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MWomien's. L:brmhan and lize Dm(cmcs of Rezruh.twn chﬂ‘ung

Jor the Future
A ‘3"--‘: :::r Colleetion af Etsayt——l-lmr-rlc, Plulnmnhm Glnha!

What d|sungu:chcs tllc newness and umqurnr:st of Women's strra-
tion in our age is the very nature of our cpoch, which signified, at onc’
and the same time, a new stage of pmduchcn—uf\momu:on—and a
new stage of cognition, The fact-that the movement from practice was
itself a form of threory was manifested in the Miners® General Strike of
1945-50," during which the miners bal Hing Autemation were focusing

not on wages but on a totally new quiestion zbout the kind of fabor man
should do, asking why there was such a big gap beiween thinking and
doing. 1t was also seen in the new kind of activities on the part of the
miners’ wwcs, although, in the immediate posi-World War IT worid,
‘Wemen's Liberation was only an Tdea whose time had come and not.
yeta recognized Movement. .
Qur age of Women's Liberation is dn(mgu:shcd ﬁ'om all others—
whether that be the ancient pre-capitalist socicties when women like
. the Iroquois had some frccdoms greater than womenp in the technologi--.
-eally advanced industrial societics; or the 9th crnlury when women,
althnugh they named onc of their papers The Revolution,® concentrated
on the clemental right 1o the vote; or whether it be the early 20th -
century when revolutionary women Marxists fought alongﬂdc the men
against the wheole capitalipt system but wever raised he qur:sllon of
malc ehauvinism, though thcv werce suh]cctcri to its brunt..
" The movement from practice that is itscll a form of theory which
marks our-age bursl forth fully an June 17, 1953 in East Berlin in the
first maxs strike cver against Russian toalitarianism. That political
strike was directed both against the state-ca p:lallst rulers calling
- themsehves Communist and against increased work-norms {speed-up).
Developing under the stogan: “Rread and Freedom,” the revolt spread




ingly. abstra-:t. phllosoph:r calcgorv-—dns;lcsc: a passion §
uproatingof this cxplmmuvc racist, sexist society, slrclcbmr- l!'rom lh
_anti-Vietnam War mov cmmx and the bcmnmng- of & '\'cu" Le
. sacizlism to the’ present scarch’ far & phalosnph) of revolutio
" the challcncr of the ongom" rcvo:utmm of our day

Bcrkcl:v
~The peoint is that cvcr). onc ol' thc hlsmnc pcﬂods recorded: here
. " discloses the cxistence of both a new rr.-voluuonuw foree-and
ca) order. Rather, cach “of the four Paru. into whu:h the consciousness—Reason itselfi—no matter how different th ]
e hccn divided cemprises the whale three decades: thus, eack . the country in which the events unravel, xnd né matter
ncludcs the 1otativy, Part I, **Women, Labor and the Biack Dimen- ' ' from history, past er in-the-making, it bas rcmalncd
begins w:th an article wnttcn in 1959, whea *“Woman as Reason . o The Southiern Black dimension saw women Freedom Riders nc:m
\ tering 2 most unigue organization in “Mississippi- ca
vnh a ull. piven in thc Marx Ccnlc‘ll‘!rv \'c'tr. [‘)83 104 Third \\orld ) ’ I’owcr Unlsmncd N As the mm-cmcnl of thc: ‘E{}s.
ren’s ( On!'crrnI:c, alter h'\\'m:: rctururd toa 1950 nrllclv ot “The

! had smg]cd out the wives o!‘thc miners on strike as I was rcpamng
m th ﬁcld bccausr I }ﬂ.d felt slrnngl; that neie, I'orcrt of rc\-olulmu .

