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 Dialectics of Revolution and of Women’s Liberation*

) 7 by Raya D{:nayévsqua

 Introduction and Part I1* Marx's Marxism; Lenin's Marxism _ . S
S :Let’s go adventuring to some Historic Turning Points that have unchained the dialectic:
.. in'Marx's age,’in Lenin’s, and in our post-World War I age, LT
" Let's begin with 1843-44 when Marx broke with capitalism, having discovered a whole
-~ new continent of thought and of revolution that he called 4 new Humanism.” =~
" Hegel's dialeciic methodology had created a revolution in philosophy. Marx criticized it
- precisely because the structure of Hegel's Phenomenology of Mind was everywhere interpreted |
= as a'revolution in Thought only. Marx's “Critique of the Hegelian Dialectic™ took issue with
:Hegel-also- for helding that a philosopher can know the dialectic of revolution (the French
- Revolution in Hegel's case) only after the revolution has taken place. Marx re-created it as a
dialectic of Reality in need of tmnsformation. He named, the Subject—the revolutionary
- force who could achieve this—as the Proletariat. : - .

. Put- briefly, Marx transformed -Hegel’s revolution in philosophy into 2 philosophy of
‘revolution. "This will be further developed throughout this talk. For the moment, our focus
must develop Marx's first “new moment™—i.e., discovery—the birth of what he called “a new -
Humanism.” : -': e : . :

© - It-is that which characterized ‘Marx’s whole life from his break with capitalism until the
.- day of his death, 1843-1883. It included two actuai revolutions—i848 and 871, The defecat
.-of the 1848 revolutions produced a new need for a continuing revolution, a *Revolution in
. Permanence™; and Marx concluded from 1871, which created the Paris Commune, that the
- -bourgeois state needs to be totally destroyed, and he-called for a non-state form of workers’
rule like the Paris Commune, ©~ .~ . ' o . E
.07 A 3l-year lapse followed before a single post-Marx Marxist—Lenin—Ffelt compelled to
+ -, have a revolutionary enicounter with the Hepelian dialectic, That Historic Turning Point fol-
.- lowed when, in the objective world, the Second International collapsed at the outbresk -of
-.-World War [. The shocking betrayal by the Second International served as the compulsion to
*_Lenin to return to Marx’s origin in the Hegelian dialectic with his own study cf Hegel's Sci-
. _ence of Logic. This marked the Great Divide in post-Marx Marxism. Lenin's grappling with’
*" the Hegelian-Marxian dialectic continuzd through the final decade of his life, from 1914 1o
S1924) ) o R ] o
What resulted from this revolutionary encounter was o reunification of philosophy with
: revolution. 'We must see what Lenin specifically singled out to help him answer the Historic
task facing him, and how he reconnected with Marx's Marxisin. The dialectical principle he -
singled out from Hegel was transformation into opposiie. Everything he worked out from then
on—I{rom dmperialisni 1o State and Revolution—demonstrates that, _ R
. The main focus here is on the significance of what a revolutionary concretizes 1o answer
" the challenge of a new age. In the case of Lenin it was the dialectic principle of transforma-
* tion inta cpposite that he held to characterize both capitalism's development into imperizlism

* A lectire detiversd in Chicago, Januaty 27/February 3, 1985
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and a secuon of the. prolctanal bemg transformed into “the anstocracy of labor.

Ncarly two decades clapsed after Lenin died—during which would come the actual out-
- bn:ak -of . World  War. [I, which caused Trotskyism to - split - into several different

I»nd:‘tcxes—before there was the first serious grappling wiih the new reality that chacacterized

"the -objective’ world. - It was the outbrcak of World War 1l “which compelled -me 1o study .
Russia’s: three Fw»‘ Year - Plans “and - to come_ to ‘the conclusion that Russia’ was . a-
_state-capilalist society, The shocker o Trotsky, to which he never reconciled himself, was that’
outright, counter-revolation came, not from the outside, from |mpenal:sm, but from the Rus-
siap Revolution itscH. With the wransformation of the first workers® state into a state-capitalist
scc:cty it became clear that Stalin reprcs:med not just the bureaucral Stahn. but. Sxalmism,

: Russ::m form of the new warld stage in production.

_ " Before, however; 1he dialectics of revolution could be fully unchamcd ph:losophma!ly for
“our-age, we had 10 experience both the new phénomenon in the Miners General Strike of
1949-50, living masses in motion posing new questions, and a serious grappling, philosophi-

- cally, .- with- the Hegelian-Marxian - dialectic. This _resulted in . the philosophy of -

"Marxist-Humanism. It was this philosophy which charactenzed those masses in motion as a
movement from practice that is itself a forin of thegry. Since we are Marxisti-Humanists, what
we will examine today- is that whole body of ideas—taking up both what we call the “trilogy

.--"of revolution™ and the new fourth book we will soon have off the prass: Women's Liberation
’ mrd the Dra!emcs of Revaluuan. Reachmg Jor the Future. ’

Marx's Marxism

Let's ﬁrst examine Marx himself, from 1843 1o 1833, in both his relationship to, and the
" break froin, Hegel. So far as | am concerned, the “new moments™ in Marx mark not merely
the Jast decade of his life—which became, for us, the trail to the 1980s—but begin with the
very first moment in-Marx, the moment of his break with capitalism, its production, its cul-
ture, its immedizte contenders frem Lassalle on; From that encoumer there came the birtii of
-3 new continent ofthoughl and of revolution.

Therc was no time for populanzauon. that had to be leﬂ to hlS close:.l collaboralor,
. 'Engels-—~who was no Marx—so that the founder of this new continent of thought and of revo-
- “lution could give hxs whole time to the concreuzauon of that new Umvcrsal—Mnrx s new
- Humanism.™ : )

- Note how pamsta!'mgly .md in whnl mterre!auonsh:ps Marx’s 1844 “Critique of the
Hegelian . Dialectic™ shows all the new elements, Though he had already designated the.
prolctariat ds’ the revolutionary force, it was at that moment thal he also singled out the
~ManlWam‘m relationship and pointed to the fact that it is that which discloses how niienating )
is the nature of this capitalist society. And though he had already separated himseif from .

petty-bourgeois ' ldcallsm. the power: of negativity scpamled him alse from Feuerbnchmn
“materialism,

The “npew Humnmsm. in a word, was not just a miﬂ.lcr of coumcrposing matcrialism to
“idealism; - it was the unity of the two. By introducing practice as the very source of philoso-
_ phy, Marx completely transformed the Hegelian dialectic as related only to thought and made
*"it the dialectics of revolution. It was not only capitalism and its idealism Marx rejecied, but
what he called “vulgar communism”—which he stressed was not the goat of the overthrow of
. cnpi'alism.‘ Whst concretized his “new Humamsm was that thc rcvnlution must bc cominu- :
-"-ous after the overthiow of cupitalism, - : S a

‘When the real revolutions camé in 1848—and he, himself, pamcnpun:d in lhcm-—hc '
ca_llcd. afier their defrat, for o “Revolution in Permanence,” in his 1850 Address to the Com-
- suenist League, And after the 1875 French edition of Capiral, aher 40 hard yenrs of labor in
. economics, he projected the possibility that a revolution could occur first in a technologicalty
backward country (what we now sce as the Third World)—ahead, that is, of the so-called
-advanced countries—though that was the appaosite of what it seemed he had predicted in the




'“Aécﬁ}ﬁulalion of Capital.” 1In a word, there was nothing that. was com:rctely' spelled out in.
Marx’s ‘very last decade that was not first seen in the Promethean vision which he had -
unfoldco al the very bcgmmng, in the breakmg up of the capitalist world.

Take even the one queslmn-—-Orgamzauon—whnch the so-calted orthodox: clmm was
~“never touched seriously by anyone, not even 'a Marx, until Lenin worked it out in Whal is to
bv Done? ' in: 1902-03. The truth is‘that Marx was always an “organization man.” He no
-sooner got to-Paris and finished his 1844 Essays (which never were published in his lifetime)
than he searched out workers® meetings, crcated his own International Communist Correspon-
" dence Committees, and- then joined: the League of the Just, which became the Cémmunist
Lcague. He tried 10 get everyone from Feuerbach-to Proudhon to join, callmg on lhem ta be
“as emhusmsnc about the workers' voices as he was. . X

| What was 1rue was that only with the 1875 “Marginnl Notes™ we_know as thc Cri:f'que‘of }
- the Gotha Program did he express hiz views directly 'on-the “program™ of a workers’ party. .
Those “Margmal Notes™ stressed the lmpﬂSs:b:llty for serious revolutionaries ever lo separate
phllosophy of revolution .from thc actual orgamzanon- when a pnncnple of philosophy ‘and
revolution is no? in the “program,” one should never join that orgamzatmn 1hnugh one could
participate’in individual joint action against capltahsm.

: Did this Cririgue mean anythmg to any of those who called thcmsclvcs Marxists?
- Clearly, not to the whole leadership of the Second International. “That Historic Turning Point
had not meant anything to any of the German leaders—and not only not to (he Lassallcar.s .
but also not 1o the Eisenachists, who considered themselves Marxists.

And what of the Internationalists? It took nothing short of the outbreak of World War !
1o have anyone turn to the Critique. The single one who did—Lenin—Ilearned a great deal on
the necessary destruction of the capitalist state, as Stale am! Revo!u:mn shows bul he leﬂ the

‘. whole question of Org.anlzanon completely alone.

it look_our age, specifically Marx:st-Humamsts. before there was a serious grappling with
the typ: of organization Marx was caliing for,’ and a reconnection of organization with his
-philosophy of *‘revolution in permanence.” We did it publically only when the transcription
of Marx’s Erlmalog:cal Notebooks became available in the 1970s, and. were analyzed philo-
sgphlcnlly for our age in Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's Plu!usophy of
Revo!uuon. It was ‘there that we challengcd a!l posl-Marx Marxlsls on th:s question.> -

Lemn s Mnrxr.sm e
The d:ﬂi*re"ce of er ideal from the matcrlau’ is also not um‘ondmoual no! exces-
' sn'e Lo .
Ar the end of Book 11 af the Logic, before ri:e transition {o the Netion, a de finition :s
: .g.-\'t’n. “the Nouon the realm of Subjectivity or of Freedom™:

NB Freedom= _..subjer.tn'ny
‘(“or'y . .
gna! consciousness. striving NB
—Lenin, Abstract of Hegel's Sclence of Logic

. Lenm dld not know the 1844 Humanist Essays. What predominated in the ‘mind of the
- first generation of post-Marx Marxists was Organization, and that without grappling with .
‘Marx"s Critique of the Gotha. Program: that was totally ignored. What was not only not
ignored but actually became the Great Divide in Marxism was the dialectic, the relationship
etwean materialism and idealism, the dialectic methodology. The only Divide acknowledged
by Marxists was that between reform and revolution. Put differently, though the :ns:pamb:!- .
ny of revolution from orgamzauon s goal was acknowledged, philosophy remeined the miss-
- .ing link. That was not just in general. . Specifically, it meant reducing methodology as il it
were. & mere *‘tool,” It is this which shows what the true Great Divide was: the Dialectic
which Lenin alone understood, although he kept his Hhat is to be Done? where it was in

Lk




l90"-03 o . . -
) The very fact that the Grcal Divide continued within the Bolshevik movement— in.
great revolunonanes like  Bukharin - and Rosa’ Luxernburg—speaks volumes -about the:
: unack':owledged missing link of philosephy. - Thus, the one who was accepted as the greatest
theorcl1c:an—-Bukhann—sharply disagreed with Lenin on’ his relationship to the national "~
_ liberation movements, specifically the Irish Revolution. It led Lenin 10 use as divisive a class
“:designation of Bukharin's position - as- ":mpertalist cconcmism™ Lenin did not sumi up his
_attitude to . Bukharin, directly relating it to dialectics, until his Will.. There Lenin (who by
then had Bukharin's Economics of ike Transition Period) wrote that Bukharin's views could
only with :the very grcatest doubt be’ regarded as I'u!]y Marxlan for...he never fully_
undcmood the dialectic.” :

'I‘hc prmcmle Lenin singled out in 1he d:alecuc, as we noted was thc transl'onnatmn o
; into opposite, which he related both to capnahsm and 1o a section of the proletariat, but not
‘10 his concept ‘of the -*Party-to-lead.”’ But while he failed to submit *the Party” 10 the
Absolulc Method of the dialectic of second negativity-—that . remained his uniouchable
“private enclave,” the one that remains the noose around us all—Lenin did unstintingly hold
‘to the dialectic principle that the imperative to re-transform the oppaosite into the positive -
_cannot be done without the creativity of a new revolutionary force. The fact that you could
_prove helrayal wou]d amouut to nothmg unlcss you could point to a new force l1ke the Irish”
Ravolumm

: 1t was this which led hlm to attack what he called Luxemburg (3 “ha.lf-way dlalecuc ”
“Here was a revoluucnary who, before anyone clse, including Lenin, “had called attention to
-the opportunism of the Second Intemational and had pinpointed, before the actual outbreak
of World War I, the International’s opportunistic attitude to German capitalism’s plunge into
imperialism, and 1o the suffering of the colonial masses. Unfortunately, however, she saw the
“root cause” not in the Second International alone, but in the defects of Marx’s theory of
-Accumulation  of -Capital.  This resulted in her- devcloping - one more form of
i underconsumpﬁonism. " Her failure to-recognize the eolonial mass opposition'as what Lenin
calfed .t ‘the bacillus of proletarian revolution™ ied her to continue her opposition to Lenin’s
posmon on the *Nationai Question.” That is what Lenm called the “haIl‘-way dialectic.”.

- He, on the contrary, related the dialectic 10 cverythmg he ‘wrote from then on—frorn
Imperialism and State and Revolution to his Letter to the Editors of Under-the Banner of .
" Marxism sbout the need t6 study the Hepelian dialectic in Hepel's own words. . His-death
- created a philosophic void none of hlS co-lcadcrs. Trolsky included, could ﬁll That remzined
lhc task for a new age.

Pnrt I Re-eslablishing the Link af Cununu:ly with 'Vlarx s Marx:sm and the De\'elopment of )
the Body of Ideas of Marxist-Humanism

.- Alter a decade of world Depressnon ‘und the rise of facism came the grealesl shocker, thc
Hut;r—Stahn Pact, that signalled the timing of World War 1I. It was high time 1o recognize
1he -startling "~ fact . that,” though November 1917..was "the greatest revolution,. the

counter-revolution came, not from an outside imperizlism, but from within. Troisky could
. not, did not, face that reality, much less work out the new dialectic.

"It 100k a whole decade of digging into what happened after the revolution had conquered .
“power to discover how it was transformed into .its opposite—a. workers' state into a
_state-capitalist socicly-—-thmugh the Five Year Plans as well as the objective situation in the

privaie, capitalist world. "Let’s look into the two stages of that dc:cadc. first, straight .
:.mle-capnnllst 1hg.ory. and finally, the bmh ol Marxist- Humanlsn. : Co o




. .{\ V-clssuudcs of State-Capualism, the Black Dlmenslon, and ihe Birth of Marxlst-!iumanlsm.

- Marx it and Freedam. From 1776 u:ml Today; The Vuoices from Below of the 1960s:

“Adrvisi-and F sedom; From 1776 “until Taday is the first of -the three books which
Marxlsl-Hum'xmsm refers to as our “trilogy of revolution:” The first edition contained two’

; Appcndlces. - One is the first. published English translation of Marx’s “Private Property and

" Communism™ and “Critique .of - the Hegelian Dialectic™ from what has come to be called
" Margs” 1844 Himanist Essays. “The second is the first’ Enghsh ‘translation "of Lemns
"Abslram of Hcgcl’s Seience of Lugtc.“ - -

: Some elements ct' Humamsm were present in our dcvelopmcm as early as [941 in lhe .
cssay on “Labor and Soc:cty," which was 1l it very first section of my analysis of “The Nature
-of -the Russian: Economy.” That essay was rejected for publication by the Trotskyists {the .
Workers Party) when they nccepled the stnclly cconomlc analysls of thc F:ve Ycar Plans from
Russian sources,”

The vicissitudes of s!ate-capuallsm would show that only when the ph:losophlc structure
is fully developed can one present the theory of state-capitalism-in a way that would answer
the quest for universality and what Marxist-Hunianism called *‘the movement from practice.”
Which is why I prefer the way my 1941 study of the nature of the Russian economy was
presented in Marxivi and Freedom: From 1776 until Toduy in I957. in Part V, “The
Problem of our Age: State-Capnnhsm vs, Freedom.”

Murxists: and non-Marxists alike have always rcjecled even thc aucmpl to give a

ph:losophlc structure to concrete events. Take the question of the Black Dimension. No one
could’ deny what new stage had been reached in the 1960s, and whether you called it a-

- revelution or just a new stage of the struggle for civil rights, there was no denymg the stormy

nature of the 1960s. But the truth. is that this could be. seen not only in the 605. but |
beginning with the Montgomery Bus Boycoti—and not only as a new beginning but in-terms
of.the whole philosophic structure for the following decade. Here is what 1 singted out from

- that event'in Marzism and Freedoni: 1) the daily meetings:- 2) the” way in which the Black

rapk-and-file organized their own transportation (indeed, Rev. King admitted that the whole
movemeni started without him); 3) the fact thut, whether it was. the meetings or the
transporntation that the masses took into their own. hands, the Boycotl’s greatest achieverment
wis “its own workmg existence”—the very phrase Marxism and Freedom had a]so pointed to
in .mmhr.r section, as the way Marx had written of the Paris Commune.

‘Wi could take the same 35 years we have taken in our new, fourth book where we show
the developmem of the dlg_l_egt:cs of revolution on ‘Women’s Liberation, and- show that
" development on the Black Dimension. Thy same is true for Youth, as when we take the three
new pages of freedom in Marxism and Freedom on the Hungarian Revolution, where | point
to the revolutionary Youth' genting ever . younger, as witness the. 12-year-old Hung.man
Freedom Fighter, And of course the: same would be true of Labor. That, indeed, begins in
the French Revolution of 1789-93, .when there was no industrial proletariat and the enragés,
the sans culoltes; Ih:. urtisans, were lhe grcat rcvo!unonanes who spelled out the same masses
in motion. : .

