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Report qf Raya DunayevskaYa, Hatidnﬁlfchairwonan'
‘of. News and’ Letters: Comnhtteps, to the Eupnnded .
'Res;dent Edltorlal Board Me@c1ﬂg of Dec. ?0, 198ﬁ

‘ n; agalnst the annual year—end summat1on of”_he period

é.cgnventlon Perspectives, thls REB mnetong Twill- first Teview:

mean by Marx s Marxism,’ ouher than ‘as separate ffom Engels

dO 50- not just for thls period but to sea what it- looks';

tne hlstorlc mirror when,~on the _one hand, there is Xarl- Marx 8’
”"new Hunanism" and, on the _other’ hand, theré is the emergence of what
is colled’ Marx;sc—Humanism for our epoch. 'We call Part 'I: Unchalnlng
the D1alectlc._ .

L R - -

. ne Part .I1I, we w1ll rev;ew The Big Move o Chi g and
how 1t arfect the'wbole organ‘zatzon,.relatlng it to .the Morx cen—.'
tenary and w;th a very br;ef view of the naw. type. of classes, even 1f
Yimited, to the Syllabus.,(Thern will be = Hrlef report on f;nancas

_and the N&L, sub drive by Mike Connolly after: ‘this report, but 1t ls
not sep rated from the dlscussion of’ “he wnole y ;]- DA

Lt R T 1nally, Part III is cal 1ed The Dialectics: of Revolubaoﬂ
and of Reason <~ from Marx thrcugh tHe post-Marx Marxists to Marxist-
Humanism = ." . " oR o ‘The .. cont;nulty and Dlscontinuity ‘be-
tuean Absolute Nethod and ﬂbsolute Idea as, New Beginnlngz‘ the New

Book and +ha'?hole o the hrChlVPS. S e R Co e

"P_'art"i ----‘UIvCH_" mme 'rnr' DI*L,._TIC

: e The dialect*cs of revolution 'is our subject today,[whzch
1) accounts fo* the r vurudl of the title of the new book to "Dlalec-
‘ticsof Revolution and “omen Liberatlon"-' and: 2): Will® remain ‘tha’.
measure wf all we have done, Jhether thzt be our hooLs oxr pamphlets
oxr paper-—- and, though it' is ‘implicit throughout ‘the . nrch;vcs, it
--aill bhe rccorded explicitly.: Therefore, we will begin by asking ‘what
does the ﬂIqTOQIC mirror revaal about thHe whotle ©of post-Marx Marxism?-
Lnd vhat doas it *ho- about the truly orlain a1, historic contrlbution_
mof Marx:st-numﬂnism° Naturally, we will look ot the Trilogy of Revo-
lu irn,,put e Uill take up not only “tha bookq but all the pamphlets-'
on tha movement From’ practicc from 1960 on;’ News & Latters.' and :
even a briaf glance at the nrchives. . . . '

¥ ’1- Philobophicwlly, ‘the concentration will be on chapte: 1
of Ph;losonhv and Ravolution, "hksolute Hegativity as Hew Boginnlng.
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Let's nealn by 1ook1ﬁg at Narx, hlﬂvnlf, f*o" 13d3 to 1833 TL"'
both his relations h*p o and the Braslt vich Hegel. . Lnt us then’
_ look at Lenin- from 1914 to 1523 ‘end «hat he encountered in Hzgel
T aftp“ a_lspee. of 3T yea:s. Ind_flnally let us look at Marxxs*—
Fumani Em in 1953 “aftér no_her lapee of 3 yeELS." - N

o , fko Far ac];mhm*coﬁcerned the ‘new. mohentq 1n MaTrx, mark ]
Jﬂot Teroly the last decade of his life -- though that Aid becomp Q]f
thc t*all to the 193Cs —-= bhut: hegln with .the very Firsk: moment f

X, the honent of: h:s break "1th'gap1tallsn, dts phoﬁhctlon, 1t=
1ts immcd:atp contenders, from Lz ssal e on":_*ron that’
;‘there was the blrth of e.neA, thie
3 popuLﬁrlzatlon-” tb§t haa 1.3
so that the foundpr could glv
- hi e

ot

Tt took nokthing short nf “orld “far I and an ocutright be~" 55

. traye; fox any post-Marx: marhlst to feel a compulsion to dig into
‘what that: unchaan‘rg of the dlolect*c das all _about, not only aei
¢lass opposition, but as‘nbsolutn' ethod The period of Marx's .
concretlzatlons ook 40 years both of wrltlngs, cl:maxod by LagltBI“
znd of" outrlght‘revolutlons from 1848 €o 1371; and of critigue of
‘the rnlﬂtionthp of’ rpvo‘utlon to organ;zat*on, hlS Crxtiqge of
the,Gotha Program. “Then you look nod, dig A=dp to. the ccpans be-.
low anﬁ you 311 find you <an cw;m only if:you never. di=count the
*con tant return- to Hogol. Xet, JHLrL harx_ roke off. in his fqut_
open crltique of ‘the Hegplian dislectic, at par;graph 384,*you
can unﬂa&stanu why MarX "I2g ¢ompalled to.breakioff —— bpcause,'flrst
;and’ foremoct, he had diSCOVnrnd khat new conLinnnt of thought .

