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- there, Jim,

. needed by REB. I t is not Center that needed wxperience of "becomind

o Feb,26, 198

Dear Jims ’
Congratulations! I just read your "A Revokutionaries
Critical Look Over the Historic Barrier and consider it a vixy
serious contribution not alone %o the working out of our tasks
and tgki}g responsibility for them,&not only with a firm grasp
of what is of the essdnce since REB Expanded Mtg.,12/30/84 and
what flowed from it was further concretised in 1/27/-2/3/85, but
making some original contributions, . :

Let me list them, or rather some of them. On p,§, begin-
ning with the sa@ntence "The I dea is Marxist-Humanisp.® and,conting
for the rest on the pargraph on histori barrier. * 71 the recog-
nition of the 2nd Int.®s economism as category that had imbedded
in it the 1914 betrayal. Do you think so=called non-EE=ExX
phdlogophers among so-called Marxiats will Swver understand that by
leaving out philosophy and follow inetead waconomic concrete® Faclh
they are actually creating revisioniem and thus it isn't the
*orthodox® (Karl Kautsk$) who won, but Bermstein. And on p/1ll there
is a real raiginal formulatiohat should become more concrete still,
or so I think &therefore suggest modiying it as followsi: (Iunderline

the wordsk or phrase I suggest addings - .
' ' o *Raya began the critical z
return tothe Phil of Mind.. Can there be single movement uniting ' :

sritique both new mowement from practice and the Self-Thinking b
deg : g ization could be the order of the dgy i

- h s;r;ceamng vility.,” What I consider the nub - {
e is that imbedde;ln <t that paragraph is a way of endpwing
your recognition is what is meant by grifical return %o rels 1t B
is not rejection of A.IL., but only rejecting its monopolising X4

(-] "the new passions--REALITY OF MESSES IN MOTION=-

This is a ﬁood point to the critical look at your magnifieent
talk as/Bhole on 2/28/85 to Detroit local . On p.2, where you use ex-~ -
prégsion "becoming a local® as 1f that ig the experience

a local®., Rather it is both the greater posgibility of grow
0

!m&ligag_lﬁgl.hnowing wisy Center's move to Chicage its '
fnm_ d know. how the process of development of M=H so well as
tsel? becomimg a sub-center and jtg responsibility. :

_ May I suggest the wubhead dor the firial par, 6, not the. S
way "return” but A=-WAY on the Hegellian-Marxian gy post-Marx Marxist
I am thinking of Hegel critique of Kant & that sentence that I have

Jove that it is there, at the beginning of the modern dialectig.
&TOPPED DEAD. Also I prefer OBe category of ®post-darx Marxism® to
fact that it all began with

merely "after Marx" which obscures the

Marx's 2nd-in command==ENGRES; he pust be included in that category
not only in being "after Marx® but clsiming 1t as"Marx's bequestil
' goea say '

And, please bs moat cautious when yon/"exen Marx"; don'y . o :

mzxilfr.: ever forget he ded & left humug for all future -
generations until capitally Is ot‘T%a yi'iigﬁg‘!'ggo ad. -

I have been 8o

impreassed with yc;ur talk==Does Detroit local appreciate, that Jim 18 S
ghe 13}11:1 ngixce C;nter Iaim't agignd.iwho griw.ige:gl:ped n&o_hqg_‘_?,-;:gaﬁ e
an o at woui ve
report of 3%1 an 3333 ;fea e Ballh ErPrGDal'iﬂg for and Being: -
17196
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Woa o antation by Jim(Detroit) on “Respons y
‘ 4” / ~ Presenta by Jim(Detroit)} R 1bilit
N for Marxist-Humanisp in the Historic Mirroxi

: f'A revolutionary Grltieal Lnok ax The HistoTic Barrier” ﬂ . :

y

PR S
Revolutionary Critical Look," Fsb., 10, 1%5 .

