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Not So Random Thoughts On:

WHAT IS PHILOSOFHYT WHAT IS REVOLUTION?
1789-1793; 1848-1850; 1914-1919; 1979

I

It sounds so abstract, so easy to say, w1th Hegel, that
philosaphy is the "thinking study of things®, Bai% s&rely sounds over-
Slmpllfled to say, at one and the same time, that "Nature has given
everyone a faculty of thought. But though® is all that phxlo ophy
claims as the form proper to her process ..." (Pira, 5) When, how-
ever, you realize that this is the Introduction to Encyciopaedia
of Philosophical Sciences; that it was written after the French
Revolution, which made popular an'aotual."pérmanent revolution" -=

_no revolution is ever its first act alone -~ you can begin, Jqust
.begin to grasp the meaning of Hegel's ﬂrpr9331on. “gecond. negati-
vity." #Furthermore, hegel had not found articulation that easy
‘until after:E Fhenoménclogy of Mind, until' after the Science of LOElC.
until after ‘he'tried to. pummarize all of his wor ke._inuludlng_the
2, 500-year history of philosophy.- ‘fhen, of course, you realize
<whyy whén Hegel is speaking of philosophy, it is not an abstraction,
that even though . he 1im1ts it to +thought and not activ;ty, he can
conclude in that very same Introductlon:

‘nPhig divorce between idea and reallty is a favorlte'
device of the analytic understanding in particular. Yet
strangely in contrast with this separatist tendency, its

. own dreams, nali-truths though they are, appear to the.
understanding something true .and real; it prides itself .
on the imperative 'ought’ which ‘it takes espeolal pleasure

_in prescribing on the field of politics. As:/if the world
had waited -on it to learn how it ought to be, and wag notil™
C (para. 6)

And that same paragraph further stresses that "the Idea
~is not so feeble as merely to have a rlght or ah obligation to
axist wlthout actually existing,”

\-.

When a new ob1ect1ve gtage arose in 18##-18#8 which was
proletarian,and not juet semi-proletar;en as with the enrages of
the French Revolution, the young, new. revolutionary philosopher
and activist, Marx practiced Hegel's Idea of freedom by realizing
it in an outrlght revolution. He had told his young Hegelien friende
who were becoming materialiste: You cannot become & true new Human-
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ist by turning your btack on Herel because he was 'both sourgeois and
idealist and beczuse he limited the revolution to a revolution in
thought, The truth is that Hegnl‘s dialectic was not just any iden,
‘but the :Idéa of freedqm,-and must.,therefpre.-ilrst be realized in

an actual material way. We must be specific and shout out loud

who the forces of revolution gre., What the Reason of revoluiion

is. And how we can achieve freédom., I, said Marx, say it is. the pro-
-letariat, because they are at the point of production where all
things are created. I 'say that in issuing the challenge that will
cause the wholé capitalist world to tremble, "we need teo unfurl a
“totally new banner of philosophy:- as well as o6f revolution., And the -
phllosophy of revolution now' -- that is, after the bourgecisie has
hetrayed us in this 18&8—9 Revolution, and it is necessary to depend
only on cur own forces /hust be’ "REWOLUTION N PEPMANENCE.“ (Address

tq. the Qommunlst League, 1850)

T

1 -

Thla revolutlon in permanence. ‘he continued, 'is not -’ the
generality it was in. 1?89-93.. Thls revolutzon in- permanence is‘on
the basis of these néw forces of révolution, and this new philosophy
of revolution I unfurled in the Comminist Manifesto dealt with a
total uprootlng of the old, & total creatlon of the new, showlng not.
only what we are aEalnbt. but what we are for, In a word, even though
we have now challenFed not ‘only the mode of production but also the
form of the family and dqg 1nto “the fundamental relatlonshlp of man/
wonman, we must go further into -the dielectics of ravolution y i,e,
into “the.dislectic of negatLV1ty as the moving and creating prine

01ple" of Hegelzan phllosophy. (Crlngue of the Hegelian Dialectie,
lShb) T o C .

