" MINUTES -- DETROIT PUBLIC MEETING -- FEBRUARY 4, 1979

© " Marx's and Enﬁels"Studies,ccntraetedr‘RELATIONSHIP OF PHIILOSCPHY AND
Discussion meeting on Haye Dunayevskaya's Dreft Chapter published
in News & Letters Jan.~Feb., 1979 By

sy o400 A

Present: All, plushan from Flint, and 16 visitors.
Pirst public meeting in the new office.

Suzanne, &s Chairwoman of Detroit Women's Liberation, N&L, chaired the
neeting, welcoming all to our naw office, new world ceater of Marxisot-
-Bumenism. She discussed the draft chapter in the context of the devel-
opment of Marxist-Humanism, and the P&R classes to be given by Raye

in April. Bob read the DF 1/30, then Suzamne introduced MNichaei Connclly.

Michael®a Presentation is excerpted in the Discussion Bulletin, and no
ther attempt will be made to summarize it here,

' ®hs Discussion ronged over meny points, not alweys in the strictest rela-
tionship %o the Draft Chapter and the concrete, ypeinstsking working-

* 1,

through that is required hefore "conclurlons™ can be reached. Orly Reya’s §

remarks are here included:

Haya: I do not want to sperk on Women's Liberation —- except for one
negative feature —- I want to epeak on philosophy and revolution. Now -
the one negative feature on Women's Iiberetion is what brought about this

o chapter: that I am so mad at the WiM, at the soeinlist women, for not

recognizing the greatness of Rosa Luxembdurg, the greatast woman theoreti~
- cian who was creating koth on the question of spontaneity and on the "
' question of organization, and on the question of "The revolution is mag-
aificent, everything alse is bilge"i! So you always btegin with whet is
new and what is today; and what is new to introducs Marxism? It had to
be today's WIM, And I got sc mad at Sheila Rowbotham for not %ulking
‘about RL but for accspting that horrible male-chauvinist Hal Dreper who
supposedly "summarized" Eerx and Engels on women. -

: I never-did like Engels,

though I didn't want to criticize him much -~ but I thought, The Origin
of the Fami;¥ couldn®t have been Marx's view at all. And I suddenly
gcover that in the laat iwoe yearas of his life Merx returned to the
question of Man/Women as the fundemental relationship, through the origin
of society, And Rosa Luxemburg et 15 years old was reading Morgan and
Iubbock and so on —- she didn't get a8 much out of it as Merx did, but
she was trying to find out: How in hell 3did we come to this.stinking
capltalist system? 8o it'a the guestion of the digpin irnto what it
had meant for Marx to. coufront the question of the origins ¢t humanigg.
eve:
you're quite right when you question how I cen call Marx an "empiricist".
Harx was no empiricist, I should heve maid "empiric facte®. But I _
wented to shock everyone, that empirical facts are very importani, if
you have a2 dialectical Megelian-Marxist methodology. Look at the di¥fer«
ence hetween what Marx learned from the "facts" end what.sthers leaimed,
Everyone was in love with the Iroguois women, who hed the veto power.
But Marx said, That's a fake! Yes, they would veto, dbut they*rs not the
decision-makers. And so whet Engels ended up with was that the future
wociety would be primitive communism on a higher atage -— add technology
to primitive ccmmunism and we're there., But Marx ssid -- Like hell! We
want an entirely new men, an entirely new woman, & totelly different

society.
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But the snd of everything ie the methodology. You centt say that
Engels wasntt a dialectioian? or that he wasn't s revolutionary - or
that he waan't loyal %o NMarx! Marx couldn't have bheen without Engeigt
Bu'b_ if you have that much in you as Eugels had, as a revolutionary, us a -
materialist, but you stiil connot do it once Merx is dead -= 1t*s because

.you teke for granted. that you know everything. There ig nothing worae in

the world methodolosxi cally than $alting for sranted Thip you"'un“&g‘erst"an?‘"
Or you understand Lenin san therefore you ds not need to dig deeper

into that once gomething pew aripes. When You confront the new you can't

confront it ag 4if there wan no foundation.

, Okay: I*11 ehow you thras "ifa", _
and you'll understand methodology.  Consider the three revolutions in Marx's
lifetime, and ag he expressed it in the Tforeword to the 1882 Ruszsisn edi~

tion of the Communist Manifesto. He says: if the Russian Revolution would .
spark a West Eurcpesn revolution —- ¥yes, you can have a revolution and . .-
don'¢ have to worry that you're backward, That*s the first Rifw, D

; L. , : .. Now -
Becond "if* is what he had said &% the end of the 1848 revolutions:
revoiution miat g0 on in permsnence, The revolution canuot atop at

~ bourgeois stage, or even at proclaiming yourself for the next stage.
. parmanent revolution meens you nava to continue with the nlags struggle .

%111 when you rooi out *his capitalist pystem, . T+

8 not only that the 71848 revolutions helyed ms 4o create the ldea
ermanent revolution - bui in 1857 what did I learn? From thoge
i : revolting egainst -
rmed, not oniy not -
88w gomathing in
avstraction -- the
absolute 8 abstract about that, if you take 1%
out or legel and snow 8500 development -- that's vhat self-
development is! o when T n the Grundrisue the "absolute move-
ment of becomi g &b uasia can have the
ily~advanced countries,
but if there ia an absolute movement of

~-development
vidual from
886 that there
aud philosophy and revolution,
ophy of revelution, your
fore it ever gets completad,

.

Meating convened: 3:25 pem.; adjourned: §:00 Peid.
- Mariana, secretary