i Post-¥War W or‘d and the Old
urpub! hed eseay written in 1953,
iscusscs “omcn both in and not in production, while anoiher excerpt.
rom that same essay, *The Abolitionists and Their Re I.mundup 1 the
Riack Dimension,” focuses on the crucnal nature of the Black dimen- Droa’t iell us that “fidl™ freedom can come only 'ﬂu' "Jﬂ'r aﬁ
smn-—-—crucml because, as far back as slavery davs, it was the Black : “serolution; our questions musf be faced the dav before. Fur;.inmm, wardi
‘:rr\'oh that gave impulse 1o’ the. creativn of a whole now dtmvimnn o L are nol sufficient; lel's sre you pracece i,
“the: American characier~=~the nmh of Abolitiontsm. ' : Noae of your “thearies™ will de. You will have 1o l“"‘ o he:
\alur.lllv Idonmt limit the essays c“hpr to the past ortoithe VWS T - ) S You twill kave te undesstand what you hear. JUs like leaming a e
s our age and 1he whole world that preoccupies me. Tywas in the 19605 .- . - - _ tanguage, Fou teill Aave to Irarm thal you are ant the font of all witdzm—or
~that, in both indepzndent and aparrhﬂd Africa, wnmen, inspired by the’ : . of revalutien, You :‘" ":;';,a l:,"dm'":d;ﬁ:;‘:w b:dm belong 20 s ond 14
\Imuqomcn- Bux Boveoll, resc up in new revolts theres it was Jikewise ' .o :;' ';’T“;: ! :: : "n:.:,;m:;, ';,:" ,ﬂ::;:;’.'u‘fh .
in the. 1960x that Black women hclped to, dmpr the new Women's - : a e retirs tnd owr ‘ e oot
Lrbcrauon Movement in ‘the U.S.; and it was in the 1960s that ! i ’
lra\'rllcd 1o hoth West Furope and West Africa, 10 Hong Kong (as ncar
a< at American conld get to China at thatiime). and 1o Japan, Seme of 187 will not open an escae rmmfnr rou by pamnng to the micddticlas

iny writings from these trips arc included both in Part T and in Parc 111, Lo nature of Betty Friedan’s The Feminine Mystinue, Outside of the fact
: Bu:h oflhu l‘arts that follow *Women, Labor and ¢he Black Dimen- -~~~ that the trivinlization qfﬁowmwl: i afw dmmnmg to' the "seell-pald’

comes anly from class oppremnn. ook al _wur:rf-ﬂ.

nmf full autenomy,




s i-r: Osr' m.w-.lm.r r'm'n ‘e hegin with The Frmmme \l\suquv n
3 “l‘l e n'rrr L the F rrrr’am ‘Ride. 6um u’uh m ot Beat up m-d

18enan Poreer b timited, " ;

Srep hl’hur s, sxen t]mmgﬁ' the voices ty’uumm (r:)' the old fz_f} b
great the Gevman Socialist [Womens Movtment war. We Enore b many
rimkbing wamen’s groups Clers Zetkia mtnm:ﬂf and that it war a renl mass
piorment. e kanre huu-grmt the eircelation of Glrichheit was, and that

O nw harr, nething rorpiatable ta it: We denond, neterthelese, ta be heasd, not
anh becanse your amphmhm seemts 1o be that ser kad beiter hald our tongues,
“but’ !wam her supersiorils in “argapiling tremon on ¢lasy Fimes {eft kidden
Ll ¢1MI': of the “lWoman Question,™ mer! of ol hou ver: deepr the
-uprootiag of the ofd must be, And e afso knmc that nome of them. “Zetkin and
uxemburg includedd. hod hravght out the male chauvirism in the partr, They
% djoﬂ'mt-m’ the mien in mandmnc tlmr rmn'fnng must hr done ln frrat .zfv Hlf

frers a1 -hr thar be f.mxpra’ with Hrr .bamgm'.t aomen,
oo fof us c:.( yow: Ie it arnafmlnf that the nmlr lmd’ru in tnr SPD o

Aarxists nf hir, dn, with and u-:fﬁaur femm" suppart, first resisted the
:h:Hu!mm! of mm gulontmous wamen's motemend and now Iy very mouch o
nm-:.r it by foreier émvg:-rg ot Mr pnmg of the partr, the pavir, the
pcm There is the rub,

Toa mery reolufions hare mmd 30 b mst .r.rrrf aneu: on very di _ﬂmur

mna‘ hgmnrng right heve and aom. Under no vircumsiances will e It
veu hide vour male-chaurinist hehavior under the ski ibboleth ke aveial
revofutin romes first,* That hat nlicars served as excusr ﬁ:r vour “leadrr-
hips, " for your continuirs fo make all drn.naru, write all leaflets, pnmﬂ-bh,
nd fraets, while el e do is crank the mimeo machine,