Internationalism is no% telling other nations what to do,
It is solldarlzlng and fraternizing with those sent to shoot you --
and havihg them turn their guns on their own officers, F;nally, in
very nearly the last work of Marx -- the 1881 Freface to fhe Russian
edition of the Communist Manifesto -~ that permanent revolution gets
spelled out.on a still higher 1eve1 -—-that is, lnternationally as
well as natlonally,-vlt is there that i+ is concretlzed as the re-
lationship between technologically advanced and technologlcallv back~
ward countries -- i.e,  that vackward Russia could have its revolu-
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tion ahead of "West Europe” ~- provided : 1) the revolution is accome
plished within the context of Eurcpean revolutions; and 2) the new
forces, in this case the peasant communes, are never out of context
of both internationalism and dialectics of liberation. The Idea is
the power Lecause it is concrete; it is total; it is multi-dimen-
sional; and at no time iz the Individual made just to tallaend the
State or "committee, " Rather, let uz never forget the principle:
"the IndividueX is the social entity" and society must never again
be counter-posed to the Individual, '

II

Marx had. spent something like 45 volumes in expressmng
hlS thoughts. 1n participating in revolu?zons, in leaving a legacy
that was the very oppns;fe of an heirloom. Instead, the new conti-
nent of thought became the ground for all future revolutions that
would be filled out anew with aver-richer concrete and with ever-
greater forces -- men, women, children of all colers, races, natlons
-- until we finally have achieved that type of total revolutlon and
that type of total uprootlng. Surely no one was more prepered, was
more- serlous. was more experlenced to help create .such a total revo-
lutlon than those who had "made" the 1905 Revolutlon - Lenln. Luxem-
burg and Trotsky. And yet, and yet, and yet..., )

lemes WOrld War I, ‘and the shock of the 51multane1ty of
1mper1allst war and socialist betrayal is so everwhelmlng that one
and onlx oneg -- Lenin -~ says, if I could have been so misled and
considered that betrayer, Kautsky, my teacher, something is alto-
gether wrong with my way of thinking. - And while I will not stop
shouting "down with the war -- turn the imperialist war into civil
war,” I will never again be satlsfled wlth the "correct analysig"
of a political situation without flrst dlpglnp into Hegelian dia-
lccticsy It could not have possmbly been an accident that Ma“x.
Marx's Marxism, was rooted in Hegel.-- and after having broken with
that, he returned to develop Hegelian dialectics into the Marxian
dialectic, And so this great revolutionary, Lenln. spent his days
in the library studying Hegel's Sclence of ng;g. and his evenings
rreparing for revolution.
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What did Luxemburg and Trotsky do? They surely were as
revolutionary as Lenin.. Theytsurely opposed the imperialist war.
They surely were trying to prepars for revolution. But without that
rudder of philcusophy, what cameg ous of it? and.in this case, be-
cause Iugembufg has no.party on the scene today, but Trotsky does,
it is onﬂTrotskyism that I will now concentrate.,

Trotsky counterposed his. slogan "peace without annexations"
and "mobilizing the proletariat for. a struggle for peace”.<to Lenin's
slogan "turn the imperialist war into civil war® which Trotsky re-
jeeted, What was even worse was Troisky's rejection of Lenin's

statement tha the defeat of your own country is the lesser evil,

/T confess that having had a veéry warm spot for-Trotsky --
and he did mean-d great déeal’not only Tor ny ‘Féorganizatidn but
for the generation ‘that had to donfrént Stalin -- thére'éera‘certdin
expressions in those years 1914-2917 that I just couldn't get myself
to quote. . This opposition to wantifg the defeat of one's own coun-

try was.such an expression’? - . I : ' .

