:iON ORGANIZATION. especiaily what Eugene (12/86) resentad v
:in a summation of 5 books, mainlv on the 18% T nte r'”fignaltﬂgf

gt the §21u2 COQgresﬁ i.e. the Mlnutes of the Hague, aa

well as various dﬁmatidxs of the same period like Padover

and Jacques Frqﬁond ‘plus the 1966 Peking edition of the

Paris Ccmmuﬂe, whioh contained both the 1st draft as well

as the pamphlat we all Knows

Mafi‘s “Reppft of the General Council to theIStﬁ,
Annual Cangress"{(Tﬁe Hague Congreés) begins as follows:
- "Since ouf 1astLCOnéress a$ Basel, two great wars have
‘changed the féce'of Europe: the Franco-German ﬁﬁr and the
Civil ”a; in FTénce.:?B th of these wars were preceded,
accompanled and followed by g8 third war -- the war against

the Internatlonal Working Men's Association.” (Paaovnr

‘p. 71: Hague Congress, p. 211)

The, truly exciting part is that when you see it as -
a totality --"it" being both t ie PC and the precise motioﬁs”'
after its fallure on WL and on "membArshkip", especially a§
it dealt with international matters like Wendell Phillips
‘301n1ng, you first begin to sense no%t only that he had.the
‘unusual nositi on of women having their own locezls, or the
communai(form dispiacing the state machinery, and the'mAQing'
away Trom trade unions and into "lower and”deeper",.sections
of the masses and the peasairy, that we already have in
18?1. what would become the EN. Thus, take the Minutes
-of the General Counc1l of May 2, 1871. which reports XaS¥E

Dmitrieva s ‘works
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"The Russian §8 1ady had written ‘that she was
carrying on an active propaganda -among. the fair
.sex, 'tha’c she was holding crowded meetmgs every mght._ '

{(rd*s emphasis) _ :
and that an amazon corps/was to be rjised. Some 5,000

had enlisted already. Her health was 80 precarious 'l‘ha#
she did not believe she would survive the struggle "

{(Minutes lB?Oﬂ-'?l. p. 184),

Along with thls eport by Marx about the Paris _
Commune, he remarks that"the misfortune was that the
trade unions and 1abor'orgahizations held aloof ‘froml the
nterna'iona.t until they were in trouble and then only did
they come for assistance." < Auﬁ 5_) 2 AfsinGd (75 "“’: )'\f"‘(j\
iacmavvtﬁf,)

Or take i Srence cf the 1lst International

Sept 17,t0 23, 18?1 (especially as the conference is

recorded in French in the book edited by Jacques Freymond,

a section of which I have here, The 5gh of the 17

reso'lutidns passed' readé: *The gonference recommends

the i‘ormation of_female branches among the working class,..®

After noting that it was Marx who made the motion, the *emeasZ4g
%Max stregged the nesd for i‘oundinr-' :

women’s sections in countries w‘xose indus‘br es engage many
Uy XBp p YIVORE-BRP N AR
Women ., . #Citizen Marx adds that it must be noted tha'{;

the motion s‘cate§ 'without equus...on of mixed T

He believes it%@:essary to crea-“te:exclusively women'* s
_ ,sébtions..,@ime they_prefer to meet by themselves to
‘.hold discusaions. The \éomen.' he says, play an imﬁdrtimt

ro'le in life; ?ﬁla" work in the facto uhey take part

- in strikes.‘)in the @mmune- and s0 forth. os They have
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[more ‘ardor (passion) than the men, He adds a few words

recall ing the _&SS~0?EEE partieipation o omen in the

;Paris_commune." (This ig recorded by~Freymond pp. 167~168'}jw“

The 8+th resclution is on agricultural producers on. which

he wanis to concentrate so that we have the adhesiOﬁ of

agricultural producers to the movement of the industrial
‘Proletariat, Meanwhile "to pr0pagate the principleg af

the }ﬁ¢ernationa and to found rural. branches. (Padover.
. bp. 6306# )

There ia a great deal of new forms of actlvitv. hew
forces of revolution. after the Paris Commune. Marx 63113
special attention to the U.S. end reads a letter from the |
: New Orleans @& Inte"natlona1 Repuol*can%%héﬁ;’; notes he has
¥ ne othing against :forming a Federal @onmz.ttee to represent |
the French ang German sectlons, hut they must not presume

