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Revolutlonary S;sters (actually 311 FﬁL C°mmlttQES).:ifﬁ
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The mall that JuSu arrived is _mportan+ enoﬁgh fbr me to
have taken hac‘c the :erspec ....L"fes Draft 'I‘hes*s I handed 'i:o 'che. PTC, 1ast
Thursday,.ln order to add the fol owinp paragraph to the last pape.h

fBefqre 1985.v our. 30th vear of ezﬁatenc hao ended.,f
‘We ‘piropose’ $o- publlsh a eolléc¥ion of some of the ex—
“itensive weitinps on Women's ILiberation byuﬂaya ‘Buna-
Yevekaya. . It will be ‘Tready- by International ‘Women's. -
Day and will" contain the events as well'as the’ analy-"
ses, heplnninp with our: ereation of the category of -
- »Women's Likeration. as Reason as well ‘as revolutionary_
- force in1955.° The dévelopment of wom&n's libera-~.
~tion ag Movement and ag’ bhilosophy of liberation will
.. be: dlalectlcallv.tled tagether. in an 1ntroduct10n ;
“that Wlll J.ndicatp new. perspectlvns. ;

: The mall I'n rei‘er"*:.nor tc 15 the letuer X Jhst recelved
‘rom Humanltles Pre&s anrpe1np o’ publlsh gust such- a collectlon of
my work on WQmen =] Liberatlon whlcn could inel ude everythln? from
the artlcle on the miners ‘w;veg in the.- 1940-50 str*ke. and ‘the "In-
Kemoriam" to, hatalla Trotsky, through such artlcles a8 were included .
. 1n "“exiam. Pclltlcs and Revolutlon" 1n Chlna. to the Lectures glven
'ﬂat the Urbana Third world Conference and the New School durlng the-
_Marx centenary tour. T _‘

. Desplte mv Vehement opp031t10n to the Kantlar cateFory,
'2"6ught.' I'm forced. to. ‘use it because thére is no ecther way to expreSS .
"the need I feel for us t6 cunfront the reality that during the whqle ” 
period since the publication & Rosa a_Luxembure, Women's Liﬁeréfipn'and'

”ﬁar h;logonhv ef Revolution, there has not’ been a éingle bfeak—
"btA-guch “nviem. in the nu~ca¢¢ed Iemlnlst presﬂ “ire me. that s;gnl—. _ _
. fles that a more ‘phiigsophic breqkthrouph cn Women 5. leeratlon musf cel
'gfsomehow be ‘worked out, without waiting fer the publlcatlon of this: .

new collectlcn of ¢ld writings with a new 1ntroduc ory summation,” I
'ﬁ_would like 4o pronoae that you take adVanuaFe of the pre—conventlon_; e
"*perzod to write out a sort of balance sheet from wnlch a new concretl— o

'7at;on - ‘mean new. p“oaectlon —— of Narsxist-Humanism for the WIB

can flow,

: naturaLly, I'm looking’ forward to whatever eummatlons you
nake in this period.. Followlnp Suzanne's repcrt en WL to the "REB.
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'?Frantz Fanonn, fter all. wap the onlv one whc that early was self—ff

cr;tlcal o; the new and wall as the old revolutlcnary leaders..
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Aﬁﬂ; Oh LISTENING TO NARX THINK :
’ AS CHALLEHGERS TO ALL POST-NARX MARXISLS o

Dear'Youth: Z'f;al' ;\h.:/-'

Please note that the three quotations be;ow are all from i
'wrifings and cover the whole of the 30 years ef the. existence'

'l'o* marxist-Humaninm.' This ia done-not in chronologlcal'order. Rath-

.er it skips from the first erlod of the 19505. which extends to the

19605, and then skips to “the 1980s. 'The 1970s, moreover, are quoted :
jnot from Phllosonhv and’ RPVOluthH but from & talk ggggg that work- :
'glven to &’ schola*ly. ron-waraiat orpan&zatﬁon. the Hegel 8001ety Of
cAme“ica.v Each hlstorlc perlod, ns 1t relatns 00 Youth. has 1ts own
reason for be*ng where 1t ls, as’ you wlll see.x ’