_ ", Listen to Trotsky on the Russian Internationalists trying
to achieve a unity, first under his peaqe_Slogan wpich Lenin fejected.
‘and then on Lenin's slogan which Trotsky,rejectgd. ‘Heﬁe is what
he said: ‘ o A N B ‘ N

"Under no condition cah I agree with your opinion, which
is emphasized by a resolution, that Russia's defeat would
‘be z 'lesser evil'. This opinion represents a fundamental
connivance _with the political methodology of social patriot:

_ism, a connivance for which there is no reason or justifica-
tion and which substitutes an orientation (extremely: arbi-
trary under present conditions) along the line of a 'lesser
evil' for the lbevolutionary struggle against war and the.
conditions which-generated this war.” o ‘ ‘

v LI am(quoting'fhiéifrom TThe Bb1éhéviks and the World War .
by Gankin and Fisher.(Stanford University Press, 1940, p.170.). I

first read it in Russian in Trotsky's own work, War and Revolution,
The Fall of the Second International end the Preparation of the Third,
first published in Moscaw in:1923, We must remember._howevér. that
the period covered .is 19}4¢1917: that Trotsky's specific article

from which I quote above was dated Paris, Oct, 1%, 1915, That ar-
ticle was part ;of whaf"tﬁaéePMéeréts who had not betrayed and who
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tried to reconstitute themselves internatiohally/'not on the basis
of Lenin's revelutionary strueple of "turn the imperialist war into
¢ivil war", but on Trotsky's "strugele for peace"e~ wrote, Indeéd.
Trotsky was Speaking in such general terms that he opposed theqégmigg
,0f Liebkneeht specifically, saying: "Such a personification of tac-
tical evaluations, conforming to German conditions alone, was inap-
propriate in the given do-ument. Upon the insistence of "the whole
commission, it wes withdrawn,” Thig is why such pseudo-universalism
is-the way to skip over concrete realizations of freedom, Yet; iq
his 1919 Introduction, Protsky stressed the ihtefnationalism and re-
peated that: “The March revelution liguidated these differences,"

BUT THAT IS NOT TRUE. THEORETICAL DIFFERENCES ARE NOT
"LIQUIDATED". JUST BECAUSE, IN FACT, YOU ARE A REVOLUTIONARY. Quite
_the contrary,  Once the heat of the battle dies, the déviétioné?f;qm
Marxism first come to plague you. -

The truth is that the theoretical difference reappears ..

in a most horrible Fform gxactly when the next new, objective situa-

tion arises, -You must then dig ﬁo? new ﬁhilosophic'depth on the .

- ‘basis of.the 'highest theoretic’'as well asg practical point last reach-
gd. If, instead, you remain without a’' philosophic :pdder; the sup~
posedly “correct” political analysis becomes, if not' outright counter-

-revolution, definitely né more than tail-endism. That was true
of Trotsky in 1905, Tt wasn't true in 1917 only because the one he
then tailended was Lenin., But it becane dangerously true in our era
as all the opposition and'gréat fights against Stalinism led only
to tailending Stalin once World War II ‘broke-out, .

IIx

Perhaps, I ‘shouldn’t have asked only what is philosophy?,
what is roevolution?, but also what is anti-imperialism? Does the
taking of low-level personnel’ from the U, S, Embassy in Teheran and
designating them as CIA agents ' shake up +the Amériéan empira? The
truth is that neither Khomeini hor those students could’ have helped
Carter more in achieving higher popularity than that'éllegedly anti-
imperialist act, therevy dulling the mass struggle against U,S.
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Calling oneself a “Follower of the Imam" does not constitute a
revolutionary act, no matter how many times one repeats thut this
is anti-imperialism, Nor does self-flagellation constiute a revolu-
tionary act, no matter how many times those who commit it call upon
the revolutlonarv youth of the U.S., who had previoucsly participated
actively in the anti-Shah movement, That kind of pseudo antm-. -
perialism, such as the taking of hostages, opens no new stage of
revolution, Rather, it initiates a retireat from the orlgznal revo-
lutionary perspective. It may give Khemeini a “red” coloration, and
it surely helpa him divert from the grave new contradlctlons in Iran
itself, but it does nothing to solve the increasing crises since he
came to power.  The havdshlpe on the masses intengify, The unem-
ployment is greater. 4nd so is 1nf1atlon. As the Sheng Wu-lien,
Tound out, durlng ‘MaoVs Cultural Revolutlon. whloh they at flrst
heartily endorsed because uhey thought it meant the dlsplacement

