ple: assigned =T :E‘ind ihat there’is no daujbt'tha.t Engere was five
invelved, 414 absolutaly zost and, mdaad, “the. beginning of
n-asslgngent {yom me, at least not directly, B t his dis
‘the pre-convention pf 1980 F&lletin called "Marx's Concep
But I.#111.not now fol Tow- it 4n chrnnologi.ca.l ordsr-a.nd.
r.,-1980?‘-m t11'the very end, but ‘begin: with his note to me on Sapt
* when he ;ziybmitted his ‘summation of ‘the two articles
;-'Johnston ‘because 1t is 2t thai’ point that I had fimlly coRe
. concluslion that.the Blalectic w23 not so:much nacsssa.ry on’ :‘ganimtion
, ‘-"or at Teast the priority had to be on the: Dialectic of: philosoh
. than of. ormimtigm:_--'lma 18 when ho realized: ewvl entdy

BS ﬁf 'nn'l"i"‘]nﬂ' i'.hn.-i- “Anz’l nh§1nnnn:\

£ e m——y e S W B

‘nes.nt that 211 he had’ beenmor"mg on was suppnsedly valusless, .
. of course, is ridiculous, F‘orm of Organization will continue to be, :
_whether it had priority over, e philoaoghv or n‘ t,. centra..'to

. T -
~:$he n‘ﬁﬁlv BOUR - DU' 18t ug’

me axtich_by o Johnat.on,\ is from 1967. Socialist nggista;
~ and ‘the one’ from- ..u:ﬁ.i fo 1s froa History of Political Thcugnr-. June
1981 (Vol, II, no. z)‘

” Eu@ne B2ys that he i.s Qutting those 2 at*bicles together baca.use e
"tha."- gives - .us 1n+.roduc+ion to@mv 80UXC e& 1o folloa up wes j'- :
i p!hich is much mos an 244 f Mot P

%k the Pa.r E. 3@1333 J's crj.tique of some pecple 1 ke Rube '_It.
doesn't - atop Mt 3. clings to the fact that KM sud ¥% ave ons, . -

. especially on tha question of the party, and J. therefom examinea ths T ‘
- so=called /A modals" the develvpment of the work, 7..52! the .

8 when "the Party" had no ore;anization; ‘the 1st Inter-
e Gaman Social Demcracv 705. 80s a.n ga; the bxoad.

Gtmrtist modals{\- The best seens to b8 s4s E uotea Johnsto yquoting_

:f‘_.__‘:Ev"sls, 1892;\"’“‘0 indepﬂndeut. currents'; on ths one hand *

. Noxkers! movement' and, on the othsr, ‘a theoreticsly novement, atamiugw
i‘ro:s tho ds.si.ntegmtion of Hegelian philoaophy aseoci.ated pra:ioma.tely
'wt’d'x Harx. 'The Communist Manifeste of 18#8.' he goes ong" ‘mks the

_.fusicn of ’both eumnts"' (p. 123) -= on which E¥'notes that tuotes f;_-o- .k'
the "I weuld think wo %m’c to conaider surselves mtumm to'
fimk.a.t ea &neu on queatien of ﬂ:ganisatien. (m,,f ezphasis)




I S Y R S
-z"““.fc..... GG?-wgv TS pek ey’

"t.hmugn S J.a.cx oF ‘cmeg but mowe significa

C:ffb__qnﬁ_iﬂﬂ\in\tim genml_qu___,nf their wor_

et

ta,ges. nevartheleess 1)"2&19 first a.ud ﬁoat ex-_
' mwrpmtad. in 'the g::eat hia-

torical sonee, ' o,ﬁ;’;&/ﬂa simply desigmtes what wee terned / :
the ':neal' or Sgrr w -class mvanant, .’mcluding oach end '

th.m _ze/’pﬁwr 3 stagea are: ?) ; ]
- poLiticaY power; 3 M@Wy b) is more. » 1ike

th@ 1st and designmso a"mOYe OT ieas. coherent group aspiring io°& moxs -

or lees adequate mnderstanding of Merxian theory.”  His (JC'a) point

sas:as to be that "tha torn 'Party was becoming associ.a.tecl with ‘organiga.
_ﬂ

a\ > JC then goes into the questicn of éﬁ

‘_:;,E' aa.ys tam?. avidently zt this eecb.ton (p. 35?) wﬁva a lot of .
ﬁowties..a a.‘bout 1oaking up footnqaa uhich 'eafe-r to & beck b; R. Knnt,