“We feel that the youth are a- most nrec1ous source of ow -
development. . We recognize that even thoigh the youth are -
not directly involved-in productidn, they are the: ones ..+
who 88 idealism in’the. finest sensge of .the word. combines
with opp031tlon ta exist;ng adult society-in .so ‘unigue a .
- way that it,literally brings them alongalde *he workers as
: bullders of theé’ new socmety.Alﬂ;ﬂ

"T—-l958 Amendment to ConstiﬁLtlon Of N&LC, adopted 1956

_2"That whlch Hegel Juuged to be tha syntne51s of “the' 'Self-
* Thinking: Idea® ‘and the 'Self-Bringing-Forth. of” leerty
- Marxist+Humanism-holds, ‘is what: Marx: had: called.the new’
..society.ss it is on thise basis thau=we are msking-those.
“who agree with our principles to join us and take. organif-
. zational: reaponslbillty for proaectlnr Marxist-Humanism
- because, in truth, . phlloscphy dtgelt does ‘ot reach: 1ts
. full articulation until 1+ has diSCOVered the rlght or—
.. -ganizational form. “Lf"- -

T Comblnation of para.: added to p. 195 of Hogg Luxem— '

'bur Women's Tiberation and Marx's Phllosagng 01 Revc;u—
tion and 1982 Perspectlves of N&LC _'_

-"Far from the unlty of the Theoratlcal and Practxcal Idaz
" heing an ultlmate, or pinnacle, or a- hlerarchy. the Abso-
lute Idea is. a hew beginning... This“is not exactly a .
- summons. to. the barricades, but Herel is asking us.%o. have .
cur ears a8 well as our-categories =o ‘attuned to the *"Spirit’
~urgency' ... that we rise to the challenge:of working: out...~
. & totally new relationship of philosophy to. actuality ard -
action og befits a 'birth-time of history.'  This is what
makes Hegel a contemporary.” '

—- Ky 1974 Paper to the Hegel Soclety of America. in-..
cluded in Arf and Loalc in Hegel's Phllosophv
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. Fo ”hﬂ reason for taklnF up whoie pepe w1th euoteolone aris-‘~
‘ BBu not hecause I m trylng to have quotatlons supnly the answer whlch

_._some 31ng1e "root cauee xather. the reason in thau each muet be

“iconsidered as’ lectlng the whole body of ideas.. What I do then: is

"tokeingle;out what nee; §jconceet1zetlon for the spec;fxc ime and the
partlcular prohlnm. Th h'thodolopy the dlalectlcs of development o

must meet the hlstcric teet,l

_ sztuatlon,_that re eals the future, not "p*ephet1cally“ but as the R
ﬁfuture 1mp11c1u in the: preeent. that is. to’ eay, a8 lt 1oglcally- dl—.v
V:alectlca1ly flows from the present i ‘

.eit'lnE_ HY'BEHIND THE °INSL1\G OUTu F vGU'DH AS! PEVOHUTIONARY FORCE
AT . L IN mHB MIB—IQSOS TO THE MID—lQéOs Co

) The flret quofatlon zrem the N&L Constztut:on. whlch elngled
out- youth as a epeclal ea+e°e“y 1n our flret decade of unlque, phllo—
jsoplcally—lndependenﬁ exlstence that was, to become orpanlzatlonal in
:the mld~l9503 led torthe merglng of two very. _._l dlfferent perlods
e one from the reactlona“y McCarthy perlod that was deslgnated by the
_'tlred radlcals as’" “end of: 1deology“; “and the" other 1n1t1atln§ the tur-’
:bulent. revolutionary perlod ‘of the 19605., ‘Hold 1n mlnd, also, +hat
it was. QP801 elg when the: so-ealled "beat generatlon" w;th "no 1deo—

_ _-1ogy" re;gned that 1t was riot only “the tlred radlcals. ‘huk: the scholaru__"
"”erevolutaonar1e5= like- ‘Narcuse, who algo declared +the age. to be one of
 e“0ne Dlmen51onal Man"'s me. on "the- other hand, hlt out against euch
-t rantaetlc ‘and’ totally pessimistic’ eoncept. Instead, we’ uec;areu f'
+that. it" was Narcuee '8 though* that was one-dlmensional. The - new gen=
ﬂeratlon that reaected the world they . d1d not make. on- the contrary.
signalled a hew age of revolutlone. LTIt lS neceseary never to
_ eeperate 1nternet*onalism from natlonallsm. Had Narcuee (who cer—_e""
"talnly coneldered hlmeelff:n 1nternatlonallst) p ectlced _ternatlonalu

