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THE SELF-THINKING IDEA IN A NEW CONCEPT OF AND
RELATIONSHIP TO THE DIALECTICS OF LEADERSHIP,

~ AS WELL AS THE SELF-BRINGING FORTH OF LIBERTY
N\

", ..phllosophy appears as a subjec- ".s.safter labor, from a mere
tive cognition, of which libverty is means of life, has itgelf be-
the aim, and which is itself the way come the prime necessity of-
to produce it." life; after the productive
forces have also increased with
",eeit ig the nature of the fact, the alle~round development of
the notion, which causes the movement  the individual ... only then
and development, yet this same move-~ can the narrow horizon of bour-

ment is equally the action of cog- geois right be fully left be~
nition.," hind and society inscribe on

-=-Hegel, Philosophy of Mind, its banners: from each accord«

paras. 576, 577 ing to his ability, to each ac-.\

x ' cording to his needs." - S
wuMarx, Critigque of the :

\ Gotha Program

- _ T / . . ',: .
I. *The Power of Abstraction® ﬁ(?),/g/) o

11, The New in This Year's Concept of the Diglectics Lpﬁﬂ

of Leadership .
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3 ialectici as rojec \ :

THE PROCESSﬁa/ﬁ w Type of Collectiv;ﬁies, New\Concept
of Leadership; the Absolute Method g

"Mhe conecrete totality which is the beginning
contains ... for the transcendence of the op-
position between Notion and Reality, and the
unity which is truth, rests upon this sub-
Jectivity alone.®

-~ Hegel, Science of Logic, Yol 2. P. 477




L T ) o
-THE SELF-THINKING IDEA IN A NEW CONCEPT
. FHE DIA qgigs,OF LEADERSHIP

M X .
ar r_5¥é;§ +e .philosophy app g
gggnit;on. f which liberty is the ai
itgelf the ‘ e
a " is3" the naif:;]of the fact, the
caugés the movement/ and development,
vement equ the action of

——

th
ognition.”

It is not only the title that is abstract and
8 a, but the whole context of what I will present -~
long, long before I come to the concrete question of

the dinlectics of leadership ~- is going to be abstracst,
In fact, I'm going to make "pure” abstraction of the

*”5i§§¥fﬁgh;nking:;aea. a veritable Universal, because I

" .winted, first of all, to WEEN firmly establish that
‘-nyﬁé Splt—!hiﬁking Idea does not, I.répeht.does not,
féééﬁ'xgn thinki . | Forget wha? I never siop repeating
“n the eritique of Hegel, that 1t's not Ideas floating

o ‘ ilosopher
in the upper regions of the ‘ heavens that

- tnimkty 1% is pEEBLe wae ‘think, 7}y

ig tﬁtélly wron;djﬂ U« ﬁé serious about tracing thd A4L(
Logic of an Ideaﬁ:ogical conclusion. Therefore,
instead of any gerson, including what was primary to

Hegel, philosophers, thinking, I want vou to face the
Idea'izsg%f_thinking,{E{EE)devéloping it to its ultimate.
At this point, remember how often, or rather, how rare

it is that you think something throush to the end. Indeed,

%ﬁl‘,{{,/ lﬂ.-r-:ﬂ H-'_z.’ \f—"'L'_/,L_)

Py T4 T
if you do follow %ﬁ;¥abstract . .\‘ydu'll probably

wind up sounding like an absolute idiot, or a monster.fﬁ»pkﬂ

will only end up by proving that the Idea is no

-"fwr'




Universal, Ideas "think,” not sequentially, but

gonsequentially, related to other Ideas that emerge
out of nigtoric ground, and do not care where gll this
might lead to, including ‘transformation into opposite,

