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It sounds so allstr€rct, so easy *or:ly; with Hegel, that
philosophy is the "thinkins ri:udv of thinss"\ff i '  Erirely sounds ovcr-
simpli f ied to say, at one anrl the same t ime, that "Nature has given

everyone a faculty of though'r '  But thought is al l  that phi loscphy
c l -a ims as  the  fo rm proper  to  her  p rocess  . . .  "  (Para .  5 )  

I ' {hen '  how-
ever, you real ize that th:Ls :Lr: the Introduction to Encvclopaedia
of Phi losophical .science,sl that i t  was writ ten after the French
Revolut ionr which nade poirular an actual- , 'permanent revolut ion" --

no revolut ion is ever i ts f i rr : t  act alone -- you can begin, . iust
bee in  to  g rasp  the  nean ing  o f  Hege l ' s  express ion ,  : ' second negat i -
vi ty. " Furthermore r t iege.L h:rd not found art iculat ion that easy
unti l  after PhenomenolgAy of Ir4ind, 'unti l  after tho Science of Logic,
unti l"  after he tr ied to sumrnarize aLl of his works, including the
2s  JO0-year  h le to ry  o f  ph i .Losophy,  Then,  o f  course ,  you  rea l i ze
why '  when Hege l  i s  speak ing  o : :  ph i losophy,  i t  i s  no t  an  abs t rac t ion ,
that even though he l i rnltrs i1b to thought and not act ivi ty, he can
conclude in that very same ltr.i;roduc t ion I

"fhis divorce between idea and real i ty is a favorite
device of the ana:Lytj lc understanding in part icular. Yet
strangely in contt:ast with this separatist tendency, i ts
own dreans, 

'hal-f- truths 
though they are, appear to the

understanding somr:thing trueland real i  i t  pr ides i tself
on the imperative tou6tht '  which i t  takes especial pleasure
in  p rescr ib ing  on  ther  f ie ld  o f  po l i t i cs .  As  i f  the  wor ld
had waited on i t  'bo lLearn how it  ousht to be, and was not!"-  

(para .  6 )

And that same p:rra€traph furth"r stresses that "the ldea
is not so feeble as nere117 to have a r ight or an obl igation to
exist without actual ly exi lstJ.ng., '

When a new objective stage arose in 1844-L848 which was
proletarianrand not just r:em jL- pro le tarian as with the enrages of
the French Revolut ion, the yor.rng, new, revolut ionary phi losopher

and activist,  IUar)6 oracticpd l legeL,s ldea of freedom by real izing
it  in an outr ight revolut i .on. He had toLd his young Hegelian fr iends
who were becoming material. ist;si  r  you cannot become a true new Human_
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ist  by turning your back. on Hegel because he was both .)ourgeois and
idea l i s t  and because he  l im i ted  the  revo lu t ion  to  a  revo lu t ion  in
thought .  The t ru th  i s  tha t  Hege l ' s  d ia lec t i c  was  no t  jus t ,any  iddar
but  the  Idba c f  f ree idon,  and must ,  there fore ,  f i r s t  be  rea l i zed  in
an actual rnaterial way. We rnust be specif ic and shout out loud
who the forces of revolut ic,rr are. What the Reason of revolut ion
is .  And how we can ach ieve  f reedom.  I r  sa id  Marx ,  say  i t  i s  the  pro-
Ietariat,  because they eLre g.t the point of production where al l
things are created. I  s;ay 1;hat in issuing the chal lenge that wi l l
cause the whole capital j .st vrorld to tremble, we need to unfurl  a
total ly new banner of phi losophy as well  as of revolut ion. And the
philosophy of revolut ion novr -- that is, e€!.gl the bourgeoisie has
betrayed us in this 1848-9 Flevolut ion, and i t  is necessary to depend
only on our own forces 7-musr1; be , 'REVOIUTION IN PERMANENCE. " (Address

@', 1B5o)