{inseparable fram revolution. - The re volutlonary criticue is. the
beginnlng of ‘the Marxian ﬁialectlc. . ) -

x cannot ﬁeve1op this further here. Th?t 48 why T have'_
brought out for.you to see. (?aya here indicated- the displey of the
CEULYL 2 rchlve 'rollectlcn) what it took 40 vears and more to o ovelop.

"Jn wh;ch yoir rill ‘find the elemonts that rere: present ‘even . bbfore
< Mare's. Merglsm ‘got. rocrawtnd T The nuestlon we have to. ask’ our—_
selves is vhat happennn ‘from- 1883 o’ 1914 concantratinq first on
Engnls from 1833 to- 1895, ‘as he wag busy populdrirlng,~sincera in
thlnkjng thﬁt “in his- Oxngin of _the ronily, he was carrying out a
benanst of Marx i— but actually setting the gxound for revision . ’
by tha Second International. '

: ©eoand you must hold 1n minﬁ rhat was Happening objectively
Sin tha wapela’ wikh -the sppesrrance of a nev gtage in production and.
the organi~stion of "the Party", while theee who listened to the
'_revolut‘on unoxganil~ed rrorkers -~ as did Lenin and Luxomburg and
Elpanor Marx - held cnto the ‘political rovolutionary aEcht wlth—

.

¥ 5f Hegel's E.lzi.l.o_s_e.:e.lm of Mind
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*1 15 still contlnulng ncv embraces the HMathematical Hotebooks of’

..__3—1

qoutjuny conoprn for philosdbh“--'it'todk an outright betrayal by
‘the Second’ Intprnatlonal a2t thé onset of "Torld tar I to compel:-
‘Lenln to look into’ phllOSODhY. Yet he let no one . know that he was
jspenﬂlna time Wlth that mystical bourge01s ph:losopher, though ‘he
HEE by chen seeing ‘an-altogether neir typa- of newvness —-~ the 'same
'type of‘revolutlonary cr:ticue,'movement,.deveIOpment in Hegel.
! what-he-was'iseeing as he’ studied ‘Hegel's Science of Logic
sfi wroLo in’ hiq Ph;losophlc Woteboofb, "Ihos wculd bel;eve~that
ehis ! /movgment and- self-movement/ is the ‘core of: Hegel;anlsn, of
'abstract ?nc abStruse (dxffLCth, abourd?) Hegellanlsm,.. -
NOW conslder-what happened aFter Lenln s death when the
 thaLtn1=ts mislged: ‘Marx's revolutionary - dlalectlch critigque of:
" "Hegel's” dlalectic for: factional purposes. This period-of pnlloso—{
- ’phic void -- and.of. total -nég! et of Hegel and Marx and Lenin's.
"exitigue of Hegel == tasted’all the vay from the’ early 1920s to-
'oL; translutlon of the ?hzlosonh;c Noteboo?; in 1949. . nndi there
mas neglect again until’ the early’ 1970s when we saw the publication
“of the Ethnological’ Notabooks and of Philosophy and Revolution. -
ﬂThe few who do- recognize "new moments® in Maex and. who are not’
¢tallnlsts are now using them to-make MaTx appear as a. Populist
or to make the new moments appear as @ total break with what Marx
" “had stood for before that last. ‘decade. The philosophic void which,
‘Marx, wha Marx made some dlscovorl@s hecause he returned to Fegel
. and.saw that nothing, absolutely nothing, could be: found that was
. new unléss. it followed the Hegelian Se"ond negat;V1ty. ‘Here: is *
' vhat Mar:x wro:p-'_ : ' .
‘"Thae whole dlfflculty in understandlng the diffeﬂ_

”grentlal opexatlon {as. in the nagation of the negatlon generally)

“lies  precisely in seeing how it differs from such 2 simple proce—
_qure and therefore lends to o recal results. '(Mathematlcﬁl Notpbookaf
:an Park Publlratlons, L ndon, 1983, = 3)

o . No'v. look at P-&ccent essay by . the very one who! dxscOVQred
those Notabooks and lnhored to tronslate 600 pages -- most of which
have not yet seen the light of a2 printed page —~= and vou will find
that the sssay turns out to be an attack on.the concept of "nega-
““tion of the negetion" and a psycholegical expldnation that Marx
usedkthe tarm "to plecee Engals ort his. b;rthday i

B xn contrast, look at ~thnt 13 have made of the new: find,“
'as va furn £o r'came't:h\.rug' very concroate Tnd the socond po regraph in
"the- gyllabus for our closses, which states: “Te aim to become
‘practitioners of the dialoctiecnl mnthodology." To mp,-being‘*ri-
tical means -to criticire that aim, tco, net beacause it is wrong,
. but because the stress has to be not only on methodology, but on
_the Idea itsolf, w1th full racognition that the 'bsolute Method is
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ﬂﬁhéLQE?thtgétathére but.is:hot'the niaCO'itself Therez‘s no - ]
substitute for the Idea itself, sand the Idea 1taelf foruhhlq epoch