Finatly, n’af mast imperiant thing toe must all iarr 16 kear ave the roicer
of the Third Warld, The real A jru-.dnnn Latin American strugeler—
especially of wamen——are not heard in the thetaric at-the Tri-Continentnl
Crngresses, bul iv the umph wwords of people like the Rlack woman who
“spelled out what frecdom mennt o her: *“I'm nof thoroughtr conrinced thet
Blnrk “Liberation, the war it's being spelled out, swill seally and boelr aoeas 2ar

- diberation, I'm ot 18 surt tohen it eomes fime o put down my pun® that Freen’t
.uw ] Amcm :.'w:w:' in ng- dands, a3 3o many pf my Cuban sisiers have.”

Troisky Tolds that the women n-:auy didn’t kriow \n'uai d-:y e
in lhc Frbruan rcvo.uuon and thatit was nnly in Ncwcmbcr, whc'l Jnc

The truth is thnl what ::i:lmr.cd !h: dclual ovcr!hrrm ofTsarnsm was'
the action of the women in Fcbruary. Furlhcr, the truth i i ﬁmt
F rbruary all the rcvolunonar:es-———Bol-ahcv:kq, M:nthwks, Socizl R

Py

. politicos luok at the actw::y of the women &s’ R:ascn. .

Because 1 held that massés in motion, women as well as men,
“ones who “make" rcvoluucns, ransform rcahty, 1 l'ad no nccd [ dc.m
grate the so- -called role orwomcn. On the conirary, smg!cd out when
_ they, and they alone, initiated the actual rcvoluucm, as witness the
" milkmaids in what became the Paris Commune. (See frotnote, p. 110. ) In:
my *‘In Meioriam: Natalia Sedova Trotsky,” I take up thc ‘whole
question nl‘"'I'hc Role of Women in Revolution.™ .

One of the unique. features of our age-is that: lhc allzludc 1o thi
- activity and thought of women is different today frem whal it had been;
in olher ages. At the end of the 19CG0s, when Women's Liberation: had
.moved from an ldea whose time had enme to 2 Movement, I 'gave o,
scries of Icctures at the University Center for Adult. Education of.
Wayne Statc University and the University of Michigan in’ Detroi
These were delivercd without any writteiz text, and were summarized |
by my colleague, Olga Domanski, I include in. Part 11 both-that
summation and her essay on "\\'omcns mbc'alwn m Statch
“Theory: Suminary of a Decade.” .

The Part concludes with cxeerpts fram’ "Nl:w Pau-uons and Nm~
Farees,”. the ﬁn:\l chnptc.r of my work, Pc'i:lo:op.b ami ARrvolut




cquallw, and 'llunanon at \xork in the homc, and in the supposcdly
n ulml culturai ﬁr!d’ : . . '

rsire fcr bcm: amrclnsnc or for l:llkmg of “pereanat™ r:ﬂhcr

polit cal matlers, rather than: secing in it the question of new
bc,‘.mmugs, eX\0scs morc than the prngm'\hem el our age. 11 discloses
y l.hc muile chauvinisni inherent in the Left but their insensitivity
qurmon of Marx’s concept of the dialectics of revolution

hlch M'\rx mnrlc nncp'\mblc from his cmlccpl of the prmnplrc

e |\h|lnsoplw ol' n-\'nlulmn—n |h.1! thc uproutmg ncrdcd rmmm
ivide, theory from pracncc ner ph:ioxophv from orgamr.mmu." There

world. Thc greatest lilummztmﬂ of that is the zlluudc of the | re-vo!us
arics in the Rus,mn Rc\'oluhon of 1905—-07 Thc phras:.

