POLI?ICAL PHE..GSOPH.C LE‘:’TERS 0 nu'.n BUNA\‘EVSKAY&
Nawa & Lemm, 2832 E.. Gmnd Bivd L
- T Delrolt m 43211 B

fPhllosophlcﬂThaoretlc Po1nts.of Departure as. ?Olltlﬂal
Tenden01es Respond to the Obaectlve Sltuatlon :

Dear Col eagues:‘“” o

. Thln welcone 1o the new. NFB lnClUdEna Of cource. all its me,
bers and not onlJ those ‘who have became NEB memhers for’ the i;rst

A tlme._lxt is. ‘being wrltten on the centenary of. Iarx dlSCOVGrV of

. still newer moments of development in life and in thought’ as h
l) rEdd MOrgan s Ahcient Societys: 2} VlSlted Al?erla and became aware
“of what we ‘now. call the Third World; and 3) PrOJQCtEd the: 1dea that‘
MThe historlcl LQndency oi Capltallst Accumulatlcn .E;:°° cnaracter—"
istic of technologlcally developed Western capitalism -~ need not be;
" the only path for. the 'so~cailed. backward' ‘countries. - On. the Cﬂnt“arJ'
conc1uded harx. a becxward country llkP RUSSla could achleve a revo—
lutlcn ahead oi the West and uhereby new out stlll another ya*
“revolu+1on 1n permanence. :

. . Lo Iiwish to develop this in theﬁ*onﬁext of HeSEI'S Abs °1“t95'
‘on the one hand, and. on. the. other hand, new-" forces of ”evolutlﬂn and
Reason for our age: “Here®are the three subheadingst I, The Syllﬂﬁlsm
in the Doctrine’ of Notion and its Impact on Lenin in 1914, ‘and on: th?
Johnson-Foreet lendency in 1950-53: IT. ulalcctlc medlation and Ab-
_ solute Nega+1v1tJ; III. Hegel’s Ab solute ¥ind- (paras.. #5750 5?6. 577..
of Philosophy of mind); the: Forcee sf Revolution as ‘Reason,. as: they _ '
* - aie: analyzed in Roga: LuxembunFwaomen‘s Llheration and Merxlg_ﬁﬁiler“ﬁ“
sonhy of Revolutlon., ' :

1 nn taklng advantagn of the’ fact that we’ “do not yet have, -

'f;:t“e 1uw beo in hand, wnieh wlll ‘plunge’ us 1nto so many activitlcs-

that we're hound bo fbrget "abetract" phmlo ophic pOiﬂtS of departure.

Ironic or otherwiee. the +truth 'is that I have ‘suddenly bccome ‘enmesh-

ed 1n thoge. poinus af departuro, not hacause I was: readinp Hegﬂl-

hut because I. relt the inadequacy of tha sectlon on ‘the. Youth 1n the

Perspectives Thesis. Bocauge I.felt that T had "ehortchanged" them. :

I suddenly thought that if the three central categories of the syllo-




_gicm'aQ7Uhiversﬁl;,“af%iéu1ar, Ihdividuaim-~¢cbﬁ1d be*ﬁdrkéd'odt-”
:w1th uJL as +he Urlversal, the P“G as the Partlcular, and Ida ruller
-as the Ind1v;dual, as-a new woman columnlst for the Youth' Fage, . :
.1t would "so1ve my problem. It 13 true thgt I dec1ded 1tkwouldrbe
)wrong to do any suah tnlng.'51nce we would have to have ar ninlmum
_:Df onp year 3 actual experlenue and testlng agaxnst *he bb}ectlve szl_a

;iuaulon., MQreover. new aspects w111 surelJ energe as, o
Bocs. & developmen+ under the 1mpact of “the new. book.x I dld, y
,;fever, find new dlvcrg;nces from Grace on the polltlclzatlon of the
:gESylloplsm. an analygls whlch orlglnally had thrllled nﬂ':reatly
;:when, ln 1951, Crace had sald that lt Slﬂnlfled uhe enu of “the Oppc«
' 31t1on between ob;ectlve and suhaectlve. 5 I related thi 3 ekpresslon
to what Lenln had exnerlonced as ‘he. read that sectlon durlng Wor1d '
_War I. It had led o the Creat DlVlde 1n hartlom.

'“I TH: SYLIDGISN IN THn DOCTRTN? OF THZ NOTIOH AND ITS ImPACm ON
ENTN IN 1914, AFD GN Th JOPNSON-PGR 397 TEADENCY IN 1930—53

. o Grace? 1951 phllosopnlc 1etter read: i suspect also that
‘;1n *He dév'loument fvon ‘Judgement to Sylloglsm g contained the: de-
'ivelopment Ilcm tne‘party “of 190¢ to the Sovietl of: 1917._ ‘The Syllo-_

 -ff1sm destroys tne OppOSltlon of sub;ect1V1tJ and obaect;v;ty,_gx“

: I must have dlsregarded the phrase "iron the party of: 1902
uhe Sov¢ets of 19177 -~ i,e.c Grace = n011t101zat1on -on_the. quesmft
't1on of - thn Party qs parallellng the central categor;es .in the Doc-'
trlne of the Notlon -n-but went the distance with: ~the. sentence "the
”“Syllowlam destroys ‘the opposition of subaectxv;ty and ob;ect1V1ty,J;:

'Lgespec1a11y as it'related to the-way Lenin had worked: it out: The

"self—developnent of Lenin on- that section of the: Loglc and its con~'
f‘tral categcrles. Dnlversal, Fartlcular, Inle1dual (which I have de-'
_veloped both in BEarxism and Preedom .and in °hllosonhy and. Pevolutiog)
© illuminates thc whole guestion of process. Let's follow that:_""
“L) Lenin s first: comment on: reachzng Doﬂtrlne of Votlon wasn "A good

Lway - to get a headache.._.;n

2) .In nloddlng through it npvertheleas. he then iound only one thing
“with which to agree: vi*h Fcael - Fewﬂ"s ﬂttac¢ nn tha auneriic;al
way pnllosopherg have of expreSﬂlnn U—P I as: “All men are mortal.
jGaius is a man therefore Galus ia mcrtal S B
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oorer 1'-eaol'neci the flnal.sectlon on_the Sy;loglsm

-fthan out pou“ed tremendous aprorlvms aa'seen in: the Suatementsﬂ'ﬂohe
e of- the darxlsts for the past century. have understood Marx!‘" -Inr-
V_deed he followed-up these P‘otebooks with an artlcle 7"0n.7D“l alec‘tn.cs

seue w1th “npels, thoueh he forgeve‘hls not over-r"

tlc by stau ng that Engels dld

Grace 8 polltlclzatlon of the' novemenu in the: Dootzlne7othhefx
Notlon. aa parallellng the mOVement fron the Vangugralst party con—.hf

;cept. 1902, +o the recognlblon of the epontanelty of the masses in
".creaﬁlng the Sov1ets. 1917, did not answer the problem that she '

thought she wao anewerlnn; that 1s. whethe“ Lenln was breaklng w1th
_the vanguardlvt concepts.7 By sklpplng over the questlon of the Party;
we .ean nelther understand the tragedy as the” early. bureaucratlzatlon o
oi the workers state unfolded. ‘nor grapp¢e w1th why Lenln wg51§¢11 :
re’ylng ‘on’ uhe "thln tratum" 4% Lenln 8 own expr6851on laof the' .
Bolshev1k Party. desplte all the orltlolsms he 1eve1led agalnst'fhe
leadersh p 1n hlS dlll.. o _ S :

hau: 1n mlnd ag- I worked on the P
I returned to the exact quotatlon 1n Hegel wne e"G

;made her oomment and found that it was from Seotlon I (Subaect1v1ty)

"of Doctrlne of the Noblon,'and that Hege] then subaected the SyLlog—'
glﬂn to the experlence of Seotlon II (ohgect1v1ty), \ € “
arrlves at the xdea._ ‘Thet is to saJ. dlalectlcal medlatlon becomes
the key 4o all the "experlenoes" “the Sylloglsm goes through.' Indeed,
when I worhed out the Sylloglsm ‘in ‘95 it was’ not as it was” devel—
ed 1n the 801ence of LOFlC but as 1t appeared in the Phlloaoghg of
11

II DIALHCTIC MFDIATION AND ABSOLUTE NnGATlVImY

in my Letters on the Absoluta:xdea. in- whlch four?pagésiere' -

devoted to the Philogophx of h;gd, here- 18 what I wrote:

"Here,'much as I try not once again to Jolt you by sounding
pe if.I werse exhorting, I'm too oxcited not to rejolce at:
what thi's. means Iog i, Tmok Tr1l stick close to Hegel and
-not &° off for visits wzth Lenin and Marx. hegel savs thatum




”_the two appearances of the Tdea .
2form;of either the- Commune or- the SOVLets)‘cnaraCuer*ae
ig) AnrA un1f*ca~

‘trenh quoted npara #5?7

The Self—audglrgof the Idea mto 1'1.5 o appearances‘ ;
;'characterlzes ‘bothias" its” (the sele-know1ng reason 1gY. mani=. -
‘;Iestatlonen and in it there 'is 'a. umflcatlon ‘of.the; two aspects:

coo== it 'is the. nature of the fact, the notion, hlch causes the.
 ‘movement and development, ‘yet- +hls same movemenu‘le equally~~\
- the actlon of” cognltlon .;.“.»- ’ i

o It becomes neceeeerﬁ to stress here=f0§éf,éﬁaﬂdY?igééaiﬁﬁ;f.iie
that 1 had not a. s;ngle word to say then ,avout t;ew l ;
Sov1ets or any form of organlzatlon.' On the contrary.

I then conoluded: "we have entered uhe new °0015tvr'.