*Read my review of One-Dimensional. Man in the Oberlin-College student t&
publication, The Activ1et , rall 1664, Substantial excerpts were re-
prirted 1n News & Letters Mﬂrch 1980. - ; : 818




_ism, lnstead of: con51der1nﬂ the HunFa an Revolutlon 3ust a- nationalrrl‘.
~ilet onposltlon teRussia,: he could -have geen what was. Ans those totalzu_:
*Atarlap countrles of- |=‘as'l: Europe —--the youth.lnitlatin the revolu—- '
'itlon'ih Hungary. “Indsed,r sone;were: mere-children ---only a1 and 12
;year olds == Wwho threw the Molotpv cockrails at: the:very. rulers who L
" had! aught them in. the Commun*sﬁzschucls'how to make them; p

: Now reread that paragraph from_xhe _onthuuulon:anu tarry. af
;ythe fo110w1ng‘words --."source" “1deall~m" ﬂ“com“lned w;th opPOSl-
' Here I must st top to explain the higtory, the ongoing history,
”»as well as:. the phllosophy needsd o fully understand 1anguage" As
ﬂ(agaxnet the pollt‘ca1~econom1c use of the word "aource"—as somethlng
ffaust materlal. ﬁmllcar Cabral* used’ 1t in a unlque way._ He refused -
'_to separate it. from the ‘live qub;ject - wevolunonarws; ‘he merged
_;source ‘with Subaecu,_ e, stressed that-the. youth -= chlldren. actu-
cally - had passed ‘out leaflets to the Partugunse soldlers asklng

,grfwhy ‘thay. were flgh+1ng Afrlcap frEPdDm zlghters 1nstead of: -lghtzng

- their: fascist oppressorag.. Remember also “that, both- Cabral and :
'fpduagdp‘mO;dlane smngled out women as we 11 ‘as youth. (See‘Mondlane s

'.TherS§guggle for hozamn*gue Penguin- Books, 1569, .which- has a beauti-
,ful plcture of - the.women' delegatlon at the FRELINO Gongress.)‘ It's
; in tha unique way that. I used ~tha word "source" in. our Constluutlon-
._when I wrote "+the youtn are a’ most preclous souree" of our develop-

-ment. SR ) '

s W e =,
i 4

. _ "As for the word "1dealism" it is all o0 often used as if
11t meant only ‘bourgeois. 1deologlcal thought. and as if-it ‘were the..
‘_absolube opp091te -of ﬂmater1a11sm. ' We, howaver, added to that word,_-
‘ideallsm,'"comblnad -with opp081t10n to: etlstlng adult scclety W

_“brlngs them a1ongaide “the. wormers as bullders. of a. new soc1aty "o
-~Aga;n. tear in mind the hlstquc perlodfln whiph;this<wgs sald %—hg

*_"Wnen +he 'return to the source' goes beynnd uha 1nd1v1dua1 and 18
expressnd through groups' cr 'movements._ the contradlction is trans--
- Tormed into struggle - (secret orovert), and is a preludé’ to “tHe ‘pre~ "
”;1ndependence movement or of. the. sxruyple for liberation from: the. . .
foreign yoke. So. the 'return to the source* is of no historical ige
portance unlesg it brings not onily real - involvement in the struggle
ior independence, but-alsec complete and absolute identification with -
the hcpes of the mass of the yeople.P ( nmllcar Cabral in Return Lo’
‘the Source, Monthly Review Press, 19?3 T, 3 )
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the Korean War..hoCartthsm.; It has the perlod also when.harx s Hu— -

manisn.iirst appeared ‘and-that oerlod "obgactzvely”‘wa'*haﬁdly a pro-

pltlous perlod for. our’ “birth. - Maroure. for examplé,,w's,then worklrg

4on what became his One Dimensional Man;which at.firstih

-“the new teohnologlcal “eality" T He. was' reaecting

tatlon both of fhe yout& and tne proletarlat. upec;floall _
B autle A”tomgtlon. So 1t wasn t on‘y the oategory of youth as revo~ .

