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Reaching for the Future
WOMEM 'S LIEERATION AL THE LIALFCTICS OF REVOLUTTOMN

A 35~Year Collection of Essays -- Historie, Philosophie, Global

TRODUCTICH

-'véhs:at distinpuishes the newmess and uniqueness of Women's Liberation
4n oﬁr age is the very nature of our epoch, which sienified, at one andl the
same time, a new stape of production -~ Automation -~ and & nev stare of |
comition, The fact that the movement from practice was iiself a form of
theory was_manifested 4n the Miners' General .Strike of 19’4—9-501. durine which

the miners battline Automation were I‘ocusinvanot on wages, tut on & totally new

question about the kind of labor man should do, asking why there was quch a by

b:(p:- ga'pubetween thinking and doinp, It was also seen in the new kind of

'-activities on the part of the m:mers w:'wes.' ~ although, in .ihe 1ﬁmediata—

‘-—‘_ papers 'I‘he Rev-::lution. concentrated on the elemental right_;to




Tntroduction 2

That political strike was directed . &

both apainst the state-capitalist rvlers calline themselves Communiét and apainst

increased work-norms (speed-up). Developinp under the sloran: "Eread and Freadémﬁ,;;l

£‘he_’ii-‘§\'rolt' spread to Poland and to Hunpary. There the dissidenis dug oub
the dusty archives Marx's Humanist Essays on "Al4ensated Labof." “Private Propérty
and Communism'," end his "Critique of the Heeelian Dialectic” ~-- which had been

-penned when Marx broke with private capﬁ;tnlism as well as with what he called
. ‘l.
. "yulgar communism,” y

| and were not only arainst st__J
These revolis did not stop in the 1950s K state-capitalism

1 ‘
calling itself Communism, Quite the contrary. The post-World War IT world wit-
nessed the birth of national liberation revolis in Asia, in the Middle East, 4n
Afpica against Vestern imperialism. Out of these emerged a whole new Third:

| Wbr?;d..

greinz --‘not onIy '.'m lnhor, but in won-an and youth not 1n production.
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"Woren 4n the Post~: far ‘dor'lr! and the 014 RarHca'Ls"l/ an excerpt from an un-
..'published . esaay writ X! : wonery both in and not 4n prodh’iit'{aﬁf::‘:_
while another excerpt from that same easday, "The Abolitionists an'd Their Re-—.
"!.atio'nship to the Black Dimension," focuses on the crucial nature of the Black
_dir-'ension -= crucial beczuse, as far back as slavery days, it was the Black '

PINTS S TR R ---;“'7" ¢, @ I’f' e |
revolt that zave}:( new dimension to the American character pr the aéﬁlthn

i

of Abo'litionism.

Natural‘l.y, T do not 1imit the essays either to the past or to the U.S,
It 1s our age and the whole world that preoccupies ’tn;é;;; Tt was in the 1960s that, .
in both independent and aparthedd Africa, women, inspired by the Montgomery Bus |
- Boycott Jros% new revo‘lts there; 4t was likewise in the 1960s that Black

women helped to shape the new Women's Liberation Movement in the UsSet and 1t

Take educntion and youth, I‘he new Black dimension 1n the South
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unravel, and no watter how hidden from history, past or in=~the-making,
__rems ined.

av

The Southem B‘I.aek dimension saw women Freedom Riders encountering & most

3
unique orpanization 4n Mississippi called “Woman Power Unlimited," As the

‘movement of the '60s developed, the dissatisfaction of the women activists with
the male legders -- in the Black revolt and in the anti-Vietnam War movement =-
led to new tensions within the New Left itself that resulted in the deveiopmant
of Women's Liberation not only as an Tdea but as a Movement. Which is why t.ods;y's‘.
' Women's Liberation Movement, as T out it 51’"me :

.and Marx's Philosophy of Revelution, declared:

Don't tell us about discrimination eveiywhere else; and don't
tell us it comes onlyfmm class oppression; look at yourselves.
-, Don'ttell us that Hull’ ﬂ'eedom can come only the “day qfter”
- the revolution; our.. quemom- must be ﬁzced ‘the day before
-.‘Funhermom. ‘words are hot sifficient: let's see you practice it.
) None of vour "theories” will do, You will have to learn to hear
. us. Youwill have to understand what you hear. It's like leamning a
" new language. You will have to learn that you are not the font of
L ,all wzsdom-—or of revolun‘on. You will have to understand that -
" ouir. bodies belong io-us and to o one else—and that mcludes
- lovers, husbands, and yes, ﬁz:hem.
-Our bodies have heaa‘s, ‘and they, too, belong to us and us
alorie. And while wé are reclaiming our bodies and our heads, we
- will also_réclaim the night. No one except ourselves, as women,
_ will get. ourfmedom. Andfor that we need full autonomy. ‘
" We'will not open an’escape route for you by pointing to the
"middle-class nature afBem' Friedan’s The Feminine Mystique.
.- Outside of the facl thai the trivialization of housework is also
demeam’ng 1o the. "wel! pam'" housewife, we haven't seen you
involved in the struggle of the domestic workers, Our movement
“didn’t begin with The' Feminine Mystique in 1963, In 1961 we
were on the Freedom Ride buses with you, got beat up and thrown
" in jail, and found that the Black wormen in Mississippi had
organized "Woman .Pawer Unhmued ‘
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Stop telling us, even through the voices of women (of the old
left), how great the German Socialist Women's Movement was.
We know how many working women's groups Clara Zetkin
organized and that it was a real mass movement. We know how
great the circulation of Gleichheit was, and that we have nothing
comparable to it. We demand, nevertheless, to be heard, not only
because your implication seems to be that we had better hold our
tongues, but because her superiorily in organizing women on
class lines left hidden many aspecis of the “Woman Question,"”
most of all how very deep the uprooting of the old must be. And we
also know that none of them, Zetkin and Luxemburg included,
had brought out the male chauvinism in the party. They had
Jollowed the men in considering that nothing must be done to
break up the "unity" of the party by diverting to “strictly personal,
strictly feminist” matters rather than be lumped with the bourgeois
wormien,

Now let us ask you: Is it accidental that the male leaders in the
SPD s0 easily plunged into those malodorous, male-chauvinist
remarks when Luxemburg broke with Kautsky and Bebel? And
could it be accidental that the male Marxists of this day, with and
without female support, first resisted the establishment of an
autonomous women's movemen! and now ry very much to
narrow it by foreger bringing out the priority of the party, the
party, the party? There is the rub.

- Too many revolutions have soured, so we must start anew on
. very different ground, beginning.right. here and riow. Under no -

circumstances will we let you kide your male-chauvinist behavior

. vinder the shibboleth * ‘the social revolution comes first." Thathas - -

5

always served as excusejbr your “leadership,” for your contmuing el

.10 make all dec:s:ans, write all leaflets, pamphlets, and tracts,
"‘while all we do is crank the mimeo.machine. ‘
‘ Fmaiiy. the most important thing we must all learn to hear are
the -voices of the Third World, The real Afro—Asian, ‘Latin,
- American struggles—especially. of women—are not heard iri the

rketoric at the Tri-Continental’ Congresses, but in the simple_

" words of people like the Black woman who spelled out what

- freedom meant to her: “I'm not thoroughly convinced that Black
".Liberation, the way it's being spelled out, will reaﬂy and truly

-mean my liberation. I'm not so sure when it comes time ‘to put
: a'own my gun’that I won't have a broom shoved in my hands as
30, many of my Cuban sisters have."”
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Part IT, "Revolutionaries All," turmns to the impact on the Fast of _the
_i"n*st. Ruési‘an Revolution, 1905-07. In Persia (today's Iran} not only did the
ivnpact last through 1911, Mt it became the reference point for the 19?9 Iranian_.-
Revo'l.ution. I here :!.nc'lude excerpts from a Political-?hiloso‘ohic Iﬁtter b 1 wrote
.as that revolution unfolded, To this day not only has the role of women in fc.he
enrly Persia‘n Revo'l.utﬂon been glossed over, bui even when tha activiiy of the
womm in the Russian Revolution has been recorded (and in his History of the
Russian ‘ievolution Trotsky did write a moving chavter on the “Five Days" that
_shook Tsarism in Fabruary 1917), it is the courage and not the Reason of the