3

xs Marxiqt—qumanzsm. . l A N S e e PR

; ) By the t"mn phllcSOnhy hecam ph;losophy of revolutlon .
“ing an:actusl ‘revolution, ‘and Lenin's. new. ‘theery .in! Stats and Revo-
~lution: the 1ntellpctual who didn k. uant ko bacoma ‘a; Ieualutxonary
and who remdiris  to:this’ day a ‘great . phlloaophﬁr —= Lukacs: .
]caked“at that-vane ‘Hegel, but ‘where Lenln singled ouLuPtranafornam
‘tion. into: Oﬂp051~e‘ﬂ‘p1npclnt1ng that as the materiall Uroun& for’
phllo%oﬂhy 8s action, Lukacs chose tctality. And by ‘the time ‘the -
yne'. revolution got '‘bogged.down .in the lnternational field, the *
Frankfurt School degraded critique ‘eo- they  could m3ve -away from. .
CMargism,: -using the term "Critical School®-.only in:*he: sense of g0
ualled open and 1ndppendent pre-harxian Marxlfm. . e

‘g. R .

S_p,eaﬂcl..f_,

xn_at_ﬂ_,__-_fmﬁei_ng un_g_h.@.l.n@g.‘ Was once__ag _i__if-:ft;. id untll




_ P;.'art"II L-—- 'I‘I{E BIG HOVE

: : Far. from the Blc Move bolng just a chaﬁge of locatlon, .
wnat 15 cruc1a1 is. its. relatxonshlp to what began the. truly new

“philosophically’ —— the Absolute:rIdea;in a’ exritical new. interpre—ﬂ
tation. = That- :s,ﬁwe za-r. Abhsolute Idea not only as the: unity. of.- .

theory and, practice — demanding as that . would: be and is -~ but:
as: the philosophic designation of 2 whole epoch, . whﬂch e have

deeigﬂated as-the movement. from practlce which. is itself a ‘form
‘of theory.- Indeed;-in’ the sensec: ‘which I-will not 6evelop, 8- ‘s

'not that: relationshin wblchJI w11l concentrate on first, but.the

abstractlon“'for a tendencv move that proves *hat the““where“‘ls
not, isinot; a mere cuestlcn of geographic- 1ocat10n, but a most’.
~significant’ politlcal~phllosoph1c stage in- the development of any

' tendency, beqinnlng w1th the greatest af- a;l’-- ﬂdrx. 1844.

ﬂ"' Marx cllmaxed his break w;th bourgeo*s oc1ety by moving

_;from Germcny to Paris and to. Brussels and to England. In each
'CaSE; .it meant.a new philosophic development: l)the 1844 _Essays;

22). tha 1848 Germon-French .Revolutions;:-3}" the ldocation of:indus-
tr1a1 Englsand’ for. the completion of Marx's greatest work, Capital ;
“for which T would give' to locations -~ for the“Gérmﬂn edition,
London 18677  for. the French edition, Paris 1872-75 because that:
edltwon folloucd ‘vthere . the, Paris Cormune burst forth. spontanecuslj

‘. as the greatest. Living proof’ For- Harm,-who was its ﬂlalectlcal rea- -

corder. and summarizer,:. It wes. greatialso in: ltg.lnternationallwm.
(Indeed, HMsxrX's international wes itself a historic: qpowtaneous
_event’ from the masses,  simultanecusly with Marsx's presence as ' a -
‘menber.of an organization, as recorder, Ba l1v1ng hlstorlcan and

*-wrxter of all 1t manifestos.)

Each histcrxc per‘oﬁ not accidentally, signifies’a

.where .and-a-who . .for, by not being just a geographic. location’

Cbut-a. phllOSOphlc break :it is persconified. . Bach 51gn;flee,,¢s:
you :can_ sce from the dates, a when; and, most important-of'all,
a what. . nnd that'what is not only absolute Methodology, as crucizl

:as .dialectic method. is, but knoving - that the pbsolute Mathod is . as

great and all-pervasive as ‘it iz-because of only one thing:: THE
IDER << vthich for our period is: Harx;st~Humanlsm. S50, you see,.
those four little s for wr;t;ng N&L °tories .Ara not a technical

‘.matter.

.y - - - - - B 3 -
et s "Ta sweant to C\.un:f\.déa. h\....:z, h:‘-'-‘t‘“'a.., toon "'v'.'l B."..g ;

Mover but the hole- revolutionary humen- developmenf from Marx

" and Lenin, os it took’ place on U.5. soil. .  That means to look at’

'the'move. for example, in the 1920=s:0f the conmmmist'Party from-

-Chicago back to "New York 'and the CCNY boys." The revolutionary
Hldwest ineluded everythlng from "Bloody Kan:as" to Chmcago B Hay-

