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oL FBEe HRLLELS LU
by’ Raya Dunayevskaya,.
THE YEAR OF

";I. Sta:_wéts from the Skies.

i;, A New PhilOSOPhic_Mdment of DévelOQment: Ehe Marx1st;$uman

- 8ignificsnce of Location/Local; "Not by Practice Alone.""
III. Wew Perceptions of Lenin's Philosophic Ambivalence as they -
-~ Developed during the Prepatory Work for the Biweekly = = '
- Vﬂéws & Letters. N T K T

- .

iV.'The.Single Dialectic of Philosophy (A Body of Iﬂeas}féﬁa' o
: r+0rganizatioﬁ;_‘Marx's,Humanismg_and'the Marxist-Humanist . "~
. Tasks for 1987 - .o 7 IR OTEREEE

i

* - ' * *

. Two philosophic letters to non-Marxist Begelian schola
will be sent out, ohé to each local: ' o

s

‘ (1). "The Idea of Cognition," (the penultimate chapter of
Science of Logic) is key both to our changed perceptions of
Lenin's philosophic arbivalence and of Hegel himself and his
different projections of theory/practice in Science of Logic
and in its abbreviated versicn in the Encyclopedia. -

(2) The letter on Hegel's Third Attitude to Objectivity
in the Smaller Logic, the 1827-30 edition holds the key to the.
1980s retrogressionism,

- '?inally, with the' eyes of 1987, T will write_é_uaw Inf
- iroduction to the reprint of my 1960 "Notes on Hegel‘'s Phen-
omenology-of Mind," to be ready in June. - : L




- oML L iorelgn yuroi*ipaht*" ‘in tnewspace'station project have’
© i been informed about a éostponementuofwe mnet*ng f1¢l will'ﬁe
©, 'issued by the National Aeronadtics’ ‘and opace Administrat
~ (NASA). Don't think it doesn't concath’ ‘you, much 1é88" that #
T s 7 it isn't a total reversal of space exploration for soegelled'
’ "1,_Peacerur PUrposesc Th real truth is’ tha{ Reag:p “d%an nok
"~ ""consider hisg regreasion comnleted Lntll he. hag’ estebliﬂhed ‘
superiority in nuclear’ missilns ~~"and that includes” in out—"“’“"”
er space. Reagan ‘has been pushing for “gorng it a10ne“°‘ Pak oo
_Americana is now to occupy outer 8pace, and thet means ex— 'y’" o

cluding NATO from any JOlnL partrcrpetlon in "scientific re- _"ﬁli
~search,’ L T T

"“y'
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The reason this whole story sounds so abstruse is that
this horrific trial balloon is .deliberately not attributakble
~to a designated iesponsible pﬂrson.ljmhe article was written‘
- by a John Noble Wilford in the NYT of 12/20/86 No: follow— _
Sup art1c1n was sScheduled, or has a appeared since; ’ ‘though' the
writer’ he1d~~ and not as an. 1ndrvxdua1's opinlon oniy'—— o
that ths “decreiun tnreatenea to jeopardize” delicate negoti~
ations to arrange ‘broad’ internatisnei cooperation in the pro-
ject." c1ear1y, Western Europe, Jaoan ané. Canada’ had "adrand ATRIPERSE N
' to provide ¥inancial support for the. $8 billion station. Thc-—&l R
oL r-Pentagon hes noy asked VAaA to oostpone further talks. ji.;m~ <

“The ominousness of th Situation cannot be exaggerated
though it is impossible to follow through because’ eveéryong”
is mired on the level of "who knew what, when," as they wal-
"low in the deta L1y of the U.L.niran—Nicaragua contra arms U
scandal. As if the "Presidency" vere the question, rather T'”"”
than the specitic Pre51dent, Ronald: Reacan,_the media as well :
as COngress 1teelf are 1ook1ng for a’ ‘way. to let ‘this specific
imperial presidency -- ‘Ronald Reegan § —-- off with at most,
.a slap on the wrist. fThis is true alsoc for the West. huropean
Allies, who, said virtually nothing when Reagan.abandoned the
1. . . SALT IX treaty last month, without consultlng them, though :
.7 they had shovn great Opﬁosntion “then abandoning SALT IX wag
vzrtirst Sant-oat a5 & Erial ‘balloon. Again, thev evrdent‘" f_fi o
plan to say. nothing as the space station for "peaceful pur~' ‘-7
‘pases® is oerverte& into a platform for Star ars mlsSiles

e

Lo Finally, don't hold” your breath for the State of the
B 'Union message that Reagan gives in late January every vear. e
No doubt he vrll agaxn reature NrSp's space station as the = = -
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EXDEI'

PR Anything from”Khomeini/hostages/hrmsfﬂorthh'
=?a"nasses as n.tionax security TS

”here are srlll tvo yeara ‘to go 1n this imperial Dreu-
idency., There 18 no. ‘place for illusicns that all th \
‘dals and crises. befalling the rerrogressionlst Reagan w111"
bring him down.‘ He 'is” the one, after all who'H'é unlooséd’
-a Col, North as'a Rdﬂbu—on—tne—'oose a1l over the globe, from Lo
.. tha. 1mperiallst 1nva310n of Grenada in 1983 to the latest 1986"‘--
‘Iran-Contra Arms scheme. Reagan is the one.who called NOrth'“‘

“the day he supnosedly fired hlm, o d331gna+e him a “natlonalfi"
hero.";F

N [ . i - e, T . . e
' . N . . .

Two more vears of Reagan are not nepdad_ o undnrctanﬂ

why 1t is.none too soon to. start a blweekly N&L, Just Iook ]

at the three issues since the Convention. The four months ”_f
- during vhich I was to 18Vepgaan "atray, " werking om the ook,

were months when the objectlve ‘crises of the changed ‘orld_f“ s
:?demanded that we act as if we were ready for a biweexly;_lnﬂmjgrf_ffz‘
 deed, weekly if only we could afford it. The Dec. NGL' .

had to cover +he eventn .0f the 1111c1t U..;uIran llalson o

‘within the “jeek of ltS revelation, And at the same time 'ff I

that issue also carried much that was writtén by revolutlon-‘“'"
., aries.around the world, as w1tness the Lead dlCrafed by the‘
“fouth Afrxcan wrltar, Jonglll7we, the. same weeb '

L

_ _ Later, we w111 go lhtb greatér detail on'the'ff*' D
monthe of- prapatorv work for N&l as biweekly. “that is more P
1mmed1ate at, thig peint is the f fact that our nreoccupatlop b

. with the extra labor needed for the blweexlv must not sub-"

“ordlnate what ‘is. 1ntegra1 to thau —— the urqent need for or-" _
ggnl atlonal growth o

o voe ol

N Indeed thereln 11es the. 51nn1f1canc c.:f__t!_'\ __'.h’ol' R
' 3concemt of. location, whﬁch character;ves thls year's expand-

ed REB_focus .oa locale spcczflcally th 1ﬂ¢al at the Center.iffj*'-'M“
imeanlng, however, a11 locals. S e

“ax




“he~ﬂuestlon ‘Of locat101 emerged“flrst
_ after the-trio to Franics’ ’where ‘1-debatads the
Trotskvmsts ‘on’ state«caoltallsm ‘and’ mnf “thar camerounianquth‘
no "Party. Upon my return to the U.S., I refused to remain a
News 'YoikeT,  Shoss, " 1nsﬁeaa, ‘an {hAustrial region+ <= Piftsburgh/

“lest Virgihia,l'§ted] /doal. “By._the ‘tife. the: Jobnson=Forest: Tenmy
dency ‘£ihally broke" “Fully with' Trotskyism -(1951); :the domEnas! gl

. tlng”suhjECt for ‘all beécame f*ndlng ‘an: 1ndustrlal 10uat10n whexe
~Wf rfeoulﬂ start a new kind of paper.ns S £ :

5

Retrospectlvely. I now see that .the whole auestion of
an industriay center for U.f. 'Marxism'was Chicago, because. :
51mu1taneouslv, MBIX1sm as both the Labor and the Black- dlmen-aﬁﬂ'
sions ““came: about-"as an aftermath of “orld ar I- -and- the»?us—qn

sian’ Revolutlon,*wh:ch had oroduceo the great migration: from
the Soath o the North,: Oﬂt bobﬁ harxlsn aud GarVﬂ"iuu~in
Chlcago A the early 19203 ' S e

o

The nlstorlc."c01ncldence" of lOCutlon/IOual he'd trqor
-also in the ahsolutely opposite direction in the 1ate 1208 N
Cikh “Stalin‘s: v1ctory over ‘all post-Lenin tenéenci s:in: Rus—
sia,: orderlng U.B . Communists:to make New York, ‘not-Chicago,.
the céenter. Ve, ths: ‘youth then, celied the move the -ahandon-
ing :of labor - for "the- CCNY. boys." I proposad the return to-
Fnlcago when the State~ﬂqp1tallst Tendency broke fully with .
Trotskyism, The decision to make Detroit the -industrial-
Mid7est center ivas made on. the basis’ that Petroit was-both- .~ . :
industrial (home of the . cxo, and thit we had two revolutlon—wwwo-!
ary proletarians there -~ John Zupan and Charles Denby.. (Den- -
by was, however not made Editor. until we had sepazated from ...
- C.L.R. James, anﬂ until, at our very flrst conference, I pro--
pozed-“that Denby become Co-Editor with Zupan. -He-soon became
sole Ldltor and remalned so throughout his llfetlme ) -

LTI
4 r
Wl

. Wlth the-breakup of Johnson—?orest, the ohllosoohlc—}

¥
: tneorQ-tlﬂ‘f‘n“*" nua*-mn ‘of. Marxisms for our age was: final A5 Ll

-longer:in’ doubt. - It was first then.worked out in a. ccmpre~ et
 ahnn°‘"= £orm- in its Americdan Labor/slack roots as well -a8 1ts;‘
- Humanist world concepts,. with the. publication -of Marxism_.and -

FPrecdom i, .. from. 1776 Until Today in 1957.gfharx1st-Humaant

growth,-organlvat*onallv as well as theoretlcallv, openﬂd ‘

_;th: foru_ffonﬁﬁorkers nok only -in-N&L but.also. in the many

amphlets. At the same ‘time, we ueféﬂ out cota1ly new Drll— -

_osovhlc "roads. rrith Philosophy. and -Revolution; from Hegel.to
. Sartre-and:-from Marx to. MaQ,, published in- 1973.. Before.the.

- '70s. endbd e had the book Ind;gnant Heart A Black - rorker s‘a
a‘o‘lr‘Idl o 'u :.\\ : g




Marx Centenary Ro:;a:Lu:-:en'barg,' women's Liberation, and Marx’'e-

‘ tion; 'in 1282, which threw ouk:.the” chal—‘
lenge. to all -post-Marx. Marxism,.-now that the. MM_LM‘. '
boo’ks made posaible araspmg Mazx & Marzism as; a tOt&lltY S

Philoso hy-S5f Revolu

Hau we moved to Cha.cago in 1983 when osa Luxemburg;
WOI"%R'S ALiberation, and Marx's philosophy. of Revoiution .was:
in hand for the- Marx Centenavy, -1 don't believei.there wonld'
have' emerged - the seeming gap .between -local/center,. theory/prac—

tice, philosophy/revolution, -that we seem to. have; ex;_:ae""":-’-‘el
when we moved to. ch:.cdgo in 1984

Lat s stop for a moment here to see what happened }:y
' the end of that -year,. 1964, specifically 12/30/84.. 1984 had . . .
become for us, not just physically: the “"Big Move! . to ch:.cago.--‘ -
not just the return to where my ‘roots were, but the: Actuality
_of the early 1920s ‘with both Marxist history and t.he -Black:

dimension intecrs

tegral to it. This concept was the: ideai of loc-— HE

tion and local as J.nseparable from a new ‘DhllOSODth mcfment of
development. ' : ‘ L PN

L

~1284 had, - a, become a- Turm.ng Point for the ua&?"

of ideas of Marxist-Humanism, From the 1984 emphasls on-"Hot. .
by Practice Alone" had flowed the 1985 concept of a biweekly - -
‘a'xd 1ntegra1 to it, the need for organizational growth. :0lga .-
reminded ms of all this whenwe were discussing the carrying - - .
out of the 1986 Convention Perspect:.ves, where the organlza-
tion had voted for the biweekly -~ I had raised the point .a . -
Year earlier, bcfore the 1985 Plenum, It is "Not by Pract:.ce
Alone" that has been the ground for the biweekly as wel“II as.

for the 'book and for crgan;zatlmal grcwth.

