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DIALECTICS OF REVOLUTTION AND OF WOMEN'S LIBERATTON

INTRODUCTION and PART T == Marx's Marxism; Tenin's Marxiasm
e ——— SRRy — - — —

Let's go adventuring to some Historic Turning Points that have

unchained the dialectic: in Marx's age, in Lenin's, and 4n our post-(d

World War IT sge.

Let's begin with 1843-44 when Marx broke with capitalism, having
discovered e whole new continent of thought and of revolution that he

called "a new Humanism,"

Hegel's dialectic methodology had created a revolution in philosophy.

Marx criticized it praecisely because the structure of Phenomenologz was
everywhere interpreted as a revolution in thought onlyt Marx's Critigue

of the Hegglian Dialectic took issue with Hegel also for holding thzt

a philoaophor can know the dialectic of revolution (the French Revolution’

as ta
1) Hegel's case) only efter the revolution Zplace. Marx re-created I

it ss 2 dialectic of Reality in need of transformation. He named the

SubJject -~ the revolutionary force who could achieve thisfas the Pro~

letariat,

Put briefly, Marx transformed Hegel's revolution in. philosophy
into a philosophy of revolution. This will be further developed throughout
" this talk, For the moment, our focus must devolop Marx's M_momntu -
—_—

1.0., discovery - thofgirth of whnt ho ca'.l.led "y new W

It is that which characterized Marx's whole life after his brc;k

with capitalism until the day of his death, 1843-1883., Tt will include
The defeat of the 1848 revolu-

two actual revolutions -- 1848 and 1871,

16496

ERIE 'ufi!?}ﬂ&l‘




wle

tions produced a new need for a continuing revolution, a "revolution

in permanence'; and Marx concluded from 1871, which created the Papis

Commune, that the bourgeois staté needs to be totally destroyed and called

for-a non-state form of workers' rule* 1ike the Paris Commune,

— .

A 3l-year lapse followed before 8 ‘si’ﬁgf{ post:Marx Mg._z_-;i_s_t‘-;-/

Isnin ~-- felt compelled to have a revolutiong.fy encounter with the

Hegelian dislectic. That Historic Turning Point followed when, 4n the
objective world, the Second International collapsed at the outbreak of
World War I, The shocking betrayal by the Second Imternational served
as the compulsion to Lenin to return to Marx's origin in the Hegelian

dislectic with his own study of Hegel's Science of Iogic, This marked

the Great Divide in post-Marx Marxism., lanin's grappling with the
Hogelian-Marxian dh‘lectie continued through the final decade of Lenin's

1ife, from 1914 to 1924,

What resulted from this revolutionary encounter wes & reunification
with revolution, We must see what Lenin apecifically singled .
out to help him answer the Historic task facing him, and how he reconnected’
with Marx's Marxism, The dialectical principle he singled out from Hegel o

was transformation into opposite, Everything he worked out from then on ==

The main focus here is on the significance of what s revolutionary - -

coneretices to answer the challengs of a new age, In the case of Lenin
it was the dialectic principle of transformation into opposite that he
held to characterize both capitalism's development "into imperialism and

a section of the proletariat k'?&"‘i Etr&nsfomod inb "the aristocracy of

labor,”
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Nearly two decades elapsed after Lenin died Aduring which would

come the actual outbreak of World War TI, which caused Trotskyism to
- -

split dnto several different tendencies), before there was the first serious

grappling with the new reality that characterized the ot;;jective world,
Tt wae the outbreak of World War IT which compellsd me to study the
three Five-Year Plans and to come to the conclusion that Russia was a
atnto-uéitnliat soaiety. The shocker to Trotsky, to which he never
reconciled himself, was that outright counter=-revelution came, not from

the outside, from imperialism, but froem the Russian Revolution itself,

With the transformation of the first workers' state into a state-capitalist
society it became olear that Stalin represented not just the bureaucrat,

Stalin, but Stalinjsm, a Russian form Ycn'.‘ the new world atage in production.
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ororo. howovor, thc d!alootinu of revolution could be fully un~

. chaﬂnod ghilosoghgoouy for our age we had to experience both the new
) phonomnon in 1949-50 of 1iving masses in motion posing new questions

.and a serious grappling, philosophiu'l.ly. with the Hegolian-uarxim

shilosophy~

‘dialectic, This resulted 4in the of Marxist-Humanism, It was

this philosophy which oharacterized those masses in motion as a movement
from grnof;ioo that was 11.'!0;1' a_form of theory. Since we are Marxist-—
| Humanists, what we will examine today is that whole body of ideas =-
taldng up both what we ocall tho "trilogy of revolution” and the new
‘fourth book we will soon hnvo off the press: Women's Iiberation and the

Dialectics of Revolution: Reaching for the Future,
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MARX'S MARXISM

lat's first examine Marx himself, from 1843 to 1883 == in both

his realtionship to, and the bresk from Hegel. Yo far as T am con-

cerned, the "new moments" in Marx mark not merely the last decade of

~his life -- which became, for us, the trail to the 19808 -- byt begin
with the very first moment in Marx, the moment of his break with capital-
ism, its production, its culture, its immediate contenders from Lussalle

on, From that encounter, there came the birth of a new continent of

thought and of revolution.

