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" NEW INTRODUCTION
 TO'THE 1982 REPRINT

.. *llove all men whe dive. Any fish can swim near the

"~ ,surface, but it takes & great whale to go downstairs
five miles or more; and if he don’t atiain the bottom,
.why, ali the lead inGalena can't fashion the plummet

‘that will, I'm not talking of Mr. Emerson now—but

of the whole corps of thought-divers, that have been

diving and coming up again with bloed shot eyes -

" since the world began.” . o E .
RN s+, —Herman Melville
The near revolution that was aborted at its highpoint—

-Paris, May 1968—became an inducement for some intel-. -

" “lectuals who had branded the 19505 asa period of “the end of

_ideology” to refurbish that characterization as what
. distinguished the quicscent 1970s from the turbulent 1960s.

- But, justas the East Eurcpean tevolts of the 1950s proved the
end-of-ideology proponents to be totally wrong, so the 1970s
saw, not.the death of thought, but new beginnings both in

" thought and in fact. Just as the new movement from praciice .

T NEW INTROTUCTION X
that had, begun withi the 17 Junie 1953 East German revolt
extended itseld, in the 19605, 10 the birth of a whole

. Waorld as well as 2 new generation of revolitionaries, so

‘of the theoratical develepments came the biith of new studi 5

" of Hege and Marx. This was further extended to a'study of

Lenin's philosophic. break in 1914, seen.in his Abstract.o
Hegel's Scignce” of Logic. Although.my translat on
of Lefiin's * 1914-16 Philosophic Notebooks™ was the first to’

" be made available Lo the English-speaking world (in 1957),% it

was not untit 1970 that Lenin's relationship to Hegel becam

" a highly debatable subject. That. year: was the 2001

" ahniversary of the birth of Hcgeland the 100th apniversaryof

the birth of Lenin, and _m_any.pf;the'cénfcrénécs on’cach,
criss-crossed on A globat seale, 7T

1 was especially proud of the fact that the paper I presented.
to the First international Conferenceof Telos, " The Shockof
Recognition and the Philosephic Ambivalence of Len
was reptinted ina special issuc of the philosophic journ
Yugostav dissidents,” Praxis (5/6-=1976).- In:1973 ‘2 .new
expanded version of this study became an important chapter,

.in my Philosophy and Revolution: From Hegel to Sariré an

from Marx to Mao.'} had embarked on this work. gdire il
after the aborted May 1968 revolution, precisély because my
view of the situation was the exact opposite of that of-the
end-af-idcology proponents. 1 felt that digging irto M

- new continent of thought any revolution would first reveal

new beginnings for the 1970s. That required returning 1o

" Marx's deep roots in the Hegelian dialectic, which Mark had
“recreated as the dialectics of revolution when he traced th

spontancous development of workers' revolts. To work out
the relatedness of the Hegelian-Marxian dialectic 1o the?
" *This was included asan 'Appendix.lo Alarﬁlm_cnd Frffd’om Sl

$The (it presentation of my ideas on Lhe subject appeared in the Sprng (970
aue of Telos. This was expanded at that October 1970 conference, thz papess for

which were publithed inbook formin Towardsa New Marxism{5t, Louir Telos
Press, 1973). : : e T -
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problcmauc of thc 19705 became lhc aim of my work. .
Part One—"Why Hegel? Why Now? —begins with Hegei
and continues with Marx and Lenin, stressmg the fact that,

justas Lenin had to return to Marx’s origins in Hegel, notfor

scholastic reasons, but becanse World War I was a crisis also
of éstablished Marxism, so World War 11, following the
Hnler-Sta!m Pact, made it imperative to remove the
“perversion of Hegelian Marxism from established “Marxism-~
Leninism.” It was, after all, not the “mysticism®” of Hegel's