.
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market. e cnn see ho+ opolitices ~as very much ocorseonalized. i The
move back to Ne'’ Yor% wwae a.rmal bresk vith the proletarian, revo-
1ut1onerv h1r+ory in ‘the’ 15 PRI ~hather that bé.xbolitionism as
Jnhn Rrown’ definet it in Kensas, or- +that Cannon rapresented. th@re,_
~or the:relaticnship to: the innuttria] Tava' utlonary proletariat
“afr-geen both’ writh thn I“‘ --w‘r ﬁostpr ag representatlve of thefIQIS
'stanl Strlkn 5 - R : S

: ““ha t happeneﬁ ”hen e f;na1ly dpc1ﬂnﬂ to break "itthrot—
'skylsm once and .for s all-~— not-leaving it-as" just.a politicall
thes 1a,‘but making it-a nev relationchip bet eén forces: of: rnvolu~
“tion? ~0our choierm of a: Iocatlon of .porsible rnvolutlonary hapuen-
ings included the rn-nramlnatlon of —hat revolvtlonery journal+sn
is.ALlL bout. - ¥ou alrpaﬁy'know hor ~res stuck pins’ in- & mep to marik.
ail the meny. different industrial. 10c;t10ns- Chicago: rittsburgh-—
Fest virginia (staal an? coal vere ‘considarad ona);: Detroit as the
‘“nacyd QIQ; - anyvherae but New York, . -hich stood. for dilletantist
intellectualism. Detroit :son out -hecause it answered the concrete
uestion of a revolutiomary’ proletarian force ready’ . to undertake
rEFUOHSibilitY‘for such 2 mpaper. . (3t that time the editér —was not
the Black production.worker, though Indignant Heart had already -
bean broducnﬁ “bit .the -shite rkilisf proletarian; . it =es only '
after. thes break-up of the Johnvon-WQroFt Tendeﬁcy fhat thn eﬂxtor-
_thn bec e - ”Hlt“ and Black.} B w :
- ’ : ’ g C I thn 1960s Detroit rnmalnod al;ve —_
'?.esuncially in ]963 Ulth American. civiliration on: Trlal ‘through -
-t 1969 and the Black/Red Confrrence’ snd ouxr lfomen® leoratlon.
Confexrance. . That year Brought alse a challenge’ from.the so-called
intellectual youth, Richard, “/ho was answernss in our 1969-bulletin
on "The Ne'mess ofCwr Thilesovhic-Theoretic Contribution?>«han’he
.refused to recogni-e that 1959 = not 1968 and ravanled a total
misconcentinn of Marvist-Humanism iteelf; as.if the Left parsoni-
fied hy Mzarcuse tae the.same tywon of interpratatioﬁ?ofjthé'Hﬁgelin
‘an-dialectic ar Marxist-Humanism. * It vsas khen for the-firet time.
that- it bresma claar tnome thet 1t ras long past the time “hen’ e
.could live.on thae 1953 Latters on the Abrolute Icea rrithout’con--
craticing ”hat iz 'in Hegel himself, —hich .nona had done before, ‘not
. evan Marx —- hiqrorxc concreti-ation, ‘that is .to gav, concreti=a~
tion hot_jp=t of th» historic perice of eithar Hqu1 or Harw or 7
Lenin:but of our nost—'or?ﬁ,"ar Ix onr1oﬂ' - =

th the rublicetion of ghgjygpnhv-anﬂ-PeVOIution, asve-
- 1. -

i
.1’" Chapt ., in 1873, ko secmindy opposite gosigs suddenly ot

Pmpraaﬂ Onn concernad the re-eftablishment-of Marxirct-Humanism in-

F"‘Yor“. the eultural centar of the U.f.), and-the need for us to
_spraad-hayond tha gonftines of = tendencv.  Tha. othar ‘concernnd ' a
return to Chicago as the "origin" of Jabor and Black, and’ focus

for woman and youth, and by no mesne only »s origin. since high-—tdch
has no' shifte® tha center awway frow what as the CIO and the U 7:
Pntroit. I first broached the cucrtion of .cstablishing & her local
in chicago to Danby in 1976, »nd "on and Terry volunteered for the
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'task;. - .

The nnxt'"tpp as the 19709 “e“e comlno to an end, “writh
the Mdzx centenary on the horlvcn ané. Denby A Vnry =10L man, in—
volvnﬂ tmo ﬁ:ciqlons.l)th o¥pansion of N&AL from an 3-pager. to @
12'vagpr,' Titn nngene comlﬂg to the Centex ‘ex to bacoms Managing EGi- _
K ‘Bnd.: 2y tha Blu ok erren51on, in the persnn na turallv of- D@ﬂby.~*3
nggﬁlng not to: car*y thv vhole rosponqlbility ‘for his column,*and '
th 2 akklna Lou to - come to the Center “to. take resnon91b111ty for-
some of them 1f“nr Denby had comnletﬂd Part II of Indlgnant ﬂeart._'