'wo'nen that stands out. Indeed Reason is nearly totally denied as Trotsky

he__ .
holds that the._ women raally d4dn't know what they were doinz inZFebraury :

umen in_February. Further. the truth :1 ‘tha

Bolsheviks. Mensheviks, ocial Revo'l.utionaries -
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., Tole of woren, On the contrary, T sinrled out when they, and they.alone, dnje.. ... .
tiated the actual revolution, as witness the milkmaids in what hecame the\Paris;
“Commune. (See footnote, o, XXX,) 1In my "In Memoriam to Natalia Trotsky,"‘ I

take up‘the whole question of "The Role of Women in Revolution,"

One of the unique fgatures of our ape is that the attitude to the activity
and thourht of women is different today from what it had been in other ages,
At the end of the 19605, when Women's Liberation had moved from an Idea whose
time had come to & Movement, I gave a series of lectures at the Universjty
_Center for Adult Eﬂucation of Wayne State Uhiversity and the University of
Midhiean in Detroit. These were delivered without any written text, and were
Summarized hw my colleapue, Olea Domanski. T include in Part TIT both that

summation and her essay on "Women's Liberation in Search of a Theory: @he'sﬁmhap

relations'ip of praetice to thaory (p. hz).
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- Parts II* sentlers on- "Sexism, Foliitics 'and Hevoiuvtion == Japéhf"?dfﬂ@éﬁl?il
Fdands China; Letin America; the U,5.: Is there an Orranizational Answer?" .
In erappling with Women's Liberation interpationul}ﬁ I found that , no matfe;‘
ﬁow differéht the group or what the country, one orpanizational questien seemed
to‘prevails Cpuld a nevw organizational form be the ansﬁer to womag's never—l
ending dppression, inequality and alienation , at work, in the home, and in the

. supposedly neutral cultural field?

Marx's new continent of thourht and of revolution, grounded in the concept

of "revolution in permanence” mdy seem unconnected to the organizational
~question, Aﬁd the whole question of organization as non-elitist‘and demanding

the practice of new relations between men and women was not connected tw the

ntralization vs. centralization, to considar this only

than seaing in' t the question of new beginnings, exposes h

i

orgﬁni
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Iof 1905-0?. The phrase, "revolution in permanence", was so much in the air ;
"'then that Trotsky's nna‘lysis ‘of the 1905 St, Petersburg Soviet was duhbed by

l others'fthe-permanent.revolution." and Trotsky accepted it,

Tt was the period . when the solidarity of Varxists in ‘Japan and.in Russta
was firmly established as the Japanese Marxist Sen Katayama shook the hand of
the Russian Marxist Plekhanov at the International Conzréss durineg the 1904—05‘
Russo-Jdpahgse War. Why then did "revolution in permanence" not sink in as
strategy for revolution as well as grqﬁnd for orgzanization, even ﬁhen, by 191?;“;

1905-07 was seen as havine been the “dress rehearsal” for 19177

Considef. as well, the Kew Left in Japan in our age -~ speciflcally the

section of Zengakuren which had broken with the Communist Party because they

which
considered Russia a state-capitalist society andZﬁad gone back to ‘the beginnﬂnz

<of Mhrx 8 Marxism, when he had named his philosophy & "ngg Humanisnu

ft hnd sponsored for me.: It was that fact among many:others ‘whie

ompclled‘to raise in -my “talk to WRAP (homen ] Hndicnl Actioné?roj.@% ”‘<-

A
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The whole question of ohjectivity and presence of the Women'a