. And yet, it is precisely because| it is abstract; it's
(éggéiééiijﬁi&?@é& it goes to the ultimate without caring where
this leads, tﬂﬁt we can see what Logiec does to a concrete :
Idea, It is this type of Absolute Method that Hegel had
in mind as he was reaching the conclusion of the Absolute
Idea, and said all truth is Subjectivity and Subjectivity
~_ alons, It is philosoplhy.and not philosopher, and if that
i7;11050phy ig ravolutionnry and if that Idea is the Idea

o:r Preedom. then a new Humanism will firat arise

u;t"/(ok a Marx to see that and only then could we talk about
' w hole person #ho 1s not just personality but 'Bubjectivity‘

i .  ,--- .body. emotion, thought es a totality that is bound for
. 'a new ;lourneyn the NNCEIRMEGGMIENMINOI absolute movement .-
w of becoming, It is this "poWer of abstraction” )
== this is Marx's, npt my phrage -~ that Ma &
: early in the very AlaEnetankmo®® Capital on the most
concrete thing of all, a Gommodity. *& introduc"ff/ -

it’iri the very Preface of Capital, before ever the reader




mprobla today is what is @ in our comcept of

Leadership? And what does it mean that this subjectivity
alone contains the truth and MikNSEeMs with it subjectivi ty

has absorbed objectivity. It is this new sens 9‘511
—_— s g .

(gb'jectivi_'i_:y ‘that our are is the first to understan
i.e. to understand I\-';ar:xj_s,/
meaning RN NNEREEY in distinction from Hepel's.,

Just try to concretize this in higtoric terms and you

A

a
will gee wha [ﬁard and very nearly impossible task that
]

i76./ For example, when I first tackled the gquestion of
Hegel's meaning of subjectivity in that
™
sentence, I hardly went further than ‘class,;class
distinction, I refer to the section “Two -Kinds o
Do 4

Subjectivity” in the new chaptex;f,n dded to M&F,

that wasn't exactly what I meanty sga>what I was trying

to bring in which was new was the distinction between two

f t .
kinds of M g -~ Leninsand Mads=- I d:@@-t really
T A " " oy .

)
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20th century the world had peen three and only three

guch creations: Descartes ;nd deke; Kant and Hegel; ard
then kMarx aloneg v~.:r“*;';:ﬁii'b”vt‘*'And it was his(JQdﬁﬁgj
creation that would persist uﬁtil the end of capitalism,
so that every other philoéophy. incduding Existentialism,
WNSEENORRX must abide b};;' that. it was some help, but

I immediately began to t@ke strong exception 1;2 Sartrés
putting Kant and Hegei id the same category. So far as
I*m concerned =-=- anﬁ in %his both Hegel, fro;\%%gigggﬁig
BNNNNEER ond Marx fRom i’nis)will support me -- it isn't
that Hegel didn't appreqﬁate Kant‘iiﬁféhat he denied that
Kant was the’ first to béing the dialectic into the“moderm”
age -~ i.e. the age offindustrialization and the French
Revolution, It is that Hegel felt that the beginning

was not redlly the ¥

that the ngw age posed,

of them, /Kant as much as Descartes, in order

"gtop dead” at what was new, but rather begig~'




exactly what Sartre does in combining Kant
- ) {[/.J\"‘}f"t'
and ended up being Kantians, Aot Hepel

y

was also the period in which he broke with Feuerbachian

materialism and its non-comprehension of the dialectic

: skipped over
as the moving force. It wasn't that

either women or culture bﬁt the very totality of seeing
all as new beginning led him to break also with Hegel to
whom this was just abstraction. The only peint Sartre vas

right in, outside of the generality of the rarity of
P cLétﬁaHin
philesophic creation, waF the recognition(élllllli t only

lasted a moment Before he returned to Existentialimm)#ﬂajtf
conclufing \that their faddition¥ ~