There was no time for popularization; that had to be Jeft to his
closes . .
\-Ti}:olhborator. Engels, who was no Marx, so that the founder of this

new continent of thought and of revelution could give his whole time

'lj.é':the ‘concretization of that new Universal -~ Marx‘'s "new Huymanism,"

.. Noto how painstakingly and 4n what interrelationships Marx's
. 1844 Critique of the Hegelian Dialectic shows 81) the new elements,
'I‘hough he had already designated the i:rolotnriat as the revolutionary
' forcé. it was at that moment that ho@ singled out the Man/Woman
relationship(@3 pointed to the fact that it s that which discloses

how alienating is the nature of this capitalist- scciety, @thougb
“he had already separated himself from petty<bourgeois idealism, the
. power of negativity separated hm@ from Feuerbachisn materialism,

The "new Humanism," in a word, was not Just a matter of countor-_
. posing materialism to sdealism; 4t was the unity of the two., By intro~
-' : ducing practice as the very source of philosoply, Marx completely trans- = | B

formed the Hagelian dialectic as related only to thought and made 4t the
dialectics of revolution., Tt was not only oapitalism and its 1dealism - - ... .




Marx rejected, but what he called "vulgar communism"r' == which he stregzsed
ua-s not tl.\o. goal of the overthrow of capitalism. What concretized his
“new Humanism” was that the revolution must be continuous after the
overthrow of capitalism,

When the real revolutions came in 1848 -- apd he, himself, participated
in them -= he called, after their defeat, for a “Rovolution in pemanonce "

in his 1850 Address to the Communist League,

* And @fter the French edition of Ca 1ta1.@
40 hard years of labor in economics, he projected the possibility that a
revolution could ococur first in a technologically backward country (what -
W now ses as the Third World) -- shead, that s, of the so-called advanced .

B "ooun'triis.’ which 1s what 1t seemed he had predicted in the "Acoumulation

“of Capitnl.“ In & word, there s nothing that was concretely spolled out

.An Mnrx's very last decade that was not first seen in the Promethean vision . °.°

whioh ho had unfolded at the very beginning, in the breaking up of the

oapi.tllist world,

Take even the one question -- Organization =- which the so-called

orthodox claim was never touched seriously by anyone, not even a Marx,

until Lenin worked 1t out in What is to be Dome in 1902-03. The truth is.

* Marx was always sn “organization man.". He no sooner got to Paris end
finished his Essays (which never were published in his lifetime) than he
searched out workers' meetings, orutod his own Intamtiommm;mapdndenc_c
Committees, and then Joirbod the League of the Just, which bscame the |
(:omlu:n“l'ut‘ Lsague, He tried to get everyone from Feuerbach to Proudhon

to Join, ocalling on them to be as enthusiastic about the vorkers' voices




.‘Vi""' A Gomnn ludors - and not ‘only not ‘to the Lassalleans but also not to

What was true was that only with the 1875"Marginal Notes“we know
as the Critique of -tho Gotha Program d4d he express his views directly
on the "program" of & workers' party, Thowm "Marginal thos" stressed
the impossibility for serious revolutionaries sver teo soparate phﬂoaophy
of revolution from the actual organizatiom when a principlo of philosophy
and revolution is not in the "program,” one should never Join that or- _
ganization, though one could participate in mdividual.:]oint action

against capitalism,

Did this Critique mean anything to any of those who called them-
 selves Marxists? Clearly, not to the whole leadership of the Second Tn-
temat:l.oml That h:lstor:lc turning point had not meant anything to

L I

the Ei_aomchists, who considered themselves Marxists,

And wlnt of ths mtematiomalists? It took nothing short of tho
‘outbreak of Worlﬂ War I to have anyone turn to the Critique, The singlo ‘;'

_one who did -~ * 1anin -~ learned a great deal on the necessary destruction

,o.t‘ the cap:ltnlst stata, as State and Revolution shows, but left the wholo

ucstion of Ormintion completely alone,

» It took our age, apocifical]: Marxist-{umenists, before there was
a urious grappling with the type of organization Marx was calling for,
"
and a roaonnec:i.on of organiz 2 ation withtt:atm].:::g'hy of molution
in permanence.”  We did 1t pubucalymaiﬂ: nl !i_______gl____% ‘olou
N Hotcbooka became available and were analyzed philosophically for our age. ‘
in Rou l.'.uxonbur Wonlon 8 _Liberation, and Merx's Ph : :
I‘t was thoro that we ohallangad a1l post-Marx Marxists on thia quoat:lon.




