether it be 1844 or. 1867/ 1675-83) ‘ig the ﬁ-m
tha 1980s, when organization 'is spelled ouwt anew-for this ages, -ahd when™
\l the Self-Determination of the Tdea is gra.sped 59 the Self—-B:cinging Foth of
/ Liber*y in _new organiza.tiona.l fo:rma.
1o recedent I do have to go +o uncharted roa.dg,m the dia-
lectics of organization. I do know what 1% Will Hiot | be-—-‘I‘mthr's concept of: =
the party, any nore thanJenin's vanguardism (we will returd to this lateér)y”
© " Remembel that,/though Engels' clear statement to'the new ed.:!.tion‘in" '
the 1880" of the Communist Hanifesto asserted thai farx alone, in 1845
related o orally all that we “mow now (1898) call Historieal [ 1
Navx alone wis its sole author -- we have beén burdened with the conce_pt that
Engels and Marx were one, and were brought up as Engelsian Marxists, not as . .
liarx's Marxists, ' This seeied right to the German Social Democracy preciaulj
'beca.use Engels wa.s as’ mazply critical of Lassalle as was Marx and was falthful
to Marx for 50 long y2ars and had Maxx's Crlt:.que of the Gotha Program published.
This-does not change the historic truth that Engels was a post-Marx Marxist ,
an original as the pragmatlists insist, who do not see the ha.li‘-nay d.ialectic
that Engels :Lr-’croduced with hi<'"rigorous“materialistic version, . " The cl.‘l.\rersity
wa.s, indeéd, nét 'due only to the 12 years that Engels outlived Marx. The start,
the ‘determinism, the 'Feuerbachianiam, began in 1845, continudd throughotf his
1ife,” and was not Marx's Marxism, long before hig first work after IIaxx's death,
Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State. Tt begins with the way

Fngels. odited (comprehended) Marx's 1845 single-pager against-Feuerbach .

“that he aspended 1o his owm lengthy, very aifferent pamhlet, his » . ma»;ig ‘
Feuer'bach and the End_of Gema.n. _GClassical Philosoohy. N
ST The  WHY post-Marx Marxists didn't . (could.n"r., becone - con"inuato.cs of

Maxx's Mawxien, is that the coming ° stage 0f productlon that Marx pointed. to
with his concept of the centrslization and concentraticn of .capital to wheze -
1t wonld ‘be held in the hands of a single. ‘capitalist or capitalist: corpora.tion, _
wag not voncretized by any. in.the 1880's when gngels' publication of Voln .IL: ..
" cansed the:raging ¢isputes on. the Accrmulation of Cepital., To have been. able
bo conf"-ont tna ney stase rmau 11; appeared would have mea.nt 'the inwardizing




o .I‘fmw hnﬁ -..rn-i++nn for. v.-n T T e A A VR, LRCE FRU. BRK 3 SR -, N lla.\_n.n'l.-..a

¢\»‘ Mwidty\his whole 1ife.  Quite

w Yaxs’s body-of - -ideag: . ..
L L Thet new conc:menv of -r,nougm: ar'd revoiution th 5
in ',-_IBW’S dema.rmﬂa 'to%al an- u;preot:.ng of " ca.pitaliﬂm--‘ts-»
end’its rfulture--its :na'li iles and 211 16 aliehations——1n';
“itw dehuma.nized"wisience. It meant’ that’ all*hunan refl.ations, beginning oo,
 tha Ha.n/ﬁoman, centering on La.!m-, and - a'r, the uame -ti.me.evtending it 10" ctﬂ.tare
'_(yes ‘he used _'ype_wo*d class culture S

:"Whv' "o Mmist heginnin,, wii;h Frederick n.ngels, waro cominuators _
of Marx's Ma:cxibm 14'Tooted In Mark''s g-body of" "u.ea,s-, ts’ totalitv and- ’beinﬁ'-;
able to comprehend the new s,age #nd work out thet’ rigw i1 prodiiction in the”

: heartbreaking 1880'5-4.890’5 with the new stage of monopoly caﬁitalism ‘and
the begifnings: oft impérialisn which ¥arx -called colonialization,: which had
~been devoloped by him'filly in Vol. I.' Wa ha.d. be'bter first o*"‘ all get
strm.ghtened ou*t. 0*1 the factsy: ' : ’
_ B : L First of a:!.l, thg Acculeation oi‘ Ga.pital in
.'Vol I, 'i'which vaemburg dopa¥ted from but: Slatied it fms Engels' editing waeg’ ~ =
. actaa.lly worked out: in Vol. I,  To this day, the English edition of Voli I “that - .
.- Bngels edited is'not the edition as. Hari Jeft 1t Nok . only had Engels ™ o
. laft out parts’of the 1875 fundamental additiohis to. fetishisw of commodities; -
but ‘when it comes to:the center:of all disputes--Ar-cumulation of- Capital--nhat