INTRODUCTION
December 30, seems like it was months ago. Howevér BO DOW Was

the precentation that Raya gave on that day that it will determine all

our future work. On December 30 the Resident Editorial Board of

News and Letters Committees plus a few others fronm other parts of the

country -- like Andy and me from Detolt -- heard Rays give this

presentation. It was titled: *“Responsibility for Haniat-l-hmanism

1n the Historic Mirror: A Revolutionary Critical Look.

. ¥nhen you look at this btulletin, or when you look at tha _
“excerpts from it in this issue of the paper - title ‘~gnehaining [
‘the Revolutionary Dialectic (Part I) -- you'll seo that near the
beginning, it saym he di.a.lectics of revolution 15 our subject.”
You might say that the dialectics of revoluta.ona.is alwa.ys our subject,
even When we discuss Women's Libsxation or contract concessions or
Marcus Garbtey, But Raya also says that 31t is the dialectics of
revolution that is the reason for reversing the title of the new boak
for the final class, making it "The Dialecitcs of Revolution and
Vosen's 1ibération,” and that the dialectics of Fevelition w1l To-
asin the measure of all we do from now on. In fact, this look afr"the
uhole, ‘the method of revolution, is ot only what gharacterised X -r'.f"
" thie talk on Dec. 10, but slso the talk many of us heard in Chicago
on Jan. 27, the final class where Raya jndeed made the dialectics of
revolution the subject of ber talk with all four booke of Marxist-
Hupanism included in the outline. Not only then, but for our mctual
earyist-Husanist Perspectives, 1984-85," revolutionary method was the
subject more than any analysis of the world aitustion st this moment.
So lock at the last three times Hays has given a ua jor presentation.
_Bach one has taken up the sweep of history from Marx, through Lenin
and Iuxepburg, through to our owvn age and the birth and development
of Maxrxist-Husanism. Thps, when it says the dislectics of revolutim
will remain the measure of all we will do;-. it cozes as a major ahto-
nent of our intentions as an organisation. ‘
Tumning to this willetin, there are thres parts in it. Brigfly,

" the(fimt part] "Unchaining ths Revolutionary Dialectic," tries
to gripple with the task that we set out in our clunl--"to become .

prattitioners of the dislectical methodology’ == and preasnts the
ny that tesk was poroo.tvod and practiced by Marx, l.nd then by
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Poat-Marxist Marxists., I will come back to this section in particular
in a minute because it poses somé things that we cannot take for
granted. For now, hold tight to the sentence around which the whole
part revolves:, "When you look now, dig desp to the oceans telow and
you will find you can swim only if you never discount the constant
return to Hegel."

The second part, "The Big Move," presents the philosophic
designation of a whole new epoch, We say it over and over: The
movement from practice to theory that is itself a form of theory.

But this time geography, or “where," tells the story of a whole new

epoch in another wa.y. Whather it was Marx's bi.g moves from Germany

to France to Brussels to England, or the American Marksgts from

Chlcago and away from Marx's American, hmanist roots in the early

20th century, and now in 1985 with News and Letters Committees ;

returning and building on those roots byQuecoming a local) i then' 2 % o 7f
¢Agtered in Chicago, I'1l return to this in a in & different way later, too.léz é ”,

And the tHzyd part: “The Dia.lectics of Revolution and of Reason -
From Marx through the post-Marx Marxists to Marxist-

Humanism OR The Gontinuity and Diszeontinulty between Absolute Metihod
and Ahsolute Idea as New Beginnings the New Book and the Whole of A

‘the Archives." It hes a long title, But i 1s & lesson in how to
make é Bumma.tion of one's age and of one's original conirimution to

‘ revolutionary transformation. Thus, in summing up the new Introducation/
“Overview to the new book, Vomen's literation and the Dialectics of
Revolution: Reachi hing for the Future, ﬁsumin_%p in 8iX moments of the
dia.lecuc. the whole story of the long and arduous road "from Marx