"The d4fference of the 1deai from tie matsrisl 4s alse
not unconditional, not oxcessivé...

uAt the end of Book II of the Logic before the transi-

tion to the Notion, & definition is given: *the Notdon,
the realm of SubJjectivity or of Freesdom’:

{18 Freedom = subjectivity
(*or')
goal, consclousness, striving N8 | "

-- Lenin, Abstract of Hegel's Science of logic

Lenin did not know the 184 flumanist Esseys. What prodomimtad
4n the mind of the first generation of post-Marx Marxists was Organiza~=
' tion, and that without grappling with Marx's Critique of the Goiha
Program¢ /“1/‘51; was totally ignored. What was not only not ignorsd but
a.ct;.ual]y becane the Great Divide in Marxism was the dialectic, the rela- |

t4onship between materialisa and idealism, the disleqtic methodology. The

l/ enly mvidc "ac'_s}_niqw].od ged by Marxists wes that between reform and revolu-

tion, Put differently, though the inseparability of revolution from

organ;sltion's goal was acknowledged, philosophy remained the missing S

14nk. ‘That is not Jjust in general, Specifically it means reducing’

 methodology as if it were a sope “tool." Tt is this which shows what
the true Great Divide wasi the Dialectic which Lenin alone understood

elthiough he kept his Hhat 1s to be Donelwhere it was in 1902-03,

‘The very fact that the Groa£ Divide continued within the Bolshevik s
movement -~ ° { great revolutionaries 1like Bukharin and Rosa Luxemburg ==

- speaks volumes about the unacknowledged missing 1ink of philosophy. Thus .

4he one who was accepted as the greatest theoretician == Bukharin == gharpy-.‘

d1sagreed with Lanin on bis relstionship to the naticnal liberation move-' .

ment, specifically the Trish Revolutien, Tt 1ed Ienin to use as div_i'u"i_.t\_‘

a class designation of Bukharin's position as vimperialist ooononisn"l_’
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L=nin cm:: not sum up nis s&ititude to Bukharin, dirscily relating it i

d4alectics, until his Will, There Lenin (who by then had Bukharin's

Economics of the Transition Period) wrote that Bukharin's: views

could "only with the very greatest doubt be regarded as fully Marxian,

for ,..he never fully understood the dialectic.”

Domes
The principle singled out in the diallectic, as we noted, was

the transformation into opposite, which he related both to capitalism

and to & section of the ppoletariat, but not to his concept of the i’arty-
to-lead, But while he failed to submit "the Party" to the Absolute Method

of the dimlectic of second negativity -~ that remained his untouchable
“private enclave”, the one that remains the noose around us all -- Lenin

Idid ulnat.'mt:lngly hold to the dialectic principle that : the mporative‘; }

_ int
‘ _to re-trmsfom tha opposite the positive cannot be dene without tho

creativity of a new revoluticnary force, The faot that you could prove

_boti-ayal‘would amount to nothing unless you could point to a new : -~

i+ force 1ike the Irish Revolution,

Tt was this which led him to attack what he called Luxemburg‘s

| | -‘f.'ha.l‘f-my dislectic,” Here was a revolutionary who, before anyone olse. )
ihbluding Lenin, had called attention to the opportunism of the roond' ;
- International and had pinpointed, before the actual outbreak of Horld
) ‘er I, their opportunistic attitude to Gomn capitalism's plungo into
"-_'iiupomlinn. and to the sufforing of the colonial masses, Unforttmntcly.
‘however, she saw the "root cause." not in the Second I,.,temtioml a‘lonc, .
but ﬂn tho dofects of Marx's theory of Acocumlation of Capital. .Thig

rosultod‘ m one more form of underconsumptionism, Her failure to: reoognise

‘ the colonial nmass opposition as what Lenin called "the bao:ll'l.ua of pro- :

" 1starian revolution" saw her continue her opposition to Lenin's poaition ' _j
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on the "National Question.” That is what Lonin called th

dillcotio. "
N
. \\. - \
Ho. on the contrary, related tha{dialectiq to everything he wrots

from then on =- from Imparialism and State and Revolution to his Letter

to the Editors of Under the Banner of Marxism about the need to study the
—=Xor 2o Hanner of Marxism

Hegelian dialectic in Hegel's own words. His death created a phileosophic

void none of his co-leaders, Trotsky included, could £111, That remainsd

the task for a new age,

PART IT -- RE-ESTBLISHING THE LINK OF CONTINUITY WITH MARX'S MARKISM
AND THE LEVELOPMENT OF THE BODY OF IDEAS OF MARXTST-HUMANISM