_ Masses in motion have markcd every Historic Turning Point. This is articulaled by
poing beyond every national boundary. ~In our age it can be seen whether we are looktng a
1he Afro-Asian Revolutions or the Latin American Revolutions, and it is reflected both in oer
activity and in_our nubhc.mons. It wus seen in the very carly years of News and Letters
(‘ummnmcs in the way in which the revolution in Cuba brought about our very first Weckly _
Wi Laefici, More tecendly, it is seencin the bi-lingual pamphlct on - Latin America's
Revolutions, in Reality and in Thought, ‘And you will soon see it in the new book in the way

the carly correspondence with Silvio Frondizi attains a new significance.”
The three-fold goal of Marxism and Freedonr was: 1) 10 establish the Amr.rlcan roots of

Marxism. not where the orthodox cite it (if they cite it a1 all) in the General Congress of
Labor at Baltimore (186A), hat in the Abolitionist Movement and the slave revalts which led
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“10 the Civil War: 2) {0 establish the world Humanist concept which Marx. had, in his very
first new, moment. called “a ncw, Humanism," and which became so alive in our ape and led
10" Marxist-Humanism; and: 3) 'to_re-establish- the revolutignary nature of the Hegelian
"diaiectic as’ Marx re-created it and as it became compulsive for Lenin at the outbreak of the
First World War, gaining a still newer life in our post-World War 1 age. ‘ S
- The contemporuneity as well .as specificity of the deep-rootedness of - the' Hegelian
- dialectic permcates. the whole of AMarvism ahd Freedom. Please note the book’s dialectical
! - structure and see:that from' the very first chapter (“The Age of Revolutions:  Industrial,
Social-Po!i:iczj].iln'tellccmal")_'il'disctoses no division between the objectivity of ihe period
.- and the subjectivity of revoluiionary Marxism. ' And note as. well 1ts todayness as it ends the
- chapier with the séction entitled ““Hegel's Absolutes and Our Age of Absolutes:™ Let me read
vou the last paragraph of that chapler: . A g O o
".To declare, in our’ day-and ape, thai Hegel's Absolute means nothing but: the
“knowing” of the. whole past of human culture is to make a mockery of the
dialectical development of the world and of thought, and absolutely. 10 bar a
rational! approach to Hegel. What is far worse, such sophistry is a self—paralyzingx ‘
- barrier against a sober theoretical approach to the world itself, . -
It ‘is ncbcssary'to divest Hegelian philosophy of the dead-weight of “academic )
tradition as well as of radiea] intetlectual snobbery and cynicism or we will lay -
ourselves wide open to the putrescent smog of Communism. :
. - S —Marxistn and Freedom, p, 43
.. From the very start of News and.Letters Committees in 1955 ‘we made two decisions
simultaneously. ' Al our Convention .in 1956, our Constitution ‘established - our newspaper,
News @ Lenters, as a unique combination . of workers and .intellectuals, with = Black
pi'uduction_ worker,  Charles Denby, as our editor and with  Raya Dunayevskaya.. as
‘Chairwoman of the National Edilorial Board; and we assigned the National Chairwoman 10

set_forth’our-own interpretztion of Marxism in what became Marxism.-and Freedom: From

2 A7 il Teday. - All of the néw pamphiets we produced through the turbulent 1960s flowed
out of the structure of Marxism and Freedomi Workers Baitle Automation, The Free Specch
Movement-and the Negro ‘Revolution, Notes on Women's Liberation—al ‘written by the new

.- voices from below: as well as my pamphlet on Narionalism, Communism, Marxist-Hhananism

coand the  Afro-Asian Revolutions 'and_-- the’ whole. history of the United " Siates, _American
Civifization on Triul, sigtied by the entire National Editorial Board of News & Letiers.  These

- and all the others we produced. you must read for yourselves. . - ) .

- The whole question of the unity of Theory/Practice is seen especially clearly in the

- difference . between Part' I of Charles Denby's Indignant  Heart, written - when the

- Johnson-Forest Tendency was stll a single State-Capitalist Tendency, and. Part il, written

after Marxisi-Humanism had been openly practiced for more than two decades and brought
all those developments in Charles Denby, - : : o S
In 1969 Murxist-Humanism called o' Blick/Red Conference, -and Marxist-Humanist
- women also held their conference and decided 1o establish an avtonomous organization. - Not
only did both conferences have many non-Marxisl-Humani_sls present, but in the Black/Red
Conference. they were the majority present.  That year, 1969, was also the year we donated
. our Archives to Wayne State University, The unfinished 1968 Paris Revolt had finally made -
-~ us realize that Marxist-Humanism, projecied in the 1950s and spetled out comprehensively in
© 1957 in our first major thearetical work, cried out for concretizing Marxism as philosophy.
-0 Not only was 1969 not §1968: 1969 was high time to realize that theory, including -
-, State-capitalist theory. is not—is aot—yet philasophy, - -
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. B Return 1o Hegel and Our Diafectical Discbi;e_ries_: Phifosophy and Revolution: From Hegel fo
Sartre und from Marx to Mao - o R ST :
By the end of the 19605, when the climax of all the activity: had resulted only in an”
aborted revolution: we could no longer avoid the strictly philosophic new digging into Hegel -
‘to. see whal concrétely . related: 1o . our age. The return- 10 all of -Hegel's major

'worl:s—cspccia!lyrthe’ final -syltogism - Hegel had added to the‘Philnsuphy_af M.r'ud——ﬁnally‘."'. :

- resulted in- our second major philosophic-theoretical work, Philosophy and Revilution. That”
. niew. return’ and concentsation on' those final syllogisms  was comprehensive ‘in the .way it
. re-examined not only Hegel and’Marx ‘and Lenin (which constituted Pan |, *Why Hecgel?
;- Why Now?"), but the Alternatives that considered themselves revoluticnary—Troisky, Mao,

- - ond one “outsider looking_in,” Sartre {which constituted Part 1), This time the vicissitudes
of state-capitalism  were ‘not restricted- 1o those who cailed themselves Communists, but
included ajtogether new lands, new struggles, as well as a new African, Asian, Third World

. socialism. (Part 1H dealt with East Europe, Africa, and the New Passions and Forces.)

Bt it doesa’t stop there.  What finally summed up the new challenges, new passions,
new forces—all those new relations against the objective situation—was the return 1o Hege!
~."in and for himself.”” by which I mean his major phitosophic works: Phenomenology of Mind:
| Sciehce of Logic; and Phitosephy of Mind from the Encrelopedia of the Philosophical Sciences.
- Let’s begin at the end of Chapter F of Philosophy and Revolution, “Absolute. Negativity
as New Beginning: The Ceaseless Movement of Ideas and of History,” where 1 concentrate
on the three final syllogisms of Hegel's Phitosonhy ‘of Mind, Para. 575, 576, 577. The very
listing of the books of the Encpelopedia—Logic, Nature, Mind (Para. 575)—discloses a new
_reality, and.that is that Logic is not as impertant as Nature, since Nature is the middle, which
is the_mediation, which is of the essence. The seeond syllogism (Para. 576) discloses that the .
mediation” comes .from Mind itself and Logic becomes less crucial. What is Absolute is
" Absolute Negativity, and it is that which replaces Logic altogether.. What Hegei is saying is
-that the movement is ceaseless and therefore he can no longer limit himself to a syllogism;, -

U The “Seclf-Thinking Idea™ has replaced the syltogistic presentation in Para, 577. -

;"= When I jammed. up this conclusion’ of Hegel's {rom my fitst chapter of Phifusopine and

s Revolution with what 1 worked out when [ summed up the final Chapter 9 on what flowed .

from the movement from .practice (what I called “*New Passions and New Forces™), here is .

how 1 expressed it: o . S ‘ :

' “The reality is stifling. The transformation of reality has a dialectic all its own. It:
demands a unity of the struggles for freedom with a philosophy of liberation, Only
‘then does the elemental revolt release new sensibilities, new passions, and new -
forces—a whole new human dimension; :

. Curs is the age that can meet the challenge of the times when we work out so new
a relationship of theory 1o practice that the proof of the unity is in the Subject’s
own self~development. Philosophy and ravolution will &irst then liberate the innate

" wilents of men and women who will become whole, Whether or not we recognize
that this is the task histary has “assigned” to our epoch, it is a task that remains 10

. be done, . ) :

- - ==Fhilosophy and Revolution, p. 292

C. The Marx Centenary: Rosu Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philoseply of
: Revelution : ’ - _ : :

) The Marx Centenary created the opportunity for us, when we also had a third major
‘philosophic  work, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Afurx's Plilosophy of
Revolution (which completed what we call the “trilogy of revolution'), to stress how 1o1a the
uprooting of the sysiem must be, It is not only that there can be no “private enclaves™ that
are free from the dialectics of revolution—that which Hegel called “second negativity® and
what we consider the Absolute Method. the road 1o the Absolute Idwa. It is that the crucial
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- thing for us, now that we had Marx's Ethnological Notebooks, was mere than just singling out
the' Man/Woman relationship; - because we could see that the critique of all post-Marx

- Marxisis' beging with’ Frederick Engels. This last work of Marx disclosed Marx's multilinear

" ..view of all of human history vs, Engels’ unilateral view. ~ c ST B

v -1tis that which prompted us to create the category of “post-Marx Marxism™ and it was

© 'precisely when we dealt with other revolutionaries like Rosa Luxemburg that it became ..

‘necessary to focus on Marx's concept of “revolution in permanence.” _ o ER

All these new points. of departure led to the new study where I re-examined Marx's

Marxism &s a totelity. { cannot here go into that, which was central 1o the third book, I will
have to limit fayself simply to quoting the last paragraph of the work: - S
; - What is needed is 2 'new unifying principle, on Marx's ground of humanism, that
truly "alters both human thought and human experience, Marx's Ethnological
Notebooks are a historic happening that proves, one hundred years after he wrote
_them, that Marx’s legacy is no mere heirloem, but a live body of ideas and
perspectives that is in need of concretization. ‘Every morment of Marx's
developmicent, as well as the totality of his works, spells out the need feor
“revolution in permanence.” This is ihe absolute challenge to our age. o
T : : ~—Rosa” Luxemburg, Women's Liberation,

.. o and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution; p. 195 -

D. Unchaining the Dialectic Throngh 35 Yeers of Marxist-Humsnist Writings Which Trace

the Dialectics of Revolution in = New Work on Women's Liberation - :

- The title for.my lecture today has reversed the title of cur new fourth ‘book into .
““Dialectics of Revolution and of Women's Liberation,” not fust as something necded for this-
lecture, but as what is the actual focus of the whole “trilogy of revolution™ as well as this

latest philosophic work. - Indeed, the Introduction to jit—and an Introduction’is really always
--also the Conclusion—is called “Introduction and Overview.” It is that which I will try to

‘summarize here as the unchaining of the dialectic for the post-World War 11 period, whether -
‘that is expressed in activities or books, in pamphlets or News & Lerters, or as it is implicit

throughout the Archives, as well, N o _ .
It is this which reveals that, no matter what specific revolutionary force turns.out to be '

-;ite main one in any ongeing revolution, no one can know before time who it will be.

Nothing™ proves this more sharply than Women's Liberation, because it has been an

unrecognized and degraded force, rather than seen as a force that is simultaneously Reason,

It is this which has made women question: “What happens after?” - -

.. 1ln the main, Women's Liberationists refuse to. accept anything which shows that “a

man” decides. In actuality, what they are thereby rejecting is the dialectics of revolution. It

. is this burning ‘question of our age which led me to subtitle this final section of my lecture:
Unchaining the Dialectic. . : : '

) First, let us look at the unchaining of the dialectic for our age by Marxist-Humanists.
Our original contributions to Marx's Marxism can be 'seen in our first: book, Marxism and
Freedom, os the structure of the wiole—ine Movemeni from Practice. It is seen in.our
second work, Philosophy and Revolution, as the working out of the Absolute ldea for our
age—Absolute Idea as New Beginning. In the third  work, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's
Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution, it is seen as the challenge to all post-Marx
Marxists. . : . : :

Secondly, let's sec how Marx explained his return to the Hegelian dialectic in his very
lasi decade: My relationship with Hegel is very simple. I am a disciple of Hegel, and the
presumptuocus chatter of the cpigones who think they have buried this great thinker appear
frankly ridiculous to me. Nevertheless, | have taken the liberty of adopting...a critical
attitude, disencumbering his dialectic of its mysticism and thus putting it through a profound
. change..." This is from the manuscripts for Volume 11 of Capital that. Marx left, and that




Engcls lel‘t out.

" Now fet’s look at the structure of our fourth book still on the press,’ Wamen s L:berauon
ard ‘the Dialectics of Revolution: Reaching for the Fulure. What became obvious to me was
_ that the four parts of this book turned oul to be actual moments of revolution.” Thus Part I,
" "Wormen, Labor and the Black Dimension,™ actually also includes Youth, as the four forces of _
rcvo[utton. I insisted in my . ‘lotroduction” that 1 was not presenting my writings”
chronologlcally because I wanted each’ topic to reflect, even il only implicitly, the totality of -
my views. Even that aspect does not tell the whole stary about the relationship of the forces
of revolution to the Reason of any revolution—i.e. how each one of the forces “reaches for
the future,” This was most clearly shown not only by the forces that actually made the
revolution in Russia; but by those in Persia where the women in the revolution of 1906-11
had gone bcyond even what they did in Russia, itself, by estabhshmg a new form of"
organization; the women's anjumen (so‘ne;) Today we spell this out as commlltce-form in
place of “party-to-léad.”

Pant 11, "Revoluuonanes AlL" azpain: shows - the actnusts, the actual pamcnpams in
revolutions. Whether or not they were conscious of actually being the history-makers, they
were exactly that. And.that section.has the I‘ootnote which returns. us w Marxism and -
Freedom, chousmg the section that describes the milkmaids initiating the Paris Commune of
1871. :

Part 11, “Sckism.‘ Politics and Revolution-‘—.lapan, Portugal, Pnland China, Latin
-America, the United States—Is there an Orgammuonal Answer?" clearly illustrates both the
positive internationalism and the very negative sexism in each country, whether East or WesL
Yet what the Intreduction and Overview snade clear was that the forces of revoluticn had o
show their actual presence bcfore the concretization of the dlalccucs of- revolution would
manifest itself, . :

Put differently, what the vcry ﬁrst sentence of the first paragraph of the first’ page of the

i !ntroduct:on establishes is that first there must ki . definition that is a concretization of the-
specific nature of your epoch. We had designated that as the movement from p-actica that is
itself a form of theory, and we had arrived at that conclusion from the encowsitsr with thé -
Absolute Idea as being not just a unity of practice and theory, but a very new relntmnship of
pructice fo ‘theory. -1t is this which determined the whole structure of our very first major,

- theoretical work, . Marxism and Freedom. -Only after this specific epoch and its historic

content was gmsp:d do we speak, in the second paragraph of the Introduction and Ovenrlew,
~about the un.qucncss of one of the forces of revolution, Women's Liberation. .

We now come 1o Part IV on “The Trail o the 1980s"—which is naturally the one thal
is key to any concretization of the present period.” Our task is two-fold: we have o catch the

link of continuity -with Marx’s Marxism; and thsn make our own original contributions, -

-which only the epoch in question can work out for itself. Marx opencd the gates for us. Look
at the way he treated his relationship to Hegel after he discovered his own New Continent of
Thought and yet felt it important to return to the Hegelian dialectic. That was not to deny
anything new. On the contrary-—and contrary especially 1o all those who try to use the final
.decade of Marx's life to turn him into no more than a_populist—the full 40 years of Marx's
work, which saw the critic of the Hegelian dialectic become the phllosopher of revolution and
- the author of Capital, prove that he continucd his own very original development throughout
his life, including the iinal decade, and that the new moments were no break with his very
first new discovery.

Follow the dinlectics of the development of Womcn as the new revolutionary force and
‘Ressoa. Concrcuz..uon. when it expresses a Universal that becomes Concrete, shows what
Abzolute Idea is as New Beginning. All the emphasis on “New Beginnings” pinpoints the task
of an age. Absolute Idea is total, but it cannot be total as & quantitative measure, That is

" where the new in any cpoch requires the livicg presence of that revolutionary force and not
just a Promcthean vision. That is not because Promethean vision and Reaching for the
Future doesn’t help the next generation to see its task, Quite the contrary, That is when
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‘di;épnti;iﬁity is ot a revision of, but a continuation with, the original New Moment ‘when

. 1here are all sorts of new voices and listening to them is quintessential. =~ - ST T

RNRRERES (25 1 only' after the new world ‘stage of practice is recognized that we get. to that new.
- trevolutionary - force: of  Women's . Liberaiion, “which “has.’ named ths culprit—male

o chéhyiqis’m-'—"as.chamclgrizing the vevolutionary movement itself. That is 10 say, it is vot ..
of - thig epoch,” but- has existed throughout

il - - o - B by

i, Was.not’ exclusively a feminist but a * : i C
. Humanism and not the oth 1 that Women's Liberation becomes
. sﬁbezdinéte,wl: means only that piilosophy will not again be separated from rcvdlution,_or
- Reason separated from force.. Even Absolute Method becomes only the “road to™ Absolite

idea, Absolufe Mind. . . e R N : S
=+, Let me end, then, with the final paragraph from the Introduction and Ovéi'view_ of our "

new, fourth book: - S . T R : ‘

- - The Absolute  Method allows for no “private enclaves”—i.e., exceptions 1o the -

" principle of Marx's Dialectics,” whether on the theoretical or the organizational
" questions. As Marx insisted from the very beginning, nothing can be a private
‘enclave: ' ncither 'any part of life, nor ‘organization, nor even science. In_ his

Economic-Philosophic Manuscripis, he proclaimed that: *“To have one basis for life
and another for science is' @ priori a lie.”  :. ’ : -

. 7+ And now that we have boih the Ethnological Notebooks and the Mathematical
- Aanuscripts . from Marx's last ‘years, where he singled. out the expression “negation of the
negation,™ we can see that that is the very same erpression he used in 1844 10 explain why
.. Feuerbach was a vulgar materialist in Arcjcc!ingji'.'and Hegel was the creative philoscpher. "As
. we concluded in the Introduction and Overview Vo Women's Liberation and the Diglectics aof
. Revolution, on Marx's 1844 declaration on science and life: T oL
. The truth of this statement has never been more immediate and u:-gem than in our

. ‘nuclear world, over which hangs nothing short of the threat to the very survival of -
civilization as we have known iv - . ) :




Charies Denby, Wbrker-Edilor ‘
: “In Me:noriam*_‘ W

by Raya Duna,vevskayé

-

The 75 years of Charles Dénhy’s life are so full of class struggies, Black revolts, freedom
- movements that they illuminate not only the present.but cast.a light even on the future. At

. th=. same  time, beécause his" antobicgraphy—Indignamt Heart: .A Black Worker's
" Journal—reaches back into the far past when, as a child during World War I, he asked ques-

_ tions of his grandmother as she 1old tales of her slavery days, readers suddenly feel they are

" - witness to the birth of a revolutionary. - _ . _
L7 1 fitst met Denby in 1948 when he had already become a leader of wildeats, a “politico,”
but the talk 1 heard him give of tenant farming in the South and factory work in the North

" wus far from being a “political speech.” Listening to him, you felt you were witnessing an
individual's life that was somehow universal, and that touched you personally. You feel that

*. when you hear him tel of his first strike:! :

I remember the first sirike ['ever led. It was over discrimination against Black
women workers in our shop. It was during World War I1 when I was at Briggs and

‘1 was so new in the shep 1 didn™t even know what a strike was. 1 'was working in .
.ihe'dope room where you put glue on the airplane wing. ‘The fumes and the odor

- were'so bad we had no appetite left by lunchtime....-The women had been talking
about-their husbands who were in the service in Germany—and here they couldn't
even get a-job in the sewing room next door. That was for white women only.

- These things just burned us up.... On the day that we walked out, they locked the
gates on ‘us. By that time other workers inside the factory were out with us.... It
.wasns't until the company sent for me as the “strike feader™ that 1 had realized -

what we had aciually done, - . - N oL
.- .. Recently—not for any reasons of nostalgia but because we were discussing the question
. of robotics and what forms of organization were needed 10 fight the labor bureaucracy that
- has been helping management wring concessions from the workers—Denby began talking
abouwl what had happencd when Automation was first introduced. He was taiking about the
" Miners” General Strike of 1949-50 when the continuous miner had first been introduced into
_the mines, - : : : o

It was when the government threw the Tafti-Hartley law at the miners and John L. Lewis

- ordered the miners back to work that the miaers refused, organized their own rank-and-file

" Relief Committees, and appealed to other workers throughout the country for help. Denby
“recalled the miners who had come up from West Virginia to his local: -

1T remember that the burcaucrats were nol too hot about the idea. They didn't dare -
come right out and oppose i1, but you could tell they weren't enthusiastic, like the

" rank-and-file were. But our enthusiasm was so strong that by the time the meeting
ended the bureaucrats had to triple the zmount they had intended to give. After
that, the miners knew they had to talk directly to the rank-and-fite. At Local 600
the workers nol oaly gave several thousand dollars outright, but pledged $500 a

% Published in News & Letters, November, 1983 _
! See “Black Caucuses in the Unions,™ Appendix to American Civilization an Trial (hird edition, News
% Lg_l_acn. 1970),
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week for as long as the smkc lastccl and sent a whole caravan-—five truckloads—ol‘
food and clothing. The strike didn’t last tco long after that show of solidarity,

Denby’s polm was not that workers today must “copy™ what the labor mxlnants did
" then, but that’it is the informal rank-and-file committees that show how “workers talk and
think aboul everything on the job—things about everyday life but also about world afizirs.” .
- .News & Letiers, he said, “must contmue to cl:cn from the workcrs thinking . their own -
1hougbts. Acuons are sure to follow.”