. Take t‘he way Dla ectlcs mam.fest:s itself a!; the present
, 'T'urm.ng Point in our development on the biweekly, on the-one
hand, and collectivity both in the local and in the 1eadershlp,.
on the other hand, T tried tc do that agzin in the Sept. 21,
'1986. letter 'Eo the new menhers of the National ‘Editorial Board, .
Gene and Jane. We related the letter to our past as a bo‘dy of -~
ideas, i.e. the historic birth.of Marxist-Bumanism in the -
19508 was made ‘st mi:egral to the actual objective movements=
that we:* - had- des:.gnated as a movement from practice:that .is. 11:—;:_*
. self a form of theory AND. theory, which is itself a form of,
. -~-'nhllosophv, artxculatina :.tself in Dlalectlc M.thndology.

It is clear from the letter of Sept 21 to G "aind'?'
B "'hat whe'i we tal‘k of t‘he Absolx.te. we see “J.n the P.bsolute,




.ant of tha end -- an end that Wlll only coma tO the thure ’ﬁ!‘iﬁ'ﬁ
"masses—inrmotion become Reason.

N sy

_ %hat happened w1th the Dxalectlc itself when”it‘cgme.nﬁ
.to the lsane? ‘The Marx Centenary was niot only the great, year_

for 'us that had opened new doors in the Blaﬂk Dimension, .in

Womsn's Libe“at-_cn, in Youth, but we had the uppo:.tum.‘cy'to —_—

~Project post-Marx Marxism as.a pejorative in all fields. Ik, .
was algo the year of the U.S. .imperialist invasion .of G:enada,
When tne ‘success of . "dn'lnrr 'lf"" l'i'}'la Granada ‘Devu\'lul--unn\ .I.I'-l J-H -

. Nk B A N AW

out a philosophy of revolution ended with one faction- (Coardfs)
murdering the other (Bishop). 1t made the invaszion by the
U.S. 'easier, the U.S. having had its eye on Grenada from the

moment that. the- revolutzoﬁ without o philosophv of, revo’_-i n. -
was “completed ‘. : : ST

.

_ ?ause for a moment and look at just the two wovds we ]
uddéu to- HDSO.Lute Iden - as 'llq'nt._y Beglnnlngs. "o ‘nn "'“.1‘ wam

J-Gl-"

“oynize how new, hlstoricallggphllosoghlcallz_new, those two; ...

 words are,’ when they are appended to the words, "Absolute

Idea"? Do You recognize what a- great break*hrough that Waé
) -ﬁn all of ?3°$t“MarR Mﬂ?“"‘ ==m. f‘hai' B b'u"‘ﬁ b emer

cr lo-wWas a. Cun"-

cretization of what Marx himself had achleved when he trans- .
formed the Hegelian Diglectic into a new continent of: thought
~and of revolution? ' Don't strip it naked of its historic-phil-

OSOEhl 'roots. and turn “new-beginnings" into a bare abstrac- -

. A - . - i

Finally, do you reallze th!t where Marx paesed in the'
"Critique of the Hegelian Dialectic, " promising to return to
the specific section in the Enayclopedia of. Philosophic Sgi~
e2ncesg- that. "intermission” lasted 40 vears? Thosa 40. years .

spelled. out grast achicvements of the actual revolutlons of ..
1848 and 1871, as well as the Grundrisse, where the Absolute
was spelled out as the "absolute movenent of becoming.-f Only
then came the monumental, historical work Cagxtal followed
by the unpublished Ethnological Notcbooks, i.e. the discov-

ery of the Third world, and with it still other forms of
revolutlon.

oy . . - . Lo

Once a“form of counter-revolutlon 1n Grenada came out
of -that: revolution, it became imperative once again to talk
of" phlloeophy of revolution, not. as some sort of abstractlon,_

 but moa*'concretely; That is why the 1984- Perspectives of

- "Not by Practice Alone," as wall as the iggs concept of bi-

. weexly, integral -to which 15~the need fo' organizational .
growth, continue to be burning questions. Relating the o

‘question of iocation/local to those concepts and perspectives'

brings us_ to today. Thetfiﬂ +0 say, o the TES? of this new

- m;,jyear that hnm but. 8 montha until wa reach the Planum.
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- Bach one of our activities; whether it's a question of
WILting or of cifculating, of:whether it's.a question of beirg
O ot others" mass activities, has as a -goal nothing short.y =
Of the transformationicf reality: -"The plunge:ifite that Gar-.;
Chao.y produce a-biveekly thit meets the .challenge: fromithe-. o
oblective sittation, as wéll as ‘create an in-person’dialegue; -
Wwith'as ‘many - subscribérs and ‘friends “incthe’movement-as.we

. R S
- AT EIRAR SN LA A SR

;

L7 “The direction is' ko establish an.affinity with. them

. 80”that they want to besaiie part of thé new continent.of ...
“thought and revolution that ..is-Marxi‘st—Humanism.;JThat’.:w:’.ilu_f?n.; _
be ‘the task also of the o ok~to-be. Centraj to:the Dialectics -
of Organization and Phjlosophs ~will be self-critique; -a fun-- -
damental ‘part-of which touches’ oh new perceptions-of:-ILenin’s: '
philosophic: ambivalence. = -7 . o R o

=S
Lo Ay

. P
I ST
A o . . -

- . In the changed world since” our Septenkter Conventiotn -
as reﬁlécte;dﬁ in the Oct., ‘Nov. » and Dec. issues of News & = -
~Letters, whether we ‘examine Gorbachev's’ shift Fast -- Jspan...
and the Pacific generally as well. as the- Third World -- or .. :
evéi‘ythingi.f'alling apart for both nuclear Behemoths in. Jce-
land, we cannot, must not leave our own self-critique: at the
wayside, It begins with the Resident Editorial Board Minutes
of 12/1/86. : ' o

['In trying to be brief about' the relationship of the
bock-to-be -~ whichlis'very much in its initial stages =-. .
and the nezds of the moment, that is to say, -the biweekly - - .
and ‘organizational growth, & ‘certain looseness of expression .
cxept in. It appeared. in reference to Lenin, and asserted.,
that he “didn't grasp the dialectic in thought."  That. ab- .
breviation of what was Said is wrong both factually and -con-
ceptually. = S I e P

From thé -f;i.rst, whethar 15&:;8 ..'?

Y the translation of
Lenin's Philosophic Netebosks in or the 1953 Letters on

the Absgiute Idea, where I separated myself not only from

‘Lenin's rejection of the last half-paragraph of ‘Hegel's Ab-
solute Ydea, but from his impatience when he reached the
_Absolute,: T was‘always pracise on tlie points of divergence.

", As I put it back in the letter of May 12, 1953: " am shaking
"211 over "for'we have come to where we ' part . from Lenin. . ¢

.s




LIS TR T eeniR e s Ugll.l.@

='g; e "'_fonl'y_ 'f'efle ’t3 “the objec"ive ‘world but ‘créates it
B ;that wit‘u‘i the chapter he never Geve:.r;pec?z ii:

m

Tt

o

3
m

|O!

E ., ' He then began guotmg the Smaller I.'oqi'c;f.ar”léﬁno'wl g
E_“théﬁ rk‘ That is to say, I.em.n 8- ouhline of 'the :
mallier L.ogic rlrsc neglns w:.tn Being, which' 1s p'
to Objectivity as well as’ “the Tntroduction. 'Yet these
the Targer Legic was written--— &"€ull decade afier:
with_ non-Marxist ‘intellectuals, as well as reports and '_
_does ‘not in: any way lead to such ‘abbreviated, A mo e

e what T- dlﬁﬁ't see” then in Lenin'c brief cohtents page SR LT
malier £ 103"
f Beyel's ‘book.  Lenin had entirely 16ft out Attztudes-*’
- are. the “""‘}"'e-'-:-.;.s.uua auded o, the Smaliex’ Log:.c ‘after”
Add to this new discovery, my ‘létest exchande of ‘1étéers
| dlscussions at the RED. 1tse1f. ‘The fact ‘that our’ c-r:!.t T
2 igque of Lenin becomes very much sharpes. than. it hc:d B o
'careless recordlngs, wh:.ch cloud the meaning o_f _wlia‘tj_'-is RN
new. 7 L R

Here ds why ‘critique is ‘so important:

{1} The Di 1eciic of Organization has so. many fac-
ets that I muast -have two years to conplete the book It

is clear that Reagan’ is not about to give them’ to- ‘mau ol
That is to say, there are so many objective crises wh:Lch i
make ‘it im imperative for: N&u not. just to be on top: ‘of ‘the"
situation dlalectlc.ally, but always’ to express phllosophy

as action, that it is inevitable . that ‘hurrying ph:.losopha.c:

reports of pu;gress can only proouce such imprec:.alon. :

]

(2) The exact phase ‘we -ara fac1ng now -insofar as" - "
Lenin and the Party is concerned ig this: we had re-- .

jected the elitist party so many years before we ever . .
.. . . started’developing philos ;ophy in any concrete sense SRS
. that it led too many times to taking that question for-- -
'  granted,: as though the Organization. questlon were:
"solved." The result is that: when it comes to. the r:l.q- s
ors’ of philosophy, you begin using the word, “"dialectic, R
as 1f you were already in the Absolute.: :The dialectiec.. - - T
 as second negata.v:.ty doesn t appear fully untﬂ. the Ab- o

sclute itsalf.;r S T R SR
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: tne Doctrine of tha’ Notion, Speo:.ficall V. the final wo chap
“ters -= the Theory of Cognition, being on the ‘threshold, .on.

the threehol& onlx, of the Absolute, anc‘i the Absolui:e Idea
: :.tse’tf. L -

. L : - o . s
S T T N -y Vo . TR v

I mist repeat at that Dec. 1 REB meﬂtlnq, botb ...n my'

. talk and - in the &;.eeusemn of the REB members, the enpz:ecs:.of!
used wasn't tha*' Lenin didn't grasp.the dialectic’in thought'“_‘_,.

in general It was that: he hadn t graeped the d;aleotlc‘ln -

o

the Doctrine- of the Notlon, spec:.fa.cally in the final. chap-u

ters that we . ware moet exc:lted about, and that we are wo;:l;n;_g '
so hard to. concretlze for our age. _ - '

.;hould also add that by thls I mean further that He-ki:
del's, P.’I.L].u:supn_y Oof Mind -- whlch Lenln didn’ t tcu-..h at all,,‘-,

especially its. final three sylmg:.sms '-- and all the prefaces,

:.ntroductmne.‘ attitudes to chectl.ﬁ._ty 6F the S"nd....u.er‘Loglc,

were wra.tten after the Sciéiice of Logic had already been com-
letad and Hegel was re-examining his whole iife's work." Tnus,

the 183031 wr:.tlnos of, Hege] are as critical as those .of
-~ Marx's last decade.

The po:.nt vxow :.e that Len:.n s sta*-ement in h:.s Teﬂtament
-~ that Bukharin, though he was a great theoretlclen, hadn't .
fully underscood the d:.alectm* -~ couldn't remain anything hut
an abstraction. Instead of ever publlehlng his Phlloeoph:.c
Notebooks, . I.en:.n repubhshed his old vulgarly matermllst, _
Materialism and Eggglrlo-Cnt:.cn.sm, even as, instead of dewe 1-
oping all the individual critiques in his. essay Twelve Years,

regard:.ng the 1503 concept of the Party, he had What Is To Be
Done? repn.b" J.shed

T‘us quest:.on E:Lrst manlfested itself,: mysterlous y e-i_-:
nough, at Lenin's very highast pol:.t:.cal-phllosophlc achieve~
ment on the eve of Nov. 1917, in State and ‘Ravolution, by: the -

absence of a Dialectic of Organization, thé Party. Instead
What Is Tc Be Done? hecame very nearlv.a Bible. ‘

Nl

‘ The_" mo_et difficult of all tasks that; _co":'l‘_fronts "_ue,; '

~

E :

% ﬁecause*l’.enin kept his Hegelian writings private, the -
first time that philosophy appears openly in the movement is
in Germany in 1919 and the early 1920s -~ first, with Lukacs
using the Hegeharx dialectic as a revolutionary element vs.
Social Demor'ratlc economic determinism; second, with Korsch.

' Both unfortunatel v capxtulated orga'nzatlonally, one. to Stal-
inism, - the- other out of the movement. We have nothing or-
--'i_csi‘na‘ ‘From the:n by the 1930ﬂ when Marx's Bumanist Besays.




