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" Charakters des Gegenstandes' thematistert und dem Inhalt des Wissens als MaB:
steb gegeniibergestellt werden kann.® SO
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Recerit Writings of R, Dunageusiays 7

The question “Why Hegel? Why Now?” hes been posed in a quite controversial -+
way by Rava Dunavevexava, the Russtan-bom Marxist and former secretary to Leon -
Trorsky, Her study of Lavvs Philosuphical Notsbooks and Marrs 1844 Munuscripts in -
the 1940's, both of which she was the first to translate inio English, as well as her- -
‘own analysis at tha; time of Stauns Russia as “iotalitacian state capitalism” becamne

the jumping off point for her serious grappling with tegel in the 1950's. Her
experiences since then in the U. S. labor, Black, antiwar and women's liberation

"“movements, and her direct contact with Third Worid revoiutions inAfrica and

" Asia have formed the political humus for her very original “Mandst humanist”
synthesis of Hegel, Marx and Len:y on dialectic, This humanist and Hegelian Mar-
xism becomes in tirn a vantage point from which to assess critically the new social
movements since the 1950°s and 1950's. : '

B

# Natiirlich stellt sich Far den heutigen Leser die Fiage, wie Hegel sich die Struktur kogni-
tiver Bezichungen genauer vorgestellt hat. Eine Reihe von interessanten Oberlegungen fin-
den sich bei K. Cramer; Bertevkungen zu Hegels Begriff vom Bewuptsein in des Einleitung 2ur Phi-
. nomenologie des Geisizs, In: Seminar: Dialektik {n der Fhilozophie Hegels (oben, Anm. 1}
. 350 #f, Sicher bedarf der Sachverhalt weiterer Kifirung. — Bel verachiedenen Autoren findet -
sich die Tendenz, Hegeleche Unterscheidungen {oder Unterscheidungsversuche) mittels
analoger Vorsteltungen bei Husserl (namentlich in den ieen [ und in den Logischen Untersu- -
chungenn 1, 1) zu erldutem, = In Ermangelung busserer ErdButerungen wiire es wihl zu hast, *°
von eipser Erkirung nach dem Prinzip ,obscurum per obscuriug’ zu sprechen, Indes 155t sich
nicht Gbersehen, daR bestiminte Probleme bei Husserl selbst offenblsiben. (Wenn Theunis- -
sun (334) Jden Begriff des vollen Noena unter Rekurs auf die Logischen Untersuchungen 11, 1,
(400) nicht bloB als .Gegenstand, welcher intendiest isi”, sondam .50 whe er intemdient fa3”
“in Erinnesung bring?, 2o wire es gleichermafen wichtis, daran v orinnen dal Husierd in .
den Logischen Untersuchungen den Transzendenten Gegenstand und den intentionalen Ge-
genstand identifiziert (425), diese Auffassung in den Ideen I § 83 jedoch revidierte: der trans-
_zendente Baum kann abbrennen, das Nocma hingegen nichi. - Der Rekurs anf Husserls
Horizont-Begriff scheint hingegen gliickiick. Hier wire auch eine Analogie zur-modemen
Unterscheidung zwischer Fakien-Kenntnis und Hintergrundswissen gegeben. Insbesondere
scheint die Annahme eines Erklirungswertes der Husserlschen Unterscheidungen (Cr die -
Hege!-Interpretation aber auch einen Enischeld bezighich der Noema-Kontreverse bel D, -
Follesdal, G. Kang und R. Sokolowaki voraussetzen zu missen, — Filr eine Diskussion weis
terer Aspekte dieser Fragestellung darf ich auf melnen Kommenlar zur Eirleitung’ dev Fiino-
menologie des Geistes verweisen, der 1987 bei Reclam erecheinen wird. . o
! For the full background see her vollscted papers: The Raya Dunaycostays Collsction {mbcro- -
film). Detrolt 1985, . : _ : S
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K. Arderson: Wnur-gs BER. Dunayevskaia :

Tote sure, she sees Hegel's central con?nb.zhon to be l'us dzalechc of “freedom

or of * negahwty" Bui where other Marxists such as her friend and colleague Maz.

cuse, or Luracs, held that Hegel gives up freedom and. negahv:'y atthestege of his
“absolutes”, and thus grovnded their “Hegelian” Marxism on earlier stages of his .