A Turmng Pmn: in Denby s Life E

The year ‘after the hlstonc miners' smke. Denby began dmlatmg the story of his !:l‘e. H
“became a turning point in his life becanse in tel]mg his life story he gained conﬁdcncc that he:
could express himsetfin a way that carried meaning for other workers as well. Part I of his
" autobiography. was publithed in 1952: 1 moved 1o Detroit in 1952 and it was then ] first
broached the question of havirg a worker as editor of a new type of paper we, were planning,
instead of forever hestowing that prerogative on an intellectual who would speak “for™ the

_workers. Denby was at first non-commitial. At the same time he knew I'had been working on
‘a book on Marxism and the nzw stage of capitalism 1 called state-capitalism, and began ask-
ing me how trade union questmns were handied in Russia before it became state—capnalzsm )
~and'was still a workers® state. 'When 1 told him about the famous trade union- debate of
1920-21,) asked him whether he thought it would be of interest to American workers.

A few months later, both questions 1 had posed 10 Dcnby reappeared in a most’ unusual
way. It was March 5, 1953 when Stalin died. Denby called me the minute he got ous of the
shop. He said he imagined I was wntmg some political analysis of what that meant and he
wanted me 10 know what the workers in his shop were talking about all that day: “Every
worker was saying, ‘1 have just the man to fili Stalin’s shoes—my foreman.’ »

" It impressed me so much that I said not only. that ¥ would write the political analysis of
the death of that otatitarian, but that the workers’ remarks would become the jumping off
point for my article on the trade unions. 1 asked whether he could distribute those anticles i in
~his shop and record the workcrs comments. He agreed cnthus:asucaliy

March and April were very busy manths for me. By March 19, I had completcd the pol- -
“itical analysis of Stalin’s death. ’t was inconceivable to me that now that the incubus was
lifted from the Russian workers” heads there would not be some form of workers® revolt 1o
E‘ollow. and the article enumerated the many unrecorded forms of the Russian workers® hid-
" den rcvoll at the point of production. By Apri! 16, I had prepared the lengthy aricle on the
" trade union debate, called “Then and Now: 1920 and 1953.” Th:s was followed by still one
more- arucle on April 30 on the ramifications of Stalin’s death.? By then, I was not fully
satisfied with the economic and political analysis, but wanted to work out the philosophic
‘ground. All these happenings couldn't be accidental; nothing that historic can be wuhout rea-
“sont 1 felt | had to get away and took two weeks to work this out,

" Whereas | kept miore or less to mysell the two philosophic letters written in that

- period—in which ! thought I had broken throigh on Hegel's “Absolute Idea™ as something-
" that contained a movement from practice &s well as from theory, so that the “absolute™ (1bat

is 10 say, the unity of theory and practice) signified & witally new relationship of prncucc 1]

thcory--l did discuss with Denby the relationship of workers to philosophy.

) “Several years earlier 1 had translated Lenin's Phifosophic Notebooks on Hegel and 1 now
-read eertain sections to Denby. He said that Hegel's language meant absolutely nothing to
" him. but that he centainly understood Lenin: “Couldn't you leave out Hegel and just publish

2 See theae three articles, dated March 9, April 16 and April 30, in “The Raya Dunayevskaya Collec-

tion™ on deposit at Wayne Siate University Archives of Labor History and Urban Afairs (pp. 2180-2199),

- The anticle *Then and Now" became part of Chapier XII, “What Happens Afier,” it Murxism and Frees
donmt,
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“what Lenin said? If intellectuals want to read Hegel can't you just tell tltem the section that
“Lenin was talking about? 1 like, for example, Lenin's sentence that ‘the idea of the transfor-
‘mation of the ideal into the real is profound.”- 1 think workers would like to know how to do
. lhal-“ L . - - . . . S . ) . L
. The following monih, on June 17, 1953, the East German workers revolted in East Ber-
1in against raising the work norms in their factories and, as they marched out of the factories,
they smashed the statue of Stalin. This was so great a world histaric turning point, and the
fact’that it broke out apains speed-up meant so much to Denby, that our discussions on phi-

- losophy bcc'ame discussions about concrete actions of workers,

Denby Beeomes Editer o e o e ] :

.. - 1954 was’a year filled with wildcats a5 Automation cam= to Detroit, The East German
revolt had stimed everyone with new ideas of spontaneous action, against totalitarianism as
well as against conditions of labor. There was also a stirring from' below in' Africa. At the
same-time, the rulers became more and more reactionary, as McCarthyism . pervaded the land-
and shackled the workers with the Talt-Hartley law passed during the upsurge of strikes that
had followed the ending of World War 11, : ' :

Denby felt strongly that there was an imperative need for a new kind of workers' paper,
and in 1955 accepicd editorship of News & Letters. What pleased me especially was that the
“first issue should appear iz honor of the second anniversary of the East German revolt, not
only so that none would forget that first revolt from under totalitarianism, but also to show a
new phase of international solidarity. . ’ ’ L . L
Along with the birth of News & Letters came our very first pamphlet. 'We pubtished, in
mimeographed form, Lenin's FPhilosophic Notebooks in the form Denby had recommended.3 It
*turned out to be our first “best-scller.”” ) ) ' '
) 1855 was aiso the year the Monigomery Bus Boycott began. Whereas no others recog- .
. nized-the Black -Revolution until the.1960s, we immediately became active participants in
that struggle and considered it en as high a level for opening new pages of world freedom as-
the East European revalts. Alabama was, after all, Denby’s home state, and he headed South
. to meet with both Rosa Parks and Rev, Martin Luther King. Here is how his Christmas,
- 1956 visit was reported by Denby in' News & Leiters: B S .
- I have recently come back from a trip 10 Alabama, where 1 was born and raised.
Montgomery is my hometown.” From what I've seen and feel, there is a social
- revolution going on in the South that has it in a turmeil of a kind that hasn't been
. seen since the days of Reconstruction. © .~ . : . :

The 19603, of course, signified a birthtime of history objecki'zcly and subjectiirely. with

the Black dimension both-in America and in Airica marking the birth of a whole new Third
World and a new generation of revolutionaries. : -

_ The Relutionshin of Realiry to Philosophy .
_ In becoming both a columnist—his “Worker's - Journal™ always appeared an page
onc—and an editor, he no longer limited himself 1o stories from auto factories, but also gath-
- ered stories from the mines, steel mills, and from affice workers, tco. Here is how he
expressed i, in Workers Battle Automation; - S B
' The intellectual—be he scientist, engineer of writer—may think Automation
means the climination of heavy lubor, The production worker sees it as elimina- _
“tion af the laborer. ' L ' _
“And just as he had opened two chapters of his autobiography so that his wife, Christine,
could tell her story back in 1952, long before the birth of the Women’s Liberation Movement, 7

* This pamphtet also had, a3 Appendia, my Lztters on the Abselute des.




56 now he saw 1o it that some of the stories of women freedom ﬁghters were reflected in News
& Lerters, as witness the special story on the sit-in movement he obtained from a State Teach-
crs College student from his hometown, Montgomery, Ala., which appeared in thc Apnl 1960
News di Lerters under the title: “No On¢ Moved.”

" One: of the ‘most’ important de\clopmems of the lurbulem 19605, of- ‘course, was thc

anti-Vietnam War movement whose voices were heard rcgularly’m the paper. In general! '

News & Letters ‘not .only - became the zablisher. for all frecdom . fighters speaking for
themselves—<from the Black and white Freedom Riders, to the youth of the Free Speech
" Movement, to Women's Liberationists’ speaking in many vonces—but called: togcthcr confer-
_ences of actmsts in all these movements. Lo

3 PR

Thus, when the highest point in those 19603 came fo a climax % .....h, hav-eve., Was -

spellcd out as aborted revolution both in the 1.8, and in France, Denby, far from ringing

_down the curtain, was instrumental in calling together a BIacldRed Confcrcncc in Detroit on :

Jan, 12, 1969, Here is hlS Welcome:

ThIS is the first time that such a confcrcnce of Black youlh Black workers, Black
women and Black intellectuals will have a chance 10 discuss with cach other as well

- as with Marxist-Humanists, who lend the red coloration not only for thc sake of
color, but for the sake of phllosophy, a philosophy of liberation.-

“Philosophy of liberation” was not mere rhetoric, much less an empty intellectual task.
To Dcnby. philosophy became a clearing of the head for action.. From the minute he be¢ame
‘the editor of News & Leuers. which manifested so unigue a combination of worker and intel-
* levtual, Denby’s interést in philosophy was never separated from action. It was, in fact, at
“ihat° Black/Red Conference that he chose to smg!e out a quotation directly from Hegels

Phenomenology of Mind as his favorite because it applied to the relationship of reahty to phi-

" losophy:. “Eniightenment’ upsets the houschold arrangements, which spirit carries out in the
“house of fzith, by bnngmg in the goods and fum:shmgs bclnngmg lo the world of ihe Here
and Now...” . . -

Three d:rcct rcsulls flowed from both the BIack!Red Confcrence and from thc Women's
" Liberation Conference that followed it: 1) the establishment of a new “Black-Red™ column to
be written by John Alam; 2) the creation of a “Woman as Reason” column for the Women's
. Liberation page; and 3) the involvement of the panticipants from both Conferences in discus-
sions around my new book-in-progress, Philosophy and Revolution. Their contribution can be

seen in what became Chapter 9 of that work, **New Passions and New Forces—The Black

D:menston, the Anti-Vietnam War Youth, Rank—and File Labor, Women” s Liberation.”

The Fmal Decade: The Path to the Future
At the same time, Dcnby was becoming deeply involved in international rclauons. espe-

cially Africa. Thus, when John Alan and 2 new young Black Marxist- FHumanist, Lou Turer, -

‘wanted to work cut the relationship of Frantz Fanon's new Humanism to American Black
thought and our own Marxist-Humanism, they were not only encouraged to develop their
ideas in pamphlet form, but Denby and ! co-authored an Introduciion to that gamphlet,
which we published m 1978 under the tile Frantz Fanon, Sowero and Amunmn Black
Thougm
e We felt I:hnl Framz Fanon had, indeed, bcen lhc precursor of‘n wholc new gencmnon of
“"revolutionaries so that his Wretched of the Earth was a0t only a Third World Mamfcslo. but a
global declaratmn for Marx® s Humanism. Here is how Denby and exprcsscd u in our Intro-
duction:
Revolutionary Black thought, whether it comes from Azania, the Cnrlbbcan. or the
United Smlcs. is not end, but pmloguc 10 action. We invite all readers to join our
authors in working out the imperative task they set for themselves to prcparc
thcorct:ca!ly for lhc Amencan rcvolunon to-be.
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1978 was also the year Denby decided to write a Part II to his unique biography, Rrst
" 'publ:shed in 1952. As he put it in the new Foreword, this was no mere updating: It isn’t
only “that-25. years separate Part I and Part I1. More importantly, the great events of the
'1960s that gave birth to a new generation of revolutionaries could but give a new direction to
" ‘my. thoughts and actions as a Black producnon workcr who bccamc the editor of a vcry new
. type of newspapcr—-—News & Lerters i

CIN KIS LONG thrce-ycar banlc with cancer, which ended on Oct. 10 1983 Dcnby con-
: ‘tmned with his “Worker's Journal” column, frequently inviting both our co-editor, Felix Mar- -
“tin, and Lou. Tumer to write guest columns, the first on labor questions, the second on the:-
“'Black world. In the last' months of his life he was anxious to attend the Aug. 27 March on.
"Washington, but was t0o sick to do'so. He tumed hls column that month over to Lou Turner
“~i0 report on it as.a pamcmant. PR i

His Iast letter to me—which he printed in his Junc 1983 columu-;pokc of how. Cn.lClal

© . it is to show the American roots of Marxism, as ‘we haid developed it in American Civilization

~on Trial. He had been very impressed, he said, with the paragraph I had added on Marx and

“the Black worid to my latest work Rosa Luxemburg, Wamens Liberation, and Mar.rs Philo-
saphy of Revolution:- :

 Raya, whatcver ‘else we dcc:dc 1o write for the 201!1. anniversary of our pamphlet, I

' strongly feel that your new paragraph should be the focus.” We need to put, ng.ht .
in the’ bcgmmng. the world context of our struggle and. the way. our view of.it is
rooted 'in Marx. |1 would hkc to let all our rcadcrs see lhat paragraph l‘or them-
selves.

Indeed, that paragraph dld become the focus !‘or the new Imrodnmon we wrote for the
expandcd edition of dmerican Civilization on Tnal that came off’ the press just in ume to take
it wnh us to the March on Washington.

“The mseparabnllty of philosophy and revoluuon motivated Denby from the mement he

became editor in 1955 10 the very lasi days of his life, and he always had some sentence he

“would single out from various theoretical works that became his favorites.: Thus, from Marx-
“isii ‘and Freedom he was always quoting: “There is’ nothing in thought-—not even in the -

o moug,‘.'u ofa genius-~that has not previously been in the activity of the common man.”

. ~ While Denby was too modest a man to thmk that this had any relatlonshlp tohimasa

: pcr‘on, he had full confidence that that expressmn did mean masses in motion. Yet the truth
" is that the genius of Charies Denby lies in the fact that the story of his life—Indignant Heart:
A Black Worker's Journal—is the hlstory of. workers stmggles for freedom, his and all olhcrs
“the world over.

--Dctrotl Michigan, Oct. 24, 1983
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News & Letters as Theory/Practice* -

by Eugene Walker o ' Ce
The 45 mmutes for this rcpon will not. allow us to trace the 30 )ear path of this
Mnrxlst-Humamst newspaper, nor even 1o ':xp!ore fully the past year. We choose to
cenccmralc on several questions Whl(.‘h will*ifidicaté: how this newspaper has developed both
" gver three ‘decades, and in this year of 1983-84, to thus;ielp us with ' ﬁndmg the necded
: pathways 1o more fully reach News & Letlers as lheorylprac ce.

‘We ‘need 1o reach 2 new stage of cognition with rcgarcl 'to our ncwspapcr so thal.)_
lhcory!pracllce is not alone the name of Raya Dunayevskaya's column and the masthead logo,
“ but. fully becomes-the universal of the paper’s adicles, rhake-up and projection, the notion of
. .its distribution and sales, the absolute of its projection in discussions ‘and educationals. Only
in this manner can the newspaper help us manifest a new stage of organizational praxis. ..

Part I: How has the Unigue Combination of Worker and Intellectual, upon which News &
Letters was founded, become deepened and expanded so that its l‘ullest express:on is
Theory/Practice?

“When [ first met Denby in 1948 * begms Raya s “ln Mcmcnam" 10 Charles Denby,
.vas “when he had alrcad) become a leader, of wildeats, a *politico,’ but the talk I heard him
give of tenant farming in the South and tactory work in the North was far from being a
‘political speech.’ Listening 1o him, you felt you were witnessing an individual’s fife that 'was -
- somehow - universal and that touched you personally.” Thus began Raya’s and Denby's
35-year-long association. Within it was the germ of what we would later charicterize when-
Nevis & Letters newspaper was born as a unique combination of worker and intellectual and a
- manifestation of what today we call theery/practice, That “In Memoriam™ piece traces the'
- intertwining sirands of Denby's life, the ‘creation of Mamxist-Humanism in the 1950s, the
. birth and development of News and Letters Committees and its newspaper, Within that
unfolding story are moments which tell us of our own development as a tendency in the
19505 to the 1970s, and iell us somethlng of our dlrecuon in the 1980s.

N . Take this cxpression—"a unique comb:nauon of workerfintellectual.” It is no- s:mnlc
- relauonshtp. What makes a worker ovcrcome the shyness, the modesty, so that he becomes a
- worker-editor? I do not mean it asa psychologlcal question, but rather a question that is
“rooted in the struggle to overcome the division between mental and manual labor, betwesn

" thinking and doing, that has been the hallmark of all class-divided societies. Raya writes of -

“this in the two sections of her *In Memoriam™ piece called **A Turning Point in Denby’s
. Life™ and ~Denby Becomes Editor.”” Here we see what happened in those 1950s when this
Magxist-Humanist philosopher,- Raya Dunayevskaya, and this co-worker, Charles Denby,
_strove 10 find a form for the presentation of their ideas. Remember Denby had written Part 1
of his autobiography Indignant Heart, And Raya had been writing on state-capitalism, on
Marx and Lenin, for a full decade. But it was those polmcal events of the 1950s-—Stalin's
death, the. East German revolt, the continuing wildeats against Automation—which, when
discussed by this combination of workerfintellectual, prov:ded both for the concrete
presentation of developing Marxist-Humanist ideas so that workers in the U.S. could follow a
.. discussion of the form of workers’ control after the revolution in Russia; and a1 the same time
" this became a pathway whereby Denby underiook the creative labor of writing “Worker's -
Journal” and began editorship of News & Lerfers. | want to stress that there is nothing
. automatic -about this combipation of worker/intellectual. It is truly a Marxist-Humanist
contribution. 1t meant a column—"Two Worlds"—in "which an intellectual disciplined
herself 1o write in the forum of a workers' newspaper, 2 form demanded by the brenkthrough
on the Abscluic Idea. It meant that Denby as “Worker's Journal™ columnist and cdi_tor

* Rerort to the Canvention of News and Letters Committess, July 1984




would have in his view not alone workers as force of revolution, but a responsiility 10 see
that other forces were represented in the paper and that freedom ideas were discussed on its =
pages.: .o : . . B . ’ . .
. ™1 did discuss with Denby the-relationship of workers to philosophy,” writes Raya..and
‘then describes how the form of presentation of Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks in Marxisnt and.
 Frecdom came_out of discussions ‘with’ Denby. “Cur discussions on philosophy- became
* discussions abowt concrete actions of workers,™ she adds, in describing how philosophy and.
the {act of the: East German workers Revalt that broke out against speed-up meant a great
deal 1o Denby. The point here is that this world historic turning point of the revolt against
Stalinism.” coming at ‘the. same time as ‘the world philosophic turuing . point. of the
breakthrough on the Absoiute Idea, became as well a turning point in Denby’s life, because of -
that’ unique’ combination ‘of Marxist-Humanist philosopher and Black. warker activist, -

_ becoming worker-editor. Marxist-Humanist.

The proof that this combination of worker/intellectuat that was born in the period of the
early and mid-1950s was not just an isolated act; but a personification of what we mean by
theory/practice over 30 years, is found in the years 1982-84. For it is here that we can see. - -
‘that the sickness and loss of our editor did not' mean the ending of the relationship of
worker/iniellectual, but rather 2 new manifestation of it became expressed in News & Letrers.
Page one of our paper was dramatically changed this year with the addition of “Workshop
Talks™ and *Black World."” The rcason | am looking at the years 1982-84 in secing this
change is to show you that it too was nol. automatic, bul meant a great deal of
Marxist-Humanist. thought. Denby himself helped bring this forth by inviting Felix Martin
and Lou Turner to write front page guest columns in “Worker's Journal” in the last period.
It was Raya who, in the year before “Workshop Talks” and “Black World" were created,
searched for possible forms that would be a manifestation of wortker/inteilectyal, of
theory/practice on“page one of our paper. . It'was not auiomatic. There were a number of
possible ideas which were discussed. The point becomes ohie of sceing 1he Marxist-Humanist
: _'Ialiqr. patience and suffering of the negative. which has characterized us whether at our
“inception with warkerfintelicciual or'in our practive in the 1980s with theory/practice, - f
~ " As we move our Center to Chicago, with this very diffcrent kind of front page to our
paper. can we as well have such new manifestations of theory/practice created by each of us
in.our work—in writing for this ncwspaper, and in padicular projecting these
Marxist-Humanist id:us—that in this labor our paper will become a pathway for
. organizational growth? i E e ’

Prajection, . which ‘is. a manifestation of the movement from theory to meel the
‘movement from practice, is key. If we look al our paper today we see that the movement .
{rom practice is present in a greater richness than ever, That richness has come because there
‘is a fuller presentation within our pages of the movement from theory. It is what allows us to
recognize. seck out, and make explicit that movement from practice. Theory/practice is not a

i _movement away from “voices from below™ rather it ailows for the most intensive

“preseniation of the voices from below, because it puts them within the theoretical/philasophic
framework of a Marxist-{iumanist body of ideas. Let's see how that has cccurred within the
context of what Marxist-Humanism has singled out as the four forces of revolution in the
United Siates. _ : D : .