,‘ through the postiMarx Marxists to Marxist-Humanisa" is made. You

may think the Introduction/Overview is about 40 years of writings

on ¥omen's liberation, But because the writings themselves all

heve "The missing philosophic humus" (not just the Political-Philo-
sophic Letters, although it is especially txue of them), the ever more
concrete elaboration of Marxist-Humanist philosophy emerges as & concrete
totality, once a summation is made like these six dialetic moments

Raya singles out: Women's Liberation, the Black dimension, masses

in motion, the return to Hegel at crucial times of world transition,
revolution in permeanence as ground for organization, and the needed
tota;l uprooting of capitaliem, '

It is these s8ix moments of the dialectic that are xade possible
by the "labor, patience and suffering of the negative.” Yet
what it Bays at the end of this section is that "presence”, not Jjust
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"Dromethian vision,” (Marx's genius) is needed (perhaps it is a dialectical

element) for the new of the epoch, And it continues: "that is not because
_ Promethian vision and veaching for the future doesn't help the next

generation see its task. Quite the contrary. That 18 when dis-

‘continuity i not a revision of, tut a continuation with the original

New moment when there were all sorts of new volces and listening to

them was quintessential."'

So with that Introduction, I want us to turn to Marx's

voriginal New moment," Then we will try to see what was it that stopped,

was discontinuous and what reached forward into the generatlon

of Post-Marx Marxisis and into our epoch that helped us see our task.

Since “unchaining the dialectic” 1s the task of each revolutlonary

generation, 1t is the title of Part 1 of this talk, The first

subsection is titled “Yarx Tinpointing in His Age."

UNCHATFING THL DIALIECTIC
MARY PINPCINTING IN HIS AGE
If you haven't noticed, what prevades all of Raya's discussions
a.bout varx is his lifelong return to Hegel, the German Idealist
. philo‘-’oopher whose philosophy, we learned ln Marxism and Freedom, was

. the first to unite history and hugan consciousness. Hegel's recogni-
o ti.on that human thought advanced through an ongoing battle of ideas
" wis haptized. in the French Revolution itself, 1789. Yet how could a °

philosophy such as Hegel's, dialectics, be taken over by the Prussian
s'bate t{owards the end of Hegel's life in 18317 This is the scene
uhich Marx enters, and it is Marx who saw the historic 'hn.n'.\.er in
Hegel's philoschhy.
The historic barriesr between Hegel's age and Marx's, the
overcoming or transcendence of which that allowed Marx to achleve

a new continenet of thought when Hegel couid not, rested upon the
concept of alienation. "Marx holds that Hegel reduces transcendence
to accomodation with the irrational world” is how Raya puts 1t in

_ Philosophy and Revolution. (p. 59)« “In the end, perhaps, Hegels
'Absolute. * far from achieving & wnity of thought and rveality, only

" led Hegel to accomodation to Feality. And the Other of that world
of Beautiful Reason, abstracgit rationalism, is total 1mtionaltty
of the true existing uorld."'/ npc;t!nr words, the struggles of
successive gtages of human coneciousness one over the other ended
in a resolution at the Abtsolute Idea.. Marx saw that by showing
consclousness as representing the hsitory of clmss struggles, you
could show that the enemy against human development was not one
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idea’s fight against another, btut was the kind of thinking that places
the human gutside of consciousness, |

You can read in Marxism and Freedom s#lso that the historic tarrier
that Classical Political Economy ran into was not so different thapl
Hegel's -- it discovered that the wealth of & society comes from labor,
tut 1t was Marx who diecovered the laborers whose consclousness
would create a new society by burying capitalism. The advantage
Marx had was by seeing the birthtime of revolutlons flower and the
true actors in history take the stiage.