Rl ledewEs | Dk . : T
back to Marx's Marxism -~ is to roject "that it is not
'Party ‘or ‘the leader or leadership, but: philosophy, ‘the: _
. ©f’ideas, ‘the ‘dialectic of ideas and-organization;:aa. against.;
. ’Che party as well as distinct f£rom forms of orgenization born
' 'w nout of spontaneity.” While:these, of ‘course,’are: correct"__aa'
. aga:.nst the elitism and cssification of the Party, the truth.
' is that these forms also’ search £3r an organization: diffe::‘j u
ent from their own in the sense that they want to. be sure
-that there is a totality of theory and practice:against:th
establishment “of a power that has stopped.dead. with:its. con—-.
- quest of “t='t=a po war --_in .-,hort, altcg He:. new be g_fi ;z'_ ugs.

-

The' burnmg quest:.on of the c"ay remains: what happens,
e day after?: How can we continue Marx's unchalning of the
iuleCtiu' wa-gau.;.ana.a.i:ma;.i.y, with the: pr-l.nciples ’le ﬂﬂtllﬂ&d
n his Crith_e of tnn Gotha Program? -~ ...

ct

- L'J

The question of "What happena after?" gams cruc131 1m-'
nortance }:ac:;ugp of what' it signals in. gel F_Raun'lnnmnl- :.mL’.:

g e - A W e s

self- flcwering -— "m"ﬂla ion in permasnsnce.” No. one }:ncws e
what it is, or c¢an touch it,-or ‘Gecide.upon. it: before it ap- o
‘pears. It is not the task that can be fulfilled in just.cne’ l,
generation. That is why it remains so.elusive, and why the.:r_. e
abolition of the:division betwaen. mental and manual labor .
sounds utoplan. It has the future written all over it,

S - ca P
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Tasks for 1987

nne fact that we. carnoc.glve al bluepr1nt~adoes not ab wug o
_ _SOlve 1isZ€rom the “task.. Et-only mekes it more difficult. ,What;ﬂu‘fw—'
'we: areé’ trylng -todo with this'book-to-be i t0.850. deeply root '
this task- historiea;ly and. philosophlcallykthat both.we: and

all whom-we"¢an. rea h ofi the outslde will wanv‘to th out theseh
uncharted roads.. [ : C o D

1987 ‘ia- the year of the test, LIt izatt the test of:
nreparing for- something to-do; it is the: test of ‘doing.i ;¢
‘There-atre’only 2 months" £o our .type of year -~ i.e.:to the-
Plenum of Septenber 4-5, when the entire crganization will
want an. accounting,¢not ‘Just- of-the four months:-of ‘prepara-
‘tion for the biweekly, but of the eight' menths of actual-cac- :
rying out” of this intensified: practiue, plus how we maderlt‘;.
1ntegral to organlzatlonal arowthi #

Moreover, thlS is. to be done as we have- sufflczently ‘
ad»anced in our book~to-be s0 that the dialectics-of philos~ i ..
__Ophy, too, ‘are 1nseparab1e from the dialectics of.- organiza-
“tion, “ItYis this that is promptlna me’ toishare with: ycu,two -
of -the- letters to non-Marxist FHegelians. on the new in:my pex~-:. ..
ceptlons of Lenin's philosophic amblvalonce. It also 1nvolves.7
a new view: of Hegel s Dlale"tlc, as the 1etters show,-
‘Let's now take another look at Marx's "Cr1t1que of the'
Hegelian Dialectic.” pPlease do read it in the orlglnal U.s.
translaticn in the 1957 Marxism and Freedom, the only edition
‘that has my translation. I am quoting from pages 313-31S.
The first quotation reads: "The truth of uniting this (mat-
erialism and idealism) is capable of grasping the act of
. world history." We must not forget that even in showing his
- indebtedness to Hegel's theory of alienation, Marx had re-
constructed it both phenomenologically* and in actuality,
both as capital/labor, and the Man/Woman relatlonsh:.pJ 28 well

. % Marx considered the Phanomenology of Mlnd the nost creatlve
of- all of Hegel's works, the work of genius., It became the
”-center of his "Critique of the Hegelian Dialectic." It
“proved to be the essence of now he de-mystified Hegel, hold-
~ing -that the mysticism was due to ‘Hegel's de—hunan121ng the
v*''Ydea as mere stages’ of conscicusness, instead of human b eings
- thinking. Put differently, he was attacking the structure of
" the Phenomenology of Mind, its stages of consciousness. We -
. need to see my nctes of 12/12/60. with eyes cf. 1987, and that -
. is’what T’ intend to do 'in the New Introduction for the reprint
ng.of these Notes, as 1 work on the Dlalectics ﬁf crganivatlon and

10701




e S TERASMRIMAIIULA B EST AL 8Mm: and - 1dealis
;tfarked the transcendence.;~-'

Ve e TN

r -

W - ' ,",_.‘

_ Here e are - 143 years Later e and éésE-Marx‘HarRQ
ism has. yai, to grasp. tna full depth of: Marx 8 Great, Leap o
. . the future, to his concept of. "nety, Humanism": 40nly by, tha

__trancendence of this mediation does thnre a*'S¢ ggg;;;zg FJ“
-.manism,,begwnnlng from 1tse1f

\
P
e

“ we are the only ones who speak of ph11osophy nd* mer&f_,a
1Y in general, not as'if it were only theoretical rather than.
inseparable - tnam practlce. not.as somethlng that. ras- no. rela- - TR
tlonshlp to. "program,“'but as Dlalectlcs Min and Or.lt331f‘"J‘;.yvmfﬁ
g0 that we:can. work. it out-as dlalectics of revolution and ai-

- -alectics of organization as a’ singie dlalectlc rather tﬁan .as ;ff::
- "the Parry, the Party, the Party o o

i ey

In a word, as: opposeq to the Party, we put forth a: body“t -

. _o¢ ideas that spells out. the second negat1v1ty which contlnues fﬁ7
. the. revolution in permanéence after viectory, - The. prlnc1p1e of

revolution in. permanence doesn t. stop ‘with- a v1ctory over’ capu,é o oo

italism; -1ndeed it doesn't stop upt11 the, Fﬂ?1 abolition: of- ;fj'-rﬂb¢ P

- any division between mental and manual lubor.. rull self de-Q_”"‘ o

velopment of Man/¥oman that: leads to truly new human relatlon—,f
ships remalns the goa1

"‘he fuct that Lenin clldn t even. ;cno's.r about the 1844 .
Manuscrlpts proves all. over agaln that it wasn't only after N

Marx's- -death;that what. was pro;ected by orthodox Marxism 8
wasn't Marx's Marxism. It was Eng

....us_,r.:lniau rn:u.n.l.;:m- _' uu:l.uc:x. i'.rc: o
-knew it oxr not, we were all raisad that. way. What ‘drove Len-'ffj
in to finally go to Marx's true origin in the Hegelian Dial-"
~ectiec was the. obaectlvu situation of his day ~- the simul-
) taneous oxtoreak of. World Wnr I and the betrayal ‘of what all,

revolutlonarles as well as reformlsts. held to be orthodox
' Marxism. : :

) s We had to face the realltxes of World War II and pos* -
- World War II,. espe01ally the early 1950s. We saw it as.a. -
o "movement - from practice"; T we concretized. 1t further by call—;;i :
ing that movement 2 "form of theory itself." That was the I i
most fundamental breskthrough on the Ahsolute Idea. fhe ram- C
ification of that, however, was burdened by a certain inade-
quacy:- we ‘had all becom: so enamoured with the great opening

to the. future of .the. new. realltv that we very nearly *ubor-_;

dinated the‘ Eecond half. of, that declaratlon. LT

Lot . RN L : r e e
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.;if Philbsoéh .1 hope it can be m-meoed by Jue -- in any;éése; ?TF_
-Lfthat it wiil ‘be rnady for the Plenum on Labor Day. SR e
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CROgG- ADBOLUTE”

e B e -nad not: -~ had [Adt’ =< been” LinitadrtoTs’ “iné!}amén
: frcm"p_:.:a'ptic « It stated specifically that it was™£ha' unity™s
-of the movement from practice and that from theory which had

produced the Absolute.  In a word,: ihherent in the nbsolute was '~~~

both the movement from practice and the: movément: £rom’ theory:

The unity of“the two had’ also sighalled Marx's historic trans-

formation ‘of the Hegelian Dialectic of & reveluiia dn phi og=iaant

ophy into Marx's philosophy of revolution. Which is how the =il =

- 1880s 1aid a trail to the 1980s with its “revolution in per~ . - ]
< T ST R D T 2 - :

manonce.”

VP

B 'F‘in"é'_ll'y, 'Wé"' fléed'_= to return tq;.the'"mbnth's }:;f ‘the* 'p:"efsa“ﬁ‘-' X

N .
P
sin

tory work we have been engaged in with the biweekly’ ‘plus’ thef:: 1
year's Perspectives, which now has only 8 months until next - . =
Plenum. You can sense the enormity of the task- for the smalli-i'.
ness of our organization. Were you ndt a dialectician, you. ' iV
~would be a pessimist. But Dialectic, beginning with so simple

& fact as that we are leéss than’ 100° biit our paper has a press &
run of 7,000 -~ many, many thousands who'read ‘it and think of. .-
it identify with' the ideas i~ gives. a. different view. :On an- _
internatiom 1 scope, it maniféts: the ‘leaps you get when youw' . = -
have a Drum hoth for the voices' From below and for thepro~ .i'i-!
jection of Marxist-Humanism, both’ concretély and Uhiversally as.i:-

a never-ending self-develcpment. @ .

Now then, let's get down to the immediate problem -~
how can one simultaneously take on all the extras that ‘come
with being a biweekly instead of a monthly and yet concen- -. '
trate at least one day a week on growth through in-person con-" .-

tacting or threugh participation in ‘othier movements and in all

the creative ways we can think of? =~

The answer is simple. The very method of distribution. -

twice a ‘month gives you that much more acntact with the ocut- - -
' 8ide, while the actual writing is, in a certain sense, ‘legg—n
that is to say, in relation to colummists, in relation to the -
- PIC, as they get divided between who is assigned to what. wot
only that, creativity means abolishing the distinction between R
"us" and “them" and between the objective and subjective.  Brev- . = -
ity becomes the key -< not merely because ‘we now have ‘only:8:
pages instead of 12 mages. No, ‘it 'is the key becsuse it de--
mands clarity in philoacphic projection. :- ERER

_  To embark on this’ Gargantuan' task, members-at-large .
have:the'ﬁoét-aifficult‘problem,_éiﬁce;;tthghithey doeir- ¢
culate:the :paper and actually participate in ongoing obisctive: "
. developments and mass movements (as Philadelphia and P-9 bear - -

- proof), they have it most difficult when they try to project: .




- o FE e e e
12w thelx.oWn stories’in a Marxist-Humunist theoretieal/practical ..
° ..paper. That becomes especially telling as N&L bzcomes a biweekly
- .and constant new points of departure ara thrown our way by the » -
‘Objective situstion. Take the fact that there hasn't been a sin-

gle emergence of a .reveluton anyvhere, be it Latin America, the. .. . ..
'--","Phiiippineé}<Haﬂi}'southfxdrea;_Southexn_Africa, or the Middle =
: East -~ and it didn't matter whether it was the 19708 and the
Democrats, or the 1980s and the Republicans -- that you coudn't

: see what was dominating the world since the. end of World War II,.

and that is those two nuclear Behemoths aiming for
mastery. 4 :

e - )

8ingle world - '

_ .This is the enemy and since we live in the U,S. the en-
emy is Pax Americana both globally and at home where reigns
... . Reagn the strikebreaker as well as Retrogressionist in all
- fields from the Black Dimension to Women's Liberation to Youth

masses and national debt as high as the fantasiic.nightmarish

Star Wars. He must be stopped. - _ L - '
_ ~What I am driving at with the biweekly, with the need
for ordanizational growth, with the book-to-ke, is, at the
same time, the task for ali. It is the in-person discussions,
collectivity .in.projecting a relationship to a body of ideas,

~.which regquires. a corporeal presence, both for feeling tlmt you

el " TR P A =~ L L ’

are not alone and for others feeling that you are not zlcne.

