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- Thisissueof theQuaneﬂyJoama!ofIdeoyhtrulyapedalinanumb_emfmpm _
“First, it is the first issuz of & scademic journal in tae United States to be devoted . .
~cxclisively to e puioscpny of Marxism-Humanism centered around the work of its '
fovader in the United Statss, Raya Dunsyevskays, To many American academics, the -
expression “Marism-Humanism” rasy conjure up phenomenology, existentialsmor . - PR
.o ethnomethodelony, Aoty Mol Nuinaiisi CONTInS & body of specizic fseas U
- which are grobeded in & certain interpretation of the writings of Hegel and Marx and
which are set apart from and in opposition to that which usually passes for Marxism and -
the varicus bourgeois perypectives. Marxisin-Humanism also posssa unique anslysis of
contemporary political reality. The essays in this jssue will give the reeder a solid
- intraduction 1o its unique analysis &s well as some of the basic theoretical problens
aderesssd by Marzism-Humanism. - R : )
Secnnd, this issue is special in the serse that it is not only inter-disciplinary bug its
contributors are net only academics, but nroduction workers and political activits. One
of the guidiag principles which hasinformad the Quarierly Journal ofldediogy sinceits =
. heginnings in 109€ s shas the oxneoes o ta e o orifique mus be exteaded to the™
scientificand azademic reatms of knowledge as well as that of cusryday jife, Concomit-
antly, it has been'a prineiple of the Quarterly Jeurnal of ideology that the “eritique of .
conventiozal wisdom” is a process that must not be limsited to scientists and acadsmics
but st be encouragad throughout the entirety of society. Thus, with ihis issue, the
voices of those outside acsdemia, 23 well as those within it, will be heard. _
. Third, whatis also special about this issus are the cuntributions themselves. With this -
issue, we are thrilied to present an essay by the Yugoslav dissident ohilosopher, Zagorka
-Gulubovic, which offsrs a novel interpretation and critique of the Merxizn conc:pt of
.. revolution. Her essay ie an excellent introduction to the content and spirit of inquiry of
Marxist-Homenist analysis. We are equaliy proud to be able to includs an essay by Raya
Dunayevskaya which surveys the development end centra! themes of her work. The
essays by Kevin Anderson and Lou Turner contain important dizcessions of the
philosaphic sources of Marxism-Humanisr. Anderson's articis contains considerations
~ of the humanist contributions of Frantz Fanon, the Czech philosapher, Karel Kosik, and
Dunayevskaya herself, while Turner's essay discumes the embryo of humanism in
Hegel’s philosophy and shows [ts development throngh Marz, Lesin and Duna-
yevskaya, : - :

The next four essays refate Marxist-Humanist philosophy more ciosely to thecontra-
dictions of the capitalist labor process. In the first of these, Ron Brokmeyer presents a
\Escussion of Mary's Moskematical Manuscripts ns a humanist hasis for critiquing the
reprezsive dimensions of “computer consciousness”™ and its one-sided logic. it should be

- soted that this essay is one of the fivst trestments of Marx's Mathematical Manuscriptsia
Eng!i«hmditisthcﬁmhnnmnistictreatmcutofthauloappﬁrinanmdmicjoumal.
This is followed by Terry Moon's timely discussion of the cenienary of the Huymarket

‘tragedy in Chicago and Fleanor Marz’s visit to Chicago in 1886. What is significant in
 this sssay is thie interrelationship Moon identifies between the struggles of labor and
wonsn. David Ranncy’s discussion of plant closings is another tinely exprassion of
Marxist-Humanist philosophy in that he argues Lt labor itself, not the siate, not the
. Capitalig] classund not the unicn buresucracies, is th= sctive sibject of the moviment io
figit plant closings. John Dwyer presents a fascinating personal journal of one lehor

1i374 .




AnEYs d developmsnt Gfa Marati et puuum witich or.gma«eamme,uwaw‘w
‘ mnuuﬁmon:dzhcformm“oftthonmoﬂndmm Organmom What is
. most remarkable is bow cleadly Dwyer's personal odyssey spea.m to the pxoblems of

' -hbns,nmeﬂymmiﬁﬂs,butmnmsmmy '

- Upea concludmg this issue of the Quaneray Journal of Ideo[og- itis my sipettation -
that readers wili identify.the real paralisis and complements between these nmdc.s. _- .
: Funhemore,nmmyhonuhureadmm’llmtmsmenotasanend.bmasu
- begianing of 4 dislogue with Merzism-Humznizm. The escave thamcaluse will i

readers further gnidea to relevant literature with which they cen pursue such dialogue,

. However, readers whe desire to contmue their dmlogue beyond these sources are’ -
Aenwuugedtoeun!mme,
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- _grounds to the understanding that socialism is inseparably linked with emampahon. I

refers, firstly, to what is conceived of as the witimate end of the cmanupamry proe&, _

- and: eecondly. ‘1o a stratesic aporoach: fo thic sad, ‘hy tha imoeng of which.

demarcation-lire can be drawn between a libertnsian/humanist oomcpt of .oaahsr':u

(*socialism with a human face™} and its pervertad pmduct celled“real soc..a!:sm" whn,h
led o to!nhtananum.

Ar.eurdmg to the number of texts but mnst preusely exprmed by the followmg :
passuge, Marx quite clearly stated that: : '

“Theat=olutz working out of humm/creauve potcnhahr.m. witano prcsuppcsu
tion othier than the previous historic development, which makes this iowlity ol‘

development, i.e, she dm!npmem of all hunan POWers as suck the end in uself
6oy a5 mmsured ona predm ‘minzd pardsii k”r(1973 489)

| thch s lc say, the aimofa soc:ahsl transformation s defined mrlﬂ'ms ofthe libem:on
- of all humsn powers which should serve as the substantial eriterion of the progmmnies

and zchievements of the revolutionary movements, In otker words, self-actuslization of
hunien beings as unique individuais unfolding their capacities as humn powers,
supprmsui and frustrated by the given course of hisiory, is indicated asa measure of the
erancipaicry perspective in the struggte of class liberation; as against eithsr an essential-
ist coacepi relying vpon the abstracﬁy conceived ideals of a “good socisty™, or express-

- lnw ar sconamistic Imnnlnmm.ﬂ view with no m:ﬂu" whnnmu-c- fnr oonsrste lm----

o mdividual-.' aeeds and aspxrauons.

~ The former | passage is oompl-led by the famm.s. hut in the practices of the sociatist
movements, Flmost forgotien idea rom the Communist Manifesto, vhich reads: “A free
development of eash individuzl is the condition of freedom for all” (Marx and Engels
1972:353). The latter defines the basic strategy of a revolutionary movement which
should integrate two componcnts the liberation of individuals and a desp social

tran-formation, for mly in this twofold perspective can the realization of the ulnmnte
end be achieved, { ie. in approaching humaa emnu;.anon. ’

The perspeciive suggested by the quoted passages is qualf uuvely different than one

_ practiced in the “real socialism.” Because when socialism is viewed 23 primerily ap

emancipatory movement itimplies; () that sl achicvemeats be evatuated from the point

- of view of the emancipatory cfiects, and (b) givea the conditions that a socialist

transformation emerges through the movement and can be reatized bfy the participants’
frec commiticent slone, the struggle for socialism presupposes the variety of alterratives,
the choice of which will depend on the concrete historical possibilities combined with
individuals’ capacities and aspirations, Thus, democracy and human liherties appear as
mscputble irom the concept of sounhsm, for the emancipatory movement's aims can
be attained imofar as the foundation is 1aid to a democntically crgasized society,
whezein the cvil rights are guerantsed to ail citizens in order that they can themselves

; dctermmcmurh.emndiﬁonsuwrd:nglothmowncbomng.

Thereby, ihe key points of a bumanist-sociatist paradigm tnay be d:ﬁned in lems of
{t\ the ll‘lﬂlbl)n gfghcu__t,ng of "'l::;‘_“!!'“-l“ hn gansraly ) b@ in ___._s-:'.g en '\.1-0 -




work conditicns and the appropriation/disposition of tieir products, which means an
extereiration of exploitation, aad (b) the abolition of the system of dominationofthe . ;. .. .
entire structure of social relationshipsc Or, if expressing in positive terms, it meapsa -
‘reiutegration of et components of human praxis and reaffinnation of the right of
creators of socisl values to dispose of the conditions and the products of their creations,
. - in'order that they themtelves be in the nocition to datermins their individual snd sociat
., oreanization of Lifs, without being subordinated to the sxternat sogis! foveseo

When the kumarést appeoach is introduced, it defines the human conditions

Lobcmetinmdé:matlhe[mcﬁoecfsoddlrmsfnmﬁmin'quc.sﬁonbc:_neasmcdbg Co ,': R

the society’s idvancenicat slong the ling of emaricipetion. Hence, when evaluating the
concepts and practices of socialism the answers to the followicg questions are to be .
given: Do thev cpen roons to 2 new quality of life and a greater expression of individual

and social potentielities? How far have the conditions beer laid 1o socieiy’s self- - IV

orgenization aad individual self-deserminstion: Have new forms of a humanized com-
musicaticn emesged? How much of the crearive energics of society’s members ave

Az one can recopnize at first glance, these criterin are based on quite :i'ﬁiffc:er.t groimd
than those derived from en extremely “objectivized” concept of socintism characterizing

o Inrns T FEma b e LT wt

- A Al T aeiE, BAN GMMICASAA, [ .&ITM_IA_;}-’. I:l')l.'ll—f:iv-ﬂ; uiinicras ofinduminiinﬁon and
institutione! transfurmation. A Stalinist concent of socialism contradicts a humanist-
socialist conception, becaise when the claim for liberation of the working class is not -
scen in terms of human/individes! emaucipstion, it logically terns into its cpposite.

%¥hen relying os the “masses” which is aa amerpheus greup with no dynamics of its
own, the trie carrier of the emancipatory movement is missing, for libezation of iuman
pateations, creativences snd initiatives 2xc rooted in individual differences end unique-
5iess, not ie uniformity and the stereotyped behavior of the masses. The concept of the

.. meee a9 2 kv calasary of the idas of socioling simply Sides ihis aspiiation of ive cew
powes elite to reincall its domination in the name of a “collective fresdom™ that
cxciusdes individual Ebertics end demands s complete submission of individeal needs 1o
the ccllectivistic ethos, So, socialism becante, paradoxically, &8 concept of “free society™

~ with no freedom of individaals, whoes submission and obedisnce were lified on the

 highest ladder of the “socialist morality,” At this occesion ] cannot gointo an analysis of

the characteristics and consequances of narrowing the concept of socialist revolution ina

Sealinist interpreistion, reducing the complexity of social/anthropolagical cotaponents
to mevely the effscts of ¢ political revoiution and the accelerated industeialization as well
ts caforced collsctivization (Golubovic 19§1). Howsver, the appropriate question ty be
posed is the following: what has still remained vague in Marx's ides of sociatisa that
could huve supported such interpretations detaching socialism from emancipation?

Tre limita of Miarx's concept of socialisz come primacily out of the spirit of the 19th
century civilization which put the emphasis to & philosophical notion of emancipation
witkin its bumanist tradition. However, this preoccupation with a brosd philosophical
mesning of human emancipetion in Marx’s writings has both & positive and & limiting
effect. First refer to a cler distinction made by Marx between the concept of political
eraancipation and a general human emencipation, The passage from The Jewish
* Quesiion demonstrates the Bimite of & political emancipation as the fact that “. . , the

stato can Fberate iteelf fiom a comstraint without mar himself being realiy liberated; that
a state may be & free state without man himself being a free man (1963:10-11). The
conclusion states that political =maccipation alone does not sutomatically lead to
human emancipetion in the true sease of the vvord-which sounds almost prophetic it -

142
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- revoletion failed to recognize. Unlike mevely a polifical emancipation which ends with
guaranieeing political liberties (however wiose enormous vakidity the socialist move-
ments musi not disregard but should incorporate into their broadly defined eads),
human emancipation aims at, . . bringing down of man's world, of buman relations to
the very existence cf man™ (1953:10-11), That is 1o say, it implies 8 likisation of each
individuel in terms of his/her reappropriation of their own “species teing” powers, at
the same time sevitalizing his,her unique potential. The laiter form of emancipation thus

. 5 { H : wlaa. U SR [ Ny JO AL g . W
- penetraiesinto the very interior of human sxisteaoe, f&r boyond the uss of clvil tighits and
liberties, . :

Although conditioning socicty’s liberation by the schievement of individoa free» -
doms, Marz'sidea of emancipation bears the limits of an oversmphuasized philosophical
epproach relying, first and foremost, on the concspt of “human nature.” Emencipation
thus primarily concerns a revitatization of the “rocts of man,” Le. & reappropriation of
“buman powers™ ceferting (o the universs! potential of kuman beings and to the
reclization of “fundamental human needs.™ The concept of indivicual as a coucrete

-mode of existence cheracierized by vary ofien’ contradictory dispositions and needs is
cutof Marx’s philesophical consideration of bumun emancipstion, thoughit comes into
existence in cerisic of Marx's bistorical/sociological anslyses. Jodividuals as living in
everyday lif: conditions, who are far below the possibility of grasping an sbstract

_ philesophical nieaning of the controversy between human sssence xad human exist-

d o v e e n

._ence did net cnme into the contaxt af thie gansrslooncent ofhuman smanctanston that oo

B4 MAMIWE PR IAV LS BAAT R
beoomes justifiably a matter of criticism by certain authors (Benhabib 1984:296). This is
the reason why tlie truc libertarian clements of the concepl of emancipation remained
quite vague 2ad were not incorporsted into the theory of the so-calied “scientific
socialism”, Neither were they built-in the political strategies of the workers’ movements )
of the 19tk zentury struggles and throughout the first half of the 20th century.

I belizve, it is heve where a possibility may be fownd for a Staiinist inversion of the
original Marx’s concept of socialism laying grounds for the separation of revolution
feom emancipation. This was inspired, a5 far &s the bolsheviks are concerned, by s

. extreme anti-individualizm focusing on exclusively collectivistic interests and by an
overcstimsted role of political revolution but without political emancipation; the
consequences of which were: the changing of the ultisate end of revolution-from the
working class, and more general, man's liberation to the establishiment of the so-called
“workers” state: a3 an end-in-itself; ard last but not least, a complete inversion of means
and ends, whea instezd of treating the latter as a necessary precondition for the
emancipation of socieiy’s members, it becomes the ultimate end 1o be Gefended and
nreserved by ali mezns, evenal the cost of waging s war with the working class, which s
sunpesed 20 be the “ruling elass™ (a5 was the case in Poland wher the Marshal law was
introduced in December 1981), o

Due attention to the coutroversy between the working class' liberation and individual
emancipation-that still remains an unresnlved nenhlem within Marriem-is not paid sven
by those great figures of the critical Marxism, suchus Karl Korseh, Ross Luxemburg and

. Georg Lukacs. In this respect they semained Leninist, even though Korsch and Luxeni-
buirg had cridicized Lenin's theory of revolution and its practice. Rosa Luxemburg
touched upon the problem when focusing ber critique to the direction that the October -
revolution was taken generating the menopoly of party apparatus’ power; however, she
also more relied on freedom of the true representatives of the working class {i.e. insisting

t the Eberatioa of the working class should be done by the class itself, not by its
avantguerd), rather than being awarc that it was necessary to link class liberation with

- the realization of individusl iberties and human emancipation in geoernt (Dusayeve-
- haya 198L:119) Aumdingiy.mummm&ﬂedwmkesuchzmmhﬁm
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of the notion of revoiution which would incorpraté a twofold pempectives one
 regarding the historically svolved socis! forces capable of carrying out the revolutionery
 action, snd tke other viewing the revolutiozary potential from the angle of individualy’
aeeds and velue-orientations, Le. from the point of view of sosiety’s mambers' trie
interest for a revolutionary transformation and their readiness to take part in changing
- the'given socia? conditions, including their own chigice of the direciion, . .

