IN LIEU OF REB MINUTES OF MEETING OF JUNE 3, 1984
June 4, 1954

Dear Friends:

At the REB yesterday, I presented the essence of the report
I wlll make to the Executive Session of our Convention, stressing
its tentative nature until it is actually voted on there. Although
it was presented in an abbreviated form, and will have to be even more
abbreviated in this letter, it presents the essence.

The title and three Parts are as followst

"THE SELF-THINKING IDEA* AND THE DIALECTICS OF A BODY OF
EVOLUTIONARY IDEASs WHAT IS NEW IN THE CONCE¥T OF LEADERSHIF?

I. Philosophically, the Obvious ig Never to be Taken
for Granted
Il. Marx's New Sense of 0

bjectivity -- "Human activity itself

as gbjective (pegenstandliche) activify" -- as Turning
Point for Our Age's Subjectivity/Objectivity ‘

is New in the Concept of Leadership

III. Whaet
I. I'1) begin with the most obvious -~ the "SélfkThinking!Idea"
does not itself think -- in order to show you the-.exact opposite
is the truth ungngypu don't accept the obvious.at face value. O

--oourse ideas by themselves do not think -- people think --but when
=-yourRRkgR -at the Idsa and its development,; asking why.:this. specific

.,‘Lidea emerged to describe that particular action and furthermore R

_‘_ﬁgfat suddenly flowg from it, you have reached s riew stage of cogni-

cn o ThON, o ) IR : L ) 7 ! : -

..o In the case of Marx, it wasn't only a ‘néw stage of cognition,. .-

.71 was a: whole . new continent of cognition ehd revolution, - Raya said .

= that to fully understand it, it is necessarty to once agaln look at -

-+ the very first ysiirs 1843-45, that is to say, from hig first break -

- .with capitalism. ind use of the phrase “revolution .in.permanence”, %o

‘his famous 1844 Essays after wlilch he met Engels and so impredsed him B

" with amoral presentation of his vision that they decided upon.a . -
- 1llfe=long.collaboration to bring this new vision to. the world, The

. collaboratlon, yesulted in the joint work, TH man.ltdeology., Some=

~thing in 14,- however; must not-have fully met Marx®s-thought, and he

.'decided,once again alone, to follow up that central section on Feuer-

.--baoh with the famous XI Theses on Eeue;bag%; You:must all reread the
', £irst, pnot Thesis XI, but Thesis I, You will seé ‘there what I saw -
.. ~for the first time in preparing this talk -« -that Merx touched what "

" ‘became mo central to us:this years:.a new sensé of objectivity and
. two kinds of subjectivity, specificall¥ the phrase “human- activity _
b itgelf as”ghig§§gg%_gggigi%x". It is ‘this .which reveals what we mean

- by-the expreassion "one, not two", that is to. say, Marx and Marx alone,
© 'not Marx and Engels., That it took us all the way to this decade to
.~ be: able to prove it after we have seen Marx's Marxism as a, totality .

:. Ba{s a great deal of what was wrong with post-Marx Marxists. It is

' 'thle == Marx's sense of the objective situation, which led him to =
~-break with capltelism,and new. sense of subjectivity as .objective =~ =

- 3;:hgtlbgcomes the new transition point from Karx's age to our 20th cen=-




PR &

Remember also the new stag: of development in MarX --
1864~71 -~ from the founding of the First International through the
Paris Commune, It was at thie point that one other expression of
Farx -~ I'm referring to the greater concentration on the organiza-
tional form of "the Self-Thinking. Idea” and. this time.on leadership.
Merx was greatly harassed and slandered when he did not sign the -
First International’s statement with his own:name, but the name of.
the organization., He was charged by the bourgeois press witk hiding
his authorship, His reply was that: 1l)He was totally. opposed to any -
"eult of personality": 2)The important thing was "principles® not
personglity. and the documents yere a collective decision of the In-
ternational not an individual statement; 3) That gives it ite hig -
toric importance. Thereby Marx: further ag@vanced--the concept ;of what
I call "one, not two" by making-it not a question of any personality,
but of the revolutionary philosophy expressed.. :

o ' " Pinally, we want to
take up g third period, Marx's last decade, but since that is one
thing that'is éxpanded at great length in RIWLKM, all that needs any
further emphasis here is the tight:rand direct:rélationship between
"revolution in permanence" and organization.

II. - Now when it comes to the 20th century, neither RL, who
firgt profoundly declsred that 1905 was totally new; the firs: of a
series of 20th century revolutions, -nor Lenin, who did turn to the
question-of organizational form-of these néw revolutions: 4- and in-
 deed,: was credited with being the first and only Marxist who created.
g theorv of organization with His famous pamphlet, What is-to be Done?