Lot

all who deviated

y
of what was\neﬁfwas not/a deviétiontnt a mere guestion of -

what was new today ﬂhat;Maxx héd n seen, only me

) g
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n the question of how abstract thinking, without regard
to consequences; @t € make sure would think that

thought through to its logical oonclusion, the best "ax
Lukacs"'

may be tie following in relationship to imzkawt Ermmkumtx
aaking a universal catogory of the worl totality. I have

1‘{ -

often referred to it as wnong of course. and in private

conversation stressed the fact that Mfrcuso should heave
ukacsek
dedicated his One D ional Man to IZmeka=m since it is
Lukac thought*
really ¥mEkus who ever since 'reification of/budmxt end 'totnlity"

has craated the humHé for just that type of one-dimensional

&hought, Bu%%t took & bourgeois liberal intellectual Marshall
in his\lengthy article
Berman/in ke

# most cenoretely? .

ides of jgjg;;jz aoqﬂghing %o which the question of freedom

becomes ‘purely tactica,’ because 'freedom cannot represent

8 Qaluo in itself': the only real igsue is whedher the Commw
Party, incarnation of the working class, holds (the totality

oX powsr, f these ideas were brought together ~- the

drinity of tgﬁg;&fy. orthodoxy. inoarnotion ~= they coul ono: 

a theslogy of total oubnission. a netaphystpal undertow 1t
might well be strong enough to drown all Lukacs's dreams of

1iberstion.”
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/’ﬁll’ jﬁ;o}:}dd}% to atx_:oa what happens when one like
Lukacs runs unabashedly to his%yp_mm'_ﬁ logical
conclusion, Once he decided, way back in 1919-20 that the
*update” of Marx’'s principle about the reification of labor
he would work out for @reiﬁcltion of thought, it led to

that idbtic conclusioh, arcuse took this one step further,
publisghed

to his age of the 19508, up to 1960 itself, andAMNENE O

Dimgjho&l_ﬂm. . Nevertheless, he then skipped rudderless
to the absolute opposite extreme of accepting Youth, no

matter what they did,and Black as if Angela Davis was that

representation of Black, So what are revolutionaries

doomed to if thought, too, becomes reified? Marcusds next

. answer was the unoritical Soviet Maryigm, and Lukacs' last
o work, Sgcial Ogtolggz meant the acceptance of the most
‘ ‘uni.que. very specific capitalist category,

developments. Let's use #hese abstractlons as the
context in which we reconsider what we mentioned as
our main proposal on the 3iweekly; how we mean to prepare

] Appalachi
for it by a trip to.Kentucky /as well as Mexico, and

CEENMEEERS to the new strike in steel as well as to Spain
and even India. And with SNNSNEEN cach M trip

we developed ‘a\ new collectlva)

1%L g "Abaolute ueth%%...(means) obiectivols univorm o
made from the Avsolute...the progess 1s therefore no't & k_

is the beginni

" talit ; oombeins,’
e he concrete ot e g Foality and"the unity whs,oh

n ou'anc. “of the opposition between N 10
o rests upon this subjectivitv alone.”




aaﬁbi-woeklr;next yearcﬁﬂﬁ;the

iin"rnational trips with the new%tyb
n thel immediate task, now thaet we i‘lrlaily : a\f M_B. of

I .
ng dmwxk to work out, i.e. cgnoretizeythe meaning
& the last REB neoting.‘f%ﬁa% if one doesn't

"A 198% Vj.ow" of chaper 12;one
as « founder of Marxist-Humanism,

Hére ;/ what N meant:
' n his last deca
Aaonaider Marx’s "new momenta"/ ong

sped at turning points of hig

$he faot that Marx now deocides that that tha nooumulation
of capital is n verual. He does not mean Méad4 that it

i3 no unive s 1 talism, He doss mean it is no univeraal

for the wo oountries can expesrience other forms of

devolopment even then he qualifies it by saying that
they must do it together with what the advanced capitalist

ooﬁn_triog#‘dg_.__
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2 dc
c %Q onclusion in hig final decade wag the revolutio
an actgally take place first in backward Russ "
;n gdvanced Germany,