What's very new in "Responsibility for Marxist-Humanism in the
Historic Mirror" is Marx's discontinuity from our age -- at the moment
of his break with Hegel and Classical Political Economy. Did 1t stop
anyone else when they read this in it:

",.¥here Marx broke ofﬂin his first open critique of the
Hegelian dialectic, at paragraph 384 of Hegel's Philosophy
of Mindg, you can understand why Marx was compelled to break
off -- because, first and foremost, he had discovered that
new continent of thought inseparable from revolution. The
~ revolutionary critique is the beginning of the Marxian
- dlalectic."(Responsibility, p. 2

How could Marx make an incomplete summation of a pl'nlosophy he was
-r.mscendins, and 8till discover a new continent o!‘ thought inssparable-
'-:;'; from revolution? Is there something in this of the historic barrier

"'.qf Harx's om age?

_ Raya begins at the bteginning and says, "So far as I am concemed,
the new moments in Marx..begln with the vexry first moment in Marx, the
moment of his break with capitalism.”(Responsibllity, p.2) At the
beginning, I think there are three achievements in ¥arx's new
beginni.n that hid the foundation for all future dwalopnent.w

“in 1841, whon he wrote his doctoral dissertation,
hsd not discoverad a "new elenent," s Subject§, that is what he was
seaxrching for. 'I'hus. Marx's aim in writing about an obscure part of
Hegel's philosophy was to show that it was insufficient simply to show
hoH the master, Hegel, accomodated himself to :\aa.lity:

*One must analyze the accomodation not mamly to expose 1t,
tut in order thereby to discover the inadequacy of the princlple
which compelled that accomodation. Only in that way could
the critique produce an advance in knowledge which would areate
the possibllity of a mew beginning.® (RINIXM, p. 122)

-So,the point is he was looking in 1841,

Even before he broke from bourgeols aoc!.ety. Marx brought

: contl:!.ct into the real world by concnt.i.s.‘..ng negation of the negation
'thl,, cgt;gue. (Negation of the negation is 'i'.ha moving principle in
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Hegel.) As a newspaper editor of the Rheinische Zeitung, Marx wrote to
a colleague, Amold Ruge, in 1842

"He must not be afraid to oriticise the world ruthleasly. I

_. mean ruthleasly in the sense that we must not bs afraid
of our ovn conclusians and equally unaffild of coming into
‘eonflict with the prevailing powere., The world has long
had the dream of something and must only poesess the
consciousness of it in oider to posses it actually,"{MF, p. 53)

Again, revolutionary critique is the beginning of the Marxisn dialectic.
That was Marx's first achievement.

Then after Marx's btattles against prass censgﬁhi An defense
of the correspondent fmm the Moselle region, ’fgainst the numerous
laws against wood theft, he broke from bourgeois soclety, he commited
himself to its overthrow, and he 'be&ﬂ by going to the workers in
Paris and became "practical in the Marxian sense of'practical-
critical-revolutionary.'" (RIWIKM, p.125) It reflected Marx's
discovery of the worker as that "energlzing principle” he was
loocking for. 4nd in fact, the draft of Critique of Hegel's Philo-
sophy of law was the first open declaration of the proletariat:

"'As philospphy finds its material weapons in theé' proletariat,

so the proletariat finds its spiritual weapons in philosophy;
_..and once the 11gh%.ng of thought has struck deeply into this
- naive soil of the people, the emancipation of the Germans

‘into men will be accomplished,'"(RINIKM, p. 124-5)

'_ ' 'Ihe Introduction was published in early 1844 and reflected Marx's
.'a_econd achievement -- discovering the proletariat as a revoltulonary”
Subject.

_ The third accomplishment happened at the same time with the
publication of "On The Jewish Question." In it Marx held that civil
emmdpaﬂ.m or equality for Jews would only be the first step at
real smancipation which Christian soclety needed des;:&’ntely, too.
Nothing short of a "revolution in permanence" would do.

In late 1844, Marx wrote what we dall the Humanisi Essays.,
Engels credits Marx with having laid out the foundation for Historical
Materialiem in them, So by the time Marx comes to Hegel's Philosophy
of Mind in The Critique of the Hegelian Dielectic, he has mede a
foundation in 1) critique, 2) the discovery of the revolutionary

~ Subject, the worker, and 3) the concept of revolution-in-permenence.

