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ry Notee on "Marx and Engels and the Concept of the rty" by
ty Johndorf  Socialist Register, '1967 and on "Marx, Engels and

the Party" by(John Cuntiffe Hiatory of Political Thoght Vol,II No.
Summer. June 1981.!atge£§:2:fz£g@

I am putting these two articles together because they seem to me the
two which best talk about Marx and the Party in a way that gives us
- introduction to some sources to follow up on which is much more than
can be said for the stupidities of John Molyneux's Marxism and the Party.

e——

.Johndb 4 article is a valuable summary if for no other reasons than :
1) ‘the lar body of references to writings of Marx and Engels on rhe\?arty
and 2) q me interpretatione 6f M&E on the party --notably
on Rubel

One difficulty is the fact that much of the presentation is Marx and
Engles on the Party: "I have chosen to examine the views of Marx and

Engels together for they were in fundamental agreement on all the questions g -

discussed here; and over an important period, in keeping with a division
of labour agre 2d_betweeh them, Engdds dealtlh on behalf of both of them with

ques "?.ﬁ fromatl-Gver the- world;continuing and ex- '
e o G - Marx's death into the era of the Second ]f'“termatio- i

''p. 122, o
m P
The form of Johnstone's article is to examine "the major 'fgodelg) of
o

the party in their work, each of which corresponds to a stage ages in |}
20w g S Q : periqd or in

g uaal Copmmigt cadres® organization ;
(the League of Communists ) a he 'party' without a rgenization
f*(during the @ £ the labo¥ 8505 and a1y 6 8); the .-

broad internat onal fedexration of, orkers organiza8tions (the First In--~
@ % st national mass party (German Social:

ernaqtional=y the Mar
‘ mocracy--18705, 809 early ™ Os) he broad national labour. party
A ABritein and America-- 880s and early, '9%_“3_ ) \based on the Chartist lﬁd@@l*.‘
V 0 —T . . % -
&\ t@“\The eﬁ?ier parts seem thé more valuable., Johnstone begins with the '
@ International Communist gfixemx Correspondence Committees--based in Brussels -
and writing to Belgium, Britain, France and Germany. He says they ilssued -
ithographic circulers and pamphlets which were sent to among othera the

League of the Just that had been founded in 1836 a gsecret Soclety of _
German artisans. League of Just ganized in @ ag League of Conmunis_rs.
[+

This communist 1eague was an intefnational assoclation of workers in a

number of European_ceuntries in ‘which Germans predominated Johpstone . -
uotes Engels from 1 HEXanis aperiaxx'’ independent
. currents': on the one hand "4 'pure

i 3"'3 eoretical movement, stemmlng from the ntegretion of Hege an -

£ oth currents ' "(p. 123)

\“\,_'\ﬂ philosophy’ @ssoclated. predomina i iit:h "The Communist’ Man:l.feato _

of 1848,' he goes on, 'marks the ¢

the Manifesto are set out some of the basic ingredients f
E els conception of the party." (p.123) He now quotes from
m I would think we might want to consider ourselves
at CM_anew on question of organiszation.
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. Pﬁgzpncept of a party. Johnstone quotes E s as follows "our

'\

minority with a correct programme--gq ﬁxorganizationr- is still better than

2
Johnstrene briefly discusses the CL in relation to 1848. How they

"returned to Cologne and founded NRZ. It may be important here to look at

Some controversy about League in this period. Some "Marxist historians"
try and make thés period almost '"Leninist" with editorial staff the-
jpolitical cemer of leadership of proletarien party in Gemsny" Of course
I Témember some others who want to dismiss this—(LiXemburg among others)
as just working with the Democracy movement and thus not fully revolutiunary
In April of '49 Marx and other Communists issued a statement 'announcing ;
their resignation from the Rhineland District Committee of the Democratic
Asgsoclations and urging 'a closer union of workers' association' of which

a national congress was planned." WMarx critiques the Democrats for
"indecisi?ﬁ weakness and cowardice,”

{

., Engels writing on "Marx and the BRZ" in Selected Workexs Vol II. % :
| ‘
{
?

Leaders of the league in exile in London in fell of '49, reconstituted
the Central Committee and in March of '50 there is address to
Central Committee, What is interesting here is the’Johnstone
hits out at Bernstein and then Lichtheim and Bertrem Wolfe fro

ribing the address as Blanquist,

Johnstone tries to take up t

that is thé-quote from the iligr i Tétter of

their years in the wilderness Marx and Engels retained and sought to
realize where possible their basic concept of the party as an organization
in which Socialist. theory fuses with the labour movement. " - My

Y

<in the next section on first internationa
attention to fact that ¥arx worked fxom ‘rlg, and Engels from '70, he .
makes no catasgory out of this *jThe rest Bf section is y stz!_ghtforwnr

thing special. _

e sectih on German orer-

id&menq§§ne & & doss : ais

He quotes Engels in to Bexstein in Nov, 1882 "To be for a moment in a

to have a big but thereby almost nominal semblance of a following."