“Part I The Four Ferees eof Revolution . and  Marxist-Humanism's  Philosophie ..

Coniribution—How the Movement from Theory Jolns the Movement from Practice

-The Constitution of News and Letters Committees specifies the forces of revolution
-which we see as crucial 1o the American revolution. They are put forth because historically,
objectively these forces have represented a revolutionary dimension. Al the same lime each
of these forees has as part of its dimension thie specific stamp of Marxist-Humanism, Specific
in the sense that Marxisi-Humanism over three decades has Iabored to bring forth the full
revolutionary dimension of each force.
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. EVER SINCE the 1840s, when 1he working class discovered itsell’ as a ctass, Marx and
‘than "Marxists have recognized the central role of the proletariat in the overthrow of
-capitalism. . But’ what Marxisi-Humanism has done i5 take Marx's concept of ending the
_division between mental and manual labor, between thinking and doing, and practice that-
concept: concrelely within our organization and newspaper by insisting that workers are not
“alone sources of. information. but are thinkers who need 10 become writers and editors of our
paper. . That'is whut' Denby meant in practice, and the unique combination of Denby and’

~ Markist-Humanist ideas which he was a part of and a contributor to, shows what it means to.
. ’put 2 Marxist-Humanist stamp upon a force of revolution, - o . L
. John Mareottc and Felix Martin, of course, have: been writing on workers® struggles for -
- several years in our paper. However, we have reached a new level in their contributions with
. their. fromt page column, “Warkshop.Talks,” It can be a powerful column Because of what a
. revolutionary force the working class has been historically and -can be today. But of equal
- impornance is what thase iwa writers bring to the column as Marxist-Humanists which allows
the reader to sée that revolutionary force of the working class—including contradictions
within it—at a particular moment. They as Marxist-Humanists dte not an external dimension
10 the proletariat, not only because they are proletarians themselves but as well because 1hey
bring to their writing the Marxist-Humanist methodology wheraby a full dimension cf labor
_ can be seen: unemployed and employed, immigrant as welt as U.3. born, small shop as well as
mass production, women as well as men, and most crucially, working people as creativity and
mind of revolution. ’ " v ' :
) “The writings  of - other Marxist-Huranist labor activists have ‘been  important
comributions to the paper this year. We have also had News & Leners writers® and labor
friends’ participant reports on activities ranging from copper miaers on strike in Arizona and
picket lines in“the Bay Area 10 in-person reports on the ¢onl miners on strike throughout
"England.: ) S . o :
"WHILE MARX and the Black Werld is a crucial pant of revolutionary continuity for
America. it has not been American Marxists and socialists tefore our day who have caught it.
 From the self-styled Marxists of Marx's day who refused to take a side in the Civil War inthe
“1.5.. o Eugeine V. Debs refusal to recognize an independent ~*Negro Question.” the division
“of Black and Red was perpetrated in America. American Communists at the time of World -
War L. the Russian Revalution and the race riots in the U.S. were miles away from Lenin who
‘did recognize the Black question in America as a national question. The opposite side of this
sume coin was the Stalinized. American Communist Party. which a decade later isolated the
Negro Question from a relation 10 the class question by its “Black Belt™ thesis.

Afer the binth of the Civil Rights Movement, there was.a recognition of the Black:
‘question as & revolutionary onc by part of the Left, Butl what | wang te show here is nol the
lailure or partial recognition by the Lefi of Black as a revolutionary force. Rather, I want 10
‘show how Marxist-Humanism from iis birth in the 1940s not-only recognized Black as a
_revolutionary force. but has developed a specificity as 1o what that revolutionary. dimension
has meant from the.1940s all the way to the 1980s. E

- Our concepts include: Black masses as vanguard of ihe American Revolution and not a
vanguard pany: the two-way roud of revolutionary ideas and activities between Alfrica and
. America—indeed the triangular trade of revolutionary ideas and action between America, the
* Caribbean and Africas the Black question as the touchstone of American civilization, its very
. Achiiles heel; the ‘erucial relationship between class and race in America spelled out in our
© pamphict Amwerican Civilization on Triaf, (which, not accidently, was first published in News
& Leilers), Ahe demonsitation of the American roots of. Marxism within Marx's Capital,
“writien under the impact of the Amzrican Civil War, which we have now extended 1o view |
S of Maex and the Blagk world.  All these concepts were worked out as part of a
Maraisti-Humanist body of ideas. ' o .
. Thus, when we say Black as a revolutionary force, it most certainly is grounded in the
great revalutionary history of the Black dimension worldwide.  But its revolutionary
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specificity is brough forth at the same time within what Marxist-Humanism has done with its

_labor; patience and suffering of the neg:nivc" on the Black question. And we have done so
_V,much within the pages of News & Letters in our columns, not only Denby but Ethel Punbar

“and Johin ﬂ\Ilnson :md lhen John Alan and now also Lou Tumcr. "BIack—Red“ and. “Black
‘Workd.™ e ) :

. “Black-Red" and  “Black World" are 'Maf'xist-Humanis: _expressions  of . the

mtcrnanonahsm ‘of the national quesnon. Look this past year at John Alan’s “Language,

Consciousness and Freedom in Azaniz” and Lou Tumner's *Miami and Black America” and- -~

" ask yoursell how this Marxist-Humanist body of ideas helps 1o create ground for a leap within

- the Black movcmcnt. Look at-Alan’s article on Black anti-imperialism at the end of the 19th
ceritury, and at Lou Turner’s review of the Garvey Papers which set the ground. for his
" mini-tour 1o several cities, and see how these Marxist-Humanist Black writers put a stamp on
the, Black strugeles of history not as past, but as prologue for a révolutionary future. Other -
writers, -including Gene in Los Angeles and Diane in .Chicago, have contributed to a
Marxist-Humanist” Black view in the paper this year.” Gwen from Alabama, while not a
Marxist-Humanist, has given us a look at the Bluck South. We need the continued
contributions from  all these as well as the renewed contributions of those who have
contributed much in the past such as Tommie, Ray and Karl.

v THOUGH TODAY'S Women's Liberation Movement only cmcrged in the late l%Os to
. early 1970s, i1 cannot be an accident that within the pages of News & Letters we had women
columnists, such as Angela Terrano.and Ethel Dunbar, from very carly on, and that they were
columnists who breught to their writing the dimensions of labor and of.Black as well as of
women. We will not here take the time 1o discuss the fact thal Raya Dunayevskaya, ihe
founder of the Marxist-Humanist tendency and the Chairwomarn of the Nutional Editorial
" Board, is.a woman. -But think of just 2 few of her contributions specifically on the Women's
Movement in the last decade, ones such- as the six leciures on “Women as Thinkers and as-
- Révolutionaries™ in 19735, the collection of a few of her writings put out as Woman as Reason
. and as.Force of Revolution, the last of the trilogy. of revolution, Rosa Luxemburg, Women's..
Liberation, and Marx's Plulosophy of Revelution, followed by the ‘Praxis article on “Marx’s

- ‘New Humanism® and the Dialectics of ‘Women's Liberation in Primitive and Modern

. Societies.™ All of these give us poiats of departure for Marxist-Humanism's specific
" philosophic contribution to women as a revolutionary force. The seviews of our Women's
.- Liberation archival mnaterial by Olaa Iast year and by Susan this year gwc us an mdlcauon of B
~'some af our contributions. - PR

The spcr:lﬂc:ly of that Marxist- Humanlst contribution comes 1o the fore not nicne in the
Biack a'ld proletarian dimensions that' we insist be part of today’s movement, but in that
these inturn are unscparated from the concept we have of women - as thinkers and as
rc.vnh.-uonanes which- we bring forth in our very original- view of Rosa Luxemburg as
feminist, as revolutionary, and with how we pose Women's Liberation’s mtcrconnuch.dncss'

with Marx, and most decidediy not with Engels.

. If we have ail these spcclﬁcally Marxist-Humanist contributions as to how we spell out
" woman as one of four forces of revolution, why then have we not been able to articulate this
. in a consistent manner on the Women’s Liberation page? I do not mean to say that it is
..absent: we have had important columns this past ycar which do show our view, such as Terry
Moon’s essay article on Eleanor Marx, and the welcome re-appenmncc on our pages af the
Nnuve American woman Shainape Sheapwe, .

“But what if I told you that 1 think that Eleanor Marx-is spcal\ms most. of all 10
ourselves? Look a1t how she came 10 America and spoke “American”—more than many of
- the ravolutionaries who lived there—on tabor, on women, on the necessity of breaking
-divisions between immigrant America and native born Americans, on the necessity for
non-seciarian support for the anarchists after Haymarket. Why could she do s0? Because her
language was Marx's philosophy of revalution. She as individual was able to be the universal
in the particular of her tour of America. That kind of concept ol Individual/Universal is
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" precisely ‘what we need on the Womei's Liberation page, beginning with assuming the

responsibility for the “Woman as Reason™ coluran. - Eleanor Marx accepted the challenge of

. .coming 10 America to project that philosophy of Marxism. .Secing our work 2s that kind of
challenge in projection is what we need to have foremost in our minds in the period ahead..

“.7 “RAYA HAS written an eight-page letter to the youth which brings forth the emergence.
and ‘'development of Marxist-Humanism’s contributions 1o youth as a revolutionary category™
over three decades. How source becomes Subject, and idealism as a revolutionary- category

-.when: it' means youth putting themselves alongside the proletariat, were coiicepts of youth

*" which became the foundation for our work in the period of Marxism and Freedom. What

struck me about the other iwo quotes Raya used in the Dear Youth Letter, for the periods of

Philosephy and Revolurion and Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and.Marx's Philosuphy

of Revolution, was how cach of ihem illuminaied how she chose 10 ¢ntef into ihe battle of -

ideas, to project, to challenge others, even non-Marxists, and did so in such a profound .

manner that they would be forced to enter the dialogue on the revolutionary ground she laid

out, even if they chose to reject it. It is that guestion of challenge, of projection, that she iy

- addressing not only to the youth, but to all of us.

1 would like-1o take up briefly that challenge as it manifests itself on our youth page
monthly in addressing such movements as anti-nuke, anti-intervention, solidarity. In the
1950s and 1960s, Robert Ellery and Eugene Walker wrote columns for the youth page, at a
time when we did not have a youth committee on a national level. While we muy not have
always written with the comprechensiveness that writing under the impact of & full trilogy of .
revolution can give us today, what one does feel- in_reading through the period is the’
rootedness in Marxist-Humanism of the writers and their willingness 10 issue a concrete
chatlenge in the battle of ideas. b ’ S

- Today we havé an internationzlist youth committee and are in a period afier three
Marxist-Humanist works are out, and yet that youth page doesn’t capture the interpenciraiion
of concreteness and .comprehensiveness, that concrete totality which. is needed as projection, -
‘us challenge. 'I don't 'mean this at all as a call for a “return to the godd cld days,™ and | am
" aware that writing about youth in the 1960s when activity was at-a very. different level—even
when we were pointing out the dualities of activism, activism, activism—is very different
“from the 1980s. Today much of that duality has become manifest in pragmatisin taking such
hold that it has meant an opting'out of a revolutionary challenge for many youth. . That is al}

the more reason for us to pose a revolutionary alternative that is truly a pole of attraction. It

" has to begin with the youth column which must be a kind of Marxist-Humanist anckor,
challenging the movement, but in a way which shows the openness of our page, cur ideas, our
committees.. - ¢ S o - - :

- WHETHER WE choose as I have done to concentrate on the forces of revolution, or
whether we have as our focal point the international dimension as discussed within the pages
.of News & Letters in “Our Life-and Times” or the Latino page, cr whether we take up the
“Readers’ Views™ section of the paper, the point becomes how objective and subjective are
inter-connected, not as mathematical quantitaiive additions but in a manner in which theory

and practice both illuminate and decpen each other once theory/practice becories 2 reality.

" Thus the strength of the “Our Life and Times" column is that its columnists Kevin A.
Barry and Mary Holmes have labored very arduously to cover many parts of the world, so
much so that “Our Life and Times"™ material has ofien been found in other parts of the paper.
This. combined with the in-person reposts from other countries and the writings of those who
have special expertise on an area of the world of a movement, has meunt an international
presence in our.paper far beyond the confines of “class angling" the New York Times. The

" coveroge from the New York local of both Black and Latin America—From the Dominican
Republic to Chile—shows the power of those in-person reports. What will be new this year is
that both Mary and Kevin will be in new locations. Mary's presence in New York will mean
somce very new sources for her writing. Kevin's presence in the Center in Chicage will mean

“his closer working both with the Resident Editorial Beoard and the Philosophic-Technical
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" Committée in terms of projecting a Marxist-Humanist analysis of international questions that
. ofign have 1o be written at the last mmutc. and can greatly bencfit from in- person discussions
-t lhc lecr.

" Qutside of the “Thcory!Pracuce column itself, there is perhaps no place where one can
sec so’ clearly what. Marxist-Humanism™s specific contribution as lheorylpmcllce is in our -
-newspaper as in “*Readers’ Views.™ . It is truly a theory/practice creation:” “Readers” Views™ is

. ;1 section’ which. encompasses all the forces of revolution I have spoken of, the voices from
* below spem:mg for themselves—and believe me it isn’t because they write us a “Dear Editor” .

*letter.: It is because we cull the daily correspondencc coming into the office—of those who
sl write 10 Denby: of his Indignant” Heart and “Worker’s Journal™ column. of those who
) order a specific piece of literature or are responding 1o a letter from Jim asking them about
" their’ order and what: they ‘are doing. *“Readers’ Views” are selecied ' from “the local
committees’ mmulcs—whcn they are sent in in a timely manner, and when the .local
secretancs ‘have an ear to catch the new that someone expressed at a meeting—and in pe.haps'

: “7a-pumber of other hidden and-creative ways which only Mike and Olga before him. Tould

- speak to. But that'is where the labor first begins. Because it is then when the movement
.- from theory, our Marxist-Humanisi contribution, is put together by the National Co-organizer

with alt these voices from below to create the categories under which “Readers’ Views™ are
. grouped. The work to-create categors that capture forces of revolution, that are national

" and international,- that hrlng to the fore our Marxist-Humanist contribution as a force of

. -revolution: all that work is a most serious theoretical labor. And yet it is this theoretical labor
“that allows the voices from below to really be’expressed within the full revolutmnary conlext,
- to be jammed next 1o theorétical commentary.

Think about how rare a creation News & Lerers'is. Only once in. Marx® 5 rcvoluuonary
! journnhsm wias the firc of revolution, Europe of 1848-49, joined with Marx’s pen in his own
paper. Almost all of Marx's other journalism had to be written for other papers. papers over
which he did not have editorial control.- And look at what the post-Marx Marxists- made of
“the press they did control. * Yes, with Lenin and Luxemburg it did reach highpoints_ in 1he
~ midst of revolution: ' But much of the’ post-Marx “Marxist journalism wallowed ‘in the

~reformism of those such as the German Social Democracy. Later it bccarne the emply hcadcd- :
vnnguardism we can see in 50 much of the Left press today.

; “Within- America we did have the Abolitionist press, bcgmmng wnh W|ll|am Lloyd
- Garrison's The Libcrator whose masthead read *The World is My Country,” and including

" Frederick Douglass’ North Star, This Abolitionist press did by force of Clrcumstances weld .
: logclher thought and action in the three decades prior to the Civil War.

~From Latin America I have” recently been studying the most orlgmal "eruvmn Marmst
" José Carlos Mariategui, who was a journalist for all his short adult life, and who in the last
half of the 1920s founded a monthly journal, Amawa, which strove 10 present the indigenous
revolutionary Subject, the Indian, within the context of a Marxist journal. It was aesthetically
o beautiful journal. including Indian art as well as European ant, and had first translations
“from Marx in Spanish as well as contemporary Eumpe..m ‘thinkers. It had a special section on
“the fight of the Indian versus the feudal landiord. At its highest Manatcgul s_loumal Amauta
wis a E‘usmn of Indian rcvoluuonary Subjects and culture,

But we in the United States in News & Letters in the 1980s; though we can trace strands
back 10 the writing idea of the Correspondence Committees before the American revolution,
as well as 10 the Abotitionists who insisted that Blacks in America can speak and write for

_themselves, and can_in addition trace ourselves to Marx’s own journalism, especialiy in the-
heat of revolution—though we have all these kinds of rdois, } want 16 say "thai we Qi News
and Letters Committees have produced a category of revolutionary journalism that none were
able 10 before. If Lenin put forth politics and revolutionary Subjects—"All power to the
Soviets™: if Maridicgui put forth culture and the revolutionary Subject of the Peruvian Indian;
1Iu.'\ we in News & Letrers have been traveling along a historic pathbreaking trail for three
ducad;'-. a trail to fise Subjects of revolution and philosophy of revolution within our very




being, our organization, our newspaper. And this not the day of revolution, or the day after
' revolution, but as the very process, the very pathway that would ailow us to move to the day’
- of revolurion, This is what we have to defend with our very heart and soul, what we have 10

internalize, pro_p.ct. battle everyone with, That is what the revolutionary Journahsm of Ncm
& Lcucrs' is.. This is what the expressmn theory/practice spells out. :

s We. are domg something not.even Marx was abje fully to do in an orgamzaucna! form.
We have jOII‘ICd two revolutionary subjectivities in ‘confronting - the opprcsswe capnallst
Ob_'lt.(.‘!lvlt\' We are fusing the revolutionary subjcctwuy of the masses in motion, labor,

- 'women, Black, youth Latino, national and international] with the revolutionary SubjECthll)’

of a ‘philosophy of revolution. - These. two. mlerpe":etrntmg revolutionary subjectivities can'

‘truly - create A’ new Ttevoluticnary : objectivity. © Because we are ‘determined. to . have .

" theory/practice as absolute negativity, ‘the absolute becoming, of our organization and its

newspaper we ¢an extend a ‘hand to Marx who was not able to find the full co-thinkers and

- continuators in his, I:fct:me ‘who would practice these two revolutionary suh_;ccuvmes A5 one.

We who are living one hundred years plus after Marx can fully became his co- thinkers and

take that projection forward. Let’s see how we can be doing thas concrexc[y in the year ahead
in our newspaper.

_Part Iz How can we ensure :hat Editing wiil no Iun;,er be separated from discussion of

Theery/Practice snd the Newspaper as a whole in a Local's Editing Session? That is,

- how. elicitation and theoretical labor aren’t in twe dlﬂ’erent worlds. though thc) are by no

means the seme thing

"Lei’s begin a way of projecting A (T3 & Lenters by rcl'usmg lo separate theory/practice in.

“how we conduct educationals on the current issue of News & Letters, and let’s further extend
that refusal 1o separate thcorylpmc!:ce to_our working out of the next issuc of the paper. 1
want to suggest that the locals expenmem with a type of educational which is a combinaticn

- of a discussion of theissue off the press with an cdmng sessian for the next issuc. Let's be
concrete. ‘The deadline for the Aupusi-September issue is August 16. Can we create a

meeting for whis deadline where a member undertakes the responsibility. for a discussion of -

..o he June issue unseparated from the participation of members and non-members in an editing '
. .7 session for the coming August-September issue? The presenter has 10 be conscious not alone
-, of his or her presentation, but how to integrate the participation’ of others, especially
‘non-members., in an editing session. . We want to hear and have written up that mevement .

from below, but the context of where it is said would be the cduc«t:onal-cdmng, session, so
that the wmer—spcaker doesn’t even have to wait until the next issue comes out in-order to
- see how he or she is presented within the totality of a Marxist-Humanist body of ideas.