ERy Do
..! AS a \ s

waran e J.“J.U UU'VJ.&' Sllis L WRTAL whatd HGLU Ull VAT

_ Prinitive - Act:urlmii.a.'l:..i.on". Engels decided to ¢reate a new Part Eight for tha.t
- section which’ should have been: invepara.ble from the Accumdation.of CapJal L
Now, when it comes- to Yol.II, that is not the waf “'Iarx conceived Vol. 1T »
to bei -‘He left haa left Vol, IT anct what we call " :Vol. IIT g,_g__y_g_fg_.__I_J.. T

PRCR

- What 'we now know agiheqries of G s Value, was called byl Histz:;%f

'Iheory, a.nd was to’ Le TV Has wri'!:.ten i‘irst 1;{’,;:}{ s,

. L/W ‘)We ca.nnot heé go into
detail on that oX tho 188075 and 18 0's-—-and. we all know very well how the'”
study of the Russian econony as state-capitalist rooted itself in Accumulation
of Capital, Vols.-I through- IV. e point here is, “that-all the deba,tas ‘on
Accumulation-of Capital Vol. ere naturally stopved once Wordd War I bioke
out. That was no debate; the st of lMarxists was to tramsform the pnrialist
war into civil w2y, and’ that p cduczd the ‘Russian and German revolu’cims. ,

‘As we zaw, Marx's Archivel were not Just a. question of the pa.rts "of the
Archives that were unkrown, tig to say; that nelther Enge]s nor Eleano.. :
Mar% had read, ths whols. . YGu t wasn't because something wasn't known, as
the 1844 Manusciipts weren't. Farx no sooner broke with capitalism in 1843

_ than- he dlscovered a whole néw continent of thought and of revolution, % !
ne{’ limited to the ne ssity of overthrowing capitalism, ~The grea ess
of thn Ethnological Nouequ;ts was not (I'repeat, not) "new" in the sense ° H“\
in which wa read it now, fiarx starting scitethdng entirely  different from W -J{’-&T f
contrary. ‘The greatness of the EN is that all

g out about what we now W ﬁt}gﬁ {Jaﬁf ﬁ “ ffté‘f{-

‘of - the new Marx was fin
confirmed what he had 'id about pre-capitalismy

greatost work; Capital), wo well as in ths Gnmurlsse, as well as the 18“0'

and 1880's. As eaxiy[as 1343, 'in the essay on the Jawish- Question (actually
on religlon in genersl) he nade it crystal clear that he wasn't talking just -
a‘oout . elvik xlghis. To bproot capitalism, said Marx, it was necessary . -
to abolish exploita ionsang: 1td culture, apisthe only way to do'that is through J
"+he. revolution in pprmanence” .. Ihis wa was his concept, his actlon, hig vision - . - -
througnall his 1ife/. o . S
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SIS In concr:euzmg that for oup: agn-r aa the: na.zmsz-numamst*memuves ey

: uhown, 1t yas:necessaxy-at 21l times 1o: bégin with, the.ne.t in the’ decade ‘ap R
. to ‘see; that:that neygpes....,j:tg_ di..-,cor-jsinuity: witp_tmalgzl_that‘ came. before: 133 TR
“not a break with a continuity, with farx!s Humanisn.  ¥e did not: consider. 'h'hﬂu-. o
. Torn. of, orgeniza tion. tha, would. take when the first worker!s state ‘was fransw
fomed ?mto the, ﬁtatenca.pita.list society we, know. 1t ... to be; wha.t 1oomed large
on the horizon was the giant figure of wotgq who fouvm' Staid - The. :acr.-
that the expulsion from the (IB qignified orily an opposition tendency, not &
new mof orga,"li‘.ation, beca.ma °speciallf trocublesome -once: Hitlexr reached

owel, Tt 1s for. this. reason that I'm pa.using on ‘the years ...934- _78 before.
'i; to the (.oncn:'ete for us 1986-87"-