In the section on & BoYrd labour party Jéﬁgione argues that actions in
Franee and Germany on the one hand were for a more theoreticallmantapky
orect party where in U.S., and Britain Marx and Engels favored a broader

heory is not a dogma but the expostion o process of ‘evoli yﬁ, and that
process involves successive \2nses" which certain argues in & very
different manner ‘thin MHaTrx, though Johnstxone does not mention this.

In the conclusion Johndbne writes l'Theoretical consclousness and the
Selbsttatigkeit (spontaneous self-activity) of the working class are
present, as the key elements in their conception of the prolesarian
party, in all periods of Marx's and Engels' thought and activity from 1844
on,(combining in_different propmortions in different conditions,"

a critiqueof-Rubel for ahistorical quoting.




John Cunliffe's pf%e begins with & major probtim gg}here is no uniform

concept of the 'party' in the writings of Marx and Engels; not merely bes -
cause the issue was one of the many which they failed to develop through =

lgck of time, but more significantly be gaase there o place for one
i&ﬁ&ﬁgégftgs_general corpus of their work ™ (p. 349)
&%C N
NJL44”‘ gf//fe o gagg/es his article not chromologically as does Johnstone,
b

ut on different usages of the term party: :
e first and most extended usage is where 'party’ is to be !

interpreted in 'the great historical sense.' 1In this sense, 'party' aimplyn

/ designates what was termed the 'real' or 'spontaneous' working-class move-
ment, including each and ever instance of political organization con- =
sidered a manifestation of it, '
"The second ugage of the term 'party', while maintaining or imply-

ing the criéteria employed in the previous usage, adds further specifications
In this sense, the term 'party' is to be applied only to those formal or-

[2):4: #,ggﬂygg?ggpgggpes the appiration to the | 'i.
‘\})conques of political poweiy by the working class. C

usage of the term 'party' retains the criteria stipulated !

by both previcus usages whilst adding afggggggz_gggﬁiggfgyign. In this gemx |
sense the term is to be applied only when the conditiong™iiiplied by a ’
ational organization, a national programme, and a national framework. of .

‘\- olitical power are met., Here, the designation 'party' necessarily en;q@}b'?

e final usage of the term party' designates a more or less’

aspiring to a more or less adequate understanding of Marxian t eory..
‘In this informal sense the term does not involve any of the organizational
-eriteria presented in the second and th usages, algthough in a manner  to i

“be” specified it retains the substance of the first usuage,™
‘ "?hat is common to each usgfge is a basic contrast between party and
'sect'," ;
"The purpose of this paper is to unpack and refine these various usagesf
- of the term 1n the light of a fundamental contras e '”

'For Marx, self-emancipation required independent working-class‘
organization, inggggpdgag,nngqgf}y of-other_glasaes, but also of any
sectarian elite," (p.35%)

Cunliffe now prbceeds to discuss each of the levels. ting Marx
/on party in the great historical semse Cunliffe continues [YThe initial
 contrast, then, is between two usages of the term; with 'party' in an -
extended sense denoting a historical movement, and ‘party' in a. reatrcted
sense denoting the organizations issuing from it. What really mattered
was. the former." (p. 3512:1 IR

"Marx and Engels repeatedly affirmed the 'inherent oppostion’ bQCWeen“
secttarian organizations and the emerging 'spontaneous’ movemant with 1tl
orgenization expressions," A; -

" Cunfiffe has a number of references to some of Marx's correlpondenca )

that would be impdtant to follow through on.
_@n general, I 'think we need to survey the correspondence from Mhrx

~ which appears to have many of hig comments on organization.
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Under the second usage there is to be''organization, a programme, and

he aspiration to the conquestimm of political o@r" "the term 'party'

comming associated with Wions ather € a,n_%tsﬁ?\

Cunliffe quotes Marx here as follows "}fme economical emancipation of
the working class by the conquest of political power. The use of that

political power te th attaimnent of soclal ends,'" (p. 355) (from
F‘Ma *_ e First International and Aftexdd
Cunliffe Ses the question of "tendencies' , saying that

here party is here "an expression of tendencies already manifested in the
'real’ "RWE aanits\organizations, rather than a sectaria /ptescription

Cunliffe in ppeaking about the Communist League and the First Inter-
national says that neigher could be regarded as a party in the "relevant.
sen se,” since they were.international organizat
not be parties, J?:éf%h"' on you have a lot

itical Ydeas of Marx and Engels} that Cunliffe refers to.

o o

In part 'ﬁl Cunliffe moves to natiOnal workers' parties -~ the Chartista :

and the SPD, _/
~

"The Chartist werd considered by Marx as the first historical instance
of a working class organlzed as a class for itself, or to employ

form of political party emerging from the conditions eated by
capitalism in Britain...for Marx and Emgels, the Chartiats demonstlated

that the future belonged to par/g ng- sects." (p. 358-359) < g

Moving to the SPD "In the SPD, Marx--ana" peci
recognize a national workers' party which was Tiot unified mass
organization issuing from the class, but leo possgssing an advah 1ced prt%ra