After a decade of World DaprosaiQ:igfho rise of fascism came the
greatout ahooker - 'l'-ho Hitler~Stalin Pact ==~ that signalled the tfb-.ing
-:of Worlﬂ War II. Tt vas high time to recognize the startling fact that,
though November 1917 was the greatest revolution, the counter-revolution
‘;_oma. not from an outside fmperialism, but from within, Trotsky could -

not. did not, face that roality. muoh less work out the new d:laleotic.' | , '

It took a whole decade of digging 1nto what happened after the -

apitalist world. Int'a loo!c into the two stages of that decado: ﬁrst, ‘
finally .
_ atuight atato-capiu 1list theory! and the birth of Hnrx:lst-ﬂmnim. SR

‘ A v:cmsrrms OF smrs-cmmusu. THE BLACK DIERNSION, AND THE s
amn OF MARXIST-HUMANTSM: MARXISM AND FREEDGM, FROM J.zzé wrn. 'I'OD r

e uu-xm and Freedom 1s the first of the thres books ‘which Harx:lat- :
_'“-




Humanism refers to as our "trilogy of revolution,” It contains two
""'Iﬁ;n"‘giééb Ome/ is the Tirst published English translation of
Marx's "Private Property and Communism" and "Critique of the Hegelian
Dialectic" from what has come to be called Marx's 1844 Humanist Essays.

The second 4s the first English translation of Lenin's "Abstract of
Hogel's Sclence of logic."

Somd elements of Humanism were present in our development as early
as 1941 in the essay on, "Labor and Society,’ which was the very first
soction of my anslysis of the "Nature of the Soviet Eeconomy,"” That
essay was rejected for publication by the Trotskyists (the Workers

Party) when they accepted the strictly economic analysis of the Five

Year Plans from Russian sources,

' The vicissitudes of stuto-oap\italism would show tha.t

vhv phi.:.oaaphia structure is fully developsd ocan one- prasant the theory

of stnto-cnpital:lm inaway t wwawor the quest for univorsnlity

- md whnt Ham:dst-}iummism "the movement from practice." Which
g why P, profor /n; way my 1941 study of the nature of the Russian

{ooonomy was pmontod( 1957,n Part V == "The Problen of our Age -

- Stato-Capitulian vs. Freedom.” __).'m“ iiarxigr;“and Froodon, from 1226 Unti

[— _..-p-"

oda -
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Marxists and non-Marxists alike have always rejected even the
‘a.tto_np:_t to give a philosophic structure to concrete events, Take

"_,tho';u;it;oﬁ of the Black Dimension. No one could deny what new stage 5

had bnn reached in the 1960s, and whether you called it a revolutioen -

T

ory J@'@-a'nw stage of the struggle for civil rights, there was no donyipg’_ﬁ_ RS

- ‘the stormy nature of the 1960s, But the truth is that this could be seen




not only in the '60s, but beginning with the Montgomery Bus Boycott -~

and not only n.s a new beginning But in terms of the whole philosophic

structure for the following decade, Here is what I singlod out from

that event in Marxism and Freedom: 1, the daily moet&nésl 2, the way in
which the Black rank and file orpanized their own transportation (4indeed,
Rev. King admitted that the whole movement atarted without him); 3. the
fact that, whether it was the mee’fings or the transportation that they took
into their own hands, theBQEP:rontest achiavement was "its own

working existence" -~ the very words Marxism and Freedom had pointed to

in another section as the way Marx had written of the Paris Commune,

\4n our new, fourth book/
We could take the same 35 years we have tako%to show the development

- of the dialectics of revolution on Women's Liberation and show that devolopuont
on the Bleck Dimension. The same is true if we take the three new pages of - S
freadom 1n Marx:lam and Freedom on the Hungarian Rwolut:lon, where T poﬂnt "
to the revo'lutionary Youth getiting ever younger, as witness the lz-year e

- o_].gI Hungarian Freedom Fighter, And of course the same would be true of .

I.l'boi".. That, indeed, begins in the French Revolution of 1789-93.‘ when-
. -there was no industrial proletariat and the onrag‘s. the sans culottes,
":"tho‘ Aaftiums; were the great revolutionaries who . spelled out the

*--"_s‘_l"llo‘ma'useu in_motion,

Haun in motion have marked every Historic Turhing Point. This

is artiuuhtod by go.’mg beyond every national boundary. In our age 1_1;

can be seen whothor we are looking at the Afro~Asian Revolutions or the -
- Latin American Revolutions, and it is reflected bofh in our activity and
in our publications, It was seen in the very esrly years of News and

