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© expression of Marxi st- Humanssm,.;---=-fif'-"'

lenary Year - conferences and “symposia, - but : of thei g

by Ruyn Dunayevskaya L |

Lam tirming over “T!wor_r/Pracure" this m&e to my col--
kaga.te E:qmw WalIm-—R.D

Thu! past yw ‘Raya. Dunayevskaya has been in the

process of writing'a new book tentatively entitled Dia-
lestics f Orgaonization uand Philosophy: The ‘Party’
and Far_znu of Grganizatics Born Out of Spontaneity.
This work has given nmew ilkwmination to the Marxist-
Humanirt body of ideas. It is bringing to the fove the
. manner :whereby ‘the Tdea of Marxist-Humanism is re-

newed and devaloped through a working out of new )

philosophic percephons ‘of Hegel, Merx and Lenin.

- AL the same time, these new mtmgs—-aumeumes in
the forni of Inttera to intellectuals, sometimes in infor-
mal notcs ghe has entitled “Talking to Myself” or “Ran-

dom Thoughts"—have halped those of us who are in-

volved in putting out a ‘tiweekly Marxist-Homanist

~ newspapur ‘in thinking ‘about how we view objective

eventa and how these events become reflected within

our paper, News & Lettere, ns part of & Merzist-Fiu-

manist, body of ideas. Here, 1 would like to shere some

of my thoughts on- dmse naw wntmgs w:th the rearars

of Newe & Letters,
PHILOBOPHIC EKPRESS TON AN'D '
CBJECTIVE EVENTS IV '
MARXIST-BUMANIST WRYTINGS

© Any summatzon/mhcapat.on of -objective -events of

. remlut:on/ooe.mtur-revoluhon through philcsenhic labors
i, of courte, by nc means any sort of one-to-one corre-

npom!enm Ag Marx noted, thie practice of p}ulos:)pny is :
~iteaif . theoretical " New phiiosophic. expreasions mthm‘

_ the ‘kady of Mnrmt—Hume.nmt ideas- may, 2t first
’ glmce, seam: far removed from the ongoing rush of cur-
ront: events. And“yet,” the working out of particular
. _Mamnt-dt.mams* ouncepts at given historic moments
has cest ilumination mr the objective eventa of an era.
‘Thirty vesrs ago-this May, Raya Dunayevskaya, aiter

 compl

penued‘ sev Intreduction to that first edition, Looiing .
dacades in' the bisgraphy of en’ Idea—

o 'Imnnr'ism—thnt. had first heen set forth i

" book format that time, wo can sae
woik uil's cliekice of enormeur range. Eastern Euro-
Qzechodovaha and Yagosla-

‘the finpact. of this

v F o]

poted mngle-party gtates; ‘Japanese Leftista trymg to
find a non-Stalinist, non-Maoist context’for presenting -

Merxism anew; Argentumm Marzists discovering the

Humaniam of Marxism as’a needed indigenous dimen-

gion to Latin American revoluticns—all found their way.

to this bock Marxigm and Freedom, whos2 ﬁrat edmon .

nurnbered only a scant £,0€0.
And here in Americs Marxism and Freedom was

-t+ken up among coal mineis in West Virginia, ainong ci--

vilirights workers in the South during the 1960s, among -
New Left youth on camnpuses fromn Columbux and the

taﬁns en

University of Michigan to: :UC-Berkeley, aming’ Black

Marxist-Humanist group, News and Letters Committees,
This first rasjor Marxist-Humenist worl beciime
the hasis for our work within Newe and Letters

Committecs bothk as activists and us theoreticinns. It
- as'well became the ground wpon which we related to

~._and white autoworkew in Detroit, among newly emer’g- '
ing groups of women’s liberationists. And :not’ least,
Marxism and Freedora began to shape the work of the

readers of Nows « Letters, who did not: cnnsider,

themselves Morxist-Humnnists, but were vn’lting in-
to :our paper. In a word, whit we projected in the

yeqrs following the publication of Marxiem and. Froe-

dom, end what ouxr readera felt an affinity to, wae

the conception that magses were not only revolution- -

ury feree but wers rovolitionary’ Reason ‘as weil.

“Thils projeciion of Marx's New Humanism for our dey
conltrasbed sharply with the totalitavian’ ‘state-capital-

proctice that had passed for Merziem within' Ste-

.mjwt Ruesia, and which' had obfuscated revu.utinn-?
ury thought and - a.ctmn glo"al!y for cloue t6- three,

de«.aﬂes.

l’hilosaphyl and %volution formulated ‘a. Marmat-_‘

Humanist coaception of Elegel's Absolutes, viewsd not’ :

as ;tatxc ends, but a8 revolationary, phﬂosopulc, LEW be-_a

"This hook wes published: in:1973 ssimove than;.