" “but . - and- we were 51ny-f.f

t'a ver3_apeo1f1c. nlstorlo perlod, how;ng that the

e

_The future, 1ndeed,*

ground‘in ﬁagxism and Froedom.‘"

”he whclc questlon of the 1ate 19508 extendlng a11 the way
to” 1968 13 +the: duallty wzyhln the revolutlonary movement. espeolally
the utgswagehgatgg %BSt dcthltJ-“- We. on the contrary. showed
that/ho+ te'isolated: from nast ao hlstﬂrv and as: thought., Thxa flrst
has to “be: rearulcu;ated -pot as sunnr-orzglnal as- Exlstentlallsm
or Beatiﬁm or even Juqt as Fepel describes 2lienation,” but as Marx

r~and oniy Narx restate& allena+zon as that which oharacterlzes S
"canltallsm.; Second nega thlty._on the other hand, ig the- rnvolutlon-
ary elenent in the dialeotlo Wthh he apelled ou* and gaw -in the"

prgxls of ,he masses.w

] The greatness of our early yOLth, tln} qs it was, was the
proof of this: dlalectlc methodology unat led to: the singllng out of
youth ‘ag'a; revolutlonary category. It wrote “the brlghtest ohapter
: then’begauge ‘the:newness. of MarxLSu—Humanlsm was ‘apelled out asia

'-challenga to ‘all others. Phis.- led. to the issuanoe of: The Young harg—
;st Humgnlst.‘ It was: 1ssued on the most: reaotlonary campus. UCTAG

‘and -at once produoed o battle of" 1deas, not only with the: Adminlstraﬂ -
“tion- but with bourgeois thought as a ‘whole. - For example. 1t led, he_-f
Eumanlgt 4o claim that they had the rlpht to the t1tle."prov1ng)" it .
by their‘“copyright" ' Eugene 111um1nated the uniqueness ‘of our titla. '
stre551ng it was. Nggxist Hunanist, and inslsting—thnt two very dif—
ferent worlds. lndeed, existed in each country. "No: need here to go
“into. what followed with Eugene =} aotxv‘ty in goin" down - to mlosiss“
ippl and taaching ‘American Clvilizat*on on Tri g. 1n the Frfedom o




.-5—“-.
. ' : ' - our vouth had -
‘Schools thene..Tha* was uhe ype of pride/et a time wﬁen our body of

1deash°xlsted only-an-na tlsm nd Freedom'from 1 6 Uﬂtll Todaf. whnm

iof revolutlons == the 1nduetr1a1. the American. ‘the: French,_and _

> 1ntellectual revoiutlpn 1n phllosophy, i.e. the: Hegellan dlalec-‘

D "all-of which. laid the gronnd fcv the new: revclatlonary phllo-
sophy of Warx s Humanlsn._g;-,- T : . :

_,'WHAT TS NEW IN ”H“ 19805 THAT CREATED TPB uAmEGORY OF
“ e POST-MARX MARXTSM?

Ncw Jump bo the 1980s queuation.- The es sence there - and
;_for us now that we have. comnleted the: trllony of revolutlon with
‘HOS? Luxemburs, . Women' u*beratlon and Mgrx 's- Philosgophy oL Revolu-
tlon, whlch emboldened us 0 use’ the formulatzon "body - of ideas® and
"trllopy of revolutlon"-- is thlylk ‘Not- only have the obaective and
'subaectlve mergnd. and noit only ‘have both been existlng in the orga-:
nizational form' called News and Letters Commlttaes.- ut this organi-
‘zational forvm is now directly related 4o Marx's philosophy- of “revc— 
lution in. permanence"'as its Fround. Tha youth especlally must rea=
llze(that is, practlce) ‘what we quobe from’ the 198;' Perspectlves E

philosophy 1tsel£ does not reach lts full articulatlon untll_lt has
:kdiscovered the rlght organlvatlonal form..‘