The key here is the kind of educational you present. Take this very beautiful June issue,

Yes. the labor dimension is guite exciting, from the lead on the 4,000 who took to the streets .
in Toledo, to the British mine strike, to the nurses storics on the Women's Liberation page, 1o

.~

_ the beautiful picture of Guatemalan workers in occupn.mn-strlke at a Coca-Cola bottling ..

plant. -Just look at that labor dimeasion which is nationa! and international, with ‘the
dimnensions of women and Third World. That discussion of how multidimensional we view
fabor is important. But discussion of this June issue of the paper which fails 10 jam togcther
that labor dimension with the ““Theory/Practice™ column of a review of a work on Marx and

" -Russia, and the Editorial on the Irag/lran War, and the “Black World™ on “Literature and

. Liberation in Azania™ would be an cducational which did not capture what we mean: by
“theory/practice. | .don’t. mean at 2ll . a ousntitative adding, | mean  taking that
“Theory/Practice™ column as a way of putling forth our original work on the new moments of
Marx's lust decade and how they help us hew out a pathway to today's revolutions. - 1'raean
toking even the way we refer to the Gulf War as the [rag/Iran War, not the Iran/lrag War, as

i way of being able to put forth not just who started this war, but the fact that Iran did have.

a rcvoiuu_nn. and seceing our own Marxist-Humanist analysns of that revolution. [ mean that
discussing “Black World™ on “Litersture and Liberation inAzania™ can open up what we
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: ‘mc:_:_n by the relation of philosophy to revolution and not alone in South Africa. _ .
“ 77 Naturally, neither Marx’s view of Russia, nor the Iranian Revolution, nor our view of
.Black Liberation in-Africa can be covered except as the barest points of departure in’such an

educational-editing - session. But if a reporter is able to open the door for members and

.. non-members alike ofi how the body of Marxist-Humanist ideas is reflected in this June issue
- of-News & Letters, wouldn't it put a whole different stamp upon the discussion from the floor,

~whether it was someonc telling of activities in their shop, the latest demonstrations. or trying -
. to'work out a Reader’s View? This is News & Letiers as a totality which we want 1o convey:
- in a meeting, so thal no matter how magnificent ihe discussion of a given shop incident or-

demonstration, the audience always has a chanee 10 see on how much a higher leve! that story

. will be when it 'will be in the context of all the other revolutionary expressions of activity and -

~ thought which are present in an issue of this Marxist-Humanist. paper.- Why don't we try this
kind of educational for 1the August-Sepiember issue? " - o L )
In-addition 1 would liXe to suggest that if your lecal has not been tzking advaniage of its
express mail package of News & Letters arriving the day after the paper is off the press, then
let’s. begin to do so. Herc is what | mean. I would like to suggest that- for cach issue one

person be assigned to make sure they get one of those express mai! copies before the meeting -

and prepare, not a full educational, but a short presentation on what is in the issue, to be
given in perhaps 10 minutes at the very next meeting when many of the members and friends
-will first bé getting the paper. A presentation which relates specific articles 10 what activities
the Jocal is engaged in, what demoastrations will be ceming up in the next couple of weeks,
what individual people they are working with and can have a discussion with, and thus help
‘the members in thinking about the fact that the new issue is right in their hands-that evening,
and what perspectives would each one of them be thinking about for working with it.

‘ This leads me to the very specific perspectives which I will mention here bricfly. but
“which 1-am sure Mike will dévelop more’ fully in his organizationa) report tomorrow. And
_that is subscriptions, and sales of bound volumes. We need not-yet-Marxist-Humanists to be
coming to News and Letters meelings, participating in educational-editing sessions and

- participating" i'n_,!hc life. of the local. There are many “pathways for this.  As part of.the

newspaper report | want to single out subscriplions. Subscriptions are not 'a’ quantitative .
_question, although anyone who has looked at some of the subscription drawers for various
-locals knows that that too is not a question to be dismissed, but rather I am speaking about -

subscriptions as a way of projecting a Marxist-Humanist body of ideas which eath member of
News and Leiters Committees can engage in. The kind of conversation you would have 1o
.have 1o sell a subscription would be a way of testing yourself on projecting this body of ideas,-

and thus, far from being a relationship which would end with o sale, would instead be a -

- relationship which would begin with 1 sale, one where a quantitative measure, ten, as in ten

issues of News & Leners a year, would be qualitative in the sense that your relationship with

that person would continve by them having a chance to read this paper each month as the
* ongoing expression of our body of ideas, and hopefully your projection ta this reader would

make thein want 1o come to an educational-editing session to learn about and be part of the
“greation of this paper, : : .

That ongoing nature of a Mews & Lettery subscription and forging a relation is found in

a different way when it comes to the bound volume of News & Lenters. Here it is a question

- of taking a frecdom journey of ideus and activities over the past seven years via the pages of
"News & Letters, And it is a wremendous way for the person you are selling it to, to both 1est

himsell or herselland to test Marxist-Humanism as to what hisflier view and what our view

of these past seven years has been. How did we view objectivity and subjectivity? How did

that correspond - with their own participation or observation of the freedom movement?

" Incidentally, 1 think that this can be as well linked to the new classes we will be having in all
.the local committees, which will be covering some of these same years. | don't mean that the
hound volume will be the basis or supplement for the Perspectives Theses we will be studying,

for we have plenty of methodology to grapple with in the Theses themselves, Bul would not

T it g e i Ervmpk e s o S o —
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that bound volume be a magnificent, addition 1o the library of those friends of ours in each
local who will be participating in the classes on Perspectives, and who would want 10 know
more-of the ¢vents in the years that the Perspectives are covering? | am_not:saying bound
volumes are for éveryone in the way subscriptions dre, but I am thinking about different ways -
- Marxist-Humanism's body of -ideas becomes: living 1o, specific individuals, and the bound "™
~volume is one.way. The value of both subscriptions-and bound volumes will also be a
challenge 1o those of us who work directly on the Philosophic-Technical Committée, 10 be
~.able 10 create ads in the coming period which are bath educationals on our paper and do

- This pre-Convention pericd. has had another manifestation of theory/practice in our
‘newspaper. and . that’is the bulletin of the Philesophic-Technical Commitice {PTC) initidied
by Marv Joan's presemation of three deécades of the Black dimension as seen through our
paper.. It was the first time that the PTC as a body wrote presentations for the membership.,
‘The*test for: whether this canmean a fulier relationship. between the PTC and the
organization as a whole will naturally be measured in the period ahead when the Center and
., its paper moves 1o Chicage. With the move the PTC will have the addition of 1wo Chicago-
- members. Dave and Beth are poing to be joining our committer while Mary Joan who is’
remaining in Pelroit will step down. -Both for the organization as a whole and for Chicago in
particular, this'new PTC will fice the challenge of putting into practice theory/practice in its
clivitation of articles, its editing and presentation of copy. Much of that will be happening
through our own active participation in the educational-editing sessions in Chicago. s

Finally, theory/practice, either as it is expressed in the newspaper or in our work in
other aspecis of the organization, cannot be just slogan,-or _logo, or abstraction. It is the
" praxis of theary/practice, the praxis of the seli-development - of the ideas by ourselves as -
individuals so tightly tied to this Marxist-Humanist body of ideas that it literally makes of us
new personalities, not as isolated individuals.” but as. full self-developing projectors - of
"Marxist-Humanism. . “This will be tested in the period ahead in manifold ways, including in
this Murxist-Humanist organization’s newspaper, News & Lettors, -+ ‘ : o :
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‘ When Archives are not Past but are lemg

The Du'ecl Relauonshlp of Mannst—ﬂnmamsl Arc!uves to Marx’s Humamsm.
wh:ch Creu!ed “Re\oluhun in Permanence" as Gmund for Orgamznhon*

by Micl:_ael Comyolly

lntroduetory Nole

.. We have one title for these final two classes in the Marxnst-Hum:\mst Body of. ldcas-

" “Marx's ‘Revolution in Permanence® as ground for organization and self- developmient of each
-individual a5 universal freedom.” The readings for the classes include the ¢ulminations of all
three works in the Manist-Humanist trilogy of revolution—the last chapters of Marxism and

“Freedom and Philosophy and Revolution, and the crucial penultimate chapter of Rosa_
Luxemburg, Women's Libergtion, and Marx’s Philosephy of Revelution. But please’ kecp in
mind that for Hegel, for Marx and for Marxist-Humanism, every genuine culmination is both
summation of all that has gone before and point of departure for new beginnings.

" We will. be tracing the self-determination of an idea-—the idea of “revolution in
permanence”—Ifrom its birth and development by Marx, lhrough its long night of neglect, to
its re-creation and development by Marx:st-Humamsm in our own age. And precisely
because we cannol be satisfied with conclusions alone, and now want to practice methodology
for today’s freedom strugeles, we want to take that journey -with the aid of the
Marxist-Humanist Archives, The Raya Dunayevskaya Collection,®* housed here at Wayne
‘State University in Detroit. B - -

Listen to Marx in 1844, at the moment ol' birth of his *'new continent of* lhought"‘ L

The whole movement of history is, on the one hand, the aciual ac of creation—the
act by which its empirical being was born; on' the other hand, for:its thinking
.. consciousness, n is the realized and recognized process of development.
—Private Properiy and Comrnunisin -

It is no accident thal Marx returns to lhls precise point in his greatest theoretical work,
Capital, in the chapter on “Machinery and Large-Scale Industry,” as he critiques both those
.. who tail to sce the material basis for life in production, and those who fail to see the weak
points in “abstract materialism™ as it excludes what he calls “history and its process.” Nor is
it any accident that in cach of the three works of Marxisi-Humanism we have studied in these
. classes, Raya returns to this same passage in Capiral, yet cach return uncovers a fuller view of
Marx's Marxism. In.the chapter in Marxism and Freedom on “Automation and the New

Humanism,” it is concerned with “Different Attitudes to Automation,” as the autoworkers

and miners wildcatted, . while union [caders and radical intellectuals viewed the new
technology as “progress.”™ In Philosophy and Revolution, it illuminates Marx’s carly and sharp -
critique of Darwin, and uvnderlines the great distance between their perspectives on human
development. - In Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx’s Philosophy of Revoiution
“history and its process” opens the section on Marx's Erfnological Notebuoks, in which we
see how Marx’s determination to hold fast to the “ever-developing Subject,” the human forces
of revolution, disclosed not only his differences with bourgeois amhropologlsts. but how his
philosaphy of revolution diverged from that of his closést coliaborator, Engels. -

. Marx’s magnificent 1844 dcscnptmn of the movement of history as the act of creation.
_and the process of development, is thus not alone something for Marx's day. 1t points as well
16 Marxist-Humanism'’s act of creation, its process of development, from the 1941 binth of

* A 1zlk delivered at Wayne State University, Detroit, March 22, 1984

** The Raya Dunayevskaya Collection: Murxist-Humanism, Its Origin and Development in the U.8. from
1941 to Today is available on microfilm from the Wayne State University Archives of Labor History and
Urban Affairs, Detroit, MU 43202, for $60.00. The Guide to the Colleciion is available from News &
Lesters.
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‘the theory . of state-capitalism to . Rosa Luxemburé, Women's Liberation, and Marx's
: th'[osaphy aof Rew_'n!uu'on and beyond. It is that methodology that I hope to illuminate here.

Part I: Marx s Philosophy of “Revolunon in Permanence” and its Dssappearance ia’ Post—Marx
. Marxism .
: “From Critic of Hegel 10 'Author of Cap"im! and Thcorisl of ‘Revolution in
Permanence’ ™ is how Raya titles Part lil of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and
- Marx's Philosophy ‘of Revolution, and in beginning with the nearly unknown Marx of 1841 we
are given the opporiunity to see how Marx’s earliest cnuque of Hegel'is sharpest when he
discovers a division between Reality and Reason. “Totality” in Hegel he says, consists of two .
‘hostile worlds, “each side uiterly opposed to the-other.” In turning against this alienated
‘world, Marx comes 1o argue that not only the product of labor has been alienated, but the
. activity of the human being. By the time we reach Marx’s 1844 Humanist Essays, Marx is not
- only ‘invoived with nctual workers® struggles, but subjecting . the whole basis -of .2ll human
relations, -including those of ManlWoman, to ruthless criticism. Marx’s break from Hegel
becomes as well a return to the Hegelian dialectic—"the dizlectic of negativity as the moving
and creative principle.” Marx sought and dnsco\'ercd human Subjccts to transform reamy,‘
bearers of :hat dizlectic. )

Thus, the path to permanent revolution for Marx meant both singling out “ncgauon of
the negation™ as key to all dialectic, and a singling out of human Subjects of revolution. This
is the context in which Marx’s first reference to “permanent revolution® appears—in his 1843 -
article “On the Jewish Quesuon.“ Far from simply endorsing “civil rights” Marx there
demonstrates how total an uprooting is needed 1o establish human- relations for all.
Throughout this whole period of the birth of Marx’s “new continent of thought,” the critique -
of the old is never separated from the pro;cct.on of the new society as the' “sell-development
of each individuzl as universal freedom.” Thus the 1848 Communist Manifesto is not only 3 -

- history of class struggle, but the projection of “an assocmuon in which the free d-v:lopmem :
of each is the precondition for the frec development of afl.™ .

As Marx summed up the 1848 revolutions he wroté his 1850 Address to the Commum.sr
League which ends with the appeal to the proletariat: “Their battle cry must be: The
Revolution in Permanence!- He was posing that; 1) the struggle would never again be fought
with the bourgeoisie; independent prolstarian’ organization was demanded; 2) the workers
needed to seek new allies, beginning with the peasaniry. Above all, what stood out was the
method-—that the next stage of revolution takes as its point of departure the highest point
reached in the last, and that was true in thought as well as in activity. '

Yet to many in the Communist League, permanent revolution seemed tc mean only a
short-hand way of justifying precisely the endless insurrection conspiracies Marx opposed. By
1852, the. Communist League disbanded at Marx’s insistence, and eight vears later, when
Marx writes to a friend, *1 had in mind the party in the eminent historical sense,” he actually
belongs 10 no party at all. By the time Marx writes the Critique of the Gotha Program in

- 1875, he is even willing 10 put his own great Intermational Wockingmen's Association behind
him when he says it was “no longcr realizab!e in its first historicaj form after the fall of the
Paris Commune.”

The key is that whether it was the Communlst Lcague after 1848-50 or the
International Workingmen's Association after the 1871 Paris Commune, Marx’s re!atmn was
1o revelution as the determinant, and to a form of organization that would now have to arise
wiih the full expression of the highest stage reached. The organization had to encompass all
the new Subjects of revolution snd act as the bearer of philosophy of revolution, or it would
become both fetish and obstacle to further development. Marx's own agenda after 1848 led
from the Taiping Revolution to the Grundrisse’s “absolute’ movement of becoming.” His
agenda after 1871, from an examination of Man/Woman relations to a new view of the
peasantry, and from the French edition of Capital to the Critique of the Gotha Program’s -
projection of the inseparability of philosophy and organization, is what we call today “the




_trail to the 1980s.” _ o : . T
- As Raya puts it in Chapter 11 of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberatior, and Marx's
Philosophy of Revolution, “1t wasn™ the phrase ‘permanent revolution® that was the proof of
the ‘concept, but the fact that in the constant search for revolutionary allies the vision of
revolutions to come was in no way changed.™ Thus, even though Marx did not use the phrase
-in kis Jast decade,-Raya concludes that: “The greatest concretization of the philosophy of -
revolution and its re-connection with the deep roots of the cohcept of permanent revolution
first developed in the 1850 Address, came in 'the last years of Marx's life and the study of the
pre-history, as well as the history, of humanity.” (pp. 161-62) . : i e
Unfortunately, the phrase “permanent revolution™ did medn something in the case of
Leon Trotsky, even though originally he did not even call his 1905 theory. of Russia’s path to
socialism that, In the Afterword 1o Chapter 11 we seothat oot only was Trolsky’s theory of
permanent revolotion bereft of any self-developing Subject, but his implacable hostility 1o the
peasantry meani there was no theorétic preparation for the 1925-27 Chinese Revolution or
today's Third Werld revolutions. Neither, we see, was there any connection to either Marx's
concept” of “revolution in pecmanence,” or to organization . questions, to which Trotsky
applied, pot-“permanent revolution,” but his theory of conciliationism, which he even
extended to the non-development of his own original insights. ; ] .

- 'Neither was “revolution’ in permanence” scen as ground for organization by Rosa.
Luxemburg, cven when she raised the question of spontaneity and the party, only to fali
“victim to the fetish of organization' when she denounced the Second International as a
“stinking corpse,” yet hesitated to leave it in 1918, And Lenin, who alone did seriously
retura to the Critigue of the Gotha Program, did so as preparation for smashing the bourgeois
state, never viewing that- document as a projection of the inseparability of philosophy and
_organization, and zallowing his ‘varguard party concept to remain in a,separate compartment
from his philosophic re-organization, o i L o _

- One could certainly call Trotsky’s or Luxemburg’s insights in the pericd of the 1905

revolution a “flash of genius.” But unless “revolution in permanence” is spelled out as going - .
geniu B

dead” (as Hegel said of Kant), it becomes debris associated with Marx's theory only in name.
-And it was to-clear away that debris that Raya had to first write the “Afterword” on Trotsky,
before ‘even one word of Chapter 1 of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's
- Philosophy of Revolution could be put to paper. - L ;

‘on to develop those insights, and not alone 10 differentiate oneself from others and thea “stop

Part II: How Marxist-Humanism Beveloped “Revolution in Permancuce,” as ground for
organization and self-development of each Individual as universal freedom, in our age .

A, Marxism and Freedom ) i .

' The post-Waorld War [T world has been filled with revolutions, including very centrally -

revolutions in the Third World. Yet insofar as the theory of permanent revolution was
. known, it was as Trotsky's theory, ticd to the rejection of the peasantry, and unconnected to

any grounding in Marx’s Marxism, his “new Humanism." How, then, did

Marxist-Humanism uncover ai:d re-create that theory as ground for organization in our age?

It begins with what Raya has ealled “a paean of praise to breakups and splits,” when

the Hitlen.Sialin Pact was signcd and "Raya insisted that 'Russin could not possibly be

- cansidered a workers® state, while Trotsky continued to base his analysis on the property-form

.. of nationalization." In working out her analysis of “Russia 2s a State-Capitalist Society,” thera

"was as well what the pamphlet, 25 Years of Marxist-Humianism in the U.S., calls the “germ"

of Marx's Humanism in her study of one of Marx's 1844 Essays on the role of labor. (See
p. 879 .

