Another Talking to Myself,

this time on what-has happened since "Not by 'Pré:,c:ticef

Ai_l.one' ' ’1984-_87 .

The third part of the 1984-85 Perspectives, which -

time’ was July. not September, pn, 12-.32, leavin ng o

the tasks themselves--4 new pamphlets, plus Archivesd,

It began wit h a new sense of objec‘.a.w ty 4an allncr

s Ll

with when subjectivity is ac'tixally objective, ~ Secondly,
questioning post-Marx Marxists on the whole question of

- At a R o
diazlectics of revolution. recent re-examination,
however, Eugene recognized that we did not either
SEDRCPURAWY, inwardize or felt at much at home with, the
movement from the.ory WS 3s the structure of P&R as
we do with the work M&F.

Perhaps the sub-section on the Absolute Method-~
o {made such a_priority)
The Unchaining of the Dialectic--was!KEremRebInesRn -
HSRWEy that the fact that it too is only ‘the road to
the Idea itself &id not stand out as much as it should,
espec::i_allj,r because Gramsci was so grea._ on Praxis and cn

using the actual word "I\bsolute Humanism" that the sel‘*‘

i;eéazf




have,
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(Between July 7th, when the Perspectwves wam QLVER,'.
and before the end of that year, I fell sick WREEL the.

- ¥® zignificant re—anpearanc\, was the .Jmnmatﬁon of the
year, Dec. 30, 1984. During that perlod there was‘th_
éollectlnn by Olga of B my writings on WL, which I™
_then. reoraan_zed,1 nto ‘the form that it had for WLDCR, =

i AR AND saw what flowed from it was that the -
unifylng thread should be done in an Overview and would
reveal the dialectics of revolution, so that-it isn't
only the trilogy, but that each of the develop'm-n{.s,
whether on a single subject like Black or WIM,. would
show the same as the whple body of 1deae, the dialectlcs

- of revolution. gavy

Which is why the Overview in my mingd ¥
actual new form )

'k*********1‘.‘*****************‘k**‘*'k*****fi******

The"outside" did respond, not of course as Marxist—

Humanists, but it striks so responsive a chord in theix

own lives on WL, that we did probably get more reviews

anything except thé 1970 'Lenin‘'s PhiiSOOphic.

Awbivalenée'. Re W1, is of course Adrienne'Rich; whereas

in 1970 it was everything from as separate as HSa, Te os,

_P;axis.1and of course all the 60s movement X on aliénafion.




' It's a very different situation in the 80s.
First because of the great SSM retrogression that [

‘Ronald Reagan drove in, second the politically ¢haﬁgé&t3f3?_?*

world that again Reagan. and Thatcheréﬁwith_itu ékténéi¢ﬁ 
imperialistically, bé it the Falklands, Grenada,.of:Tfiféli,
éndAhas continued on unabated in ﬁatin Amarica.'Secén&li;.i‘
iit's the pollution of tﬁought itself within tﬁe;LEft;'

and I'm not referring only to‘iurncgatqiaﬁd svéiijmtiféé';:
radicals, buﬁ the illusion of technologyraé having"reacﬁed 

some sort of.pcst-igdustrial “info?mation“ worldf

The 1985-86 pPerspectives take up this pplluted
in the most concrete ways, as Hitler's R

take up not onl

SRR visage; and ite in that third section that I ##EEY the

K

of the Eroéess of becoﬁing practiciﬁg dialeéticians,

‘and call atﬁention td the fact that it was a 30-year long
march, Pages 18-23, in relationship to thé new type of
classes in theory and practice in transforming N&lL inté

a biweekly, into a new type of collecﬁivity, in cﬁapte: 12
of RLWLKM, BUT RETURN TO THE SUBJECT, and yet in a different
form, as the executive session, where I deal with.the self-;

thinking Idea and the Dialectics of Leadeship, which are

rooted in the final two. paragraphs of the Eincyélope&ié,

FUTTE




e

Self;Thinkj_ﬁq ii déa‘}' N,

Idea iteelf and

new book to
was seon to

and then.to Dialectics of Organization and Philo
with Party as well as forms of‘organization bbrn-dﬁﬁrbf '

spontaneity following the colon: Therein is the rub.

-to: the report at the 1986 ggg COnferénde.
he calls attentlon to the fact that though wp have uspd
che Qords MHism for three decades "it is only *n the ﬁld-
19809.th3F:W¢ have éhosen-to_singié'out MH,‘N&LC,,és

- this philosophic tendencies expression of absolute Idea '




‘-'v_ul:r

as New Beginning.™ (I questloned mmd«lQSOs and Laed Jnstéad,
1981 as the year where I first used the exnre551on,'

organizational responsibility for MH).