( _’che tactimseemed ribht as. the
- Hilita.nt ﬁa.s 1ssued thres. times & yeek.g- Its: headline shouted, thustria is-
Next!' Yet the ‘tenslons within: t¥e orz izatl Lon only Jnc:.ea.seo.. It would ne
1938 before a new Fouxrth Inte:mationa.l wa.s~eakledrfor. I-fhy. - vTe.sn"“ i.t a .
_ fact ‘that we still did.not, talk of ‘the. class. na.ture of the eYiath}g society,
butcalled it still a -workex’ s.state, which the International must.defends -~ | ]
(Rayz here developed the questions of appeazance/essence, . Unlversal/Particular, | ..
. a5 well as: such guaiifying phrases; as “in no.way'y as if a"workex's state’;.
)@Menemte" can in no way be other than a worker's state, 'nureaucra.tized..
¥_This wag tbm..igitien roint to. considering those “..W S TermaTaE

™ J
J...a..u& WAl °uvxnmn-v Wy A2 a..vc M:A-‘-‘-t_

| fgrepce bet tween Persnec'l:::.vea of 1985—80 and 1986-87)

IIhereas the 1985-80

3% than the conclusion is 'cné key-~the Absclute iiethod is a. na.tnmy
_ e Absoln e Tdea which cannot be substituted for by anything.. The whole :
truth is that the key to the Absolute Nethod, which remains the. final. pa.thwa,,r

" to that Idea., is that the dialectic of both ig a single dialectic of both the
'objective and subjective situa.tion. It 1s that alone which permlts you to
propose steps for the specific year, in 'I:his cage 1987, to pinpoint what is.

~nesded as tasks for that year, Otherwise you could start 198 86-87 as if it .
wa.,n"b & question of- pinpointing the new; that. it was necessary to start a.'ll

agaln from- your Pa::tim&ar, as if that wa.w both ‘origin and presenu o
‘ urﬂency. o - =

ke the ofie r_g;‘g;gnca.a,t]t e Decutive Session 1985-86 to what I
6-Dia}eetIc of the Party 182V 5 of . %
- o 'L-'“appeax: as if it is the 198? answer to, .
~ ;.-03. Believe mé,. I am not writing a new Hhat is To Be Done and taking .
“that ground to answexr the "opposite" to the elitist party. 1In a. flmdamantal 3
way the one who-did the best rejection to 90?-03--ard. that for 12 long years--
is Lenin._ Uhy he didn't listen to his own critique, especially when 1905. -
" ghowed so new a form of organiza.tion from spontaneity to Soviets, that it.
changed his very principlenas +o who brings socialisn to whom, the intellactuals
or the proletaxiat. enin didn’t gene"a.lize his whole 12 vear critique . -
but ;urned back to ikat to b2 Done, let it be xeprinted, All "Leninists”,
1 Including T-rotsky,/{l*en declawed that 190‘3 form a Universal. This is what we-

have rejected and(thls concept of the eli‘ist party will be tota:lly uprooted
in the. new. book on the Dialectic of Orr'anization.




e iiI. '!_‘ Q;gmu. tio ;',' be it of ﬁhoubht or of va::ious formi B‘F‘ o

: ,;..-,_"ommitteas, League, Horkingmen's Internatioral Acsociation—--—be it in Mexx's:
- time or in ours, what larx called "principles”,.i.e., philosophy of 1‘“"01‘-‘?“’?5
.. abandoned when one: unites with another for a.ction. In extending,. ela‘b:)ra.ting :
- hds vision of tua new socisty the day after the conquest .of workers power,

-etressing - that only vhen the divisions betwsen country and city, between
 manusl and menmbal, lebor will vanish, that. is to say woirk will be an antiely: .

-~ -concrotived through the 1980'5.111 the 19“"‘% "s reoached not Just a new ‘s‘tuge
"'trodding the pathz no one had tried before,. the last. thves syllogisms in th_e S
- urgent by the actidT new mssions and new forces £rom below. that, we saw it .| ’. S

- in our'ags and which ‘produced globally ¥arxist-Humanisn,, whether. it was Ea.s* ,, o

- Burope ox Ai‘rica,, Asla or Latin Armerica, :In a word,-P&R, . One thing it didn't . -

- s go° IU.U.Y on révolution that the ambivalence part was left undeveloped,. That -
- only politinal, a-politics we rejected, but it had no philosophic xoot; Lenln:

- simply couldn't get to the question of party at.ail in his State -& Revoluc.iu.u L
That certainly wasn't true of Harx in the. Critique of, the Gotha Program when '

. ’che.t the indispensa.ble ground for a unified My 'buildjng.