If these Wwere the foundation for rarx's new continent of
thought and revolution which he spent the rest of his lifetime
dewloplng,' how would completing a critique of Hegel's philosophic

system in Cutique of ths Hegelian Dialectic sexve Marx further? Not
that I presume that Raya would answer that, tut she did recognizge that
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Marxie goalfwas a conscious ane

"The real question 15 this; Is it poesible for another age
to make a naw beginning upon Hegel's Absolutes, especially
ateolute negativity, without btreaking totally with Hegel?

Marx did not think so." (PxR, p. 45)

In other words, one must work out the tasks of one's own age., We
missed that in Philoes and Revolution 50 we may have misseqd Raya's
retum to the matter of discontinuity again.where it comes up again
in the Perspectives. The title of one of the sections in 1tlshou1d
have been a strong hint: "The Atsolute Method -- The Unchained
Dialectic.” This is what 1t said:

“That movement from theory becomes the uniqueness of Marxist-
Humanist philosophy and our original contribution to Marx's

Farxism. That happens to be exactly where Marx left off in

his critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Mind, once he discovered

his new continent of thought and of revolution." (Perspectives, p. 23)

I think this is why Raya stresses so heavily that AYsolute Method 1s not
Atsclute Tdea; it 1s the road to the Absolute Idea. The Idea is
Marxist-Humanism. The reason is because, shegsserts, "You cannot
step over Mstoric berriers even with a Promethian vision." (p.10)
It would take the birth of new passions and new forces to do that, an
N idea Marx recognised, tut has only come to be with,  for exa.mple',
the youth as revolutlonaries. (What's new here, too, is the way
Raya shows that the youth personify a revolutionary Subject taking
" the historlc stage, who represent Marx's bequest to us, a reaching for
 the future.)

' The lapses of time between the periods when revolutionaries
madefptums to Hegel are noted in this essay. Thirty-one years
from Marx's death in 1883 to lenin's search for a revolutionary
way out of the morass of World War Cne, and 30 years from Lenin's
death in 1923 to the breskthrough on the Absolute Idea by Raya in 1953.
Those gaps also represent historic barriers. The first return to
Hegel by a Post-Marx Marxist in the first generation of them was
Lenin. So it 1s to him and Rosa Luxemburg that I'11 tum in the, .-

: r T
second sutsection, .’ ha.%-,way ret to Hegel after . S AR
coe R ot e W 11 A

THE HALF-VAY l%gm B mai ik it N e

For that firsi generation of Marxists after Marx, it wasn't
enough to have an energizing principle. They "listened to the revolu-
tlonary unorganized woxkers" (p., 2-3) -- yet "held onto the political
revolutionary aspect without any concern for philosophy." For
Luxenburg, her profound sensing of opportunism in and treak from
Kautsky was not extended to an understanding of "how - total was the
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lack of comprehension of Marx's philosophy of revolution that would
extand beyond any single question" ~-.like nationalism or the Morocceo
incident. Her stubbomrmness ocn the national question -- holding there
18 no revolutionary struggle besides the proletariat's -- is obwiously
not Marx's. PBut what it paralleled was an attitude to the dialectic
not fundamentally different from lenin's when it came to a universal --
organigation. Lenin's retum to Hegel to discover the revolutionary
mothod in Marx (Lenin turmed to criticizing all Marxists for not
understanding Hegel’s Science of Logic and therefore parx's Capital)
led to th® creation of a concrete universal for his age in 1917 --
the :ﬁvblutiona.ry government would have to be raled to a man, woman and
child, Yet so indelible was the stamp of the Second, Marxist
' Intemational'a etglomism that Lenin did not make
'y catogory. a concept of his zet,um to Hegel by publishing his
_hgloBoL_Lc Notebooks. (Please see item #29 of the Archives exhibit,
the first page of Haya's tranelation of Lenin's Abstract of

Hegel's Science of logic.) An encounter with organim:tion would

have followed.