~ After all, the need is to fight the ruling class, the
media; the need is the overthrow of all the old - and to
find where exactly is all the new. The fact that we are the .
cnly ones who do not keep the minutes of the REB meetings res-
tricted to leadership, and you can hand others a copy of these -
minutes, does not present that corporeal presence. The trath®
is that we ourselves insist on having.nt lesst .cne national - - o0
meeting a year so that we can see all of us together at one
- place and timé. First then does one understand that the. na-

' tional, international relations as well as the rehtionship i

: ~ with non-menbers makes the Second America a reality. Let's o
e . go at it. -

and Education, unending unemployment, pauperization.of the - R
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,The_title Raya gave toathis'presentauion,

J‘VM_y‘B Months,. is very. sobering.

threshold of the’ hlweekly. The 8 months ha; begun nerefénq}noﬁgﬁ
In 1“ davs the deadllne,,hin a 1itt1e over_?wo weeks the £irst’

T LT R S

Look at what w= wxll immecxatemy want te‘undertake within' ;

its pages- the rac1st attacks and murder 'in New Ybfk~"the t*e-’,lwfamfy
‘mendous’ ¥peuTR of student, vonth iniFranoa ““and- those that’ are
'contlnulng still 1n chlnca- the 1mperial Reagan preaadency

' athat is, mDV1ng towardq a no-ho;ds barred m111ta'ization of" ;:

space._;}w,ﬂh

But today it isn t S0 Tuch the' speczflcs of a particular o

issue. of. the blweeklj that I.wish to concentrate ‘on,  though T
_m111 re urn to the first { wo 1ssues at the end Rathet,,the .

noGal. p01nt is’ tnat these g months become a testlng grouno, -
the testing- ground, for how we practlce thls bodg of 1deas that

”1s Marxtst-ﬂumanlsm. .

We need to ask, What makes th1s perzod, January to Sept-

eﬁber, 50 .verj dLLLerE1t £xaom other parluds;u our exlatence°

How can we make sure our practlce 1s truly a Narxlstuﬂumanlst
Draxis?

We are testlng ourselves as Marxlst-Humanxsts in a new

~and_ extraordlnary way.' The new is not alone that we are now’
‘a biweekly, or thiat we are strxvlng for organiz ationai growth

or the tremendous: new, phllosoph1c~organ1zat1ona1 1eaps that
Raya will no doubi-bs wua.}u.ug Sut.ih the new ‘.ﬁuu}\..‘ .u-v.: -..1'"1""!'-'

uly .
new for. this period is that we want to refuse to compartmentallre

those three dlmen31ons of blweekly ]ournallsm, organlratlonal

u.-.-..a.'l-. -

;;..-;-.-._“_U,n_“ : ‘uu r.n(-_n nuu:c .0on _\_n“t:‘lnct"i og Af. nwﬂahl’}’ao—lon and ph-‘lnn_' T

ophy, - and hot .treat them as- if they were separate. spheres, ru;l
separate worlds. The task besfore’ us is the 1abor to work out .
the 1ntegra;ity of the three. e I A

Thla is not a Kantian ought I am sPeak:ng of which

. me Raya 1« speaklng of uSPEClally 1n the fnnal part of her L
_ tal g, tor 1 £ tak ‘as_ the o
~ a:z olu rl.%?ljéti g%%@nalsisxr:ﬁssI%na -ft N S g‘-’- 1;'

Fa iwee y mea e
a new way of wofking w;th the paper in wroh there 1s a stress

v
4

.-cussion with ' CerIH‘uf resders that. as’ Raya stressed needs"
‘to be thought of as one-to-one contacting, including each of




_ Now-laok at-how-tha bookstosha;: -

- out. informs Qur practice: of working w1th the newspaper. One .
of the’ 1etters te Hegel scholars “she is sbar1ng*with a8’ tode"

T ‘has; a8 its subjoot “Hegel’s Third' AL titude te objeotlvity}'ﬁly' o

o 5 cannot ‘think cf’ anyth'ng whlch _speaks more ‘to: how'‘we: ‘work-withih

‘s biWeekli;tHen oui dlSCQSBiOh of the Thxrd Attltude "to® Objec- -
tiviev. “That 1ntu1t10nlsn, ‘that looking fo¥: shortduts? tHat o+
‘impati nnce,nls what we mve to be _very aware of. __;qegggalnly
.am._ for distributxor of N&L, but more distrlbutlons in"a2nd-of
themselves wlll lead’ us’ only to. sm 11 mass partyis .. Th
low~up on. the _dlst 1butlon, the pOSSiblllty pernapS of at "
llterature table .at a, shoo dlstributlon,‘the ong01ng nature of‘f
an in-person rElahlonDhlp to readers of thls pnpnr~‘s wha? we“

S need to work out as the manner in whlch we would concretlze the
)t Dlalect ic, 1n a. Body of Ideas.‘

"ﬂ(”Or take revolutlonery Journallsm as the verv olffzctlt"jf

ask’ of circulation we find in £t of us & of ' twa wailing" '
weeks and two malllng nights each month If olroulqtlon in
the. perlod ahead becomes reduced to quostron of arl Of QuriL__

8elves doing more for this paper to- / out, then we are’ more S
1nto St01clsm than to. any dzalect cel attltude..,

: - natner, tne development of friends of News and Letters
who V'ant to take' part in all our activities, ineludine Lhass

‘Activities, .includihg
‘of circulation, as part of their jourrey into Mar: 1st-Human—

ism, means, that. .circulation as part of our dernallaﬂ is not
in a separate sphere from organlsatlona’ growth B Maybe we all
would feel’ lxke spendlng more lee working out o:rculation taSks,

1nc1udlng malllng nlghts,'lf it meant a place where frlends of

i . News.and Letters would alss be p“l"i::.t..lpatlng. - e

R I Lol RS LR
' - - -

C}

T

Organlzatlonal gro#th revolutlona—y journallsm, book-ro—.
‘be -in the Year of 8 MonL id are 1nseoarab1e momenh:nF fhn Dial~
ectie in a Body of Ideas 1f thls perlod is to truly be the "d1f~
ferencra specxflca" for us. Can we work out thisg Ma*"lst—H“"'j; o
_manist praxrs“ Part. of worklng it out is know1ng how we came ;" -
to this moment of January to September. _ -

:’-\r-:'

oL e

JIE I, sald "We oame through Harx and Lenln,_ it isn't B
for. purposes of. hyperbole or empty rhetorlc.\ The quote from;j;j ' '
S Marx'e J"Crxthue of the Hegellan Dlalectlo“ in seotlon IV 1n o
- - Raya' s talk is preclsely freom the pertod of Marx 'S’ 11fe that
eopened up th whole "New“Continent of Thought _ Marr 8- next
40. years were his Tahor to *oalize that new’ continent of S
thoughta” Marxist—Humanzsm B, four plus decades have had, at

_:753"9 each pericd” of ou.‘exzstence, our labor .to discern Marx s :f
: ooments,a_- : e

BT e Lt o e d iy L nm
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_ Am‘l ve, are_ rp\t dohe yet, a8 Raya s 1abors
on her book—to-be wa.th regard to,} : ub

l-"". - T e

| . We. have arnvad At 19“37____ s‘xowing whm. no pcst--Lenin' Marxist
‘has ever ‘shown --. the Hegelian ‘Lenin. . We could, r-ot he w"mre we.

are pnilosophically if Lenin had not labored on his’ ‘Philosophid s

_1\_1,9__!;_9_13_36_5_ in 1914, Any study of our Marxist-Humanist Archives =
will : Bhow. that our return. to Hegel was ilM m:.nated as, much by ..
Lenin' s raturn to- that dlalnctlc as it was by Marx s writ:.ngs e
‘on Hegel, and by the: ‘objective. world. of the late;1940s and early
19508, Mors' than a decade agce we po:.ntpd out the ph:l.losopnlc -
“afbivalence of Lenin, and if today we have what Raya has en-

. titled in this preaentatlon. LMHew Perceptwns of Lenin's Ph11-
losoyh:.c Ambivalence, " its beg:.nnlng paint is of necesq:.ty I_.en-

S e e

in's very revolutionary, very deep,. return; to tha Hegel:.qn 3 1‘;1_:, L
ectic in a way that no post-Marx Marxist had ever done to, his R
_day... Only then can we: dive into.the. Ided of COgm.t:.on and Len*n'e.-., o

We' have arr:.ved in 1987 some’ 33 years after. Raya's fu‘st

breakthrough on Hegel's Absolutes, and some . 1.3 e ars after Phil-

. osophv ‘and. Ravolution. had exphx.;.;.]y shown Absolute Idem .ag New

- Beginnings. -What must be. noted is that when we.as Marxist-Hu- ,
manists resturn,to the Hegelian d:.alect:.c and work out Absolute
Idea as ‘New Beginnings, it is not alone that we have gone where

Marx did not feel compelled to go 'in h:.s dav. and to wher ik
Lenin stopped shr;rt of.

It is _M well that we in the 13 years sﬁnce Phil osonhv
and Revolut.:.on have refused to. stop dead We. have felt com--
pelled to begin working  .out all of the ramlflcat:mns '--
phz.losophlcally, :;ournaln.sticdlly. orqanwatn_onally —— of Ab-
solute Ides as New Beginnings. We can't stop halfway. That =
is the test we. are undertaklng in. thls year of 8 months.;.

I~

Let ‘me put :.t another way. Ph:l.losopny and anolution .
has three parts: the ph:.losoph:.c foundation of Hegel, Mar:-:, ‘
and Lenin;  the, Aliternatives that were not.continuators of that
philosophic ‘heritage either in i-he:.r: wr:.tlngs or practlce' and
£inally. Part III where once agaln we fcous on the move ment from
practice that is itsel? a form of theory in the Th:.rd 'ﬂorld

‘ espec:.ally the African Revolut:n.ons, in East Europe, ,and J.n
' America. S i - ) L e




BUE T would argue that ‘the whole structure,’w
]Notion.of Phllosonhz and’ Revoluu,on Jeries out For-

a* rarc*uV‘#ﬁ
SRR “m1§81ng“ Part on the’ theoret1c-polztica1—organizatlonal',J
- nracticeﬁbf that phllosophlc foundation in-our’ postWor 1d wa' o
I world hot alone by the movemen* from practice, bit-b 33 rev— e
olutlonary Marxlsts "It was’ "misszng" because Part 1V’ cdu1df
het lwe been written uhen. Ard-it is a Part IV that is both
:_-1n.wr1t1ng and in’ 601ng. The tﬁmtcen years “sirce" Philosdphy

and Revolutlor has been tha writing of the practlcej of, Part’ '
v, LT ._f - e

. Most especzally 1t has been w1thin the half*dozen years :
0 of the 19805 that we-have through' ﬁultld;mcusxuuuL ‘Paths’ nee“f”?f

_Struggllng to complete the taqk that tne flrst tnree parLa of
‘P&R have qet before us-" -

- - L w
-l L - ) S R s o . FETL I
- s . e s o X . o . P e s L
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‘ _ * It has meant the reorganlzatlon of: the Archlves and
arcnxves uui&e, flrst in 1981 and then agaln in~ 1986, ‘so Ehat . ‘
_We  now. truly can see’ Marrxsthumanlsﬂ as a’ half-century of world -
development - 2nd ‘the- specif101ty of those Archives presented :
for a parflcular suhjhct of revolution 'in the" collectich Wo-.”“’*

"men's Liberation and the Dla1ect1cs of Ravolutlon- Reachlqg
for “He Future. : o : . L

thc
a

-.1- )

8 -vG:.n..:.ug uul‘. ‘of ‘a new. categor". :
post-Narx Marxi sm and new presentatiS gﬁ Marx's final" decﬁ.
ade 25 2 trail to ' the 1980s “in ‘the third/trilogy of revolutlon,

Rosa Luxemburq,'Womﬂn's leeratlon, and Marx S, Phxlosophv of
Revoluhon.

[ N Loew TR

* It has meant an extraordlnary series of Retrospective/-
Perspectives wilich - present us organ19at10nally, politically,
journallstlcally,‘as well 'as phlloqophlca71y.,

I am rexerrlng
to pamphlets such as 25° Vears of Marxist-Humanism in the’ U.§,

trac1rg year by Year our organizational practice unseparatedw
fres worldwide developments from the 1950s to 1980, ‘and ‘the

. Myriad Global Crises pamphlet which both traces the three )
decades of ocur paper, and presents the Retrapectlve and Per-' AR ‘
spective to The Raya Dunayevskaya 0011ect10n._ : '

:&,.,

But 1 am also referrlrg to the series of presentatlons
to ourselveq neetirg in Convention, Plenum and: Expanded REB
_beglnninq with 1984's “"Not by" Practice Alone™
that same .years Erpanded REE ©on “Responszblllty for Marxist- -
Humanism inthe’ Historis Mirror"; 1985's Peispectives that
. combined Perspectives and Executive Session on the "Self- @ -« -
Thinking Ides in a new Concept of and Relatzonshlp to the

.. Dialectics of Leadershlp, as well as the Self-Bringing Forth

 "; f{.of leertf" and the vear-end's "New Bpglnnings that Deﬂermine

Perspectives; .. ' - .