- mme, Indeed, for Engels the designation 'Social-Democratic' was a misnomer.

for a party whose programme after 1891 was not generally 'Socialist' but
specifically 'Communist'.," (359)

Now follows a : on the SPD which should not be summarized but ‘
looked at, S 1 Cunliffe contrasts the private and publ:lc._-. E

views of Marx on SPD ere,

g @ some very beautify expressions trying to grasp Marx omn

py. Cunliffe certainly realizes that party is not other firo
: ' M oe nzt 85 to philosophy,

Fhan engaging in direct politic ac ivity, Marx concentratad
theoretical studies and urged his immediate entourage to do ljikewise. Th
immediate objectgive as he put it was to achleve a ‘scientific v:l.tory fo .

our party" (p.362)

"Without claiming to be an exhaustiyp list, the term ‘party’ is us
in an informal sense to denote not only/a group but also its theoreticsl
works or the &d%n through which they are expressed."” (p.362) :

S - 17333
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- Engels' later designab:lon-_'The Firat modern '.:crld.ug mens '~ party’ wnar -
- Marx and Engels were é’ffirming wﬁat this was a uni uel new ganeral :

oo it A 5‘5'3‘““ :.‘




Mhe 'Marx party' was not to assume the role of a replacement in this
gsense for the 'historical party' regarded as temporarily defunct in that it
lacked any contemporary practical expression.' 364 '

" iith respect to their form both the League and the Internatiol
. were seen as the spontaneous products of the 'real’ movisment, though within
each of them the 'Marx party' came to play a leading buc never
unchallenged role."

"Ihe absence of ‘any extended analysis, of the relaticnship between
'class' and & 'party' is not an unfortunuﬁe omission to be repaired by
others. TFor Marx and Engels such analysis was superflous becuase 'parties
were nothing more than temporary expressions of the 'class' i/ .

as it matured toward gself-emancipation" p, 367.'71ﬁ1ﬂ4$’?¢ﬂ LW f7%¢44””

"The necessary content (of political parties) was to be supplied by the
clags movement ag it developed its own organization forms..." 367 . '

Cunliffe ends as follows: [Eihere could be no theory of the 'party'
as an immutable organization form becuase there was no place for one . - _
given the principle of the self-emancipation of the class and the rejection:
of sectarianism.'’ B R
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) “Glass and// " Rossana Rossanda from El Manifesto #4, Translated frqm :

' ,the.F‘renoh version which appeared in Temp ¥odernes Jan, '970. Published in

e

Socialist Reglster 1970 edited by Ralph Milibrand and John Savila The Merlin

Press mﬁdon@ pp. 217-231

-3 The introducbory section looks at mar} idYor¢anizat lon! after Hody Family and

Cer ot e————.

Germaug Ideologx against secret socl%les. "Honaver vhat SBpa:r:a.tes Marx: from Lenin
(who far from n_Marx's outlines, Loriented himself in a ant dlrect!:oh‘t R

is that the breanizatlon{is never considered by Marx a.a: hine 'bya;‘- an essentially

practical matter, a fdexible and changing Instrument, an expression of the real
s

“Tha organization erpresses the revolution, but does not precede it;

does it antlicipate its objectives and its actlons."]Rossanda. quotes a bedutiful

'sta,temgmt by Marx. /“One can underata.nd" he wrote scathingly, ‘luhy these cons}ﬁators '

'a.re not cs‘t,ant to organize the revolutionary proletariat. Their ocuupa.tion consist

a,nticipa.tine the devalopment of the revolutiona.ry process. to push it deli-

'tions--of rsvolution.beins present. The only condi’cion for them is that the -ins

thay shara confused ideas with the alchemists of cld., Obsessed by their oun g

.and they ha.ve profound contefgfor act:l.v{ty mv;kmore theo etizak lind, Hhich L

ailt (t \% S
erests are. To the degre&. that -

1n expla.inins to hhe workers what thelir' ‘bg
the Paris proletariat advanced directly to the center of the staeem;_ 8o |
did.hhese conspira.tors see thelr influence wane." (p. 218) Rossanda ua.‘hii-.s-‘tb ey
-51-..19 3ha.t be'lmeen the prolehariat and the party of the proleta.ria.t the terms "
almoat ‘ ero;’z;;.;le. | e E@aﬁne proletariat’s self-expresslon.
!.:ntroductory seotion ends with a quote from The Eighteerrth Bruma.ire on tt;e

9')‘%&‘#")\ ,f/s ;230 i

ectl.on 2 13 ontitled "The Model of the Commune". Here Rossanda. 15 Urn'

of O
y a.sed on prax{s\ "(p. F 20)'1.