Libaration Movement is so crucial a mark of our ape that, whatever the

.'laﬁ%nd whether there was & recomized avtonomous movement or whether
. )

the voices were silent, there is no doubt whatever that deep opposition

to sexism exists,

we can see i1t 4in the Porturuese Revolution where, even before
the mass revolt apainst fascism turst forth, a book called The Three
Marias eave notice of an opposition which the authorities thought they
could stifle by imprisonine its three authors., So powerfﬁl vas 'Ehe pfotest

that poured forth from the Jomen's Liberation Movement internationnlly

ﬁ'f' that not only d19 the authors gain their freedom but an autonomous

}oman's movement became inteprel to the revolution itself. Despitelthis

"revplutionary._ But the women who. durinp her own’ imprisfnment

oungjgt, L i
therafora g reuort I received from Polish _éxiqu

'




o
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who were so crucial 4n the creation of that new world stape of Pclish
revolt - Solidamosc.? Part TIT also shows two very dii‘ferent attitudes
to the relat:lcnship of phi 'I.osophy and revolution on the part of two women
revolutionaries in China. One is the autocrat, Jiang Qing; +the cther is
a Chinese rei‘ucee T call Jade, whom T interviewed in chz Konz on the eve
of the Cultural 1-'v!t=vc>'l.ut1(::1'1.8 At the same time, T eritique the attitude :
of the American i'eminist Roxane Witke, who, far from comprehending the .

revc‘luticnarg essence of Women's Literation ’ has forgiven Jiang nearly all

Vher crimes,

At that 'pcint ve return to the United States, specificauy the

Internationa'l Women s Year Conference in Houston, Texas in 1977, 'I‘hi's ;
manifest./ o

conference was espe\cial'!.y impcrtant because it mab Z the existence

-tiona'l.‘answar?" cou‘ld‘._' 'ot be answered without denljngf'with--th who'le

, quest.‘.on o:t‘fl'hﬂosophy. the missinp Iink not only for the pmgmctist
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"The Trail to the 1980s: The ¥issineg Link == Philosophy =-- 1n.

the Relationship of Revolution to OrpanizatiWa/ttempts to gather togqthér

all threads, both those of our age of myriad crises and those of Marx's day,

especially the last decade of Marx's 1ife as he reached for the future and

left a trail to the 1980s, The first of the Part's two sections --

“Reality and Philoso'nhy" ~- begins with an interview with Katherine Davenport
on the fermily, love relationships and society, which vas. )

Zired on radio station WEAT 4n Kew York on International “Jomen’ s Lay, 198’4—.

T consider 51‘. s‘lmificant because there 1s no doubt that the domen s Libera-

tion Movement has imparted a new intensity and a vory different, new direction

to an o'l.d guestion,

Today's reality -- the totality of the crises, econgmic"aqd P 1‘3.£1hi
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proltetarians are torn asunder, and their children transformed into

: simple articles of commerce and instruments of lator.”

The second essay in this section was my response to & challenpe

' to deliver, #s & sinrle lecture, an analysis of " The Grundrisse and

donm

Women's Liberation," This 1974 lecture was transcribed and published that

- year in the Détroit Women's Press., T accepted the challengé'becauso Wbmenﬂsff

- Liberation 15 an illumination of ¥arx's vision of human developmént,wﬂich he.
_articulated es "an absolute movement of becoming” in the Grundrisse, .Ihl
truth, i‘rowt his very first break with canita'!.'lst society in 1843, when he
vrote ‘his Ebonomic-?hilosophic Manuscripts and declared labhor to be the

univarsal class, Marx extended the concept of Alienation to the Mnn/dbman

% 5’18#3—## Humanist Ebsays did not atup at callin fOr-
.\ ence_more articulated,/ ' :

S et e o
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: ' 9 o
“Feonorics" {which we know as the Grundrisse ) as "the absolute movement of -

r,be¢h1n2=f. Tn. a word, far from beinsy all on economics . and B departure from
philosophy, these manuseripts proved all over apain that Marx's new encounter
with Hegel's Logic and his acceptance of "absolute movement of becdming“ w@s a

deepening of his transformation of the Hewelian dialectic from a revolution

in phileosophy into a vhilasophy of revolution. -

When, in that 1E57 Grundrisse} HMarx first projected thg Asiatic
¥ode of Production as so fundamental a path of human development that he
added it as a fourth form to the three forms he had previ ously 1de’nt1fm