! wee not by accident that 8 roecwal of the humanist sppioach io SOCIEUSG Wil
broughtabout in the mid-fifties by the Marxists who experienced themscives the reality
of “real socichism.” They offered their contributions to the provess of destalinization, first
of all, by critically reexamining Marx's tradition, Their mein contributics ran hebeiafly -
sumsmarized as tuning sttention to the value of o real humaa being who cannslonger
be simply treated as the munition of the revolition end sacrificed (o the altar ofag -
urnreactzble “radiant fature,” but shouldt become the core of 8 “socialist construction,”

“int order that human emancipation us the ultimate end of the socisdist revolution, become .
attsinable. A revitalization of the humanist potenial within Marxism conbled them to
ciitically approach reality of the “real socialism” in the came of ifs humanist and
democratic treesformation. ) . : :

The critical analyses of the practices of postrevolutionary societies revezled the fruth

. that this problem remeired varescived even in thoss societies and workess” movements
....¥hich had broken the ties with the Stalinist pattem, referring for example to Yugostav... .. . .
society 2nd the Eurocommunist parties. Because in theit concepticas still dominates the
ides of class likeration that disregards emancipation in tezms of an “unfolding of huiman
individusl powers,” which s the way to make it possibiz [or all men to “reappropriate
thedr alienatzd wealth.” For this reason it is right to speak of the postrevolutionsry

“societies and the workers' movements a5 still remaining the prisoners of the ideology of
non-freedom, being that they have failed to recognize that a true liberation of society
leads only, however not exclusively, through the emancipation of socicly’s members 2

individuais. Socicty's liberation can be brought about inasmuch as its members becemie
independent end sutonomous subjects capable of matching with afl external prassures

-and internal contradictions, when being motivated to change the alienatsd social
corditions by the mutual and coordinated social actions,

Withia the reasscssment of the idea of sociulism it is a critical reevaluation of the
Manist coocept of revolution which is the next step nacessary to be taken.

- One of the principal controversies of the Marxist concept of revolution generates
{rorn an ambivalent view on philosophy of kistery, The gap hos ncs been bridged vet .
between ap early Marxian anthropological conception concerning “man's maiing his
own Listory™ thanks 1o the creative energies of the historical praxis, and a deterministic
concept of history upon which Merx's later writings more rely, and what has been
transmitted by Eugels as the only true Marx's heritage, This dilemma, precisely
expressed by Cornelius Castoriadis, reads: . - R

“Either b.oiory is really governed by lows, and in thut case a truly human activity

is impossible, czcept pechaps in a tecknical sense; or men really make their own -

history, and then the task of theory will not be directed to discovering "laws,” but
1o clucidation of the cunditions within ‘which buman activity untolds, the

. regularity of their appearance, and so oo™ (1984:125). _
In regards to the historical-social practices the consequences greatly differ dependenton’
the answess to this theoretical dilemma, S
One of the answers is Lenin's concent of revoiution representing a rather stzange
mixture of s2 oversstimated role of ihe conscious socisl forces that ied to & voluntaristic

o 11379ﬂi% 




conception of the “construction of socislism,” with the metaphysically conceived
“course of history” in terms of its merely unfolding the “iron laws” which cannci bitbe
- followed, allowing to those who car: “read the laws of history”—to which the party .
leadership is entiled—to spread its course and ensure the victorious march 1o the ©’
“kingdom of socialism,” thus explsining the meaning of freedom in terms’ of the -
.. ‘cognition of eecessity.” However, this apparent controversy is verv well reconeilad in =
" the Bolshevik ideclogy, precisely thanks to the definition of the role of the party which
becomes the only recognized “conscious subject” that can “read hisiory." Thisishowsa
. metaphysical approach to history turns intoa sheer voluntarism, and vice versa. howthe = . .. ..
" voluntaristicirresponaibility is hidden behind the “highest principles™ of historic/social-
in this context it is worthwhile mentioning 2 statement of Lucien Seve, who pointsat
an inadequate use of the term “detérmining,” which is often confused with “condition-
ing” (1975:155). When using the latter term to explair the eavirenment-human action
velation, man’s freedom is impiied as the condifio sine qua non of historical develop-
naent, because history is not seen in fatalistic terms, whils freedomis eo ipsodeniedina
stricly detsrministic view of history, - S :

Accordiag to the latter, socialism is viewed as merely resuiting out of the inevitable -
© maich of bisiory, which icvelvilun can oniy acosierats by #iditg i buth, Theredy, the =+
- cancept of revolution does not assume the action of active/autonomous subjects but
rather iseplies their passivity determined by the fact, that social change does not depend
on their commitment and free participetion but is affected by the external forces, acting
independently of the participants’ needs and interests, .

Tae objectives of a revolutionary change is another sspect which a critical reassess-
‘meni should ieke intc account in order to more clealy define the meaning and the range
of social action/transformation. I refertoan “obizctification™ of the cacialist aime and
their maierialization in purely objectivized/depersonalized terms. When socialism is
taker: 1o meana “promised land,” in a literally utopian sense, oris interpreted in termis of
the “dictatoiship of proletariat,” it has nothing to do with the needs of the real members
of the given scciety, nor with their own conceptions and preferences of what a “good
soviety” should look like. The concept of “socialism” is thus imposed over the given
population by force legitimized as a means of revoluticn regardless of whether it is
gesired or not, and irrespective of whether the population is ready to suppost it by its
commlitted panicipation-—which would be the only true guaravtes of a fruitful socialist
revolution, viewed as a deep social transforimation, et in terms of inserrection. ‘

The objectification of the revolutionary ends results from the aforementioned reduc-
tionist viewpoint which narrows the concept of socialist revolution, when extracting

solely political revolution as an act per se. Unfike the one-dimensional concept of

political revalution which can simply be interpreted in terms of the “oventbrowing” the-

existing ruling class' power and changing the correspending institutions, a social
revolution in broader terms assurmes the changing of the entire social reglity. Hence, the
former, as a process of short duration, goes hand in hand with violence used to alter the
given political order, but not necessarily penetrates into the changirg of the power
structure ner the structure of social division of labour, as weli as the established social
inequalities; the Iaiter conicerns & locg-term trarsformation which does niot and csnnot
end with seizing power from ths bourgecisie. o

However, when the structure of rocial inequalities and domination remains intact,a
parely political “socialist revolution™ inevitebly produces the counter-effects senersting
a new structurs of inequalities and domination, instead of their abstition. Which is to
s=y, # limitsd political revolution is by definition an unfinished revolution being that it

11380
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mérely réplaocs one structure of exploitation and domination by wo&a mammr..ng -
the oid problems vnresolved, For as fur as the population is concerned it does not

‘maiter who is in the saddle, but what matters is that society’s members remain -

d:spcmess:d of the nght io make cb:tsmu conwmng tl.eu own dshny

When lcﬂhﬂ’ fom this angle, it SRS TN W I A paos T b b
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- shipof prolemnat" as well belongs to the old ideology of domination not representing s

_mode! of radical liberation as being advocated. Beceuse the idea of the workmg class

‘liberation defined ae an endein.jteslf and senarpted from human smancipation 1o whiph oo

the intzrests of the other socisl suata snd individuals are to be suhjectcd aad even
disregsrded, inevitably tums into its nppasite, i.e. it hides the aspiretion for domination
thet comes logically out of the aspired hegemouy of one clzss or iis self-pominated
rezresentatives over the rest of the populsiion. It is also where the concept of the
vapguard party comes into being relying upon the unshaken concept of hezemony.
Therefore, the true problem of nonrealization of the socialist ends dozs not lie in the fact -
that ihe “dictatorship of proletariat” has not bren materialized in the “real socialism,”:
given the conditions that it has beer replaced by the dictatorship of the party apparatus.
Thetrus prob!cm lies in the very claim that sociatism, asa project of human emancipa-
twn, may be grounded upon # new sicuciure of domination and class hegeraony, -
" igtespective of whose hegemoay is in gesstion. Eecause a trus Hoeration/emancipation ™
of both ike working class and the rest of the population and individuals is not achievable
nless domiration as a mode of both inter- and intra-class communication is rooted cut,
For domination and hegemony always rest upon she usurpation of social power, when
one ciess alone tends to represent the wholepess of social interests imposing its own

- interpretation of the “general will” and using force to impl2ment it. No maiter who i3

entitled (o represent the ascribed “social intercst,™ if the cless representing it claims its.
nght to take decisions outside the democratic mechanisms and nrocedures, itcreates the

- insurmousiabie cosiacies io e cmergence of ihe murpcnuent sociai movemenm and - -

autonomous actions from the pant of social groups end individuals, which alone can

guaranize & coptinuation of the orginal transformation initiated by a socialist
" revolution. .

Following this linz of ressoning I am inclined to think though it may seem contradic-
tory to whai is said <o far, that the main difficulty of a Maraisn concept of the
rcvoh.lionnry subject does not lie in the ascribed historical role of the working class
alone, implying that a sclation is lzid ipsofar as the broader voncept of a hiac of
“kistorical forces” is defined. In fact, what characierized such a conception orienied to

“social forces™ along, is its consprehension of the subject of radical social changes,
aiming at human emancipation, in entirely depersonclized terms. Thus, when the entire
social dynamics are lecated in the external forces, vis-a-vis man’s existence, it is the

political party which alone plays anactiverole in conditioning and conscmmly lnsplrmg
the desired sociaf chauge. .

Thisis thc_rcasoh why the dynamis energics of social forces and personal potennah-
ties have not been reconciled in the Marxist concept of revolutionary mavement.

" Paradoxically, but it happened within the workers' movements that the ontstanding role

is recognized only o the sc-cailed “great personalities™ (i.c, the highest party figures},
while the rest of the party members, let alone non-purty men, were completely
dispossesscd of their cwn dynamics becoming the cogs of the party machinery. Whenan .
impersonal {orce is legitimized as the anly recognized subject of revolution-no matterif

_ itisdefined in terms of n “class foritself™ itcan merely deal with the external alterations
* of the iustitutional and structional changes. However, imrespective of how deeply the

changes pcnetrats into the sociz! structure relations, they can, at best, provide ihe
conditions of emn_apanon which cannot be izken as » substitate 10 the proces of
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cmmc:panon tself. Wlthout the personal mohvauon e:pmng ths mdmdunls‘ wm-
mitment o ihe goals of emancipation, social forces which initially appear as the carsier
of the revelutionary transformation, wiil inevitably turn {nto the bolders of domination,
Because they will coms, sooner or later, to the position to find it necessary to defend
revolution by force from those who have participated but lost interest in furthecly -
.. supporting it, when the latter realize \hat their interests and thexs of the leading ﬁcmm:. R
“donotgo parailel, Andit happens when the meaning of vevolution is altered (o mcan the
establishing a “new order” and representing the “best of all workds;” hence, it is from

there that the nght to defend it by all means even agaiast the will anci mterest of the
working clasa is derived. -

For the :bove-mentmned feasons it was & heterononious mlue—orienm‘on which
pievailed in the revolutionary movesaents following a Marxist tradition, as agmnst the .
autonomous valus-orieatation which could bave laid grounds to # true emancipation.
Accordingly, the old concept of socialization, taken in terms of 2 necessary adjustment
of individuals to social/cuitural demands or norms, has woa the prevalcnce over thoez
implied by an autosomous orientation. The Iatter suggesting the cads of social/cultural
institutions to be defined in terms of human needs satisfactiou imaplying the adgustmcnt

of ingtitotions to humsn nesds, not the other wey rousd, in order.thet the umqu:
-individual ¢ capm'm te optimally developed.

In cther words, what is m:ssmg in Marx’s concept nf a sociatist uu.sl’muan iz 2
look {rom inside the individual existence invoiving ra!uecme needs and forms of
alicnation. This dimension is necessary to be included in order that liberation can
embtace the totality of man's life, not merely the alteration of the external conditions,
Or, csit is put by one author, the Marxists primarily paid attzntion to what bad to be
elimitsted in the course of liberation. while failing to “discover what could ke meant by
'hnmamty"hbcmnon and aumnumy’ Naum 1985.3?6) They mmplyassumed that,

Arrrmm et mtad e m—a

- whes Sace siaried, the prooess of social tansiogmiiom would euiomatcaliy oeratethe - -
human potential, and the zutonomy of individuals would come on its own.

As 1 have tried to claborate so far, these shortcomings have resulted from the
reduction of Marx's philosophical netion of revolutionary chaage understoed in terms
nf a geaeral human emancipation, to the narrow meaning in which the stogan of (he

“workens” power” had dominated becoraing synonymous with the corcept of the
working class’ liberation. Wken bemg thus inverted, the “liberation of the working
class” ceased to indicate its emancipation, but on the contrary, focuszd on the conguest
of power. Under the circemstances-characterized by the existence ofa non-emanupa.ed
working class-an alibi was prc\rlded for the replacement of the class by its “conscious”
vanguard, whose ruling aspirations were hidden behind its p:oclamatmn thatit rules“in
the name of the working class;™ thus the working class’ emancu{m.mn did not mean an

ection of the class itself, but rather as mediated by the party as the cnly conscious sr..bju:i
of rcvo.uuun.

Th;s is the reason why the cmanupaxnry potential of the working class and individu- -
‘als has been capivred for so Jong and the actions of the spontaneous social movements
suspeaded. Heace, a paternalistic attitnde of the “vangunrd panty™ toward its class
prevailed snabling the working class to bécome the subject of its own liberation. The
attenipt of the Polisk workers (o do s has ended by crashing the independent sociai
movement which asserts that the aforementioned principle is still the rule in societies of
this type.