Phllosophloally.:wnat nappened waa that Grace had been so en-.;e

thu51astec about that May 20 1e ter. and had “asoed how new. hls-f
EQEAEQELE_QQL hau been my 51ng11n6 out of the movement irom nractlce
“to reach the new soc;ety. that she- plunged mnto one of her hyperbolee
to - say that what Tenin's Phlloeophlc Notebooku had done in’ creptlng
tﬁe Great DlVlde 1n harxl m 1n wGrld Vigr I, my. 1etters on the Abso-
‘1Ute Idea-had aohleved for our age _lt was ev1uenu;y at thet p01nt
-ubat all'hell broke 1oose as CIR Jemes not- only aid not answer my ‘
¢etters but ordered Grace. who was . in- Callfornla.‘and wbo had halled
those letters so enthuslaetlcally. to return to New York at once.n_
Tbey bobh then dec1ded that I should not demand any dlscu351on of the -
-;‘letters Ffor the tlme be1ng.j and that I was to start the practlcal E

: # ‘1. should call attentlon to the fact that those 1etters, dated May
12 and May-20, 1953, use the" expreselon ‘Absolute’ Idea for all: reie-i
rences to the Absolute. While that is acceptable in ‘géneral, it is -
. necessary here to be more precise by dlfferentlatlng the Absclutes: .
“in the Phenomenology, Hegel used the expression “fbgolute ] {nowledge;
‘in. the §,§_Lﬂ_r£9_.2_____g_1£. *i% is articulated as. Absolute Idea; and-in
the Philosophy of kind, it emerges as ‘Absolute Nind, Tt is especi-
-ally imporiant to Stress this here because the flrst 1etter on the
“‘Abaolute Tdes {May 12)-is mhere ‘T took-issue with L anin: for having iy
g said that the final paragraph in the Solence of - Iopic doesnit mattér. .
"Grace then took issue with my rexhortation”, which concerned me. e= FERp
nough not to continue the criticism of Lenln.Instead T followed He-
_melts advice. . That ieJ:reallzed that Hegel had not finished:the to=-
tallty of his philosophy - and had advised. his reader ‘that he must now .
rzo “to Philosophy of Nature and PhllOSO hy o Tiind to grasp thatl toval=--"
o ity.  Sce Aro ives on deposit at Wayne ate Un;vers;ty: Volume III,
" Section I, E. (,"71?07) and - Vol III, Sectlon-t. c. (. “1595)
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Preparatlons far the July Gonventlon.} He . seemed to do 11kew1ae."5“
51nce he‘“ad to ledve for hnﬂland' he' ; _

RS

B Paragraph #5?5 seems merely to Suate the ohv1ous,
of the books hegel wrote — LOFlC. Nature, ﬂlnd. The seccnd para—
graph (= '.“’”‘ 51nce M1nd 15 the medlatlon

lunged out agaans+ "sys»ens" and Ior med1at10n. be auee phllo-

In 2 word, e1 hag now ueparted ir m both thirff
as sportane1t 0r~vrac+xce, ‘or- nature as 1f theae vere;

he could STlli keep eway irom maklnf hls dlelectlc 1ntof ny

ironted w1th, a8 replacement fnr Loglc.ls tne self determlnqt;on of

the Idea_and tﬁe seli- brlnslng'forth of llberty.' In a word. nieaeh:
case. nedlation. as i§:N +ran31tion polntrto somethlng_elve.:stops as

vie’ have: reached the totallty of hoth 1nward1z1ng and spontanelty

‘5ture\ Heg el replaces. LOF*C. but w111 not tall us what to do.




. snlf'KHOWINg raqson (#577) is. that Self-trlnglng forth’ of lxherty

which is cﬁncrete,lvhlch ls everywhnr presenu, whznn is’ conutantly
develoblng._ . St : R . . R .

For any to whom 1t may seem 1nccngruous to have included
fForoes of Revslutlon as Reason“'ln thls Sectlon III on Hevells

the revalutlonary nature of "negatlon of negatlon.!

thdt most revolutionary dlalecﬁlc -~ *“negation: of negatlon —-.by des.
; mystliylng it and revealxng Aits obaectlve1y revolutlon y nature., AB’

Marx kapt developlng hzs own contlnent of . thought and of revolutlon.
he s:.'tua ced "negatlon 0... negatlon“ by declar:.nsr 'l:hat tne 18‘1»8 Revo-"
lutlon needed furtner development ds a Frevolutlon in permanence. :
It is thls whlch Rosa Luxemhurg. Women's Liberation and Marx's Ph11o—“
sophy ‘of Pevclu+1on declared to be_“the ahsolute challenge to our
aee.ﬂ;. mhls Sectlon III on Absolute Nlnd extenda thls by dlsc1931ng
how ﬁhe belf—Thinklng Tdea is mOV1ng toward a new unlty w1th ther‘
Self—Brlnglng Forth of lenrty -— that movement from practvce that is
tself a form of theory and thus beeomas a revolutlonary iorce that

o B -

] Where forces of revolut;on ere Reason, Marx -8 demystlflcan“
tlon of double negatxon ‘and 1tq artlcuTatlon as. "revolution in: per-'_
manence“ demands that 1t not bé left Just in: the f£ield of theory but
becomes ground for‘a new’ organxzatlcnal form =~ indeed. for.seli-de-
vclonmgnt of the Inleldual.:] t is for thls reason ‘that in all “three.
books ~~-mara1sm and Freedom and Philosophy and Revoluiion as well as
"Rosa LuxemburgJ Women's Literation and Marx's Philosophy of Revolu-

E iﬁgﬂ; -- " I'traced thosc forces of revolution through three decades,

as they cnntered around a. noew gcneratlon ‘of revolut;onarles. both as
Youth and aq Labor from under totalltarlanlsm calllng itself Commun-
1sm-‘or the Black dimens;on in *he U S. and in Afrlca; .or‘a whole

L § feit hegel dcserved one littlo escapa after creating so0- historlc
a - revolution in philosophy, so I didn't include, .when I quoted #5??.
that final sentence, which reads " The eternal Idea, in full fruition
of itsa'essence, oternally saty itself to . work, engenders and enjoys
itgelsd as ahsolute mlnd -

B
- l
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Z,Inew Third. Wor1d; r.the new world iorce of “evolutlon - WOwen s'{
'-L;beratlon, havlng leaped from an Idea’ whose tlme has comg to a

jFMovemenm.