‘- slavery. feudalism, capitalism -- he was keeping his mind s eye on_th

~y "Q\l

se cverkjust because he deoided not to publish-those manuscripts

AHbvom t, ‘Whlt the Ethnolowical Notebooks revonlpd was how radicalyvuﬁ
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Ethnolorical Notghqpks'qs a challenre to non-Marxists as well as to_alll_‘;_:“

post=Marx Merxisis,

What prevails in that final section on "The Challenpe from Today's
Global Crises" 15 the need to overcore this stifline nuclear reality; indeed, :

it wotdivated the entire collection., The "why" of so many ahorted revblutipnsf

has led dissidents, even 4in this prarmatic land, to search for the missing

1ink of philesophy to revolution as well as to new forms of‘oreanization; Thus, -

PR

today's Women's Literationistis bemar their discussion of dialecticé aﬁd.
forms of organization throuch a criticism of the male Left. T had been

: feé'l.:'mg that the whole post-lorld War ITT generation had been raisinz t'o‘

ay-of life. Instead they were heing saddled with new political yr

i

Lo ,'?.' .
1na11y been conceived us: the first chapter 1n a new. ork I was . projec

‘}-Mu.




Introduction 1k

af -..3 research, T found that Marx's heretofore unimown Ethno'logica'lhnrort.re-‘

books disclosed a deep pulf between Narx and his closest ccllaborator.Engels‘.
whosé uniiinear view has mp- in commor with Marx's multilinear view of

human development. A1l too many of today's Women's Liberationists have

- rejected "Marxism" as if Engels‘'s Oriein of the Family wag ¥arx's view,
without ever diggine 4into Marx's Marxism, T felt this to be & challenge
to all post=Marx Marxists as well as ‘to non~Marxists, My analysis of Marx's

Ethﬁoloeical Notebooks appears here as the first draft chapter written for

Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and Marx's Philosophy of Revolutdon.

Because - ‘
his analysis has proved to be the most controversial part of . that

' it 15 necessary to stress the process by which Marx came 'l:o (his
nthnalo ica;. No»ebooks.- Pos {-Marx Marxists have. traatud '*'.a;“

either as a,doema or as & mere descriptﬂon of his age with no ramifications

ety

re-viewed

as a’ given conclusion. never to. be -= as ‘ls ohvious from 15
answerin v

of the "Iaw of'vnotion of - canita'l.ism" to its doom, Marx denied that this

" In those ‘letiers he
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was no revolutionary or historical masterirlist (he was referrine to

~Lewis Henry ‘torman) had writien a most excitine book which diSclosed.a1i:J°ﬁ:

sorts of new findines about pre-capitalist society, the Iroquois especiailly.

He was at that time workine on what we now know as the Fthnoloeical Notebooks'e--

and ¥organ's Ancient Society was the central point, tut Marx's notes

included a preat many other anthropological studies, hty Maine, Lubhock and
others., Clearly, it was those studies, when set in the context of his

philosophy of revolvtier and hu~an development that 1led to the conclusien

that vevolution could come first in a backward land, provided the historic

conditions were ripe and the revolution related 4itself to the rest of the

world, -Indeed, this was proclajmed openly in nothing less than the 1882

: Introduction
e to the Russian}edition of the Communist Manifesto,




Tntroduction 16
'éu.- What seemed to me to te erucial was the missine link of philosophy
in relationqhip to revolutionq both in thaory and in fnct. That is what isiL
meant by the dialectics of vevolutlon. Ihdeed! 1t appeared to me that this
1s what 4s missine in all those who have been writiné'on the new mowent: in
‘Marx's last decade not as a continuity of Marx's whole philosophy of revolution,

but as if they were a break in Marx's develooment, Tt 4s no accident that‘

they do not relate any. of the “new moments" which they discuss to the new

forces of revolution, especially Women's, Liberam /5 J a1 -
iLﬁin aﬂ‘cﬁiﬁEm/ 4@5#}}9 Blomt3s anlps.
o, . .

how thé practicality of philosophy
pract == :

[y

can be seen when the objective s®s %ﬁf;; total as to bring on actual world

wars. It was at just suc noints that two such d4isparate historic figurasf
as Sartre. the nrofessional nhilosopher. nnd tenin, the revolutionnry prac-'

oy

ach felt the need to turn to philosophy - Lenin at ths outbre

‘in.its‘totality. Unfortunately. when it came to rnctica,

the Communist Party instead of adhering to Hnrx 8 definition thst

U'of-philosophy is itself theoretical. It is a critique that mensures

3
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the ohjective world in the (at first individual) conscidusness of man
and of the testing of this consciousness (reflection) through practice...”