O
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expression of this is the Commune of ¥’ "In the cmm oo sdirvect g0
thus appaared @?as ah elementary'Torm of% pover, g t as 1ts sgocific .“l~- (‘3%3—{

form." (p.220), Rossanda goncludes in this sections "If, that is to sa.y. one
does not. find a pxrky theory of the party in '*Iarx. the reason is that, In his’

theory of evolu@ there is neither need nor room for it," (p.221) —’"%

v :
Section 3 "Lenin's Horizon® (pe221) "The question and the theory of the ?

A e

revolutionary party only arise with Ienin. Thelr birhh is‘ historioally specific."i

o Rossanda says that at turn of centry Lenin' s hor on. delim tod by tuo faotss? 1'_[ ‘[;ﬁeB,y
@capltalist ha.d entered imperialist ph 88 i is more complex'ﬂ')i% had been

. foreseen. The pariod @@md been marked by absence of revolution. Then

P,
@Rossa.nda says two questlons arose which marked the revolutions of 2oth
ﬁbjury a.nd also Sharacterized Laninigp, @apitalism and imperialism defeated .

-fa.coordine the the Marxian schema were not "ripe"

st .%“’yb

1
]
i
!
i
i
i
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!
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for oommunism. "

Roasanda. aays._ tha.t the thesis of "backward" countries having to pass. throush

' gz?a _until

8 -'-""Chinase Ccmununistsand soms revolutionary currenta

':_.Horld. présed'-theory of "zones of revolutiona.ry storm," s, 'pol:.tioal".

SC0p .g of“ o‘ojeotive conditions a.nd a ravoluti nary explosion - ma.rd.ng the

,revolutiona::jes. : An exi:erna.l'van uard, A revolutionary party 1s bearer of

Even 1n EurOpe the. ori of soclal demoora.oy and

: Oppose to aocia.l-democrcraoy a. non-Ianinist model \only Gra.msci !

ed 1mpoas ‘ble a2 praoticw ' 3

BRo anda. aa.ys “Ienin 8 obajctive was to liberate sooia.].kdemo
' d- then 5a.yo ‘Tenin "didn't
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dlscussion" a orulously ldealistic ;eoonstructiou of
' Qk ( Bort O, oy

the birth of Marxisd as a product of culture and of ubthﬂhé else."“(p.223) “The

Marxian dlaleotié here is one in which xik the proletariat has the capacity of
is thizodﬁs of "revolutlonary initiatlive".

Luxemburs did not deny need forf organized
vanguad which Rossanda says came not from her viewing absence of a policlal dimension

inAorkt ng- class serugele but from the o jecgrve fraqﬁ’n{ation of the stuggles.

resided in the‘laswé/of historical development of the

class struggle. that is to say of the material base, Rossanda quotes RL's ﬁﬁressi n;oﬁ;,;”
PR , ”'“"—~“—-——-—-\ o
Hlllss the eternal sea | (p. 225) ossanda ends this section first by sayiue

.m‘of the politioal movemené Tt bas inplicsisons forra,¥;
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ravolutiona.ry pa.rty -- as autonomy Q%s}the party from its material base

y@(/am:ests the dia.leo:bie batﬂean olass and consclousness." Ps 226 A dual herlba.ge -
T

G‘Gramsci exploited by partisans of norkers counoils after '56 as well as those uho

advocate supremacy of not only party but its leading cadres., Rossanda says "The

real Cramsel is in hils Aitlnerary, the theoretical echok‘ of the erisis of revolutlons
. - RO
of the twentles,-the-refilection on the'_\complexity of the relation between

{ Spontaneity and organizatldn in the stress of concrete history, in a period when

~ the fallure of the movement seems to loave no other hope than international

reference to the Séviet Unlon, and the maintenance s at all costs of even a

restricted vanguard in each country. 'Zéi.ﬁ;"-the’s Yeal Gra.msc:l"" i3 also to be found in

RSP

2 the strong awareness which always had of the complexit hof the social fabric.

“-L..—-'

'a;mi of th its forms of expression..."
:E‘inal seotion “’I‘he Problem Today" After Ienin the question was reduced to one.'of_‘;

‘democractic functions of the va.nguard Deba.te oscillated betueen secta.rianism'anw

o '--'-\ i e
tural revolutw ) the L

y

Inefortl critiziesed a.rt:be's reduction of tha cle./ss to the pa.rty. Rossa.nda.

S . a. la.ak of hlatorical perspF 1qe. ha.d an inaurreaj:.ional aspeot

;where.ﬁ hou:' 8h uld ha.ve been a rediscovery of the tot.a.lity of Marx's thoushf ""_ -
» the questlon of (‘%l and pa.rty(o_n/]} has theorestical va.lu "

t, 1s:that ﬁry of mrganization is olsely linked to a oonger dﬂ' ‘
_"ca.nno. o sepatated fron 1t." (p. 230) (/Jthme atie




Dec. 1, 1985

Dear Raya,““\

I want to begin with the 30 Year Retrospective in terms of the 1980s.