-how w1ll you show thﬂ wor1d thaf eiave | Thumb.NWLM - T

- gar Zrom remaining only in ita. hoho-ist origins, 'is’

-:%ual roadway locally, nationally and 1nternatlonally. to get
to the future?. A future that will be non—exploltatlve, non-

iiﬁ;gta nqn-“aCLSt, w1th truly and totally new - human rele—.f

Take such a sxmple dﬁte ‘as the early 19503...wh1ch saw also

the .very first revolution in Latln hmerica, Bolivia's from

Womtern imperialism. - How do you p*ﬁ“oﬂn'—tc progecf tha+ .

_1nto the struggles ‘against. Reaganlsm in El.Salvedor in. *he- U, s7

For that work -with the .Spanish-speaking dimension,”we have -
_-hoth Merxismo vy Libertad and Filosofla y Revolucion:as well

- Bs: cur-bilingual pamphlet on the "Unf*nlshed Lﬁtln Amerlcan
(Revolut:onﬂ“;and much more.:,

_ . The follow1ng week thls ‘wWas followad wlth suggestlng to-
the: Women‘s L*beratlon-News & Letters Commlttees the add**'on of a
 ”new paragraph o Ghapter 8ot thc new - book on “The Task tnau ‘Re-
;_mqlns to be Done: the Unlque and Unflnished Contrlbutloﬁ oi Today' s
Women's ulheratlon Movemnnt..; I asked that,- to- thc thlrd parapraph
'from the ﬁnd. Wthh crztlclzes the old concept of xoman as "help«'
- mate," we adds - - o

Quite ‘the- contrary. History proves a vcry d1 erent truth,
whether we. look at Februery 1917, where. “+the- women were the
ones who initiated “the: revolutions. whether we turn further
- back to-the -Parsian: Revolutlon of 1906—11, where ~the women
‘created the very firgt women's soviet; or whether we- look to
“our own. age in the’ 1970s in Fortuzal,’ where Isobel do Carmo
raised the totally new concept of agartldqusmo. It is pre-
‘cisely berause woments liberationists are both rcvolut;onary
force gnd Reason that they are crucial.: If we ars to achieve
_success in the now revolutions, we have’ to sce that the up—'
rootlng of the old is total irom +ho _start.

Sl pnd in uhG psnultimate paragraph. whlch enda with- "o
not separa?r5°ticefrom theory.f I asked that We . adga

Which is what Luxemburg meant when she defined "belng human
a5 "joyiully throwing your life qn.yhouscalqa of .destiny.”
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My IEtter to the WLPN&L Commlttaes then contﬁnucd:"’”

hy polnt in’ maklng these two. suggestlo or addltlons*1s»
that this sort »f thing must.be .in each che's mind very: nearly
every time they. speak on the new baook, Fach one must not’ i
only coneretize the book further,  day. in and day.out, between.
‘now and when you  embark én’ your journeys- of “Have Thumb, Will
- Travel,'-for it's only in that way, that the. projection of
.~ Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Titeration and Naerx's Pnilosoohy of'
- Reyolution will result not only in organizational growlih,':
2. but, indeed, 1n helplng to lay the groupd for the Amerlcan
;Revolutlon o : : e

AT Thls was foilowed hy 1nclud1ng. dlrectly in the Perepec—.*
'tlves ”hes1s, Wha.+ 40 DO v presewted on’ September 3,0 onP more.
pgragraph to add wo the final page of the flnql chapter XITI of the
‘new book.. It would come dJrectlv after. the last senuence of the pen—
‘u1t1mate p“regr ph and would road:.f L 'Vt‘."

,Thls 15 the fur ther challnnpc to “the form'of organlzatlon
- which, ‘we “have worked out ‘as-the. ‘committee=form rather “than
- %the . "perty—to-lcau.? .But, though. commlttee—form ‘and - “party-
Clto Tegd" are opposites, they are not ab solute:oppasites, At
.the point when the theoretic-form reaches philosophy,. the
- challenge demands that we synthesizo not only. the new rela-
© rtions of:theory.to practlce. and all the. forces of. revolution,;
rwbut bhllosophy s "suffcrlng. pat1 ance ond labor. of- the ncga-
“tive, " i.e. experiencing absolute negativity.  Then. and only
“then: will we succeed-in a- revolution that.will achieve a-
-class—less, non-racist, ‘non-sexist, truly human,'uruly new -
‘moelety, “That which- Hegel judged to be ‘the: synthesis of tne
‘#8olf-Thinking’ Idea" and ther "Seli- Bringing-~Forth of leerty,
1Mqrtl t—Humanlgm ho]ds. is what Marx had called the new go=
cie y..., . : 5 :

(S G the Perspectlves Thesls for the rost oI the addltlon.)