On the second page (actuall& p;:l4) there is whaﬁ i

called the first big error, and that was when he used the
expreésion: "We will want to look at the 12 page N&L in

the 19c05 as a pathway to the biweekly...® :'Riﬁgx gﬁﬁ;{gﬁygﬁif?

biwéekly instead of MHism? ‘The truth is that both the.

- 12-pager and the biweekly--and for that matter, when we -

- had to skip and when wa

dian! gkip--were-all’

organizational decisions of MHism. And,.specificallv,

the reéson for the 12-pager was, and this waé'a.namg'
appliéd for the wﬁole year, and tha£ was }980,'not 1982--~
and.that was "Thg Book". The Book.referred to'then was
RLWIKM. "The Year of the Book" that requlred a 12~pager
was because by that time we wanted to become practioning
dialecticians, which at that time didn:;t so much mean
journalistic concretization; but the ability to write
essays rather than eithef just reports or lenghty articles
rather than maklng a category of a single phllOSOphlG—

polltlcal—organlzaulonal toPlc. Look over and study the




-eesays contrlhutea to that perlod

The other aspect of the £% truth of all otherg-
was . that it dld nec0351tete always my true"desappearance"
for several'months. Whereas the truth isg that I go not

dleappear aven for a single Gay, from organlzatlonal

problems, even when I do go away.....,....Th11 1s because....

Tne other oii- that page is ro1ne sentence

certalnly the 1ast half oﬂcaae has shown tnat 1t meant

ome very hnew pathways for the author" and 1 asked, Why

M : _'|‘ : -
only for the author’--ﬂasn t 1t for the whole organlzatlon°

And dldn t that hold for HX everythlng from the beglnnlng7
? 2 2

-

. ; - o
1953, 1955, 1957. : - o

On the following p. 15 I am woﬁdering why'“seven

]

dimensions that manifested the uniqueness of the paper™
in the first peripd--Black and so forth, -including TW-~.

where I write: Not Quite: TW is not one of seven, eny_moreﬁf'
than MHism and founder is one of 7. The sams thingaﬁccure"
on p. 16, as if tha fact that the pamphletv flLSt appeared

in N&L, was NeL s achrwements rather than MH' s.

There is no dcubt thet throughout the whola of the

¥

'report. that N&L has heen made into =a. Unxversal HXK Hot

_only that, but sPelleo out so concretely that ve were




';fémémber7géﬁting vety_upset:oh‘thé;fﬁétitﬁatfhe;

_or rYather answered several questions about: 1

,ébiﬁmns, which’@efinitely'only

I wouldn't % do'any such thing

.. which wouidkincluderlas he put

. Want to write in that column when I wouldn't w

And the result if'yod;?gmgmberiwdg that .severa

glad they are not living in Chicago. And tha;f?as_ﬁefére

- either REB or I myself had known cr would presume to

answer.

fehdknkiehhkihkhhkkrhkhhthhkhkidtik




_3(""‘” \\_/"" nolu onto-
) Hegel tried to get rid o e concept'ﬁof h:l.story
as mere contingency by saying tha't when it is “philosophic
"comprehended" (Begriffen) it then is Science. - He then

sl:.thers cut TSR B iﬁ-; “ub'j acting. -

ET -

i Hz.story and Sc:.ance to the cruc:.f:txiene

o A,

In all of th:.s, we are only in the phanomenal warld,

1

IHegel has l mllllon ways of not endlng. So in the Science

ogic, when he comes to the Ahsoluta

vou, well., he's not really

wait for the Philosophy of Nature and Philos;ophy
totality,

finished the sy.si:em,
-When he first m. finished with system, with 31,574, i;he
"Notion of PhllOSOth is the Self—Thlnk-Lng Idea” and
we Jj.'eturn to the beginning, but thig time :Lnstéad of -
appearance, 'it‘ is the ‘“pure principle" itself, Wﬁen he
adds the three new paragraéhs, he is expanding th:e.s
question of appeérance into syllogissms, so we get the
mere fact of the Eﬁcyclo_nédia, i.e., its structur —-.
Logic, Nature, Mind--S85¥= and we find out that there is
a sundexring of the various appearances and that the
mec_iiation is really the key, so that HEM¥ it isn't ngic.