.m21—

the*Eﬁd“ an& this vear's" Perspectxves ith its “ﬂingle Dial— .
~ecticin’ Phllosophy and’ 1n Organlvatlon. And naw»"Thaneax' '
of Only 8 Months. ”ff' -  ;-- e

“‘* ?t has mgant: he public pfesentaticns of: DHTSELVQB -
strntch1ng from the Marx Centenary Tour;: through the.: WAmﬂrl-;y;e
can Roots and World Rananigt: Concepts” talk: at: Wayne State %a:.*
Un1versity with 'its Archlves ‘Exhibit,; in - 1985; to:the most

recent v*dﬂcg=p== ‘on'Elase’ six. of the’ Workshops: on . "Current

‘Events and the Dialatlc Method," and the U T.C. lecture on.
‘Youth of the ‘605 and Youth of: &Me~'ggs' P TS

7

£ It has meant the most comprehensxve ser;es of state-‘;g*
'ments oh ‘the Black dimension in. America, -in Africa, in the.- .. -
Caribbean from the new paragraph worked out for the Marx:Cen-
tenary Tour on Mark and the Biatk World  -for Kkosa. Luxemburq,?_e;
Homen's Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution; to: ..
~the 1983 Intzoduction to Bmerican Civilization on Trial, the
1524 POllthEl—PhllOQOphlc Letter ori "Grenada: Counter-Revo-
-lutlon and Revoludon,® the 1986 Introduction Lo Frant? Fanon.:
qoweto, and Amevican Black Thought.

A

* It ht—lq mnnni— nur mgtv.-: l-c "h_bcagu,

-'; -i‘

Cw And it has meant a revolutlonary jcurnalﬁsm of flrst
a lz-page N&L and now a blwnekly N&L. AR UL R

So to- return to where I began. We have come- to ourif:‘
Year of 8 Months cut of Marx, out of Lenin, out of Marxioi-~
Humanism's confrontatlon with both revélutionary philosophy

and the- objectlve reality of revolution.and. ccuﬁ-er—xavo ut;on,;
_and of Marxlst—numanlsm 8. splF —oritigque. - 0 e eiaoes -

. . The category of self-crlthue was presented in.a power-
ful way in Raya's talk. The most fundamental one is: on our: -
breakthrough on Absolute Idea where _Raya "agks whether.we be—
camé so enamer®d: iwith the great opening.to the fu*ure of.:
"the movement from: ‘practice" that we very.nearly’ subordln-x

ated the- second half of the declaration "as a form. of thoory."
and she follows this by saying: "Don't strip it (Absolute

1dea as New Beginnlngs) naked and turn the words new begin-
‘nings into a hare abstracticn." .That is such a devastatingg~r;
;crltique ‘ Perhaps devastating is. not the- right ‘word; it .

is so deep a critique that:it cumne;e the mest - serlaus re-
thinkxng on our part.- -jfr; Ea PR :

- LT
P
.‘.,_ -,\

Thea_comea ‘the’ cr*t-que whith says that we' took fcr

' granteu ‘ourTejdction of the ‘vanguard: party-te-lead and nev- -

. .. ar developed-that ":itique. Certainly the new hok-to~ba is. .}
*?ﬁhe development. ' : ’ S : -




“Wnen-Rava: puts forthithe- idear ‘0f:1
:.nseparabla ‘fromranew phi 1n5nph{.~ moment:of- uevuloymen_wltwh
. becomes a tremendous critmue when it is concretized.that, e
- had: not moeved to Chicago with RLWLKM and thus - “createa a.cer-
tain gapi* “Don't weithus have- to: as ask whether, we. have. ful:y
worked out’ where-' Raya:'says. 1984 had, wueed,gpeceme@ 197} ning,
‘point for'the “"“““‘a;. Ideas -of marx:.St—umuam.smf';.anu relate&:,,, s
that tu the fact that we: mved at:that. point to; Ch:.cago ‘ .

) f!
ar

u £

.—__,,' R Lt -_ P L "-.

The j.med:.ate task which~ we all feel :x.n Cha.cagc, and“ in,

(other 1oc:als of the biweekly before us.is surely a test, butﬁ

it ig'the king: of test that iz .at cnce. a, pathway = a; pathvay

for orqanlvat:.onal growth, a: pathway: for. our. relatlonshn.p to..
. the book-to~be.: These two-way roads. of -tk Dialectic of, a.

Body of Tdeas. stratch out before us both for tl"e Year: of é
Months, and ar beyond R St

g

Two fJ.nal pants, the 1etters to Hegel schola rs {and
first two issues of the b:.woekly. | '7-‘M'“‘" B

Te4ut [ ] s Werin La BT P LR P .
e A P

Raya comments that the 1830 31 writings of Hegel are
as critical as ‘those of Marx's ‘last decade.-

_________ A LIGJ.

In the -letters, -

both the Three Attitudes to. 0 jectivity and the final three ' ;
syllogisms =-- both 1830-31 -- are taken up. These Ewo Wrie
tings were: not -taken: up by I.enm in his: return to Hegel

._.',.‘-- --,_. ‘_‘_.q-v'v.

S Led m@ pose: my comments as quest:.ons. Is there a. way
in which the Third Attitude to Objectivity and the. nhxee
final syllogisms are connected: today? Did the. fact th#- the
Third Attitude to Objectivity had a pull on post-World War .II -

* Marxist revolu_i;;onarles {for 'example,; CLR James) -mean-that they
were pullad-away from working out those three final sylloglsms
in Hegel's Philosophy of Mind? And on the Third. Ati::.tude hold-‘
"ing the key to the retregressionism of :the 19808 - is_.the most
extreme ‘attitude of that Grenada, counter-reveohtion. and. revolu-
t:l.on? And do we a;so sea 1t i other places, in other forms?

o i .~,-t

P

_ = P ]

On the "Idea of Cognltmn“ - yes, J.t means lifa
'cna'xgea ‘peription. of Lenin, ‘-Does.it also mean-a- changed per-_. :
ception-of Hegel? I am-talking about.where Raya. . writes to. ... . o
the Hegel scholar that- "Hegel left open:the docor for a‘future
genemtxon of Marxists to become so enthralled.with Ch. -2y . ';
'The Idea of Cognition'" (in the Smaller Logic, with the suh- ‘
section’on‘Volition) that they: ‘didn 't raturn-to.the Largex

! '_ﬁi._-L"“:lc for its’ chﬂpter on - rhe Idea of Cr:gnit:.on and.on:. -
o Ahsolute xdea. R FTi iR e Lt




i inally, on the first twon isauas Qf the biwaekly.“
would like. to ‘propose the following possibilities“for:the . .
Cfirst two Leads.  For issue No,l {(deadline Jan. 15}, new d'=--.__
mansions in the youth demonstratiena worldwide with spacific
concentration on China and France. For issue No. 2 (&aadlina
129), a state of the union analysis of Reaganism. The
first issue will no doubt have as well s '.rersmn of Raya 5"
Part I”on Star Wars from t'.he Skies. And we can look forwarc‘. :

‘to in—nerson xepori:e from Lou on: the South and Russell on’
the Far Easi: in the neax- future.
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- ON AN EXCHANGE 07 CORRESPONDENCE SRTWEZN RAYA DUNAVEVSKAYA -

AND NON-MARXIST HEGELIAN SCHOLARS

Januafyjf, 1987

Dear Coilegguea;"-

. sl v e e e e T . : [T [
oIy fnil Tl S TR SIS AL Yol SuEcnowdAnndhead oo T
!::;Becauge. differences. in Hegel's Science:of idgicgaqgﬁpﬁejggggslogedianngio;c

impinge on.my changed perceptiod.of Lenih'ﬁfgﬁiLbéoph}c”amh;vglencg;;L;ﬁgél”@ﬁ#ﬁ?;:Lm

T should give you.e zense of the scholars' critijue on the Idea Gf Cogaltion:¥.
“'First; the critics deny that there 15'a s onflict bétween' the Shaller.Iégic
(Paragraph 235) and’ the Sclence Of Logle, eifice  the'Absolute idea makes clear:
that'quh;pgtégoryr-théory/practicea=is oneésided by .itselfy: - The Absolute.is: _

a great deal. more; than -the achievement of :"Willl;.-that. only "lesds to:the,Absolute

‘Idea," . Paragraph 236 wae quoted.to show that it's the unity of Subjective.and -

Objective and that that alone "is' the Absolutsand all. truth;'" And of cobrae ; :
they yere happy to amnéunce thai "neither Logic spporte Lenin's infabpretacion.”

. "It is at that point where %hé‘bfttiﬁﬁafbégan'agéinsé”my;1&§erpré€$f{6ﬁJ6¥;
Absolute Spirit, holding that there®is:a mere complex- igsue, "I do:not ‘think,
though some interpreters do,. that .the Absolute Spirit cen’ba dc radicaliyo=md

identified with the Absolute Idea ag 1. thuught you were willingite do" :. ;

T Liral T SRR R T IR . . “'_:_‘,7_ - _'ﬁ". Tl n:’.,__ oy ;‘_j_ 1 f__}‘_{
Surprisingly, cne of those non-Marxist-Humaniots did agree with my.. ... .

- interpretation that the eternal idea ig ceaseless motion, but then very strongly
disagreed: "3ut’I no longer follow you, when you cail tne eternsli-ides 'revolution-
in-permanence’, Your sceial interpretation is, in my opinion; not siipported by

Hegel's text." "The: letter ended with'a rejection of ‘my interpretation:of the

final syllogism, Para, 277,-as .being any source .of "entrancé 'to,the: new gociety,

I would rather read-it as an entrance inte-philesophy." . o le i e :

Yours,

. ﬁay&

P.S.‘fIﬂglsq?éhcldsed-excerpta from 5151953 Letters on the Absoliite Idé#jféﬁliing
attention ‘to- these:sentences from the letter of May.12, 1953: "1.am shaking all

..over for-we have.come to vhere we part fromVLengg,ﬁilmentionedjbefprg;thgt,?elthoughu. -

in the approach to.the Absolute Idea Lenin hgd.mengionedfthgtfmanﬁs;cqhnitipn not
only reflects the objective world but creates it but that within the chapter he
never developed 1t." And from 'the May 20, 1953 Letter, i.sent my analysis of the
three final'syllogiems, Paragraphs 575,576, 577, . = - e

A -
o BRI e e
.

L ¥I'm refeiéing to A,V. Miller's tranelation ofiséienée‘6fiﬁdgié.;ébll?75f823,

;and to Hegel®s Smaller Logic, Paragraphs 226-235, which includes "Wolition."

3 by
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'IWO'LETTERS FROM RAYAT0 NON-MARXIST HEGELISN'SCHOLARS "

Yaly 3, 1986

B
<R

Sudde“lﬁ I remembered when we first mat at t&e niver
- gity where I talked ‘on: Fhilosophy. and Revolution:-- We- continued E
the dialogue after the formal talk. I believe it set the s
'5rcund for:my paper on’ "Hegel s Absolute ldea ss New Bagimn='" -
;ing, .which was: dccepted for the 1984 Hegel Society of, Amer;ca

conference.; Don't- you tnlnk that in-a way we . have had a’ coni
tinuing-dialogue since? 1AL -any rate, I consider you.a .very. .

_8OOd friend I hope. you agree, Or do you think: bhat the“‘=~f“~1_
'unafpnﬂss of my critique of Hegel scholars who are! non-Marx~--¢f
ists goes beyond their critique of Marxism? 1 seem-alvays
to get ‘friends <= Mnrxist as well a3 non-Marzist ~- who: ccn--‘"
sider me & friendly enemy rather than a friend. That friendly
. eneay *eLationsh;p continued, for eyampl 5 thh Herbert — . . L
Marcuse for three long decaces and we still never agreed.. .. ...
specifically on. ‘the Absolutes.' That's where I wan

to you, even though we do not have thc same
eiLher.j} -

1

Along with the battie I'm. currently haV1ng with myself
on the Absolutes (and I've had this battle ever. since 1953,
when I firat "defined" the Absolute as the new soclety)¥*, I
am now changing my attitude to Lenin -- specifically on ‘
Chapter 2 of Section Three of the Science of Logic, "The
Idea of Cognition.!" The debate I'm having with myself cen-
ters on the different ways Hegel writes on the Idea of Cog-
nition in the Science of Logic (hereafter zeferred to as
‘Science), and vhe way it is expressed in his Encyclopedia |
- {smaller Logic), ‘paragraphs 225-235, with focus on paragraphs
.233+235.  The fect that the emsller Logic does the same type .
of “abbreviation with the Absolute Idea as it does with: the
Idea of: Cog1ition, turning that magnificent and most pro-
found chapter of the Scierice intc paragraphs 236-244, and
that' peragreph 2464 in the smaller Logic was the one-Lenin
prefcrred** to the final paragraph of the Abgolute Idea in-

"% 1 am enclosing an excerpt from my May 20 1053 1etter on -
‘Absolute Mind _

SRR e T Science ‘of
% - All the references to Lenin are to his Abstract of Hegel's /

‘Logic, as included in Vol. 38 of his Collected Works, pp. 87-
238. Concretely the subject under dispute here is on the Doc-

. trine on the Notion, Section Three, Chaps. 2 and 3, "The Idea
. 'of chnition" and the "Absolute Idea."