vanu. that I mted others' viewa. This saya thatmmi m*wduc a"ﬁ'ne

: ;'»'quoting har as aw.ng to What separates Harx from Tenin ag

. e Sy ke

4?-—"? m\ial_‘gg;%gm ma,tts;a\’ “The oxg&uiaati.on aEpI'USBBB

-~ the mﬂution, but does n proceds 1ty evan less does Ak anticipate

7 ity ob,,ac.tivas ‘and 5.-&3 aotions, I'm S0 disintemsted, now in RR'B ﬂewa

- (not that I ever was mteaestad. ezcept. insotfar as.she was a Haoist and

- yaﬂ,e JPS gay . that if these wors only such graat people as RR in Fmaca he
wauld have ;]oimad tho CB), ‘Somehow I'n thinking #his vas not whon I 'aas

.:thinkimg of.the Dialeatic of Philosophy and Organt z‘-aﬂ.r.-n. at least, ng"' as.
oaom, 'tm* that it was on ho¥ she nisused Hi's expression about Thales, the
esama.l 508 esaeciam on the question of 1ea.d.ership . aayingl" |

L_‘_!'s condemat ¥In had profound oreanlzational con.seguence for the::n,
f:a.{.:ays surrounds a or?*cal kerne.u. dnmely the guestion of ]?ershlp\) Hhen
zha.t -is o say, the subjeﬂt ic located@the class (however great iha con-
'- _;:“‘..E'ple.\'ity may be beiween ’beina and consciousness), the political ore,a.niza.tion. .hte\ |
pa.*:ty. &opea.rs as a s,.mple Instrument, always liable to control,g Hhen. on the

;"'contrary, _tha subject 15 erbodied in the evternal ;olitca.l van&uard, the px latter

'__ﬂithtn 1 .-.elf‘ a pw-incipla of leeitimany and selfaregulatlon, and “equiras
'g,@s oxg‘ubrvit

\“. ...t."— Rossa.nda. araues Leni.n understood thi..:., mgsgg.a—-

zure of pouer the tp cf revclution, 1n




by Robart sw.ma.- Thi.s o mgt 151-. v
o atudy

cen'i'.ury, 1 e.
Gtmgresa (" '

" ginn_ng -ai'hh & 10 page prologua on the "enign:a. of Lenin“. es;»ec!.a.lly aa‘;
“the Stalin period. completely has mwritten 11-., and covers the uest as

__ woll; works by Nolfe, Carr, Deu itacher _for the 19503; ‘Biqh_a:fd.
.E‘i-gss—"md-—}t-ﬁﬂar&i%*‘sr the 60s snd 708, very strongly disagraeing
Hith Pipes. Serd.ce does sho;-' that he is cqgm.zan;b-ef_ _ Sl of
Ten CREER: 2 % offers no commen‘tary of his uwn. ters

T +0 3 (pp. 11 %0 64) mostly backgrownd, ending with ‘IIL's meating

with ?.;.ekmnov and impm'.sonment in 1897. - .
Ehanbc-::c b "Ga.pitalism in One Country” is SpeiSNEidea of 8 dia‘.ussion '

of I.snin's davalopment of cap* talisme in Russia, being a mest aord ous and

scholarly ‘analysis which he wrote whlle in Siberia at the vory 'time he- m

- werking cut "The Task for the RSD", which continued until he mi_-.e “E‘nat -3

'Is To Be Done", precedBd by (Chapter 5) "Straightening Sticks"; in a %
wo:@, working out the program fox Iskrs and for the Party, “The Urgent '
 Taskg of our Movement”, which resultad in "What Is To Be Done?" in 1902, _
Cr. wh;ch E, comentsc ".Sexvice catches gome of the’ misinb&mmtat_ons of
"iﬂmt Is To Be Done” pp, 89-93 deal with come of the Teaction and dsbate

'o.mong RSDLP 1eaders._ The princip%qf' opponents were A.S. Hort"nov and ‘J .P. .
: ﬁdﬂa‘fi . -

..u.ally, I do not »mow what whather Ghapter 5, w‘xtch cnﬁ.s tha-




R .j"_'question of a.ay direct relationahip cf philosophy to revolution,
- _’.,they left. 1t all in dcademic knowledge.