“negation of the n-gauon" that made that state-capitalist-
land that called itsel{ Communist (Russia) attack “residual™

o .Hegelianism in the young Marx. Rather, Hegel became
. worrisome to the Russian theoreticians because it was not

justthe young Marx but the mature Marx who had recrealcd g

“negauon of the n:gallon as “revolution in permancnes™—

- and they were witnessing its recreation on thc historic scene in

" East Europc

‘Beginaing with the veryfi f'rs: chapu:r. “Absolutc Ncgauvuy'

as New Beginnine, the Ceascless Movement of ldeas,” Hcgcl
is analyzed both “in and for himself™ as 1 cover. his major

philosophical works— The Phenomenology of Mind, The -

Science of Logic, and The Phrlosophy aof Mind. especially his
final three syllogisms--and: is examined in the cantext of
today's ideological debates aa Hegel,

This point I reiterated alsoto a Hegel scholars® conl’crencc"‘ :
thal was devoted to strict textual analysis of Hegel's work
(and for which 1 thereforedelivered a paragraph-by-paragraph :

_analysis of the final chapter of Hegel's Science af Logic,"The

 Absoluté Idea™. | held that it did not matter “whether the.

-enduring relevance of Hegel has stood thé test of time because

of the. dcvouon and analytical rigor of Hegel scholars, ar -

- because a movement of frecdom surged up from below and
. was follow_cd by new cogmuon st\;dles.._ Thc point is lhal

"Sc: the pnpers “delivered at the 1974 convention of the Hegel Society of
America, in Arr and Logic in Hfgelh Phllmophy (.‘\lllnhc Hightands. N.J.:
Humamh:s Press., 19801.

bt oerutens ot e 4 e et e g 7.
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“there is no daubt that because Absolutc Ncgatwuy slgmﬁcs "
‘transformation of reality, the dialectic of contradictioi” and
totality of crises, the dialectic’ ‘of fiberation, Hegel® s lhought

-comes to life at all. eritical pom;s of hlEtOTY.
“called a *birth-time of history.”.™

Two very different kinds of cmlclsm were dirccted toward
Philosophy and. Revelution. Ong came: from young Tevo-
lutionaries; the 6ther from Hcgel s holars lke Prof Gcorg
Armstrong Kcl - :

The young rcvolunonanes wamcd to know why l bcgan

‘with the chapter on Hegei instead of with Chaptcr 9, "New:

Passions and New Forces.” It seemed to lhr:m that the 1..u.cr
would have been more correct, both becauss that chapter i
concrete, is “today,” and because they would definitely find

" thersin a point of affinity, which would make it easier for,
“them to then grapple with Hegel. I must confess that

although I hold fast to the structure of the work, which begins’

“with Hegel because that was the development h;slorma!ly ane

dialectically—I nevertheless have advised some activist youil

‘who have found it d:fﬁcull to grapple wm. Hegel to read:

Chapter 9 first; they, in turn, have told me that r:admg
Chapter 9 did help them to tackle Chapter 1. But the trint
that there would have been no new continent of thought and
of revolution without Marx's deep roots in “the Hcgelzan
dialectic. In fact, what is needed now is to see that.it take
both the movemeénts from practice to theory and from thcc
1o practice to werk out a philosophy of revolution.:

On the other hand, Hegel scholars have ‘acted ‘as i

" - subverted Hegel, or, rather, followed Marx, who did’

This was expressed most succinctly by ‘Prof.-. George
Armstrong Kelly in his book Hegel’s Rétreat from Elewesis
“For the cnmplex hnkagc of culturc, polmcs and phliusoph

"ir.-c Louns D.xprt‘- Recem Lu:ralur: nn Marx nmi Marmsm in .:oumn!o
the History of Ideas, Oct.-Dec. 1574, .

1Princetlon Universily Press, I978 The pagesin parenlhes:s m: 12 otlcwmg tcxl
ul:r to this cdmun.
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= wlthm the matrix ul‘ “absofute Idea,” Mmc Dunaycvskaya

proposcs 1o substitole an unchained dialectic which she:

baptises ‘Absolute Method,’ a method lhal ‘becomes irresist-
ible ... because our hunger for theory arisés from the iotality
of the present global crisis’ "(p 239). Prol‘ecsor Kelly, I feel
sute, knows. that. the expression absolure ‘Meihode is an

expression not ‘of mine, but of Hegel's. "There is no doubt -

- whatsoever that he is more ndcpl than I with knowledge of the
‘direct references Lo that expression. Thcrcforc, he must have
‘meznt to say that “an unchained dialectic™ is not something
*"that Hegel would have ‘considered his second negativity
(which he called “absolute Methed™) to be. Tt nevertheless

remains a fact that absolute negativity.is not something 1

. “baptised” Absolute Method, but Hegeldid; and that Marx’s
‘singling out “negativilyas the movingand creative principle”
_was precisely because of his profound comprclmnsson not
onty- of . economics and ‘politics. but of -culture and

L ph:lo,ophy——and revolution. And it was ngam at a period of
world crisis, this time World War |, that Lenin amglcd out
“ that section as “not at all bad as a kmd of :ummmg up of
“dialectics.™
" Where Professor Kelly siresses Hcgcl s statement, “Once
Cthe’ rcalm “of thought is revelutionized, reality can scarcely

held out,” | would call attention to Hegel’s statement on his
pralsc of the Idea because of its relationship to reality, “the
. pivet on which the nnpcr\dmg world revelution turned...”

" (Philosophy. of Right,” p."10), In a word, what we arc.

" disagrecing on is today. nnd our attitude to philosophy and
" revolution, when in the contcmporary world it becomes
: phntosophy' of revolution. - Professor Kelly himsclf calls

_attention to the fact: *If Hegel has not titerally bezn to the
barricades of strife-ridden citics, or explosive rurnlfocos, he
hns beaen in the thick of current ideological combat”(p. 224},

" Professor Kelly. may not have made his statement as

*prool™ of any integrality of philosophy and revolution for

© the 19705 or the 1980s. In Philosephy and Revolution,
- however, I have used such maml’cslnuons of ulcoioglcal

:_Threc. f‘Economlc Reality and - Dlalccncs “of Revolutior

covered actual revolutionin rclauonsh:p Boilito the ob_;ecuvc
economic situation and to the new passions and forées activ

in the rcvol.xtwn, whether“they concern” “The’ Afncan

Revoluticns and the World Economy” ' or “States Capu list
and the East European Rcvnlts.“ Indeed; 1. am cspecaatly
_proud of the fact that the very first paragraph of Chapter 8
bepins with the sponlancom upsurges of 1970 in Gdanskand
Szczecin, since they set the foundauun for what is happe

_in the 1980s.. That East Europcan dissidents helped to write
--that chapter played no small part, ofcoursc mthc -csu!nhat

it still sounds au courani.” . .

- The particular chapl.-:r that thf- activist youih were anxiohs
to read first because they identificd with those *New Passic
and New Ferces” (not only the Biack: dlm:rsmn and ‘the
anti-Vietnam-War movemeént, but also Women’s Liberation
and the challenge from the Left in China, call..d Sheéng Wus
lien*) was deceptively simple precisely because the <trugglcs
were’ so familiar to -them. The truth’ 15, howcver, that
phifosophy was as present there as it'was in Chapier'l: Take
the most excitingcolorand freedom aspiration of the 1960s—-
Black—and read Frantz Fanon's profound amcuianon ufthe
African freedom struggles is being “riol a-treatiSe_ on
universa! but the untidy affirmation ‘of ‘an: ongmnl 1dea

' prnpounded asanabsolute.” e certamly was not leayi

to others'to work out a philosophyof revoliution. A rercadmg
‘of The Wretched of the Earth will show how very crucia
Fanon cons:den.d that challenge both in thought and in
pracnce. "Fanon plcadcd for a nauonal conscmusn-ss