”

permancncc, |

Marxist Plckhanov at the lmcrnauonal Congrcss dunng thc 1934-03
vassojnp'mcsc War, Why lhcn d:d “revolution in’ pcrm1ncnce

Com:dcr mo. ihc "New Left in japan in our agc—-—spcuﬁcally “the'’
section ol Zengakuren, which had broken with the Comm.lmsr Party
because they consadercd Ruesm 2 ﬁatc—capua!:st society a"u:l v.lm:h had

translate and publlch m_]apancsc Marx's 1844 Econum:c-l"hzlmop
Manuscripts, in which the Man/\Woman relationship is's0 Sentral, 2y
not only did lhq dlsrcgard that point in Mamx's Essays; but they acted
as if lhc concept ofAh:natcd Labor meant only class rclauons Their

were there no women in the lcadcrsh:p, but women d:d net lakc ‘th

floor in the meetings the New Left had sponsor-d for e, Tt was that
fact wmang many others which I raised in my critique to them for. not
creating room for the new force of Women's Liberation. \\'hllc this
dcbate is not included in the report of wmy trip loJapan which appears -
in this Part 1 havc appcndcd to it thc discussion ol'l'aat qucstlcm i l'ch :

The wlmlc qucsuon ol‘ob_]ccm-lty andpmﬂw of lhe Womcn s Labcra-
tion’ Movement is so crucial a mark of oﬂr age lhat, whnc\-er thc




opposition to sexism’

We « can sec lt in 1h'..' Porlugucsc Re\olutmn \\hrrc c\cn brforc lhc 7

‘natice of an opposu:on which lhc aulhormcs thought lhc} could -

Lifl lmpntonmg its'three authors. So pm\crful was the protest E

pounng I"orlh from the Women's lecmu.m Meovemer u
-that not onl\' ‘did’ the authors gain their freedom but an autcnomons
mcn s mavement: became - integeal 1o the revolution itsell. Despite
\,llns fact; - Isabel do C.lrmo——who headed  the revolutionary group,

PRPIBR {Revolutionary Party of the l’rolcrmal!l'{t:\olulmnar\' Bri- -
dcs) whu:.h h-td r.'usv:d the qucslwu oi npnrrm'amm {non- p:\rtusm) ;

omous: “’omcn " Liheration. '\imcmcm as purc!y pcu\'-bourqcms—-
that is o say, ncn-rnoluuon.xn' But the women who, during her own
pnsonmcm, came to her défense so impressed-her that she, saidh:

I'm bcgmnmg 1o think our wholc struggle, the struggic of the Revolu-
tionary People’s Party, was really a Aight carried on by women, “¢ That '
xtreme 2 declaration” when you are talking of the revolution as a -

holl.h—-and -being mmdful that the : Pur(ugucsc. Revolution . really
slarltd in‘Alrica—is as wrong as her prcvmus denial of the WLM; but

this: ohjectivity of the women's mm-rmcm as » new rcvoluunnary Fm-cc o

and Rcasun is undeniable. - R
HH anolhl:r form of this newness is scen in Poland 1 mcludc hcrc,
lcrcl'orc, a report | received from a young Polish exile on thic women
who were so crucial in the creation of that ncw world stage of Polish
rm-olt-—-SaIn‘amosc. Part I also shows two very different attitudes on
the: part of two women revalutionarics in China 10 the relationship of

phiiasophy and revelution. One is the avtocrat, Jiang Qing; the otheris

Chinese refugee 1 call Jade, whom 1 interviewed in Hong Kong on

the eive of the Cultural Revolution.® At the same lime, I critique the

“attitude ‘o the Ameritan feminist, Roxone Witke, “whu, far- lrom com-~
'prchcndlng the rerolutionary easence of Women's L:hcrauon, has for-

cen Jiang nearly all her erimes. | -
At thal point we retorn to the United Statcs, spcaﬁcally the Intérna-
“tional: Women's Year Confercncc in Houston, Tesas in 1977, This
conl'rn:nrc wag ‘especially important because it made manifest the
’ éxistence of the Third World within the U.S, Tt is that which cast i new
itiumi nauon on the wlhole question of Latin America, Par 111 thus
"Thc l.atm Amcncan Unfinished Rcvoluuons," whether

e v AP % A Lt o, s e A i R A s e i

th-u be the: 19605 (nnd my cormp(mdcncc with Silvi
that decade is included h‘re), or whether ivbe the 9705
_both my Political- -Philusophic Letter alier a our u.h.':rc th
“of Fritrea and Cuba was rrised. and my cxch:mg,c
(cminists); or whether it be the 19805 and rny dn!ozuc w:!.}l “thie
Peruvian feminists,.