' For Luxemburg, though she could come 8o close to reestablishing

the Marxian revolutionary dialectic as ito analyse the 1905 Russian
Revoh:'u,'én "in her ovn age as a new kind of revolution that Marx
foresaw after the defeat of the 1848 Revolutions of his ovn age, and
though she could raise the question of spontaneity of the masses as a
necessary ingredient for revolutionary orgadsation, ehe did not make
her own btreak with Kautsky "into the kind of universal that otberscould
~ recognize and acoept.” (RINIKM, p. 119) Her universal remained as it
was in her summation of the 1905 Russian Revolution - stepping into the
‘poriod of open revolutionary struggle dspended upon m*.mportmt

conditions Mnity of the Party. (This is from her address to the KSDLP
in 1907.)

'That left the 30-ysar gap in the develcpment 6f the revolutionary
d.ulectic from Lenin to our own age -- another historic tarrier. What
Lanln could not see was Stalinism as a new state-capitalist age,
lﬂ.s .;hilosoglﬂ.c Notebooke could even be used by Stalin against

- Bukarin in facticnal delates instead of as historic mirror to be held
. sgainst what he had vamed -- & return to capitalisa. (See item #23 of
“the A;chivu exhibit, the original published analysis of "Ruisian

' s State-Capitalist Soolety” by Freddie Forest.)

It was on the question of national lUberstion that Lenin
cronted another concrets univerysal flowing from his encounter With

o

B
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8-

Hegel -- that naticnal liberation could be the "basclllus” for re-
volution by the indusirial worker. But if Lemnin did not leave the
philosophiec Pumus for his political breakthrougis, & new zovenent
from practice to theory, the Third World revolutions today, helped
close the 30-year gap., Yet it only brough ud to the threshold of
the Idea, The third subsection is therefore called "Creating

8 -~ Marxist-Human:Lsm.'Q Elease go back to the Perspectives
where the bppdsition to transcending a historic varrier is posed at the
time of the Bolivian Revolution in 1952:

"A new sense of objectivity cried out to be released, tut

none were there to embrace 1t as two kinds of subjectivity

engaged in intemal tensions, inevitable but nevartheless

diversicnary from the objectively developing new situation.

Ve were nearing the eve of 1953, that is to say, the philo-

sophic breakthrough in the Alsolute Idea, which saw in it not

only a movement from theory but from practice which led to

recapturing the philosophy of Marx's Humanism and the departiure

of those who refused to go beyond the theory of,.stat,?-cp. 1talism.
\\@rfp

w
p o
R ’ ) T i"; ) 7, ‘ 1
(Pexspectives, p. 15) w”‘&{' 3700 s S #f\c@%ﬁ ﬂq
Yet just because Raya did go.op + i 1 gypwm - & f \L@
I % 20 S A
into the Philoso of Mind M 9 |
A YT a i s .
matter of meeting historic barriersi¥hem rd¥elutlon abo
in the 1960s -- at 1ts highest point in France, 1968 -- there were
_ those who did not agree on What our unique task 18, To those, Raya
wrote 'The Newness of Our Philosophic-Historic Contribution and stated

-tha.:. :.m'oretac preparation is "on the cne hand,the strictly philgsophic
-4 WA
i 5 in a comprehemsiveness never attempted Yefore, and, on the

other hand, 'Economic Reality and the Dialectics of Revolutiom*
appearing in 8o varied, contradictory foms as to fall to measure up
to the challenge of our era.” What Jumped off the page when I resd it
this time was thibss

Y. .slanin didn't foliow !hgﬁl into the EMMEE!E of Hind.
Marx, who did, left the analysis unfinished as he pursued his
thoroughly original discovery of Historical Materialism., It did,
of course, reappear as he split the Atsolute intc two in
Capital. But where it concemed ‘dirxect’ contact with Hegel
as the latter was tracing a PIOcess, & philosophic process,