" Letters Comaittees in the way in which the revolution in Cuba




POITIWINE 0 S

" brought about our very first Weekly Political Letter, More recently,

it 1s seen in the bi-~lingual pamphlet on Latin America's Revolutions,
in Reality and 4n Thought. And you will soon see it 4n the new book
in the way the early correspondence with Silvio Frondizd attains a new

significance, '\\

i}
\

The three-fold goal of Marxism and Fraeéom was} 1. to establish
the Anerican roots of Marxism, not where the orthodox cite 1t (if they
cite it at all) in the General Congress of Labor at Baltimore (1866),;
but in the Absolitionist Movement and the slave revolts which led to t
Civil War; 2. to establish the world humanist concept which Marx had,
in his very first new moment, called "a new Humanism,” and which

s0 alive in our o',g_e and led to Marxist-ﬂumnism;

revolutionary nature of the Hege 1‘ Ai-lectf.

The contemporaneity as well as specificity of the deep-rootedness

. of the Hogeiian dialectic permeates the whole of Marxism and Freedom. '

Plenso note its dialectical structure and see that from the very first

hlptor ("'.l‘he Age of Ravolutionss Industrial, Social-Political, ]‘ntollectuul")

1t disclosou no division between the objectivity of the period and the '
sub:jectivity of revolutionary Marxism. And note as well its todayneu

7 “'aa 1t.ends the chapter with the section entitled “Hegsl's Absolutes and

-py_r_Ago-of Absolutes," Let mo read you the last pnragraph of tha.t chlptcrl




*To declare, in our day and age, that Hegel's Absolute means
nothing but the 'knowing' of the whole past of human cultupe is
to make a mockery of the dialectical development of the world
and of thought, and abgsolutely to bar a rational approach to
Hegel, What 1s far worse, such sophistry is a self-paralyzing
barrisr against a sober theoretical approsch to the world itself,

"Tt is necegsary to divest Hegelian philosophy of the dead-wetight
of academic tradition as well as of radical intellectual snobbery
and cynicism or we will lay ourselvos wids open to the putrescent

smog of Communism,”

@arxism and Fraodom, p, 14.3 N e

' From the very start of News and Letters Committeas in 1955 we made ‘
two decisions @u;twly +) At our Conven%‘gigstablishad News & Lotters
na & unique combination of workers and intellectuals, with a Black production '
worker, Charlea Denby, as our editor and with Raya Dumyovskaya as cha:lrwonn
o.'l‘ tho National Editorial Board; and we assigrid the Naticnal Chaimomm to

: sot forth our own mtorpratation of Marxism in what became Marxism and Freedom.

from - 1126 Until Today, A1l of the new pamphlets we produced through the

:'turbulont 19603 ﬂowed out of the structure of Marxism and Freadomx Workors

Battlo Automat'ion, The Free Speech Movemsnt and the Negro Revolution. N__t_q_g_

‘-}:.on Women s L.jberation =~ all written by the new voices from below; as wall as ,‘

my pmphlet on the A:t‘ro-Asian Revolutions and the whole history of the United

statos. Amorican Civileation on Trial, signed by the entire National Bditorfal -

o ‘Board of News & Iattora. These and all the others we produced you must read

' :l‘or you.raelves.

- The whole question of the unity of Theory/Practioo is sean espocinlly
_ ”-clonrly in the- difforonce botwoen Part T of Indignant Heart, written when
l tho Johmon-Fonut Tendenoy was still a single st;to-(:npitalist Tendenoy P
] Part 11, wr:\.tton artor Marxist-Humanism had been  openly practiced for
- ;-._noro than twe decades and brought all those developments in Charles Denby.




Humanist women also held their conference and decided to establish an
\Not only did both confor_gnp 168 _have_ ./
. ‘mny non-Marxist-

autonomous oi'gmization.

Humadists present, but in the Black/Red Conference, they were the majority

present, That year, @969, was also the year we donsted our Archives to
Wayne State University., The unfinishod 1968 Paris Revolt had finally made
us. realize that Marxist-Humanism, projected in the 1950s and apo'l.lod'.out
comprehensively in 1957 in our first \maigr/ theoretical work,
cried out for concretizing Marxism as philosophy. Not only was 1969 not
19683 1969 was high time to realize that theory, including state-capitalist

,7% theory. 15 not == 38 not -- yet philosophy.

