bool\ I am working on now, on the dlalecticu of o..gani..ation. i‘ o

shculd exp].ain ‘the - pbrase about "not interestnd" in the book Not
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onlv is tha.. not true, bhut no- dnnbr 1 v

' o ahout the book for the Convent:.on. Whnt I meant to convey instead

and wrongly uaed the word "not interested" was this'
-1) the book will not ocntain thﬂ answnr, i, e., any kind: of
'blueprint or. any kind of fina11ty of what type of organization ia

‘needed That cannot possibly be kncwn nntil it appears.'_._

2) 2nd1y and mainly, we hawe the body of ideas. The. trilogy

oF reuolut:.on 1sn t just & phrase, Rather, the phrase CAma ouf
__when we wrote RLWLKH, because by then it was i clear that Wne er -
we aalled it MEF, and we structure it on the movement from practice, -

the revolutions that gave birth to the modern age—- induatrial

philosmhiu., uo" itical--‘ and which then prucenaed to conc"etely e
: not ‘ : '
analyze/"a" modern world, bhut the specificlty_ of our poat-WWII

_era-- state-capitali'sm and its absolute opposite, the new pagsiong

. and new for.ces t:hat were seen arieing-- and that proved its own

.existencé with such new forces in productinn (authomatmn) in

politica (the lst revolta againgt Communist totalitariansim), and

- in the emergence of the revolutionary Black Dimensiaon in the US

L as well as in Africa.

'. OR whether dn P&R ve then went on zim to trace the movementa 8

Hcgel ' H-arx, Lanin-—-— the appearance of a:.ternatives




Exonx end alternatives, but with ell poat-Marx Marxism . the unl-
fying thread of ell 3 worko was 1ndeed a concept es welr as &
practice of the Dialectice of Revolt

In that context, “no interest" in the book on o; aniaation
B

meent that the

lst monent as well an 1te development philosophlcally

of our unique orlginel contribution to Marx Humaniam, vas indeeo

Marxiat~Humaniem. khﬁ And everything that will follow this develop-

ment could not move witbout thet foundation. Ih1s beceme gleringly

clear to me when' suddenly the question was “1ust" eaaaya over a

v

35-yeer period on a single subject. And thet single subject, WL,
wss one that was not particula 1y the dominant one in thoae three*
decadee. Tt is fhie which mude it imperative for me to show that

somehow there waz a responsibility fo:the Idea, before it‘actually
gained that mmm name of Marxist-Humanism, And that responsibiiity

BnFEYm meant organizetional'responoibility for ideas.

And in-order
tc see that the nomenclature cf dial ectics of revolution has to

be made 80 integral to that single topic, that readers should feel

‘that it is wx an extension of the trilogy of revolution

-- the"

dtelectics of revolution. ' ”his in turn brought ebout a feeling

thet oomething was missing in the wey we are p*o1ect ng Marxist-
Humanism, resulting in a dissetisfaction with the rejection of

the new editicns of - these pamphlets es if they were mere updates.

Finally, the fact that the varioua assignmento on organizaional

;form t:n;kx b-oeght back a plethora of studion
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missing. Even though Lenin had broken through on Notions in ao

far as seeing that there W&g no separatinn between idealiam aud

*materialiam.

Pecutiarly enough, the new eritique of Lenin as hzﬁﬁihéviﬂg'

rema1ned only on the threshold of Absolute Idea“ didn t, did not,

 resu1t-from any direct"searching"for a critique of Lenin, but a8

We were struggling with Marx's Math Mas.. and ocur 1z

h .y E2nd our

tion of.our too- fnur TUR: ino to vive the arswer for our uge, whicﬁ
made us skip Hegel 8 eritique of math in "°ynthet1c Cogntlon" &t
its highest point', the “Theorem", This Hegel judged--~ and in this
both M;fx and Lenin agreed with him-- that it made math completaly
unsuited for the tasks of philosophy. In tﬁose éages from the Idéa'
of Cégniticn, where exactlﬁ Hegel, Marx, Lenin, reached ét their

highest stage, suddenly made us face the truth, that that sentence

(Cogntion creates) was never concretizad, and because Lenin waent

off to practicen It never fails,zim¥ because of mmr course revol-

uticnaries want to prectice revolution, and do not realize that

philosophy 1s action or itx is nothing, And it is nothing if you

fail to unite the 2.