This half decade strikes me as tremendfously rich in M-H thought and
- developments, as much 8o as any full decade under review. In N&L

the year 1980 begins with publishing the two draft’ chapters from RLWLKM
(Jan.-Feb and ‘April) and ends with the publication of 25 years of Marxist-
Humanism in the U.S. (Aug.-Sept., Oct., Nov., Dec, Jan-Feb.81) which launchm
our move to a 12-pager on a regular basis. Inbetween -is the publi-
cation of essay artilces -- mine on Marx's revolutionary journalism
(May 1980) and Olga's on women's liberation in search of a theory (June,

1980).

Although RIWLKM won't come off the press to end of '82, as early
as 1980 or perhaps 1979 when you published the draft.chapter on Marx
and Engels contrasted (Jan.-Feb.), the influecne of the new book-to-be .
is felt within N&L's pages. Saying it another way, we had an intertwining
of your work onthe new book, a new sense of M~H organizationlphilosophy
and its relation to objectivity'with your writing of::the 25 Year History
and a new form for the newspaper with its expansion to 12 pages and the

Albeginning of Essay articles.

e e e e et g g Py s e e Ameprye £ ¢

g By the ‘end of 1980 we were greeted with Reagan. Reaganism together
.4 with revolution/counter revolution in Iran, in Central America,, in .
"8 -poland, and now inaSouth Africa dominated the“objective events-in’
. "il"half decade. Throughout the last five years one can see the inter= o
[" action between these events and Marxist-Humanism in nuybbrous leads, By
T/P and other articles in the paper. . o

. _For 19'£I'? : ﬁi B k l%%ngf ODII‘.I &Laﬁgno lBtSn.'.s Iao:!'tdlril: o&:?x % AN
on youth (May),Neda on Iranian women, (June) ‘Maggerat-on’ 1téty {(July), Kevin on’ French
Editlon of Capital (0Oct), and myself on Latin America (Jan.-Feb.) and M-H. Arclves (Nov.)
Unfortunately,alshough '82 had a number of essays,we have certainly not written: regula

Oy othcr years. In both '80 and '8! your writings on lran (May, Aprll, Nov.) ‘and o
China, Jan.-Feb., May, Aug.-Sept.) are strongly represented in the paper. And of- urse
we bagln a stuady stream of articles on Reaganism. L S

. Pohnd began off 82 with your lead-editorial article on continued roslstance (Jln.,

_ Urzula s essay. on Polish women (March), and your T/P with Poland and all of East. Europe. ..
. discussed-in relation to the trilogy (Merch). Essay artilces that year are by Ron- on.
' Marx: and the party In the 18508 (Jan.-Feb.), Cyrus on Kurds (April) Nizeria b Ukoku. (July),f

leglrctc from ltaly (Nov.) and myself on Marx and Non-capltallst Iaqﬂ:_iggg, e 4

,_.—.-_,..,

L “What is sErik 1982 to me is that €He~ Int¥od :
2 published-¢ ‘ , , )‘“‘Tha yoar'unds-*

7 with RLWLKM off the. pross an with your new. analvsls of -
: Audropov's Ascending (Dec). \Other)dimensions which were. important in this pcrlod
- the’ ‘Bla 'Dlmonslon In the Soith was carried in :Juns, in Aug.-~Sept. and:ln: Hov.
hotgiveut B81-82 on Guatemsla, [n-person reports,. that .we.
then used to create the Guatemala Revolutlonaries Spesk pamphlet, jult as our plmphlct




(),; ar'l L_ggln America's Revolutlions come prlmarlly from the essay type articlas that we

had Tn NeL. o
Y s of course the Harx Centnnary with our special I1ssue and your tour. The
! ; Mﬂr Jsue has all the speclal articles and the ad-for.ths first part of the tour. April

contlnues the tour ad. Your sum-up of that tour appears in the June Issue.

1983 ends with our new edition of ACOT announced and then with Denby's death and our
in memorfum Issue (Nov.) and finally with our ront page artilce on Grenada Invasion,
Including anncuncement of PPL to come on Grenada.

1384 Jan-Feb presents the new front page with Workshop Valks and Black World
and includes your new Introduction to ACOT. March as both your introduction to Afro-Asian
and Terry's essay article on Eleanor Marx (somethlng we should use or perhaps reissuas

. for the Centenary 1986). April has Alan's essay on Black opposition to U.5. imperialism
in the 19th century. The 'N&L year' ends in May with Draft Perspectives announcing the
proposed move to Chicago.