In order to undose this closed cirele of 8 p«pdm..ed domination, rega,rd!m of in’
“"-‘nas.amm.. it 5 prodatmed, it snaaasmy 0 révexl ifs roots in Mnrxism, cven though -
the inversion of a tnaory of emaucipation (of Marx) iato the theoiy of dommnuon (in

7
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) inism) may h:wc rmuu:d  cacrely outofthe: vnguencss of tbc eonocpm. chcm, the
uttcr ako spsaks in fsivonr of the corceptnal reassessment of the 19th Century view- .
poum 8025 to make the Marxist theory of human society relanom. end respectively of

the concept of social clmngc, more a,dequate to the modml souctm mndmons and
demmds.
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- ... UNCHAINING THE DIALECTICS OF RE¥OLUTION: ©
. AMERICAN ROOTS AN MAKX'S WORLD HUMANIST CONCEPTS

Reys Dusayevskeys
Cticago, Minols

- What is significent 1o us here, in Marx's transformation of tegel’s revoiution in
philosophy into Mars’s philosophy of revolution, is how it was extendes] in his last
fdemde.ltledlstoi:allthslast?sa“tmillptbe 1980°'s” Marx deenened and voacretized
what ha had originally gallad a #*Naw Humznim®™ thropghout hisUfe, After 40 yeaisoi
Isbor in the field of economicy, which culminated in the 1872-75 French editico of
Capiialin thesame decade in which he wrote his Ethnologicat Notebooks (1 972),Marx
hewed out 2 new moment. It is seen in his critique of the Russian Populist Mikhailovsky;
in Marz’s drafl letters to the Russian revoluticnary Marxist, Vera Zasulick; and in
notiting less important than the 'ntroduction to the Russiaa edition of The Communist -
Manifesio, where he predicted that revolution could begin in the backward “East” .
rather thar in the technoiogically advanced West. He singled cut P.ussia as thut “Bast »
‘That was in 18811 No wonder we cail this tae “trail to the 1950's" B
 Strictly philosophicaily, our first uncheining of the diatectic began with my break- o
... Abrough is the May 12th and 20th, 1953 Letters an HegeP's Ahentate Iias (1081) Wa - o
-~ have recently traced the breakthrough in its embryonic appearance in the ihree preced-
-ing years: 1550-33. It is trus thet tie breakihrough in the 1953 Letters showed that -

within the Absolute Ides itsclfis contained the moveman: from practics as well as from
oy, | R pr

" Butthe 1950 Coal Miner’s Strike was the real manifestation. It is therefore imperative
1o combine what Hegel called “ths Self-Thinking Idea™ with what was present in the
- Spontaneous movements of the Miner’s General Strike, that which we Iater called the
... “Sell-Bringing Farth of Freadom * It shanld pot ha neosssary o explaiz tho obvions, b -
~ such explanation is “required” agaiust the vulgar materialists {0 assure them that, of
course we knew it is not the Idea that thinks: it is people who thirk. What must be
added, howevet, is that the dislecticiogic of the Idea moves in the direcsicn of what was
implicit is the rovement from practice. - :
-~ By the mid-1950', the category I had worked out as the movement froim praciice
provided the structure for my majot philosophic work, Marxism and Freedon;, Jrom
#776 until Todap (1958). That was the first of what we row cali the "trilogy of

‘Tevolution,” It illuminated the fact that the movement from prectice was itself a form of
theory.

Itis 1his concept of philosophy as being vooted in the movement froms practice which
creates 2 challenge for theoreticians to work ont a new stags of cognition. It created the
structure of Morxism and Freedom, where we first concratized thase Amecican roots of

- Marxism—frora Abelitionism o the then ongoing Moalgomery Bus Boycont whaich -
opened the Blsck Revolution, In that work, the world Humzaist concepts were alse -
epelled out, not slone in: the United States, but iz the very first mass revolts from under
Commusiist totalitarisnism in East Europe—East Germany, 1953; Poland, 1955, Hun-

- Inthe 1960°s we beger: recording the new voices of a new genenation of revolutionar-
ies, and in 1958 had to face the aborted pear-revolution o France, which made

imperstive our return to Hagei cn an altogether new fevel, What was needed was a

~workisg ont of the Eegelian dialectic, this time in and for itself, «s well 23 how it was
grappled with by Marx and Lenin, This tesulted in the second wnchaining of the

.. Hegelinn dislectic fot our age 2s the diskécties of revolution. We exaraiincd; as well, the
Alizmatives: Troisky, ¥ao, and the outsider iroking. Sartre. .
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1972 saw the pubiiehuon of Plu'losophy and Pmiuusu. I"mm Hegel i Sanre a:m‘
. from Marx tv Mao. 1 there extendsd the concretization of Absolute Idea notjust s a
umlzty—but as the developmcnt of Absolute Idea as New Beginning, -

The first chaptzr of Phbasoph) ard Revolution was ca:;:!ed, “Absola.e Negamity &
New Bcgnmus: Tha Canvelars bt et ol Tdoee amd of [3ies el e e

WART ATRLS T WALELASS L JASRAAD GV W BAA WIJ. llbil; I m5|.wu [T
«cﬁn,AheolmeIduu a unity ofihcorya.ndpmcmc,ssm'_.hty,xswhmtbeuskﬁm

begias, Abcolute Ides as New Beginning challenges al genemnons to wurk o.:t con-
crc.lrlv :uch 2 w hpmnnmw for ﬂuu- own Aom .

SR I BT T I
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We 108 the dcve.opment of lh:ory in Frantz Fanun, whn, in T&e Wre!d!ed of the -
Eartk, likewise calied hxsphﬂosophy “a New Homenism” - - -

* Tha 1970's also saw the emergencs of a new revulutmnnry force: Women's Libera-
tion, which had grown from #x ixJea whose tims hed conze, to become a Movement. Iis
uniguer:zss expressed itself in thede refusal to put off for “the day after the revelstion™ the
questions they demanded answers to, The so-called Marxists ut first would not cven -
bother to listen 10 the women who prociaimed that “male chauvinism” was by oo means
restricted to cxpitalism, It not only appeared long before capitalisre, but is present right
now sad has reappeared after ihe revoluticn. It mast be faced here sud now, Thewomen . . .. -
insisted thiat the Left must facE the iale chanvirism within that ﬁldv&ihﬁt, and must

recognize the need to grapple wuh this quest:on before, dnnng. in and after the
m'ulnuon. :

it became the 1mpulsc for thc third mejor phﬂusophxc work, Rosa Luxemburg
Women's Liberation and Marx's Philosophy of Revolution which completed what 'we

il the “trilogy of revolution.” Here is how I therefore summarized today s wormen's
h‘bmuomsls demands;

“Dog’ n:l! s about discrimination evcr_awherc cLsc; and don t tcll us it comes only T
from oppression; look at yourselves. You will have to understand that ons bodiss belong
touundmnocnee!se—mdtba:mdudcslovers, hl...bmds,andyes,fatbm

Our bﬂdm have heads, and they too belong tous and to us gloze. And whﬂc we gre
rechiming our bodice and our heads, we will also reclaim the night. No one except

oarselves, a5 women, win get our freedom for us. For that we need full autonomy" :
(1522:100;.

' For me, it became necessary bere {0 also focm on one of the mdcquacm of the
'Women's Liberation Mc.vemcnt, its disregard of Rosa Luxemburg. Indeed, this was a
stimulus for ry new woik, though my scops was by no mears limited to uneanhmg
Luxcmbwg‘s heretofore unknowm feminist dxmc:'.s.-.on. '

Whan thagan me rtndy s jutten L‘..:::mb:;:auand theinteniled climar wasio

have bezn lhz year 1910, Tlm w«a the year whben her fiash of geniue, iz grappling with
the sew phenomenon cf imperialism, resulted in her break with Kasl Keutsky, the
leader of the German Social Democracy, This was soine four years before the ouibreak
of Woild War I and the Second International’s beirayal, It was four yws before any
maleh{nmt,lmmm:luded, saw the coming betrayal

And yet, suddanly, even this scemed to me to be madequuc. because Luxemburg
mnnedamcmbu of m:GmnSoc:ﬂDemocmcy;snf her break with: Kautsky was
"petsonal.

- Tfeltthe noed fnz a dacisivi philosophic grappling which [ ?,mkzdm.l:s PartMIof

the Luxemburg booic “Karl Marx: From Critic cf Hegel to Author of Capl!zu' lnd
Theorist c{ Revo‘mmn in P:rmmc:.
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. As against Luxemburg’s half-way dialectic, Marx's multllincarism of human devel-: - -
opuent, of peihs to revoluticn, ‘53 they relad to so-celled backward countries, 107 . T
Women's Liberation, and to nstionalist opposition —sll made me question motopdy - oo T
Luxemburg but all post-Marx Merxists, beginning with Frederick Engele ‘whose .~ -7/ .
- unilipedrism pecmested the whole Germsn Social Democracy. Post-Marz Marxisas, to - -
me, became a pejorative, - . . S SR AR
- Engel’s unilinearism wag glaringly revealed in the very first work he wrote after the
death of Marx—The Origin of the Femily, Private Property and the Siate Engels :
claimed jt was a “bequest” of Marx, but it expressed anything but Marx’s visw either on
. the Man/Woman refationshin or an the reletinnehin bormoos advancea and backward
* sacietiés, Nor was there similsrity between Engel's view of primitive communism and
Marx's, . o : : R
Marx's magnificent, originai, historic unchaining of the dislectic was the creation of . -
sucit a new humns, This unchaining began, of course, with his refusal to consider that
Hegel's Notion was selated only to thought, - : Yo

Once Marx discovered a new continent of thought and of revolution, the task he
assigned himsaif was that of uniting Philosophy and Reslity. The proof of that unity
" came from uncovering the hidden Sthjeci—the driving forces of the revolutions to
- be—the Proletariat—aud at the same time focus on the Man/Woman relationship, as
sliensted a5d slicnatiog; which mius: be totaly uprooted a3 the way to full hrman
relatiorships, - . R . o L
Marx had rejacted Feaerbachisn abstract maverialism, not elone because it failed to
see the social relationship, He opposed Fecerbach as weli as for rejecting the revolution-
ary Hegeliun principle of “regaiion of the neeation.” a principle Marx cited again even
in bis techrical Matkematical Manuscrips of 1381-82 (1983).

lnstead, bis concept of revolution-in-permarence contended that calv after the
historic transcendson b itz TevaiGiiunay overthrow of capitalisin, would there first”
begit the developuent of a new human saciety and 2 new Man/Waomnan relationship,

Now listen to Marx in hds last decsde, wntms on hs relssionship to Hege)-which he
l;ﬁ with his papers for Engels for Volume II of Capital, but which Engels left out:

“My relationship witk Hege] is very simple. I am a disciple of Hegel, and the
jresumipioous chatter of the epigones who think they have buried this graat
thinker appesr frankly ridiculous to me. Nevertheless, I havetsken the literty of
adopting. .. critical attitude, disencumbering his dilectic ofits mysticism and
thus putting it through a profound change .. ." (1968:528) -

Between Mesx and our age onty Lenin seriously returtied to Marx's roois in Hegel.
But while Lenin commented profoundly and brilliantly on the whole of Hegel's Scierce
of Loglc—including the Dicirine of the Notion, where ke embraced and concretized
Hegel's princinle thar “Cozmition not oniy refiects the worid but creatcs f1”—he
nevertheiess concretized only the single dialectical principle of transformation into
oppesite (1981:212). S . o a
Unfortuaziely, other questions, especially tke one on' Organization, Lenin Ieff
uaiouched within the vangaandist chnfines of his 1902.03, Whatbs 1o be done? (1929),
Our age has Jocused on the dialectics of revolution #s the determénant. Nothing,
iecluding Organiantion, the Pariy, can find 8ny escape route from that dstermingns ~
- Even s Absoluts, Method itself is but the road 1o the Absolute Idea, Absolute Mind.
‘When the Self-Thinking Idea comes with the Self-Bringing Forth of Freedom we wiil

hvuumitmlﬁudom o - B
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Though 1have butn hitle space befom concludmg, 1do wish 1o, give youabncfm

of my new book/thet came off theprm in !985 Women s}:ibemdau and:heDialeaicc :

of Revolution: Reaclung ﬂw Jre Fume.

*+'The first thiag 1 doticed in re-md.ng that 3S-ym oompilnuon of amd _vmh a.
focus Ga & single r*'voluuonlry force ai Reason, Women's Liberation—

- Distestics of Revolution is characteristic of ail the four forces we alnglad in the
United Stascs-~Labor, Black, Youth, as well as Women. All sremomems of rcvolutzou,
and nobody cen know before the event itself who will be thr. oue in the mncmte,

perticular m-oluuun.

. This determinsd .y !985 !ntroduchan md Ovemew to the new book, wlnch
. culminnted in what we call the “trail to the 1980°s.” This is true nct just as a summmation,
" butrsther asa pew beginning. Just as Marx's oancept of “revolution in permanence”™
made it clear that the revolution does nct end with the overthrow of the old but must:
continye to the new, so you begin to feel this presenceof the furure in the present. Thisis
the time whea every man, womnsn and child feels this newness promsely bma.se 13 |s
now wated in such ew beginning.

