1I- REPORT BY RAYA on -Relationshiv of Narx's_ghilosoph? of Revolu-~
tion to hia Concept of Organization':

o ' I- Opening: Opening is the word that I wish everyone to
use instead of either Frologue, Preface or Prolegamena, because,
whereas in the other three words there is always the feeling of mere
introduction, and you first 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 peint,
mean by & new heginning, a beginning that will first 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 %o 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 society(and all of Marxism begins with that year) but with
1841 when Farx was working on his doctoral thesis, the difference be-
tween Demaritue and Epicurus, Here was Marx who had atill not broken
with dourgeois society, who was still so Hegelian as to assure the
university that legel had, of course, already dealt in a grand manner
with those philosophers,but his view of phiivsophy was so total. that
Tiegel had no time for deteils, and that was what ¥Marx was going to cnn-
tribute: some details on those two philosophers. In truth, it turncd
cut to be a very different analyeis of th%@ﬁ<lf You see, if
you look at the very massive preparatory nolebooks/Marx was, despitic _
his erudition -on ancient philesophy, preoccupied with the present, 1[,-\253
w
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that is to say, with what new beginnings, on vhat new foundations,
.could something new possibly arise when some philosophy,
like the Hegelian, wzs 80 comprehensive, so total that. there was
no room in it for 2 new realily tc find its expression? The new be-
- ginning that Marx was on the threshold of discovering and that he
th ad 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 totalities -~ that of philosophy and thet of reality --
facing each other, and both must he attacked by "realizing" the phi~
losophy of freedom inm reallty by transforming reslity. ¥hat of the
notes geeped into the thesis was: 1) the attraction to Epicurus as
- an "athelst” who relegated the gods to the intermundia -~ the inter-
stices of 8pace’ .~- and that it was up to humanity to =olve its own
problems: 2) someshcw Epicurus® analysis of the atom revealed motion;
-and 3) ‘whereas Epicurus and Democritus could not compare in stature
.with Plate and Aristotle, they did become the ground, the new begin-
“ning for the Romans who conquered Greece, In.2 word, there was. no
death; there was a new beginning for a new reality, ' .
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S (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 Switzerland - that every single thing that happened

o with FMao's victory was the exact opposite of what they had predicted
"~ _.regarding the peazsantry's inability to 'win power, regarding Mao's
Stalinism to gain victory based on this peasantry, etc, DBut Pl'eng

-managed to turn. this around and say it wasn't really the Permanent
Revolution .that was wrong, it was +the way they hud projected it. What
Raya was agking was: Wry cannot Marx's philosophy of revelution in-

- gpire Marxists to have that "faith" that the paviy-to-lead does?)

" ' One word before turning to the four months since the Con-
vention that we are summing up today: 1) Maxx‘s living universe,
whether you take it frem 1841 or 1843 and coucentration of the 40
years, 184%-1883, is what will have to be both ground and reference
point as well as projection of the future for everything we will be
considering lodey, 2) The concentration on Luxemburg and the 20 years
189¢-1019 will stress the fact that, as againat all other works which
atill argue the cuesticn of revelution ve. reform, we will concentrate
on revolutionaries only -- Lenin, Trotsky -~ and ask whether even so
great a revolutionary as Luxemburg left us a legacy that was "total"
when it revealed that there was a gap in philoscphy. 3)¥e must ad-
mit that Lemin , who was the only one’w‘q_%g‘lggoyganize himself phil-
osopnically in 1214, and vhose every wr?%? g?; thé period 1914-1924,
be it on the Nationsl Nucition, on State and Revolution, on world
revolution starting from Peking if not Berlin, did rot -— did ngt --
carry that dialectic to the question of the party, despite 2ll the
modifications he intraduced on that subject. and 4y Trotsky who
was the one who came up with the theory of permanent revolution,
1905-07, had not rooted it in Yarx's theory and burdened it so much
with the wrong concept of the role of the peasantry, not to menticn
that he never developed it but instecad tried to ﬁlaénaiho 1917 revo-
lution as the realization of his theory, even aif't & nfgated 1925.27
Ciiinese Revolution was the negative proof. The result was that when
he and he alone, after Lenin's death, fought “talin, without reorpga-
nizing himself philnsophically, as had Lenin in 1914, he lelft us noth-
ing in those Tfowr critical years, 1935-1939 for our theoretical pre-
paration for revolution against VYorld War II., ‘hich is why the Fourth
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International was a stillbirth.

II~our Monthg »lva 25 Yesrs: The Perspectives set at

our Convention, 1980, were coacretized first and foremost in the 12
page N&L; secondly, in the new classes which werz new becaune, for
the first time, they would be on.our own 25 year history as well as
combine Pslitical~Philosophic Tetters; in a word, they would not be
on 2 book but on eurrent ‘events with history itself, though a quarter
of & .- century, being so current that we did not gven finish the 25 year
history, which was to be written by the Convention itself, You may
not have been conscious of that, but in faet, that's how Part IV was
written after the- Convention., You would have.been conscious of it
i% you were daily realizing the third of the concrete parts that flow-
ed from Perspectives: the creation of a philosophic cadre.. The fact,
as you heard from both Mike and Eugene, that the outside responded
more emthusiastically , as wgll as contributing heavily financially,
on the basis of that 25 year history, shows that we had not grasped
the-book, by whith I mean +that we ¢id not grasp the very uniqueness
+ o our 40 year history, and that new continent of thought, Marxist-
Humanism, . Perhaps the following will illuminate just exactly how :
© “unique we are, The Second Internationsl, and I dev not.mean those ;
‘ that betray or those that waffled, but the real revolutionaries-in the
< Second Int'l, " were ENCELSIAN:NOT FULLY MARXIAY PHILOSOPHICALLY. -In