‘of the bureaucracy: “The more things change, the more they remain
the same.,"

_Joncrete, in ‘the Hegellan sense of the syntheszs of di-
verse elements dnte a concrete totality, would show that,- by no means
c01nc1den+a11y. the occupation of the Embassy paralleled the comple-
tion of the counter- revolutlonary Constltutlon. ‘Yes; -the’ maseee
are anti- Jmnerlallsu ‘but Marx didn't.say that Just beoause‘thé-
masses were anti-feudal and -the bourgeolsle was leading 'a revolution
against feudalism, . that therefore the ‘magses should follow the bour-
geoisie, Quite -the .contrary, He Salds We were with the bounge0151e
in that first act of overthrowing feudalism, .but now count us out,
Not only that. It is high time to deepen and develop the strlctlx
proletarlan tasks,

Luxemburg understood that very well , and applied it not
only in Russia in an actual revolutlon. but tried to bring that con-
cept of pure class etruggle to Germany. And yet,, when a new objec-
tive stage arovse -- imperialism -= and desplte all “her prescience
of that exploitative stzge, she did not work out a new unlty of
force and reason with new revolutionary forces, that is, the revolu-
tionary nationalists f1ght1ng for self-determinatlon. Lenin had to
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begin separating himself, not just from betrayers of the workers,
but from revolutionaries who would not see the new concrete, whether
that was a new revolutionary foree in another country or his own.
¥hat he had learned from the Hegelian dialectic that made him so
sharp against his ocwn Bolshevik colleagues was that overthrow, first
negativity, was not enough; that you must now see that counter-revo-
lution cah arise from_within the revelution itself.

This and this alone made it possible not to stay at over-
throw of Tsarism and bourgecis democracy calling itself "socialist",
though headed by a zo-called socialist, Kerensky, and even supported
'by genuine revolutionaries, Just as now, the Trotskylsﬁs +think
that they are +the true revolutionaries in’ Iran because they hyplen-
ate the neme Khomeini with Bazargan and thus talk against capitalist
government, ‘as well as outshout anyone else in anti-imperialist

Glogans, so did the Bolsheviks before:Lenin réturned 40 Russia think

that they were pushing the revolution forward by -their critical sup-
port of Kerensky. It becomes 1mperat1ve. therefore, to teke a -
second look at these stages: Pebruary to. Aprily April . to Juns; . .
July~August full counter-rpvoluflon; October, As soon as. the
overthrow of the Tsar cccurs, and whlle this great, historic,.spon-
taneous outburst dhieved what no Parmy ~= Bolshevik 'or otherwige -~

-could-achieve, and though it was unant¢01pated by Lenin, he by no

means let euphoria'overrun him, Quite the contrary. ‘He had al-’
ready grappled with the Hegelian dialectic;  he had already analyzed
the new stage of imperialism, not just economically but seeing new
forces of revoluti iong and he already began 16 work out what became
State and vaolutlon. that is to say, have thé perspective of not
only overthrow but the total uprootlnguaso»that ohly -when production
and the otate wonld bhe in the hende of the wnole populatlon "to a

man, woman, and child" would it be a new society.