‘a (lecade "of- revnl'monary “activites .aid c.hal.lﬂngea w;;

18 the manm;crlpt for Murxism and F‘reedoin.."‘r’-"' stu!;e power drew to a close; The. ending ‘of this era®

e

bloody - decapitating’ of the Grenada - revokition' from

within by one so-called - Marxist Taction, thus pmmdmg o
the excuse for Reagan'a ‘ccunter-revolutivhary invasion. ‘ o
The moet Fecent Marxict-Humanist book, - Womet'’s . yemd

Liberiition and the DFaloctics of Revelution:’ Rencﬁ-
iny for the Future (1985), concretizes dislectics for a’
pariicular subject of ravolution. It does this by mtua—
ting Women's Liberation very specifically within'our -

. zpoch both as to a new state of production, Automa-
tion, and a new stage of cognition, ‘beginning as'a |

movement from practice, from rasases in motion. '’

In each of the ahove works Dunnyevskaya has press -

ented “unorthodox” views of the thought of Hegel, of

the pmios@phac_:

',‘*

1

Msrz, of Lenin, ones "which have’ ‘provoked a:variety: of

responses. from - Hegel /Marz/Lenin:'szholars-intellectuals
. and_revolutionaries - slike. For miore. then four decades™:
ghe has entered into a most profound “dlalogue" with

cach of these thinkers as: the ‘poanner by which she

.comes to grips with today’s ongoing reahty o
New once again, as she. is. und

. for our day on, Dialectics: of Organization, Dialectics.of

Philosophy, she “has begun her labors: by - digging into. :
the ideas of esth of them. Let. up look at.her new . “din- -

& ﬁéw study ‘

lagues.“ thuugh of necesmty ina very bnef amd tenta- .

tive Wb Y. 7

. NEW PERCEFI‘IONS oN I..EN]Nl

Dum.ywskaya has- begun « naw study Qf Lemn wluc i

encompasses. a critique- of Lenin at his very highest
. point—his Philosophic .Rotebooks: on: Hegels Smenee .
(o of Loegic: This.is a. stunning: vantage point: for ber:eric

® tigue-when you - realize’ thet it hae beea Dunnyavxkayn ’
- whko hns pioneerad gnd deveioped the most’ compliehen v

ﬂI.VL. wew ‘of Lenin- as: phﬂosophs :

‘ -.rmmqge point mean r*nuncmtlun f

Numbwka Ratk;er it __eaﬂs ‘a firther. pro

‘caine 88 much from the- fm[ure of mvolt.homu’y activiem .
tion. -the actuality

without a philesophy- of ret
of utatc-power repremon.

Its! publi.atmn came ¢n'the éve, not:alot

at

- lecmal dbris thmw-h oni tip of Mir<s M




(oonﬁnned from page 6) -

uné.‘:}éﬁ‘a&‘&'ya r"o!léction, ‘microfilt mm)

A

for » .,piuloso hic ‘coréspondsnce -

o fmm 1t.s ph.llosophlc groundli;hnt foren

&, AQct. 6, 1986) < *+

'ya and ,ne tve 'o@herr‘e.a_derp o the.

"‘ahe has'a’ dislogue” it
; off his Notebooks on ‘Hegal

l}he;fore he- fully goes through the ‘Absolute Ides, "

’Howaver,,m Her ‘Marxiom’ und Freednm (1958), tile g

? focus” 1§ ot o ahy ‘shortcut iz Lenin's  encousiter with
" Hegel; rather. 1 15 on
“ini; Action;’ 8
“Hegsl's’ dmlect;-' 25 the" nnd for ‘Wit ehe’ terms: the
Great Dividé-in Mmmn Philoaophy and ‘Bevolo-
er-chapter on’ “Lenin is entitled “The Shock - of

Reoagn.tm’n and the Philosapiu"'hmh:va]cnce of Lt.mn." :

"The” discussion ‘of ph:losop}nc ambivalence ia riot about
" Lenin's: commentary ‘in- the Notehooks, but abnut lns
failure to publish them and discuss them pubhcly
nm'mvalunce towards his own work."

-But new, in working out & kook on Dmlectiw of O.r-
_ganization and: ‘Philescphy, Dunayevsksya has felt the

"‘nﬁ;sqzty to, work out the philosophic._source of Lenin

“failure to, : reorganize ; :his’ organizational conceptlons.-ln'

“her vxew it'is no longer suificient to work out the politi-
“cal reasons for his organizational attitude. (See Chapter
' XI of Marxicm and’ Freedom, “Forme of Organization:
< The. Relationship “of ‘the Spontansous Self- Orgamzatlon
= of the Proletariat {0 the ‘Vanzuazd Party,)”y.

 Her .new. pereeption encompasm ‘the' fact that I.e-
srabivelence rested not so muck. .on- the ques- .