'unig_ueness of thq}la.ck‘ﬂimensrb . voted CD to be co-editor with Joh.nny_

- of Hegel 's Science of ¢ and my 1933 Letlers on the Absolute Igea,

SRS o I ((O,,

rgana.zation-

o o Ay s

when -he wrote his Critiqus of the Getha Program and said -that ‘that ‘cannot be:

this question of “principle" Harx for the f£irst time ventured.to concretisze

2 TN T s g}

new’ activity, 0% the duality of labor in capitalism but tha.t unrty of menta..i.
a.nd manue.l which is the prime necessitj of life., . - .-

‘o Now then, what is new !«rith 1986
as asainst 1985? 1985 after all summed up the body of ideas especially as. - v

of Marxist-Humanist development; tvt" what  finally was xesulting from -

whole of the Encyclopedis of -Philogophic. Sciences that.were being made so

do is that. the | 'philosophic ambivalence of Lenin prc:,-scteo. there (in BfR) -

is to say, in rejecting the vanguard party to-lead, we acted as if it was all "

he: spoke against wiifying two parties.for action (inthis case, Lassalleans and S
Eisenachiats); that was for Marx no reason for not concrstizing and meking " R

, . - Unatever wil1 be .7
tha answer", A.ee, the "concluqion" of Dialectics of Organization, we .. ~

cannot now khow. It is high tinme, hoyever, to: dwell on the many "firc:ts"

Wa Pﬁ"'-“"'ﬂ"‘:h"“" with 'H‘“‘_ b""Cak frc-m Ju}‘u.busumu :uu-r. tha estad .beu'ﬁCi‘iu of New
& Letiers Cammi'tteesa Co

wr

a) At the vex:y flrst convention we estanlished. the

Zupan; he had ot cen anything ‘out a.columist in Correspondence. , . ' e
'b) The first publication, was the = > mimecgraphed :
pamphlet wh..ch contained the fi:rsﬁ English translations of Lenin's Abstract

ihat firgt convention assigned ‘me to finish what had
been narxism & Stata-ca.pita.lism d what became Marxism & Freedom, Crucisl
to that transformation of H&se into J&F was the singling .out.of the new in -
- the American character represented by Anolitionium, both as:past and as ongoi_ng,
in the new; pages for freedom being written in.East Eu.ope, ontgome:x:y A]a.bama, ;
and the two-way road between Africa and the U.S. .

“d) For the first time ever we adcpted a Constitution with
1ts decentralized commit‘l:eas for. Fews & Lettexs both as paper and as Co
nrgmimtion. . e) ‘Again for’ 'oha first time ever, women as proletarians - =
had been so. érucial in our development *-ha.t we had no less than three columng---

A“"""“,m‘.'-‘..""”m"‘ ,"T“"e. ...'!""'_"‘.g “"}', uho x4 Jv.u.y nuw. and muhel ‘Dunbax's . ' SR -

'The Hay of the: World',
f) Youth wag. made .’m'r.o a revoluttcna.zy category.




smyhs dialsctic of second’ ne&uu":my and"
T e 14 '&ia -m'r‘mnngnce. vhich necoagasitoten

it N L

. and with:is; oxganization, only fhen can you pos s..'bl;’ eee what ‘Legdershi
- for Haxist-Huranists (1,e., fox New News & Lebtors . Gomnitteea) No. ethar
... Organizational. ‘exparience could possibly have tavght it
oo disconﬁinui'by 48’ inconplete without ‘i.inl-dng a
h nms ccm@ Dlm oz the c.:.ea... bl\z.a _Ia:y :
¥hiath
your first organiza.tion—-andl shed many a tear over tha Yact 'tha.t enir saw
- that only if the }.a.y_g&of Bolchevign. wasn't so0 thin, ralative to the Russian
popwlation, that he-had to depend only on that thin layer (i.9., the party)--
the point sow:is, this body of ideas called Marxist-Humanism as it daveloped -
from the 1950's and what isprojected 4in 1986-87. The new book will rake it clear

7 How it s necessary o trod wcharted paths in organization, s I found it

‘necessary to-do in phiiosophy. I have long ogo stopped shedding tears over .
Lenin's attitude that the only ones to depend upon wexs ths thin layer of
- Bolsheviks. Instead, the new book will show that, though he did see in thsa
- Critique of the Gotha Program the rhiloesophy of. *evolution. beginning with: .
"the necd %o cmash the ‘bourgois state, he stopped short of the Mcipla Ha...‘*x
- sald must not 'be a.ba.ndoned 1n party bu‘.‘:l.ding. ‘ e
e & 1lvely discussion - Gllc'.-‘ad ma_'
'i;presentation. Its cer‘pxehensiveness, his torically philesophically, mncretely,
. organizationally, opened new pcints of departure. All agreed with the netr
a.ltema.tes proposed’ to the RRB-NEB, Yours, ...

g