- -'.“




7.."3..'

.4_-_)... T ‘

the cience has iad. ‘me "debatmg“ Lenin ever . since 1953.
That: ‘yearimay-see ‘far .away but its essencey’ .withoua: the

polemlcs; was dctually-given in oy’ paper at: the 1974, heg },.ﬂ :
Societv oF Americe Conference. ot LTI #

Lt

-r»'."< T l‘

Whether ox: not Lenin had a right to "mi.s-read" t'nes .: ",
d'!Fferent:e in: Heﬂ'e1 '5 Iy . nvtinu'lni--lnnn in-the. Qw{annn nnﬂ

e G ---....._',.' ERET

in the'smaller Logic, isn't it true.that Begel » by-

“the sub~seétion ﬁ,"’Volition,"r vhich- does not:appeax: in the

Science, ‘Left bpen the door for a future generation:, Of Marx",'

ists tosbécome so enthralled with Chi 2, 'The: Idea, of Gcsﬂi‘

‘tion".-- which ended: with the: pronouncement that..Practice as .

higher than Theory!*-: that- i,u.t.y saw an: 1dentity: Of-* the tw
ersions?’ These Marxists weren't Kantians. believing thﬁt o

ax.r'cavtraoictions wi.tl be solved by actions- of ‘men o£ good
will, Co e .

- '7'_1 o

‘There 1s no reason, I thin!-:, for introdl..cing & new
eub-heading which lets. Marxists think that new that practice
' is "higher” than theory,. and that "Will," not as willfull- .

ness’; but ds. action; is thcir province . they do, not need to. . o
studv Hecel furthpg- .

Please bear with me “as- T "BC: *hrough Lenm s, 1nterpre-
-tation of:that: chaptexr with.focus. on this sub-secz:xon, so,
that we know :precisely what 1s at issue. . Indeed, when I- °
began . talking ‘to myself in.1953; objecting to Leni.l 5, dis-
-missal -of the last half cf .the final paragraph of the Abso-
lute Idea in the Science . as. "ummpoxtant " preferrlng/peragraph
244 0f “the smaller. Logic == "go forth, freely as Nature".

I explained that Lenin could have said that because he. haon t
suffered through Stalinism, : I was happy that there was one
Marxist revolutionary who had dug into Hegel's Absolute Idea.

," st

1 Now then, when Lenin seemed to have completed his .
é}_)S__tr_a_c.g_, ‘and writes "End of the Logic. 12/17/191&.".  °
(Vol; 38, p. 233}, he doesn't really end. At the nd of .that
he’ refers- you to: the. fact. that ‘he.ended his study. of thc
-Science with paragraph 244 or the smallexr Logic == and he
means -it. . Clearly, it wasn't only the last half of & ‘para-
graph of‘the Absclute -Idea in:the Science that Lenin di smise-

.ed; The truth is’that Lenin_ had begun seriously to consult
the en‘.allez: ‘Logie at:the sectioc -on-the - Idea, which begins

~in-the amaller- Logic with: paragraph 213, When Lenin Completed
Ghapt'.e" 2,."The Idea of Cognition," he.didn't xeeily go. to.

- :Chapter: 3 (""The-Absolute: Idea," but: £irst proceeded for seven
- pages’ with his own "translation": (1nz:erpretation).. 'I'his is
on pp. 2.-21.9 of Vol..,38 of his Collected Workn

i 2'_;
KN et el
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nl‘nﬂ o O e, SRR a .?‘._.‘._.._:7._ i

- Lenin there divided each page into tw0. One side,
he calied*"Practice in the Theory of Knotitedge'; on.the: :
other side" he wrote::"Alias, Man' saconlciousness notﬁonly
reflects‘the objective: wﬂrla,,but creates At -1 was~80f?e~ _
enamoured with his- “Hegelianism" that: I never stopped: zepeat-
ing it, Presently, however, I'm paying a great deal more
attention to what he did in-that division- of .the.ipage into
two,; with: these Ytranslations.". Thus; 1):! "Notion=Man''s 7
2)“"0therness which is'in ditgelf=. Nature,indepandent of TTENEE
man“'ha)'”Absolute Idea="objective truth." :When. Lnnin reccues
thefinal ‘sectivn of Chapter 2,:"The Idea of:the.Good," he:~
Wwrltes, Yend of Ch. 2, Transition. to. Ch. 3, 'The Ahaolntr

“'Ideay "™ " But'I consider: that-he: is still: only on: the. thres-: . -~
hold of ‘thi” Absolute: Idea. - Indeed; all that:follows: P 219? T
inh his*hotes shows thati.to be‘true, and. explains why Lenin-w s T

- ‘proceeded ‘on ‘his own after the end-of his Notes.on: the Abso-_.

"Lute Idea,; and returned to.the smaller Loglc. o

I T

© “Thus when:Lenin writes. that he: had raached,che end oro_ -
the Absolute Idea and quotes .paragraph 244 as the true end,.
because it is "objective," he .proceeds to the. -smaller.. ogic _
»and reaches p&ragrapn 244 ;7 to which he had already rererred N

Althounh he continn

[N
ir

SRR h he 1ed. hi ccmmcntariss as h,,.ne -
jreading and" ouoting ‘Absolute ‘Idea from the Science, it was
not either Absolute Idea oI Absolute Method that: his 16-point
definition of the dialectic ‘ends: ‘on: "15). the: struggle of -
content with form and. conversely.- The throwing.off.of. the
form, the transformation of ithe “‘content. .16) the tranaitlon
of quantity ‘into quality and vice~versa. . (15 and 16 'are.. "
&examples ‘of 9)."' No wonder the preceeding:point 14 referr—. :
ed to absolute negativity as £ it were only: "the apnarent'g
_;eturn to che o;d (negation of the negation) SRR = PR

n

m
1

TRTENd

-

Qutside of Marx himself the whole question of the ,
negation’ of the negaticn was ignored by &kl Morthodox Marx-. '
istg." -Or'worse; it was made into'a vulgar materialism, as
with" Stalin, “who denied that it 'was .a fundamantal law of - o T
dialectics.- Hexe,- specifically, we see-the case of Lenin,,
who™ had“gone back to ‘Hegel, and had stressed that’'it.was.im-
possible’to understand Capltal;’ esPecially its firsc chapter,
‘without ‘reading the:whole of- ‘the Science; and yet the whole
- point-that Hegeliwas deve]oping on:unregsolved- contradiction.
of ‘"o worlds in: opposltion, one.a realm of subleetivity -
' -w~f”in the. pura ‘rigions-of transpacent.thought, ‘the:othex a. reslnm..
“of’ objc'ttvxty in’the: 2lement of an.externally:manifold- acuual-
“‘1ty that is an undiscleseéd realm. of: darkness,“'(Miller'trana-
-1atidn)’ p,- 820); ‘did not faze Lenin:because‘he feit. that the
objective,: the Practical ‘'Ideéa; is thatiresolution:i* Nor:was
~ he fazed by the fact that,H gel had said that "the complete

Rt
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elaboration of the unresolved contradiction between the ‘

-"absolute end and the limitation of thlS“actuality tl &t in-.w__‘
ugexablx opposes ‘it has’ ‘been considered in’ detail“in thé“ij .
-Phenomenology of Mind."  (The referedice A8 to P S
the Phenomenology Baillie tranelation.)

_n,&" the origilnal- Gexman the above senten¢d reddssuiii o
“D1e voll standige Ausbildung des . unaufgeliisten Widerspruchs, =~ .
“ienes abgoluten ‘Zwecks , - dsin d;u Schranke' diesér Wirklichkeit.

unuberwinelich ﬂegenuherst ;Ast: in”der Pharomenologie des

Geistes (2 Aufl 5 S 433ff )'"i*ﬂ—,

‘,“,

Nothing, in fsct led Lenin back to the Idea of‘ -
Theory and. ayay from: dependenee on. the - Practlcal “Tded{ not'
“even when’ Hegel writes: "The' prsctical Idea still-lacks" tbe
‘moment ‘of the Theoretical Idea... '"For the" practical Idea;;

- on the contrary, this actuality,,ehich ‘&% the same time
‘confronts it as. an inguperabie limitation,_ranks dg-'some--
thing intrinsicallv worthless that-must: first: recéive’ its
true’ determination ‘and sole worth: fhrnnoh the end of<tha.

.good. " Hence ‘it is only the will itself that stands in the
-way of-the attainment of its goal, for it separates itsdf-
from _cognition, and external reality for the will: does not
receive tie form of a true being; the, Idea of the good
thenefore finds its integration only in’ the Idee of the

) true.“ (Psge 821 Ntller trans ation.) -

- In German this sentence reads- “Der praktischen Idee
dagegen gilt ‘diese Wirklichkeit die ihr zugeelch als un--
“uberwindliche Schranke gegenubersteht ‘als das an und fur
such Nichtige, das arst seine wahrhafte Bestimmung und-"
einzigen Wert durch die Zwecke das Guten erhalten solle.

- Der Wille steht daher’der Ercreichung sefines Ziels’/nur selbst
im Wege dadurch, dass er sich vom dem Erkennen trennt und die
ausserxiche Wirkllchkeit fur ihn nicht die Form das warhsfs

Seienden erhalt .die- Idee des Guten kann daher 1hre Erganzung
-allein in der Idee des Wahren f nden." ‘ S

I cannot” blame Hegel for what “orthodox Marxlsts“
have dore to his dialectic, but T Still want to know a non-~
Marxist Hegelian's' vier rpoint on the difference of the two
articulations on the Idea of Cognition and the Absolute Idea

f‘in the Science and in tﬁe smaller Loeic.c What ie ‘your viag?

VT LT

To fully fb‘low cut this question we need in one
respect, ancther journey back in time -=- to 1953 when, in¢
the, parting from.Lenin on"thé’ vanguerd party, I had deived
intu the three £inal’ sVIlogisms of the Philosophy of Mind.-

- You’ may’ remember that in ‘my:paper’ tc the e Legel Society of
__ Amér;ca 1“ 1974 iwhere I critique Adorno 8 egative Dielec ic

e T W—
"’,




- which"ln called-:ft;oneud; memione}.it; of thought"“ - l _
that he. had substitu.i;erl Ma. permanent cr:.tique nog; alone fo
absolute negativity, but _also for 'permanent revolutioi

. 8elf," I had become so. enamoured with' Hegsl's thre fina
8yllogisms that I was 89&"‘61'111‘\3 all over the "West“
‘logue on. them. o .

]

: art Xlemens Maurer hao‘

1 und das. I:.nde der. Geschichte; v -w‘lich took up

_t:hose final syllog:l.sms, 1 tried to-get him imrolved bis sharp .
critique of Marcuse notwithstanding. Maursr was anxious to .

establish the fact,, however, that he was not .only. non-Marxist,

but .not wholly "Hegelian."": ‘in any. case, he clearly was_not.

interested din any dialogue with me, and he. told a young (;OJ.-

1eague of mine who ‘went to see him that "I am not married to
Heael M -

.. Begel M. ““"'aa i fﬁdﬂe ‘clear.at th_e 1974 HSA conference, .I . A
do not think it important: whether someone has written. a: ser-
ious new study of .those three final syllogisms because of .

8 Moty néea

2 new stage of scholayship, or because of the "movement of

: freedom surged up from below and was followed by new cog-
nition studies." o

the 10708, after ..e..’th‘“‘" i

_ The point is that as larp as. the . _

Miller wr.ate me calling. my. attention to the fact that he

had not corrected an error in Wallace's translation of para-
graph 57 of Philosophy of Mind. He pointed out that Wallace _
. had translated Sie. as if it.were sich, whereas in fact it
sh'".rld have read "sunders" not itserf but them. " ‘That, how-
ever, was’ not my problem. The sundering was what was crucial
to me; the fact that Nature turns out to be the mediation was
certainly no problem .to. any "materialise"; the form of the.

3 o
transition. which was departing from the coursn of neﬂessi y

wasg. the exci ing part.