" “tion of the "extétision or “application” of his Philo-
i mnbi’n Noenbrmkx tn “nmnni-r-ﬁnn "oag it rosted .on -

nin's

- tho faét that Lenin's Motobooks o and of themselves
' ended :in’:a shorteut. He magni.ﬁeenﬂy‘ atended 8

- hend mpra_ctiee, but never fully iramersed himes!f in’

* the dinlectic | when Lha dialecﬁc was' ‘the: \,hupter on
" Abaciute Mea in the Science'ef Logis. Insteed, Lonin
| remsiny on the threshold of: ;the Absoluta in the Iden

“of Cagniﬁau, and reatricts’ hin com.nantu on tha Ab-
_solute t0. bow Hege) presented it jn’reuch. abbreviat.
“ed form i the " Smaller Leogle of the " Encyclopedia

- rather tHan'in the Sclexnce ofLogz‘c. Axd yet it is .

preciaeiy. thit Absoiute Idea which Punayevskaya ar-
.guea hoiﬁs the kay for the relation Between _pailoso-.
* phy. apd ‘vevolutionary activity,: incteding ‘vryaniza-
,,ﬁon in our ers when Absolute Iden Is seen s New

I
_.:New 1
vEide

Here is how she formiﬂat.éa the. tlumt of her wcrk-m-‘
mg;remj;: otia of har’ “"‘alkms to: Mysel?” noteni-What

Im .driving &% i3 that, unleas we work out the dialéctic
in phxloeophy :taeh the dxaisctic of organization, wheth-

er "that born from.

,‘ ifferent forms of oganiia-

is on, “Lehin ‘and the, Dialectic: A Mind
* whiere ‘ghe 'preeents ‘Lenin’s encounter with -

o work ‘that D'.mayevskaya 188 lit’gun

Begsnning (See ‘egpenially "Abeolute Negativity as
3 Beginning,” Ch, 1 of - Phﬂosop Ly azd P.evolu--

pnﬂosophj_ taclé?
anization” has.co mpeﬁ‘
, S the W ’tingsrof Hegel..
part.cula.t she has chosen to’ nncg.gtmtk-on his
“writings—Doath the Third"Attifiide o Objecm"* :

- ed in the Smallor. Logic and:the N
“of Philescphy of- Mind added‘amy i 1830-31 ;—umt De-

]

fore H.,gel’s death.

“-Heéred is how -she recentl3 ph:ﬁsed'
“this period of Hegel's ifé-wozk: “.‘I*Iegel’ﬁl

“Mindwhich Lenin’ didn’t, toiich at'sll, & p‘ecmuy it -

‘rial; three a"!iogxzns-»nnd FALN tha préfares, m"-:ldu
-~ tioms, " attitudes” to, ob1ectm..y ‘of :the :
- were written ‘after” the: Seienca’ of Logic had ah'endy

“been ‘completed 'and Hegel wad Te ihmmmg his whole
“life’s ‘work. ‘I'hus, the ‘T850- 30 wntmgx o‘
cntxcal e'l'_ﬂmse of Mar_xg !ast d C de. e

en Marx’s' concept of erganization,* partamlarly unde
the impact of the Paris Commiune? Insisad, T want'to
“end where'1 began: . with ' the new ﬂiummntmn ‘on" th
philosophic expreasion of Mamst-Humamsm that comes
-from pew digging irilo:the work of- Hegel Merxghd La-
nin; ‘As well the llumination exiends to the l'md of po-
litical-theoretical-philozophic: jolirnalitin’ we *a¥a under- - -
“tazing” with a “biveekiy "News "& “Latiers:~ Po ~Marx-
‘Marxists cre forever tedking end’ “viting -of 12adership,

within their: jm.nmls as i t‘.hat were, the magic formula”
for facing the crisie within yost Mearx Marzism and:the. .
insoluble. cantrsv.hctxans of capitalist class society. ..

But any ‘serious grappling with questions of orgamm.

ticn—whether of a Meaxist group, or the self-prganizing " -
of masses in motion-—cannos escape’ from. working: one
the dnlechcs of phﬂ.ﬂsophy, the - revo!uhcn&rv philoio- -
“phy that MArx created answ out of the Hegelisn digize- ..
tic, and ‘which is again the taak of ous age.- Any ah:m-

cuts from this task will.end in diversions from thet revis

lutionary uprooting. needed.” The' paf.hwa_; toward' ras'.v
human relations, including organization, lies in wor
out and conmtmng :he dmlectms of a phxlosml-y of

. ravo ut:on.

2. l'hyn Dunmvnh'-ns wnu..gs on ‘icg'.-! are. qdih a:.—:umic ~Among
.the major ones to consult are Burimaries of Hogel's Major erﬁnxs
Notos ot Phenomenciogy; on Seience of Logi¢; un Encyclepedia of -

Pll'osonhica} Beisnces (Microfilm #2806-28 1,
lute. Idea {#1757-1812); and -“Abechite | §

= Chapter 1 of Philowophy and Ravelution. .

3. Por an earlise atady of Mars on e Pl er of
Permuzent Hevolution Creates Nw?'gnmmnd !%’rmemwamemmpm
. X1 of Roen Imambnrg, %omer. s Lﬁnnﬂon *ad Mnr:n Philcas-
;;hy or Bavoludon. ‘ o :

n the new.
Hegel,.swellas

“leadarship, lendership, the Party, tha Party, the P&rty. : ', o

l.eturs an th.sAln.«' S




