SpECTAL INTECDUCTION FOR JRANIAN EDITION OF MARX'S HUMANIST ESSAYS

by Raya Dunayevskaya

Because there ig nothing more exciting than addressing revolutionaries
in an ongelng revolution, I feel very honored to have thls opportunity, in
1580, to Iniroduee Iarx's 1844 Econoaic-Iihilosophlc ianuscripts, which opened
an entirely new continent of ihought and revolution that Marx names '"a new
Humsnism, " The year that I was first able to publish these Humanlst Essays
as an Appendix to my work, larxism and Freedem, a quarter of a century ago,
coilnelded wlth the Hungarian Hevolution agalnst Russian totalitarianisnm
celling itself Communisn. Tnhus, both from below, from an actual proletarian
revolutlon, and from theory, a today-ness was shed upon these Essays that had
+ lain on the dusty shelves of archives and had never been practiced. Because
what the contemporary world nseds most today 1s & unlty of larx's philssophy
of liberation with an outright revelution, we must re~examine what it is that
Farx had meant when, in his greatest theoretical work, Capital, he had
declared "human power 1s 1ts own end"; and what, in his very firvst histcrical
materialist analyses in 1844, he had meant by saying "communism, as such, is
not the goal of huran development, the form of humen goglety"--what the goal
is, is the creatdon of totally new, cla.ss—less, human relations. .

When you turn to the Essays on “Irivate 1roperty aud Oommunism and
the “Critigue of the Hegelian Dialectic,” you wlll note three things at once. .
Flret and foremost is that the analysis of labor--and that is what distin-
guishes larx from all othexr Socialigts and Communists of his day and ours--
goes much further than the economic structure of soclety. His analysis goes
to the actual human relations. Secondly, it was not only Hegel who larx
stood on his feet by uniting, instead of separating, thinking from belng.
It was also the "quite vulgar and unthinking communigm that completely negates
the' personality of man," Thirdly, and above all, iz Ferx's concept of labor--
that it 1s the creativity of the laboxer as: the gravedigger of capitalism
which uproots all of the old, Vhether ca.pita.lism achieves the domination of
lebor through ownership of or through control over the means of production,
what Farx focuses on is this: any "domination over the labor of others" proves.
not only capitalisn's exploltative but perverse nature. To further stress the
Perverse nature, Farx says that the whole of capitalism could be simmed up in
a single sentences "Dead laber dominates living labor." This class relationship
transforms the llving laborer into "an appendage to the machine."” Here i=s
how larx expresses 1t in the Humanist Essayss

“irivate proparty has made us so stupld and one-sided thai...in
pPlace of all the physical and splritual senses there is the sense
of possession which is the slmple alienation of all these senses....
The transcendefce of private property is, thorefore, the total |
freeing of all human senses and attrlihutas, "

It 1s here, io make sure that one thercly does not jump to the
conclusion that the abolition of private properiy creates a new soclety, that
Iaxx rejected the gubstitution of one form of propcrty-~state~-for privete
as any solution ta the problems of expleitation. It is why he rejected.

"vilgar and unthinking co:m:nunism," i‘ocusing instead on WO other problems:
1} truly new human relations, the "new Humanisn" in place of communism; and
2) the totality of the uprooting of all old relations so that the dual
rhythm of social revolutlon--the abolition of the old and the creation of
the new--would run thelr full course.

In order to fully grasp Marx's Historicsl Materialism, the foundation
for which was 1aid by these Humanlet Essays, let us tuxn to the history of
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larx's day as well es of today. VYhat we see, Tilysi and foremost, is that Marx,
in laying the foundation of Histiorical laterialism, was alse creating the
theory of proletarian revolution, the dlaleectic of liberstlon. larx's groatest
discovery--his concept of labor vhlch revealed the laborexr to be not just =
force of revolution, but its Reason--meant tha® the proletariat was the
"SubJect,"” the Universal Subject that was not- just a product of history, but.
1ts shaper, negiting, i.e. abolighing, the exploitative reality. The
exploited proletariat is the transformer of reality. It is here that liarx saw
the core of the Hegellan dialecti:, naming "the dlalectic of negativity as

the moving and creeting prineiple,”™

In actuality, continued linrx, thero lies hidden in Hecel 5
Jhenomeno]ogx of lind "the movement of history." The mystical vell Hegel
through over it must be removed, but far from turning his back on philosophy,
larx transformed Hepel's revolution in rhilosphy into a philosophy of
revoluiion. Which 15 why larx held that "Humanism distinguishes itself both
from ‘Idealism and jaterialism, an¢ is, at the same time, the truth uniting
' both.. (and) capable of grasping the act of world history." '