In Jntroducing those three new syllogisms in 1830,
Heoel first (#575) poses the structure of the Encxclogedia
merely factually -- Bogic-Nature-Mind. It should have been
obvious- (but obviously was not) that it is not Logic but
Nature which is the med:.ation. ' '

. Paragraph 576 was the real leap as the syllogism was
the. standpoint of Mind itself. In the early 19508 ‘I had’
never stopped quoting the end of that paragraph: "philosophy

appears as subjective c‘.ognitimj of which liherty is the eim,

“and:which-is. itseif the way o ‘produce . 1t."” It justified. my
ppinese at Hegel's magnificent critique of the concept of
One in the Rindu rel:.gion virjch he. called both’ "featureless
_-’-'unity ‘of, abstract thought,“ and its extreme opuosite, "long
_-winded weary. story. of its particular detail,”.’ (P&ragreph
"5?3 ¥ In the following paragraph 574 we face Hegel s cotnte -
:,';.er-pos.c.tion of what I consider ‘his mast prolound historic
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' COHCQP* -- and by hiauory I mean not only past, or even hia- RS

tory-in-the-making, the present, but as future -~ "SELF-
THINKING IDEA a '

Hy'"lanor, patlence, and suffering ‘of' the negat ve“J
those 33 years Hasn't . exactly earned ma applause’ e;tﬁar ‘£rom
the pos?—Harx Marxists, or from the Hegelians’“nho areﬂbdsy“*‘
= calli1g to‘my attent on‘fhat the final syllogiSm (pa*agraph"_

., 217)_speaks about ' the'"eternal Idea," g ternaxly settinp 1t~;
self to' w ors, engenders ‘dnd euJoys irself ‘ag’ abSOIut Mind ”*
+a4r1y isregarding what i 5 just a pnrase in tnac sencence'”
e s the nature of; the fact,: which" “causes the movément and ;

development, yet’ thlB same movpment is equally the action of
cognition;?uzgg‘,”w . :

1618 ‘here. uhat I'm in need of your commentary both e
on Absolute Idea in ‘the Science of Lopic and on-Absolite’ Mind’
in the Philosophy of Mind, .The "eternal idea" to.me is not.
oce*nality¢ but ‘ceaseless motlon, ‘the movement’ 5tse1f Fap

- £rom'me: "subverting" Hegel, it is° ‘Hegel who nade Absoluto
MuthOd the "SElt*thiﬂklﬂQ poﬂ AL l‘ee'ru-a ﬁ-v'mni-rn-vm Al 1

Idea rge -Armstrong Kelly,
“his book, Hegel's Retreat, fromeleusis, said that ‘"for the
complex Lbunagc of culture, pOaitics and philosophy, within
the matrix of the 'Absolute Idea,’ ‘Mme.. Dunayevskaya proposes
to substitute:an unchained ‘dialectic which she baptizes L
_'Absolute' Method, ' -a: method that. 'becomes irresistible...‘f“

because. our hunger for- theory arxses from the totali Y. of'
|" ) )

The: "eternal Idea" in Philosophy of ‘Mind not ouly ‘res
inforced my view of Absolute Methed in Scilence of Logic, but
‘now that I am digging into anoth x subject for my new work -
on "Dialectics of Organizatiorn," which will take ‘sharp issue
with Lenin, both on:the Idea of Cognition and on the Absolute

Idea, I consider that Marx's ‘concept: of “revolution in perman-'
ence" is the "eternal Idea."




Despite the acknowledged gulf between us on the-AbeoluLe Method
may 1 diséass with’ you: (and may I hope for a«comment from yuu?) my
1etest self-cririque on: Organization? On’ that queetion I"alsd’see
"Hegel in & new. way.' ‘fhat” ig_to say, the: diarectical relationehin e
of priicrples (in.this case; the Christian ooctrine) and the S
oxrgani zation:(the Church) -are an eiyveﬂ as if’'they wer: “ineepaxableﬂ-‘
" All this occurs, mot in the context of ‘a phiIOSOPhY of ‘religion as
much as if’ the context of ‘the. great dividing. line between himseif
and &ll other philosophers ‘thdt he initiated with the, Phenomenologz
of Mind, o the relationship 4f objectivity/subjectivity, immediacy/ -

mediation, particulerﬁuniversal history and the “Eternal".” “This -

addition to the Loaic~-the Ihird,ettitu4~ to Objectivity--1 see rn'“"”“d*
a tctally new wey. i.' S

I can t hide, of course that though iL 8- not the Abeolute,
“I'm enamored with that early section of the unczclogedia outline of
Logic, becduse it'wds written ‘after Hegel had’ already developed

._AbSOLute Knowledna ‘Absel "te'rdea, aosoxute Method

-Here ureuory makes its” preeence felt; by no accident after the
Absolutes both in the Phenomenologz and in the Science of Logic,
as well as in’ anticipation that ke is firnally developing the -
Philosophy of ‘Nature and the Philosophy of Mind., Indeed, that to
me is what made possible the very form of compression of those.
_innumerable pclemical cobsexrvations on other phlloscphers and -
. phxlosophies into just three attrtudes to objectlvity. o

This time as._ we know a ei901e attitude, the Frrao, emoraces
everything precedino the modern age. Further emphasis | on this
compression is evident when Hegel comes tc the modern age and. .
incl udes both empiricism and . criticism in the Second Attitude.»

-, ;

/;3-My‘attraction to. the Third Attitude was not due to the fact
hat" it was directed agarnst those who placed faith above philoscphy-~
the ‘Intuitionalists. (I'm not renewing our old debate, just because

- I'm an athsist; atheism, tc me, is one more form of 0odliness.
- without God.) Rather, the attraction for me continued to be the
‘Bialectic, Far from expreesing a2 sequence of nevar-ending
‘progression, the Hegelian dialectic lets retrogression appear as e
'translucent es progression and indeed makes it very nearly dnevitable
L Here again, history enters, this time to let Hegel creere ‘
_'::verying -views of Intuitionalism, depending on which historic pericd
=~ ig at issue. Intultionalism is "progressive’ in the period of .
'TZ“Descartes ‘because then’ empiricrem opened the doors wide to ocience.
.;HOn thn other hand it became regressive in the pericd of . Jacobi.




' .'* It is here that I saw a different concept of Organization when
.1t comes to-the Church than in all_of Hegel's many oppositions. to.

~the clergy’s dominance in academia. Do please follow my strange
" Journeys that I identify as the self-determination of the Idea. ™

~ - The Third Attitude begins (pa=agraph €1) with a critique of . < v

| Rant whose universality was abstract so that Reason appeared hardly:’ .
, . Dore than a conclusion with "the categories left out of account,™

*"”Equally“wrcﬁg;“ﬁegel”cbntinues, is the "extreme theory on the . o

N oppusite side, which holds thought to be an act of the particular. ]
~* Only, and on that ground declares it incapable of apprehending the -~

: ﬁutn." .

_ ‘In praising Descartes, Hegel points not only to. the fact that
empiricism opened the door to science, buk that Descartes clearly. =~ .~
knew that his famous "Cogito ergo sum" wasn't & syllogism, simply .
 because it had the word ‘therefore' in it, . This becomes important
because Hegel's critique could vhen be directed against the one-
‘sidedness of the Intuitionalists! for equating mind to mere SN
consciousness, and thus "what I ciscover in my consciousness is thus "

exaggerated-into a fact of consciousness of all, and even passed

. off for the very nature of mind." {Paragraph 71) ~ That too-is by -

‘no means the.whole of the criftique. What excited me most about this

~attitude to ebjectivity is the manner in which Hegel brings in -~

- Organizat;on.EfAs early as. Paragraph 63 Hegel had lashed out against

~Jacobi's /faith, in contrast to Faith: "The two things are radically
~distinct. Firstly, the Christian faith comprises in it an authority
of the Church; but the faith of Jacobi's philosophy has no cther
authority than that of personal revelation.' As we sece, Hegel now
has suddenly equated Organization to Principle, Doctrine: "And,

~ secondly, the Christian faith is a copious body of objective truth,
a system of knowledge and. doctrine; while the scope of the philosophic
faith is so utterly indefinite, that, while it has room for faith

of the Christian, it equally admits belief in the divinity of the
Dalai Lama, the ox, or the monkey..." . ' r

| i Hegel proceedgﬂ(paragraph'75) "And to show that in poiﬁt of
o fact there -is a .knowledge which advances neither by unmixed immediacy R

nor unnized mediation, we can point to the example of the Logic and
the whole of philosophy." ' .

-~ In a word, we're back at the Dialectic amd it's only after that
(paragraph 76) that Hegel usqiithe word "reactionary" in relationship
“to the whole school of Jacobiy¥ that is to the historic period, “The
Recent German- Philosophy." "Philosophy of course tolerates no mere

‘agsertions cr conceits, and checks the free play of argumentative o

‘see-saw." (Paragraph 77) Freedom and Revolution (which word I = .

~"borrowed” from Hegel's very first sentence on "The Récent German =

. Philosophy") will hew out a new path. In this way I see the dialectic.

. -flow.in the third attitude to objectivity frem a critique of the - - .- ¢
“ one=-gidedness of :ha}lntuit193§};§§s%ﬁo_crganizgti a} responsibility. .
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S Deer Colleagues, the above title may sound etrenge but it is ‘one:.way: in which
‘I make notes for future developmeqt, nst only on ‘the hook~to=be' on- Organization,
but in 211 my works when I have oot yet worked out a definitive- -formiin wh g
to present the issue. That ia why I have ncted, pacenthetically, that this 3, ;ﬂot
to be read to the locals; it is for individuaii study only, ~ I do-feel; houever:

" that I need now to write up ‘the parenthetical promise on p. 3 iof-the Jans 1241987
-REB® Minutee which noted that T will do 8o, and ‘'do's6 not mysteri ously,\butﬁ orthat.
.. you cén work out f£or yourseif the references to the ‘1953 philosophicrletters on;the,
Ab801ute Idea. The focus s 'on page 2 of the May 12 '1953 ‘Letter -on ithe-Absolute
Ides, as excerpted it the 1982 edition of Dialsctics ‘of Liberation.i! The point is

to catch the dialectxcel flow of the Self-Determination of t the Idea, paragraph by ,Lflf
paragrAph .

3

“The firet paragraph on p.- 2 caxls attention to. p.- 483 of . the Scierce of Logic,
whzch sHGWa how the’ stage of "exceriorizetian" is also that of- 1ntensit;cabion,:u

L.el, intetiorization" i.e., obfectiva manifeatation makes the 1nward extension
‘more intenae. : . _

i i o At i B Aoy et e 7

The sec0nd peragtanh on p. 2 which ﬂttacks impatience in “an ahsolutelv

e : e
uncowpromi_eing Bo'!nhmrﬂr" mannsr, ¥ "ta.ibut:e to Hegel,™ mtez"ﬁhich'; qm_ e f“_,m R ITTIE T

P LB& of . the- Scienca of Logic- . ‘ : O

' That impatience whose only wish is to go beyond the determinant.--

‘to be immediztely tn the absolute, hag nothing before it as object

of its cognition but the empty negative...or else would-be absolute,
.which is imaginary because it is neither positive nor GomPfEhEHSive-54

The - dialectfc flow of this quotation is in mo way related to the.tws names

quoted in the preceeding paragraph of the letter,but even Lf said unconsciously,
has evervthinw to do ui*h whut £ .;o» the HuEEL quotation wiLh IEEEE

RS —

1 am shaking all ovér for we have come to where we part frem
1&2&1&. -1 mentioned that, although in the a Bgronch to the;:
- -Absolute ‘Tdea Lénin had mintioned that - -man's cognition not':
= only reflects the objective world but creates it, but. that
within”the chapter he’ never developed it. - Objective. world.
¢onuections, materialism, dialectical materialism, it is true,
'““b“t not. the object and subject.as one fully developed,

ey
S -—— v

*The references to the Science of ng_* in 1953 were a11 to the Johnaton &
Struthe's -translation. . The penult'mate Idea uf Cognition, which 1nc1udes ‘the. Ldea
of, the, Good ig.covered in Vol. II, pp.. 460- 465; in the A.V. Miller translation,; ,
S &ppears- .on pp- 818 824, “Tae. Absolute Idea. 1n Johnston & Stgughern is pp qgg,ﬁ-
486,vin Miller, ‘pp, -828- 8&4. The apecifie paragrapb on. impatience occura cn"‘

‘Po 483 :1n:J&5; in Miller, At ls’ i?&l while the Mdea freely releasing itself"
_appearg _on. p. 485 in J&S, and’ p. 843 in.Milier., So far as Nature in the Smaller

. Logie-ip concefned Paragraph 244 . is the final paragrnph of” the Encxclogedia
a outltne of tha cience of ngjc.