. 1914, onsé and' only one, Lenin, grasped the indispensability of the

. dimlectic of thought as well as revolution, but he kept it to him-

-~ gpelf, and that 'did not extend to the Party., In a word, his magnificen
‘reorganization- philosophically did not reorganize ‘thé 1902 concept of -
“the vanguard party, despite his modifications. Not only that, no one

- bothered to connect Marx's philosophy of rew lution with Marx's ccn--

cept of organization and yet Marx was So organizational that he at

cnce organized correspondence committees, vhich proclaimed revolution
so loudly that long befcrs he broke with Proudhon, and when he was
still ipviting him to join the correspondence committee, Proudion
answered that it was a good idea to have international correspondence
committees, but Marx - was yelling revolution toc loudly. These com-
mittees ‘a8 well as what became the “ommunist League had their inter-
national congress, and it was that one that asnigned Marx to pronounce
their perspectives, It turned out to be the Communist Manifrsto,
wvhich anticipated the 1848-49 Revolutions in which all of them were
active, - : :

thy was Marx's 1850 Address on the Fermanent 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
hecome grourd fox 1905-06 Ruseian Revolution? Rosa TLuxeomburg prac-
ticed revolution both in 190%-06 and 1919. Rosa Luxembvrg had a2 graat-
er appreciation than anyone else for the spontaneity of the masses,
and yet had made a fetish enough about "the Farty" that she criticized
so severely because she did discern their opportunism -- again, ahsad
of anyone elsSe including ILenin, and seriously enough to brealk vith
Yautsk+ in 1910-11. And again it was Luxemburg who had such sensi-
tivity and prescience about imperialism as not alone to attack the
leadership on what they called the'lMorocco Incident” but to plunge
herself into the most serious, most original theoretical work of her
whole lifetime, and yet, just as spontaneity 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
-.as a revolutionary force, thy. such great contradictionst It all
related to, and cannot ‘be separated from, and explains why I wanted
an entire Part for--- larx's philosophy of revolution.

- ‘ -~ . ‘Reread the- penmultimate.paragravh to- our 25 year history
"on p. 26: "The ‘critical question for todey's 'birth-time of history!’
is thig: If there is a movement from practice that is itself a form
of theory, and 1f thers. is a movemént from theory that is itself a
torm of philésophy, it is necessary, rigorcusly and comprehensively,
to dig out the Bingle dialectic that emerges from actuality as welil
gs from thought.” : : o

.- . Baye then singled out three periods of the 25 years to
gov not just ow unlqueness, but the imperativenese of the'subjective™
as both anticipation of revplt and theoretic preparatioh for revolutlen

- .under the compulsion of the objective conditions,.even when that must
i be ‘done under: the whip of the counter-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 fthet Marx!'s Humanist Essays be
. published, 0 prove the need to separate the young from the old Marx,
CTIn 1980, gé meet., Karpushin— the head of the whole Philosophic Aca-
. den¥%vBRfdrayn & work on Merx's Ethnological Hotebooks.- de the very
3‘onedghojcaused'thg‘exile of the author with whom I have been corres-
,.-Pon ng' . .

T 2) The 1560= have a three-fold significance: a) first, the
.(n'_hovementlirom practice .both here and in Afrieca , with its Black di~
= mension, for:vhich we were prepared from the very start with a Slack -
production worker as our editor, extends itsdlf to 1980 with 'Black
- Thought and Rlack Reality®; b) 1962.63, where we encounter both the
~v miggile erisis over Cuba and the 100th anniversary of +the Emancipation.
" Froclamation, initiates ancther new in our development and participa-
tion in all-struggles -~ and that is the Veekly Political ILetters, as
well as the whole history of American @ivilization on Trial; 07 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, vwhich
again we had anticipated from our very start in 1955.
’ ' ' 3)¥Trhe Sino-Soviet
Conflict, which began as an ideolopical challenge to Ruasia'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 HNixon, ¥e, on the other hand, began and by 12975 comnleted
Philosoohy and Revolution. It is the end of thé 1970s which make im-
perative “the bDook" -- Rosa Iuxemburg. Women's Liberation and larx's

Philosophy of Reveolution, not B three individual parts but that -
e = T e e T alfl . . . :
single dialectic of puilosophy revolution, vhich created the graund
for the extension of %the paper, for the creztion of a philosophiec
cadre, and for a new type oi conscioucrass 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
Ames You now have (or will have when it is given cut 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 discovered still
one other procf: of Merx's anticipation of imperialism in a paragraph
-left out from the French edition ( see Pelinezn edition, p. 786), —-
1875 is also the year of the Critique of ‘the Gotha Prégram which/even
though it gained its greatest Theorstical 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,

S .- The nid-18708 was what still kept Mark 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
commureism, both as it apveared An-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 revolution. "It is that depth of diffurérce from all post-
Marx Marxiste,® beginning with Bngels, 'vhich will once again bring out

- our.unigueness .and create new. ground for world revolution. (Raya read

" the last page of Chapter 10,) I S '
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