The'”nole conCﬂpt of the 1980c-as the t*all to whlch’the

18103 haa ‘pointad "as involved in Denby s vory l=st corre¢pon6ence
=ftof wn comﬁletpd Roea Luxnmburg; fomen's I Llherftlon ‘and_Marx's.
“hilo=ophxror Revolution and as =we wera working on the amended " -
1"'.:’ns":U*!.l.ti.on. The whole strass of the" new on black.D1wan=ion, Mhlch
Tre haﬂ ‘hean’ uorkipg out in pverv puhllratlon ‘since our blrth, was

seen. in the’ par»qraoh i hjd a&ﬂpﬁ during the’ centenary tour, which
Déﬂbj reperted in the very 1ast’ column he xote an6 uhlch g in-
cluded in the In’ hnmorlam 1s=un, December_1983 : : B

: ‘Ts e w;nd up ‘this: sect191 on the Big Move, -re are look—
1ng at it not only as something past, but ‘as an indication.of ‘our
Perspectlve fox the year 1985. It “showe -y, instead of’ deallng
Jwith all gir clesses, I went to single out why even totality dﬂPs

" net anaver the cunstion. e ansers it only -hen the :bsolute Idea
(or any totallty) becomes a. New Bpjlnni_g, The new beg;nnxng can
start with’ the first: 1ecturp Hor to Begin pnesr, if.we ‘dé not "léave
out’ the trulv Nerr, our unique contribution to uncovering the still
_M1ssxng Linik —— Dh1loro.hg " Eeasing the concrate Universal as that
still mi s:ng ilink, . Tk, the Politica lu“hllcsophlc Letters do not mnan

 “nb3itical1 zation" only, but the philosophic: grounding of -the
politicalization. (Here Rays refﬂrroﬁ aspacially to the very flrst
”eﬂﬂly Pelitical Lnttaer of 7pril, 1961, on. the Prnllmlnﬁry State-
ment an thh_Crrsis_over ‘Cuh=, the Day. of P:g )

mh?t,'in turn,.showﬁ.,v"
wny I 51ngle out the cccond lecture on Brack Conaciousness. That '
alement -res certainly throughout hleforv, and wrs recognised by’
revolutionaries —-— and ynt it was seen concretely af fully philo-
.sophic enly in 1957 hecause it was. only then that e, a2nd e s#lone,
singled out tho lontgomery PBus Doycott not enly -s A nev stage _hut
_as whera the Black activity was in daily ression ané hnre dOﬂpBIl—
son with the Paris Commune .

. It is out of this tha_ wae rera able,w:

_QVen heforo Chaptnr 1 of Philosophy and Revolution in 1973, to Taise
the rmuestion of ~vhat Subjectivity mezns uhllcsOphlcally, in that

1964 edditien of ”=§vi9m and Froedon «7ith ite new concluding sec-
tion on "Two Kinde of eubjPCtLVLLY. "' 'Jma have finally seén that’
thcory and philosophy are not the same. It is .philosophically
that*to kinde of subjnctivlty"bocomes ground for that plunge into.
paths untrodden even by MHarx aﬂn Lenin,
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P Tho Big Move. novy has to ventura into. = nanﬂlnq ph110~*,
sophic Futu'eq by relieving Eugenaof louval orga 19er°h1p in.chi-
- cage -£0 worl with me on: new organlvat*onal aspects oﬁ DhilOsoPhy1
. This releaﬂnﬂ Olga. for tvo days in the Van Buren: Off1CP. L.hnd, une
dc—,w-lzl.l::e-= the need for Lou to assume co organLVPrshlu respnnsiblll- -

sion._ Rather, all thp éoncrete ﬁpc181on°'aro Dart of. wcrk;ng out V
that: phlloeophic phrase fra now use: rnvolutlon—ln-permannnCP as :
qroundifor organlzatlon.k;j L

but there, too, process

‘thought I wou]d -~ the. four narts of the naw; booh, g1v1ng ‘us much
:0f the »ctual cnntnnt= Lof thelvhole.7'1nstﬁad,‘the xntroductlon’
OVeere” ~han tahen -page by vage, - reveals and concentrates -on fhe
mhola bacause the whclﬂ now-*v not. just the hsolute Method ‘but. -
_tha Tbso‘ute Idea itself - and .its concrnti“atlo Cae Marxmst—ﬁumana_:

. ienm dnd NP!S an& dnttﬂre Commlttee

S d Lot : : eecond in the,prcce s is
Beéing tbé ni:*;nc phlloqophlc hum!.E of the. Eolltlcal— hllO ophlc-
Latters as more. than polltlcall?ation. T
R P N - . mhirdly, tha con eauence'
“of jamming_up-totality in a 51nglo'"tag9 like the PPLe Nould now

" become:the path te how to begln anew —- and show. that as our uaicue

-.contribution once 1973 ummwrw"eﬂ el1 the naw’ paSSlOnS and force..