| 'ci:'apter 9 'w*nich 18 qa,lle.d. "Fox té.e Good of the cgass-' a.nd
“the 5th Paxty Congress of 1907, 18 whst T want to vory nearly disals
tota.lly unserioua, but I do vant to guote the way. Eugene su&mr*ze both '
Ser'nce and Lenins ~ c SR

s

PRP— bk e bt

——

Servlce does not catch any of the polints tha.i: RD devalps in her disumsiion of

Congress !.n RINTXM. Servics comrents on Ianin's concept of party as follous,also"
éuotiné Ianim He beiliavéd that a poiitical e,'rbup's ‘numérica.l waakaess in a peridd of
pol*tical represselon had only limited significance for the future. a revolutionary

“aexpioltion was to ba expectad and po]..n:ical pa.rties would be made graa.t not by virtua

{
...of having build up a layge organization tefore the revelution.. (g,aa&nesq um.ud acc
) Lra.tnaﬂ‘to-thase_uhich.hinﬂtha course _of the revolution itself, ha 4 programmes) neS Jan

L’( poli.cies yhich correspondend with the interests of pa.*ticu_h r social classe“é. i Lanin L
dec.s.rad: 'Indiwidual pe.rties can hide in the underground ., o P / M 13- ’.7 V'J E

mm«mﬂm

bit e:t Eusene, nat BD, idaa of fom foz' tt, tha msult or{ the acoumulati:m
of. 1&@ _thirgs botween.83 and 85 that contained tansisiia whieh: '

Sape
‘i,:\n-s.':\,h H .s.';a".x;.d.-_ “‘N.—; r*‘U o jhe

“fee:l. i‘ms tahavs eaz:-jed.throﬂgh hi.s 1980 :ln*kention to prod.n'ced a 5—3@:&,




g t‘ron & jrsm.:w;; prison'.“”"mera 'ls Hoo ether *eference frmg,,r.?zia
' 75 ,.n Ru'bel'a bosk, 311 the
-Vogt affair )

‘I‘ha ﬂork 'by Horgan has’ ha.rdl.f anyth_ug on H&rx, ?hough“thia 8 the
pariacl of ’t.he 1st Intexnational and da.res to ridicnle M&rx 8 view of '
Geman revolutianaries, rafsrrlng to R a.s' "con..empl&tlng the aituatinn,_ .
from England”, "isolated”, and 11:. 16 clear he is for. Lissalle as the . .

- ™true socialist”, but he does draw a 1ine between:Marx and Lei.b!mechu.f

- 111 'the reference to Harx insofa.r as there a.tﬁny 15 in appondix 3 o

“entitied "Gc-rrespovdsnce Between Marx and Engel s" in +hich he ole.ina

' _that ths 1913 edition “suppressed” any materis) that would show l{arx
“misundarstonrl or ‘despieed Lassa.lle" Tbe only phra.se that I consider
1mportant is that tha GSI) nreserved "the legend that Leibiknecht enjoyed
the confidenaa of }L.::"r" and that does des erve 1ooking up, pp. 2485252, -

cms"'has not found what T asked hia to try to £ind -- MaTx's sharp
cr' ﬁz.g,ue of Hehring’s so-called"History of the GER". And there is no
dnub-b tna. B hasn't moved one inch away from the"great. sottzce” on- the
GUD-- Hehring 8 boox. ’ R - B :

: Pa 2 of Gms' 1et%er 13 more valuabla, neca:..se :W'n around Harx'

Rngals thought ha
,m's mp. firat againat Ls_abimacht ea.ying Gotha.
‘b3 outlived Atg use sﬂ.ﬁess, 88 1 Marx ever: agmarl With 1t, . Then,

,_Ea.utsky publ:}.shed_ﬁil’ m.. upon aduption of pmgm lf*:l.ttan Kauﬁsky, '




: 309-311 of Bukharia's

8. Bu ‘and .the absolute usel of Marud),
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'6 ::c withont being that v'mgaxiin hiﬁ'*appreciation"'of D., oz mayba more

eomcﬁly to his disaisse.l of philosonmr.} R -
fxaaewors for ':ea;/ Marxian diaj.ectic." (ps 16)

?_,gm 'nm' IS T0 SAY, R mw" mmma :c'r WAS m mmn OR m., oa mn
'mAT mmn m:. RADEK  IEVES, ‘ ‘

aepa::ation i‘mm, ot VIL a.t.
Rg;mawr, . Ses his 1009 work,-'.l‘act}.cal

a1, f"""“.-f"“@th’ ’-"P"m"a °‘”@ STgRnLeAtien) but that was be'oam o




mgmm as aga.inat Rz.'s difference on the ag:ranan question. It w.a"then

«Eﬁ & aystee Eo ):Q;ngg,la" (1: 171,. It's only g

the RR bourgeois, nsing ‘bourgeois mee.ns.