Vi e e n

ia rather than

1&3: important of all iss

e

4y, -~
: The multi-linear human development demonstrates ne lil\\\‘

I , n

/ atrq&ght line i,e. no fixed stages of development, The Iroquol

i

!

women, the Irish before British imperialism, the aboriginies
in Australia, the Arabs in Africa, have displayed greates’

TP VRIS Y. SN LU

intelligence, more eguality between men and women, tﬁﬁé the
intellectusls from England, or the U.S.A., or Australia, or

pe—

France or Germany.
( The Efégjrorm of d&yelopment is highegja higher Egggmof_

juman 1ife than class soclety, though the former teo thzud
1,1:&1055 ltnrfggwyggﬁg;§E‘f1 :

el
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oy
as well as mentally then even those considerped goenises 1like

1ike the artisis,
C&)r for that matter turn back to when he first discovered

that new continent of thought and of revolution and broke with

' papitalism in 1843, when “\ ocalled for "revolution-in—pernanmoo" ’

not only in order %o uproot the old sociedy, orgo
a‘revolution in permamnce\\ln exery face%ud@-dovolop- -
ment.

%hen 1+ comes to taking responsibility for the yuilesophy
of Marxist-Humanism in when we are aiming for nbth.’mg

short of actually helping to tranaform the objective ntem-i

tional situation, here are the problems we 'ace.

) Why was 1t that the 1905 Revolution which oortainly"* X
international impact and certainly made Lenin most con-'

E scious of Asia,"&i‘rica;at best,was thought of as ‘india.’«'v‘,;,‘
Knd. ir. anyone thought of Egypt. it was only becnaso the i\ ' e
: ‘Greeks wore there, and ‘it was half "l'lediterranian"? : l

Why was 1t that RL so far in advance of all othari

.80 novingly dsscribing the Kalahari Desert
(

) @Conldn't
the spontaneoua unorganized masse
to act in a revol tionary way mas
love 'I:he Mncept was pradomi
: .hi _oaop _y ia both morg an(
“decision
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" to eruption of actual revolution.

/ﬂf@take the question of the preparation for transforming
N&L into a bl-weekly, and together with it the nitty-gritty, .

most concrete question for all -- the pgia.l That is
t/ /
actually the greatest determinant as “to wheth e do know how

I3

to gell the book not as salespeople but as founders of l!arxist,-
Humenjism. |
/ﬁ*ven zore ceritical n the question of doing uonothin; as

Marxist-Humanigt founder is the ques'%on _ﬁf that ecial End
; )q

which seems to be its exact opposit ,tﬁ,a.factf-’

that the whole boncapt of & workera) per that would be not
‘ ) desire

" only a form for|whe . workers 8RY, axn® witrt gould equally ',‘.

be one where the ﬂ ellaectusl would find not hone ‘o'_q"

G

&.very new £esp r%m Mphilosophy' { no

"’“‘

‘un-"elievabl fantastic to us, E—ﬁrﬁ $1 .000

it wasﬁvon to%

n.




e

130

'

The sharpest oxpresaion of theory is METHODOLOG! nnd
let's never forget that METHODOLOGY ia the result of tha com-_d
plex interacticn of 1.)soeial base 2,) theoretical analysis and
practioal activity and 3,) the BTRUGGLE WITH RIVIAL. TENDENOIES
AND RIVAL METHODOLOGIES, ‘

‘'The point about all of these concrete tasks outlined
for this year(snd some for next yeah is that they mast be
tosted by the Absolute Dialactical Method, The question of new

naw book-to-be on *The Dialecties of the Party™ and, most

iuportant of all, the retézgigggggg:philoxophic beginning or
“the =delayed outline Mark sketched for. futur’
--G-—-——;gg.-.:-—-—--'ﬂu._—

and aubmitting to that type of teat"by 1)