This revolut ion i .n permanence, he continued, is not the
general i ty i t  was in IZU9-j) j ] .  This revolut ion in permanence is on
the basis of these new t i"orces of revolut ion, and this new phi losophy

of revolut ion I unfurlecl in the Communist Manifesto dealt with a

total uprooting of the o1d, a total creation of the new, showing not

onl-y what we are agains'b, but what we are for. In a word, even though

we have now challenged not onLy the mode of production but also the

form of the family and dug into the fundamental relat ionship of nan/

wonan, we must go furthr:r into the dialect ics of rgvo.lut ion , i .e.
into "the. dialect ic of negarivi ty as the moving and creating prin-

c ip1e"  o f  Hege l ian  ph i losophy.  (Cr i t ique  o f  the  Hese l ian  D ia lec t i c  '
1844 )

International. l  sm :is not; tel l ing other nations what to do.
It is solidarizing and :f lratr:rnizi.ng with those sent to shoot you --

and having then turn their guns cn their own off icers. Finally, in
very nearly the la st wo:nk <l:[ ' Mar:i:

edi t ion of  the Communist  lV i i l r : r i fes i i ;o

the IBB1 Ibeface to the Russian

that  permanent  revolut ion gets

spelled out on a st i l l  ,higher level -- that is, international ly as

we l l  as  na t iona l l y .  I t  i s  there  tha t  i t  i s  concre t ized  as  the  re -

lat ionship between te ch:no 1ogical ly advanced and technological ly back-
ward  count r ies  - -  i .e .  ' thab  backward  Russ ia  cou ld  have i t s  revo l -u -
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t i o n  a h e a d  n f  " W e s t  E u r o p e "  - -  p r o v i d e d  r  I )  t h e  r e v o l u t i c n  i s  a c c o n -

n l  i  s h e d  w ' f l - ; n  + h c  r . ^ F + , ) v +  ̂ ' f  r l r r ^ n o 2 n  r e v o l u t i o n s l  a n d  2 )  t h e  n e w

f t rcesr  in  th is  cas , :  t l ' - r )  peas 'an t  communes '  a re  never  ou t  o f  con tex t

o f  bo th  in te rna t  iona l  i  sm and d ia lec t i cs  o f  l ibera t ion .  The ldea is

t h e  p o w e r  b e c a u s e  i t  i s  c o n c r e t e ;  i t  i s  t o t a l ;  i t  i s  m u l t i - d i ' n e n -

s i o n a r  r  a n d  a t  n o  t i n e  i s  t h e '  I n d i v i d u a l -  m a d e  j u s t  t o  t a i l - e n d  t h e

Sta te  o r  "commi t tee .  "  Rather ,  le t  us  never  fo rge t  the  pr i -nc ip le  I

" the  Ind iv idua l  jg  the  soc ia l  en t i t y "  and soc ie ty  must  never  aga in

h e  e o r r n t o r - n n s p d  t o  t h ' :  I n d i l ' i d u a 1 .

- t l

IV la rx  had spe.n t  som€r th ing  l i ke  4J  vo lumes in  express ing

h is  thoughts ,  in  par t i : ipa t ing  in  revo lu t ions ,  in  leav ing  a  legacy

tha t  was  the  very  oppos i te  o l .  an  he i r loom.  Ins tead,  the  new cont i -

nent  o f  thought  became the  ground fo r  a l l  fu tu re  revo lu t ions  tha t

wou ld  be  f i l1ed  ou t  anew wi th  ever - r i cher  concre te  and w i th  ever -

g r e a t e r  f , s r c e s  - -  m e n '  w o r n e n t  c h i l i r e n  o f  a l I  c o l o r s r  f a c € s r  n a t r o n s

- -  un t i l  i ve  f ina l l y  have ach. : -eved tha t  type  o f  to ta l  revo lu t i c r .  a r ,c

tha t  type  o f  to ta l  uproo t ing"  Sure1y  no  one was more  prepared,  tvas

more  ser lous ,  was  more  exper ienced to  he lp  c rea te  such a  to ta l  revc-

lu t ion  than those who had "made"  the  1905 Revo lu t ion  - -  Len in ,  Luxen-

b u r g  a n d  l r o t s k y .  A n d  y e t '  € l n d  y e t '  a n d  y e t . , . .