:lnally. wltn all this in. mlnd, I aust reread the Intro—V'
uuctlon to that new work and d001ded on 'still another hew paragraphy_
~Plaase 1nsert 1t d;reutly after the ‘one cndlng ‘with' the imperial in-
fcuralons 1nto tho Grlent and the carving up of Airlca an Marx was
rstudylng the latest emplrlcal anthropok:glcal studies, such:¢

Morgan 5 An01ent Scc1etg

. That seoms to havo been the f;rst polnt .50 mlounderstood
by post-Marx Marxisis, beginning with Frederick Engels, wno.
without having known of tho maseive Ethnoloeical Notebooks
Marx had- left behand. undertook to write his own verslon of
Morgan's work -~ nis Origin of the Family -~ as o "hequest"
- of Marx,.,. ~Whon Ryazanov discoverod these . nhotebooks, he rushed,
‘before h¢ ever had & chancc to decipher them, to characterize
them as "1nexcusab¢e pednnt“y. I an Engels, whe was a close
collabor"tor of Marx and w:thout whom we could net have had
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;erlumna 1T and . IIT of Cap*tﬂl.; coulu neV°rthale = suddenly
" have gotten so’ overconfldent about his own prowess of in-:
~tervreting iarx as to:assume he was’ speaklnﬂ for; Marx. £
. an archivist-scholer llke .Ryazinov ‘could;, at a time. whern . he
vias dctually nubllsthg -those magnificent’ early' easayc.ofs
< Harx (- the 1844 Economic-Philosophic: ‘Hanuscripts);:-spend a
“good deal of his. first report on the  Archives of Marx:.in:
asking for- 20, “to” ‘30 pnople 4o help him ‘gort:, thése’ nﬁnuscrlpts
-ouwt,sand yet. pass. judgement before he. dug: ~Anto ithem-—it: says.
sacgreat deal sbout literary: helirs hut ‘nothing whateoevor
" about ‘so’great ‘an historic phenomehon:as-Marx's Karxism
.Alsn it time: boichallenge all-of. the rpost-Rarx-Marxist
W en.even those who have achicved gveqt‘"evolutlons -
Jone was greater than. the 1917 Russizn. Revolution e haig
ohotydn: thoughf.neasare up.to Marx? . Isn't it “time. to. dig: 1nto
- what Marx, who had discovered a wholo new continent of . 7
. thought, ‘had to say Tor himseli? . (ChapterNYII COncentrates“
.Syespeﬂlally on-the last wr*tlngs oi harx in. wh*ch-thls author:
“~fcunu:a t 11 to the 1980 )

Just as thls addltlon algnlllep that. “omtthe veryustatt; *
in the" Introductlon 1tseli, I pomnt “to our cha llbnge to =211 posﬁ- -
-marx Mar x1sts. so- it 15 nccnssary for all of. us now. to conﬂretlze At
11y in our actmv;tlps as in our meetlngs. in our "Have Thumb, Wlll
‘ irach" advcnuures as in the sqleu of “three books, no+ ane,”’ as
—fa way ~of nulldlng new relatlono. BT R Tt R !

Wnat adas urgenCJ to. fne nece551ty of. relatlng Hoth Mqrx1sn.*f

3_ﬂand Freedom and’ Phllosqgny,and Revolution to the new: book. Rosa Luxem-'?“

_'burf, ‘Women's’ Liberationh and Marx's Fhilosophv of- Revolutlon:;ls not R

-only ‘the: agtial movement. from practlce. as it developed-during - those-""

:three decades 51nce 1933, “tut also the fact that ulVllzzatlon 1t=e1f
_519 under threat of- nuclear annlhllatlon.3 The fact that. 1 ;made a

’categcry of that movament irom practlce -= gix weeks. before.. the very{

.ilrst his orlc_rOynment from under Ccmmuﬁlst totalltarlanlsm "neJune3"

“17._1953. ifi East Germany -—-actually made- p0551b1e the 1link’ oi con».'
g_tlnulty to ‘Marx.. WHat opened  the’ way for Marx . to- dlscover a whole:

. new ccntlnent of thought and ‘revolution:was not only'cnat he saw,and="m
 131ng led out as Subaect the proletarlat (whlch ‘was unreachable to: o
 Hegel because 1t was not fully developed as a’ class - “1n and’ ior 1+—~f _
_j?self" durlnp thc Frercn RFVOIUtlon;; it was that \arx. “tWa JeRTs- be-'~
V:forc he brcke ‘with! bourgeozs SOCleuy. grounded in the. Hegelian dia=-
hctlc,was looklng for a-new bepinning, and thereby experlenced *the -

" ghoek of.recognition” in the proletariat as the new Unlverual.Al(See
“Promﬁtheus Bound, 1841-1843" in Lhapter 9. of the new boak ) .
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Once I saw that movenent frOm oraCtlce ‘as @ phllosophlc :
catngory, “thh wao not alcne\;or our age but for xarx's as well- S
"Lt coala a*ruoture the whole of Marxism and Freedom 1n the context oial'“
the movempnt fvom practlce, beg1nn1ng w1th the' age of reualut:oJa e
i 1ndustr1a pollulcal, rh;losophlc - and subtltllng the whole works
-""From 1??6 Unull Today. ‘5'5 Part I Eg"rrom Practlce to. Thecry: 1776
o 1848"'ﬂthus paved the Ay for confrontlng the dlfferent tenden01es”_.

