" Raya Duiayevskiiya's remariks from the floor on November - = 4, 1984, at
Class Number Two on Perspectives, after presentation by Low Turner, Chicago
(transcript not checked by Raya)

I'm vexy - glad Lou spent so much time on the dialectic structure of

Capital, and on what Stalin did in - -—e%&-:x perverting it, But I want x«
to specify. I don't want to meake just a generalization. Because I think
that what is important for us in this class, or in any: class or in any

bbjeetive situvation you're in, is to be able to grasp methodology in such

& way, very concrotely as well as unjversally, that you can apply it the minute
you see a headline in the paper on anything.

; --"‘Sjo let's take up vhat sounds very, very strange: the dialectic structure
of iCapital, What was it? And why did everything begin to' fall xpust apart

onge talin domnded that we diaobey that structure. He d-.tdn't say disohey a
i .

HbAY

‘-d'la.lautio tructu:.'e but Z2: he said, "Throw out ch..ptar ong: of CaEitai-,

s

What wa.a‘ really involved? 'The dialectic strucxture means that Marx:.
We: In

Here, is. w-hst um: qid vith that. He said, "Let us start \d.th thie ;;',
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 as we¥ all know have an exchange value and & use value and that is what you

42y think it is, Well, it isnt't. It &ppears to be that, But, what is really
at issue is how it became that. And how it became that was through labor.

There are two kinds of lavor. "And you'll pardon me, but I will . - bring
labor right in here into commodities, because that's all it means to the

capitalist society, the com:ﬁodity. That's what they've made it into. But
really if you look at it, this use labor means that every person has some

ability. (Now how does it happen however: ) You know you're a miner or a
tailor or you're a production worker. Now, how does it happen that all

labor, no matter what the hell it is, it only counts as simply human

e
labor and what its Newie or its surplus values . —ve . (is)on

And at that point, he aays', "Now nobody has ever msen abstract labof.
: in the heok could we become a.bstra.ct? We're not ahatract 8¢ the

~and auch t:Lne_ " Bo in otner worda ‘he bringa in Euaence, right in that f:i.rst
‘ 'tion two. He saya, wI1l explain it further when we come ’

A" into. the mrket - you're go:l.ng to bring it to parked .
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He'a got mnother surprise. What does he do in the lagt section? It
took him a long time and that's the section he wants changed in that Franeh

edition. He has it, in any edition. Now first is what he had, and why it
is so unusual and that will really tell You... Section two and the final

section tells you why Stalin was so anxjous to throw it out, to break it 'up...

. And 1t's also look at I. .  Engels. Engels was irying to show you that
~you do need philosophy, but making it very general. It's still not really

vhat is concretely so on how you cang « apply it. So " . Engels said,
"Look, 1r youk: mriwhe's talw e talking to Smith and ¢ ' Carey(?) ) read
Cagita "and you read Logic, xx here's what you have to do: You have

__..E:. so that's commodit:.es and mottey. You have Essence, that's your
produetion system and that's really what caunts". O.K., what happened -

to Notioll? And mind you, he was talking about the whole Capital. That
aupposedly was just becauae Marx was a mwrekidix revolutionary and said make

the "' ]evo:.ution.

_it‘finally _-‘.So what doea he do on that fet:.ehiam of comoditiee? Firat he -
exphine to, you vhy it is so. “mck x that we keep (Harx) - everyone ‘
wh"':believea with him that it's an exploitative Frker aoei.ety...And then )

4 You: don't aceept this analyeis...vell you ktiow you're e:ploited. Everyone ‘.
ire that you're a liv:lng worker. You're living, you're not dead, you're o

not a c medity. ‘So hou did it happen that you're treated as one, you re
beugh_ '-end eold? Hha.t is thia lebor power? It's not labor, t'e ;]uet

aind; the Ihole point of this becomes then, rthe whole purpoee becomee at; thnt _
E, the' faet as.'tthat you have to ses how it became that, at. the point
% Howuyou're made to produce only that.... o
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In crder for him to explain how it became that before he even gets

iitte pr and shows you the explcitation, speed-up and 80 forth, he

says, "Commodity is a fetish. I know this man is alive. Why am 1 who-know
this man is alive and exploited, why the hall do 1 say commodity? What was

it in this caﬁitalisti society which I'm in that I could follow, repeating
words that I don't really believe it?" So the . ° == " fetishism will wmake

"you 1look at what & fetish is to begin with.

I think it's even lower than God, right? It was just a.xcult. Tou
.worshipped it, & cow or whatever the heck you worshipped, befors you found

one God or something.

‘Bo the Jetish makes him go into all the old, primitive = :8ocieties.
80 high from the S roimfetishism of commodities is what was it in slave

iety, uhat in in other societies,. the human relstions at the point
6r‘pr uction, whatevar ‘their productlon uas? And what he had to: begin ui
% aa; it wvas a tstish, right? in 1867 he knew it vas a fetiah, and he

D dﬁ}'. And it followed in a certain aense Hegel, with Notion. You
go toAtho Abaolute Idea, you try to go to: aouiu'ﬁﬁ sort of freedom, whether

it s.freedom m!rom God, or uhnt Harx maans, actual 1iberatzon and freedom

'toipqtgbliah the 1. Paris Commune. So the ﬂcommunal form of fraely
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Now firat of all he :i.ncludas Being, Essence, Notion and itg =~ arwws.

tranaformation into a totally new freedom, and not the freedom just to

worship one God, all in .. . -_c chapter one.
What did Stalin find in 1943? Why did he need so -~ badly finally
to do :{t? He discovered the belt line from Ford. You see you were very

dear frienda(hughter), United States and Russia, and they learned a coupls
of things from our mode of production, And he decided that this time, because

all the masses are \;:Lth him to fight against fascism, this time he can throw
- it out. He actually did it when he establieshed the five year plan, but he
didn't tell you he did it. Now he said, "We can take that out, because, you
see, it isn't true that it's only characteristic of capitalism{commodities).,
e 's .qharacteriqtic of all societies. It wus before capitalism. It will

b % after ‘=ax capitalism, and we are s~ .« socialists, or ours is a

cialiat mociety." ..

or ‘i stoething beautiful. And somebody will 2 say no he didn't,that

. “wp> miners'strikes..

There's alvays & miner's atr:l.ke. .- B-ut-
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can't.even have &... house in which to live, you can all go to -z’ hell, And

_ they riot.

¥What else happened at the opposite? At that time we were Trotskyists,

had been separated from Trotsky, bujlot broken with the party, so to speak,
We broke only with the theory that it's a socialist society and Yyou have

the right to say it's a capitalist society.

But we tock advantage of the fact ..~ to say that this riot is not 1917
or 1919 when red blood was all over St. Louis and i.. Chicago. This riot
is workers doing it in the factories and everywhere else right(again)
during tlre war, and it isn't escaping from the KKK, it is ». dukgechallenging

- you, the goverhment, to give me a home, s0 to speak.

i

. So that whether :.t was Black a.nd.,uengaid it was a new stage; uhether
”:l. was hbor;

that'a what it was, Whether it was the dialectic atructure

hythm ti in revolution. the one of breaking downi’'. the old a_nd
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“oreating the new. There is also a double rhythm 1 . that you have to have,
a unity of thought and of revolution.

Otherwise it isn't going to be mwxuis successful., And I want to say one
more word in relationship to the whole idea of how you : suddenly aren't

it. Last week Diane I think xa~. ¢ raised the question, "Did Grenada, that
is the leaders, ever discuss the question of socialiam before the. wreyx:

counter-ravolution - started?" The answer is yes and no, especially no.
Yes in the sense of mentioning the word. No in the sense of serious

discussion.

Look at the praecise things that happened within the last two months.
ﬂéi“j# wvas less than two months. It was only one month, just before Coard

iimaém '.I‘hey're discussing socialism in very bland terms. Coard
; more or something, and he has the plan, ‘and he wants
e andhe wani‘.a to vanguard partys<ixxx and ail kinds of

ﬁrat overthrow/ of the Brit:.sh :I.mperialiat- and . Gairy. I have no time to

I have a da.te in c:echoslovakia"...or wherever thalndi:

)11 he_i :Lgl ‘:gk\_gdingr_in Eaem East Europ_e...

E]

g
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;j@a‘nivor seriously{discussed). What I'm trying to tell you is you have

i question not just at lavel of,"I'm a socialist", No, you

hnve to apply it and practice it every single day of your life. Ang you
have to realise that it isn't only the objective wa i situation but the
Subjeofive. .And you means Bishop, in that case, or whoever the revolutionary

is.