_And here is how | have mtrcduoed my new, fourth bock:

“With Mzi's it founding of his new continent of thought and ot‘ revolunon. he

-wroie "Tohave ome banis for lifa ang ““t.‘::fcrmceisapﬂurs’a be" Theiraih of ihds”

statement has pever been more immediate and urgent that in our puclear world, over .
which hangs the threat to the very sumval of mvihzauon as we have known it”
{1985:13).
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. :SOURCES OF MARXIST-HUMANISM: .~
*'FANON, KOSIK AND DUNAYEVSEAYA = -
. ‘ - ge_‘?llﬂ.l . , - '~".' P
~..i. Morthern Tiinols University

" Asdevelopedinthe 1950 25 1960's by writers such a3 Fraotz Faton, Eatel Kosik
end Rayo Dunayevsiays, Marxist.Humanio i a challenge to contemporary socul _

) thm.l!umnimwﬂasoocnmeqthethoughtofiheyonngmn:hnbcminbiga
: oo Econnmic'end Philaseniic Manusesizte of 1884 €00 oo o tns g otoe sz
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naturalism is Lumauiem and as'a folly-developed humanism is nataralism . ., Trisibe -
soluticn to the riddle of history and knows itself to be this solation™ (M 1961:127).
 The publication of these writings touched off intermational debate sround the issue of
- hmmagism and Marxisr (Fromm 1969). C o Lo
 The aitemps of Althusser (19£9) and others to close off this debate by relegating
Marx's hurcsnism only to the young Marx were challenged not or*y by Marxist-
- Humanists (Dunayevskaya 1969), bui by the wide Ciséassion of Marx’s Grandrizsein
the 1570s. There, too, Marx had uuderlined his humanieem, stressing that
- “In fact, however, when the Smited hourgesis form i stripped away, whatis
- wealth other then the.naiveralily of {ndividual oy, capadiics, picasures,
“preducivity forces etc. .. . the development of all human powers as sech the .
end in itself, sot s messured on a predetermined yardstick? Where he does oot - 27
toproduce himself ic one speciSiaity, but preduces his toislity? Strives not to.
remain symething he has become, bat is in the absolute movement of becom-
ing? (1973:488). o L
Al of thie mads intelligible the explicit humanism foun once again in the conciusion of
. Volume MlofMarx's Capital: v ot
_ T'ucmlmorﬁecdcmmauybcgimoniywhmmmmby_mtymd- h
* . external expedience ends ... . The tue rexim of fraedom, the; development of
_ heman power &3 an ‘cnd in itself begins beyond it {1981:958-959).
Grounding themselves in thess central humanist categorizs in Marx, but especially in the
yourg Marx, numerous writers have discussed Marx's humanist and Hegelisn roots
since the 1950 L o
- Toooften cbscured in this discussion bas beza the variety of views smong the writers
who have takea up thess isues. Neo-Marxists—whether in the German “Frankfrt
" School™ or the French “Existentisl Marxisis™—were and are distinct from each oter
and frora Marxist-Humanism. Neo-Marxism gencrelly involves revising central Msrzist
ceiegoriesin order o integrate Mand's thought with non-Marxian social theory; such 85
Freudianisty, existentiatism, phenomenclogy or Weberianism, In the cese of the Frank-
furi Schood this muant an explicit critique of Marxist- Humeaism, but one whick didnot’
answer contemporary Marzist-Humanists, - : R .
.. Theodor Adoreo of the Frankfurt Schocl eventvally drew even the far more
revolutionary-minded Herbert Marcuse to his own rejaction, not only of the wrrking
class asa revolutionary subject, but even of the possivility of asociety free of alienation
™ and reification (Marcuse 1564). In the seventies Marcuse, in a coniversztion with Raya
Duasyevskays, quectioncd what Marx “meant” by his phrese in Crizigue of the Gorka .
. Progras; 0a 1 new socialist socizty where “labor,” from 2 mere mesns life, bas become
the prims necessity of life” (Dunayevskaya 1979). Ass recent accoust putsit: “Io short,
-+ fer allitsfory agaiasi the reificatioa and slienstion fostered by capitalism, the Frankfar -

-
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Schoal could 20t join the Marxist-Humanists in positing £ world entirely free of those
conditions” (Tay 1985), Reither could the French existentiatists, Sartre and Mereleav- -
“Pesty. Jay errs, however, in considering Genrg Lukats’ and Karl Korsch's writings in

the 1920’ as Marxist-Humanist. These Hegshian Marxists were truly original, but they
never made acentral category ont of hisnanism. Nor did they discuss the 1344 Ecarysin

t comprehensive way oace they weee published inGereanin1932. - 0

- Mendst-Humanism sroee in the 1950s s & heterogenous school of thought, more ~
- thana decade afler the Frankfurt School had develoned its views, Tha siarting paint fag- - -

Martizt-Tiumsnism was the discossion of the writings of the young Marx &3 the.

foundation for a Marxist critigue both of established Marxism and of non-Macxisn - -

socisl theory. It also hed distinet potitics) implications, assesn in Dunayevskaya's callin -
the carly 1960°s for the uzity of the East European, US3. and Africen Marxid-

* Jusias the fight for freedorm on the part of the Huugacisn revolitionaries (who .
bad been reised on Mearxian thecry only to be betrayed by its usurpers) has made
. them theoretical Marxist-Humanists, the plurge to freedom has made the Afii-
.canr revolutionaries the activist Marxist-Humanists of today. The Merxist-
Huraniss of other lands ate ready to listen and, with yous help, to evtablish that -
‘new international which will be free from state control.end will aspire to

recorstruct the world (Dunayevskaya 1963),

Muarcist-Humanisa: thus arose some time after the Lukacs, Existential Marnists andthe
Frankfurt School kad written their key works. Manxist-Humenists were aware of Sertre,
Lukacy, Korsch, Marcuse and Adoroo, Most of the Marxist-Humanist writings cited

- these exrlier thinkers and oitiguad the, By the 1980"s many works of Eurgpean

* Neo-Marxism have been translated—as hias Marx's Grundrisse —giving the US, 7

audience ifie neoesary background for the first time to grasp the larger theoreticaland™ &~
philosophical themes raised by Fanon, Kesik and Dunayevikay, These writars had
anticipated, participated in and critigued the revolutionary social movements of the
19505 and 1960's including the worisn's liberation movement, in ways that the low
level of theoretical discussion among radicel inteilectuls in that period missed. In the
1920’s we thus are able to view these Marxist-Humenist writings ina saore corpichen-
Sive manned, : :

.

Franiz Faoon: Dialectics of the African Revolution

Nowhere is this trusr ther jn the case of the best-known and mest-studied of tha thres
writers ander consideration, Franiz Fason. While his writiags bave genersied a world-
wide discuesion, mest of it uztil the 1570's hed centered on Ws concepts of revolutionary
violence and Black consciowsaess, £nd not Itis eritique of neo-coloialism in post-
indepeodent Afrinn, on his conctyt of Spoatandly, portandy of all, o his -
underlying concept of a humanist revoluticnary dialectic, which involved critiques of
single-perty states in independent Africk itsclf - :

Typical of the 1960"s discwsion wasa French Trotskyist wriser who redoced Fanon's
theory io one of “armed guersilla struggle” which he Ekeaed to Castroism (Pablo 1962).
Even Sarire's preface to The Frecked of the Ecrth, focesed almon entirely on the .

-question of vioksce in the anticolonis] revolutions, thereby eschewing the philasophi-

cal bsues faisod by Fenon (1968, - o ’ . T

“Intka 19708 andi 1930s the newer studies focnsed more on Fanon's thecvatical depth

5 o 0 pychinlopiet and politicst thaprist (Cante 1970; Gendzier 1973; McCulloch

. 1983) und then meost recently a3 & humanictic philosopher of revolation {Onwusnibe
. 1983 Tuiner and Alan 1986). Mo Third World thinker of the post World War IT era kas
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gmuiwd'so.my‘theorgximl.smdm in recent jears.’At-the. same tim# his work”
continues to be diccussd widaly within revoluﬁogazy'movcments,‘m:hasinSomh :

T TN T

Yet Fanon’s thought has still tended to be merginalized and excluded frommuch ~~ ©
- Sentemporary discussica oa dialectics, 83 if Fanon's voncept of revoiutionssy diaiecdes ¢ C T
W3 specific to the Third World, and not umiversal. Guwuanibe (1983:xiii) argues -
© sgeinst such a limited view of Fanan; | o R

“Fenon has ¢ vision or projert of a uew bumanism’ in which he wute 4
ﬁiﬁéovcr;anﬂtaloﬂemén,wbc?&&hemybe' .+« ke is s man stauggling lo. - -
reconcile the apparent contradiction between genuite humanism and violence.

in order to reconvile his humanism and bis #spousal of violence one ‘must
consider his conception of revolution in light of the princigle of self-defense on

the part of the oppressed. Fanon sttempts 1o achieve this reconciliation by
placing humanism and violence in a diatectical tension.” = - ,

Tumer wnd Alz connect Fanoa's bumanism to his revolutionary vision of s new society
i Africa in theic Maryist-Homanist study of his work: S

“Ihe Wretched of the Earth was 1o re-reaie the diztoctics of lihesation for the -
" colonial werld es it emerged out of the sctual struggle of the African masses for
freedom. Fanon saw the double shythin of the colonial revolutions refiected in
botis the destruction of the old and the building of a totally new society”
(19856:40). : . - ’

+ While Fanon did not explicitly avow himself a Marxist, his thought can be considernd in
Marzist-Humenist terms. | - - - ' :

In his famors and most-tisenssed chapter in The Wretched of i the Earth, “Concerning .
- " ¥iskats," Fadon's overall humaniet snd dislectical view emerges:” 7 o
“in the colonies the economic substructure js aleo & superstructure, The canse is
the consequence; you are rich becauze you aze white, you are white beczuse you
are tich, Tiis is why Marxist analysis should elways be slightly siretched every
" time we Lave to do witk: the colonial problem . . . The natives’ challenge 1o the
colonial wurld ia not a rational coafrontation of peints of view. It is not & ireatise
on the universal, but ihe untidy affirmation of an original idea propounded asan
atml_ute“ (196%:4001), s o MR

When Fanonmnkuthistypeofdinlecﬁmlsnalysis,shoﬁngthc philosophical dimen-
sisntobistboug!at.suchidmssr:ﬁtqumﬂynmscenasoﬁginaLScmaﬂgueahathe
denived them from Sartre o7 from the Negritude writers such as Aime’ Ce'mire
- (McCulloch 1983). - C T -
- 'lni’aa,anonhadinl952madcava’ysinrpuiﬁqucef8a.mTumcrnndA!an
aigue syainst any noticn of Fanon as Sartre's “pupil” - L
"In_quc_ﬁngsze’slnn}sisofchssulhe.'nnivaulnndabsm'a_ndmuuthe
‘oonirete end particulss,’ witik led Sastre to the conclasion that ‘negritude
appears as the minor terms of a diatecical progression,” Fenon writex: ‘Orphee .
- Noi’ is & date in the inicecivaiization ¢ { the experience of being black. And
‘0 seek the source of the source but in a certain
: .o .hcwur:mindixgmethatmyb{ackmwuonlya
mincnerm.!nlﬂumh.inannmhltdlmmyshoumﬁﬁpedom_oﬁhe.-
fnmewpzl_t'a{ihgweﬂd,mg!ﬁw:z&ii_'salm;a'i'-"ﬁ—r;-wn:hm‘memw A
*(cdted in Tumcr and Alan 1986:40). - A

Q{l39;kg;




In: 1955 !-anon mduded .mother shsrp cnt:qu... this time of Ce’smr;s -ooﬂcepc nf
Ncgntndc, mammclehepublnhcdmtherremh;omnalﬂ;mt g

“Before Ce'saire, West Indian literature was a literature of Europénns el i

Cakierd'un retour aupaysna:al(logbookuf a retur"tothe nauveland). therc:s _ |
. - 62 African period, for on page 49 we read: .

'Bydxm»f!h:nhngofthcﬁongclhavebmma(?ona hnmmmg'mth S
_ foresis and sivers . . -

It thus sees that the Weét Indmn. aﬁer the gmu whnte rmmge, isnow lmng m_ .

‘"'i:;égi'&ii”'mi.n"muugc \rwuu nmr.-r'&cj.
This rather sharp muque. as shown later on in Wretched oj' the Eanh wis becsusc, -
Ce'seire’s Negritude was cultural enly. Fanon tuned against Ce'saive's view becatse “to
Fanon, culture without revolution lacks substancs™ (Turner and Alen 1986:59). . .

In Africa, where Black consciousness became politicel and revolutionary in'the
1950, Fenon still arpued that it needed a universal hunanist rmolutmua.rv dimeasion
if it was not to becoms & narrow | nahomhsm.

“This new humanity canzot do othctw:sc than deﬁne 2 GEw humamry boih for
others . . . National claims, it is here and therastated, aren p._asc that kymanity
hasleftbehind . . . We aowever consider that the mlsmkc, which may Have very
seviuus comequences, lies in wishing to dup the nationai penod ... The con-
sciousniess of self is not the closing of 2 door to communication. Philosapbm
mought teaches us, on the contrary, that it is its guarantee. Nationa! coascious-

“ntss, which is not nationelisen, is the only thing thzt will give usan mtr.mano..al_
dimersion” (1968:246-247).

’ In ihe above passage, Fanon talks in universal humamsi terms while mmultaneously
__ erutioning ogainst “wishing to skip ths national period” for pecpls who have been -
" humilisted and oppressed by colonislism. Hisisa tru;y dielectical view of the relation-
s!np of nauona! wnsuomncss to :nternuncnahsm in thc Thmd World revolutions.

To besure. this was roctec in Fanon's expcnan:es in the caaldron ol’ the hard-fought
Aa,,m Revolution, and kis own position there a3 & Black Caribbean ina Muslim Arab -
society. But it was alro 2 develepment from his own carlier, pre-Algeria writings on
Black consciousness, As early as 1952, he had quoted Marx, “The social revolutios . . .
canaot draw its peetry from the past, but only from the foture™ in lhc coneh uding
chapter of his Black Skin, White Masks (1957).

In that work he had included » discassion of the dulwncoi'lhe master and the slavein
Hege!'s Phenomenolegy, a topic of much discussion among French inteltsctuals in the
1940’z But Fanon, while greztiy appreciating Hegel, also tock exception to his dislectic
anmmbupphadunchmgadtothcmuksluc and the v;hne mster

“1 hope I have shown. that here ihe master d:ﬁ'exs hasxcally trom the m:str:
wf:rmedby Hegel. For Hegel there ix reciprocity; here the master laughe ot the

consciousaess of the alave, What he wann frora tie slsve is not rwognmnn but
work” (1967.220)

Thds original critiaue of hegel which noncthcl s preserved many of I-Iugel‘s unesfms. ‘
espedially his concepts of self-consciousness and self-deveiopment, parallels scue nf

" Marx's owm lM‘CnhqmnftheHalegnn Dialectic”, It also differs sharply from the
154{'s French existertiatist view of Hegel's mastes/sleve dizlectic with whick Fanon

- was famiiinr. FoﬂnwngAlnmdeorvc,theFmahmuﬂmhadmdemm

- mmdmymhmmammmymmmmmp :

.18
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. Fanoo's dialectic of revolution rcoted itself in the African peasantry aod incladed a

. critique of the elifism of post-independence Africas loadess sy nationalist partics. Bui

83 we have seex, his vision was not ouly political and cultural, but abo philsophical,” -
Tanon's Wretched of the Earth was published posthumonsly, after cancer struck him

dawn et the age of 36 in 1961. It offers a world concept of revolutionary dialectics.,
Fagon had seen the Hungariae Revolution of 1956 for example 23 an anti-colonial
siruggle, refersing explicitly to Budapest (Fanon 1963:79). He aaé wanved to kéep the

Lo Aommuniem scanlt

new Third World izdependent no only of the West, but from Russian'end Chinesc .