 Part IIT -- THE DIALECTICS OF REVOLUTION ;ND OF RERSON'—— frof
: Marx through the post—uerx Marxlsts to Marxlst—Humanism
' " .OR
The Cont*nuity and D*scont;nuity between Absolute Method
and Absolute Idea. as New Eeglnnings- The New Bock and
the: whole nrchives- ' :

-fb->-.ﬁ- The dlalectics of revolution azxe manlfested ln the new
" book whose title has heen reversed for the classulecture to "The
.Dralectics of Revolution and Homen's Liber ation From the Intro-
o qLct4on/0vevview of tha new book, here is what as manifesbed"'kf

S The four: parts of the new book, as expresseﬂ in the Intro-
‘jductxon and Overview are actually the various stages of the dialec—
‘tics of. revolutzon. It ie that alone which explains the essence.
- of why,  for.that final lecture, we insisted on turning ‘around the
-~ gitle of the book, beglnning not with women's liberation. but w1th
:*th dlal&CthS of revolut iton. : . . i :

Take each page separately- ‘Begin. with the very first para-

":graph of the. very first part and see that the very first sentence
"tateq.that what 1s new is the epoch. -“lomen's Liberation is one . |
]manlfestetlon. Rather than "L, «what character1295 the epoch is the-
. movement from practice that is itself » form' of theogz. That same
;Par?graph on the first page challenges all philosophexs not. just to
oo comesup €6 what: the masses in“moticn discovered but te work out.

v dha new stage of cognition Eb1losophecallx.-; It is only .the second
_j.paragraph that names the new unique feature of this epach' Women's
’__Liheration Movement. In a word, first comes: the newness of the o

':epoch, second comes the newness cf today 8 *L in naming male chau- - :

vinism as the culprit.When the viev ‘is extended not alcne in time
but in the ahole of human development we find once aqain that we
Jcan’ move nowhere without Marx and his. dlscovery of a. new continent

Lof thought and revolutlcn. From then on, you could naver separate

f“thought from revolutlon.- rnd you cculd not reach a. new stege of

f“ccgnltion without a revolutlon. :

- Put- brlefly, “Jomen's Liberatlon is

“@the flret dlglectic of revolution when it is relation -- when it,

; fcomes out of —- the new epoch itself, which we declared philosophi—;

" cally to be a mavement. £rom . practice that is itself a form of theory,
~and absclutely xnseparable from revoliution. It is those three ele-
ments —- the epoeh “the phllOSOphj, and a new force. of revolution -~
~which we - and we . alone named vhen we saw ”L not only. as Foree.but LR
fReascn.'"

S0 That leads at once to another inseparable-—— a second" de-
'termination of the dislectic -~ the Black Diménsion.: That ‘second

moment, which, of course, had a presence chronelegically from Marx's
uay, was discoverd by us alone as the nmerican roots of Marxism in-
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. separable from Abolitionism. It was this which for the. first::
time, ‘in 31957 in Marxism znd. Freedom, finally enabled us to name
Mark's ﬁew'Humani%m'as'Murxist—qunenism”;ﬂ the Unitéd States, and,
‘indeed,,to first name our goal- recognicion that.along with the
:pstablishment of the. rmerican roots goes thefworld concept of
Humanism .as $DEle1Fallj marklng eur ag@. SRR © e

Vou see why it 15,50 difficult to plnpOlnt the dialectic,
cf revoluﬁlon, single 1t out, concretize it, until’ you have both
worked: out: the loglc of- the: Self~Thinking. Idea and had. new! xevo~:L_
lutionary forces who! «wished to' take respons:.ba.l:_ty foxr il Clear—
ly, es-the 1949-50 Philosophic Correspondence show,  the: elements

. were there even hefore I worked out that loglc to be the mcvemJnt
‘from’ practlce in. the May 1953 Letters three years later. It was .
- that movement from: . practice which: fzrst burst :forth. .six weeks
later;:on-June 17, 1953, .So it is both thought and revolutionary
‘forces which: finally unite responsibility of both workers ond- the
revolutionary int911ectuals'(and not by just51istina four instead
of one force, though that is an 1mprovament, but by vorklng ouL
the unltv of thﬂ two )-

- Now take Dage 2 of the manuscr;pt and you flnd that what
we have thnrp is the birth of a whole new world, the Third "orld,
’ﬁom:ng from the national. llberatlon -movements: And now:you: have:
to ask yourself why I. said- this- collectlon of 38 years': of wrltzngs
~ise not- presented. chronologicolly. . Clearly, I-vanted eack part to
“be.a. totallty, but’ even that 15 not the answer, hecause we can
get thaxe only when totallty ‘is -a new -beginning and that- new be——
baglnning is. in phllosovhy.- Tbat is why aven hbsolute: ‘Method is- .
“how:stressed.as-only the"road to“ the hbsolute Idea.. nnd the Idaa
.as Marxlst—ﬂumanlsm.' : - R CLd =

Jhen we named 11} Lhe rorces. the youth espn01a11y was,
La deslgnatlon that was -mnot limited by class. This reaching for:
,;he.fu ure .was- uhe Promethenn vision that Marx bequeathed to- us.
That bequest is’ demaﬂd nct. just for measuring’ up to history,:
but for concrefiving hbeolute Idea for ocne's ovn sge... You cantot
- atep over hAlistorie barriers even -with a Promethean vision, Marx
had stopped in his- Critique of the Hagalian Dialectic at par%graph
;3@45;n Phiiosophy of Mind hecause it was his age that made- a con-
oretization of the:Hagelian dialectic, and the discovery of a‘whole
. naw continent of thought 2nd - revolution. -vas. the task history assign-
‘e e to him, XE is_nbso utae Mind a5 acticn, as transformction of - ’
‘reality. .. ' : '

