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was. His answer was that as great as it had been, it never

“questioned private pr oprty » but the Peasants stealing wood and the i

weavers tearing up 8 did. /Once he made that declara'bion.

\"the Sel’f 'I'hinking Idea,flomng into. the ;}ect Marx”declared
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PENED TO MARX'S CRITI UE OF THE GOTHA PROG
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It took until 1891 hefore Enpels succeeded- in having the

GSD finally publish the Critique of the Gotha Program = ag_gt%?k“//

Ycontribution to the discusgion”, The discussion was about

their new program, the Erfurt Program, hic% foll wed the cre

of the 2nd International in 1889;‘”3us S
Engels said that Marx sald became Qi /’Martism” g0 thée Erfurt
Program became the model for all “Marxist”parties. It took all
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its cfea'tion -~ the Paris Communezf{p/which he concluded that .

it was necessary to go "lower and deeper”, a phrase Lenin first

"discovered" in 1914\ In a word, Marx had by Wworked out his

ole body of ideas \and it was at that point that he not only
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rejected a unity of so-called Marxists and La%palleans but set

a totally opposite- foundation for organiza‘bion with his philosoply

P aamm T ——
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inm e and Revolution did not, unfortunately, mean
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hat he would be voted down, he postponed the vote,
in Pittsburgh where I was living and knew nought
penings. I left that very night to listen to the
he opposition. The argumentation brought to my
queétioh'i had been working on, that it was mgg;L
apd Enecels, who discovered a whole new continent of
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I stopped right there, it would have been great.
tely, the question for which I was brought
" was that J. was right, always right. I jumped to
usion that it was lways” not two"[and J. was
Read the speech(with which I first became re-acquainted
dug inte 1950-53 for the new pamphlet) to grasp fully
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adiction.
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le to leadership, betwsen leaders and ranks, were likewise

arated from philosophy.
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Report by Raya for
Executive Session

"THE sm-mmms IDEA" AND TUE DIALECTICS OF A BODY OF REVOLUT IONARY
IDEASs WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONCEPT OF LEADERSHIP?

I, Philosophically, the Obvious is'Never to be Taken for Granted

II, Marx's New Sense of Objectivity - "Human activity itself as

‘obisctive (regenstandliche) activity";) the Ground for our Age's

New Sense of Objectivity and Iwo Kinds of Subjectivity

What 1s New 4n our Concept of Leadership:
When is Philosophy and Phi‘l.osopher One == "One, Not Two".

..It is never a variant of "leader Maximum", Rather, 1*!'. is on
vhat 13 & wy.a—nemc_qzio_igg@ of Thonght and of Revolution.

" sfhde ' -Paul Sartre's commentary on three centuries of
nhi'losophy is pertinent to Marxist-Humanism.

IV, -News and-ILetters Committees’ National Elections, Past and Present
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“THE SELF-THINKING IDFA" AND THE DIALECTICS OF A BGDY OF REVOLUTTONARY

IDEAS: WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONGCEPT ERSHIP?
%)( \2
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“IHE SELF-THINKING IDEA" AND THE DIALECTICS OF A BODY O
REVOLUTIONARY IDEAS: WHAT IS NEW IN OUR CONCEPT OF LEADERSHIP?

I. Philosophically, ‘it is wrong to take the obvious for granted

II. The new sénse of objectivity in our age of state~capitalism,
which is why Marx's sens of Objectivity —— . "Human activity itself
as Objective (gedenstandliche) activity" -- has new meaning; the
Ground for our age's new sense of Objectivity and two kinds of
subjectivity. ’

III What is New in our concept of Leadership: It is high time to
reveal that the missing link -~ philosophy ~~ is what has kept even
the greatest revolution -- Russia, Nov. 1917 -~ unfinished.

IV News and Letters Committees' National Elections, Past and Présent