Marx happened to have broken off after he reached paragraph 364,
though I didn't know this in the exhilaration over Stalin‘'s
death, when I chose to begin analysis of the_PHilosophy of
Mind with paragraph 385. %p. 3

It 45 ironic that "Richaxd" to whon thie was addressed was
paking an equation between Marcuse's and our philosophy, It was
against Mao's state-capitalist politics that Raya used “Iwo Kinds
of Subjectivity.” (Please seo lten #96 in the Archives exhibit, the
dissident Chinese translation of 'The Challenge of Mao Tse-tung.")
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But sho begar by working it out in relation to Marcuse who missed the
Marxist-Humanist method behind the recognition of atate-cnpiulmluﬂ “}‘ﬂ%‘{h
Although the Frankfurt School, of which Farcuse was one, began as qj’r
a "critical schoel,” "ecritical"” became an avoidance of Marx's critical
revolutionary-practical activity. On the other hand, 1960 was the be-
ginning of the recognition "that theory and philosophy are not the

. same." (“ee item #84 from the Archives exhibit, a letter from 'arcuse
to Raya and Raya's answer in 190 during a#f perlod of ongoing correspon-
dence between them. ) Back then first with that, correspondence with
arcuse and then in the atﬁtio Tﬂo Kinds of Subjectivity” in Marxism
& Freedom in 1964, the ground was set for the “plunge into paths
untrodden even by Marx and Lenin.” Practically that mvolutionary
eritique of Mao, of Mercuse and of Bicl\ard mgant thats no. longe W

VA AR Y AL 5 '/l
countenance state-capitalist theoxyy without Ha:ﬁSt-ﬁmnanfst 'phil op %//

-

a btarrier wWe are only now coming to ‘terms with conceptually. I say that
because 1969 when The Mewness of Our PhiloSophic-Historic Contri~

bution was written was also when the Raya Dunayevskays Collection was
assembled and presented for all to participate in -~ the Archives,
And only now are we having an encounter with Archives in a way that

_ in the most@hnim—ﬁgc&%anww sets off our contribution from

all others; Slowever our theoretical grasp of the epoch
we live in and the new forces as Reason can only represent an unchalned
dialectic when it 1s summarized as concrete and universal. For us
now, our concrete universal is March 21 and it is to that we must
turn., Thus, ‘o the second part of this talk 1s called "The Big
Lecture,"
THE BIG IECTURE
It shouldn't be any surprise now that the next pullic presenta-
tion by Raya will again discuss the whole, Our flyer will say: Raya
~ Dunayevskaya, founder of Marxist-Humanism in the U.S. speaks on "Dialec-
tics of Revoluticni American Roots and World Humanist Concepts.” With
this lecture, we are coming into a realigation of what Detroit as
Subcenter means, as it was posed as part of "The Big Move," First,
let's be careful to note that Reya observes "high tech has now shifted
the center (of News & letters) eway from what was the CIO and the UAW:
Detroit." Yet what that acknowledges is that a legacy of Black, women
youth and labor struggles runs through Detroit, Our foundation in
four forces of revolution as reason (a concrete universal) reappears
today as . youth opposition to a police state inthe schools, and,to-
ndm\t a5 Blac k women challenging the male chauvensinm of CiviliRights

~—~lomders ar a FMartin Luther King commen
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leaders ar a Martin Luther King commemoration, and the next day as
immigrant, white and Black women challenging Sweatshop conditions at
© US Auto Radiator, and the next day after that as thes unemployed challenging
the state bureacracy. All these come through the paper and local activity.
) But not only is that Detroit "culture." "“How fares the coricrete
universal philosophicaily?" is B question We must work out again and
again. Put another way, "Dialectics of Revolutien: American Roots

and World Humanist Concepts" is the conrete universal

We must grasp over 35 years since it was posed as our goals in Marxism
and Freedom, and how have the;} been enriched? The six dialectical monments
posed J.n"'mapmsiblity for Marxist-Humanism in the Historié Mirror" each
were there a.'t the beginning, an? each have self-developed to the point
where, unlike the Trllogy of Revolution, & fourth bock, Women's libera-
tion and the Dialectlcs of Revolutioni Reaching for the Future presents
them as a new beginning, a book about Marxist-Humanism's method,