'Ks.'relx:oaik'an-Hm - e
_ Totality aad e Dislectics of Frecdom in Eastern Earope .
* Born onte yenr after Fanon, in 1926, Kosik began to attain prominesce in the £950's

for his sharp critiques of mechsnistic, established Marxisn, which in its Stalinist form

had been tramsformed into a state ideclogy. ‘A number of his articles and ons bock:
Dialectics of the Concrets, have appeared ia English and other Western langnages.
Many writers on Kosik (Piccone 1977 Bakan 1978; Zimmorman 1984) have praised
his criginality, but have seen it rather patronizingly ae emerging not from Lis Marxist-

e Aa

Huzmanisn is au Bast Earepean context, but rather from the influenes of Hesserl and -
Hezidegyer. Others essentinlly agree with these interpretations of Kosik, but becauss of

their own vantage point, imply that Kosik is guilty therefore of “right wing revisionism”
(Moran 1983). - : G : s o
One Catholic Marx specialist did argue forefully that Kosik’s originadity was rooted
inhisMarxisminaneaﬂyrcviewofD:bler:imof!keConmfe S :
“Kosik’s uss of an existcnli.it_li;t tesminclogy . ., is peither & revalt against -
Communist ijeas nior & cheap device of an author eager 1o Create A sensati-
on o He hervests whichever of the il of non
‘trying iu each cese to show that Marxist-Leninism rather thar positivism or
existentialism is the legitimate harvester” (Loblkowicz 1264), . o
Had Lobkowicz caught the difference between “Communism” and “Marzism-
 Leninism” cn the one haud, and Marxist-Humanism on the other, then he would bave
scen Low Kosik was sharply critiquing estsblished Cominonism sswel -
Rayn Dunayevskays drew a sharp contrast between Kosik's book and Adorao’s
Negative Dialectics:  ~ + o N o _
"’I'hm,thoughabsuaulyandindimalyuﬁcuhwdibonedcﬁmmaxitmm'
attack on the ruling bureaucracy, even if that were exprested, not in poliical
terms, bui a philosophic critique of fetishized existenve. In his sharp first chapter's

witique on the pseudo-concrete—en impontant new - contribetion of Kare) -
. Koﬁk’&—hemiyil_@_g!udu’,o&:&..-l-n‘:.u__.n_._ .

- Al S iuhiizil Piaay , .- kmi&mﬁmj o

with the revolutiorary-critical praxis of mspiing™ (1976:5). ] .
 Unfortupately, the belated 1972 publication of Dilectics of the Concreie in English

meﬂdmasttomdm?aihmhegin,widzdh:ﬁouoihsikamongndﬁml.

int=llectuais, Cazof the trynsiztors of tie book attributad the Saidure of even the “radical

. imelligentiias” in the Wrst i izks up Kosik's thought to their view that “theoretical.

. incights come from Fresicfoet and Paris” (Scamidt 1977).

Kesik's work was part of a Sowering of Marxist-Humanist thonght in East Europe,
_ idﬁnﬂypimwdbyYugodavMux‘mwbnmonlyniM!heirkndwhm it broke
 with Btalia in 1949, tut have continued this philosphical grobisiz sod o

Oppotion to shis day with the jourcals Praxis sod Praxls Juternational (Markovie
- 1965, Golobovic 1988}, - v . SRR

- .
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Tnc first .hapeer ofD!akciaofmeCanambcpmwnh amnngmuqu cfthe
©_“pendocsicreie™ world of “fetishized praxis”, ho!dmg thoi: *To interpres ibe world
critically, the mterprewiou itzelf musi be m'ot:nded in revolutionary praxis” (Koe:‘,t_
1678 7) Ance!lcr cntwuc of the pwudocanaet*‘ its fm‘lu'e tosee tho.:gm os actmty'

“Cognition is net cmiemphuou. Comcmpmhun of the vorkd i based on the
 reeylts of human praxis. Mas knows reality caly insofar as 1:!: fom:s 2 human
mﬂz)*mdactspnmordnllyaupﬁmwng‘ {(197339).. SR

Van.s pasallels Lenin's fameus staternent in bis Phisciphical Notebooks op Hegel:
“Coguition not only reflects the world hut creaies it” (Lemn 198i: 12)

Kotik stmrp!y sttacks reductionist tl'unhng's inability to catch the Dew: “Reduciion-
iwmi s themethod of ‘acthing but’ , . . thenew is‘nothing but'~~the cld™ (1978:14). But
he:snotcomnedonly\mhpoammandmechwcalMunsts.Healsohr&somat
Goorg Lukac?’ oonocptofmnhtywhenhewnm. ' .

“The categoty of totality bas also been well received and brozdly rccngm:wd in
the tweatieth centory, bat it &+ in constant danger of beirg grasped oac-sidely, of
'turmns into its very opposiiz and caasing to be a dislectical concept. The main
modification of the concept of totality has been its reduciion 1o metkodological -
precent, a methodological rule for invesnigaring reality. This deyeveration hzs
resulted in twro ultimatz teivialities: that everything is conpected with everything
cise, and thet the whole is more than the sum of its parts™ (1978:17-18}. .
Kosik opposes a “ready-made or formzh.ad whole deu:rmmxng the parts bmusc the
gevesis and development of totality are componeats of its very determination™
(1978:29), Liece criticizing [ we!l Lukacs” French student Luciea Goldmann.

Kosik’s critique of totlity was dcvelnped forther in 1 1978 article on “The Lum

- Amesican Uniinished Revointions” by Kays Dunayavskaya in a drscusslon of world-
" wids revclauonsry impulses: :

“What is now are the new groups that are appearing from the left, who want to,
se2 with the eyes of today the past twe decades thet would not separate the Latin -
American struggles from those i Esst Europe, or the Black revolutioninthe U.S.
from the present struggles in South Africa, cr new class struggles in Wes: Eurcpe
from she so-calied “ultra-Lefts” in Chins, much less allow Women's Liberation
to be relegated (o “the day after” the revolution. The new is that the struggles

* musi be considered cs a totelity, and as a tosality from which would ERETZE new
begirnings™ (198.».166)

Duneyevskava had written the above article just afb:r having rewcw:d Kosik's book
(Dunsycvskaya 1978). Kosik ends his discussion of totalxty with a quote &om !hc _

P T vy LT e

Gramirise oo WAy a3 -inm ol ua.unnug vee 0l wvuopmcul. e

Koaik's discussion 01 “Economics and Philosophy™ first appears to challenye Marx's
coacert of labor based on Heidegperian categoriss, but then moves to call this view
nothing more than “an alieated escape from alienation™ (1978:42), Further on, he
arguz that in the twentioth century, “Scientism and all manwer of irmtionalism are
complemerntary products” (1978:59). Hin specific referense is Lo Stalinism, but it could
equally doscribe Reagmsoomhmauon of Star Wars with “creationism”.

antmmdfom—ptﬂdmpﬁmdmakdmlmnmdudammmmhemmpt '

: o!“upromofnuomny forining reality, i.c., the 1ealization of freedom”™ (1978:60). A
r_—g\_rmm_u_- dienneinm of eyt end Hirepeas 'u--.-?r.: with tha stutemane .‘-:IGC:EZB; tothe

Snliniesd C:nchcsolouku of 1953 or toduy' “Foctry isnota 'ulny ofalower order
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- and universality” { 1978:85). R SR

- The discnssion on “Philasophy snd Econnmics™ tutns directly to Marx's Capital

.. where Kosik disputes phenomenological Marxism's view that Capifal’s “economic
conient acks a proper philosophical rationale™ which “can apparcatly be furnished by

erfique of torali

phetiomenclogy” (1975:92). He alss rejects the view of caiablisked Marxism that “the

Horkheimer, for turning revolutionery dialectics toward traditional secial science: -
“A different way of sbolishing philosophy is to ransform it into a ‘dislectioal

- theory of sociaty’ or to dissolve it in socis} science. This form of sholisking

¢ philosophy cen be traced in two hisiorical phasss: the first time during the genssis

_ ef Marxism when Marx, compared with Hegel, is shown tobe a licaidator of

" philosophy and the founder of a islectical theory of society, and tie second time

- in the development of Marx's teachings which his disciples conoeive of as social -
© science of sociology™ (1878:304), -~ o - v

In a footnote hie specifies thet heis referring to Marcust’s Reason and Revolutlon where

the “transition from Hegel to Marx is poignantly fabeled ‘From Philosophy io Socisl
Theory” ™ (1978:128). Moreover, Kosik also critiques Sanire's Critique of Dialectical
"Peascn: “Although Sartre corractly states that the intellectya! horizon of Marxism
cannot be crossed in our epoch, ke ‘neglects’ to add, aiso of Marxism as an ‘ontology of

. man’ " (1978:130). Henve, Sarife's argument that Marxism needsd the “sdivive™ of

istentialism to take up individuatism and subjectivity in a humanistic mannGer wos

“basedona limit=d view of Marx.

Thus, Kosik sees not only Stalinism, but even the Frankfurt Schoo! as pmmctingihé'
sholitien of philosophy within Mzrxism, Thic has negative cinsaquences for the

individual.

“Abolishin philosophy in dialectical social theory wransforms the significance of
the seminal 19th ecntury discovery into its very opposite: praxis ceaces to be the

* sphere of humanizing man, the process of forming a socio-human reality as weil
.85 man's openness toward being and toward the truth of objects; it turns into &

. closedness: socizlness is a cave in which man & walledin . . . maniisa prisonerof
socialness™ (1978:106). C
‘This is 2 truly revolutionary statement, givea the political conditions in Czechosolo-

In Lis final statement on “Praxis and Totality", Kosik gives his own view of praxis:
“Praxis is both the objectification of the humas and the mastering of nature, and
the realization of human fresdom . . . Praxis is not the humau's being walled in

* .- the ido! of socialness and of social subjectivity, but her/his openness toward.

. reality aud being” (1978:139).

In this sease, Kasik's book is 8 voyege from the pseudcooncrete 1o the distectics of

g Dmlcwaofdne Concrete wusczzedupon bungrily by the Czechostovak intellectus]

world in 1963 —philoconhers, arfitte writers and Flm bz oblsh sacccsios oo

" one wcouin"""aw_epted Kosik's concepts as its own” (Kusia 1971:53). At the Kafkn

s

i

than coonomizs” (1S78:67). He ends this chipter with  veilad bus donetheless ringing
iariapism: * ... mazis not walled into the animality and barbarity of ©
 his moe, prejudices and circerastances . . . he has the ebility to transcend toward truth

... transition from the /844 Manuscripis to Capital is a transition from philosorhy L SR i
scemce” (1978:101). 0 T - : SR

.. Atthe saise time, however, he rejects the Frankfurt School, éspecially Marcuse and

o
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B chnfmnu of 1963 mmy olher mn.ﬁeaual cnua c.uergad and debﬂed w:h vy
"Auather historizn noted that “for the first time on thesvil of a socialist state and agamsl

th éemnion front of schelsrs from other sociglist countries, Kafke was interpreied is S8

. -a:bstwhodtgnciednotonlythrshoncommgsofﬂzeeapx.almmezymwhlchhehved. T
butalsssthe universal human condition in modern times” (Zeman 1982), Kosik'sspeech . -
on “Haszk and Kafin” deducedanexphmconceptofhummmmthuf‘whﬂcl{n&ni'
_depicted the world of buenan reifeaticon and showed that men must esperience andive:

throvgh 24 types of slienation to be huran, Hasek showed humans as capablé of -

 transcending reification and being utedx.abl: to objeds, to reified products or relstions.

One posited 2 negative, the other u positive scale of humanistm® (Kosik 1975). This
speech was followed in 1964 by an acticle on dialectics and ethics which conteined s -
sharp critique of “the commissar” and ended vmh the statement: “The mun'.lny of thc
dialectis is revoluuomry pnuus (Kosnk 1977}

Kmks oonm’buuon 1o Fromm's 1965 sympomn:n Sacz‘ah‘.ﬂ Hu.v:autrm d:scussa

" magy issues, including & sharp Hegelian-Marxis? critique of both Sartre and Husseil
" (1993). His last pre-1968 discussion was on the individual ang history at 8 sympaosivm .

held at Noire Bame Uriversity on “Marx aad the Western World™ in 1967 (Rosik’
1967), It develops further some themes from the last chapier of Dfaiectira of the

Concrets, pasily out of ashirp debate with A, James Gregor, 4 condescending W e.#em R

discussant, {t concludes with Kosik's argument “thal Marxism does nof entail either
negation of the individual in terms of a history consisting of suprapersonal forces or.m :

: mt:rprcaucn of theindividual 25 8 means.” Kosik’s rejoinder was so abstract that it [eft
thei mpmswn that his Marxist-FEumsnism was not as sharp a braak with Western

liberalisra a3 it was with Stalivism. Dunaycvskaya asgues in her analysis of the Ecst
European Manxist-Humanists, that many of them ultimasaly did not see the historic

‘reason manifested in mass revolts in their countrics, prefemug instead, she arguss, “to

interpret thess upsurges as if praxis meant the worker: practicing what the lheorcucuns

hand down”™ (Dnnayevsxaya 1973..65)

Kosik's most openly poiitul p"nﬁd was bnef in the c:ucaal yea: of 1968 bm in iaci

**" s political critique of the system in Czechoslavakia had begun in 1958 with Lis article

on the class structure of society which argued that “nationalizing the key industriss of
Cmghoslovn_kia" did not by itself create “socialism” {cited in Zemaa 1982).

Daring this activist period in 1968, Kosik did not separate philosopby from political

_ praxis. He held (hen that it is impossible to create humanistic soctalism without |

clarifying certain basic philosophical qaestions (Kosik 1970). Heaiso rised philosophi-
cal quistions about the relationship of intellectuals and workers:

“ . wespeak metaphorically about the relationship of workers and intellectusls
as the union of hands and brains, or as the union of practice and theory, without -
tealizing how false and mislea jing such corcepts may be. Tho hands-brain
analogy nm,.hw that workers hvve no brains pad inteilectuals have no hands, and
thet the union is thus ba.sed on mutuai insuf€ciency™ (Kosik 1970:3%)

Atthe undugmnnd independent Commumst Party Congrees held during the Russian

intervention inside a factory guarded by the working class, Kosik was elected for the first

time t5 the Central Committee. Throughout this period he held firm, Prevented from
publishing since 1968 and even having iwo book manuscripts stoien by police in 1975,
-which were returned only aiter direct interveation by Sartrs, Kosik is an “ungerson™in -

“nonnahzed” ie, St:lmmt, Crechoslovakia. His thought stands to this day as s high
- point of East European Marsist-Rudraadsm; Which doi ouly sumis by ilie 1508 move-
N n:ent meoretmily, bt mcha beyond its dd'w fo zhe thure.
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_ Russian-born Rays Dunayevskaya caiiiges irom an exrlier generation of the 192(s
-+ to whom the Russian revolution wes the focal point, A Communist in the 1920 and -
later 8 Troiskyist, ehe sezved 53 Leon Trotsky’s secreiary it Mexico in 1937-38, and
emerged after her break with Trotsky a3 an original theorist with her writings onstats .
capitalism in Russia in the 1549°s (Dunayevskaya 1935). Her work on Mamist- .
Humsniex bas been almest eotirely ontside scadernia. It begun in 8 foll sense i the -
1950 when ker Marxtsii and Freedom {1938) for the first tirme considersd homznism
asa ceniral category from which to grasp the witole of Marx. While thatbockcomeined -
- : theBrot ond i this day the Gleareli Expiish ransiation of two of Marx’s key 1844 essayy; -
as vl as Lenin's Phifasophical Notebooks, its discussion .of Marxist-Homenjsra -
incloded wot only the 1844 writings, but also a substantiai chapter on “The Humarism
and Dialectic of Capitel Volume L” Marcuse’s preface to the book rightly stressed its
atempt “1c recapdare the integral unity of ian theory at its very foundation: inthe |
kumaeistic philosophy" (Dunayevskays 1958:8), but took issue with her concept of
iabar, preSiguring his later work cn the one-dimensional soclety (Marcuse 1963), -