dialectic, Dunatevseava plunges directly into Hegel's absolutes — whether in the_

Pherwmenology of Spirit, the Science of Logic or the Phifosophy of Spirit ~ as the Source

*_of her own “revolutionary dialectics”. She grounds her Marxist humarusm in what
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the Hegel Sodety of America, she begins by quoting Hegel's Science of Logrc on the

absolute idea containing “the highest opposition in itself”.? _
As early as 1958, she had elaborated this view in relationship to pol:t:cal ferment |
in Eastern Europe, when she wrote: “Until the development of the toalitarian
state the philosophic foundation of Marxism was not fully understood” because
“we iive In an age of absolutes — on the threshold of absolute freedom out of the -
struggie against absolute tyranny.”? : '
ut the full development of her concept of “Hegel's absclutes as new begm-.
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new beginning” in both the Phenomenzlogy of Spirit and the Science of Legic, her
Philosophy and Bevolution (1973) then turns to the conciusion of the Encyelopedia, on
absolute spirit, paragraph 577: “Finally, we are at ‘the ultimate’, the final syllo-

gism. ‘Suddenly’ the sequence is broken ... not orly does Legic not become the

" mediating agent; Logic is replaced by the self-thinking Idea . . . the self-movement

ic ceaseless.” (41-42)' She writes further that: “The revolt that erupted in East
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B Ccnuull,r in 1953 and Caine 16 a imax in the uun&nuau Revoluilon was ariicula- -

ted also in new paints of departune in theory . .. It was as if the *Absolute Univer-
sal’, instead of being a bevond, an abstractien, was concrete and everywhere.” -
{45} It is this part of Hegel that she finds the most “actual”: “In Hegel's Absolutes
there is embedded, though in abstract form, the fully developed ‘social individu-
al’, to use Maexs phrase, and what Hegel called individuality ‘purified of all that
interfered with its universalism, i. e., freedom itself.” Freedom, to Hegel, was not
only his paint of departurc; it was also his point of return. This was the bru!ge not
only to Marx and Lenin but to the freedom struggles of our day.” (43)
Dunarevskava is well aware that even Marx “did not think” that it was “possible
for another age to make a new beginning upon Hegel's Absolutes™.{45). But Marx
did not, she argues, live in an age of totalitarianism emerging out of post-revelu-
tionary societies, specifically Stalinist Russia, That i is our probiemahc today how-

X See R.- D:::uymkays Hegel's Absolute ldea as Nm Beginning. in. Art and Logic in Hegel's
Philosophy. Ed by W. Steinkraus and I. Schmitz. Nevs Jersey and Sussex 1980, 163175,

R Dumym',a Marxicm and Fredom, From 1776 Untii Today, New jersey and Sussex
1982 (1958). 21, 23. Thz preface o this work was written by H. Marcuse.

4 R, Dunuysoskaya: thomphy and Revolution. From Hegel te Sartre and from Maix to Mao.
Mew Jersey and Suszex 1982 {1973). See also the German translation: Algebra dcr Rm;luhon.
Wlen 198: Pamr.nhm In parentheses is to the 1982 Englich edition.
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ever, whiich necessitates & new look at Hegel: “What Hegel had shown were the .
dangers inherent in the French revolution, which did nat end in the &
- The dialectic disclased that the counter-revolution is within &
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CIUBOR i3 Within ine revolution. it is the

greatest challerge that man has ever had to face.” (237) Her most recent books, -
“ Rosa Luxemlnirg, Women's Liberation and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution (1982) and

Women's Liberatioi aid the Dialectics of Revolution (1985) have further concretized the ™"
concept of “zbsclute negativity as new beginning” for areas of contemporery con- - -
cern in Marxist and feminist theory. ' _ s T
How is all of this to be assessed? Several U. . Hegel scholars such as Lous -~
Duret and Georce ArmstaonG Keiey have argued that Dunavevskava is very nearly -
“subverting” Hegel by substituting for Hegel’s dialectic “an unchained dialectic®* ~ -~ *

-+ (Kewty). Keuurs comments and her spirited rejoinder on both Hegel and contempo- o

rary politics are excerpted in Dunavevskava's 1982 introduction to the secend Eng-
lish ediden of Philosophy and Revolution. o 3 : : : :