1L boeame ‘clear to me lhal lhc qnc;uan

“ional answer?” could not be answered

. question of philosophy, ‘the missing link- not only for r.hc pr.agmau'
but for all of post-Marx Marxism. Itis lo thal qucsuon that
the final Part of this collection.

Part } V—""The Trail tothe 1580s: The Msssmg ‘Lu
the Relationship of Revolution o Organization™
together all thicads, both thiose of our age of myriad crises _nd thetc o
Marx's day, cspecially the last decade of Marx’s hfc ashe 'tacizcd fur the:
future and Icft a trail 10 the 1980s. The firat of the Part’s w stc! 5-
“Reality and’ Phnlosophy"—begms with'an interview wit ]
Davenport “QOn the Family, Love Rclauonshlps ‘and the New Soclcly,
“which was aired on radio station WBAI in INew York on in'cnjuuana.l
Women's Day, 1984. consider it significant because l'ncrc Y “no douk
that the Women's Libcraison Movement has 1m;;artcd a new, mlcn...
and a very different, new direction to an old quwunn..

Today s teality—the totality ‘of the criscs; ‘scehomic ‘znd p_uin
national and mtcrnauonal—-conl‘rom us with 30 lcmfvmg a

* of a nuclear holocaust and create so total an impasse that all 165 man

arc looking for an escapr, which has reduced phllosophy (£
.and the homilice of the family. It was that type of redogd
"Marx aitacked when he thiew down the gaumlct o hou .

: -—---w---—-'m:\h h:s Cammunut Afamﬁ:ta._

On wwhat ﬁund‘amn ir the prr.msf ji!mrl , I'n' baurgmu fmi W
capital, on private gain. In its completrly developed form this femily exists
anly amang the bourpeaisie. But this state of things firdy its comploment in the
practicol absence of the family among the proletariany,. and in. pu!'

- prostitution. The bourgeois family will vanish as & matter of earse whe {7
cemplement vanisher, end both will panish with the vanishing of copirel .

The bourgeois claptrap about the femily ord educaticn, aboul the hallawed
co-velation of parent and child, Breomes all the more disgurting, the rrum, ¥
The ection of modern induatey, all fumily ties ameng the fra!danm ary lora
aswndes, and their children !mu:ﬁ:mrd ints mnpk amzlu of mmmnu "and

“instruments of labor.




zecond cssay in ihn scction was mv response tn'a cha!l:nqo o

: dcln er, as a single lecture, an analysis| of rhc Grundrisse and Women's
n n." This 1974 lectiire was transerilicd and published thar year

ait Wmm: s Press. 1 accepted the challenge because Women's
lecnuon is an illimination of Marx"s s vision of human dev clnpmcul
\sluch ‘he ..rumlau-d as Yan’ absoluic muveinent of becoming™ in the
Gmn::'m.lr. In truth, from his verv first hreak with capitalist socicty in

L84 cn he wrote his l-.conomic-l’lulosupluc Manuseripts "and de- .

“clared labor 1o be the universal c'ass, Marx extended the concept of -

_Allcnauuri to tht Man/Woman. rclanonsiup and 1o all life under -

capialism. This is whv he' concluded that the systrm needed 12 be
tutall\- uproolcd-—-—thal is to say, nctdcd nolhmg :Iwrl nl'a “rr-\-olulwn

of *<all lh.:l ls —lh'u is, the. "ncgatmn oF the negation™—

o nr R, uholr new conum:ul of 1hough| and of n:vniuuou.

mumsm. as such is nol thc goal ofhuman dcvclcpmcnt thc form
o!'humnn socicty,” he wroie in *Private Property and Communism.™

Andhe ﬂ:arucuhlrd it m hls "Crl quc ofllu: Hcgchan Dnlrcuc” this

c propcrt\- Oniy b} ‘the lransccndcncc of this mediation .

cre 2rise pon!:w Humanism, beginning from itsclf”