caet It is that. organlzational fcrm, ans and“Lette Commlﬁtee&"
:1wh1ch ‘ia the’ test 6 whether: you fully undergtand’ whe the “body of :
g ideas" called’ harxist-Humanlsm 15."¢o digcussa: +hlb vear g e_pre551an
of it is su.ely ‘not: an adminlstratlve matter (for example. who w1ll
‘do the" column?). Ra't:heri i is a’ question 0f:, What 1deas._
=-'challange':-_are to be ‘projecteéd in the’ column? How will our work 1n
'Latln Anarican supnort ‘commititees or the antlwnuke movemeﬁt be ex—
'pressed dlfferently from other vears when the unlqueness ‘of Narxist-
. Humanism got subordinated %o activxty _&_5 philosophy? Why cqn
the crltique of the CQmmltueEB'We ‘work with. whleh we express at. our
own meetinvs. not be expressed di rectly to those’ committeea. net’ ‘in
.an elitist manner but as idens for:them ‘o .consider? . In a word,
how could the body of ideas be expressed 50 challengingly by the .-
early youth,. when just one bool expressed harxist-Humanism.- and
we find it ac ﬂi’fichlt now, when- we have the whole. trllogy of
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revolution in our hands? - And, above all, how ‘could self—de-.relop-
- ment, become ‘80 separated frcm the- bnlversal. or what’ ig- jeven’ ‘worse i
'made the equlvalent oi the Unlversa SIan't ito because the:organlza-f:
I;Qnal_form ‘of Marxls»-Humanlsm. of philosophy of “evolution"ln per—-. "~
manence. isnt:made’ primary in our own mlnds? Why should there he:ff
5 any hQSLuatlan 1n asklng fo"'suha to \&h°* : : N

Slnce vou dldn't seem 00 be overly pre-occupled wzth such

,ftasks last year. permlt me %0 quote the' flnal‘paraﬂraph of my 1etter

Of Au%-.13.‘1983| "when we 1alk about 'thou&ht-alvers' we- can “see f_
= hat Marx LWES the- greatest of" all. Thdt's what I‘m really appeallng

ﬂto the. youth to -doy’ choning a thought dlver and ai act1v1st in ‘this
perlod demands: nothing qhort of gractlcwng the cha;lenge +6 “all post-,
hars Larxista. and thereby Lreating such new vround for - orgaanatlon.

'sueh concretlzatxon of Marx's revolutlon in permanence. as - to flnd -
.a new way to Jet: the actual revolu ion he.-_ R Co
IIi;:mHn 19705: RWILRN TO TF“ bHILOSOPHIC qOURCE

. In lahge measur&, the compuls*on I felt to return +o the
ph;lasophlc source explalns not only the reason for" the non—chrono-
loglcal way presented the cuotatlons at the. beglnnlrv of thls let—
ter. but also the reason I Ielt the - same compulsion to. do. that at L
the last class .on_the trllcgj of reu:lutlon,_ard all: ‘over; agaln. con—_
centrate on Chapter One of Phllosophv and Revoluulon, from. Hggel o -
§grtre and from_ga_g to 0'; Note one other pecullarlty -of .my "quota-
thﬂS. and that 1s hat. 1nstead of quotlnp from the. magnlflcent
Philosophy snd Revelution, . I _quoted tfrom'a talk I..gave .about that '
work, Bpeclflcally/%he flrst chaptar, partlcularlv .on Hegel's fxnal _
chapter of Science of’ Log;g. the Absolute Iden f-—' a talk in which I'K
want throuph the whole 27 paragrapns without leav1ng out‘a s*ngle 5
one. wblle addlng not only. tﬁe three finsl syllogisms. (para. 575, 7
5?6- 5?7) from the Philosonhv of ¥ind, but engaping Freat contempor~ :
ary Hegel scholars in the battle of ideas. '

This talk vas.delivered to a echolarly, spec;ulized._very )
=_non—harxist organlzation like the Hepgel Society of Americn. In order
here to show how to project Marxist-Humanism, aeven %o a hostile audi-