l o m e s \ r V o r l d  W a r  I ,  a n d  t h e  s h c c k  o f  t h e  s i m u l t a n e i t S ' c f

i m n e r i a l r r : t  w a r  a n d  s o c i i L l i s " b  b e t r a y a l  i s  i s o  e v e r w h e l r n i n g  t n a t  ? n e
r r r r l / v I  ! L 4 r + r J

a n C  o n l v ,  o n e  L e n i n  s a y s ,  i f '  I  c c u l d  h a v e  b e e n  s o  m i s l e d  a n i
v .  ^ 4 ^ Y

c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t  b e t r o . \ / € r  r  i i a r : t ; s k ]  r  r n y  t e a c h e r  '  s o r n e t h i n g  i  s  a l  t c -

g e t h e r  w r t n g  w i t h  f y  \ N a y  o f  ' L h i n k i n g .  A n d  w h i l e  I  w i l l  n c t  s t c p

shou t in6 ;  "  down  w i th .  t he  'wa r  t u rn  the  i rn ' pe r ia l i s t  wa r  i r r t c  c i v i i

w 3 r I , ,  I  w i I I  n e v e r  a g a i n  b e  s e . t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h e  " c o r r e c t  a n a l y s i s "

c f ' a  p o l i t i c a l -  s i t u r a t i o n  w i t : f r c , u t  f i r s t  d i g ' g i n g  i n t o  H e g e l - i a n  d i a -

l _ e c t i c s .  I t  c o u l C  n o t  h a v e  ' p o s s i b i - y  b e e n  a , n  a c c i d e n t  t h a t  l l i a z ' x ,

X ia rx , s  l , Jg rx i sn r  wBS i  r , 3c ted  i t n  Hege l  and  a f ' t e r  hav ing  b roken  w i th

r h o r  ) r r :  " . e t u r n e d  t ; o  J , e v e l o p  l { e g e l i a n  d i a l , 3 c t i c  s  i n t o  t h e  N ; a r x i a nu l r i , U t  l l q ;  t

c i a l e c t i < : .  . j , r c i  s c  t h i s  r g r e a t  r e v o l u * " i o n a r ; y ,  L e n i n ,  s p e n t  h i s  C a y s

i n  t h e  l - i b r a r y  s t u o . 5 ' i : : g  . t - i e g e I ' s  S c r - e n g e  r f  l c g i c '  a n C  h i s  e v e n l - n g s

l r e p a r . l - n 1 i  f  c r  r e v c L . u t i i : r r .
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W h a t d i d l u x e r n . b u r F a n d T , r o t s k y d o ? T h e y s u r e l y w e r e a s

revolut ionary as Lenin. !h'3y sure' ly opposed the imperial ist war'

They surely were trying to prepare :for revol ir t ion' But without that

rudder  o f  ph i roscphy '  what  ca 'me out  o f  i t?  rnd  in  th is  case '  be-

cause T,uxemburg has no ! 'arty on the scene todayt but Trotsky does'

!t is on Tto\skl isrl\ \tra'c T- r,riil ns,tl concenttate

.  Tro tsky  counterposed h is  sLogan "peace w i thout  annexat ions"
anC "mob i l i z ing  the  pro le ta r ia t  fo r  a  s t rugg le  fo r  peace"  to  Len in 's

s logan " tu rn  the  imper ia t i s t  war  in to  c iv iL  war "  wh ich  Tro tsky  re -
jec ted .  What  was even worse  was Tro tsky 's  re jec t ion  o f  l ,en in rs

statement tha':  the defeat of youl '  own country is the lesser eviI .