Pinally is the period of the paper being in Chicago. The hlgh point 1n one senze
ia the "return” back to Detroit for the Archives Isoture and Exhibition. Marah
caries the firont page announcerment of it, April, the special Arcohives lesture-exhlbit-

readers' views section, Seocond 1s the 30 Year Retrospestive liself in the July and
Novambor issues, And thibd is publication of WIDOR with reviews by Terry in March
and Sk Ida Fuller in May, as well as special ad in Oct. and special sections of
RV ingcluding this Deo. What is interesting about these three points te me is that
.they are involve explioidly H~H as a body of ideas, our willingness to speak
directly on that in a more open comprehensive menner than ever before. It seems that
this flows out of the 1984 Perspedtiocus section on Not by Fractice Alone, the Movement
from Theery, and that everything is in one way or anothr a refermalation of that ==
from the full Arshives talk sand exhibit, te the fact of the 30 year retrospective,
R Aftexll.‘l.. Me_never did a 25 year retropsctive, ani I suspect that it is within this
,hst half decade that we are finally working out a fuller appreciation of ourselves;
' And of come ‘a8 uny have noted, the new book is so explicldly Msrxist-Humarmlat, :

ospﬂehlly to how we az Marxist-Mumanistz have wrltten about South Afrioa in the most
redent period, and hew we have written sbout that whole oategory of post~Marx Marxism -
within the pages im of MAL. Mike's review of Shanin's book (June "84) yours on Dupre
(Ost, B84) Grenads PPL excerpts (MNov) Zevin's on levine §i (Dec), your presentation

- are two important political analyrsis as they were happening -~ Bitbturg, and thon
Su_llit. . \

'I'h!.s last half doanda coincided yitH so mush ney in Marxist-Humanisms 1)your
+ £inal woxking out of § o s)view of Marx's
.. last.deaszde, 2) the

fanisation and new pressmtation of the Avahives in 1981 and

" now thelz new presevtation of 61-85 snd a full sdditien of moh other mterial at
. the ‘baginning of next year, 3) the expansion of MAL to(fi2 full time and my
i ‘coming. to Comter te be managing editor ) Denby's death\, ho ganisation of
¥ the front page of ML as workshop talks and especially as Blask World 3} the new
o, @mt mon 6) and new the propesal for transforming MAL into a Avee
NI
* * *

The smml. topig I vanted te write about here but just briefly is on the party.
T just finiahed Robﬁ-s&vloo s £irst volunne Jenin A Politicdl Iife and while this .
is not presented here as any kind of review, but just a few random thoughts whils:
reading, The book which certaim has much on the Farty and Ienin frem 1902 to 1910
‘aade me think about how much we havo ohanged in our thinking about Lenin and our
thinking about Marx on the question of the Party. The book certainly shows that

'All of this is not unrelated to what is happening arcund the objective a!.tuathn. :

~te expanded REB Jan,=Feb,, to name sons of the most recent, Also on Objestive situstien

e e

A e e e




Eonin was ne all powsrfull force in hiz own party in those ysars. He uas quite,
quite often in tho minority. 9o ho was forever fighting a battle, and while you
- ean certainly be sympathetic with his £ight many times, the greater truth is that.
there absolutely does not apperr to be any whiff of a philoscphy in his battleg. 3o
- no matter how much you admire Ienin on his battles, you realise that t! _&round they
s_conp] losophy., B0 not matter how good n ia

are fought on i
‘W&tﬂo ¥S_on.-the-Farty evan when he is "right" bescause
ground 1s W¥Ong, MNow more than a decade ago, you has already assid lenin as a

2axzx Iosssldean, so of courss much of this 1s not at all nenw, What is new is the
view you have developed on Merx on organisation, It shows on a title ikim Dialestic
of ‘the Party. Becamseto jam dlaleotis with party means as a Miixist you cannot take
the simpls route of returning only to Ienin as organisation man and disnigsing Marx
because he supposedly had no theory of hhe party. Chapter i1 of RINLXM 1s the
- Jmgknn point of departure for us in thinking about the new book. One think it made
®e think about was the 2nd International, In MAF until HM insisted, you did not

Was anything on 2nd, and then refused to call it & party, I ap wondering if ‘

the vantage point of the Dialectios of the Party means that the 2nd will end up in

& more prominant place 1n your discussions, Are we in part dealing with a "history®
of the party from Marx’s time to our own, or 1s the centenary since Marx a mere diversion
in terms of the party? In ope sense I am sure it is, as I mentioned last week reading
about American Trotakylsm ssems so empty, and even the disputes uithin the RSDLP

in the first decade of the 20th century seem in many ways develd of much for us, and
yot, the Party, the Party still attracts so much of the Lsft. The mass struggles
historically have come up with so many orsative forms, and yst the Ieft seems still .
to live in one or another version of Party tacties and strategy as their oun answer,

Eecpins_




lanin A Political ld.fe !olumo I The Strengths Of Contradiction Indiana |
University Press, DBRcomington, 1985, (Service is lecturer in Russian History at :
the School of Slavonic and East European Studiem, University of london and author of

The Bolshevik Party in Revolution, 1917-1923)

The non+Marxist Robert Service's first volume of a projected 3 volume study of

Ienin c;overu from his birth to the year 1910 after the Jan, 1910 Central Committee
. Planum, 18 a valun.ble, serious study of Lsnin's political life, chronflogical in |
presentation, and, what is of particular conedrn to us, covers the debabes of the

RSDLP throughout the first deoa.de of the 20th century. that 1s through the 5th (190?)"‘(?,&&\
Party Congress, .