® Reference to works in the Mamxist-Humanist Archives in the pages that follow are indicatcd by
microfila page numbers, o3 shown in the Guide to the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection.
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But. it is the period 1949-53 that .is singled out in both the’ 25 Years of
Marxist-Humanism in the U.S. and the Guide to the Archives as the “Historic Re-emergence
of Marx's Humanism.” In that period we can see how Raya, at one and the same time, was
listening to the thaughts of rank-and-file miners on strike against Automation, translating and
studying Lenin's' Philosophic Notebooks, and ‘engaging in her own direct’ encounter with the
Hegelian dialectic. In our forthcoming pamphlet on that 1949.50 miners’ gereral strike, it is -
clear that philosophy—the Hegelian-Marxian dialectic—both anticipated and emerged. out of -
the actual events, - . . - CE T e

" ~The point I wish to stress here, however, is that in order to fully reconnezt with Marx's
legacy, the breakthrough had to be net on his ground alone, but.on completely new ground for -
.. ourage as well. Thus, the 1953 Lerters on the Absolute Idea, which Raya wrote in the weeks
- after Stalin’s dzath and before the East German workers® uprising, had to encounter Hegel's
dialectic at a point where neither Marx nor Lenin had gone. Marx’s 1844 *“Critique of the
Hegelian Dialectic™ broke off before it reached Hegel's Absolutes and Lenin's Phifosophic
Norcbooks disregard the last paragraph of the Absolute Idea in Science of Logic. Further, ao
one¢, not Marx nor Lenin nor even modem Hegel scholars, had examined the three final
syllogisms of Philosophy of Mind, which Hegel added to his work only in the last months of
his life. It is here that Raya both discovers a movement from practice that is {tself a form of
theory and focuses on the final paragraph 577 as the Self-thinking Idea, the single dialectic
that emerges from actuality and from thought. :

Reread Chapter | of Philosophy and Revolution aud see why Raya calls these 1953
Letters “‘a new divide in Marxism.” In a sense one could call them our Address on Permanent
Revolution, for they opened up a process in thought that led to such a, view of new Subjects of

- revelution, and such a perspective of a mew kind of organizstion that the supposedly
“quiescent™ 1950s really became “a decade of historic transformation.” The new kind of
‘organization—News and: Letters  Committees—born in- 1955, established’ at once its
‘uniqueness in both newspaper and organization, as Charles Denby, a Black production
worker, ‘became editor, and each issue included a “Two Worlds” column' by Raya. ' The
stories dircctly from the shops and’ picket lines, the new questioning by workers, were what
dictated that our. very first pamphlet {p. 2431) be ihe publication for all to study of Raya's
translation of Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks and her 1953 Letters on the Absolute Idea.

Far from objective events being used to “prove’ what the breakthrough in thought had
already shown, the period that followed was one of constant deepening and development of-
' the fledgling tendency, Marxist-Humanism. The very next month after. that first pamphlet
- was published, the Montgomery Bus Boycott broke out. Denby’s Indignant Heart: A Black
Worker's Journal re-tells its stary focusing both on the critique of union and Black leaders
and radicals who failed to support it, and on the relationship between spontaneity and
organizatior” which the boycott  illuminated. (Everyone is struck by Denby’s favorite
expression from that chapter: “Few can look out upon a calm sea and tell when a storm will
rise and sweep all filth to the shore.™) : : : :

. When we reach the description of the Montgomery Bus Boycott in Marxism and
Freedorn, Raya states that “The greatest thing of all in this Montgomery, Alabama
sponlaneous organization was its own working existence, Not only that, but she concludes
.that the Montgomery Bus Boycolt and the Hungarian Revolution’s workers® councils have
together established the movement from practice that is itself a form of theory as 2 new world
epoch, Marxism and Freedom was the work that, together with the Hungarian Revolution,
brought Marx’s “ncw Humanism™ out of the archives and onto the bistoric stage. The two
are not scparable, just as the writing of Marxism and Freedom was not divided from the
discussions on the draft of it with miners, autoworkers and students. If you want to see the
single dialectic emerging from actuality and from thought in that peried, read Olga's 1956
letter to Raya on West Virginin miners discussing the dralt of Marxism and Freedom
(p. 2523). But nowherc is that world-historic moment of the mid-1950s better posed as a new
beglaning for yet deeper digging than in the concluding paragraphs of Marxism and Freedom:

2

S e
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The worker is right when he demands that work be *completely difierent, and not
separated from life itself,” and that *“thinking and doing be united.” Once the
theoretician has caught this, fust (his, impulse from the workers, his work does not
end. It first then begins. A new unity of theory and practice can cvolve only when
the movement from theory to pracucc mcets the maovement from pracncc to
theory. . '

: —Marxxsm and Freedam, p. _28'7

B. Philosophy and Revolnuan

: By the beginning of the 1960s. freedom movements were not only burstmg out in East
Europe and Africa, but a new gcneranon of revolutlonan*s was being born ng,hl in the U.S.A.
News & Letters began to publish a stream of pamphleis, Bowing out of the work of Marxism
and Freedom, 1o concretize its perspective for those struggles: Nationalism, Communism,
Marxist-Humanism and the Afro-Asicn Revolutions; Workers Bautle Automation; Freedam
Riders Speak for Themselves; The Free Speech Movement and thé Negro Revolution; and ilic"
path-breaking work on the American revolution, American Civilization on Trigl. In the fall of
1960 and winter of 1961, when Workers Battle Automation had just come off the press and
- linked . workers’ revolt to the new questioning and activism by youth, and wher the Civil
Rights Wovement's sit-ins were sweeping the South and spcakmg for themselves in News &
Letters, at that moment Raya decided to -write summaries of Hegel's works (p. 2806) aund
- sketch the very carlicst outline of what would be Philosophy and Revolution. She calls it
“Subjectivity of Self-liberation™ and cxchanges letters with -Herbert Marcuse on its direction
{p. 4316). The author of Reason and Revolution, one of the leading scholars on the dialectic,
had written: “I cannot see why you need the Absolute Idea...” He was to go on the very next
year to publish his One-Dimensional Man, with its assertion thal technology has absorbed all
workers' revoiuuonary subjectivity, and thereby ironically to show how necessary is the
Absolute Idea for discerning concrcte human farces of revolution in our age. Raya’s six-page
answer is, 10 my mind, among the most illuminating expositions of the coacreteness of
philesophy for today’s political analyses that I have ever read, -It demands funhcr study.

For Marxist-Humanism, the pew posing of phllusophys crucial naiure came
immediately, as Kennedy launched the Bay of Flga invasion and Raya began her. Weekly
‘ Pofitical Lerters, They take up some 250 pages in the Archives, and whether they are on
Cuba or Afnca, the U.S. Civil Rights Movement or the anti-nuke protests, thclr dccp B
grounding in the study of the dialectic is evident.

Indeed, by the time the struggies of the 1960s had shown the msuﬂ'xmency of lhe
revolutionary act alone, and France 1968 had ended with an “arrested” revolution, Raya
re-organized the form of Philosophy and Revolution 10 make *Why Hegel? Why Now?" Part 1
of the book. You can follow this development yourself, since all the draft chapters and letters
on the book, which were circulated for discussion, are included in the Archives, But once the
decision to *turn the form of the book around” had been reached, what it meant was the.
launching of a dialogue with precisely those “New Passions and New Forces™ she was later 10
single out in Chapier 9.. Thus. 1969 saw our sponsor.r.hip of the Black/Red Coaference in the
-midst of the Black caucuses in the unions acuvny (p. 4338) and 1971 saw the founding
Confersnce of Women's Liberation—News and Letters {(p. $355). In each, the subject for
discussion was not alone the state of the movement, but how “Why Hegel? Why Now?”
illuminates the path from activity and revolt 1o full social revolution and a human society.

Philosophy and Revolution, 1973, stands as the turning polut in the development of
Marzist-Humanism and, 1 would argue, was ceatral to the re-creation of Marx's philosophy of
permanent revolution. Nothing helped me see that more than the very first letter Raya wrote
as she began her work on Rosa Luxemburg, Women's L:bemnan. and Marx's Philosophy of
Revoiution, June 30, 1978:

Now, let us get down o our age and see how difficult it is to grasp that “Absolute
1dea as New Beginning,”
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First. it appears as the unity of theory and practice. Re-read Marxism and
Freedom, where 1 certainly had already grasped the brrai\Qup of Absclute as the
movement, l'ro'n practice as well as from theory, for thém to unite as revolutionary -

. practice for our age. - in there the central part which will lay the ground for our age
“as the. age of absolute contradiction, of transformation of the first workers® state -
‘into’ state-capitalismi, does take ‘up all of Marx's works: philosophic, economic;
historic and polmcnl And what do 1 ecall t? “Unity of Theory and Practice.™
.. Not_only that. 1, in a footnote, thank Marcuse fer. his seminal work, Reason and .
Revolution, by saying 1 agree with. him that Marxism went neither with the Left
Hegelians, nor whilt became Hegelmmsm as that was lmnsf’ormed mto opposnc by.

the nghl.... -

‘Why. however, could 1 not. havc made myself 50 clea. 1] myself as to see ahat._
much as’ | learned from Marcuse, we were not only  on different planets. -
*politically” but philosophically? The answer is in the fact that until, Philosophy
and Revolution, until my own-return to Hegel; straight, and the new era’of the )

. '1960s incompleted in 1968, and new forces of liberation AS REASON—Labar,
Biack 'Dimension, Women's Liberation, Youth-—no new stage of cognition could

_.beco't-e concrete and profound._ And it is when | also began, with that new phrase,

" *new continent of thought,” to sec that not only was it unity of theory- and
practice, but new. beginning—new continent, new world view, and that not only as
internationalism—worker has no country; the world is’ his country—but
Human-ism, (p. 6432) : )

. The point I want 10 make here is Ihat no one f'rom Marx's denth to today has posed
Marx as "phxlqs_ophcr of revolution in permanence,” let alone moved to' re-create that

philosophy for our age'and tasks, especially the task of working out form of crganization.

Even we, in Marxism and Freedor. did net do so explicitly. But Philosophy and Revolution
so_decpened Absolute Negativity, Marx’s point-of departure, by posing it ax new béginning,

hat now Marx’s concepi of “revolution in- permanence™ did find its concrete, explicit
expression with Rosa Luxemburg, I'i’n.men'.s"..fbc'm!inn and Marx’s Phifosophy of Revolition.

-Listen to what Raya singles ‘out in Hegel as he sums’ up, Piuio.\opl:y (sz‘rflnd the ﬁrst .

iirme) that is, beforc he adds the 1lm:c final sylloglsmS'

] ll is prec:scly in this last section on philosophy that he auacks the very com.cpt of
. - system: “They are most accurately called systems which apprehend the Absolute
- only as suhslance‘..lhcy represent the Absolute as the utterly universal genus which
dwelis in the species or existences, but dwells so potently that these existences have
no actual reality, The fault of all these modes of thought and systems is that they
stop skort of defining substance as subject and us mind.” '
—~Philosophy and Revolution, p. 35

. Canl you jusl hear, in that qumc from Hegel, echoes of Marx striking out agamst
Mll\hallovsky for systcm-bmldmg. for ignoring the aciual movement of “history and its

" process™ in. constructing 2 “historico-philosophical theory, the supremc virtue of which:

sconsists in being supra-historical™? Whether as property-form or os form of organization, the
" system as fetish, as obstacle to human-freedom, is what the Hegelinn-Marxian dialectic refuses
~to bow down to. Yet even this is still posed negatively, as what we are against. It is only with
: Raya's analysis of Hegel's three final syllogisms in the context of Philosophty and Revolution
that we are able to begin to work out the positive expression of “Self-thinking Idea,” of
““revolution in permanence.” Again i is inscparnble I'rom thc new age opo::-:d_ with the
~revolutions of the 1950s: -
' The new [lrontiers opened with the end of |l1usmns. with the stant of n.voluuons
“within the successful revelutions, with the permanence of self-development so that
- there should end, once and for all, the difference between the Individual and the

Universal,
—=Philosophy and Revelution, p. 283
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It is that “permanence of self-development” within each one of us in the freedoea
movement that alone can epd the aboned revolutlons of our ag= and 'open the path to
um\'ersal freedom.” ‘ e ol T

C. Rosa Luxemburn Wonen’s Liberatiom, and Marx’s Phllacaaby of Revolution

Almost as soon as Phdasaphy and Revolution was off the press, the new r¢voluuons of
the §970s began to appear world-wide, stretching from Portugal/Angola/Mozambique through -
. Lebanon, South ‘Africa and Iran to Nicaragra and Grenada. . The “hunger for philosophy”
. depicted in Philosophy and Revolution was met by new forms of truncated Marxism, whether
“foco-ist™ or even “mergers” of religion and’ socialism, -while ‘the new global Women's
. Liberation Movement chalicnged the incompleteness of every rcvo[utlon, whether in Portugal -
or Iran. Qur acuvny involved not only support of, acd pamclpatmn in those revolutions, but
. the publicarion of such pamphlets as Frantz. Fanch,Soweto and American Black Thought,
’ Workmg Women for Frezdom and Latin America’s Unfinished Revolunons, each of which hac.-
its origins in Philesophy and Revolition.

At the same time “Why Hegel? Why Now?” contmued to unfold and deepen. Two
documeats from the Archives in this period demoustrate, I think, the way Philosophy and
Revolution irsell. was re-concretized as preparation for the explicit development of Marx's:
“revolution in permanence.” These are “Absolute Negativity as New Beginning,” a lecture
‘given to the Heg:l Society of America in 1974 (p, 5631) and “Our Original Contribution to

- the Dialectic of Absolute Idea as New Beginning” (p. 5622), presented in April 1976. [ want
to mention the dates because the Hegel Society presentation, with its stress on the
“conscquenﬁal" final syllogisin, “Seif-thinking Idez,” summed up Phiiosophy and Revolution, .
Chaptcr 1, in one way, while the presentation in April, 1976 was given as we had asked “'Will
- the n.vcluuon in Portugal advance?” and singled out the dimensions of Africa, of Women’s

‘Liberation, and oi‘ phllosophy as the human powers that alonc could drive the revolulmn .

l'orward S . .

0 As wnh the revclutlons of thc l960$, Raya now launched a nmew series of analyses of :
"world events, beginning with (be_Portugucse Revolution. Caly tow, instead of r_-eu:g calied”
“Political Letters,” they were explicitly Political-Philosephic Letters—and the change in name
was another way of showing that we did not alone single out “Forces as Reason,” we also
viewed “philosophy as force™ of revolution. ™ Far from viewing philosophy as an internal
matter, we now began publishing our Draft Perspectives Theses in News & Letters for all our
readers to join in the discussion. Finally, that was extended cven to the publication of draft
chapters of Rosa Luxemburg, Wamens leeranan. and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution in
ihe paper,

_The same decade of the 1970s that was ﬁllcd wnth revoluuons espccml!y in the Third
World, saw as well the publication of Marx's works as’ a totality for the first time. “The
transcription of Marx’s Notebooks ¢n Ethnology and on Russian and Indian peasant soc:ely
focused attention on Marx's fast decade. The convergence of new global crises, the risc of
new freedom movements, especially the Women's Liberation Movement, and the availability

. for the dirst time of Marx's work -as a totality, provided the impetus for Rosa Luxemburg,
Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution. The freedom movements were
posing new questions on form of orgonizaticn and on the relanonshap of technologically
backward lands to advanced ones, Yet when we come to Chapter 8 in Rosa Luxemburg,
Women's Liberation, and Marx's Fhilosophy of Revoluticn, we see that it is titled “The Task
“ That' Remains 10 Be Done: The Unique and Uniinished Contributions of Today's Women’s
Liberation Movement.". After the tragedy of Grenada, we would have to place an emphasis
on the “unfinished” contributions, not only of the Women's Liberation Movement, but of the

“+30 years of movements from practice that were themselves forms of theory™---all of them.

In Chapter B Raya points cut the two most serious crrors of today’s Women's Liberation
Movement as: 1) failure to see Rosa Luxemburg as leminist and revolutionary; and 2) the




* attempt to reduce Marx to a single “discipline” (anthropologist, cconomist, etc.). ‘And it is
" Engelsian Mamxism, whether in The. Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State as

covering up Marx's concept of Man/Woman, or in Anii-Dilhring as reducing the Marxian
~.. dialectic to a form of positivism; that is seen as crippling all movemeats. S

. Precisely because the revclutions of the. 1970s raised such new questions on forms of -
- prganization and on the relationship of theory to practice which that stunted Marxism could
"~ not answer, Raya concludes: - . i - . R :

We mist retum to  Marx—the - whole of. Marx. Without his. philosophy of

* revolution, neither Women's Liberationists nor the whole of humanity will have '
' discovered the ground that will assure the success of the revolution. - L
e e o —Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation,

) and Marx’s Philosophy of Revolution, p. 109

~ Crucial to that return bas been the re-examination of the Critigue of the Gatha Program
as described in the beginning of this taik.” We had scen’ the” Critigue in Marxism and

 Freedom, right within the concluding chapter. ‘There it is posed as the basis of the new .
_society in ‘which labor is liberated from the twin tyrannics of Automation and the Plan and -

. becomes “itself the first necessity of living.” In Rosa Luxemburg. Women's Liberation, and
Marx's Philosophy of Revolution, Critique of the Gotha Program is seen s Marx's projection
of the need to never divide philosophy [rom the question of form of organization, beginning
with “ending the antithesis between méntal and manual labor. . One might arguc that this is
exactly what Néws and Letters Committees has strived to do from its birth, with our fom of
organization, our form of newspaper. Yet in grounding ourselves cxplicitly in Marx's
“revolution in permanence™ as form of organization, we are now saying something much

_deeper about the “self-development of the individual™ and the relation of each of us to the

“Marxist-Humanist Archives. ’ ' _ _ - )
D. Living Archives- o . . o

. With apslogies 10 Philosophy and Revelution, “Why Archives? Why Now?” Ia part, 1 -
think the answer has come from our experience with the nrchives of Marx, with what it

_ means to have the totality of his work. We have seen how it took the Russian Revolution to
get the 1844 Humanist Essays, the Chincse Revolution to get the Grundrisse, and our own age

“of Women's Liberation and Third World revolutions to finally se¢ a transcription of Marx’s

" Ethnologica: Notebooks.* But it isn't 2 question of quantity, Rather it is onc of “embryo and

. process,” of what it means to “hear Marx thinking,"” when you, in a very diffecrent age, have
to work out new problems he could only see in outline as they first cppeared. The movement

- suffered from not having Marx's archives. ' '

“In 1969, when Phifosophy and Revolution was in draft form, and the revolutions of 1968
" had proved the insufficiency of the act alone, Raya didn’t confine herself to circulating the
chapters and to holding the magnificent Black/Red and Women's Liberation-News and Letters
Conferances. She also began the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection—our Archives—and insisted
_ that it be made available far and wide. Raya's collection remains to this day the only one
" with a requirement that it be made available to all who wish to study it, with no restrictions
or. “proof of scholarly imtentions™ required. It is now available on microfilm in over 30
libraries across the country, and several overseas, We have added to the Archives three times
“sipce, bringing it up to 1981, on the eve of Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and
Marx's Philosophy of Revoluiion. ’ ’ ’ -

;| Since then, we have had not only the finished work, but all the additions to it made
aftsr it was published, We have the new Introductions to Nationalism, Communism,
Marxist-Humanism and the Afro-Asian Revoluiions and American Civilization on Trial, Marx
and the Third World and the Political-Philosophic Letter on Grenada, We have Perspectives
Theses from 1981-84 and the new Constitution of News and Letters Committees we adopted
last year. And by this spring we will have in our hands the pamphlet on the The Coal Miners®
General Strike of 194950 and the Birth of Marxist-Humanism in the U.S. This year we will
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o add agam to the Archlvcs, and 25 prewew to lhat l ‘want to very briefiy speak aboui two of
"7 those additions: the article in' Praxis, and the paragraph added to p 180 of Rosa Lu.xemburg.
_Wcmen Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy o, of Revolution.

The meu; article, “Marx’s ‘New Humanism® and the Dialectics of Womcn s leerauon
in anmvc and Modem Societies,” is not entitled “Marx’s Concept of ‘Man/Woman.” Or
~mote precisely, Marx's concept of Man/Woman, his view of the revelutionary power of the -
- “feminine ferment,” can not be understood outside the development of the “whole of Marx,”
. his new, continent of thought. Here you see the way each Subject of revelution emerges as a
- new cmcgory when the objective situstion sod the subjective response’ of Marx's: Marzism - -
. correspond, and’ only then. Or,-to put it another way, no single force of revolution—not -
. workers, Blacks, women, youth, peesaniry—can claim to be decisive when separated from
-7 ~Reason. - “The whole of Marx”—his. totality—is the determingnt here, We can see it when -
"Raya looks at. her:ownm “sketch” of Marx-on Women's Liberation (pp. 106-07 of Rosa -
. 'Luxemburg. Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution) 2nd asks what Marx
" did in the 18505 (the one decade mot described there)—and finds both his activity with the
. women workers on ﬂtnke at Prﬁton, and his support of Lady Bulwer-Lyiton, who was thrown. -
i prison for daring to oppose her aristocratic-politician husband. - And we c2n sge it when
Raya lashes out against those like Mikhail Vitkin, who now prmse Marx's last decade, only o
dcndc his first 30 years of work as “Euro-centersd.”