Now take page 3 of the monsucript and see that "scmehow"
" hoth- Black dimansion and the old radicals suddenly come together
Jin embryo as the problams. of the Torld War II period. :And,.of all
things, these pages are from an orgonizstion documenit. - How abso-
lutely . necessary.-it - is to uprooct all the old .so that: Reason as: 7
the new consciousness and fhe rcvolutlonary force as_the new con-

Tg344




;11;-

SCiouqnass comn*lea tnc seconﬁ ‘dizlectic of - revolution..thﬁis;
only.then ~- pages 4 2nd 5 -— that I firct ouote the newness of
omen's Liberation"in_ou: o epoch by quoting from.Rosa. Laxenburg
~“omen's Liherotion and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution.: All:of
thiu,fthe a-tvo momenis of the . dialectics of' revolutzon, g lin:
- “Part I of “tha. nets book.ﬁentitled “!omen, Labor and thelalack Di— .
=.ﬂenslon.._;yet ‘even that; even naming more“than cne: forca . of revo—-*
‘lution, and even not. fotlowinq ‘the - chronolog;cal ‘order -does not
- raally cover. reason ann revolublon, :the very heart of the Marxian .

dlalectlc..‘-

- Part IX ——'“Revolutlonarles nl 1" :

has us turn from cur epoch to. the flrsthusslan Revolutlon in:<1905~ -

1907,'whlch already  involves the Third florld even_though there-masr

no such designation then, It is out of. that, too, that" L as:

~Reason as.w7ell as.Revolutionary Force"is born:out’ in +shat: i=s new,

the 20th century. revolutions, -vhen that. third dizlectic of ‘revolu-
S tion —~--. masges in motion —-.transforms reality and extends East '
Ciecdnto! Jersta. -Dage 7 ﬂuotﬂs and summarlres those new forces as

T 1 was ”asked
hy Erxca at .the first: class how it rras -that- the: cla wasg asked’
to read Chapter_ 9. for that lecture without first readlng Chaater 1,
vhen ‘T-had. a1wayﬂ insisted .that one’conld not sevparate them. .The.

Soanswer s that by no the audlence.foz thege classes is. supooqnd
o -know Chapter . .1-of P&R from 1973 -—- indeed,  know it:as it as
antlcipated Dh11ogonh1cal1y in 1964 when the new chapter,.on Mao's
China added to M&F focused on “Two Kinds. of Subjectivity".  If’
we.still don't know that, we have a2 lot of catching up to dol
..The'fourth dialectic, . thus,-ls the return.to Hegel —- angd it-is’
,NO: acc:dent that itris here: that we cuote Gramsci's Ftatement on
dlal¢cu1cs =1 "Knowledje anu thurefore act:cn e : : :
Part III —— "“Pxism, Pollt*cs Pnﬁ vaolution ——'Tapan,
ugal Poland, Chlnh, Latin “merjca, the U 8. «- Is There an-
Orgaﬁlvatlonal ruswer?! -— begins on oage a. I detlberately
‘v don*t answer the dunstt@ﬂ ‘there beczuse tha person:really asklng
" the: nuestlon is not I,. hut Sheila Rowbothzm —-- 2nd-she thinks:. it
is auﬂueet;on against- 211-Marxists, snd that Organizing Idea is
" a11 women, <hen in truth she is only expressing Lenin's 1902 con-
ception: ™Iithout an organization..." .The fifth @ialectic, -on the
c0nt*ary, is. that'without revolution-in-permanence as ground for -
‘it 'doesn’t make any nmfterence."mvnetnnr you have an
orqani"ation or’ not, vou will fall. e .

R That 3.8 whﬂt you. learn on pagﬂ 9, and you 1earn it bv
Benlng Marx in 1844 is the.only one ho’ then posed "feminism™
in a way- that meant something as: the Man/Joman ralationship whan-
vou have revo1utnonn1n—parmanence as individual devn1opment as
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L well as universsl. development 2nd not juit as.theory. 7nnd that

‘meansg -a mew humanity, 2 new human stage, @ New humen. person; every—
thing. -Since .you cannot answer.it thﬂe=wav yeL, and ‘since all’ the
ramifxcations ©of the Marxian dlalectlc have not ‘manifested’ Ahetn-
“selves- yet, pagen;lo and 1) remin& you wvhat the half—way ‘dialectic
CMeans; ‘aven if- you. are as great 'as Resa Luxemburg,: eVen if we ‘are
talk1ng about . the unfinished Latin American Revolntlons, even ‘if
it s -the unfinished 'Portuguese apartidarisme.. It means you- have’
not grasbed what you . think yor know:very well -—- the’whole cuestion__
oe objecthLty as unseparated from second negathlty.—ﬁ {-;f t

mfIt,iSFPart-Iv, "The Trail to the 19805"' wh;ch beglns ‘on

epége'i2;_where we. meet the S}xth-and flnal dlaiectic - the need
rlfo:“aftotalﬂuproeting;gincI@ding that of the feml;y.