‘S\c pp. 168- t87 ‘of this bnok The d:s:rucnon of Dcmocrﬂcv Wall in post-

"Mao China shaws the continuity between Mao and Derg wlacn :t comes Lo

fighting agams: young revoluuonan..;.
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would not stop at any nauonal bcundarles but exlcnd usclf
mtcrna uonally asthestruggle for all, witha new bannerand 2

new concept-of humanny' “This new humamty cannot do- .

mhcrw:sc than define a new humanism both foritse!fand for

others.’f It is this'work that was read by Steve Biko and the
[ joluttonary Black youth of South Africa; it became the -
foundation for a new Black Consc:ousn:ss Movement ofj

global dimensions.* . B

That Biack r..voluuon was prcscnt in lhc United Stau::. as ’

well, and’ hcrc. too, it raised questions that went beyond the
iminediate necds and demanded to know what would happen
the day after the revolution: The: rcadcr wil} find especially
- cogent the fear that the Black women’s hbcrauomsl expressed
that“whenitcomesic puu:ngdown ‘the gun™she might once
again have'a broom shoved into her hands. The problematic

f ‘the day, indeed, is contained in that quesnon, “What -

happens the day: after the revolution?” That is prec:sely lhc
u'mqueness of today’s forces ‘of revolution, which is its
Renson ‘as well,- whether it ‘be the Women's leeramm
Movement, white and Black, or the youth,

Take the question of the new form in which what was the

anti-Vietnam-War youth movement has reappear:d in the .

gntipuclear movement of the -1980s. “This ‘very day. (10

‘October 1981), more than a quarter of a million youth have
bc:n marchmg in West -Germany. This was preceded by the . -~
ecx-long “conirontation at: Diablo’ Canyon, as well as by E

massive demanstrations throughout West Europe. Ina ‘word,

the ‘continuing, perslstem, never-ending revolts into the’
19805—whether in’ East Europe or the -Black revolition;’

hether Women's Liberation or theantiwar movement or the
very latest unemployed youth revolts, white and Black, m
Grcat Bmam—-slgnal a new stagc also of ..ognmon.

*Sce me: Fman. Soweto and American Hfa_rk Thnugh.r. by g ohn Alanand

‘Lou T:.mer(Delrun‘ Ncwi & I.ell:rs. 1978).

-, release vast untapped creative encrglcs.

Detroit, Michigan
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T hls can by no means be l|m|ted lo a mcre updanrg " of
Marx’s Marxism, if onc is to find & :ran tothe: 19303
F mdmg that trailis the mchspensab]c foundauon. but not the

--whole. To work out the’ prablematic’of our ags. Marx

Marxism must be reworked’ anew on the basm ‘of both'th
actual freedom: struggles in our-age and a. few stage of'.
cognition. Whether we'callit Absolote Iden as new b:gmmng, !

_oranew rclanmshlp of theory and practice, the point is that -

it is only. a new unity of objccuw: and- subjccuv: that can -
Only when the :dcal of a new classless somcty no Iongcr.'
remains s:mp'y an und:rlymg phllnsophy but_ becomes -

“social practice—at onec and the same time*uprooting thc
“exploitative, inhuman_capital- -labor. relations as well as’ ‘-
creating totally new.human relations, beginning with the .

Man-Woman rclauonshlp—can we say that we have met the -

' chnl[cngc of our age both in philosaphy and in revelution. It

is to this'that ! hope Phl!amphy and Reva!mmn has mad: a-
contribution.. . ;
—Raya Dunaycvsknya

IO Oclober 1081

*See my new work, Rosa uax(nlbhré. Wﬁmmf Liberavion, and Maric's
Phitusophy of Revolutton, which further develops thisidez on the b'\sts of,
[ltt‘\lnl.liij unlnav.n \\m:ngs from the last dccadc of Marx.s tire.. :