2f eonfess that h.avin.g h4d a very warm spot for Trotsky

and he d. id mean a great; deal.not only fbr ny reorganization but

for the generation that; had to c,cnfront Stal in -- there were certain

express ions  in  those y€ la rs i  1914-191? tha t  f  jus t  cou ldn ' t  ge t  myse l f

to  quote .  Th is  oppos i l ; io r r  to  want ing  the  de fea t  o f  one 's  own coun-

try was such an expresr; iorL1'

? r

L I  S T C N  I O

t o  ach ieve  a  un i t y ,

.and then on  Len in '  s

he  sa id  r

" lJnder no ccnd. i l ; j .on ca,n I  ag:ree,  wi th your opin ion,  which
i s  emphas i zed  by  e r  r eso lu t i on ,  t ha t  Russ ia ' s  de fea t  wou l - r1
be  a  ' l esse r  ev i l ' .  Th i s  op in i on  rep resen ts  a  f unda rnen ta l
conn ivanCe wi th  ther  pc l i t i ca l  methodo logy  o f  soc ia l  pa t r io t -
i  sm,  a  eonn ivance i 'o r  wh ich  there  is :  ,no  reason or  jus t i f  i ca -
t i cn  and wh ich  su t rs ; t i tu te  s  an  or ien ta t ion  (  ex t remely  a rb i -
t r a r y  unde r  p resen l ;  cond i t i ons )  a l ong  t he  l i ne  o f  a  ' 1esse l i .
ev i l '  for  the revol ,ut ionary st ruggle against  war and the
cond i t ions  wh ich  F :e ,nera ted-  th i  s  war .  "

f t  am quot ing th j -s ;  f ron:r  The Bolsheviks and the Wor1d War

by Gank in  and I ' i sher .  (S tan ford  Un ivers i ty  Press ,  1940r  p .170 ) .  I

J i rs t  read i t  in .Russ ian  in  Tro tsky 's  own work ,  V la r  and Revo lu t ioh ,

lhe  Fa l I  o f  the  Second lo te : rna t iona l  and the  Frepara t ion  o f  the  Th i rd ,
f irst publ ished in lvioscow ).n 1923t We must remember, ho.wever, that

the  per iod  covered is  l -9 I4 - .191? i  tha t ,  T ro tsky 's  spec i f i c  a r t i c le

from which I 4uote' above wt,s dated Paris, Oct. l .4, I9I5, .  That ar-
t icle was oart ;of what t trcse. Jv,arxists who had not betrayed and who

Tro ts l l l '  on  the  P,uss ian  In !e rna t iona l i  s ts  t ry ing

f  i r  s t  rmder h j -  s  peac e s logan which Lenin re j  e  c te d,

s l oga r r  wh i ch  T ro t sky  re j ec ted .  He re  i s  wha t
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t r ied  to -  recons t i tu te  themse lves  in te rna t ionaf  fy r lno t  on  the  bas is
of Leninr s revorutionary st 'uggle of , ' turn the. i .mperial ist war into
c iv i l -  war "  r  bu t  on  Tro tsky 's  , , s t lugg le  fo r  peace, , ,_  wro te .  Indeed,
Trotsky was speaking in sui: .r  general terrns thaf he,opposed the namingof  L lebknecht  spec i f i cd l l y ,  say i 'g :  , , such  a  per  son i f . i ca t ion  o f  tac_tical evaluations, conf,rrming !o Qerman eondit ions alone, was inap_propriate in-the gi.ven docunent. upon the insistence of the whor_ecommission, i t  was withdrawn,,,  This is why such pseudo= universal i  sm.  i s  the  way to  sk ip  over  concre te  rea l i za t ions  g f  f reedom.  ye t ,  inhis 1919 Introduction, i l rotr:ky stressed the international i  sm and re_peated  tha t r  "The March  re r , ' . lu t ion  r iqu ida ted  these d i fJerences . , ,  ,7

BUT TIIAT IS NCIT Tfi,IIE. ,I}IEoRETICAI DITFERENCES ARE NOT'LIQUIDATED" 
JUST BECAUSE, IN T'ACII, .YOU ARE A REVOIUIIONARY, QUitCthe contrary. ,Once the heat of the batt le dies, the deviat ions fromMarx ism f i rs t  come to  p lague you. .