_E;zgég tne new proletarann ro"olutlonary movament, as the . 1ntellec-"
tual (speclflcally Marx and Laﬂsalle) encountered the nature of the
‘riew hourge01s ‘state.. Part II. then. was ertltled “wWorker 1nd In-ﬂ” )
tellectual at a Turnlng Point .in. Hlsforys 1848 to’ 1861 "*.fﬁ necausen
Marx's Capital. ‘reveals Marx's 'NﬁleSm as - a'"Unlty of “heory and Prac—
tice," (the title of Part IIL), deep;y rooted in hlstory as it was
hagpenlng from- the. Civil War in the U.S. to the ‘Paris Commune in
France.'lt ‘ereated: ground for ‘analysis of our ‘age of state-capltal-_
Cism and-and ‘workers' revolts. e T W

) Wbat followed the pabllcat1on of Marxlsm and Frpedom for
'“uha Na_x1qt~Humanlsts nf the 19605 was News: & uetters ureatlns B _-,?
'fo*m for all the new volces %o be heard, as welL as- for the man*;esta 7 
our. uulque comb1nam1on 01 viorker nnd lntellectual.-
: ;ggﬁggg publlshed both pdmph1e+s of the new. voices from workprs
7 Bgttle Automatlon to Freedom Riders Speak For Thensolves to “The . Free_
Speech Ngvement"and the " Neﬁro Revolutlon =’ and. our unlque comblna-'
tlon of worker and- 1nte11ectual in: the form of the Natwonal Edltorlal
Board Statemon Amerlcgg Qivilization on Trial, as well as my. pam-
ph‘et on the=Afro-Aszan Revolutlons..f' By~ 1908. however, when: the
hlsﬁor;c actl?*tles ‘of that tumultuouq decade == _which had suhordlna--
“ted- theory™ ro act1v1ty and moxe - actlvity and- more- act1v1ty. hold*ns_
it- coald catch theory "en route"-—— ended in an- -aborted revolutlon.
3t was all too clear, even 4o those:who. reaected theory. that.even .
the new movenent from. practlco that was 1tself a form. of theory was.
cuw f*c&eﬂ+_once theory didn't reach nh;losophy.- It beCame 1mperaf-
tive 4o dig back into the development of liarx's own roots in the B
Hegellan dlalectlc "in ‘the mid-19th century as well as; oenln 5 com=:

E .

# .1 -should add -here- _thab I wns most proud +hat gome . Iranian revelu-
+icnericg chose that chapter to tranvlate into Forsi in L9(9. as’ ohc
Iranlan Revolutlon wae unfolding.
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pulsmon To return ko tne hegellan dlalectlc 1n the early 20th cen—'"
s the out eax of WWI ‘sa - ' -

globe from East Europe 2501 at,
T recelved from East’ European col lcaguas (who had to rem 1n unnamed),

in the wrltlng of Chaprer 8: "State Capltallqn aud the East European:
Revolts

oﬁ "“conomlc Q

Reallty and the- Dialectics of lee”atlon" (Wthh *ncludnd not only

“Tha African ‘Revolutions and the worla coqomy" and "State Capltdl1snff.'

the East European. Revolt"" but. a¢qo

whether that be the Black Dlmenalmn, the Ant1—V1etnam War Youth.
Rank—and-Flle Labor. or- wOmen g leerat1on) to Pa_t I of the work,;
."Why Hegel? ‘Why -Now?" -- and esp901ally to Chapter 1. "Absolute e
Negat1v1ty a8, New Beplnnlng,' "”_

or themseives —- is what drew the sharpeat crlthue from acaden1c
'fc*rcles.'13 Thus, George Armﬂtrong ‘Ke lly, in hisg” Hegel'q Retregt ' :
- from Eleusis (pp. 238-240). accused me’ :of: proposing’ "to: subsbltute; 
: “an. uncnalned dlalectlc. “which: she baptlses 'Abaolute dethod..,a,:g
N mcuhod that ‘Ybecomes 1rre51st1ble...becau se- our hunger for(theory
arls 8 irom the totall*y of the present global crlsls.i . iTo- this
wrlter, the critique aid not appear acc;denual. “Just: as 19?0.was

* the 100th anniversary of the birth of ‘Lenin and, the'200th of Hegel's{t#ﬂi'

brought a renewed interest in Bboth- Hegel and Lcnln.-so 1983. as the . .
centenary cf Marx & death, will create new interest 1n Mg_;ig Marx-~
ism and HEBel's AhSOlthS.:-AC“GEm‘a is iorever trylng to sava B