B.-RETURN TO HEGEL AND OUR DIALECTICAL DISCOVERIES: PHILOSORHY AND

" A RTMALE Als WU

1_- VoL x 'll"'.' 'R - HEBGRL, 10 SARTAS AND FRAOH MARA :
- By the ond of tho 1960s, when the climax of all the activity had

i ‘resulted on'.Lv in nn aborted ravolution, we could no longer cvo:ld the atrictly

.-ph:llosoph‘.lc new digging into Hegel to see what conoretely related to our - ’
.' go . The rot\u'n to all of Hogel'a major works -~ especially the final
ayllog:lsm Hegel had added to the Ph:nosom of Mind ~=- finally resulted )
t.-,"- 1n‘ our ucond m;jor philosophic-thooretical work, Philosophy and Rovolution.__ '
: 7-;'I‘hlt ncw‘rotum and oconcentration on those :l‘inal syllogisms was compre- .
l:'-j__honsivo in the way 1t n*wu Hegol and Marx and Lenin (which
":;:ﬁnstitutod Part I. "why ‘Hogel? Why Now?'), but the Altormtivaa that con= )

. sidered theuselvoa revolutionary ~- Troteky, Mao, and orie outaid.r-hotmg-m"

: ~'Sartr--( whioh oonst:ltutod Part TI). This time the vicissitudes of atato- L
clpitllinu wore not restricted to those who called themselves Communists, =
but 'Vi‘ncludod altugethor new lands, new struggles, as well as a now Afriom, :
j‘:l-és‘,;_-‘,n,_ Third World sociallsm. (Part TII dealt with East Europe, Afriu. and




- AL .

- and oW New Passions and Foroes.)

\_summ
But 4t doesn't stop there. What {inally up the new challenges,

new passions, new forces -- all those new relations against the objective

situation -- was the return to Hegel "in and for himgelf,"” by which T

maan his ma jor philosophic works: Phenomsnology. Science of logict and

Philosophy of Mind from the Encyclopedia.
Tot's begin at the end of Chapter 1 of Philosophy and Revolution

=~= "Absplute Negativity as New Boginninga The Ceagsless Movement of Jdeas
and of History " -~ where T concentrate on the thres final syllogisms
* of Hogel's Philosophy of Mind; Para. 575, 576, 577. The very listing

of the books of the Encyclopedda -- Legic, Nature, Mind -~ discloses a

':'"-now ru'litys and tlmt ts that Logic 1s not as important as Nature, since

uro 13‘"the middlo. whiieh 1s the mediation, which is of the essence, ..

' -The socond ayllogism ( Para, 5 ?6) disoloses that the mediation ‘comes

"from_ Hﬂnd 1tself and Logie booomaa less crucisl, What is Absolute is

,__.,mﬂ.‘"}hgol :lu aay:!ng is that A movement is ceaseless and therefore he
..‘can no 1ongcr 'lﬂli.t himaelf to a syllogism, The “SelfThinking Idea" hns
"'phcod tho aynogiatic presentation in Para, 577,

Whon I Jamd up this conclusion of Hegel's in my first chapter-
.of Philosogg! and Rﬂrolut;on with vhat I worked out when Y summad up the

- k‘-l‘,.l‘im'l Chlptor 9 on what flowed from ths movement from practice (what T

‘.cauod "m pusions and new forces"), here is how T expressed it:

. - "The reality is stifling, The transformation of reality has
" a’'dlalectic all its own, Tt demands a unity of the struggles for
. freedom with a philosophy of 1iberation, Only then does the

“olemental revolt release new sensibilitios, new passions, and
_new forces =~ a whole new human dimension.




S tho dialectics of revolution - that which Hegel called “"second nogativity'f | .

" Frederick Engels, This last work of Marx disclosed Harx's multdlinear

o molution-in-pommnco.

" was central to the thind book, T will have to 1imit mysslf ai-mlv to

--(‘ -—

"Ours i3 the age that can meet the challenge of the times
when we work out so new a relationship of theory to practice
-that ths proof of ths wnity 45 4n ths Subjsci's owm s8lf-dsvel
ment, Philosophy and revolution will first then liberate the
innate talents of men and women who will become whole, Whether
or not we recognite that this is the task history has ‘assigned’
to our epoch, it is a task that remaine to be done,"

Philosophy and Revolution, p.292

C. THE MARX CENTENARY: ROSA LUXEM3URG, WOMEN'S LIBERATION, AND MARX'S
PHYIOSOPHY OF REVOLUTTON

The Marx Centenary created the opportunity for us, when we also
"had & third major philosophic work, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation,
and Marx's Philoso of Rmrolution( vhich completsd what we call the
"trilogy of revolution ")to stress how total the uprooting of the systenm

mt be, mo only%’ there be no "private enclaves” that are free rro-

‘" and that we consider the Absolute Hethod, the road to the Absolute Ijes.,

RN

Y NPT ¥ - .
‘m"ﬂ‘f{'“tﬁ oructal thing for us, now that m\;(*the mmoug;ca

was
' 'Hotobooks,m than just singling out the Man/Woman rolatiomhip.

L 7 could .
'.'hocauso‘ see that the critique of all post-mrx Marxists bcgins with .

