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L Deér,ngﬁ buna5é§akaya;'
I had o] long 1ook at your very fascinating book and raad
eSpeoially the chdpter on the phenomenologu and thd chapterﬁ
~on 'l‘rol.sky, Mao Pse . tung and your last ohante-. I am very
. mueh, imprssaad by - the "u bity" you- succedded to seae in this
2 whole hiatory and I very much agree with the values of s, -
i lihorty, aelfdevelopmant and socislist . solidarity whic
spire: ycu. Neverthelesa I have =oma’ -serious obdections*
" of course ‘I could formulate only’ very insuffluiantly “orf the.
Athrea pages I am. Joining..Uhfortunataly I 4111 nob: have'tﬂma‘
for much mora, F&sasa tell me if you 8ee ay noint or: 1f yow

thlnk I was completely missing the cora of y;ur argument
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L “\ " L

féindgrely you@s

'on p'age 1’?'!‘L you speak of . the" rfesistance ‘of austrian wérkers o nBVism,_
I +hink you should speak of their battle apainst austriwn rashiam (Wthh
was a clerico-fashism) under Dollfuﬂ in 1235 (if I am not niy taken) Thera
has. baen in Fact very little resistance-nrter the "ﬂnsch]zr" 'if.

P.S.:some pawas (1775 ?46 8599 vigre® missznr
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“Bring Fetacher

Some short comments on "Fhilosopohy and Revoluticnﬁx%" by

Raya Duaayevskaya : A

1.4Yours is an impressivg consiruition of 150 ysars of worid

- nistory starbing from Hegefs concept of the aelfdevellopping

subject (whish he calls "absoluter'Geist" or "Geisi" in its

different metazmorphoses), I can acceB:_?he ccnnechion of deg@l

migﬂf and Marx which I mywslf have always stressed, but I am lees

uujhygL//convsnced of your presentation of Lenin and bis "ambivalencae",

mﬁ.of your intarpretdtion of Mao tse~tungs "cultural revolution'y

althéugh I come guite near to your judgment.

2. My prineipol objedtion is, that youjLowhare try to expound
.io—achEEEL'I}.e. materlal") roots of the "mistakes" or
" both Stalin and the-4tali.ists and Mao and his
followers, On reading vou all sesems %o be the con=equenca of

i i{__a_nagAggt o’ merxﬂsr-humanist and dislectical (hagﬂl—marxlan) -
- Lm;ﬁggg§g=—fBu° t_has to be explai i qu:E]this thoughthwas'
" neglected fdand maybs had to be’..).“fhis aisitude of yours is
“rather widaspresd nowadaye AN 1T Is possible that it Fefmlects
a chamacteristic of cur time and its revolutlonary thought.. But

if this Is so and if one refers beok to Harx one should meke

101082 ypoy; (and why) one departs” from merxism (which may be na-
cessary). .

“m-g-:-._.....w-n,-:.._f-......-._-.m..-.“.“..-«_._-..-._-..-_.... i A e o

3. Your idea that the pfgsants (as ths industrial‘proletariat)

should be accepted as a|revolutionary self-develloping subjecﬁ
and that Trotzkis failure to understand that has been one of
tha reasons for his defeat (or his.incompstence as s moaitor fori:
world revoluftion), is§ certainly/not\in line with Marx and Te Lenin
Lenin never thought the russian &aaéantu to bs "more" than
1nd1qxpensable allies of the Worklnr-ulaqs and its party.

ij ﬁfpﬂhEE*Wﬁﬁm&
ompletely ga"’EE33'E‘ZEEEE“ﬁxfnﬁyaas‘EEIEEZIEE‘f‘Eaaast agreglwith your
explanation, True Stalin barred the "aegution of the negation"
& from ma.xist philosophyy but this was not the "origin" but bthe
rt inevitable) deparfura from
marxism (in practica). "party-rule"” and

with it §# L/ﬂ-‘a/(mwowﬂ'c At \
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the new éocial_system‘ be maintainsd ? Of course one conrld
- 93 rgua that those .were not the {genuin j aimg of & socialist re-
| rolution, But do you really think thas —glve% E}‘zmver.ihalmlng
wayority of peamants -~ & Sokialiss soc:n.ety (e & genuing and
"Gemocratic one) gould have besn bu:.lt-t.p ? Indush isatiiy
was certamly 1ndispensable and My workame dbfernative
© the staten-aapltallbt construction of an 1udustrlallaad
sia would have been a more or less capitalistic ore (in

the continuation of the N'EP)’ Arodoes g f‘{ u"v‘l#-(,, &eﬂhaﬁi_
Mo Guundivn of dotsng Civhe, cad iz g Lis faltorees,