4 vo- 7/)%44um424)
to represent the Yankee element. (11/8/1 70%ﬁ He is

es%ﬁbially happy to.report on Aug. 15, 18?1 + "Citizen
Marx reported that he had received news from New York.,. Ehe
mest important item of new thought was that Wendell .Phillips,

the great anti-glavery leader, had joined the ranks of the

~

Inﬁernafionalf This is recorded in fhe Minutes, p. 258-

\Fto. 4R Sept, 2, 1871. Tepori.of.Aug. 29, 1871 Council meeting s states: y B
‘aﬁgﬁaangahswx“ratter from America stated 1 tha need forsdraw*ng

1870-71 . ' 2
Negro workers into the Internatisnal,” ftn. tc the/ﬂinmtes.

P. 531,




"'Ci"cize Marx read & leu‘ter fr-orﬁ the Central
committae of the Assoc iation for the U.o. ‘Some of 't‘x"ue :
minsrs in Pennsylvania were stiil on strike. but those
in work were dividing their wages with those out, 'I’he

painters and plasterers had organized themselves upon

v

+ the model of the Crisping -- as the shoémakers call them-

selves. The Typgraphical Union had just held a cnngress a.'t
Baltimere, and a great stmke of coloured labourers had
av iington which was defeated by the stepﬁing_"

{General Counei 1 Hynutes of




The truth'is that T started the whole businéﬁs7oﬁ7f.
Organizatlon in 1980 when I got very furious that the .
Iranians had published in Farsi » A8 if that were the 1ast
word on tha q%%tlon on party, a bock by John Molyneauz. x”

single-cpac
Marxism and the Party, and I héd written

Raha on Sept. 4, 1980, which begins with: "Nothing reveals'
: more sharply how dEep into the mire a Marxist can land when
in considerin-ﬁ}
he disregards the philosophy of Marx &8
iation, as when that separation of philosophy and organi-‘
zation bccurs cn the thecry of permanent rew-rolutiona It

See
-

ig nere, PP, 0~22A\

I then go into tﬁe superficiality of his three pages
on the famous 1850 Address, the,misreadihg of the Comﬁuﬁiét
ﬂégiggggp. as if that was a question of what he called("thé
main scheme" and énds with the outright slander that ths.
1848 revolutions had %o départ from that 5scheme;“ when
in fact it is that revolutiog,and-the'cm, snd the defeat, ’
which produced. the 1850 Address., Molyneaux, on the cqntrary.
talks as if the independent politiéal organiza%ion predominates

gvar the theary,

Frqm then oqgthe downslide on the whole qgestion
of"t ghuuﬁlng ths organization"g tS'ssparafed-even from
politics and we jump o 1902, so that his "disco?ery“ that
there 1s such a great“similarity between Marx's coﬁcept.of

the party...and Lenin’s 50 or more years later derives in

‘large part from the parallels of their situationg® {p. 22)

:g“?Thérefisznp~ré;erence to the 1907 Conferehce an¢_a11 the




tendenca? that falled to discuss the 1905 Hevoluticn.aw
The whole perlod of 1850 6@ whlch'ﬂmb produced that
Grundrisse, the CPE, the M 1863 draft of Capital, not
Jta mention all the articles against colonialism ané%?ﬁ%
Civil War in the U.S, , which led‘Marx.to reorganize'the
structure of Capital and & moved to the creation of the
First I"ternational. are called by the expert ﬂolyneaux
"The Years of Retreszt.” ~Not so 1nc1denually. not only
arx's
does - res¢1on "party in the amlnent historical
sense" disappear in Molyneau#'s 1nterpretation of Marx on
Organlzation, but the ac+ivity that Eﬁi went into Marx's
organlzatlon in London, in May 1861, to protest the
arrest of August Blanqui by the French police. Marx
- wrote to Blanqui; " No one could be more interested than

- held.
1 in the fate of a man who I always hﬂ%ﬁ“ﬁg be the head

and the heart of the proletarian party in France."

I wrote: "In ""H*d ng out the totality of his mis-
concgptiqn of Marx, Molyasapx becomes arrogant enough
to tell Marx all about the essential starting point for a

ec“y of the revolutionary party is rooted in what we cqlled

earlier the "optimlstic evolutionism® of hlq {(Marx’ s) view of

the growth of working-class political consciousness...%...
" ".4.1% is also necessary to understand that in the shhere

| 6f his theoiy of the party, the legacy of Marx's work,
”whatever its vositive achievements, was something that had 1n
_ t1me to be overcome by the marxist movement if capitalism

was to be overthrowm, ! (p. 35)"

.109;0{;;
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-finiﬁe of 1980, not necessarily what has hapﬁened in"regéfd _
to the person addressed, but what has hapyi'ened to it“i_n ?thé
1980s and what became my preoccupation precisely becguse"

I foared that the magnificent Ch, 11, "The Philosophyer of

Permanent Revolution Creates New Ground for Organi.'zatioa_.'_'_ J
which inhabited a totally different world than Molyndaux,

would be considered the answer. That is, that, too, was

only around for anawer -- corredt philosophic ground but

none can write a blueprint, The burning guestion remains .

as 1

pﬁt it to Rayha re: M_olyfxeaux : “he never even poses,

much less tries to answer, the crucial guestion: does a

Marxist group have a historic right to exist?”




Of the 12 serlous works on the Spanish Revolution.
tﬁa Mike briefly summarized for our special interest anﬂh
reporied exten51vely in his 2/12/87 letters, the lst and
mogt 1mportant is The Spanish Revolutlon: the Left and tne

Struggle for power during the Ciwvil War, by Burnet+

B £ el Hil oNC: Univ, of N,C. Press, 19?9)

The 79 editlon is the most complete #8R in breadth of

But the ground seems to be what he orlglnally
wrote in 61 under the tltle The Grand Camouflaqe. By this
iG, howe ver, he had spent 40 years of research work,
tudying ¥ 100 thousand newﬂpapers “and periocdicals,
3000 books and pagphlets, and 120 thousand microfilms,
Evidently Marf Sharron is one of the people he thanks for
' reading the mss, The great part is that he proves that
the mass movement started before Franco's challenge of
July 16, 1936. He therefore begins what he calls
“Gurbing the Révolution“ quite early. So that‘the real
historic period of the‘boék'runs from the\lst ﬁonths‘of
1936 through "Communist Triumph®, June 1937, and everything
after that is dealt with as an Epilogue. In other words,

dated Juns 37 and not Franco's victery in March 1939.

In _ '
kj;ﬁ@ﬂﬁ Bolloten's booik of 645 pages you see it as z

revolution of workers and peasants in 19356 and then you

see 1ts destruction by the CP with emphasis on the fact
that the path was paved by the anarchists and the POUM,
who helped set the ground for the destruction,




Chapter 1, "The ‘Brewing Uph_eava;" is 'hha'h the salf..
activity of the peasantryy ’nefdr'e 'the“du‘&‘rireak_ - ig :da‘i'fe:-i--:\-r:.-;' .
to théﬁgricultural erisis February 1936, i.e. inunéq_iately o
.following the victory of the Popular Front and‘ the nonwenizjﬂced
agragian reform law, | The SR- sponsored National Federation - -
of Land Workers (FNTT) had gotten‘away' from the control .
of the SP and by Masch 36, land seizures began, first near
Madrid ard then in Toledo. On 3/25/36."8(_) thousand peasantas
in the provinces of PEX CaCcere%dajoz occupied the‘ |

- . - . -1 T . et o T .
iand and began To cultivate 1t The Insti tike of Agrarian
Reform legalized the seizure, (Obviousiy, the best source,

always quoted by everybody on peasahtry in SpainAis the one

L

by Malefskis, Agrarian Reform and Peasant Revolution in Spain ,)
Chapter 2, "The Reirolutionf'. The collspse of
bourgeois power begins on July 16 and the 0ld army ceased 1o
exist, This differs from all reports by libersls.
Chapter 4, "Revelutie in the Countryside”, p. 67&811-5 '
ig substantial on the nature of peasén‘t participation: “Bétweeri
one half and two thirds of all cultivated land in Républican

-

Spain was seized {(p. 67 1.

Mike notes: "This lack of peasants'-own volces is
pervasive in the ‘literature, whether the author is academic-
wiiberal. Stalinist, Trotskyist, or Anarchist, What we get
(at 16351; in English) are descriptions by'Spanishwpoliticalx_.

" leaders, or accounts by outside vigitors. & lot of ques‘cions
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are left, Thus, Augtin Souchy (anarchist deseriﬁeg
‘one collective and tells us that “Every male-worker réceives,'
BERSY a2 pesets a day; women and girla'redeive 75 Céﬁtimes;
and children under 10, 50 centimes., What does this say
about man/woman relations in the collective? What did

women think about i$? We don't hear them at all."

That is really the whole contradlctlon that I face
in a nutshell all the works that I read or the works read
by colleagues working on this for me, not to mention the
discussions I had through the yéars of the whole 1/2
century, it really was never workers speaﬁﬁng for them-
selves. At most you would hear one para, sometlmes JUSuV
one phrase that some reporter, an 1ntellectua1. renoruedas

what a worker said And how he introduced it and what he

concluded from it, So that all my emphasis on workers /

speaking for themselves is really the acts they did rather
than the thoughts they had., However, I will ¥8%# here

sﬁmmarize also the Trotskyist work, The Revolutiocn and

the Civil War in Spain, by Pierre Broue and Emile Temime

(MIT Press, 1970). Otherwise, the Hungarian seems closer
o

to what I was looking for, but both Pannekoek s the 1920

Workers Councils in Russia and Germany, not %o mention

the Johmny-~come latelys, like Mattick, are just a bunch of

rnetoric.
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Sroue does talk about &S forms of organization
iand generally puts it in tﬁe framework of dual government.;;:ﬁh'y
which is, of course, the Ru551an.Revnlut+on of both |
Lenin and Trotsky, where you had both a Kerensky and the
Bolsheviks.' Broue's 2% view of the Spanish peasantry
is more cruci al than glven credlt for by Trotskye

ﬂJﬁh enph331s on the fact that in 31 +here were 2 million
- agricultural workers with:no land at all, while 50
thousand landowners held title to 50% of the: r1b1$ land
while 1.5 million additional peasants held less than 2.5

acres.

Chapter 2 on the Labor Movemént is an overview of
tendencies in the Spanish Rgvolution with stress on the
'anarchists and some attention paid to POUM, Then, however,
ne Gbntinuss with his Trotskyist position of the backwardness
of the peasants, I think it's interesting %o see that
the discussion of the POUM begins with Nin and Andradne's
break with LT in 3% bLecause they could not understand the
French Turn, poviﬁg jinstead to merge with an ex-CPer,

Maurin,to form the POUM, which had 3000 members at the

Mike says: "PR has a good descfiptidn of the huge
spontaneous uprising 5y Barcelona werkers in July 1936, when
they crushed Franco®s coup in their city. He offers a real
f%eling of the self-organization of ﬁhe workers, the revo;ﬁ

of the soldiers against the officers, (pp. 11--113) But

10915




owhere in thls does any rank and flle partinlpant get
to tell his or her cwn story. That lack is repeated

throughout the book,®

Chapter 5, "Dual Power in Republican Spain" @M Ehe

fact that certain people opposed to Communism B and Trotsky—
1sm. for that matté%ZfIiﬁé the famous Borkenau, wrote.
"Barcelona was the bastion of Soviet Spain -- in the

origlnal sense of the word. the Spain of Concils and

LY

Workers!' Commltteesg Zdoes not make it a dual government. .

On p. 124, Broue writes: "In Republican Spaoin there mere

ne 1onger pracgically any forces for the preservation of -

law and order ... Evérywhere, beginning on the 18th or

19th, there was a general strike, which lasted for at

least o week; the workers were out in the streets from

morning tc night, weapons in hand," (p. 124)

(Do pay attention to the end of page 3 and page &.)

Evidently in Catalonia there did- exist committees

that excercised such power and the most original regional

‘agon. owudy pp.
136. Broue summarizegjln Chapter 6. the agsessment

the period July to November 1936.