.:‘viw of all of human history vs. Engcls unilateral view,

. It 1s\rwhioh prompted us to create the category of N’*‘”‘*‘" R
R .tt wa dealt B
v H.miﬂ procisely vhen m\wﬁth other reveolutionaries 11k0. T

becane el
2 Rosn I.uxonburg thut :lt\fnooouary to focus on Marsls concept of

L

All these new points of departure led to [ new study where I N"ff,;_ ,

© axamine . Marx's Marxism as a totality, I cannot here go into that, whioh

quoting the last paragraph of the work:

U Iy ;
RS mqwauw




"what 4s needed is a now unifying principle, on Marx's ground
of humanism, that truly alters both human thought and human ex=.
perience, Marx's Ethnol@gial Notebooks are a historic happening
that proves, ons hundred ysars after he wrote them, that Marx's
legacy is no mere hoirloom, but a 14ve body of ideas and perspec-
tivea that is in need of opbncretization. Evéry moment of Marn's .
davelopment, as well as the totality of his works, spells out the
need for 'revolution in permanence,' This i1s the sbsolute challenge

to our age.”

Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy
of Revolution, p. 195

CONCLUSTON 1 {m,qmmmg THE DIALECTIC

The title for my lecturs today has reversed the title of our new
fourth book into "The Dialectics of Revolution and Women's Liberation,”
not just as something needed for thig lecture, but as what is the actual
-foous of the wholo “tri‘logy of revolution" as well as this latest philo-
"‘,'"m.)phic worlc. Indeed, the Introduction to it == which 1s really alwnys
i aho the conelus:lon -- 18 called Introduction and. Dverview. It is thn.t
“: whieh I will try to sumuriza here as the uncha.ining of tho dﬂalectic for'
" the poat-Wor‘ld War IT pericd, whether ‘that 4s expresaad in activities or‘_'

books: 1n pamphlets or News & Iettersi( _ﬁ as 1t"is«5m/p{.1.101t throughout

‘__._._-.._...___ s -\

;h( rchives. as w@

.._,_.-—-"

It 13 thia which reveals that, no matter what specific molutiomry
: orco turns out to bo tho uin one in any ongoing revolution, no one um
‘ know bororo time who it wi'.l.l be. Nothing proves this more shnrply thm
Holon s Liboration. boco.uso it has been an unrecognized and dogra.dod forcc
rl.thor thln 3 force ‘that 1s simultansously Reason. It is this whioh ha.s ‘

ndc wonm quoutiom"ﬂhnt happons aftert"

. :m the min. Women's Liberationists refuse to ascept nnything which
ahoﬁ_' that “a man” decides, In actuality, what they are thoroby ro:jcoting
" 4s the dialectics of revolution, Tt iz this burning question of ‘our _gg_c_ " R




which lad me to subtitle this final section of my leciur’p

— UNCHATNING THE DIALECTIC,

First, 1ot us look at the unchaining of the dialectic for our age
by MarxisteHumanists, Our original contributions to Marx’s Marxism can be
Soen in our first boqk. Marxism and Freedom, as the structure of the whole ==

3
f .
/ the Movement from Practice, It is seen in our second work, Philosophy and

Revolution, as the working out of the Absolute Idea for our age =-- Absolute
Idea as New Beginning, In the third work, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation,

and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution, it is seen as the challenge to all
post=Marx Marxists. '

Secondly, let's ses how Merx explained his return to the Hegelian

: “dialeotic in the very last decades My relationship with Hegsl is very

an a,digejnlo of Hegel, and the prostmptuoua chatter of the - - -

ritioal‘“a‘tt:ltudc. disencumbering his dialectic of its mysticism and thus

putting 1t through & proi‘ound change,.." This is from the manuscripts for

Voluuo -"'IILof Capita] that Marx loft, and that Bngels left out,

.,"!I;iz“l-ot's 1ook at the strucutre of our fourth book, still on the
ross .Wc.man . Liborntion and the Dialectics of Revolutjon: Rnch b for‘

F turo. what ‘bacame cbvious to me was thikthe four perts of this

. ‘_‘f-'tho !a
R ution, Thus Part
B 4 N i @ 9*5'\

18isted in my Introduction that T was ndt pi'o'- B

_mm' 11' only 1up1101t 1y, the totality of my views, Even that u'pcet dm "




-{q-

not £ell the whole story about the relationship of the forces of
revolution to the Reason of any pevoiution = 4.6 how oach one of the
forces “reaches for the future,” This was most clearly shown not only
by the forces that actually made the revolution in Russia, but by those
‘4n Persia where the womén hed gone beyend even what they did in Russla,
1tself, by establishing a new form of organization, the women's anjumen
(soviet), Today we spell this out as committee-form in place of "party

to lead.”