In the 10 paga “Prologue: The Enigma of Ienin" Service briefiy revieus the

‘scholarship on lenin hoth inside Russiz and in the West. He critique the out and

out falsificatioen in Russia. of the 1930s, noting;"Stalin's self-!.dentiﬂca.tioh u!.th

-Ian!.n. noreover, uas not uholly umidleome to the Soviet governmnt ‘s mxternal onom.les.

It ua.a',nsod by savernl cornmenta.tors to prOpagate the notlon that the entire epoch

;_for the 603 and ﬁOs. A numbar of t!.mes he notes hks diaagreemants with Hardime uork

to The Dovelognent of Cagitall.sm on Pipes see P. 211-1?\foatnote 65 for his cri.t!.qua a :
‘f Ionin belns olose to 1deas of German S-D at the end of the 19th century, ) .

13 cognis@l_: of the dismissal of Isnin as philosopher (p.6) but offers no parucuhx

opinion of his own on this question in this volume,

‘ Ghaptm 1-3 (pp. 1164 ) deal with mostly background u;”tcria.l Ch, 1 "Croas
_curronts" both with baokground material en lenin's familjend on Russia a.fter "the srut

reforn’. " ‘Chy 2 :2!{3/;1\5 to Freedom" with ILenin's life at nivorsity. early pol!.tiul
: _‘a.ctiv!.ty. d!.scusaion of Russian Marxists vs. Ruusian populiem and Plshanov's na:cxiau.
-:ch. 3 " !.va.la" with Lenin's first l.rri.vn.l and work in St, Petorsburg. his ﬂrat _.j"
moet!.ns uith Plehanov and his 1uprisomnont and exile in 1897, B




that some of Lenin's categorles were not necessarly specifically capitalist, The
question of the Party is first discussed in this chaptur, beginning with the Minsk Congress
of 1988 attended by 9 delegates, But followed by a mave of arrests of soclal-demogratic
supporters with 500 under arrest by Jan, 1899, ILenin was in Siberia at the time, but
bafore ﬂnishins Tho Devalopmont of Capitalism he had written in 1897 “The Tasks of

Russian Sooial-Decomcra.ts a.nd 1n 1899!"produced 2 series of draft articles ending uith

his Project for OurrPa.rt }E__a From the outset, he re-affirmed his admiration
for ths earlier attempts by:“PJ.ekha.nov and Akselrod; hés own aim was only te offer ° par-
tioular editorial changes, corrections and additions®,“ (p7h) “As early ak 1897,
;n_ The Tasks of Russian Social-nemocrats.‘ he asserted that 'the struggle with the

I// government 1s impossible without a strengthening and development of revolutionary
organisation and consﬁiztlveness. ' In The Essential Questien ritten in 1899, he
refined his proposals, Ii was his bellef that the 's overrigi_r;g _priority should

:. be to Androduce a ' ion—o:t_la_b_gu into_ its affairs.
(.‘overed hers as well 1s Lenin's first fight over pub.d.ca.tion of Iskex finally settled‘

‘with its being published in Munich under Ienin,

"Ch, 5 "Stgistening Stheks" begins with the f%f: 1ssues of Iskra “Ulyanov,

uritins ‘ﬁr Iskra, poured his greatest effort into consideration of the@y s>
cond!.t!.on The_Urgent Tasks of Our Movement appeared in the first issue; it roanﬁd
the organina.tioml proposa.ls of his Siberian pericd. But he wanted to expand his n.rgm

o ——
(‘(/I in & full book, The result u@Mne It was printed in ap

Tts contents have frequently been mux/understood, What Is To Be Done? ha.s ‘been

5.-0"0‘1- b.? muabers of apoldgists and detractors alike, as a universal practical
ﬁlﬁeprim. Ulyanov has been said to have tendered a schema of organmtioni_l mcm;,
£1t for all soolallst parties in all times and ir all countries, In faot he anneunced
. aing, Hﬁ immediate recommendations wers addressed speciﬂ.cally to Russh. :'

" 1s tol bo done? Ep. @ deal with soms of the reaction and debate smong nsm' lnaders..‘
"r principle spponents were A.S. Mortsnov and V.P. Akinov.:) ‘

g i




At turn of centry tno trqdn.s other "
I_‘..J i )

to forn own party. asarian socialism galned a new 1ifé with organization of Party
S e N

of S/tsiallst-navolutlomrles) A move waz on for a Party Congress, Ienin's attitude;
m_ et
ey A fight porhaps causes i.rrita.tion to a fen person, but thereby it clears the air; it
defines relations directly and precisely; it defines which disagreements are basie a.nd
which ssscondary, defines where there are padple taking a compeltely different road
and whers thers are true party comrades dissenting only about particularities,'® (p.96)
. 'I'ho glc'r:a board was to draft a party program. Plehanov offered draft and Jan.8.
ﬁ) d 190; ‘the (6/ editors wet to discuss draft, Ienin launched a full critique(_!p\ 9?-10

Chs 5 onds with a discussion on 2nd party Congress which doesn't seem te contaln anything

WY
By C)\{D (E -é!'m' this acoursed D!.sta.nco th th debates and party wringling
N2

that foll.ougd 2nd Party cone;ress fro (@anin L “One Step Forward, 2 Steps I Backward"

‘-—‘-v--.\._ o~ ——

W to fuxembure’ "Orga.niution Questions of RSD" to

the oppoai.tion within Lenin's own Bolshevic fa.ction. What seems to emerge horo a.nd.

i

\ nd of pu-ty -=but for us as Marxist-Humanism he have to ask what B ‘Qg:tho—

- £
! ) ve e;roundad. 1?{_? Does it have a relsvance for today.