This ix what he expressed in 1857-58 in his manuscripts an \ ““Eco-
nomies” (which we know as the Grundrizse®) as “'the absolute movement
of : bccommt:'. in a word, far from being all on cconomies and A
dcp'\ﬂurc from ph:losnph), these- manuscripts proved all nver again
that Marx's new enconnter with Hrgcl s Logic and his acceplance of

abm’luu: movement of becoming™ was a decpening of his transforma-
ticn®of the Hegelian dlalcruc from a rrvolu'non i pfulnmp'n into a
‘phuosnphv ef revolution. .
~ Whan, in that 1857 Grundmu. Mar:. first pro_lcclcd the Asiatic Mode
ofi’mductlon as so fundamental a path ol hurian developinent that he
added it as 4 fourth form 1o the three forms he - had previously
dcnhﬁcd—shvcn' feudatism, capitalisin—he was Leeping his mind's
Jove on the’ pus.\llwlc future pathways 1o a nrw socicty while siudying (he
hmoﬂc form of human development. Indeed, he never diverted fram
hat view of “alsolite movement of bccommg " To make surc that his
fundamental fourth form would not bz glossed aver just hecause be

Hlsloncal '\iatenalmm. . !
Thc crucial dccadc of’ t.bc 10 709—-\.—;hcn for, lllc

pubhcat:on of his Elfmofng:cal Nolebinks, his, fnal majs wiitin
the decade w‘-;.-q MWoamen's 1, -h.-r-: onhad m

nnRzg u--.--o.‘zu'E -!v

_time had come'to a Moverncat: W hat the Ellmn!ng.cal{\ofz?-cah revealeds
'was how I‘EdlC'.‘llly difftrent Marx's’ wews were on, the d:alcc{ac: ol

Properiy rmd f}~t State, which Engels had pab!:«h:d zs “hequiest”
) Marx. While dlc third essay in this scction wnc\:nimt:s onthe ¢

indeed, it mouvalcd the entire collection.: The “why™. of: 30 m
" aborted revolutions has led dissidents, even in this pragmitic’! land, 10
starch for the m:ssmg lmk cl‘phl!osophy to moluuon as well a: o m

* eriticism of the male Left. T had been feeling that the wholé pos_“ “orlg
“War I gencration had been raising totally ncw qucsuons cvcr since

Put another way, new forces of revolution were challeng:
theoreticians 10 come up with nolhmg hort of A new form nl'cogm
a new way of lifé. Instcad; they were being saddled: .with new. puhuca
tyrannics, ncw forms of mass destruction, a- new slagc of productic
and a rotal way of nuclear terror and death, o

The Birst cssay in this final se:uon on the “Rclatmnshlp of Philess
ophy to Rcvolution,”: which contrasts Mares and Eng:lss Sl\ldlu,
had originally been conceived as the first chapier in a new work'] was®

. projecting on Women's Liberation. I intended to deal, on'theonc h nd

with new forms of ocganizatien, and, on the other, to cr*uquc w

_ Liberationists for disregarding Rosa Luxemborg, the great, 'wnma

rcvu!ulmnnry from whom we today could leamn a great deal on (]
- dialectics of revolution and the spontaneity of the masees. “whi h
volved a new npproach to orgamzalmn. In the procc.s of my rese




ltcrﬂoﬁrrc tmknown El !hm!o;'am' Nolff'c-ol s diselosed’
drrp gnlfhrlwn‘n M"lrx ar\d his. closrsl co'lhlmramr. Fnrch w hase

nalys s of \hn ﬂﬁnolagaml A !fﬁnokr, nppranng hcrc was the first
dnl’i chapter writien for Rosa Luxrmbnrg. Ilomm 't Lrbna!um and ifarx’s’
Philorophy of Revolution.”
tecause this analysis has proved to be. thc mast controversial part of
lhal».mok it is necessary 1o stress the process by awhicl Marx eame to
his? Hﬁnﬂlngaml Notebooks. Posi-Marx. Marxists have lrcatcd AMarx's
'ﬂsm cither as a dogmn or as a mcre description of his age with no

ltcallnr“ for nurs, None of the conclusions that Marx drew, haw-

. 1o matter Low well- I'mmdcd serioushy rescarched; or p'oiound!\
prc]t ird, were cver staled as a giten, concluuon. never tn be re-;
: -amtd-«—as is ebvieus from his letter answering the Populist eritie,”
Tikhailovsky, on that snost fandamental principle of the accumulation
ol'capa!al which climaxés Marx's description of the “law of motion of
.spnahsm as le'zdmg to its daom. Marx denicd that this deseription of

at held truc for Western Evrope bad been analyzed as a Universal.
f¢ insisted | that. indeed, technologically . backward lands (such as