Part IT -- "Revolutionaries All" -- again shows the activists, the

_ ‘dctun‘.l. participants in revolutions, Whether or not they were conacious

; of actually being the history-makers, they were exactly that. And that

'tion hu the footnoto vhich returmns. ‘hs to Marxism and Freedom. choesing

Ch‘.lna. Ln.tin A,,,ericn.. the Unitod Statas == Ig there an Orgnnizn- '
?"‘-- cleariy 41lustrates both the poaitivo !mtomntionaliam
Iot

hi.d:torshow:-the:lr actual presence bofore the conorotiution of tho

P iﬁormtly. what the very first sentence of the fipat paragﬂph

£ the Tirat p.g. ‘of tha Introductdon establishes is that farst thoro mmt |
'a'dof!nition thl.t u a concrotintion of the pocific m.turo of: your > ‘




with the Absolute Tdea as being not Jjust a uﬁity of practice and theory,

bﬁt a Very new rolationshig of practice to theory, Tt is this which deter~
A

mined the whole atructuro of our very first . - theoretical work,

Marxism and Freedom, Only after this specific epoch and its historic
content was grasped do we speak, in the second paragraph of the Introduction

and Overview, about the uniqueness of one of the forces of revolution ==

Women's Liberation,

We now come to Papt IIV on "The Trail to the 1980s" -- which is
naturally the one that is key to any conerotization of the present period,
Our task is two-fold: we have to catch the link of cont:lnuity with Marx's
Marxism and then make our owm original contributions, which only the epoch
in queotion can work out for itself, Marx opened the ga.toa for us, |
[ook #t the way ho treated his relationship to Hogoltﬁf_'e/r/he discovarod
his oun_New Contincnt _of Thought and .yet felt it :mpo-t-': to rsturn vﬁ uha

goi:lan duloctio. That was not to deny anthing nevy, On the contrary -

(PN becdag o
and oont.r\l?yfrﬁlﬁrose who try to use the final decade of Hnrx'o life _

'_:__ turn hin 4nto no more than & populist - the full 40 years of Marx's

'work. whioh saw the critic of the Hegelian dialectic beccme the philosophor

of: ’\'mo'.lution tnd tho l.uthor of Caj ital, prove that he continued his own
Ary origiml devolopucnt throughout his life, :Including the final deoado. .

n.nd that the ncw nonenta were no break with his very first new diuoonry. i

:, Follow tho diulcctics of the dwolopnent of Women as thn now mo-' v &

-?': 1utiomry foroo md Rouon. Concretization, when 1t oxpruaoa a U'nivoroal

. 'zj"'that bocouoa Comroto. shows what Absolute Ydea is as New Bog:lnn:lng. A'l.l i

B 'i';tho cnphu:la on "New Bogiming" pinpoints the task of an age, Absoluto Ido
1a tota:l. but 4t cannot be total as a quantitative measure, That is whon 3

'l tho nw An any opooh requires - the living gnunoc of that molutionury




force and not Just a Promethean vision, That is not because Promethean
vision and Reaching for the Futupe doesn't help the next generation to see
1ts task. Quite the eontrary. That is when discontinuity is not a re-

vision of, but a cont4nuation with, the original New Moment whon there

are all sorts of new voices and listening to them 1s quintezsential,

It is oniy after‘the new world stage of practice is recognized
that weo get to that new revolutionary force of Women's Liberation, which
has named the culprit -- male chauvinism -~ as characi:erizing the revolu~-
tionary movemont 4tself, That 1s to say, it 1s not oniy characteristic
of capitalism, and not only of this epoch, b;xt has existed throughout
history. The point is not to stop there, But 1n order not to stop there,

" You have to recognirze 4t as a force .that 1= Reascn and not Just force -
-and that means a total uprooting of this society, and the cmntion of
totally new human rehtiona. Which is why Marx was not exclusively a

‘ fen:lniat but a "ncw Htman:lst " The fact that feminism is part of H\.lmnflsm ,

lnd not the othor uay around does not mean the Women's Liberation hecomos

' "-'_*"aubordimte. Tt means only that Fhilosophy will not again be separated .

" from revolution, or Reason separated from force, Even Absolute Msthod

"bqeomqs only "road to" Absolute Idea, Absolute Mind,

Let m end, then, with the final paragraph from the Introduction and

Overview of our new, fourth book:

. "The Absolute Method al1lows for no ‘private enclaves' -- 1.0,,
oxcoptions to the principle of Marx's Dialectics, whether on the
theoretical or the organizational questicns, As Marx insisted from ~
the very beginning, nothing can be a private enclave: neither any pn-t' s

" ‘of life, nor orgenization, nor even science. T his Eoonomie-!’hﬂo-
sophio Manusoripts, he proclaimed that: 'To have one basis for 111‘. '

md another for science is a priori a e,
' ( And ‘now that ve havo

-both thu Bthnolo dcal Notebooks and the lhthmt;unl Hmusor;gtg !'m :