5 L

W Now watch the - process- how Marx comes to it when .he -be~

'FomES-an “econonlst“ and how'it is feflected in this part . Page.

‘13 deals with the G*undrisse 2nd viomen, and it.is there wheze Maxrx

become the Marxian ‘tvpe. of economist by returnlng £0 Hegel and’ re— -

statlng the : super—Hegellan expressxon- “absolute: movement of be—
_coming." -

ey

S Dage 14 there‘ore streeses all over agaln that uniess’

critique means the cLithue of #11 DOSt—MdIX Mﬂrhlsts you haven't
understocd’ the -New with which Marx Lnfused critiaque ‘and which- led
o his Ethnological Notebooks. “It is only on page 15 that we have
new-'forms of cognition so that by pﬂge 16 I coma to. the measure of
.everythlng :'the conerete Universal and he Predlctlon of revolut;on
First in a’ backMard land. - . > : ..
: : - "Page 17 po;nts to the Marx centenarykas
dewandlng of ‘us not just a: grasping of his "notes" (i.e." the Eth~
nologigal Notebocks),; but.an asking of ourselve *That new pOlnt°
1id Marxist-Humanism achieve fex this epoch° How fares the -con-
crete. Un1versa1 philosophicaliy? - @What have . the nev live  forces
chﬂllengnd us’ on that Moarxist-Humanism has more than' come up to
L by naxlng an histortc mark which would outllne a new path to revo—
lutxon?

T 0on nage 18 watch the sudden venture 1nto llterature because
the philosopher Sartre, though an outsidex looking in,: pinpointed
"metaphysices® (i.e. the *bsolute) not as some.sort of abstraction,
.but the most’ concrete demand for “"commitment" on the part of the
‘revolutionary intellectual. That was his demand at the end of
Horld Nax- II,.which led existenflallsm to flirt thh Marxism..

“Then
note ‘that what 1 ChOSL £rom- Lenin g Philc ophec Nct ﬂbecxa new "is
not. "transformation into opposite" or even: "self-movement," but
a’ sudden praisa of Hegel for having the chapter on "Life" in so
-ahetractia work as the Science of Logic -~ 2and not at the’ begin—
ning, ‘but 'in the £ina1 ‘section on dlalectics at the point when
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-contradictlon in personal life is eaherienced as pain.,. That is
‘not’ for sob-story purposes, but: in order to let his. comrades know-
" what'is the’ sigﬁi 1cance of transition and how you must watch
':Drocess. o
: Page 19 1ooks at the c*itiaue of the Gotha Proqram and
-"nbsolute xdea as Hew Beginning" with all the emphasgis on New.
"Beginnlng.h That is-what pinpointing means. ‘nbsolute Idea is
total “puk it cannot’ ba total as a quantitative measure. That is ™’
;where Lhe Maw Qf: the epoch does reocuire’ presence and not- just Pro-
‘mathean: visioﬁ., That is not’ becauae Promethean vision and reach—;?
ing fox the future doesn't help the -next .generation see its. task.
_*Quite the contrary.: That is whan dlscontinulty is not a revision
“of buk ol continuation with the o¥xiginal New moment when there were
5ia11 sorts of rew voices an& llstenlng to them was cuintessential

e ﬁithout all the new forces which we - recorded —— from
'f{the miners® wives in Ehe Miners General Strike to the Freedom
. Ridexsg §peak for Themselves and the Free Speech . Movement; from®
“Workers Battle sutomation to 7orking Jomen for Freedom and all
that we have 'in News & Letters regularl ‘there could not
have been a Chapter 1 of P&R and the grabpllng with those para-<
raﬁhs in Hegel which Marx knew but didn't bother to spell out
for us once he discovered a New Continent of Thought 2nd of Revo-—
lution, - There wouldn't have been Marxist-Humanism in the United
States as the challenge to post-Marx Marxiem that R;?LKM . pre-
gents in the continuing form- of revolution—iﬂm srmanence as ground
- fex organizaulon. ‘
”v, : Flnally, on page 20, we ‘see the multillnear Marx
Engn1s' unllinear view of all human development.-

R : It is now Decpmbor 30, 1984. The critigue extends to
ours elves,fo‘ that missing 1link -- philosophy, dialectical philo-
“sophy —— was not fully grasped at the convention. The third. part
of the Parepectives wam aquite a bit rewritten after Convention to

“.stress that nbsolute Method was the esscnce of “not by practice
‘alone."” ~f_ Teday I declare that nbsolute Method ', though it is
_the goal £rom which no private enclave can escape, is still only
"the road to" the rbscluta Idea or Mind. ‘That 1g still the only
answey which transcends method -~ oxr expresses it, if you: - wish.
and that neade’ concratization, That concretization is the name
of the fbsolute Idea for our age:; MNarxist-Humanism, further pin-
'pointed ‘ag8 Mews and Letters Committees in the U.S5., but by ne-means.
limited to the U.S. 1t is a world concept. a world concretiza-
tion.. rnd it is that historic look at it, aad the looking at our-
sélvéz..tha; w;ll agsure revolutionuin—pernanence to be.

#*
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