Or¢ of Dunayevskaya's mont arjsinal eoncepts i that of Hegets abactuics as new -
‘beginnings, To de sure, the sea Hegel's centra! contribution to be bis disfectic of B
frecdom or of negativity, But whese other Marxists such as Manase or Lokars held that =
Heged gives up freedom snd negtivity at the stage of his absofutay, thus grounding their
' Elegelian Marxism on earlier stages of his dialectic, Dunayevskaya plenges directly into
Hege!'s atsolutes, as the source of ber own revolutionary dialectizs. This is the pailcso-
phical ground of her Marxist-Humanism: In ber Faper presented to the Hegel Society of
America, shebeging by quoting Hegel's Science of Logic on the alzoluse idea eantaining
- “the highest opposition in itsalf {Dunsyevikays 1980). o .
. Asearly 5 1958, she had elaborated aspecis of this view in relationship to political
ferment in Eastern Europe, when she wrote: — . R
* “Until the development of ths tetalitarian state the phifosophic foundation of
Manxism was not fully understood . . . we live is ag zge of absclutzs—on the
threshoid of absolute freedom out of the struggle ageinst absolute tyranny”
{Dunayevskays, 1958:21-24). o oo

The full development of ker concept of Hegeds absolutes as new beginnings come her
writings of the 1970, After discussing this concept i two of Hzgel's works, Phenome.
nology of Spiritand Seience of Logic, ke Philosophy and Revolution {1973) then turns
to the couclusion of Fegel's Emyelopadia, the Plllozophy of Spirt: Here is what shie
wiiles on tiic section on akzolute spirit, parsgraph 577: “Finally we are gt “the uitimate™
the final syllogism. “Suddenly” the sequence is broken : . . not culy does Logic not
becore the mediating ageat; Logic is repiaced by the self-thinking Idea . | . the seli~
movemen: is ceaseleus” {Dunsyrvskaya 1973:41). The vision she presents of Hegel is of
an open disiectic reacking for the future mther thun his sheoiutes as a closed ontology.

Sbe counects this direcily to the East Enropean revolts of the eariy. 1950°'s: “The
revolt that erupted in East Germany in 1953 and came {0 & climax in the
Husgarian Revolution was artizulated also in new points of departure in theo-
éy,..ltmasiflhe“ﬂbsoiuteUnime”imcndofbdngabeyond,an
- abstraction, was concrete and cverywhere™ (Dunayevskaya 1973:45),
mmmmmmnumham-aummmaamusmm
individoal as the social entity: : S ’

7T Bsgels Absoluies thers s embedded, thorgh in abevazt form, e fully -
- Sovdoped “soulad individul’; 10 we Marxs phruse, and wasi Hegel called -
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- individuality “purified of a1l that interfered With its uriverealism, L6, freedom.

. #tselL” Freedom, to Hegel, was niot ouly his point of departure; it was lso his -
* point of return, This was the bridgs not only to Marx aad Lenin but io the "

- freedom struggles of our day" (Dunayevskaya 1973:43), - .

Drindyévskaya is well swate, as she puts it thiat even Marz “did oot think” thet fiwas

“possible for ‘ancler sge to make a new beginning upen Hegel's Absoluies”

(Duzaycvskaya 1973:45), Bat Marx did not, she asgues, live in an sge of iotalitarienist

- proviemaGe kday, nowever, whicit necessitates a new look st Hegel: © T
“Wht Hegel had shown were the dangers inherent in the Freach revolution,. .
which did nit end in the millenium. The dislectic disclosed that the counter-"
sevolution is wirhin the revolution. It is the greatest challeage that man has ever

. had o face” (Dunayevskaya 19’!3a_:287}. o -

Al of this bas created shasp debates with other Hegel scholars

T anles Fruwmen

Lovis Dupre (1074) and Gsorg ‘Armwsirong Keily' (i978) have argued that™

Dunayevskaya is very nsmly “subveting” Hegel by substiwuting for Hegel's dislectic
“35 unchained dialectic” {Kelly 1978). Kelly's comments and her rejoinder are excerp-
ted in Duaaysvsksya's 1982 introduction to the second English edition of Fhilcsophy
and Revolutfor.. That book includes, in addition to the new view of Hegel's xbsolutes,

probing discussions of Marx, Lenin, Trotsky, Moo ard Sartre as well as the revoltsofthe .

1950s and 19€0s in Africa, Eastern Europe and the US.
By the 1980°s her Rosa Luxembury, Women's Liberation and Mqrx’: Pailasophy of

Revolution{1922) kad appeered, soon followed by ar: imporiznt discussion on Marncist-

Humanism and women's liberation in Praxis International (Dunayevskaya 1984) und
by the book of colleciad essaye, Women's Liberaticn and tie Dlalectics of Revolution
(1985). By 1985 the whole of her work was bsing recognized in a new way sl the

Wayne State University Labor Archives, which opened s large exbibition on hér life's

work.

itisimport2nt to note that her probing into Marxist-Humanism began initially in the
1940's when she stadizd and wrote on Marx's concept of alienation from his 1844
Ezsaysss part of her studies on state capitalism. This part on alienatsd iabor, “Lator 2nd
Society”, was vnfortunstely refused by the editors of the Trotskyist New Internailcnal
‘when they did publich her economic sualysis of state capitalism in those years. Herowa
collected papers at Wayne State show this process (Duaayevskayz 1986), Thes preoc-
cupation with Marxist-Humanism continued through ber first foll elaboration of the
concept in Marxdsm and Freedom (1958), written soon after her 1955 break with
Caribbean Marxist CL.R. James, with whows she had worked since 1941 right up

theranni hae oot shmacd oiraotea B

threngh hay mast ricent work ioday. Her writings on Marxisi-Humanism thus preceded

thase of Kosik and Fanon by several yesrs. Hee Philasophy and Revolution direcily
focused on their work as part of a critical discussion of African and Eas; Eurcpean
Sevelopments (Dunayevskaya 1973). .

in Rosa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and Marx's Phiiosophy of Revolution
(1982), Dugayevskaya presents a major nesw overvicw of Man's humanism in relstion-

* #kip both to weimnen's Eberation and the revolutionery Marxism. of Rosa Luxemburg,
This book's substantis] section on Marx begins with chapter nine entitied “Merx
Discoversa New Continent of Thought and Revoluticn.” There, she criticizes the firmits
of Lenia's Hegalianiem fu that he “kep? his direct encounter with Hegelian dislestics—

Tre Al

his Absrect of Hegel's Science of Logic—io hitnsalf™ as part of the “economic mire™

into which alt “post-Marx Marxist,” of the period “bed sunk™ She also critiques
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Luxemburg’s apparent dismissal of the 1844 Essays after she saw parts of them, and . .
discusses the mechanistic character of Engels® Grigin of the Femily. The conceptions of -
-these “post-Marx Marxists”—Lenin, Luxemburg, acd’Eogels——are contrasted o
~ Mrrx's own development, beginning with his 1841 doctors] thesis, and continuing - -
lhm_ughtoh:’sl&#fnhys: o BN G
“What we may call “theself-determination of the Idea,” Historical Materialism, 3 o .
. which was born owt of his concapt of Alierated Labor, was the culminationafthe. ... ... . .
 Critique Marx began in 1841 when he was telling his Young Hegelian friends that, _

it wes not enough to criticize Hegel for “accomodating” to the Prussian state, that

. what was needed was to discover the principle in Hegelian philosophy thatlecd tn ©
that accomodation. Only in that way could one transcend the inedequeacy in so
genuinely historic 8 way as to create a new ground fora philosaphy of freedom.

_ Freedom was the bones and sinew; the heart and soul, the direction for toially

new beginnings” (Dunayevskaya 1982:125-26). '

. Thig 1341 prohing by Mers evan before ke broke with By eois Soutely is conncdded fo -
his dialogues in 1844 with Farisian workers, and to his pathway towaed the Communist

- Dunayevskaya's discussion of the Grundrisse stresses the distectical nature of Marx's

. conceptof the Asiatic mode of production, as opposed to Wittfogal's “twisted” view of -
* “griental despotism™ - T o
1t was precisely because he (Marx) was relating all development 1o epochs of

~ revolution that ke could see how primitive man conserved some elements of
primitive communism “in the midst of oriental despotism.” Far from making a
fetish of it, as the moders Wittfogels world have it, Marx was tracing the actuz] -

“historical development, the forward movement from humanity’s crigin as s

“herd animal” to its individuatization in the process of history” (Dunayevskaya
1982:138-39). oo , -
But she also sess limits in the Grundrisse, as apainst the fuller development of the
humanist dialectic in Capicl - ‘ ’ - .

In Copltal, she argues, “the Subjeci—not subject metter, but subject—wae neither’
economics ner philosophy, but the. human being, the masses” (Dunayevskaya
1382:143). New discussion of the fetishism of commodities connects that congept io

“Marx's view.of primitive and moders society, to his doctoral thesis, and to the, -
“economics” of Vol, [l of Capital as well. She points out thet in the French edition of
- Vol.Tof Capital (xo this day unavailable in English), Marx introduced “the question of
the ramifications of the extension of capitalism iato the werld market once the
mechanization reaches 3 certzin point 2nd capitalism ‘successively annexed extensive:
. aressof the New World, Als and Auctralis® * (Duzayevahinya 1982148, - :
Chagter eleven, “The Philosopher of Permanent Revelvtion Creates New Ground for
 Orgonization™ points to the sarprising failure of post-Marx Marxists to take serowsly
Masx's concept of revoluiionsry organization in the famous Critigue of the Gotha
- Program. She writes that “no revolutionary studied these notes not just asa critique ofa
particular tendeucy, but asan sctual perspective for the whole movement” (Burayevs-
kaya 1982:157). She argues that Marx's concept of “revolution in permsnence” was
~ alsaignored even as Marxists have dsbated Trotsky’s concept of permanent revolution.
She hoids that, unlike Trotsky's concept, Marx's concept 3t only included the peasan--
try, but more importantly, was noi “in any way sspareted from the total conception of
. Philosophy and revolution™ (Dunsyevskaya 1982:150), Thess pospectives il rovotue
tionary orsanization are terraed especially reievant for the 198(Fs, when social revoly-
- tions as well as revolutioncry thinkers are searching for a wey outof thestrangichold of
<1 the vaaguard party to lead, while holding onto Marx's overall diafectics of revolution.




. Her ground-breaking chapter twelve is entitled “The Last Writings of Marx Pointa.
Trail to the 1980's™. Her Marxist-Humanist discussion of Marx's last writings theze:
centery mainly arcund bis 1880-81 Ethnological Votebooks where Marx critically

~assessed amd summarized anthropological works on Indis, on Native Aniericans, sud on
- Avstrlinn Aborigines, At this poiat, sheintegrates the dimension of women's bemtion: - -

“. « v whetier Marx focuscd on the equality of women durisg primitive commi-

nism or on Morgen's theory of the gens, his point of coticéutration alvays - _

remains that revolutionary praxis through which humanity self-daveloped from |
" primiive cOmaunisn 1o the period in which he lived . . Marx was natharrys

iug to make casy generaiizations, such as Engels’ chamcterization of the future -

being just a “higher siage™ of primitive comrounisr. No, Marx envisioned a

totally nesw men, a totally new woman, a totally new life form: (and by nio means

only 'for marriage}—in a word, &_totally -new society” (Dunayevskaya

1982:186), - TR ' E o

are conarasted to Mand's Ethnological Notehooks, “Marx drew no such untridgesble’
gulf between primitive and civilized as Engels hud” she writes (Dunayevskaye
1982:185), because his preoccupation was pot the origin of humanity, bui the
revolutions-to-be in those lands being penetrated by imperiatism 2nd “development™,
EvenMarx's famous analysis of the Russian communal village whichsawitsstructureas -
& possible starting point for & socialist sociely, in a drait of a letter to Vera Zasulich in
1881, was connected direatly to the Elthnological Notebooks. This peint was totally
missed by Engely, Mnrx did no: mske a survctural analysis of that village commune for,
a8 she argues, Marx's “praoccupation is not. ‘the commune’ but the ‘needed Russian
© Revolation' " (Dunayevskaya 1982: 186). R e
She ends that penultimate chapter with 3 eritique of revolutionary sctivism that,
“speadsitelfin mere anti-impecialism and anti<capitalism without ever revealing what
it is for” (Dunayevskaya 1982 194) ard returns to her own concept of Hegel's
-“Absolute Idea as New Beginnirg”, Marx's revoiutionary humanism is the central focus,

" In hevcritique of Eugels, the deterministic stages of history in his Originof the Famlly

however:

“Whatianeeded is 8 new unifying principls, on Marx's ground of humasism, that

 truly eliers both buman ticught and humsn experience. Marx’s Ethriological
Noiebooks ate an historic happening that proves, one tiindred vears afterhewrote

-~ them, that Marx's legacy is not mere heirloom, bui a live body of ideas and
peispectives that s in need on concretization, Every moment of Marx's develop-
razat as weil as the totality of his works, spelis out the need for “revoiution in
permanence”, This is the absolute challenge to our age” (Dunayevskaya -
19821958, - - . .. -

is hiar over {uity year of writing on Marxis-Homanism; Dunayevsisya has woven
the writings nat only of Marx and Hegel, but also of other revnlutionary humanists of
today rich as Kosik aud Fanon, into a toiality which is no mere summatiun, bus a new
beyinning for future revolutionary praxis, aad that is inseparable from philocopky.
What contemporary Marxist-Humenise stresses is that Marx's Hurzanism was a tolal
view that nct only did not divide theory from practice, Sui also pointed to many tasks fur
the seriows philosopher or social theorist,. ¢ '

19€% For Marx. Travs. by Ben Brewster, New York: Vintage.
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NEW BEGINNING FROM YTSELF
© o LonTeme
Hegel's Phenomenolugy cf Mind is, in the history of philosophy, kis very original
pathway to the science of ih: 1dea (Logic), Assuch, itisthe Idet’sioundation worloone .
" witich perisies of refinquishay itself to the Ides, Le., to its salf-determination, That the
speculative form of the Ides, the science of logic, will itself relinquish or “reloass” itself
into the real philosophy of the Idea in the spheyes of nature end mind pointy to thetnuth -
of the Phenomenology, vix., that the science of the Absolute and reality is ona of
Appeerapce. S
This is so because Hegel's foundation is the ceaseless movemeut of ahsolute negativity,
Thus, it is not only that Hege! grounded logic on contradiction, but that he has made
philczophy phenomenolopical, as weil, The quadripartite system of Hege!'s philceophy
- appears aw: (1) phenomendlogy, (2) speculative philosophy (logic), (3) real philesophy
{Nature and Mind), and (4) absclute Mind (Art, Refigion and Philosopky). In this
syttem, Hegel moves (rom phesomenology through'speculative phifosopty, to real
philosophy, Enally to the subjection of the system itself 1o itx own accumulated
negativity, in crder to arrive at the naw sndpoint of absolute Mind. In my view, the
“seriousness, labor, patience and suffering of the negative” in the Phenomenclogy bas
turned into the Idea’s “full ‘fruition,” work, generation am enjoyment of jteelf o5
absofvte Mind. What, then, bas been realized in Hegel's system of speculative and real -
philosophy is the truth of ihe Phenomenslogy. : o
Thought achieves its final vesult in Hegel's Phenomenology of Mind, becomes srtual,
‘expetiences its Golgothe at the mumen of “full fruition” end perishes. For Hegel, thai -
.perishing is a seli-transcendence in which an advanoe is predicated ona returntoand &
retura ovt of thought's original poiat of departure in sensuous reality; the living context
- in which thought first discovers and tests the certainty of itself. However, betause
seusuousness hias only what is particular asits object, and thought hias the universai for its
object, it is s absolute knowledge that thought has gainedtrue certainty and actuality of _
itsell Only then is cognition preparsd 1o test ftself by logicaily working through the .
universal forms of its determinations, from the most abstract to the most coactele
totality ia the Idea.” . . '

Hegel's Prenomenology can be said to be the process by which thbisght gains full

. DIALECH(:‘?:OF THE CONCRETE: ABSOLUTE NEGATIVITY AS . .

certainty of itself as a universal determination, while the Logic constitutes the process by
which it comprehends its actuality. It is 8 process of comprehension whezein cognitionis
uo longer satisiied wirh the mere recoifection of its forms as they have made sheir .