(Lenin'sCollected Vorks, Vol. 38, p. 202), '

Lenin praised the whole section of the Sclence of loeic on “"The

Tdea" as containing "the very best of the dialectic," and dur deever into
. the chaptér on "tife", writing down: "Schmerz ist 'eine wirkliche
" ¥x4istenz' des Widerspruchs* in the 1living 1ndividual.“' Lenin stops

to nott especially what Hegel emphasized on "process™, "kind,” ‘%ntersub—

jectivity,® “introreflection” and "totality” es the chapter on "Life" was
moving to "transcendence" and “transition."”  Hegel ended Chapfer Y and

introduced Chapter JT on "The Taea of Coznition"s “The Tdea, which a4’

':f»trnnscended’its particulnrity which constituted the living zenerations_‘

Lenin spent even more time on ‘that Chanter on "The Iﬂea oflCoznitidh

I YA t,
J

at which point he singled out: " Man cognition not only reflects the ob

_-Heaclian Dillectic“. whey2, as we have ahowed he transformed degelf'

1F*Pa1n 13 'aotutl existence' of eontrndiction
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revolution in philosovhy into a philosophy of revolution, The task

i=s to unchain -the dialect he Ahsolutweth demﬁnd that there be No

,Hx i
cre—ere_tolies Ythe_ Idea freely releases. its elf "

private enclaves,
3y

z insisted/
(Science of Loeic, . s Marxz from the very betzinnimz, nothing
N . :
can &»\a private enclave, be that any part of life, or orzani;ation.-or : o ‘
. \\\ . - "/v“ S
even science, In his Feonomic-Philosovhic Yanuseripts-he expressed it”';ss
. . P

-,

"To have one ba';"ix \?or 1ife andunother for sciepc? is a priori a lie,"

\\‘. 1 /

The truth of this & atemenfy}ias never been more immediate and

urzent than in our nuclear wor'l;l ver which han;}s nothing short of the . '

thraa‘b to the very surviva}/o{ civiliza aKas we aave lmown it.

.

e e

Raya Duhajrevgka_.yh en
Chicazo, Illinois
Sentember 1?. 1984
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revolution in philomsophy into a philosophy of xevolutjion,

The task was to uﬁchain the dialectic. (Here I addi)

This, thig precipgely, stamps the uniqueness, the originality,
the continulty in Marx®s development of the Dialecﬁc. We
i ——
can see his Promethean vision in the last decade of his life
a8 he projected the poseibility of a soclal revolution coming
#4ret in a technologically underdeveloped country Wefore the

the so-called advanced economies. This was B the same

~period when he also wrote the Oritique of the Gotha mm

“harpﬂ critique of the organization form of a proposed
"ty. tho proposed merger of those whoconaidered themé

'Mwu/

§ Mcmgh thi- bookﬁvhich covers & 35-ye ag




-2

[ I had written on p. 109.-ﬁh§3§]
Specifically, I wae questioned about whaj(ﬂipaared contra=
dictory to some in my audience, when I wrote that soclal
revolution comes first “provided it is not -- indeed revelutions
cannot be == without Womens' Liberafion or behind women's backs,

et sl bl am hn1nmnten. I elaborated#t; fodlows:

(The paragraph is added on
'\p. 109, immediately aft h
which endsu f,..or by using “them snly as help%a:es?ﬁ)t 9 paragraph

i

é:istory proves a ver d:‘l.fi‘erent
::uth-é h:hether ve look at February 1917, whereythe Women
e re k ones who initiated the revoltuion: whether we \
urn further back to the Persisn Revolution ¢f 1906-11 \ﬂ,p"
where the women creatéd the very first women's sovietm:
‘'or' whather we look to' cur own age in the 1970s in Portu-
ga.l. where Isobel do Carmo ralsed the totally new con=~
.‘ ‘cept of aEartidarismo. ‘It is precisely because women's
Cin ,.rn S,lg.l?grationists are both revo‘l.utionary force -and Reason
th they ‘are crucial, ' If we are toé achieve’sucoﬁ&u B ]
_ o new revolutions, we have'to see“that the dprootin
.. of the old is total from the start,J

+ ———

'privhta onéiaves' o= J.0, OGXCEPTIUND ww -
kaloctia? whether on the theoretioal or tho

organizat'onal queations.