Clearly.‘when he'afrived in Russia in April, 1917, it was
not 1905 ;1ogans == either his or Trotsky & -- that he was repeating,
Rather, it was reorgan1z1ng hig whole Party on the conception of
State and Revoluf:on. Once that became “the basis for all the acti-

vities of the Party, there was no aeparatzng the revolution from the
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philosophy of revelution. But the masses wanted to go still further,
directly to the conguest of bower; they underestimated the forces
still in power, and it was the beginning of all the counter-revolu-
tionary moves that still passed themselves off as revolution, ac-
cusing Lenin of being a German =py and saying that is why he called
for the -end of the war. The relevant point for us today is that
when outright counter-revolution was initiated by Kornilov so that
one still had to defeﬁé Kerensky, thé'ménner in which it was done

- has all the- answers against tailendism. It was at that peint that
vhether it was the creation of a revolutionary military committee,
which- permitted no transfer of guns to the front unless they approved
it or whether it was such slogans as "All power. to the Soviets,"

or whether 1t was "Lend,- Bread. and Peace", there was nho way
whatever to confuse that Party with any: other.

Contrass. thi to what everyone frpm Trobskylst to Qaddafi

is saying to blur. those new grave contradictions within Iran, the
“diversion from what threatens cmv111zatlon as we have .known it -=-
preparation for atomic war. Qaddafﬁ and Khomelnl and General Zla
-may think the Niddle East as they. define 1t will be.the graveyard

of U, Se 1mper1allsm. Nothing could be further from -the truth. - Just
read, : please. Orianna Falacei's interview with: Khomelnl in a recent
1ssue of the New York Times, and the one with Qaddafi in the cur-
rent issue (12/&0/70) Just listen to that demagogue, Qaddafi, try
to take’ advantageﬁo¢‘the fact that supposedly there is no government
because there is no Parliament, and supposedly.it's a collectivist
socgety because i+t calls 1tse1f Jamahiri &, which means "a. command
of/people.” Is it they who dElee everythlng? No, even the word,
committee, unless it's reanutlonary -~ and the word revolutlonary
means total uprootlng. - 1s not the equivalent of destiny being in
the hands of the puoplkl that is to say,with control of production
in the hands of the workers. And so must the state be in their
hands, To claim that there is no "government” because there is no
Parliament; +to cla;m that Khomelnl and Qaddaf1 are "Just one" is
fantastlc. When you came to that retrogr9531ve a stage, even if
you are a Maoist whc was once a revolutionary and did lead &
national revolutlon. you have done nothlng but’ spell out the “new
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stage of state-capitalism,

What new retrogressive stage are we in now, when religion
Asurps also political power? First it was the Little Red Book of
¥ac. And now it's the Little Green Book of Qaddafi. And what part
of the Korazn wili Khomeinsi embody in some brief sayings that all nmust
repeaf?

.

It is not a question that a leader must write fifty books,

or Lenin -~ and I'm sure that Trotsky and Luxemburg wrote
as many. It is a question of being éeridus about revolution and
therefore the ﬁhilosqphy of revolution, and béing responsible to hig-
tory, which means men and women shaping history., Mo, you cannot
throw-out philosophy, and indulge ihn sloganeéring. _Even a good
bourgeoi.s Philosopher, at least in the stage when the bourgeoicie
achieved its revolution, .a good Lutheran like Hegel, who insisted
all his 1ife that he believed, had to submit to. the dialectic drive’
of philosophy and subordinate religion to it, All his protestations
notwithstanding -- ang “revealed religion" is pretyy high in the
sphere of the Absolute s hothing can change the fact that it isn't
the highest; that philosophy is, Needless to say, that revolution
in thought initiated by ‘Hegalian dialectics - wasg transformed by
Marx's new continent of thought into reality. Ever since then no
revdlufion was successfui.that wasn't arounded in a philosophy of
revolution,

Every generation of Marxists must work +this out concretely
for its cwn age., The fact that our age is in such a total crisis
makes it all the more imperative that we tailend no state power,

-~ Raya Dunayevskaya
December 17, 1979
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