.
B St v o . PO e

- eppeanancss in bistony, Luil is cather determined 10 discover the method of its own
recreationt. In comprehending itself as the“selfthinking [dea™ coynition becoines actual
in opposition to the reality of the objectivs world, Hegel'sideatism is based on the noton
thet all chings come into being and thus fiod their meanisg from what is sctval,

* Naturally, for him, that mezns the Ider; thus, the transition of Isture from the actuality
that the Idea becomes in the Logie, The “seli-hinking fdea” is thea the astive (actua!)
tide of veality; the Idea reaching ou: of itselfinto the objective world (a3 its other) and
retning all the mors powerfully intc & more concsete vnity with itself, So, whether or
not ore agrees with Marx that Hegel has “de-bumanized the Ides,” he certainly
comprehended its course and development oa the basis of buman reakity. o
* 'Inthe Logls however, cognition is but the Jormal cause of bjective reality, It is oniy

,__mpﬁqmmm;hgmahwmmmaamﬁty;ﬁmhh’aleetwesonAﬁstmle’:
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philosophy of mind, which served # 8 poiat of dzpaiture for his catrgory of stestuss * o
ivtind, Hegei gives this succint formulation fos “self-thinking Idea: :
-+ *Though, e2 being the namoved which causes motios, bas an object, which,

towever, becomes transformed into sctivity, because its content is jtself ome-

ihing thought, L., & praduct of thought, and thus eltogether identical Witk the
sctivity of thinking ™ (Hegel 1974, v.k14s) . R

" -This foilcws Hegel's interpretation of tke Greek passage from Aristotle which ultimatejy ..
closes the Encyelopedia of Philosophical Sciences, R T
- Nevertheless, it would be a tois! misicizrprotation of Hege! to think thit he only
- reczpitolates Aristotis’s Absclute Cause as Afs absoluse Mind. In the Logic Hegel very
explicitly sets forih Lis critigue of causality when o states that “canse is the highest stage
in which the concrete Notion, ¢4 beginning in ihesphere of necassity hesan immediate
" existence; but it is not vet s sabject that maintains self as such evew in s zctus!
realimation” (1976:830). . . L
Hegel consnmmastes a deeper, more concreis relationship of thought to reslity than
Aristotlz, zot only because philosophy has undergone 2560 years of development, but *
also because Hegel hns mads, what Marx called, “history and its process” the chemical
reageat of cogeition's self-develcpment. While Aristotle, in the end, returns to the
abstract universal of Plato's eternal forms, from which he had sought 10 extricate
vhilosophy, Hegel takes his leave of Aristotle and brings thought down from its
metsphysical beights in Greck shilosophy to ground it in the immanent movement of
history. The dialectic, as Hegel conceived it, was not aa appropriztion cf metaphysics,
but & eritica! trensformation of metaphysics, His self-effacing homage to Arisiotle in
closivg his Philfosophy of Mind with 2 passage from Aristotle's Meaphysics testifies 1o
Hegel's profound debt to the Greek phifosopher,” - : C -

- Moreover, Hogel had notso “de-humanized” the Ides that his conicept, “self-thinkiug
Ides,” ignored the obvious, namely, that jt is human beings who think. Consider the .
following: . . ‘ o '

- “... inNature the Notion does not exist explicitly as thought in this frecdom, but
has fleshand blood sud is oppressed by externalities; yetthisfleshand bloog hasa
~soul, and tis i the Notion . . . ! is oniy ix thought thst there s a irve harmony

- betweea objective and subjective; that coustitutes me” (1974,5.11050).

" To grasp fully Hegel's “s2if-thinking Idea” as the great divide iz the history of
philosophy, decause he grousds it in human reality, it is necesary to see how he
appropriates the self-thinking Idea from Aristotle’s philosophy of mind, For our
purposcs, Hegel's “translation” of the following pascens from Aristofle is decisive: - -

“Before real activity nothing truly exists; or *Understanding itself can enter :
- thought, like the objects of thought in genersl, For in that which is without
matter’ (in mind), ‘the thinker (the subjective) “and the thought’ (the objective) -
‘are the same; theeretical knowledge snd that which comes 1o be known are the
same. In thet which is material, thiaking is only polectiality withcik matter, but
the ohject of thiought exists in it, whilz Nature contains the Ides only impliciily.”
CAWRNIRIOD. o e
" Fisst of all, Hegel makes us hold fast to the “sclf-thinking Ides,” i.c., thoughtas chject
... and as thinking subject—beginning as 2 movement Jrom Neture (practice), That is
- ‘besause be preceeded his “translation” of this passage with & brillisnt critique of thcse
- who push to'the extreme Asistollc’s antiogy about mind being a tlank op which
cheracters sue traced by externat forces. This critique lesds Hegel to his own positive .
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“exposition, which begins with the formulation that “Befors real activity nothing trely
_exists,” and ends with his own new vantage noint thet “Maters contains the Miea oaly -+ -
" implicitly.” The exposition is then divided into two moments, which toughly corres-

pond to the syllogism of Nature (Logic-Nature-Mind), .. ... L i-o

The first momeant signifies the Logic 2s the dialectic determination of the shstract
univsisat Being of Nature, in which the absolute Idea is the method of subjecting those
- determinations ss objects of thought to zbsolute negativity, On the basis of the culminga.
- Hion ofabsiradi Naiure inthe Logic, the disiectic makes ity trznsition to concrete (finite) -
Nature, Thus, the ground for comprehending finite concrets Nasture necessitates work-
ing out the categories of Nature's ahstrace universai Being as determinations of thought.

L my view, Hegel's “empiricism" is rootad in his dialecticai idea of Nature, Mind, as
“self-thinking Idea” in “flesh and blood,” and as implicitly in Nasure, becomes explicit
through the process of thinking itself, i.c., through sundering itself and making itself its -
own object. Thus, Nature is Mind's external other ard has itself as its iniernal other.
Without the former (Nature) thought is ouly potentiality, though stifi the “object of
thought exists in it.” Theught, however, has no understaniding to tura to, and has not

_ become comprehensian, the “ection cf coguition,” when it subsists in Nature as A
poteutiality, It is only when thought takes its object from Nature (practice), ar from
itself; does there begin the “seif-thinking Ideq,” and that as the “self-bringing forth of
liberty™ out of natural necessity, As Hegel notss, “the activity of apprehension brings

- that 1o nase which annsars a5 sonzctbing iaf is being apprenended” {1974,v.11:197).
The very sctivity of thought brirgs its own determination into being out of its own ’
nalure, Lo . : P o S

1 consider this, then, tobe Hegel's specuiative naturalism: mind emerges ot of Nature
{materia! reslity) in the self-alicnated form of the “seif-thinking Idea.” The self-elevation
of cognition appears &t {irst as a fantastic sberration of self-oppesed mind. Bug, Marx’s
approgriation of Hegel's category of alienation a¢ the principle of his “historical
materialism” indicates the objective character of that fantastic form of appearance in
whicb philosophic cognition arises in the modera world, - ' C '
This, however, is cnly the Idca®s first appearance, for its self-determinaiion achieves a
re-unification of subjective and objective, one in which itexpericaces the freedom of its
own realm, snd that a3 its very actuality. The second moment, thes, i3 further deter-
mifed by the return of mind ont of its sctuality—but having fully absorbed the freedom
it experienced there—into Nature; which has now fully developed itself into a social
nature that has yet to become & fully Anman realiy. - : .

2 - :

Because all of Hegel's beginniags in philosophy are 50 pregaaut with their resalts and
intimations of future development, absolute method is indispensable for their compre-
hension. Hegelian dinlectics bas so fully absorbed the Aristotelias, Cartesian, Kaptiin
tod empirical methods, as those rare moments in the history of phi'osophy when

coguition grasps totality as a pew way of keowing, that we truly become witness to 5
Promethean zct of recreation in Hegel's Laogie, rigin fron_: the begioning,

Therecipresal transition of Being into Nothing discloeing the dialectic of Becunaing,
at the beginning of the Logie, is the self-winding circle of the concrete-Universal in its
most abstract miement of ¥pprarsace and comprehension. Hegel's beginning of the
. LoginieEbe Yeaiws “turnins in the widening gyre” in which “the ceuter canpot bold™ .
.- For Jowing from it is the movement of the Logic and its presapperition in the
. From (ke same soures, thediaieﬂicmmby:.khdotfommdﬁg .
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of nself intoits bepnmngns it advancr.'s to the ahsoluze ldea. wlnch is ns tmc. concretc:- ;

beginning, From thesame sorec, as ending, thadislectic of consciousness progiessesby - &
aummng concrets certainty of iteelf, fumns to the reslm of its n-l;olute existsnce, as puze
thousht, in the Logic. The Phenomemloy the lamfc': "cteahve nrcsupposmg" of .

. back-grounding itseifinto the sensuons and spiritual world, Absniute e Knowledge, upon

. ‘:t-.'df 53 living cegmnon.

The Pi'enomenology and ihe Logic are the twin dxalcct.cs sei in mot.on by the
cataciyem inthought which Hege! begms the Lagfc m.h, ie.tbe collisiou of:hc ahsolute
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(Being and Nothing) gives birth to 3 universe of thought in “the absolute movement of
becuring” (Heged 1974, v.1:228). With Hegel's discernment of titis ceaseless move-

“mert of the dialectic, he s gone furthez than Democritus sad Avistotle, as well as all

the ancient materiztist philosophies, for hehas created a whole philocophic universe out
of the collision of the thnu,;ln-dmrmmaham of tireir philcsoph.es of Nature, '

~ Justas Beu:g azd Nc!hmg feciprocally interpenstrate one anmhcr. £ mnmfmauam

of Avistotie’s energela, so the beginnings and endings of the Phenomenology and the
. Logic ‘mutially retiirn out of each other, However, it is the Logic which mediates the
FPhenomenology and Phﬂasophy of Mind. Logic divides itselfl in two—objective and
~ subjective fogic. Objective logic is the ground of essential being for phenomenologieal

thought or \mdmtsndmg. and subjective logic is the notional ground for philosophic
rogaition. It is the objective vrorld of rather the thought-determinations of the objective

_ world which clevates understanding to the siancpoint of the Notion. It is tha subjective

mind or the thought-deterr=3rations of the spiritual realm which further clcvata .
wgmt.nu to objective, and finally to absclute mind.

I 2 cortoin semss, l... Fhansmenclogy s copition's mewphysical spirfing nway cf

Nature in order to gain absolute certainty of itself in its own realm; however, not by

ending the diajectic development with absolute Knowledge, but rathes throngh positing
the po-!m of dep.r:urr. wherein its 1zbor naust first begin, The full force and momentum
of cognition is gatherad for yet a desper “thought-diving™ into the Absolute.

© The Pkenameaaloy and the two Iogm (objccuve acd subjective) of the Science of .
Logie are re-cast in encyclopadic form, this time transposed. Mind presuppeses Logic
tkrough the mediation of Neture, Hegel formulates the process by which thess three
separate categeries come together in the universal form of the Encyclope:bh:

. . . theunity ofthe Notion which isabeolute existence, raakes its appearance as '

necessity, and it presents itself first s the unity of seif-conscicusness and con-
sciousaess, a3 pure thought. The unity of ctistenes as existence is objective unity,
thought, as that which is thought. But unity v anion, the implicitly universal
'negamr.. uaity, time as abso!utely fulfiled time, and in its fuiiliment as being

unity, is-pure sslfconsciousnass, Hente, we 232 &t come to pass, that pure

sdf-consmom makes itself reality, but, at the same time, it first of alf doesso
with subjective significance. as a seil-conscioesness that has takea up its pasition
usach,and that zpamtes ltself&omobjecuvcexmmce,andhem nﬁrstofall
subject to 8 difference whnch it does not overcoms™ (Hegel 1974, v.I1:228).

