Noverber 20, 1954

Dear Neda:

T'm not 4n & position Just now to write direcily to Pilar, and T .
do suspect thet there 4s more relationship than she cares to admit to relipion,
but you need not be concernsd with that queation when you write to her apain,

What you ean transmit to her 4s that yov had a conversation with Rsya,
showed me her letter and that T felt a few AiC's must at once be stated, although
a wihile book == or at least a pamphlei ~— on Organization is the only serious way
to deal with that question, which has been plapuing the Movement ever since Marx
first discovered his whole new continent of thought and revaution,

. T T

First and foremost, farty and Organization are not synonymous,

' Yot BppoBec

gay we are cpposed to “psrty-to-lgad”,”we not only =re d _argand e
but censider that the reason orpanization has not succeaded {¥Xcept in one place,
Russie; and Russia 4n 1917 to 1921 only) is that 4t did not have what Marx tried
. to tellus in his Critique of the Gothaf Propram ~=- timt unless your revolutionary
Philoscphy 4s ground for orpanization, 4t is hest n;@;. » have ons with other
forces; .and sven Af it is correct to be with anothW® for a single action, it

is fer a single action only and without giving up your right to eritique.

Secondly, even Marx, the founder of all of us, had not worlked out
stion until the very last decade and then only as “"Marginal
t for his/her own age after that,

Thirdly; what Lenin did establishing party as organization in his
t is to be Done? was very specifically for Russiai very specificallyfor Russia . !

e Tn Tsarist days; very specifically for gayinpg ar orcenigation must be po
" 'and mot only trede wnion (those be was arguing with wers then ¢ i\ fecol

L ‘Tn that 1902 work the one great statoment, which was not wo

' statement that without s theory of revoluticn, there can be\ng
. ‘44omy But since be didn't work it out, thers weee a million-idA
" ‘He, himself, changed his MSIE position on his worst state

" workers cannoct ocome to socislism on their owm, Indesd, every

" "pavolution, bs imew what to do {(please re~-read Marxism and

o question, especially Chapter XI), but when there was no revolution,

- Are nﬂm; 4s fantastic, It 4is wronp 4n the worst way, Y don't think even &
. Stalinist dares to say the Parix Commune failed because there was no party, the

. yevolution-that-wss (1917) vas being attacked by Kronstadt, be unfortunately re~ BN
- turned . to the oenoept of disoipline as 4t had bean sxpressed in 1902, So we cannot - -
" Jesrn from him, beyond what I worked out in M&F, : ' L

Fourthly, the way you describe “our own reality® and ‘vhnt sctivists there '

Paris Commune was not enly spontaneity, revolution, and a whole new discovery that
nohedy (includdng Marx) had thousht of before -- but 4t was theory and practice
together as @ unity., Merx was alive and not only zrested it as such, hut showed

et wap the resl discovery of the opposito of statiss, But be alsoeriticised”s

. But the fact. thet at that stage of human history, 4n one eity like Paris, the =
Commune could under no circumstances have succesded, in no way took away frow the
fact that the fev weeks in vhich 4t did succesd remain for us to this day as the
form, Tt has mothing at all to do with "Party," - o
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5 .. pauphlets on both current events
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Any cult, any worship, any idol, including the worship of the Golden
Calf, could not be & lover derreec of mysticism than the so-called "mzterialism"
’ f:,ths pParty.

tt a ne, ths cynics, who use "non-party political
ornation” deme on-periyism as badly as those who worship "Party". whatl we

have stressed on “hon-party formation"(which was best expressed in Portupal)did
not give up history, diaslecticzl philosophy or Organizetion; it specified that
4t couldn't ba on what a1l connect party with ~- the Communisis or Meoism, What

_ we mean, in additdon, s that Yes, ihere should ba as many formations and ‘
spontanesdty should be followed through -~ but that is no substitute for the
organitation that would be inseperable from the philosophy of “revolution in
permanence”, Thers slways has been ard always will bo different timing in

which organizations arise when. And while you are alvays ready to accept something

1ike the Soviets, you never, never, never give up the uniqueness of the phﬂonqphic

_roots and yision. e
.' e -

i -
Luxezbug was "contradictory# because she stuck to the party even though ‘

4t had no philosophy except an absirsct one, so tha the Party was rexlly in a differsnt .
world from the spontaneity.

- Finally, Yes, thers must be an international base and relationship. Yes,
there must be a relationship bstween zdvanced and under-developed countries
without cne superior to the other, Yec, there must be no racisn and must be all

:‘forces of revolution ~- especially so Women's Liberation because that one 1s the -
. _one_vnrecopnized though it bas bean in all revolutions, When WL gots to work
! out & philosophy, they will be the greatest -- but =3 ven't, o

¥ think our committes-forn instead of party is & good way to {unotiox

, ., toolp would be totally inadequate without a philcsojy of revelutdon, =

" which' 48 expressed both 4n our major philosophic writings as wli as in our - . "
and history, and in our paper. e
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