. :In the addition ‘to p. 130 of Rosz Luxemburg. Womens leerauan. am‘.’ Marxs ‘
- Philosophy of Revolution, the argument is pot with Vitkin, but with Engels. Raya was
dissatisficd" with simply saying *it was no accident” that Engels skipped over the Asiatic
" Mode of Production in his The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State. What
becomes clear is that Engels skippsd over the Asiatic Mode of Production because he counid
neither see the communal form under despotic rule, mor the origin of divisions between chief
and renks in the primitive commune.. Both stemmed from a unilinear view of human history,

- an absiract. materialism which neéver fully grasped “history and its precess.” One might
almost say that Engels’ view it not so far removed from the unilinear concepts of
Mikhatlovsky; or at the least that Engelsianism laid the ground for property-form—rather than .
 production relations with their revolutionary duality—16 become equivalent to *“socialism™
- for post-Marx Marxists.  Doesn’t Trotsky’s insistence that ‘nationalized property made Russia

- a workers’ state “despite all,” Stem fmm this, ;ust th:s. Engclsaan dwergence from Marx
Marxism?

-But let’s retum to’ the addition to p. 180 to.see the pos!ﬂve expression “of Marxs
Marxism as we are re-creating it today. . Franldy, it iy this sentence that-—for better or
worse—motivated the form of this prcsentanou. because it speaxs S0 exphc'.tly of the whole of
\darzist-Humamsm s view of Marx: )

Marx transformed what, to Hegel, was the synthems of the **Self- Thmk.mg Idea™

-and the “Self-Bringing Forth of Lnbcrty“ as the emcrgcnce of a new socnety The
many paths to get there were left open.’

Tt is our task—esch one of us—to travel thosc many. paths so concretely that the
“self-development of each individual” becomes mseparable from the realization of *‘universal
freedom.” If we do lhat, we will not on]y grasp the meaning of “hlstory and its proccss," we
will lure it. N




Women s leeratmn in Search of a Theory

by Olga Domansk:

,Part I- -The Summary ofa Decade*

~ August 26, 1980 will mark a full decade of Womcn s Liberation as & new mass frccdom

g " movement. . [t was Aupgust 26, 1970 that 50,000 women marched down Fifth Avenue in New
", York to celebrate the 5Cth anniversary of suffrage in the U.S. and siunned. the wosld by

transforming the first “Women's Strike for Equality” into the largest women’s march in U.S,
" history. "In the ten years since then, the movement has moveéd across every continent and

.touched every facei of life, forcing even the UN 1o declare in 1975 an lmcmatmna.l Women s .

. Year—and theqa to rename it International Womern's Decade. ;
We have seen massive marchcs for the ﬂght to abortion not’ onIy in, West Germany but

iu Catholic ftaly; speak-ouis on rape t:Vcr'ywm:n: from the' U.5. to Ingix; :emxmst pum:cauons
appearing everywhere from Africa and Peruto the underground in Russia.

In-the .S, from the very bcgmmng of the decade, mmomy women orgamzed their cwn
groups. Chicana feminists and North American Indian women in §970; Puerto Rican women
in 1972; the National Black Feminists in 1973, - A new dimension in class strupales burst
forth all over the land: from textile workers to tclcphoue operators and from office workers to

- welfare. mothers, the unorganized began orgamzmg themselves and the organized began
formmg women’s caucuses within their unions. The guestions they demanded be answered
were not only equal wages but sexual harassment by company or union officials or fellow

“workers alike. There was nothing—from attitude to the family 1o sexual preference; from art

10 health care; ‘from aﬂu’manve action to language—that the Women's Liberation Movemenl .
did not raise.

But what most dlstmgmshed the Women s Liberation Movement of the '703 from the
New Left of the 1960s—out of which it 'was born, and which it was challenging to end the
separaucn of “thinkers’” and “dcers”—was that none had © be convinced. that activity alone
will not do i¢, that theory is meaded. The search can be séea in ihe veritable explusion of both
activist papers and ncaclcrmc studies, in theoretical journals like Quest and Signs, and in the
more than 15,000 courses in Women's Studies established by 1978. Nowhere was the- thirst
- for ideas more evident than in the outpourings to all the varied conferences that commuously
. astounded the “organlzers '—whether that be the Coalition of Labor Union Women in 1974
* " or the Socialist-Feminists in 1975, the Intcrnational Women's Year Conference i in Houstnn in
1977 or the Second Sex Conference in New York this past year.

“Yet, at the end of so magnificent a decade, the Women’s Liberation Movement faces a
. counter-revolution—from within and from without—so strong that in the U.S. not only does
the 1973 Supreme Ccurt victory on abortion stand in danger, but we cannot even guarantee
ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment in a northern industrial state like linois—while
in Portugal and Iran, where women's demonstrations challenged the incompleteness of those
revolutions, the whole revolution now stands in mortal danger,

Never was there a more urgent need to finally find a theory that can match all the new
beginnings in practice. Never was it more clear that the question which demands to be
“answered at this point is not even so much what theory as what is theory. It demands a
second look at today's Women's Liberation theorists with those cyes.

* Published in News & Letters, June, 1980




Tbu Secn::d Sex, Thlrty Years Later - o = < .
) The three day conference last Scplcmber at New York Unwersny, called to d1scuss the

significance of Simone de Beauvoir's The Second Sex, 30 years later, was organized arovnd 22 -
. - papers, 30 workshops ‘and five general sessions. The 1,030 women who participated were all
senously trying to work out a feminist theory. Yet none questioned why a conference on the
threshold . of " the:'1980s  should be “inspired” by Simone de Beauvoir’s Existentialist

_phllosophy which in 1949 was but a’transition point from the old to the new, as she cpened_ .
wide a heretofore undared discussion. of sexuality. It was that topic that inspired todays o
Women's Liberation Movement, not de Besuvoir’s conceptior of woman as “Other.” And it is
that topic, sexuality, that is still in need of a reiation to revolution.: We will surely never find
it m the Sartrean Existentialism that de Beauvoir followed so faithfully,

: ] the' 8i4 pages of The Second Sex,” never once do we see woman as aclive, tmnkmg
subjecl Woman is always the nbject that lcmble things are done to—and primarily because

-she supposedly allows it to be that way. Indeed, she tells us that the slaves were always
consc:ous of their oppression, the proletariat has a.lways been in revolt, bul woman? *“No
dcsu‘c for revolution dwells within her,”

Beeause “crcauvny means . to ber only wotks of art or of Incrature. not new human
relaucns, she can’insist that “as long as woman has to struggle to become a human being, she
cannol become a creator,” when the truth is the xact opposite. There is such a total absence
of appreciation for any mass movement that it extends even to the leaders of those
movements. Thus, Rosa Luxemburg, the great leader of the 1919 German Revolution, merely
batiled “beside Liebknecht” and supposcdly demenstrates “that it is not the inferiority of
wonien that hae caused their historicdl msxgmﬁ;ancr it is rather their historical insignificance
that has doomed them to inferiority,” -None of the revolutions count for anything.

. All the great women of history whose names are sprinkled on page after page are, we ‘are
told, “isolated individuals" as we are asked: *for one Flora Tiistan or Louise Michel, how
. many timid housewives begged their husbands not to take chances?” But it is not only the
tnié history of the great Paris' Commune of 1871! that. de' Beauvoir- ignores—ihe 3,000
wamen of the Committee for the Defence of Paris, working women for the most’ part, who
not only took their places on the barricades but who organized their office to remain open
around the clock during even the most critical days of the battle. More impurtaut, it is the
true hisfory of her own age she docs not see.

- The first edition of The Second Sex came out in 1949 just when, in industrml America, the
mlners in their great Automation strikes were challenging nothing less than what sort of work

- homan beings shouvld do; a whole new Third World was heing born; and on the level of the
Womea's Liberation Movement Itself, the women. who had been drawn into the factories in

. Werld War II were challenging the attempts to. shove them back o the kitchens agafa. -

Everywhere the movement from practice was raising the maost highly philosophic questions—but
" none of this penetrated de Beauvoir s thinking, despite the fact that of all the women theorists
the Women's Liberation Movement has embraced, she is the only ene who is & pkilosopher.

Nothing better proves that it is not any philosophy that is needed but one that will
enable you to cawh in theory what masses in motion have been doing and thinking in
practice, create new categories and thus help move the revolution forward. Wothing better
demonstrates that it is not the historic epoch you are born into, but your relationship 1o that
movement from practice as well as to the rizvement from theory that aetermmes what voices
vou hear, what facts you ﬁnd and even what words mean.

! In The Women Incendiaries (Braziller, 1966; Gallimard, 1963), Edith Thomas bas documented the
rasgrificent history of the women of the Commune in such moving detall 1hat one fecls exactly what Marx
described in The Civil War fn Fraace ws; “Working, thinking, Aghting, bleeding Paris..radlant in the
_etithusiasm of itz historic taitiative!™ -

N
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How clse can you cxplam thnt de Beauvmr could conclude hcr volumineus enic wlth the
‘magnificent statement of dlscovery Marx had madc in-his Fcanam;cuPhifosaph © Manuscripts
. of 1844: “The direct, natural, neccssary relationship of man to man is the relationship of man
© 10 woman.." .zad so. iwist' its meaning. that she “restates™ ‘it 1o bc an’ afﬁrmanon of hcr

phﬂomp‘ly that *it is for man to.establish the reign of libeety™ ~

From' begmmng to end’ for e’ Exxstenua.ast de Bcauvolr, woman remains Othcr th:'

“ Second Sex.2 How, then, could rore of this come out for | cxam:nanon, let alone cnnqt.e. even
"Thlny Years Later,” at a conl‘e:r :nce of women t‘:eonsls?

.And what of the h:stonans at. th.:t confercncc? Have !.hey done any better 1han the{'

phllasoph "'s? N ; .

Gerda Lerner, Academzc Historiau

Gerda Lerner has written no less than l'our books specnﬁca]ly oa the history of American
-women and is considered a “pioneer” in the field. How could she. be allowed to'ger away

with the vulgar anti-intelléctualism she displayed thers, continuing to fight Freud and Marx
alike, not on the ground of their ideas, much less their historic pcnod aud relation to
obJeclwnv, but merely on the grounds that they are men?

It is her latest book, The Majority Finds its Past: Plaemg Women in stmry, a collecuon :

of 12 essays written over the past decade, that most clearly reveals her false thesis of
“history,” in the very manner in which she changed the title of her 1977 documentary from
“Women in the Making of a Nation™ to “The Female Experience.” - In a “flash of insight,”
" she tells us, she rearranged all her material according 1o “female iife stages (Childhood,

Youth, Marnage and the Smgle State, ctc.) ‘and !u stagcs of the gmwth of feminist -

g conscmusness .

““What is needad,” she insists, “in ordcr 10 corrcct thc dlstoncd pwturc presented by
~traditional history .is women-centered analysis.” What would the past be like if man were
7 Yegarded as woman's ‘Gilker’? [my cmphas:s] Even to pose such a question...shills one's angle’
of vision.” What we wind up with is 2 vision not only shifted, but so twisted that the dialectic
“of history—the !ustory of mass struggles of women and men for freedom-—=becomes a history
of the *“tensions™ between the separate cultures, “male and female.” The result is that, far
from “Placing Women .in Histoy,” Gerds Lerner wrenches women out of it. While she
cogrectly exposes.that “the rich Iustory of ithe abolition movement has been mld as though”
women played a mafginal, suxiiiary, and at times mainly disruptive role in it,” nowhere do’

we get 2@ whifl' of the dialectical, historical, and contlouing relationship between the freedem -

struggles of Blacks and of women, Newhere are the Sejourner Truths and Harriet Tubmans-
“seen as the speakers, the “generals,” the leaders, who inspired thiz white women 10 be more
than “auxiliary,” The Women's Rights Movement arose out of the Abulitionist Movement.
There is no such thing as Black history that {s not alsc white history. There is no such thilg
as woman's history that is not the actual history of humanity's siruggle toward freedom,

Both- Black -Women in White America and The Female Experience; An American
Documentary, as documentary historics, are collections of magnificent scope. But because this

academic hislorian sces them only as that—voices, and nol the Reasen in all the great

struggles that are history—-she can actuglly call the work she did on Black Women nothing
more than a “detour” on her way to her original “theory™ of swomen's histery.” !

) " No wonder she can write that “The speech by the former slave, Sojourner Truth, belongs
-here not so much because of its content, but because of its tone™ And this is the specch
where Sojourner is criticizing no one less than Frederick Douglass afier the Civil War fur

2-And how do we explain that women theorists like Margery Colling and Christine Picree can write so0
devastating & critique of the malc chauvinism of Jean-Paul Sanire a3 their “Holes end Slime: Sexism in
Sanire's Paychoanalysis™ {included in Women ond Philosophy, Puttam, 1976) without & single word of criti-
cism of de Buuvolr. who shued the same philomphy?




bemg “shon-mmded“ because ‘he asked women - to “wait for their enfranchlscment, while
. Sojoumer was insisting that wamen, 100, must have their nghts1

Lerner’s disdain for Marx is oot just because ke is a man, It is bemt.se for Mnrx theory
o flowed out of the actual thoughts nnd action of women and men shaping histcry, whereas fer
e Lemer she, zot the women who speak in her books, is going to be the original. The sad truth’
. is that it is ndt only the whitc Women's Liberation Movement theorists who have not caught
" tbe crcauvny of ihe mass movement,” We have yet to producc the Black woman theorist who
~ has bﬂen able- 1o develop what Toni Cade attempied to show in The Black Woman, her-1970
anthology cf voices that were demanding 10 be heard; 10 catch in theory what the Rosa Parks,
Fanpie Lou Hamers, Daisy Bau.s, Glona le‘hatdsons, and countless others were actmg out in
lifelin our own 2ge.

: What enabled Marx 03 “lransfonn hlstonc narrative into hlstonc Reason“—hls total -
phlo.;ophy of revelution—is what 'still. eludes nearly all the new women theorists, - And not’
" only those who reject Marxism as a theory for Women S sterauon. but zven those who are

scekmg to jOll'.I. Socnahsm and chmlsm,

Sheila Rowbotham, Marxist Historian

*. Sheila Rowbotham’s Women, Resistance and Revo!uuon remains the most Sc-nous work
of all the women theonsts, not only because she is & Marxist, and the one best representative
of the gencration that gave birth to today’s Women’s Liberation Movement out of the New

" Left, but because she has traced, 1hrough 300 years of h1story not merely the oppression but

women's resistance Lo that cpprcsszon. Indeed, so arganic does Rowbotham see the resistance
that she states categoncaliy' "there is no ‘bcgmmng of i'emnusm in the sense that there is no
bcgmmng to defiance in women.” -~ .

She is especualiy attuned to recognize the impornance of the workmg—class dimension.
nut all the events are told as if each happened.apart from the other:” There is no movenzent,

. “Thus, though wé-lcarn about Flora Tristan's proposal for a Workers' International in
. 1843 on one page and of American’ Abolitionism on stilf another-—there is no sense of what
- the 1840s represented as 2 momentous historic age that producsd not only the Senéca Falls
Convention, the 1848 Revolutions in Europe and the anti-stavery movement in America—but
Karl Marx's brenk from bouwrgeois seciety In. 1844 and his world-shaking discovery of what
. Raya Dunayevskaya has called a whole “new continent of thought.

- It is Rowbotham’s failure 10 see Marx as that founder of a total phllosophy of revolution
for our age that is her fatal error. It is not that she has not studicd Marx’s work. She writes
" of everything frem the 1344 Economic-Phdosophtc Manuscripts 1o the Comntunist Manifesto,
German Ideology and the powetlul pages in Capital where Marx. describes the working
conditions “of sewing girls, silk workers, bleachers, straw-plaiters, and other women.” She -
. acknowledges his support for a women's section of the International, his praise for the women
of the Commune, his cncoaragemem for the intellectual developmcn. and activism of his own
daughters,

Yet she insists on viewing Marx as nothmg more th.m a "bourgcms man in lhe l9th
century™! Because she equates Marx's profound view of the Man/Woman relationship in his
1844 Humanist Essays as no more than the development of a “theme generally discussed in
utopian socialist writing on women's liberation™—rather than seeing it as a breakthrough to
the conception of Just how total must be the uprooting of this exploitative society if we are ever

" to achieve a new human seciety-—she limits Marx 1o bcmg nothing more than a theoreticiaa ol

- elass struggle”™ rather than . philosopher of a whole “new continent of thought.” That is
preciscly why, . though she passionately wanis to “connect™ what she feels arc the two
. dimensions of her own bemg«—fcmlmsm and Marxism¥-—she winds up concluding in the ﬁunl

¥ In her paper, "The Femliniat Chlllenae to Socialist Thought and Pnﬂicc. .Ioan Landez has comribul-
ed & serious discussion of what she pinpoints as “1hz2 most marked difference between the present and the
past..\h= rise of an sutonomous socialist feminist tendency within 1he women'a litersticn movement.” Yer,
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- four pages of her book: . o .
“This is a book in which feminism and Marxism come home to roost. They cohabit
in"the same space somewhat uneasily...the connection between the oppression of
-~ women and thé central discovery of Marxism, the class exploitation of the. worker
" in’capitalism, is still forced. "It is still coming out of the heads of women like me

as an idea. . e S o
_+- - But it is not an outside mediator that brings. Marxism and feminism together.. Bt is life.
-+ To insist that-*women have coine to revolutionary consciousness by means of ideas, actions
- “and erganizations which have heen made predominastly by men” is to wrench women out of
~.'the real history.of humanity’s struggle toward freedom every bit as muich as does Simone de r
.. Beauvoir or Gerda Lemner. To see only that women have been “Hidden from History” and -
.. hot that they have been hidden from philosophy. means that you have not grasped what it
means that throughout history women have been not only force but Reason, revolttionaries in .
~action and i thoughi. What is urgent for today’s revolutionaries 10 grasp is that only when g’
. “'whole new category has been made of that cognition, Womzn as Reason and as Revolutionary
-": Force—as only one woman philosopher, Raya Dunayevskaya, has done“—have wamen finally -
become part, a vital part, of the philosophy of freedom. - o o S
Without that philosophy, “resistance™ never moves o “creativity"—the creation of the
new. Without it, the “challenge to the Left" to practice new relations NOW, not “after the
revolution,™ out of which 1oday’s Women’s Liberation Movement was born, retrogresses to as
. _empty a thesis as the pamphlet Beyond the Fragmenis which Rowbotham produced in 1979,
“scven years-after her scrious work on Women, Resistance and Revolurion. " It is not that the
question of “form of organization™ that she raises there is unimportant. It is that the
. question is what form of organization will elicit the new voices and ground its theory in that
“Reason’ rather than- attempl 1o “harness™ the new. passions of Women's Liberation—and .