- “Grasping the act of world history meant'that -he had to procia:lm

mvolution in permanence’ when he saw that no sooner had the masses helped
the bourgeoisie gain victory.over feudalism 4n the 1848 revolutions than- the
bourgeolsie turned against them. And when he witnessed the greatest revolution
‘in hls time, the 1871 raris Comiune, and saw the masses take destiny into
- thelr own hands, larx declared that non-state to be the "political form at
last discovered to Hork out the economic emancipation of the proleta.ria.t‘ "
As larx expresseﬂ it:. .

"e shouid especially avold rewesta'blishing soclety as an-
abstraction, oprosed t6 the individ.ual. The individua.l is the tha
- goelal entitv." :
larx raieed the question of revolution in pema.nence ' not only for
his day but as-the wzy out for all unfinished revolutions. No age ‘can under-
stand that better than’ our own, plagued both by tra.nsforma.tions intc ' opposite
.after each revelution--such as that which saw the f:lrst workers' stats that
arose from the Russian Revelution tum into the sta.te-ca.pitalist monstrosity
that Russla is now; and by the a,"borting of tocay's revolutions 'before ever .
they come. to completion. ’

The question 1s: lhat happens after the first a.ct of" revolution"
Does conquest of power assure 2 class-less society or only a new class
bureaucracy? Our age, which has witnessed & whole new Third Yorld emerge from
the struggle agpinst Vestern imperialism (U.S. imperialism most o:E‘ 'all) in
latin America as in Afriea, in the liddle East as'in Asia, needs to demand
that “grasping the aét of world histoxry! means spelling out total :t‘reedom.

Here again, larx can 1lluminate our task in the manner in which he
spelled out how totai must be the uprooting of the old and the cireation of
the new. He turned to the most fundamental of all human relatlons--that of
man to woman. In it we see why Marx opposed both private property and “vulga.r
commuriism's

"The infinite degradation in which man exists for himgelf

1s expressed in thls relation to -the woman as the spoils and
handmald of lust. For the secret of the relationship of man

to man finds its unambiguous, definitive, open, obviocus expression
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in the relationship of man to woman, and in this way, the direct,
natwal r=lationship between ihe sexes. The direct, natural,
necs~sary relationship of man to man is the relationship of
man_to woman.

Clearly, "each of the humen relations of the wprid--seeing, hearing,
smell, taste, fecelinm, thought, perception, experience, wishing activity,
loving” must transcend mere equality, a nceded first achievement but not yet
the needed total reorgenization of human relations. Abolitisn of the old is
enly the first mediation. "Only by the transcendence of this mediation...
does there arise poasitive Humanism, beglnning from itself.”

As one follows farx's view of total freedom, one can see how far
beyond technolegy larz's philosophy of revolution extended. Long before the
atom wag split and out of it came, not the greatest productive force, but the
most destructive A-bomb, H-bomb and N-bomb, larx wrote in these Essays: "To
have one basls for life and another for sclence is & priori a lie," With .
Hiroshima, we saw what a holocaust the lie of sapargpting the reason for being
from the reasoh for scientific development can become, Now, with the eruption
of the world~-wlde entl-nuclear povement, we can see all over again how urgent
1t is to siudy and rractice Marx's new continent of thought., As the great
English poet, Willlan Blake, expressed it, nothing is moxe binding than -
"nind-forged manacles." Let us finish with those manacles once and for all.

Tt is with the striving for such a manifesto of total freedom that
I, as Marxist-Humanist, express my solidarity with the Tranian revolutionnries
as we' all aspire to a new internationalism, The struggle continues.
' November, 1980
Detroit, Mchigan




