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.What the Marx centenary and National Téur taught ud

about ourselves., The year 1891 vs. 1875, f* very

great part of the oppoaition to us will come in the form

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

zation, and, vhile we'must definitely stress that FE didn't
- betray, that FE was most faithful and above all, did some |

very important
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everth&léss, 1891 is a very treacherous year, bdoth
s it concerns when he finally got them to publish the Critique

of the Gothad Programme, as well as when he published the

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

.very same year, or surely the period, when he began claiming
that ggtl-Duhrlgg was the total view of Marx1an dialectlc ‘
that Marx accepted. And. of course it was the year of

'Erfurt Program.

Worst of all, so far as I'm concerned, is that i
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‘EN, and not only had he left a bunch of I‘:ﬁ;:é-e and
not only referring to the GSD (Kautsky and Bernstein)

also PLEkhanov-- but the truth is that he had newer

the 1844 Egsays., He had a discussion with Marx -
is very first serious discussion, the one which cemented

their frlendshlp for the rest of their lives, Aug. ISH’E--'
and his very first letter to Marx immediately pressuresfMar;:f 
to hurry up and bring it to light, just on the basis of thgwj
discussion, but he then, again, very correctly, credits¥ﬁf-iﬁ
Marx with having all his basic philosophy develped that . .
far back very nearly as clearly as FE was now telling'it.d;tﬂ

the 2 dates are 1844 and 1884, And yet, and yet, and yet

he really did not know that new continen:t of thought or hothered.;

ever to find it in written out form and study it. And that
is very obvious when he publishes the f& Theses ofJEaerbach

as appendix to his (\ ,/n‘,ukp' / 17168
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allowed us to look not only at our age but at 200 years
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ther with the AA pamphlgt as well as Lenin's FRX Abstract

of ﬁegel.
2 e different structure of P&R, by

being grounded in the movement from theory, is new in a

different way, i.e. not merely because it is grounded in

£ind the Marxists who covered the ground of Philoso
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the totality of the crises makes what we began with" "
Lenin's return to Hegel
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A SUMMARY OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION OF
NEWS AND LETTERS COMMIITEES, SEPT. 3-4, 1983

An Frecutive 3ession of *ews and Letters Committees was held at 7 PM Sunday,

The Executive Session was devoted entirely to presentation of and discussion around
“Philosophy/Organization; Organization/Philosophy: as path to Revolution,” a presen-
tation by Raya. Throurhout the ta'lk, Raya focused on *arx as oreaniza:ion man, The
three main parts covered three diffevent historic periods. The first concerned the
time of Marx. The second covered the early 20th century, including both Lenin's "What
is to be Lone?" (as well as RL's critique of it) and his philosophic hreak with his
own past in 1914,

The third is our ape, vhich on the one hand, sees the Italian break-
off from Commmnism, the Maoist I1 Manifesto, in the person of Rosanna Rosanda, claim-
ing that Marx's preoccupation with revolution was the "reason” he had not created a
- theory of the party, As against this nonsensical eleim, there is the hirth of Varrist-
Humanism in the U.S., which not orly paralleled the movement from practice which 1s
itself a form of theory since the 19503, but extended theory to philosophy, and with
RIMLKM, demanded a return to 'arx's “philosophy of revolutjon" as ground for organi-
zation, Tt is thig which is our preoccupation this Marx centenary year at our Consti-
tutional Convention,

Raya then went throueh Marx's whole 1life to show him an orpanizer
== from the creation of the very first International Communist Correspondence Commit-
tees, throueh the orpanization of the first Workinemen's International, up to hi s
Critique of the Gotha Proerar, where he opposed the unification of the lassalleans
and the Eisenachists and laid the ground for orpanization as "revolution in perman-
ence”, It is this, she shoWed, which Lenin failed to confront in his State and Revol-~
ution, though insofar as the question of the state was concerned, it was the CGP's
demand for the destruction of the state that was so brilliantly worked out by Lenin.
It is no aceident whatever that Rosanna Rosands stops the analysis of Marx in 1871
and never even mentions CGP, where philosophy of revelution is not separated from
philosophy of organization. It 1is at that point that Raya points to our whole his-
tory, both 4n theory and in practice, which is climaXed this centenary year with its
challenge to post-Marx Marxists on Marx's new moments,