As Marx s.ripiated WOAM from the very beg_inn;ng;;';

‘(continus with p. 20)
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_ ’ " |I had written on p. 109,
Specifically, I was questioned about whag(ﬂppeared sontra=-
dictory to mome in my audlence, when I wrote that social

revolution comes first "provided it is not =- indeed révolﬁtions
eannpt be == without Wouona' Liberation or behind wonen‘s backs.

or by using them as helpmatas." I elahoratedm followm

“History proves a very different truth..} R
_ total from the mtart."

Tha other queationa raised and my answers %o then

A n-p'-
.

fare 1ncluded in the lust gelection of this colloction.




‘This, this precisely, stamps the uniqueness, the originality,

-the continuity in Marx'e development of the dialectic. We can see his
" Prowsthean vision in the last decads of his 1ife as he projected the
possibility of a sooclal revolution coming first in a technologloally
mdcrddvolopﬁ country befors the so-called advanced economies, .This
was the same period when he also wrote the Critigue of ths Gotha gm' grem, -
s @m oﬂtiqu‘o of th§ organisational form of a proposed new Party, the
proposed werger of those who oonaidered themselves Marxists with the
Lassalleans. That Critique was a theoretical differentiation between
-Marxism and Lassalleanism, which he oxtondﬁ also against the practical
'p_ai}:th they would engage in. Marx dismissed these five points of action
u noth.tng bub "bourgeois twaddle.”

Aa was ovidont throughout this book (uhich covers 35 ycnru 'f

i 1089
! ;i,ﬁ:\ -
. Spacifisally I llls qmstiomd about uhat appund contrldictery

jn




the women creatsd the very first women's soviet; or whether we look
to our own sge in the 1970s in Portugal, where Iscbel do Carmo raised the t
totally new concept of apartidarismo., It is precisely because women's
l4berationists are both mplut:lonar& forco and Reason that they are
orucial. If we are to achieve success in the new revolutions, we have
to see that the uprooting of the old 4s total from the start,”

The Abeolute Method allows for no "private enclaves” -- i.s,
exceptions to the principle of Marx's Dialectics, whether on the theoretical

or the organisationsl questions. As Marx insisted from the very beginning,

nothing can be s private enclave: neither any part of 1ife, nor organmtioﬁ.

; E 'j-'n'or oven scionce. Tn his Bconomio-Fhilosophic Manuscripts he prochiﬁd
":'t.hats Wo hnn ono basis for 1ife and another for soience 13 A_g__z; a 110--
v m trnth of this stl.toumt has never bun more nuwdiatc and

—— Rnra me:wa

sqpu_qbpr -12. 1,98&
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FOOINOTES:

i. See especially the listine of my philosophic correspondence during ihis

period, which appears as an Appendix to_f 1980s View: The Coal Miners'

General Strike of 1949-50 and the Rirth of Marxist-idumanism, by Andy

Phillips and Raya Lunayevskaya (Detroit: Fews & Letters, 1984), where
the entire struerple has been recorded,
+

2, The Revolution was the name of the journal issued by Susan B, Anthony

and Flizabeth Cady Stanton, the motto of which read: Nen, their rishts

;énd'nothing more; women, their rights and nothing less.”

:3 'On their return North, these Freedom Riders recorded this experie
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8 My analysis of this movement, when it arose, can be found .in my work.

Philosophy and Revolution (liew Jersey: Huranities Press, 1982), pp. 1?6-9

For & more recent opposition. see The Revolution is Dead, Long Live the

Revolution (Hong Kong: The ?Os; 1976), which includes an important essay

by the woman theoretician, Yu Shuet.

9, Grundrisse was the title desimated by the Marx-Engels Institute
‘ these 185?-58 manuscrig_s,/
~in Moscow when they finally pot around to publishing Z in 1939-&1.

had simply t4tled - them "Economies.”