it is Nature, which “presents itseif as the course of

.' pece'séity..." - : : - 19949




In t_he

next paragreph, €576, the s’.e\cond‘syliogis’iﬁ“\

bec;_omes Nature-Mind-Logic: "It is the syllogisrﬁ”wh'ei'e

Hind reflects on itself in the Idea: Phill'osoph'y appeafé
as a subjective N cognitibn, of wh:ich L'liberty,- is the
~.aim,

and which is itself the way to proéuce ig, "

———a

. A B A ) o

Maurer is the one I accused of trying tc appropriate -
. this paragraph ez R : : RRy for nomenolog

as a sort of hiStéry of philosophy. By now there is

. sbsolutely no way to avoid a conclusion. There is a

’ uni.fication of the t¥o éspécts (9575, ';1576) éné Zhle- d'-e'fl'inéa;
it as "it is the nature of the fact ang the Notion which
causes the movement and development, yet this sa:;\e. movemnwant
is equally the action of cog‘nit:ion..“ - This t;ime it is not
the crucifixion, this time everyone thinks they are gding
to. Heaven and te God: as he writes his final sentenée:

“The Eternal Idea, in full fruition of its Essence, ‘
gternally ¥ sets itself to work, engenders and enjoy'.sigg

itself as Absolutae blind.“
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HNote to Myse 1£

.. Do T wish to make a separate category.of or di mt::.nc‘.:r.on
.bout those who ére not members of the REB, but are 1nv:.ted
specially for this meetin% by saying tha
several times to talk with the PTC as a PIC, but somehow

the chance never presented itsélf and that therefore I am
withou
glad that they are here now before any ideas being pz.esented

here as conclusio_ns. In a word. it is all very infarmal

and both they and the REB, as well as myself, want a

dialogue. J";{ h as I'm oppoeed\co first nedation,

which is generally wrong qxcept"t‘Or\w_,zk&rS' —imstincts

ratmra—l—mﬁrmm:s)/tha y\pe of raw matetrial is

-

, oy |
gquintessential for the proc«Lss of working outeu™zonclusion,
. !

making a decision. Even should that turn out to be hardly
) { / .
i

different from your first raf\icticn, it isn't any longer
i .

\
“just a first reaction, but, v»;hat flows
re-

after the dialogue
and after vour thinking.

Now then, the question is first and foremost the
book, not as a book, but as a walking on absolutely

untrodden grcund, and in a sense also untrodden by myself

10951




- of qpcntanei

T TR

by Euéené;

‘that a whiff of the opposition as if it were absolute

practlce that 15 1tse1f a form of th ory *hat we hardly;3
our:
were total in our projection of '53 hreakthrcugh, which

~defip;télyaspecifiéd that the movement from practlce asjfd-

Viwéllfésuthé'moﬁemeht from theory needed a unlfivation

Hbefore they could be é-philoéophy,1énd-theréfbfe’ffqédéﬁi;ﬁ

ltaelf. ,Th§t=i3'why 7




i:«c,.: ; &aﬁmﬁb
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The Communlst Manlfesto has everyth:.ng, nc- only agqmst

capltallsm, but aga:.nst all other cor d

e #

He l.gsts four; bonrgomse,_feudal, pettv—bourgeo

18.'_ .

thlng--internatlonallsm.

He does make a dlStiHCl ion




belqnging tp.tﬁe ;Qeggue

when he so sharply critisized. the "unl y" or the_u;

.

Lassalleans and the supposed Marxista he’agaiﬁ':a;itefatéd:

and thlS time not only concretlzed but;aiso‘gq;:phe_fgygt”

evar venturnd to give an idea..

where it was clear that unless the organization,;the.i
; histdric’

 Paxty, or whatever form it finally assuwes, stands on

~principled ground; no unity can be possibly achie vga:ex¢ept

»for aﬁépecific actioh. Now obV1eusly all thls unfortunately

v i

‘was merelv taken for grnnted, whereupon“c01cretely“

it got everyth1ng from re;crmlsm to anarchlsm uo god knows

L

lehat othe; tendency—-ail vanguardlsts. Qp@_thatqugéf]:'




;ind vidu lism whwch

universalism.

R e e S LR s

Why so.many aborted revoluticns? What +y e‘pf'pértifof

have the varlous
organzzatlon? ‘What

L4

ormsof 5pontane1ty--counc113,.SOV1,ts,

~omn1htees, assoclatlons, communes-—achlnved? And wh;

when they did come close to powexr

it wasg the noTit*cal

organlzaflonﬂ that didn't take them over- 50 much -as that

searched for them to be abzorbed
they themselves lcoked to be taken over.