The truth is that the t)reoretical dif ference reappears
in a most horrible ti, *nrru 

"rr"" 
*n" ,.r _

Jio{r arises. you must then l ig for new phi. losophic depth on thebas is  o f  the 'h ighes t  thecre t : i c 'as  we11.  u"  p"^ " t i " .1  po ; r r ;  i . " "  
" "u"n-ed .  I f r  ins tead;  lou  remain  w i thout  a  p t r i tosoph: . "  . raa" " ,  

- rnu  

" rO_posed ly  "cor rec t "  po l i t i r :a1  z rna lys is  becomes,  i f  no t  ou t r igh t  counter_revolut ion, definitely no more thdn tai l_endism. That was trueof Trotsky in 1905. I t  wasn't  true in ]r9I? only becaus" * i" on" n"then tai lended was lenin" I l rr t  i t  became dangerously true in our eraas al l  the opposit ion ancl gr€,at f ights against Sta]- inism led onlyto  ta i lend ing  Sta l in  onc€,  Wor ld  War  I f  b roke  ou t .

Perhaps I  I

I  I :T

shou ldn ' ' t  ha ' re  asked onry  what  i s  ph i losophv?,
what is revolut ion?r but also what is anti- imperiaLism? Does the
taking of low-leveI personnel fron the U,S. Embassy in Teheran and
designating them ae CIA agents shake up the AmErican empire? The
truth is that neither Khomeini.  nor'  those students could have helped
c4rter nore in achieving higher populari ty than that al legedly anti-
imperial ist act, thereby du!,J_ing the mass struggle against U.S.
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Call ing oneself a "fo.Llower, of the Imam,, does not consti tute a
revolut ionary act, no matter how many t i .mes one repeats that this
is anti-  inperial i  sm. l jor does se l f_ f lage I lat ion constj tr te a revol-u-
t ionary ' 'ctr f io matter: how many t imes those who commit i t  cal l  uponthe revolut ionary youth of the U.S., who had previously part icipated
actively in the anti-Shah movement. lhat kind of pseudo anti_im_perial ism, such as; ther tsft ing of hostages, opens no new stage of
revolut ion. Rather, j . t  ini t iates a retreat from the original revo_
lut ionary perspec't ; iver .  I t  may give Khomeini a , ,red,, colorat ion, and
it surely helps hi.m d.ivert from the grave new contradict ions in fran
itselfr but i t  doe's r:o thing to sorve the increasing crises since he
came to power. T,he hardships on the masses intensify. The unem_
ploymEnt is greater. And s. is inf lat ion. As the Sheng uu-rien
found out, during l \ iaoYs Cultura' Revolut ion, whlch they at f i rst
heart i ly endorsed because they thought i t  meant the di 'splacement
of the bureaucracyl , ,The nor:e thinls change, the more they remain
the same . "

Concrete., in the l iegel ian sense of the synthesis of di_
verse el_ements into a :oncrerte total i tyr -would show thatr by no rneans
coincidental ly, the orr, lupation of the Embassy paral leled the comple-
t ion of the counte:r- rr>volut; ionary Consti tut ion. yes, the masses
are anti-  imperial i  st r  but IVtarx didn't  say. that just because the
masses were anti- fr :ud:l .L and the bourgeoisie was leading a revolut ion
against feudarism, thz'b therefore the masses shourd forrow the bour-
geoisie. Quite the contrary. He saidr oue were with the boungeoisie
in that f i rst act of o'erthrowing feudalism, .but now count us out.
Not only that. r t  is ir igh t ime to deepen and develop the str ict lv
pro le ta r ian  tasks .