It should be added here that there is a summation in the minutes

by Reya where she reiterates, or rather subordinates the idea of
Historical Mirror for ."perscma.l responsibllity."” Although the Big Move
l.ndth:ls part o:!‘ the meeting on Dec. 30 on personal responsiblity took
"up Chicago tasks, the nen-geographical nature of "where® as a philosophic
degignation of the epoch means we can inslude ourselves -- as members,

as a Detroit local , as members-to-be, I mean whether “personal

_ responsiblity” or "historic mirror" is the idea in front of us, wnechaining
' the dialectic is our goal, And laying the ground most importantly and
executing technical arrangements for March 21 is our practice of that.
3 As an example of the ground we want to establish, I want to take
the final dialectic, the need for toia) upreooting which Raya says we

meet in the Iniroducation/Overview where it takes up the fourth part

of the Book, "The Trail to the 1980s." If Varx didn't leave us a pajth '
- through Hegel's Philosophy of Mind, he did leave us Mind as Action.

At the moment he created Historical Materialism, the man/woman rela-
tionship was posed as the measure of a truly positive, humanist

socliety, beyond vulgar communism. Marx's activity as a mind in action
extended all the way to his last decade where the man/woman relation
agein was the yardstick for freedom in primitive and modem society. This
. pﬁct!.ce of critique which knows no enclave, no separation between
Life and science, today is expressed as a whole Women's Liberation move-
ment that began its discussion of the dialectic with exriticism of
the Left -- the male chauven§it Left, Marx's last decade likewise
sulminated a 1ife of development as Philoscpher of Permanenct Revolutlan
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Cma:ting Ground for Organigation to the point where hw criticised
the Marxists of his day in the Critique of the Gotha Program for
posing a program that compromised on its vision of a new society. That
legacy meets a Women's Liberation movement that has seriously posed
the question: Can organization be the pathway to llberation?
However, it is only Marxist-Humanism which has net Ma {
practice of philosophy of revolution. Raya completed the turd “to the
Philosophy of Mind. Can there be a single mougmentfuﬂ':m ‘eritique o2 F”W"’

movement from-practice,, grganization )lé \o%er ~of—the day, At
the dialedtics of revolution? It hasn't happened yet, tut that is t
goal which we want to accomplish on l.a.rch 21 and in all its raml-
fications,.

Treexhibit for the Raye Dunaye\rSkaya. Collection and the March
21 lecture, or our view of it, likewise can be the "place" where this
goal can be begun anew, that 15, to bring the age to an understanding Iﬁ
of 1tself. Already, I have tried to illusirate this talk from
examples from the exhibit, Of course, it is not merely something 5\ %, : \ﬂf’
that will be in the gallery of Reuther Library and then disappear. ”'i"é’\ ﬁi
\

It bas not come into being merely by appearing, and it will remain *%“k
 SubJject or Method for our unique historical organizing before,

© during and after the lecture. There is not a toplc and no p /‘#J\/S% 38
revolutﬂ.onary pa_.t/thway -- or concrete universal -- that throough

the exhibit. Who will we bring to Reuther Library so thet they

can merge their own experiences and Subjectivity with Ha.nist-}lmanism's"
And ho¥ can We mach out to people to make that merg ce on Maxrch 21 in
a way that establtshes ground for membership in the organua.tinn of the
Absolute Idea -- Marxist-Humanism? We have gotten a great ¢ .sist from
Raya in this discussion toWwards those ends,