Ru } coutd “follow a- dilferent path,; and cven have the revolution

wahcnd nflhr West. Nor was this something written only in aletter to an-

edi or, ' | that was never sent. He developed. it also in four long unpuh-
ishied letters o Vera Zasulitch, - © .

Inthose lctinrs l-u: cites the l'acl tirat "an American wr:lr:r" who was’

no- revelutionan: or lu-.loncal nalcnal.nl (he was reforring (o Lewis:

chr) Mt‘rl:'m) had written a moit exciting bncl. which disclased afi

sarts of new- hudmz\ aboul pre-capitalist society, 1he Iroquois egpe- -

cially, He was 21 that time working on what we now know as the
thm-bglml Netebéols—und Mergan’s Ancient Sacitly was the central
point, but-Marx's notes included a great many other anthropological
1md:v¢. by Maine, Lubbock, and others. C.Icarh it wie those studizs,
when'set in the context of his philusophy of revolution and human
development. that led to the conclusion tha revolution could come first
in a backward land. provided the hirtoric conditions were ripe and the
revolution related itsell 1o the rest of the world. Indeed. this was

> prot.amxcrl oprnly in nolhmg less than ihe 1882 Iutmducmm to the

ussian: cdnmn u!':.u: Cotanrunisi Hamjatn.

prob!cm that is" prcoccnp\'mg her, I
minded “colleagues, . in my - mind, who shou!d be b
. process of working out’ lhc :dc-wofa book. Rathi‘r, mc

submitted to the scrutm) of workers mtrllf‘clua[s womcn‘ :
s io say, the furces of rcvmui.mn—nu:‘h as oné clop

“after il reaches complctina, This was donr with every one ol My

thenrctical works, The final section of the Jast_Part of this collﬂ:uon
presents Jotters written during the process of woiting ‘Ros ':E.uxﬂrb" 4
" Womten's Liberation, and Mars’s Philosophy of Rrﬂnhxfmn.«l!. ewise pr
seits the ﬁrsl lcclurc gwcn (un Drc.

complﬂrd . .

new questions on the rclnuonshlp or phnmsop}:\" 16, o l_l.
revolution. Thr final selection included here consists’ ol‘m\' anEw

m:mng y link of ph:]osophy in rclauomh:p to rcvoluuonsj hr)th in thcm}‘
“and in’ fact. That is. what.is meant by the -dialectics ‘of:
Indeed, it appearcd o me that this'is what Is missing in all those!
have been writing on the new moments in Ma
continuity of Marx"s whole philosophy ol revoluticn, But as lflh
a break in Marx's development. It is no accident that they do no
any of the “new moments” which they discuss 10 the ncy
revalution, c.spcc:ally Women's Liberation.’ -

1t is imperative to ook anew at other historic turnmg prints and in?
that way 1o grasp how the practicality. of philosophy can be s:cn whm
ohjective criscs are so lotal as to bring or: actual world" mqrs. Itwas:
precisely at such critical points that two such dlsparatc h:slo
as Sarire, the professional philosapher, and Lenin, the re
.. practitioner, cach felt the nced fo turn to phllosaph}—-l.d:mn_a
outbreak of World War I and-Sarire on'the eve of World! Warl

In his %t is Literature? Sartre wrote: "Mclaphys:cs is nnl a’steril
discussion about abstract notions which have: nn:hmg t it
cxpcrlcncc. It is a living cfiort to embrace. frem within! lhc man
condilion in its totality.”"? Unfortunately, when it came: 1 ‘jmmrm
" Sartre taitended . Communist Party instead off ndhcn "g 10! Ma
- definition that: *The practice of philosophy is itsell thcorencal y
critique thal measures the Ind:wdual -existence b
particular by the idea."!!"




ng a ch.tptcr on "Life”—and mcludmg it m thc final part oi'

hc Doctrine of Notion at that. Lenin wrote; in his Pailosophic Notebooks:
'hr: ldca ol'ml:luc'mg Li fr m logic is comprchrn-uble—and hrxllmnl—

c:oucm-st (r!:ﬂtﬂmn) through pﬂcncc. .. (Lenm s Cn!..