In 1978,.: Pluto Préss published Pennokrsk and Gortex's Marxism,” - -
which wa.s i.ntroduced and edited by E;étsfg:t. The Introducticn -consid.ers
the t:nole Lan: curmnt of nom the Dutch and H, -~ ‘cha:r. is those mat R
“troke from the Znd Internstional after 1914 gnd ° 1 1921 broke also from
tha Brd, this time over the /;onrlitions the GI and they fomed
~ the Counist Yorkers Party of Gexmanfﬁmbwm claims that the
mots g0 back to 19 oek an%erter establisk‘ed Die Tfihmal
1n }Iollﬂnd vs. K and in 1909 formed & new :pm;r, the SPD o:[’
l-lollﬂ.nd. In a.ny case it was a-gainst vevisionismy though it was then
prefa.cad. ‘by KautSky, Pmnekoek breaks with Kentsky in 1911, ° On the
ot.her i’umds thay are wi’d:. VIL a@.’mst KL . ofi the Junfus mphlet, but
thmn np].it with VIL ,later that same yea.r on tha H&tional Q,usstion.

_In 1941 'Pannehnek a.né. Jcriexr denoﬁ'ee the 21 cond.itions a:ul ea]l
p: Russla state capitalist, (Gorter dted in 1927 Panmekook in 1960) -
Tna pomt 1s that their attack on the 21 conditions says "A eonmunist pmy

fg p.16s) and stick to its prineiples but :\.t % ot , Hot rule

:-t. do go itk factory committres, "Tao. lmity of -_pa.rty a,nd, 'moni 18“_',-,.‘ S

l)y_ the p:olatamt“ (p. 1?1) ihia hool: has rmly 1?6 pageae:




: ‘Eh . ariticme of I.enin and tha GSD. Ihowzh a.L. 'l;hs s'qm:inr amonios 113
st‘@g.ctiy dn"'ec.xnomica" l»!amistﬁ") a:sd 'h‘.‘muem ha adns.ts thnt ..naepmble mﬁ

',-"'fﬁash only a "wth" and. that ‘*thera 15 znealiy mthins
-.‘7__.-:mm j_t'ﬁ gmn'!' 'H'm unm’l +n‘__{nma-+hmu +h.'a m-pi&-n‘l-u--:- '-mw

R . neo 'I;...-.-.nw-.! (L} TP -—
Lk "Ei':e "‘c;.“&:,'.‘i‘-"aa‘aw ol 1;_, 5 alsg-calisd l.-un.qsza;.u t

. provad oniy 'Boo willing to share the lenders’ refomiat ccm: ctions" 1
{p. 278) . To wonaﬂ:‘f “there is no actua_. discussion of tha Gmmcﬂ. cammnnist g
Hovement, no discuss!.on of any apontaneous action of the uorkers, 80 I would
say tha.t ‘baing for CouncJ. Communists is & big lle, The 19%5 are &J.sa
8 fauura, incl Ldins the Spanish Rsvolution.

.  "Yhat the Bolshevlks did.ims to aotualize t.ne progra.n of !:he Secend
B Inﬁsmtlonal by way of revolution” (pe 201).

'I'he other work 'by Ma.ttick that was PﬂbliShﬁw in 1978 and t1%led -
_ z\nt -Bolshevik Gommuniam omaists of essays betwean 193“ and 1967, ’H!.th
| on arfSEHH esouy on y
"l{arl Km.tskyz f:mm F.a.rx to. Hitler" (1939) to ths 1935 asmy on "Lenin
V2. Lmnbarg (that's the.ome I sharply critiqued =oma:¢hera, when it was
deny t.he;t as an ‘econonist he took Lenin's position on Ha.nc 8 &ccumula.ticn
..a.pit&l and not RL's, but hecauss of his politics, he coras: to i-he
,__ccnalusi.on that though Lanin was right he wag mng and though BL was
:xrbng gaa r.rss ri,ght )%ﬁher senay in 1939 on Council ‘ﬁﬁﬁ‘t‘um == 0o
; "&11 foras of lkhox- organimtien az:e func-bion:lng as an
capims.st aoc..ety. :




-+ s "%6 FEIY "P-!i-'*- i WS a?praased iu a a“urama

ﬂla.t this easé.y a.ppearéd in Scienéo a.ud S0