‘snce on a non-=MNarxist toplc such as Hepel's Absolute Idea, I there
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'-atressed my v1ew that HevM1's abstractlon,. Sn*rlt's urgency 2
‘concreteneas By hlS deep hzstorlc sense,'makan';%t squivalert to "the
'.blrth-tlme of hlstory. and ta ne the hl“th-tlme oi hla+ory was revo— ;
'f_luthgagy. The rPason I empha31ze that 1t”waa ainon—Mar st audlenaa

_ ; “I dlved into the_challenge fc.thosp_Hegel scholars eVen
’fmore dlrectly when it came to” speaklne of our. own’ age: "To thia wrxter.
,”Hecel's genlus io 1odged in: thn fact that hls ’voyage of. clacovery

‘*_ancame one endlesa proceas of alscovery Iox. ua.;—“he“'us' 1nc1udes:*“f

_both Mar s new contlnent of bhouyht af mater1a11st dlalecthSs and’”
iHespl senolars, as well as _the. movement from: practice,.. This writer.

“-has. folldwed wvery cloeelv tﬁﬂs nOVﬂm°n+ of rGVOlt ever sznce June: 17,¢5' ;

'°1953,- and saw in it o ‘quest. for unlversalltj..;ﬂa new. poxnt of de=
inarture 1n the Idea and in tbe movenent from Tra ctlce."-(n..l?z)

(RS _ A" z faced botn the pr331dent of the hSA. Proi. Louis Dupre.
and the’ msst well«known of today & Hegel scholars. Prof. Flndlayg-l

' ' task ‘alse the most erudite 1ntellectual dlalectician. Adorno:

' real tragedy of Adorno (and the Frankiurt Schcol) is the tr&-:
d "a one~d1menslona11ty of thought Wthh resulta when you nge_g”
':up Subaect . when one does not llsten to . tha vomces'from below..._" ey
_ :(when) on “returna to the 1vorv tower and reduces hls purpose to 'the:
- purpose of discu581ng key concepts of phllosophic dls¢1plln38 and_ m:_
“ncentrally 1nterven1ng in those dlscipllnes. , Tha next step waa irre-::
sistible, the subatitutlon of a permanent’ cflthufénot alone for abe
':aolute negat1v1ty, but also of permanent revolution 1tnelf- (P-ul?B)“f

_ Please also reread (and very: slowly) the new . 1982 Introduc -'
atlon -wrote for thlogcghv gnd Revolution,. where I answered George_
',Armatrong Kelly, who. in hLB Retreat from T"lemg___s_ challenged ne on
Absolu‘be Method., The reason. I muat repeat. that I c:.te 81l these ro-— _
~zerencea. 1s o stiress that the“e are: many rundaﬁunuala hh&u Just van-al'

Ea Though not identlcal. substantially ‘the B&me elsay is what we hava
printed in our pamphlet New Esmays as “Dialectics of Liberation in
. Thought and in Activity: Avsolute Negativity as New Beginning."
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- To’swim w1th hlsfory é'"Selthhlnklng Idea” and experlence
the "suf fer;ng, pattience:and’ lahar of the negatlve“ needed’ for- the‘d‘
“Self—Br1ng1ng ?orth of leerty" itoist necessary: to feel Self nou e
és hga but at _self—movement aF the fiasses, their- self—development '
and higtoric se;f—transcendence. “rtm’ conftdent: that then we. w111

,surely rige-to- ‘thechallenge’of’ the 1984—85 Perspec?lves{ includlng
1ts Organlzatlonal Conclusions,'spelling_the e out as louth prgxls.:‘

Yours,

“P. s.f' . Now nhow about diving 1nl:o what 1 d:l.d w:.'l:r- Rowhotham s
vanguardlst ”organ*z;ng 1dea" for WL and WL alone when I transformed
Sit Just by writlng 1t out dlfferently.f"organlzlng Idea" for all"
revolutzonarles. ' Oh yes. try also ud'£ﬁ+101nate my talk ‘at the : _
Executlve 53551or on "The Self-ThinxlnP Idea" and the: Dlalectlcsuf”"

the Body of Ideasa Whau 15 New 1n the Concent of Leadershlp?

(* I f1r3u developed “this as" I was worklng out my essay
for the 1349-50 pamphlet at the pOLnt where I was analyu._
zmng the commmttee-‘orm.)