Vorki. Vol. 38. p, 202).
Lrnm praised the whale seetion of the Scienc afLavrc on “Thc Idn

! the very hest of the dizlectic,” and dug deeper into the
h'\plcr- on “L!fc.? wrmm{ down: "bch'nc:z st ‘cine wirkliche Exis-
ienz’ des \\ 1dcr1prucl s in thc living mdlndual "' Lenin siops (o note
rocess,” “kind.” “intersubjec-
nlrorcﬂccuon. aud "u:hluv as lhc chaptcr on “Life" was
' “teansition.” 'Hegel ended Chaptee I
roduced Ch'ipltr 1} on “The Idea of Cognition™: “The Tdea,

* where hc singled outs” "Man s l:c-gmuon not onlv reflcets the

- world, bt creates it," calling ateention to the fact that Hegel

tezd of procecding with the word, “Netien,” seddenly used
'Sub_;ccl." Lenin frally "lramlalcd" the who'c concept of

ne ' acluahty ul‘ourscll’ and thc nnn-nclunlm- of lhc world™ as “1 €.

o onc, ol'counc, was more e creative (han Mnrx. wha h:\d discovered
a 'whole new coqtincnt of thought as he grappled with his “Critique of.
the’ Hcgcllan _Dialcctie,™ wherey as we have showed, he transformed
egl'l ¥ revolution in philoscphy i jnto A phllo‘o‘phv qfrrwmf en. The task

s to unchain the. dialectic. - - . =T

this . precisely, ‘tamps the. umqucnr« lhe briginaliu" the

4n Marx's. dc\-clopmcm of the dialcctie.. We can see his
Prnmclh..an Vision in the last decade of his life as he projected the
- possibility of a social’ revolution coming first in a lcchnu!oglcallv
undt'rdm l:lnprd cauntry before the so-called a:lt"mccd r:con-:mncs. Thlc

view of al! human dcvclopmcnl and Engcls un'h

why this single sub_]c:t—Womtn lecraunrn, wr -
relates 1o philasophy or to form of orgamzaimn—ls mseparablc from
the dlaiccm:s of revolution, Bolh nf lhcsc questions wcn: rms:’fl at;cw

(on p. 109 of Roja Luxemburg, 1+ nmm Ltbera-’wn and Mark’s Phlo:am'y o’
Rﬂ-a!unnn) that social rcvuluuon ccmcs ﬁr'u pﬂmdm‘ i is not=- dccd

.mee's backs, or by usmg ihcm hc]pmalcs." 1 th:rc['o

conccpl as l’o!low5' "

h’u.'op pmrw < very v di ﬁ:m.' mM u.'mh. wr lnok at Fcbrumy 1987,
where the women were the onss tko initiated the rerolution; usﬁdkrra:-f fum
_f‘urth:r back.16 he Persion Revolution of ING—11, where the rier “eratid
- " th ety frrst domen's soriel; or weheiher we ook to vxr swn ngr in IQM. n
' Por!u_:;a! where Jsabel do Carmo saised the fotafly nnw coneept of 3 2pa;
" darismo. ft is preciiely becatise omen’s liderationirts are bath reooletiozary
force and Reason thal they ave crucial. If we are Is achiewe sweress ix .&( nrz
m-e!urmn.-, we here ts see ﬂmt the uomormg gf lfrt sldis ufal fmm er Hars

Thc Ahsolutc M:lhod allows for no “pnvate enct.l

science is aprwn a lie : :
The truth of this statement has never been morc :mm:dmtc and
nr;,cnt than in our nucIrar world, over whlch h'-.rgs nolhmg shut ]