Luxembwp; uni.erstocd that very well , and applied it not
only i 'n Russia in a'n actual :nevolution, but tr ied to bring that con-
cept of pure class struggle .to Germany. And yet, when a new objec_
tive stage arose -- imperialism -- and despite a1l her prescience
of that exploitative stage, she did not work out a new unity of
force and reason with new revolutionary forces, that isr the revor-u-
tionary nationarists f ightir4g for self- determination. renin had to
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:€: in separating hirnself ,  not. just from betrayers of the workersl
-r ' : t  from revolut ionaries who would not see the new concrete, whether
l let was a new revolut ionary force in another country or his own.
f l tat he had learned from the Hegelian dialeit ic that made him so
a\arp against his own Bol.shevik eo.Lleagues was that overthrow, f irst
negativi tyr was not enoughi that you must now see that counter-revo-
lut ion cdh arise from within the revolut ion i tself ,

This  and th is  a lone made. i t  poss ib le  not  to  s tay at  over-
throw of  Tsar ism and.  bourgeois  denocracy ca l l ing i tse l f  , ,soc ia l is t ' , ,

though headed by a so-called sociglist, Kerensky, and even supported
by genuine revo lut ionar j -e s. Jus t  as  now,  the  Tro tsky is ts  th ink
that they are the .true revolut ionaries in Iran because they hyphen-
ate the name Khomeini with Bazargan and thus talk against capital ist
governmentr as well_ as ou.tshout anly'one else in anti-  imperial i  st
slogans' so did the Bolsheviks before lenin returned to Russia think
that they were pushing the revolut ion forward by their cr i t ical sup-
port of Kerensky. I t  becomes impr:rat ive, therefore, to take a
second look at these stagesr Februzrry to Apritr i  Apri l  to Junel
July-August ful l  co unter-revo lut ion i  October. As soon as the
over' throw of the Tsar occurs, and whiLe this great, historic, spon-
taneous outburst a%ieved what no party -- Bolshevik or otherwise --
could achieve, and though i t  was unanticipated by Lenin, he by no
means let euphoria overrun him. ()uite the contrary. He had al-
ready grappled with the Hegelian dialect ic; he had already analyzed
the new stage of imperial ismr not ; i .ust economical ly but seeing new
forces of revolut ion; and he already began to work out what became
State and Revolut ion, that is to s:ryr have the perspective of not
onl-y overthrow but the total uprootingr so that only when production
and the state would be in the hands; of the whole populat ion ' , to a
man,  woman,  and ch i ld "  wou ld  i t  be  a  new soc ie ty .

C1ear1y ,  when he  ar : r i ved  in  Russ ia  in  Apr i l ,  191?,  i t  was
not  1905 s logans  - -  e i the : r  h is  o r  l l ro tsky 's  - -  tha t  he  was repeat ing .
Ratherr i t  was reorganizing his whole party on the conception of
State and Revorution. On:e t i lat b€!.came ihe basis for alt  the acti-
vi t ies of the Partyr ther,:  was no separating the revolut ion from the
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philosophy of revolut iou,, But the nasses wanted to go st i l l  further'

direct ly to the conquest of power; they underestimated the forces

sti1l in power' and i t  w:rs the beginning of al l  the counter-revolu-

t ionary  noves  tha t  s t i I I  passed. themse lves  o f ' f  as  revo lu t ionr  ac-

cusi.ng lenin of being a rlerman spy.and saying that is why he eall.ed

for the end of the war. The relevant point for us today is that

when cutright.counter-neuolut-i^gn was initi_ated by K.ornilov so that

one st i l l -  had to defend Kerenskyr the manner in which i t  was done

has al l  the answers against f tr i lendisn. rt  was at that point that

whether i t  was the creation of a revo lut iqnary mil i tary committee,

which permitted. no transfer of, guns to the front unless they approved

it,  or.whether i t  was such slogans as "A11 power to the Sovietsr "
o r  whether  i t  was " I ; lnd ,  Bread and Peace ' l  r  there  was no way

whatever to confuse that Party with any other.