B & e F o e S A et B i1 1 o




Stop for a moment. Hold tightly to the fact that-ever since '1948-45, when
1 first translated Lenin’s Abstract of the Science. of logic,.-L have dore nothing:;
. less thun extolling Lenin philosophically,: specifically on the Science 6f Logic: - .7
‘There is no questicn about the fact that 1t was Lenin who created the Great-Divide. - ..
‘in Marxism in 1914-17., : Our present changsd pexception of Lenin's philosophic -
- @awbivalence shows here that I actually did have some philosophic differences, as far.

- back as the early 1950s.' .

P e

“The fact is that it was not only _Ler{iﬁ: yihb;_‘-,}iy., ‘qué‘pi"tig‘ _-Ehe';'If"_l_iiloéo[;l'liF;: S

Notebooks to himself, separated philosophy from politics. When we broke politically. -::

. With the.concept.of:the vangyard party, we kept philosophy and politics in £wo ..: ¢ 5

- separate:compartments. - What ;this 1953 Letter shows now, is ‘that imbedded in it was =
.8 sharper critique of Lenin's philosophic ambivalence than shown if Mazyism & Freedom. -
In 1953, on' the -other hand, as we siw above, 1 had stressed that in the .Z_Q?lé?f%r" on

~ The'1dea of Cognition Lenin had fot conerstized the sbiedtivity of Cogaltio

Heve I wish to introduce something totally new from what 1 reported’ to. the
REB.'on Jani: 12, Since then, Mike and Olga have completed going through- another box
of archival materidl, and from it came out a letter to me from Grace lee dated, .- . -
August 31, 1952, With her ususl hyperbole, here is part of what she wrote me: ..

) ) - . .
You have mastered Hegel. You write in your letter of August 29 =~
-85 you have mever written before, Instead of tiat nwa-to-one . .

-correspondence where you impnse a movement on the;Logic, you are.

now inside the movement of the Lopic; caught up in:its rhythms, =

The number of people in the world who can do that can probably bé
-counted-on .the fingers of ‘one hand. 'You are absolutely right in
-characterizing Herman's (Johany Zupan) search for the party as the i
Logic of the "Idea of the Good"--which stands ip its own way and =

hence must in the end turn against itseif.

~ We haven't found my -letter of August 29, 1952 which produced that enthusiasm
a year before I broke through on the Absolute, but it is clear from what she seid
on August 31 that I had evidently heen writing on the penultimate chapter from. the
'8cience of Logic, "The Idea of Cognition.” :She further points to that specific’
chapter because, very clearly, I had been relating the Idea of Cognition to the
concept of Orginization. What was ‘facing the JFT now that it finally broke fully
with Trotskyiem wag the question: What kind of Organization now? This took a most
“omainous turn as 1’ was -coming to a break with Johnsonism, 1950-53. The apecific
objective event that precipitated the crisis in 1953 was Stalin's death,®*

+ . . .

**The same type of crisis as occurred in March-April 1953 over the JFT's
attitude to Stalir's death reoccurred with the first issue of Correspondence-in
Cct. 1953, for which I had written the lead on the Beria Purge. Reexamining this
in 1987, 1 realize that what looks 1ike the "Russian Question" -~ that same old -
“"Busaiar Question" which caused the first break with Trotskyism at the approach of

World War 1I and reoccurred in 1950 on the Kprean War--was, far from béing on the
"Russian Question", was actuslly on the decisive question of War and Revolution -
‘which hag always merked. that new coiitinent of thought and revéolution of Marxism: :
from.its birth. 1917 designated its move to the twentieth century: It was Stalin's
‘countersrevolution that gave it a narrow natlonalist stamp, Why the hell have all .

 of U5 been caught in that lingutstic web? 3




o ‘In Ma“oh 1953 ‘T felt very. st“ongiy that an incubus had’ been lifted from the
' heads of the Russian .and Eagt ‘European masses (evidently algo from' my. head\:and

that revolts were sure to ‘happen,. It was & very exciting. dayin Detroit, both .1
‘becauae ‘the Black production worknr Charles Denby, and the' head: ‘of "the Youth, Ben, ,
had independently thought that, o doubt, I.wished to writeia: political esttmate'?A .

of that world-shaking event; they volnntaered to work with mé all- night. ‘When !
,Denb}' appeared 8ftet' h'lﬂ dn\r n!‘ cr‘ryg1nv§ hn ar\nnnntivﬁd thfﬂ 'Flﬂ'fh‘ﬂ!‘. h{nﬂ

! 3 W - - "—U
Ahjhﬁllau

tly and daying that'what all' the workérs were ‘talikinig'about; ah‘thE'radic-lr
blaréd-forth the news:of Stalin's death,. was: "I've got just the person ‘to-take?.
~ his:place -~ my foreman," -Denby asked 4if I had that article I'was always tdlking
_‘about on the great trade union debate betweer Lenin and Trotsky in 1920 (on which:
.-1 had bee“ working since ‘the 19409) - Denby" ‘felt that the workera would now welcome
such a revelation' he wished to. distribute it to them."‘ = S -

Think of ,h unpleasant shock that then occurred when G 8C&;- who Ja” is :
tCaLifornia and the responsible editor for that issue of thé mimeographed ° -”fﬂl
Correspondence, felt that.the Lead article c-uld not be on Stalin's death, but on

e nt

the "new" women around Selma who' disregarded the blare from the radio annouacing
Stalin's death ‘Instead, they were exchanging recipes for - hamburgers. Not only
was that 1dictic suggestion floated but .she undertook te' cenaor my” .~ analysis
on the significance of Stalin's ueath 80 that it too sounded not 80 world-shaking.

* Such an attitude towards a world ‘event preduced such & o struggle between me 3“d
Gl‘.‘ace. that {" actualle’ -rFf-'bc_tad ths -'rhc '.'n;‘

T
SeLRally wasl tik N

. " #hat was CLR's "snlution" to the crisia
C'L'EEted.fb}' the diff‘-ra"t 3tt Luuca, bot I.\I to Sta 1.‘|.ua s death ‘and ‘to-the - tasks of &
Marxist newspaper?

It wag typicaily Jamesian: I was judged to: be "politically"

right, but nevertheless totally wrong because of my sharp attack on'Grace. Grace

was judged to he "politicaily" wrong, but absolutely right because she listenad

to the "new', "After two months of this type of meaningless, diversionary, empty
"golution" to both things happening in the objective world and attitudes to what are
the tasks of a Marxist newspaper to objective events, I asked for a week off, left

Detroit for Ann Arbor - and out of me poured those Letters of May 12 and 20 o the
Absolute Idea.

Now .ther, because the dialectic flow inm the present singling out.of p. 2 of
the May 12, 1953 Lecter points also to the relevance of looking 2t it with eyes of
1987, let me examine the new find, the 1952 letter which shows I had made a plunge
into the Idea of Cognition, especially on the section "The Idea of the Good."
Clearly, I definitely had Organization in mind. This was not on the level of James
and Grace and their dialectic of the "Party”, but on the question of Dialectic
"{a and for itself." While I do not remember where I raised the question that T
wasn't quite happy with lenin's 16 poiat definition of the Dislectic, I had calied
attention to the fact that Lenin says its final two points (15 and 16) are
"sxamples of point 9." This, I felt, wes a step back from proceeding with ‘the

Absolute [dea and returning to the Doctrine of Essence, Form and Content
spccifically._

At the same time -- and that's when I dtd get brave and started arguing with
Lenin as if he were right there -- I began srguing with Lenin because he had asked
‘the readers to disregard the lest half parapgraph of the chapter on. the Absclute
1dea while I insisted that had he suffered from Stalinism for three long decades
" he would have seen the relévance of following Hegel's Absolutes to the end.  (This
-of courge is taken up' in the May 20, 1953 Letter, where I deel with the chree’ final
.8ylioglems, but for the present; what is compelling 1s to trace the: many ways of
the daveIOpmeat of the Self—netermination of the Ides.)




b=

Here is how the May- 12 1953, Letter manifested the dialectical_f_
-:-from extariorizationlinteriorization it laaned intn olut

£fellowing: Hagelgto-the~last pa:t oi LH ; iugiapﬁ wher, Hege Ahaigte tha

;_Absoluces had not been. completed with tha Abaolute Id&a,
the. Philoaonhv of Nature and_Pbil conhv of Mind hafar.

2 S - At BBV n.ul.\-‘ b
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Absolute Mind,  Put another way, in place of anv self-criticism or ob ectivit
. Lenin’left future ganerations without full. illuminah 1
-Stalintem, - It:is the generation that. followed our se
- three decades of Stalinism, that had to face the reality of whst .happens after
It s this: point, this objectivity, this concreteness that . ent
where Lenin stopped at the approach to the ‘Absolute’ Idea, but to fol

. the Philosophy. of Mind.: ‘The Absolute HMethod ooened ; new’ doors 81r6ady infﬁbg
.TVAbsolute Idea,: which Hegel defined ag: . . o oL ,‘U;Mw; T

-.n.eT"iIhe pute Idea, in which the determinateness or reality of the otlon
~is Ltself raised to the level of Notion...is an absolute libf;gEiOUa
- having no further irimediate determination which'is’ not ‘equally. .
- posited and equally .Notion. Consequently theve ‘is no transition. .
- in_this freedom,..The. transition here therefoie muet rather’ be

"_litaken to mean that the. dea freely r91eases itqnlf....V o

how stand up . and shout' "The Idea freely releases itself." Shout this while
a flashing light illuminates Rnalit; and. its meaning, hilosophy and revolution.,ﬁ

o

‘ Inotead of ‘placing a "No Entrance" sign over organization as “pure politics
we finally are in the process of working ouL dialecti”s of philosophy and

Rayz |
st

organization.




. "Miél-.rgnﬁafy;‘ Star Wars from the S_kieq:

-
Tr

The Marxlat-Humanist Sion

espec

.the:Biweekly News -

IV, Onge'Again,.the Dialectic in a ﬁndy of Ideas: Hﬁfx,

Two philosOphic letters to non-Marxist Hege;ian gcholarg
will be aent, one to each local: -

: 1) "The Idea of Lognltion," the -
penultimate chapter of Sciance of Logic, is key to our’ perceptien..
~of Lenin remaining on the thresheold of the Abaolute Idea;

7/ 2) The other letter is on Hegel's
.?hi'd Attitude to Objactiv”ty" in the Smaller r Logic, the 1827-30
edition ; ; though it {s what Hegel called just an "Qutlins" of
. the Sciencn of Logic, he wrote it after the whole body of ideas
" was completed and when he had worked out those 3 final syllogisms
1n tha Philosophy of Hind ) - '

o Finally, with the evca of 1987 1 will write a Eew Ine
V_troduction to the reprint of my. 1961 "Notes on Phnnomeﬂolcgv" to
be ready in Juneﬁ”




'I‘he same REB meat ng discuased Raya 8 report on the ramif cations of that most:
"'unuaua;. Bulletin on the ‘Expanded REB of 1/3/87 which, also for the fj.rat r.ime,
"~ not only reprodu ed the ceport of Raya, but also the supplemental ‘talk on. tha -
‘biwveekly by Fugepe as well as the woices of the 21 non-REB members &s well as REB
..members. who ! digcussed not: only the Reports, buf the exchange of Letters with non=
"Marxist Hepelian: -gcholare, on both eur changed ‘perception of Lenin’ 8 philesophic -
.. axbivalence in the Idea of Cognition as well as their critique of my interpretsticn -
of Hegel's Absolut:ea. As one put it, "I o longer follew you whan you call the ..

X eternal. idea revoiution <in-~permanence’ ,

In a word, integral with the biweekly, the L
~ nead for 'organi m.ional growth and our organizational tasks in general was ‘the -
- -Book=-in-progiess. There trily is no sepatuztism between theory and practice and -
- this indeed wag shown as our unique chatracteristic from the original 15953 br:eak- :
hrough on the Absclute Ides &s comprising the unity of both the movement from - <

nractice that s itsclf a form of theory and the wovement from theory that is i.tself a
a form of philosophy and revolution.

-

"The Yeat of Only 8 \icntha peeds concentration on the biweekly, intagral to

~Which i3 organizational growth of the body of ideas of Marxist~Humanism., At the.

seme time I hepe to be working out some of the sections of The "Party" and Forms
of. Oﬁﬂ‘ﬂniZﬂtign ng out of Spontaneit\r the Nislorkine AF Oreanization m-ui
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