"-w"Claimed to have created a new Universal . 0On the conirary,. Lenin

" claimed the opposite, that he was just following -orthodox’ Mexxism,

. except that he lived under Tzarism and therefore néeded special, con-

~ crete defenses from autocracy. whether or not Ienin did or-didn't
ean that organizational form ag a 'Univergal -- between 1905 and 1917

' -..Lenin-inslsted 4't- was-a question of a speeific casej and in 1917,

. wheni'he was establishing a new Universal with State and Revelution
- and paid.great sttention to the Critique of the Gotha am
. what he chose--to-concentrate .on was not the orga zat
. .ngcessity to smash the bowrgevis s'tate, ' ~hardly even mentioring the
" word Party in State and Revolution w=pevertheless, the -Party wa :
. 150" 8 gm once the Bolshev Xa g ' ) _power, ‘
~alone for Russis-hut--fo e whole new Third Infernationalsi-—Not even
- Stalin's trengformation of the workers gtate into m gtate~capltalist
‘goclety moved anyone from questionirig vanguard party. Even Trotsky--
‘who'did £ight the Stalinist bureaudracy, and called it "betrayal” --
‘and even. after hig expulsion from Russia,' long after, when he esta- -
‘blished a Fourth Irternational, ‘adhered ‘to that vanguard party. _
‘That meant leadership to him. (Do please reread the section "leader-
‘ship,  Leadership®, pp. 145-150 in P&R and note ‘the last sentences
wpinlectics takes ite own toll of theory gnd theoreticiang.")

“'III.- The neceésity-to concretize for this year's Perspectives

- the,question of what is new in eadership is the hardest oi all things
40~ do, hot because we don't have the historical comprehension of the

. philosophic concept: of. leadership,  but because it is a task which con- =

. ‘Gerns all of us.and will continué for years. Take thé higtoric, which'
.. I traced back to the period 18453-45, -and Farx's body of ideas after -
7 that, And then re~examine that concept of leadership through Iuxem-




although we did reject Party for Committee-form
g, Lenin and Trotsky, and not exeluding the JFT{ The one thing
- that did become clear _ not even one as fune
. damental as Stata- liet i ‘the determinant,
‘ Only a body of ideas
nd an organizational
This began anew in The 19708 when
gource ~- the Hegelian dialectic"in and
- followed on the objective scene with the
and Portugal, especially Portugal,
he question of rtidarismo, it served as

. Pulsion to re-read Marx?s Critique of the Gotha Program at a time
when we could see Karx's work as a totality with the publication of
the Ethnological Notebooks, '
Once philosophy, not philosopher#, instead

of Leadershi;,leadership. leadership was made by us the principle
=< revolution in permanence a8 groudd for organization -~ the expre s«
slon, "one, not two* » No longer worried us because it was not a quan-
titative matter;this was the new concept of leadership, philosophy as
dialectics of revolution, ' i

To trace our own composition of leadership,which,by no means
-Justnincidentally.we'always stresgs does not mean only those who are on
- the NEB but al} we went back, on the one hand, to.1955 and

- the firgt addition of & Blaclk production worker as editor to the NEB,
. .-and, ‘on the other hand, we traced what we represented all the way
.. from-1917 through each decade of the 19308, 40s, and 505, &o that at -
... ho time was the subjective and objective left unrelated. ‘

antage, and that is hig relgn-
Ironically enough, it is Sartre who made the
to the question of'one, not two" with his

} of philosophic creation in his ggggzgggﬁgz
esses that in the whole period from the 17th to -20%h'
~centurl ‘e -‘were only three philosophies; for us in the 20th it

was:Marx aloné, and:it will remain Marx until capitalism has been
tranchndedifbecauea it's such creativity that explains the “humug”
'fﬂevery_philpsophic thought that arises, and the "horizon® of all

1 - Too"bad that after all that praise of Marx and eagerness to

nate Existentialism to him, he abandoned Marxism not Existen-




- This weelk, here in the Center which is still Detroit, we
are: 1) gsending- to. the printer the final-issue of,N&L to' come out of.
~Detroit, our June-July issue with the.lead on Toledo and the announce-
ment - of our move:to Chicago-and- that new address, the new address for
the Detroit local, and the reminder that the; Archives of Marxist~Hu=.
manism remain in Detroit at the WSU Labor Archives Library; 2) pre~
" pering the. final, pre«Convention Discussion bulleting the Center is
Tesponsible t6 send out; and.3) reading the galleys.of the 194950

JMiners Strike pamphlet, - i .o u-l : .

- : ‘This is the-laéf &ou will hear froT me unfil»I'seé'you at
athe_Conyentionblwhen I trust I will have finished- the Pergpectives,

Yours,
RAYA

- < + A .

i

finished my letter to--the Youth which will be R
uhe pre-conventlon bulletin at.the end of this week, - =
Ladi:""UN"LISTENING TO MARX THINK,'AS CHALLENGERS Q= i

SRR o ALY POST-MARX MARXISTS® ... . L
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