Contrast thi s to ,wha-t everyone from TrotskJri st to Qaddaf i

is saying to blur those.new grave contradict ions within lran, the

diversion frorn what threatens civi l izat ion;as we have known it  --

preparation for atorn' ic w'ar ' .  Qaddafi  .and Khomeini and General Zia

may think the Midctlq .Eas.t as lhey define i t  wi l l  be the graveyard

of U.S. imperi4l ism. Nothing could he .furthe.r from the truth. Just

read, pleaser Orianrra f 'alacci 's interview with Khoneini in a recent

issue of the NewYo.I}$&gr and the one with Qaddqfi  ln the cur-

ren t  i ssue (12 /16 /?9) .  Jus t  l i s ten  to  tha t  demagogue,  Qaddaf i '  t ry

to take advantage ol l  the fact that supposedly there is no 'government

because there  is  no  Par l . iament ,  and supposed ly  i t ' s  a  co l lec t i v is t

sogiety because i t  cal l-s i tself  @!!4iyg '  which means "a command

oflfeop]e. " Is i t  therS' who decide everything? Nor .even the word'

committee, unless i i ; ts revo,lut ionary -- a4d the word revolut ionary

means total uprootingr is not the equivalent of destiny being in

the hands of the people r that is to sayrwith control of production

in the hands of the wor:] iers. And so nust the state be in their

hands. To clairn th:rt  there is no "governnent" because there is no

Parl iamenti to clairn that Khomeini and Qaddafi  bre " just one" is

fantastic. yolt  corle to tbat retrogressive a.stager even i f

you are a Maoist who was once a revolut ionary and did lead a

national rbvolut ion, you have done nothing but spbL1 out thd new
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s'Eage of state- capital i  sn.

What new retro6rressive stage are we in now, when rel igic::
usurps  a lso  po l i t i ca l  power?  F i rs t  i t  was  the  L i t t le  Red Book o fMao.  And now i t i s  the  L i . t t l_e  Green Book o f  eaddaf i .  And what  par tof the Koran wil l  Khomei' i  embody in some brief sayings that ar-r- r ius:repeat?

I t  i s  no t  eL  ques t ion  tha t  a  leader  must  wr i te  f i f t y  books ,l ike tt ' iarx or Lenin --,  and f ,n sure that Trotsky and Luxemburg wroteas  many.  r t  i s  a  que s t ion  o f  be ing  ser ious  about  revo lu t ion  andthere fore  the  ph i losophy o f  re . , /oLut ion ,  and be ing  respons ib le  tc  h ls_tory'  which means men. and women shaping history. I , lo, you cannot
throw out phi losophy, and indu.lge in sloganeering. Even a good
bourgeo is  ph i losopher r  a t  Ieas t  in  the  s tage when the  bourgeo is ie
achieved i ts rsvolut ion, a gooti  T,utheran l ike HegeI, who insisted
ar r  h is  L i fe  tha t  he  be l ieved,  had to  submi t  to  the  d ia lec t i c  d r r 'e
o f  ph iLosophy and-  subord , ina te ' : re r ig ion  to  i t .  Ar r  h is  p ro tes ta t ions
notwithstanding -- and. , ,revealed rel igion,, is pretty hi-gh in the
sphere of the Abso1ul;e r nothing can change the fact that i t  rsn,t
the  h ighes t l  tha t  ph i . loscphy  is .  Need less  to  say ,  tha t  revo lu t ion
in thought ini t iate, i  by,). : iegerian cialect ics wa.e transformed by
Marx's new continent of t ;hought into real i ty. Ever since then no
revolut ion was succesisf i ;Ll  that wasnr t  grounded in a phi losophy of
r evo lut i  on.

E' ' rery genera. t ior .  of  l [arx i  s ts  must  work th i  s
for i  ts own age , The f i lc t  tha.t our age i  s in such a
make s i t  a l l  the more i rnperat i . re that  we ta i lend no

ou t  conc re te15 '

t o t a l  c r i s i s

s ta te  pcwer .
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