Hegel from Marx' ubver 1on.;_ T

: Hhe iact tha? in my latest work. Rosa Luxemburg,- oﬁeﬁ‘éf;
leeratlon ‘and Marx {2} Phllosophv of Revolut;__.. T trace a trall to
~the 1980s from thL 188035 and focus on larx's "translatLOn"'of abso-'
lute negabifluy as the revelution -in permancnce, calling that Lhc
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Aclded.toﬂadd _hat paragraph qucted earller d1re‘t1y=to the Intro—{
ductlon. Pdr whlié EA 15 Trie that the actual events of~the+;9?05
;-n WOmen s"Liberaticn on the oue'hand, and »he publlcatlon of»harx 8
"Ethnologlcal Notenooks ‘on” the other L are whatt flast “Ted to a ren'
1newed 1ntere5u‘1n Roqa Luxemburg: ‘and whlle it 15 “true also. that
_'+he wOmen 8 leeratlon Movement helpea closa the feminiet dlmpnu.
3f51on 1n Luxemburg never before recognlzed.'_;txls not_trun-that‘

'_'that is the goal’ of tha new’ ‘boolk.

The nepd to see all post-harx Marrlsts 1n SuflCt ”elatlcn—jy
Shlp to Marr‘s Marxlsm is what revealed that even 'so great and 1nde-s;~-
nenden* a revo;utlonary as ‘Rosa Luxemburg dld not’ fully comprehend '
y'x "s dlalect;ca of- 1lceratlon and’ therebJ committed her. hlggest
Cep Y'd:.-’-'rega,l.d of the revolutlonary nature of rollsh desire; for
'"natlonal self-determlnatlon._ Put’ samply. the determlnant of thp<new'
‘book 15 Marx'"'phllosophy of revolutlon.. ‘This 15 nOu for an}_ac j_
 dem;c rEascn._or any scrt of orthodoxy, but the fact: thdm hlé works

idlqclosed a trall to thé 19805 and ‘Fevealed the problematlc rof thls

ﬁuage,'iThe totally new gquéstion chat quemburg posed. == ‘socialist: de~:,
‘mocracy gitpr gailning power -= poznted ~to a . new: aspect of Marxlsm B

__1tse1f.:e The new. moments in: Marx that the: book dlscloses and that
'cepter eround what. we -how call a Third, world arc. nct llmlted to thef.
T;fmanner inh which Marx revealed- an"A51atlc mode of: produotlon“ in. the}f”
:”Grundrlsse. - Rather, this: is. attended to. the 185808 as Marx was com=.
“__ment¢ng on’ horgan 5. Ancient qoelety and other thcn—new anthrooologln"
tedl” works ‘on India, on-the Australian’ aborlglnes.'as we;l as in hzs o

3f1etters both on his v131t “to. Algeria and his correspondence with

”frevolutlonarlea in Russia on the, nqc;ent commune. ‘thera and 1ts pos —::,gf

. sible transformat1on into an altugather new t"pe of Pcvolution. _Tn o
'ﬁ'a_ word, it. ia to revolution_ in permanenca .that the oy :
'hook keeps returnlng, whether the subject is. Luxemrurg. or, Ienin. or .
"wonen’s Tiberation, or the ‘Hegelian dialectic. ' At the same time,

) we must keep in mind that, ‘whereas it is Marx ‘who. transformed Hegel

' nto a conbemporary. and tranaformad ‘tho Hogelian dinlectzc into -the.
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;arMarxian dlaleetlc of llberatlon,; the“revolutlbn 13 al o present
5:ﬁ&£_ﬁ£5_l ’Hard as Hegel trled’tc coni-na thls o a revolutlon 1n\-

"All revolmtlons, 1n the SchnCEb no-less‘than incho
general hlstory. orlginatzcnly in this, ‘that the splrlt
of- man. for the understanding and’ conmprehension . of him="
self, for the possesslng of- hzmself, hqs now- altered o
kis categorles, uniting himself:in-a: t"uer deeper
more 1ntr1n81c relatlon w1th hlmqelf."

PR

‘,}fcstscript -

A Pernaps 1t would” be good here “to tracn through the en-‘;ﬂ'
tlre eequence of events from 1948, when CILR, James'-"Nofes on D*alec~
tlcs" 1nsp1red ‘me to trans1ate Lenln s AbEtract of ﬁepel's Science - f'
of" Loglc ‘rather “than- beg;nnlng with;the better-knovn (1553) ‘date
ek nJTLeuters On“‘hu ‘Abso lute'‘Idea, iAlthough I'was then unaware i
';that my - brlef comriernts in.: submlttlhg $he transTatlon oi Lenin' 8"
Phllosophﬂc Notnboqks slgnallcd a- difference in 1nterpretat1on of
the hlstoric and - philo ophlc elgniflcance of those Notehooks. “the'
"f'fthat that ig“the ‘beginning of philosophlc dlfferences R
wzthln the" Johnson—Forest Tendency (JFT) (Seo Aruhives on- deposit/'
Wayne State Uan.. Vol III Soc. I; Part C, microf. #1595 - 1734 )

R R ﬁ? The Mlners' General trlke.'whlch had erupted in 1949 and
-contlnued 1nto 1950. followed - a” periocd when CLRJ “Who renalned in ﬂ”
New Iork, ‘and . I. who “had moved to - steeltown (thtbburgh).'were hard—
ly on speaklng terms.' AS.soon an the strike: erupted I ‘went down’to:

“West Virglnia and worked with "“the menbers of the JFT who- were very”
aetlve in tHat strike. (The SWP- local thern was all JFT.J I had be-f.
gun sending'a?verv new'type of ‘article on’tha miners" ‘strike and in—i'“
tervmgws W1th miners' wives to the Nllitgnt, whoge edltor.~George
Braitman. greetad them ag “a braatb ‘of fran Celr.t It owam u;ﬂar that
“the workers' attitude to the “"continuous minér® -~ tha vord “Automa—'
t;on" had- not yet been invented. and the workers Gimply rpferred to
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_1on whlchuled;the Fm to cast thelv'summatlon dccument cf ten years;
-development of_the theory of state-capitallsm 1n a very new Way.
i f _ame to. Pittsburgh’ ”here we 301nt1J wrote. Btate- Cegl-'
'°tallsm and Wcrld Revolut 'n.rwhlch we were to, submlt to fhe SWP Conr'f
”f,ventlon that year.” Fcf the irst time,'we 1ncluded a sectlon on "
7_.PhllObOPth wrltten by cur "o flClal" phllosopher Grace Lee. and

-f_entltled “Phllcsonhy 1n the Epoch of State—Capltallsm..&J B E

IR oL was enthu31ast1c about the new sectlon, but I had ques-J:3
;icncﬂ twc.ﬁolnts 1n Lhe drafts 1) how does it happen “that. Ccntra-* :
'dlctlon,.whlch 18 the c¢éntral - category in Essence. becomes sthe: cen—f”'

_ tral_p01n+ for. Lenxn s phllosophlc reorgaﬂlaatlon when. 1n fact. h1s5
'thehooks show he had -gone through. tne whole of tho Doctrlne of No-'
_;tlog?ﬁ 2) Nhy are we omlttlng re:erence to the Absolute Idea, whlch
 fChRJ'haninceedA1n hlS : oféa‘bn Dlalcctlcs"° The’, only answer CLRJ
_{and Grace.. eeemed to nave given me wau_lncorporatcd in the decument
'“There'"s no Lorger any'purely Ehllcsoghlcal answer to all.fhls.,u :
g '”"had been preceaed by the,explgnatlon: "These inueelectuals are_ -
'the mcst cultlvated in:the mcdern-world, in the. seﬁse ‘of, kncw;ng the.f
: .whole pagt cf human culture.:-Hav1ng achxeved what the- 1deallsm of o
': Hegel posed as xhe Absclute, they are.. urdergolng a theoretlcal dle
””Jlntegrateon w;thout para’lel in human histor;... s

A When. in 1951, Grace tackled the Syllog in”the Doc-"
ftrlne ‘of the Notion, "I stlll seemed satlsfled. but all that dxsap--
'beared by 1953 when I. myself,:worked out both the AbSJlute Idca and.
vLAbsolute Mind in, the lctters of May 12 and nay 40._1953. . Tt is true

g ;fI was - SHfflClently taken ‘aback with her crlthue of my'"exhcrtatzon"-'

.R]Of Lenln in the May. 12 1ettcr to begln -the May 20 letter w1th|'?lease'
Tdo, noy; intaryrct thls ag any: pvnddang of. vou to commlt yourself on

Comy analjsle of the Absolute. Iuea; sit is only that I cannot stand

'.Etlll and so-rushed dlrectly tc the Phllosophy of Mlnd._ But there
_wae nc doubt by then that. hard as I trled to ccntlnue in thc context
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Grace

\See my"Latters on the Absolute
Sec+10n I. Part d; microf. #1797—ff
| statenent:'"ln oppo—

-yllkefto prcpose the follow1ﬂg= that the actual sclence of Splrlt 1s
not the LO"l“ but the phllosopby of Splrlt,‘. which I quote in New_]
-Enggg, p.‘22, as. well as in my 1ectu_e to the HSA on "Absolute Idea’
K;ésjmew Beginhingﬁ ‘De 1?1 ‘of Art and Loglc 1n Hnyel's Phllo g x )

L It 13 worth notinn here, HlaO- that in plunglng '1nto
‘fxlnal three sylloglsms. I had to dive on my’ own.:~51nce there
 absolute1y no one'—— not cven Marx*'let ‘alone: Lenin, much less
_Jame and Grace, Lce =~ who. had wrlt n anythlng on that. Once

¢ron praotlﬂe, tne 1ntegra11ty of phllosophy and revolutlon showbd
tselP %o be (or should we .say,. asnmred o become) the solutlon to:
tne problematlc of. the modern world._ .The - one thinz we know as fact
Jim tbls centenarJ vear ig‘that —-?once we do know . the Marx’ gggggggi
'45 totallty iand once we do: nave our ear° to the ground of- ‘both new

volces from below ang the creatlve nature of Marx’s mind, (anu Marx s e

‘al one)n— then we do percelve in ﬂarx s.new momentb a trail to the- _
'fi980§. - he- that 28 new Third World, or global theory reachlna phllo—f
éoﬁﬁy; a phllosophy of revolutlon that ig to hecome preparatlon for o
actual “revolutlon 1n pennanence. Lo

f—marx ended:his Crlu;gae of the égel*aﬁ ﬁialectic'With;ayquqtafv
tlo. frem para. 384 of PhllOSODhV of mlnd - ' -:




