
ORG./PHIL.~~ _ ....... 
~ .... d:_:)lltux Change in -title bec"-uce of I>!i.~mllt ven of 
-c:.~ .. ~~; REVOLUTION, as wi 11 be se<?n lin momen-t e 
f.~ Ro.:sana Rossanda as giving thit pr.eoccu ation 

~[V ~ ;f.~~: ~E\~~(~"t:flr~:n~e:: :;g, 

!/Facts vs. Tiieory;:,lar.·'" new Uni~:oal: • rcakuY of/Theory 
MARX AS ORGANIZIB. (])/~.X 02.·. ~ 

1\ _ n.~·' FACTS: 1)18111-B-50 PeoplesPape: 
:./ '\~'='-V"'\ 2lEven in Br Museum: look at 1855 / . 
~v, p-rt tl.e ether ®J:l.Q-(' despite Graatne,;s of Gr•m37iss" •Prefe:S9 of CPE 

the greatncs:; out of that pcrio:l was x~ti:xt.xxxxxx inadequacies 

of th.whe~masces arc not i~ tion. ~J 
} \'•vJj;~(fJ)l860s--'* JOHN BROW!~ & WORLD 

~ ~~ G !/\'\)..fi\'V I . 'B)P~~t~ .. ~n eminent his, 
· 864-~867 c )GP:Pr.!'tS BIGGEST BLOW TO 

BOURGEOISIE & THERENWi~ IRST I , ~ . 
'====:4"!11871 WHY ~ STOP THERE instead 

()p'\1'\~ 1875 Cr,of Gothat Program &1875 as FE saw ttvi_F;Yli391a*R!:SR1l!sY':a_r :f, 
~ why we start CHALLENGE TO POST~ARX MARXISTS with FE, ~ ' 

**** *** (~ . 
Oont•""" ~rilogy of Rov. + O>mllon"~~to ~d~~ , .. /)1; i. 

Alternatives to Marx's 1/.arxi.sm )..!r '"J?" . 
ifit\'<"' Pp • J, t, 

Lat pacade & lst ' ~thkint ~r Soc,Re~iew: o
1
r Hi~tory WWAkNshTop_ · .·: .'._._•· .. ·•-.·~'-·_-_-.· 

WLS o ~ragment .t.arx s ~arxLsm + f 
-No[RESPONSIBILITY R ANY ORG.THAT WOULD RESULTP~:~~~g~rN·----- L ;· 

***'' ... __...- ·-. **********************'*******************' . ~; ·~ . 

+ ~ attached 

GROUND FOR ORGANIZATION INSTEAD OF ANY ELITISM. 

imitating Mao, is now interpreting his 1948 Notes on 
~~:!.~A:a!~s if it gave all to spontaneity like Mao & ~IKE MAO, 

ALL D_EPENDENDED ON "THE CORRECT THOUGHT" OF THE LEADER, 
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ourselves. The year 1891 vs. 1875. {)r. very 

great part of the oppoai tion to us will come in the 

of a defense of FE; it may even be within our ,own organi

zation, and, while we must definitely stress that FE didn't 

betray, that FE was most faithful anrl above all, did some 

tine; Yoluines 

II and III.· 

~everth very treacherous year, both 

~ it ~oncerns when he finally got them to publish the Cri tigue 

' of the Gothaf.Prograrnme, as well as when he published the 

4th. edition of his own Origin, And I believe it's the 

very same year, or surely the period, when he began claiming 

that AQti-Duhring was the total view of Marxian dialectic 

that Marx accepted, And, of course it was the year of 

Erfurt Program. 

Worst of all, so far as I'm concerned, is ·that .... 

·not only had he not known the Crundrisse, MKXX«»l#XX and 
heirs 

the EIT• and not only had he left a bunch of -- and 

I•m not only referring to the GSD (Kautsky and Bernstein) 

but also PLEkhanov-- but the truth is that he had never 

the 1844 Essays. He had a discussion with Marx --

first serious discussion, the one which cemenied 

their friendship for the rest of their lives, Aug, 18~·;_;.,· 

and his very first letter to Marx immediately pressures Mar_it. 

to hurry up and bring it to light, just on the basis of the .·· 

discussion, but he then, again, very correctly, creditS·· · 

Marx with having all his basic philosophy develped that . 

far ·back very nearly as clearly as FE was now telling it ·~ 

the 2 dates are 181111 and 1884, And yet, and yet, and yet 

he really did not know that new continent of thought or bothered. 

ever to find it in written out form and study it, And that 

ie very obvious when he publishes the ff Theses of ~erbach . . . . .· 

as appendix to his (\ o/'0 . ..IJ,k.-.. ~ .1716'8- ·. 
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revolutjon was~~n for granted (};;;J ' 
and merely throw!'! a tc n<', ~ ~~11 Whn t i !:' to be Done r~Jf1.ft!16 . 

"Without theory of revolution, revolution will not succeed, "V 
Or by embracing spontaneity so uncritically that philosophy 

is left by the wayside, ~ld. 

in p::~;,:t~~olly 
.Y.l . above Marx~an ph~ osophy 

is expre ed most poetically (which doesn't mean correctly}· 

.bY RL1 eternal sea, always harbors 

possibility; the mass i.l'l 

·'·********************************.Y.*************************** 



-.ri,.¥'' ..... 
. · ~' ~~e :.8 '" 1 J:a the 'eiiperience of .JO years 

····~ before the arrival of the Marx centenary and began with 

-~ the new• movement from practice as the opponent of s-c, 

; -! 

, ... _. ...... , .. it did give us a ground, a structure ground is the 

key word we need :for th.e~~_:~~=~)- to 

which we'll return1~M&F bein~ ~rounded in that new 

allowed us to look not only at our age but at 200 years 
'!\"". 
\•.----~ .. 

o:f revolutions. {But now M&F will have to be studie~ 
tb.er with-~AAJ.,!!.mph!9t as well as Lenin's J!!tS(. Abstract 

,;-H;~;;:· .... ~' 'i<foNn< otoootm of P&R, by~; 
being grounded in the movement from theory, is new in a ~ ' 

different w:, i..e, not mberebly becausthe it is grounded:fin ~t.; ', 
a movement ~L·om theory, ut ecause ere was no way or us. o 

:find the Marxists who covered the ground of 
. 'r' _, ... 

l .':' '· .. 



the subjective Idea is impulsc ••• Con~equently 

has the determinateness of cancr:lling its own 

subj-ity, of making concretn. its reality (which was 

bstract at 1st) & filling it, for eontfmt, with the 

by i lt: subj-1 ty... ~ 
=..::.:::..::J 1\AsJcagni ti on i::; the 
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~uman conce_p t a::·-· 

1-)~l'- ~~.-:1!"".~·r.or-: ill:.£. e: ::~ rh:D 
ilil.fi !"~j:: l::.t t i v:: .. 

t.~ '. r,._an' sAcr.rn~:.ci.ousnes~ as creatln world 
heds next short r,e ·: n on ":dca of Good" & will bring 
us to AI ,on the th:·•,sllolcl o!' which call~ attention to 
f'act that Hegel oudder,ly,· in talking of no.tion uses, 
instead Subject in the very II li talks of ncn-actuali 
worl<;l__ &actuality of r:ubjeet. 



A SUMMARY OF THE CON5'rrrt7riONAL CONVENriON OF 
NEWS AND lETTERS CON!-ITl'TEES, SEPr. 3-4, 1983 

An r.,.-ecutive ~ession of ''ews and T.£tters Co'll'llittees •·•as helcl at 7 P"' SID'lday, 
The Executive Session was devoted entirely to prF-sentation of and cliscussion aroiD'ld 
"PM losophy /Orvanization 1 Orp."anization/PhHosophy, as path to Revolutton," a presen
tation by llaya, 'I'hroul'hout the talk, Raya focused on '(arx as orE'aniza::.ion man, The 
three 'llain parts covered three different historic pPriods, The first concerned the 
time of Marx. The second covered the early 20th century, includtnf both Lenin's ''Ttihat 
is to bs Done1" (as well as RL's critique of it) an<:! his philosophic hr<'ak wtth his 
oNn past in 1914, 

The thir.rl is our afe, >•hich on the one hand, sees the Italian break
off from ColllllliD'lism, the Maoist Il Manifesto, 1n the person of Rosanna Rosanda, claim
in~!' that Marx's preoccupation with revolution was the "reason" he han not created " 
theory of the party, As ILf,!ainst this nonsensia41 claim, there is the hirth of ~ar>~ist
Humanis'll in the u .. s., which not or1y paralleled the .,ovemrnt from practice which is 
itself a form of theory since the 1~50s, but extended theory to philosophy, and with 
RDofLK!I., demanded a return to •·arx's "philosophy of revolutlon" as ~troiD'ld for orR;ani
zatlon, :rt is this which is our preoccupation this I'ILrx centenary year at our Consti
tutional Convention, 

Raya then went throu"h llarx' s whole llfe to show hi"' an orflanizer 
-- from the creation of th~ very first International Co.,unist Correspondence Commit
tees, throuv.h the orll'antzatton of the first \•1ork1nJ<men 's Internation41, up to hi s 
CritiQuP of the Gotha Proqra~, ~h~re he opposed the unification of the Lass41leans 
and the Eisenachists and laid the !'round for orvanization as "rE'volution in perman
ence", It is this, she shoWed, which Lenin faUsd to confront in his State Md Revo1-
ill2!lo though insofar as the question of ths stiLte >ras concerned. it was the !mf.'s 
~emand !or the destruction of the state that was so brilliantlY worked out hy Lenin, 
It is no accident whatever that Rosanna RosMda stops the analysis of Marx in 1871 
and never E'VPn mentions QQt, where philosophy of rev~lution is not separat6d from 
philosophy of or!l'anization, It is at that point that qaya points to our whole his
tory, both in theory and in practice, which is climaXed this centenary yeiLr with its 
cha11enFe to post-Marx ~larxists on :-<arx's new moments, 