4, ’Phe same could be said for Mao'’'s“China. C-e:etalnl" the
"great culbural revolutiion" did aé»_t:brlng freedor and self-
Geterminaticn %o the working masses, But,couzld this be done 7
It would have boen fantastic to have m Iesl democratic communes
all over China, but given the 1nternatlonal s:.ktlanlon, would
this not have been an enormou r:.sg)" 4nd ‘the fact that in the
end the{army came to play a deciSive nolitical “ngoan be
‘rf.grettad pO% nad soms "logic”/in it. The army being in a all
bOackward (technologically Crima is certainly backward age_n :
?7110\';\ cnllni.rinqm:ﬁ- of "3dvanzed" Esq GIOELGE.:. Y d.i.u‘:.}}
'@nd of relat:.ve higher level of compstence. This is
o] ainly not trus for the devellopped countries, whre the
army necesserily plays always a politically doubtful role. '
But armies in statos like the southamerican can be both instra
s of -class-repression, when in the pay of the social el:.taﬁ'
nstruments of transformstion aad (relative liberabion)
1t acting on their own or in connection with organisations
of Lhe toiling masses (labour-unions or labour-partles)
L ) Your quite necessary po:tng that &&Mﬁ%ﬂ-war#
Wq‘w\ cannot be i=Zx new form for a revolution in the USA or Europe
. ,w is not dependent on your preseatati.n of China, which T %hink
W{ %is do:mg@full justice to the chl.xese/ommunlst leaders.
' The cult of Maos personality may have {1 am not sure of that)
a quite differeny function Tfrom that of Stalins. His socalled
"dialectics" @ be pedagogical s:.mpllflcat:.ons, but I very
much doubt welher Sheng Wu-lien had "objectively" (besides
the political obstacles raised b, Mao and his followers) any
chance. Youjy seem to assume (for China as {or the US4) that
where spontaneously certain movements and iieas }ari:ae t:ere
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the existencs of the ﬂquectiva conditious" for rewvolutionjaiso
exist, or see at 1eas%in the ‘mafking, T o not think that bhis

.much liked and appreclated your ‘last chapter on "new psssions and

"ment not-for "leadlng“ the masses but at the service of the mas=~:

A L T TR, T o b A= Or

s e e A T Fs g TR N ek L T e i R s A it

is auffient; . (gi% : —

4%. But alter so much doubts and queatlons let me say that I wvery

new forces" BSPEClallJ your singling out the womens libsration ;
and' black libzratiion "grass-rootes" thoughts ang actioné}@Iﬂ is in};
fact almost a miracle that in the middle af all the cvniﬁ ism and

all tha overwhelming agount of ideclogical manipulation thsse
generous and humanistic thoughts and aSplratﬁonggggé;afland I
very much hope with you that they msy prevail. But whataver 0pt1~;
mism I am likely. o nmuster I do hot get it from the ghought of '
Marx or Hegelﬁ:(égﬁr humanist and democratic conception of soola—f-%’
lism agd communism comes. very psar to that of Rosa Luxemburg by
the WaY who did not know Hegel and had no clear idda of dialecté
but was convincedlphat real aocialism could be brought aboub onlyu
bv the masses &hemselves and. that the party shon

8es, who would make use of it and be in a continous interaction:
Wiuh it 211 the Hai] Vegbally this is not Bo very Gifferent from
Whhﬁ Lenin (and evan Mao) said, but she really metis ik and oszen
acted on it. The last thing which a party-~leadar in hexr opiion
showld do was %o bscoma "master" over the masFegs and to indos-
trinate them with e ideology giving ;nfalllbllty to the very
leaders, 7

That however-it is always'possible to deteriorate Hégpfs,
dialectical thought and transform it into a me.ns for dustifying -
bureaucratic rule has besen shown by history froTégsgelsz concapb
of the raEional prussian state of eivil servants)to the Staliqian
and post-italinian buresucracies, It is trus thet marxism—laninigt'
has become "idealistic" in the degree in which it wa
into an ideology justifyihg the partx-monopoly-zule,f_ k:
not the "origin® but only the conseguence of the establishmant of
the nsw autocracy snd this has to be accounted for (in a marxisn
way) by an analysds of the sovjet socist, and the capitalist
societies of our time,
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