;._youth, and Blacks, and labor-—to its “leadership.” L . . .
Only that kind of theory and organization can help move the Women's Liberation
Movement forward. What the decade of the Women's Liberation-Movement as a . mass
movement proves, more than anything else, is that without such .4 philosophy along with -
activity for liberation, we will not stand stili, but go backward. With it, we can help create a
new, truly human world. : . . . . i

she too, Ieborx unsuccessfully at making a “synthesis” of socializt and feminist thought, primarily because,
like rrost of the Women's Liberztion Mavement, she considers Marx apd Engels a3 one, What i3 needed is
not synthetis but divide—between Mark's own phllosephy and 2ll others. . (For a full development of this,

" see Raya Dunayevakaya's “Marx's sod Engels® Studies Contrasted'™ In News & Letters, Jan.Feb., 1979.)
.4 For bier development of this philosophy, see Chapier 9, “New Passions and New Forces,” in Philosophy
‘and Revolution (Dell, 1973} “The Women's Liberstion Movement as Reason snd as Revolutionary Force”
in Notes on Women's Liberation (News & Letters, 1970); “Women as ‘Thinkers snd sz Revolutionaries” in
-Werking Women For Freedom (News & Letters, 1976); sod three deafl chapters from her. new

* work-in-progress on Rozd Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philotophy of Revolution (published

- In News & Letters, Jan-Feb,, 1979; Jan.-Feb., 1980; and Apri), 1980). .
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Ban II° On the Development of our Wntmgs on Women’s lberat:ou*

_ Although we have Iong wanted 10 have a “hslmg" of Marxist-Humanist. wnungs on
-Wemen's Liberation, what gives that kind of “summary™ a new. ﬂlummauon. I believe, is the

" -~'special emphasis we have experienced this Marx.Centenary yzar in seeing. how all kinds of

different summaries have been worked out—whether that be the many paragraphs through
“which Raya has summarized key categories in Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and .
. Marx's :"m!asaphy aof Reva!utwn, or. whether' it be- the ook . back at the ‘semmarizing
amendmems we have added to our Constitution with each new book. . -

Take the paragraph in which Raya “summed’ up" Marx and the Black world.** 1t began’
at the Expanded meeting of the Resident Editorial Board on January 1, when the ncw Rosa .

-Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, cmd’ Marx’s thlosoph_v of Revn!utmn bcok was finally in’
“everyone's hands, and our focus, at one and the same time, was on Raya s Marx Cemcnary
: National Lecture Tour, the new edition of .American’ Civilization on Trial we wanted 1o issue,
and all -the concrete activities we .would be engaged in from. then to: the Censtitutional
Convention being proposed there.’ It was during her summation’ of the discussion on “new
moments,” when Lou Turner asked what that meant specifically in relation 1o the Black

‘dimension, that Raya looked back at the whole 40 years of Marx's Marxism and showed the

- concrete way he had worked it out in his praxis. On the tour itself, at the first lecture on
“*Marx and the Black World,” it became an 2ctual new paragraph to be added to_the last
chapter of the book. And n is now the pwol of the new Imroduc'ton to Amer.rcan C':wltzanon )
on Trial..

There is not a smgle “i'acl" in that new paragraph that wasn't already “' " the book.

But there is something new that has been sdid when one looks at the totality, som:thmg that
even Marx didn’t see that way, There is a new consciousness both of what Marx was doing
over those 40 years and of what Marxist-Humanism has scea in those 40 years with eyes of
today. 1 belizve that it is that jamming up of the totality Marx created against the
philoscphic categoncs Marxist-Humanism has' crcatcd that gets you to those summauons and
. makes them "summations ihat are new beginnings.™

. ‘Moreover, it struck everyone especially forccfully when summed up that way bccause
not many.had looked ‘at. the new book as one specifically on Marx’s relation 1o the Black
dimension—uwhereas the way in which Marx and Women’s Liberation was summed up in

. Chapter 12 was, more or less, “taken for granted.” Yet, when Raya got down to working out

her paper for a discussion with anthropologists (which she has called- “Marx’s ‘New

" . Humanism® aad the Dialectics of Women’s Liberation in Primitive and Modern Societies”),

she found that—while she had traced the Man/Woman concepi in the manuscripts of the -
1840s; the First International’'s Mme. Law and Capital's “Working Day™ in the 1860s;
"..Drmitrieva and the Paris Commune in the 1870s; and Marx's commentaries on the Iroquois
and Irish women in the Ethnological Notebooks during the very last years of his life—she
would need to dig more into the 1850s not to find if but to fm':l speciﬁcally what would bring

* Published in a Discussion Bulletin of Women's ubeﬂuun-Nm zod Lemu Commmm. ia prepama-

tion for a Constitutiona! Convantion of News and Letters Commitices, Summer 1983
L ®* This is the patagraph Raya asked us to sdd on p.194 of Rosa Luxrmburz. Women's Liberation, nnd
. Marx’s Philosophy of Revolution, a1 ths end of the firat paragraph: |

With this dialecticsl circle of circles, Marx's refereace in he E.rhuolos[ml Nolebookx to the Australinn
sborigino as “the intelligem black™ brought to a conclusion the dialectic he had unchained when he it -
_broke from bourgeois tociety in the 1840¢ and ob_;ccled to the use of the word, “MNegro,™ as if' it were
. synonymous with the word, “slave.” By the 185Cs, in the Grundrisse, he cxtended that scasitivity to the
whols pro-capitaliss world,. By the 1860s, the Black dimension beceme, at oue and the same time. oot
only pivoial to the abolition of stavery and victory of the North in the Civil War, but also to the -
. restructuring of Capltal, itself, Ia a word, the often-guoted senience, “Labor cannot emancipate itself in
the white skin whbere iz the bleck skin it is branded,” far from being thetoric, was the actual reality and
the perspective for overcoming that remlity. Marx rcached, at every historic tumning point, for a
concluding point, mct as an cod but az & new Jumping off point, a new beginning, a aew vision,
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out his prax15 on the all lmponam revolunonary force of women in that dccade. 0[' all. that_.'-"
was there, in that decade, she chose the two that demonstrate his’ relationship, first, with the -
workmg women during a strike in 1853-54; and then with a woman writer, whose aristocratic
and . rez ctlonary husband and son had her committed to an insane asylum for danng 1o
oppose them durmg an election campalgn in 1858. .

.. The poxm of the story is not only to show that when vou know what you are lookmg for,
-you can find it. It is to see the new concepnon that arises when Marx's deep relationship with -
all the forces of revolution—=a philosophy . that made him . keep his-eyes -glued: on every

~-opening and every event so that he not only allied with those forces but made them part of -°

,_h:s very theory—-is looked back on after new phllosophle catcgoncs have been crea:ed in eur
age by Marmst-Humnmsm

1t is-for the same reason, 1 believe. that the” so-called Ilsung of all of our works oRn

“w'omen s Liberation, far irom bclng a laundry list or even a maiter of “digging them out” of

the Archives, can become a real journey through the dialectic of our own 40 years, Looking

" at it today, with the eyes of 1983, both connecis us to Marx, and; at the point where a new

calegory was created, becomes the totally new contribution to hlstory and philosophy that

. Mamxist-Humanism has created. What I want 1o presenl here is very far from either a

' summary paragraph, on th: one hand, or any exhaustive j Jjourney through our Archives, on the

other hand, but it will, hopefully, show how recollecuon is not “remembrance of thlngs past“
but becomes "new begmmng ”

The MNew Stage That Began in the 1940s = © . o

Let’s start with Raya’ s defense of Reva Crane in the Workers Party wien, at the end of

. World War I, the men came home to re-assume the organizerships and other posts women
- had taken over when. they had left. In the Archives you will find {p. 467)* Raya's December

18, 1945 eritique of the Workers Party and their “Need for a Political Perspective.” You will
not find a word therc on the so-called *Woman Question.” DButi.what that debate revolved”

-about was the attempt of the Workers Party to blame their failure 1o grow during the war, not

on their concept of the backwardness of the American masses, bu! on the peoplc who had to

- . carry out their line—who happened to have been wormen.

; The Johnson-Forest Tendency. defended the women of the majonty—by insisting it was
- not those individuals-who had to be attacked but the political line they had so-faithfully

carried out. But it was only in 1953, in the document <alled “Qur Qrganization™

p. 204")—ai‘ter the break with both the Workers Party and the Socialist Workers Party<=that
. - Raya placed that whole event within the analysis of the new objsctive stage we had by then
- " recognized-~that is, the revolt of the women which had begun during the war, when women

. by the miliions lefi their kilchens, and that had intensified afler the war when they refused to
-qulclly return. . Moreover, it was at another whole new stage that we included that excerpt in -
1970 in Notes on_Women's Liberation, in the section we called “The Histeric Past; Present,

and Future...and the Need for Philosophy.” It did not mean that that section had fully

worked . out that phllosophy, but workmg it out mvolvcs the dm!ecuc I‘rom past thmugh
- preseat, to future. .. .

‘Look at that penod betwccn the end of the war and our break from the Suc:ahst
Waorkers Party, Two things just leap out of the Archives. One is a:letter (p. 1324) 10 a
woman comrade of the Johnson-Forest Tendency who had written an essay on “Woman and
- Socialism.” Raya’s letter turns out to be a critique which advises: “Whal you need 10 do is -
. 1o give form to your content which has as logicat and dialectical 2 development as thé content
-itself. - Marx ' is - pretty substantial, and ! like to follow his form of beginning with

phenomenon...and from there lead to essence.... The»end then returns to the beginning._ only

~ ® Refetence to work.l in the Mmul~Humanin Archives are indicated by microfilm page numbers, as
shown in the Guide (0 the Raya Bunayevtkaya Collection.
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the phenomena have now been enriched by the essence and hence the conclusions are not
mere appearance. but law of motion, ete. - Thus, don't you think it would be better if you

began with: “The steadily increasing diverce rate.." (You wnll have 1o read the letter for:
. \oursch s for.the conmctcness that follows.) : : o

_Thot letier is dared May 14, 1949, It is just a momh before me miners stnke n West :
Vlrg-nm during which, in the articles sent to the Mifitant.. which included those specificaliy on
1hc mmers wwes {p. 1477) she certamly followcd her own adv:ce. Listen lo a bnef excerpt:

A tnp m nonhcm West Vlrglma. scat of some of the most mllumt mass p;cketmg..

“of- ihe  just-concluded mine  strike, rcvca!s that the . miners’ ‘wives’ played  an
xmponam role. The most that could be gléaned from the big dailies was that the

- wives. were Haking™ the long fight and empty food baskets because they had no

-~ other choice. 'In truth, however, the role they played was not merely a pa'iswe but

an active one. - Here are but a few incidents of the most recent, Sll’lke...-

And here follows the different aititude of the women than the union and haw lhcy took
matters into their own hands, whether .via hatpins or going door-to-door in surrounding
' communities for help, or forming their own organization te decide what to do should their
husbands decide to go back to work without a centract, (I believe we can include some of .
-this exciting material right in our new pamphiet on that 1949-50 miners strike and the birth of
Marxist-Humanism.) - No wonder the editor of the Afifiigns’ grudg:ngly had 1o’ admxt lhe
nruclcs were a breath of fresh air for that journal. :

But now consider what it means that when {durmg lhe 1951 strike when | had movcd to
Pittsburgh) Raya asked me to-1ake the 1ape recorder to West Virginia to get those stories for
ourselves, she felt compelled to warn me not to allow the pervasive male chauvinisin in the
mining regions to limit me only lo talking with-the women, imponant as that was, but 10
remember that [ was a full politico with ideas to contribute on all questions. One grasps what
a difference there is between that. full consciousness of what political-philosophic work is and
Rosa Luxemburg's refusal to be “pigeondioiedl™—which, no matter how valid, was not linked
41 one. and the same umc. as Raya’s was, to developmem of woman as a ncw Sub_pu:t of .

evoluuon. : - : :

From lhe Critical chr, 1953 Thrnu;,h the 1960s; To Today s Women's lei.rahon Movement

Let’s wurn 1o that critical year of our own history, 1953, when-Raya made the historic
breakihrough on the Absolute Idea and identified the dual movement thecein, the movement’
“from practice to theory as well as the movement from theory 1o practice—but it did not .
become the ‘ground for Correspondence Committees. Where Grace Lee, on .Stalin's death,
degraded the councept of Woiman (and worker) to the insistence that the “new™ could be
shown in a caroon of women in a factory exchanging hamburger recipes while they ignored

" the radio blaring the news of Stalin's death, Raya turned to the workers in Charles Denby's
plant, who were ‘proposing their own foreman as Stalin’s replacement. That is one sign of the
vast gull’ between conceplions of where we were going. ' Another, specifically on the question
« of the dimension of women, was the sunp!c fact that women workers like Jerry Kegp and
“Angela Terrano feit so alienated from that page as it appeared that they refused to have their
c¢olumns in that section. But the rcvolulion.nry dimension of women kept being revealed
curywht.rc—from the chapters by Christine in Indignaar Heart 1o the magml’lcn.m story of
thc women in People of Kenya Speak for Thcmwhu.

When ﬁnally we were truly on our own, with the foundmg of News and Lclters
Committees. it wuas no accident that we had already singled out women as one uf the four
forces of revolution,  Keeping ong’s cves glued on the movememt from practice  almost
“automatically”  reveuls  the revolutionary. dimension of women throughout all of
history-—from the milkmaids described in Marxism and Freedom right through every evert of
your own day. Consider how powerfully it was recorded through the whole explosion of
pamphlets thit came out of the 1960s. so that Horkers Battle Antomation includes not only
the eachange between Charles Denby and Angela Terruno, 4 young working woman, but the




voice of the young woman who spoke as a “rebel with a cause™; and our two women Freedom

. Riders, one” white and one’ Black, found something as magnificent as “Woman Power -
-~ Unlimited” in Mississippi. We were “writing on women" cverywhere—whether that was the
“Two Worlds” column in April- 1960 on “Revolution: and Counter-Revolution in South

_ Africa™ which described the 1952 revolt of the South Africdn women against the passes; or
‘whether it was the Weekly Political Letter on July 6, 1962 from the Gambia which described
the “*high level of discussion of that allegedly most backward Africar, a Mandinkz woman,
who was not only 2 natural orator but, illiteracy notwithstanding, the most intelligent *citizen

- of the world,’ as one young woman phrassd it"™; ‘or whether it was the interview with a Hong

;. Kong refugee; or the women of the Maryland Freedom Union. And just consider the title of -

Raya’s- “In’ Memoriam™ to Natalia Trotsky in 1962 that transformed it into lhe wholc
questmn of the “Role of Wémen in Revolution.™

. Yet ii was not unti Womens Liberation' had moved from Idea to actual Movcment
that we could initiate a very different kind of Marxist-Humanist Women's Liberation page in.
-our paper in November 1569, publish- Notes on Women's Liberation: We Speak in Many .
- Voices in January 1970—and identify Women’s Liberation as the critical newest of the new
‘passions and new forces in Philosophy and Revolution while amending cur Constitution in

1973 to catch that new stage objectively and subjeciively. That did nct mean only that the
movement from practice illuminated for us what we had been doing all through those years;

.- gr even that we first saw al! the new questions it raised. It is true that we saw, with new eyes,
that the struggles we bad recognized as both race and class were, as well, a vital part of the
true Women's Liberation Movement. It is true that the interview with Jade took on even

-deeper meaning when it became part of a new pamphlet we called- Sexisin, Politics and
Revelution in Mao's China. There was nothing we published during.the 1970s that was not

- deepened by the new category of woman as force and Reason, whether that was Amcrica’s
First Unfinished Revolution or the First General Strike or Franiz Fanon, Soweto and American
Black Thought. But from the beginning we spilled out what WE had fo contribute as Iabor,
Black, AND PHILOSOPHY, becauss without them there can be ne fotal uprecting. What is
key to grasp in the new pamphlet we published directly on women, and what distinguishes
Working Women for Freedom from Notes on Women's Liberation is'that the dppendix, Raya's

-'essay on “Womern as Thinkers and as Revolutionaries,” established its whole forrn—and was
grounded i in Fhilosophy am! Revolution, Chaplcr 1, without which therc could not have bccn a
Chagpter 9.

. The truth is that the 1975 series of lectures by Raya =zt the Umversnty Center for Adult
‘Education on “Women as Thinkers AND AS REVYOLUTIONARIES" proved to be the very
first expression of the new dialectic that had begun with Philosophy and Revolution and—-after
seven long, hard years ef further digging and following where it led—brought us to the whole
new stage of cognition represented by cur new book, Rosa Luxemburg. Women's Liberation,
and Marx s P‘u!osophy of Revo!unan. . . :

Philosophy as Action and as Anticipation: Our Trilogy lind Our History

When the dialectic of history has been um.haaned—-and it was unchained for our age by
Marxisi-Humanism—all' kinds of new insights into philosophy as action and philosophy as
anticipation are possible. It was when a whole new category had been made of “Woman as
Reason and as Revolutionary Force'—as only one ‘woman philosopher, Raya Dunaypvskaya.
had succeeded in doing—that women finally became a vital part of the philosophy of
freedom. That is what made it possible for us to “summarize™ the whole decade of the
Women's Liberation Movement's search for a theory in one short page (News & Letrers, June,
1980) as s critique of three represemiative alternatives to that philosophy. It is what made
possible such new kinds of essays as Urszuln Wislanka's on women in Poland, and Neda

. Azad’s on women in the Middle East, and Eugene Wnlkers on “Marx's Concept of Woman,”
nnd Revelwtionary Feminism,
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The most direct, munedlate expansmns of thc new book dxrcctly on Women ] L:berauon
arc, of course, the lecture Raya presemed at- the Third World Women's Conferénce in
Urbana, 1., which will be included in their publication of the papers given there, and the

- paper for the amhropology conference I'referred (0 at the very beginning of this discussien '

amclc. But can anyonc think that the new Introduction to American Civilization on Trial is
" not ‘on women” when they read that full section on “Hlstonc Tummg Poxms. Slave Revolts
i Womcn s lecratlon, Anu [mpenahsm“? "

. Or can any of us 'miss sesing that our 25 Years of Mar.xrst Humamsm in'the U.S. is baﬁ
the ﬁrst of our pamphlets to flow out of the new, third: bool., and one of the best summaries of.
" our” writings on Women’s: Liberation ‘we could possab!y compile? .!ust take 2 .look at the.
- footnotes alone! Look at footnotes 15 and 16 on p. 8; at footnote 18 on p. [1; at footnote 26
~on p. 14 (which records “hat the Blick women m the factories said of The Second Sex in the
; "'ﬂu-ug-rc:. ) at the whole of p.' 15 with -all four of ihose critical fooinetes; ut footnotes .37 to

39 on p. 18:footnotes 45 and 46, 48 and 50, and the whole final section from p. 23 to the

end—indeed, scarcely a page ol the ennre hlSlOl‘y is not acuvely on the rcvolunonary,.:

- dimension of woman.

Most of all, can anyone read lhc Marx:st-Humamst tnlogy of revolutmn with. eves of

" toduy and think we can “pick”™ the pages or sections that are “on woman™ without projecting:
.that it is that entire trilogy that addresses Women's Liberation? Just as grappling with study
.classes'in the new book at the beginning of the year made us s=e that even a class that was to
be strictly on Part 1l on-“The Women’s Liberation Movement as Revolutionary Force and
Reason™ would soon enough revenl that, in fact, Part Il projects all three parts—and propels
‘one back to Part I on Rosa Luxemburg and forward to Part I1I on the totality of Marx—will
Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation, and Marx's Philosophy cf Revolution not send us back
to Pailosophy and Revolution, and help us to understand that work in a very new way? That
‘is what I believe the journeys through our own 46 years we have been making wil? help us do.

- M 7. -
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By now, March 1985, Humanmes Press has on its prcsscs a fourth major phllosophlc
work by Raya Duna)evskaya, Women's Liberation and the Dialectics of Revolution: Recching

- Jfor the Funure, which concretizes still further the diatectics of revolution and the diajectic of

“'our own' 40 years.” It is not- enly that this new work covers:a full' 35 years of

. Marxist-Humanist writings on Women's Liberation, but that in covering that sweep, it places.

. the development of today’s Women’s Liberation Movement firmly within the specific nature

S _of our cpoch—the movement from practice that is a form of theory. It was that category

" ‘which Marxist-Humanism created at its birth and by which it found the link of continuity

' - with Marx's Marxism and ‘unchained the dialectic for our age. This new, fourth book .
becomes our first major theoretical work to present Marxist-Humanism as it itself developed

dialecticaily. At'the same time, in tracing the dialectics of revolution through one specific

force as Reason—Women's leerauon—xt lluminates the dialectic for. any and for all the_ ]

forccs of revolutnon -
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