/____..——

H -0 ' " ses Lenin's @._llianue u!.th Boada.no asalnst the Bolshavik conciliatora

a' ' R
AV
lead by Roskov, M began—ta_he publiished, ILenin uorhad to win the social-dsmcratica

inside Russia “The year s 90‘1' and onfthe objective scene is the Russo-@ E '-"" '
B\ ch “Stm und Drang" beglns with a discussion of 1905 in Russia. Isnin is '

epdpted here (first part of 1905) as being sgainst any alignment with Mensheviks and
evon $114ng o break with many Bolshevics who do not agree with in, in partiouht ‘
oy, Neskok, . "Two Ta%ﬁes of S-D in the Democratic Revolution“is written, ' '

Qﬁ and 8 100k at-Lenin in period of 1905 Revolutiod Ch. 8 "predioting the Tide".
-'url.tu of thg hl.lso his disasroez:ﬁ_with Bogdanov tut “"Nevertheless lenin a.nd Bosdm

concurred thad philosophlcal diaa&g_eomnts need r%t affeot their poutlcal n.llhnce__

]

Thoy joxx made(epistemology a truce mons. What is interesting in gh, BJ is thl.t Wlee&gm g

. .r




r

tries to present the type of war lemin is hl:.\rlnsr with himself on relation ef party to

masa, on attitude to sovieta, of attitude te ot‘x}r faotiona such as Baadmov. 'rha
e

particular section where this is happenlns is Q'On Philosopny and On The Soviets" _%432156_.}

g o

ta.ko the following statement:"If Isni.n 8 thi.nk:lng in 1905 was more tension-laden than
R

Has oﬁatoma.ry even for him, it must be appreciated that Russian politica changed. with

benildering rapidity 8 few months) But there is a further difficulty. Lenin was

an active politiclan, not an armchair commnentator. He worte to achleve ippact over his

party and thmough his party., Rhetorical flourish and exaggeration were fali pia.y.' Binse

ILenin was concerned lest the Boisheviks might flpat adrift of working-class opinign,
, e .
it was natural for him to make a strong case for the inatinctive virtuges of the factory

labourer, Mo statement of theory made by him was unaffected by his immediate political

goals,- H.ls 'political thought ' Ae therefore mishandled uhon. as was done in his day

- and. la still done toua.y, it is trea.tod as a § : s6.f. The parts lagk ultmte
his ideas is a.n( oy, n

defi.uit.lon: thoy -« oot ' g;j :
3 of tandencies; ' 30, partion ed aode, " (p. 146-147)

| Apr11-1906 48 lH:h Congresw Lenin for land nationalization, Menshviks argued- t;hh.£"~5- '
‘ hhia to be o:r:ienta.l despotisn, therefore donbt uwich any kind of centralized authority.

: But other Ba.l.shevics did not support Ienin's position especially S. A Suvorov, oven
on a. ma.jor queation of policy sugh as land tenurs, Lenin was not the master of the i

_Bolshevik faotioxﬁ (ps 153) As well Ianin had to fight an insurrectionist tendenoy

~

5.n his own’ party.
chp. 9 For the Good of the cause" 1noluﬂes a report of the 5th Party Conaresa of

S A T A A T

o 1907.
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it lpbé&‘fr; e uﬂ . ot _— .+ 81ve no sign of themselves, Do
e . m the political ocentre-stages the sligtest revi slo
ot f’%@-l.fﬁﬁhﬂrjﬁ 11. apadn M\fﬂﬂ1.;hﬂmnnl‘.lmm:-nuhn-n..,.l- ?1‘5_‘592V1f‘5.nc‘6.35:?!l’ th‘ b&aio .
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 _ character and direction of activity, untii the objective problems of a revelutlon
Which m'ém&ad this or that defeat has been revoited,'

Such thoughts ylelded the conclusion that revolmership in times of
unfreedom was better undertaken b; a few men with %orroot“theory than by many who
united around awl‘iotohpotol?\of incorrect ideas." (pp. 173-174) |
ch. 10 "Doubts and Certainties" Deals with Ienin's fight again Bogdaov. And
Bem;io_es conclusion that at besinning of 1910 Ienin was quite isolated within his own
Bolshevic faction,

Eugena
Dea, 12|__1985 T
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