'I"ms self-comscious sublectmty, having abeorbed the logical pnnuplc ihtough thc'
medintion of Nature, bas ono? again to set forth oa its jonrasy Lo overcome and absorb

- objectivity, i, the course of subjective miad's phanomenolegical development through
_ the sociat and political reaim ¢ objective mind to reach absolute wind. That Hegel

closzr the 1827 edition of the Phflozophy of Mind with the primacy of the logical

rofoin?ta amd thn ot

- PRRLgaG ARG woh un.uﬁui-iﬁﬂ of futare © lﬁpﬁi‘lﬂcs O inindd llﬂ'ﬁiﬂg to the bll'j‘ecﬁ‘li' .

world for new sontent, gave Hegel's closure the appearance of an oyen-endez.’nm
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which diajectics reaches only hatiway into reality and there settles for 2 ceasclessness
that is-“Not so much a reality ag a never ending srocess of actualization” (Geraats
1984:37). Hegel's 1830 reworking of the closure as.a syilogistic moversent gives the .. .
ceaselessness of the diclactin. of aigativily & concicte existence by .estebiishing the
self-thinking foumdation of the Ides, s the rew beginning from itself. Thus, the absolute
.-egativity of Hegel's doctrine of Bains (Betoming) has beon transformed inio a docirine -
of absolute beginning. - - . S e
Hegel states that without the splining brought about by Nature, Mid is an uadifferen-
. tiated unity of subjective/objective, Moreover, understanding and phenomenclogical 7
- mind kocome oblacts of cognition fust asits thoughi-detediuinations found i the Logic, ™
The statement, “thooretical knowledge and that which cornes 1o be known are the .
same,”™ refers 10 Mind containing both understanding as theoreticai or absolute knowl- - _
edge and the objeciive development of its detarminations of thought 5 logic (Hege) .
1974, vI197), ' R e

Aliznated from Nature and objective reality these two medes of cogaition coustitute
the “seif-thinking Idea” only implicitly. The second moment is that of Nature itself, &
taaterial or practicel reality which is g self-contained as the alicnated world of pure -
incught, A3 such, it impiies its opposite, its other, 5 an irdwelling potentiality, so that
thinking and its thought-forime exise wirkin it, but not yet és the moment of philosophic
compreiiension, The (urning point is not reachied gnsl thinking, 25 a poienifality, reflects
on itself, takes itself seriously as its own object and namre, iz, has the cemainiy of itself
Ly possessing itself 8 a Hving idea. Tt is thess that the dislectic of thought comes into
being, bacomes actual, and begins its isboriouvs task of iaizing mind out 6fits immersion
in Nature and into itsown realm of “self-knowing reasen.” Trunsition is the determina-
tion of Nature, e2d &, therefore, a transition from one immersion into another.

- The Ides, ther; istiot only implicit in Nature, but thelogice] Tdea as method isimplicit
in Mind, 5o losg s the actuality if thought s arvested, i.., so long &s reason has not
gained cestainty of itself by demosireting its own vafoldment. In other words, so long
85 Mind is ataorbed in Nuture (is desermined by practice alone}, Logic is sunk io mind,
asits potential 2nd unelicited power. Methiod remais the indwelling power of the Idea's
parh 1o itself. Hegel's point, and it is why Marx refers to the Ehenomencicgy as his
greatest cortribation, is that this Prometbean self-lifting of the 1dea out of its natural
condition demands s break-through, as prelude, which both ifuminates i a flash the
outline of a new universal stage of cognition for 8 new gpoch, and is the concrie
mevifestation of i, ' : R _

The Fhenomenology is Regel's original emancipaiory “vnchaining of the dialectic™
(Dunaysvskaya 1982 X II-XXIV). It is very much more than an *introduction” o the
system. s necessary relationship 1o the structure and movement of Hegelian philo-
sophy,ie., necessaryasan unchaining, becoines Hegel's first distinguishing of his Ides of
Philosophy from alf past and contetuporary phitosophy, Just as Hegel differeniiated his
dialectic of negativity from Plato’s and Kant's dinlectizs in tie absolute Ides of the
Science of Logic, so he differentiated the finai result of his Philosophy of Mird from that
of Atisiotle and Descarte. That is, degel distinguishes the coacrete-Universal of his
absolute Mird from the Concrate Universal of Aristotle’s scientific (empirical) mind and
from the rationziity of Descartes. The Iatier distinction represents the closure of
philosophy, 83 systems of logical aud phenomenological sciences, whil the former
distinction signals Hegel's new “unchaining of the dialectic” as the finel act of kit

* philosophic Iabors,: . ' - Co

The “close” cf philosophy is, for Hegel, equally & syllogism, i.c., a syllogistic
. resolution of the contradiction between two. totslities, thought and reality. Indaed,
_lﬁaﬁaﬁsyﬁagismfnavqlhenme&manmfschim“ B IR

L5 ey

11408




Thatiiegdmdh:sdealh whﬂcmlhe m:ddleofhts temh colirse oflu:tu.rmonthe
Phﬂusopby in 1831 isafact oot without mgmﬁcanc.. for comprehending the final result
of his philosophy. Hegel considers the sciencs of wgmnon to begin with the history of
" philosophy. That he dispenses with his famous’ precautmn at the beginning of the
Phawmeno.agy and the Logic concerning introductions to science, rad thus pronds us

wiih an open view of the whole cotrse of philosoply as he came to concsive itinhis ™~ *

lectures on the History of Philoaophy, suggests that we need o reconsider the signifi-
cance of Hegel's historieal exposition of the science of philesophy: That becomes
pamw.uriy decisive l'ur quesuom cancermng Hege!‘s fina! vesult in absoluic Mmd.

Why did Hegel .b-work the end of his pniloscpny ‘yllogsuﬁuy the - year - before b s" e

. death, 2fter he had already discarded the syllopstic cnd.ng to the first (1317 edition in
tb:mnd(lafl’)edmou ofthe Encyclopedia? In 1827, itis thie logical principlethat has -
primacy as micd efovates itself to the Lognc, whercas in the 1830 edmon Mmd B the
elcmen! into which the {logical) Idea raises itself. |

‘Aswe saw, there is only one sense iu which it could be stated lhat the movement is
- onefrom spisit to lopcby way of “elevation.” That is whea spirit (mind) is phenomeno-
logiczl and ends in & Golgotha, from which it elevates itself into the ether cf pure
thought, the Notion. Thisis the final esult arrived at in the sacond edition {1827), where
-degel had pot worked out a syllogistic endmg which would be an open ending. What
bzd pot been worked out was the nanre of the mmccndcuce of the second sylloysm.

Whet mustbe noted first is that this elevation (182N has gone no further than the fizst

" momext of the second syllogism; or is only the szcond premme {i.e..the first prcmlse of
the szcond moment) of the whole movement. Assuch, it is the sboolute negativity oi the
phenomenclagy of mind; a phenomenoclogical totality whose transcendenés is an
“gbjective movement” resulting in 8 new beginning in the objective logic. in this
completed state, however, it is & “half-way dialectic,” in whick inheres also (s
retrogression of the Third Amtude to Objectivity, as expresed in the mtmuonalnm ot‘ _
Jacobi. -

Wit is necessary o grasp is that Hegel's new ocmpr-hmsion o[ avsolute me:ﬁation
as the determinatior: of the second syliogism (Nature-Mind-Logic) fed him toa concep-
tion of the movement s one from logic (o rind, o< against the 1827 movement, from
mind to logic. The rumifications of the new 1830 development is two-{old, First, the
. moverment of the second syllogism is no ‘onger an “elevation™ or a transiticn, because,

secondiy, the second syllogism (psra. 376) is the ahsolutc mediation of the whals
syllogistic movemcnt, sad, as such, contains the dual movement of mind's elevution to
logic(the phenomenological moment of though) and logic’s free release into Mind and
Nature (the philosophical moment of cognition). Through this movement the Idea
aitains s new result, a iew concretization, one which breaks through the sylloyistic form
ns..lf to establish a new foundanun. [tis & movement, as wnll, which Hegel had already
singled o5i in i5e Abaoluie Tdea of ihe Sefence uf Lugic 85 “a mexdiziion of 4 Mind ibai
does not belong (o  comprehiension by means of thinking,” but rather is “the demand
for the realization of :he Notion” (Hegel i976.828}.

‘Thus, the so-calted thicd syllogism is & tota.lly new kind of mmprehcnsxon of the
Absalute. The 1817 and 1827 editions of the Philasophy of Mind represent a closure of
tnephﬂmoph‘alsam"huthuunmmemm1830ee.nbeseenmlhc

transformation of the (logical) Jdea into the Idea of Philosophy, which makes its
' appearance in the form of the sciences of the universa! exIerss, Nature and Mind,

Qnemomoonwmng‘legd‘smdmgoﬁhe&qﬂopaﬂagoufubackas jts first
publicappesrance in 1817, Hermenn Friedrich Kinriche, the first of Hepel's divintata
tuch hls philmophy at a German umvcmty(l-lmddburg). aoted in 2 letter to hesei is
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-1819 thet *the opinion is current . ... that you purposely ieRt the last paragraph of .
Encyclopedia obscure, and that, as is being said, YOu conceived it ambiguously, tisin
particuler the term ‘immedistely’ in the last line of the last paragraph which is giving
mach trouble. Some would like to replace it with ‘mediated’ AlthoughIam convinced -
the (logical) idea is knowledge remaining immediately by itself, very many poople - -

. believe that, because in science spiritexpressss itself as the truth of logic and nature,itis. .-
only in your philosophy that the Absolute has comprehended itself™ (Fagel 1984:476-7).
In the siirviving fragment of Hegel's letter to Hinrichs in the summer of 1819 ootoply =
... did ke respond to the guastion of immadiany /madisticg i the Enal syllogim, bot Hega -+ - o
" addresses the question of the philosopher/Philosophy relationship. He writes;” _
“. .. there was 119 choice but to read ‘mediated instead of ‘immedistely.” Bug
mediation lies in ths erpression ‘determinatencss,’ which indeed is nothiag else.
With regerd to the other matter; namely that ths conception anises that the
Absclute bas first comprebended itself only in my philosophy, there world be
- much to say. Briely, however, in speaking of my philosophy. For every philo-
sophy is the sclf-comprekension of the Absolute, Fhilosophy sherefore is the
comprehension of nothing alien. Compreberision of the Absolute is thus in fact

- the Absolute’s comprehension of jteelf , . {Hegel 1984:478).

Though Hinrick's view was that the logical principle predominates as the definitive
closure of the 1817 Engyelopedia, snd that couception persists through the 1827
Encyclopedia even though Hegel dispenses with the syllogistic ending, nevertheless,
what is new in the 1830 conception is that onee the logical idea has bacome a principle
of ming, through the mediation of Nature (practice), i.c., once subjectivity has ahsorbed
the objectivity of the self-determinstion of the Ides, the Idea appears not only as the
self-judging manifestation of Nature and Mind, but as thaseif-bringiny forth of freedom
grown into the permanent ranure of shsolute Mind, : S

That is o say, the actuality of freedom dozy not mean that the dislectichas come tos -
halt, rather sheolute negativity is the guerantee of its ceaseless “movement end devel-
opnient.” Moreover, the theorstical/practical context for the further developmant of the
Idea has disclosed absolute negativity as having grown so much into the permanent
character of subjectivity thet the 2bealnte moments of the Idea expericnoe the immanent

bregk down of this, their structure] context, into movements from theory and from
practice, :

. The Idea of Philosophy sureiy cannol be ideologically dissipated ia the career of the

_phillosopher, nor can the /ife of Philesophy be closed off 5s a world apart, it is to

becoms reslity, philosophy’s task must be to Pproject itself, to make the sphare of its
freedom sctual.

... Thus, the final result of the Hegelian dialectic is its determination 0 be sg tha
realization and néw beginning of “epovhs of social revolution” (M:irx 1973). In fact, the

finai syllogism is not a syllogism at alt, Discerning what its determinacy actually is is
ma.dcdiﬂicullbylhefmthalitisnotademmiauionbutsrealmv.

Tie final syllogism is the determization of determination, in the fullness of titse, in the
same manner that the absolute Idea is the comprehension of comprehension—2bsolute
Method. As such, absolute determination is the sublation of detarminacy, as absolute
Mind “sets itself to work™ engengeting 8 new Auman diniension, a new humen reality.
m*ncwhumanism”isthcﬂnalmtﬂloflbeﬂegcﬁmdmmic.andhasasiu

- foundation the cezscless movement of absolute negativity, It not only makes its
opearance in “epochs of socis! revolution,” hot “hag sleg s sbiscsine aspect, whichis

e b bl T

- merely another form of it. This is the relationship of the philosophical sysism which
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 progreas zppeass” (Marx 1976, vol 1:85). 1t appeors ia the form of the Pacty..

- sealized to Ly Lniellectual carriers, 1o the individus] self-corscionrass in Which iy

: T Ay : ot K .

. It was Marx's preoccupation with this problematic in the context of the absolutizmof . .
German reality which underlaid his treatment of the principle of sslf-determinationin . - *
Epicurean natural philosophy. Marx recognized that the foundation of the relationship -
of totality to actuality lay i Hegel's concept of absolute negativity. For Marx, the course o

_along which the moments of this relationship develops is; from the process of gzowth, to ..
the moment of determination, to the moment ‘of negation which.arises out-of the
negativity of delerminateness, and is the “subjective point” of concentretion of
philasophy. LT

It wasin Hegel's concept of totality that Marx saw that philosophic retrospection was

not only for, methodological purposes, but carried as well the historic necessity to
becotne the philosophic perspective for totally liberating reality. Though he had not -
discovered the proletariat as the historic subject to realize this imperative, Marx, in his -
Dissertation, began to found his critique of Hegel's philosophic totality and the absoiut- -
ism of German reality on the principal surning point of Hegel's absolute 1dea, . - .
- Two meihodological categories arise in Marv’s Epicironit Notebooks snd Disseita.
tion on Epicarean natural philosophy which are decisive in Marx's original comprehen-

- sion of Hegel's absoluts negativity. The first zategory Marx identifies as the moment of
philosophy traing 1o and ultiniately against exisiing reality. The second was Marx's A

. contention that “from the specific maaner of this turn we can reason back towazds the

. immanent determination 2nd the universs! historic character of a philasophy™ (1976,
vol §:85). The subjectivity upon which thes concentric revolutions in phitosophy is

- grounded, i.e., the process through which pbilosophic retrospective becomes philoso-
_ phic perspective, Marx describes as;

%, . the theoretical mind, once liberated in itself, turns into practical energy, -
and, lezving the skadowy empire of Amenthes as will, tusns itself against the
reality of the world existing withauiit . . . But the practice of philosophy is itself
theoretical. Itis the critfgue that measures (he individual existence by the essence,
the particular reality by the Idea™ (1976:85). : -

Marx's emphasis on the turning of philosepliy. iis revolution, tc, reality in the
Dissertation conceatrates on the spliiting of philosnphy into the subjective tendensies of
two pasties, The diremption of philosophic totality cccurs as a eonsequence of its “urge
to ceslize itselE” Driven by the determinate chacacter of its totality having becorae
concrete in-iisclf, philocophy's inner self-contentment and complereness (is) broken.
What was inner light has become cousuming flame turning outwards. The result is toat
&s the world becomes philosophical, philosophy aleo hecomes worldly . . . (1976, .
v.I.85-7). : : o - e

In ke section of his Norebooks which corresponds to this moment in his Dissertation,
Marx's stress, however, is more on the momens of second negativiy, i.e., the mcment of
positing the new. Moreover, itis heie that Merz singles out, maost concretely, philoso-
phic retrospective a3 irseparable from positing the new:

“. . . philasophy casts its regard behind it . ., . when its heart is set on créating a
world; but ss Prometheus, having stolen fire from hzaven, begins to build hutses
sad to cettle upon the earth, so philosophy, expanded to be the whole world,
* turny against the world of apnearance. The scms now with the philosophy of .

- Hege (1976, v.xa91).
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-~ with Notion was due o the fact that there occurs & spontaneous break intheIdeantthe -
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Use "imamaret deteramination 1ad werkd-bytorical churacty” of the Hegebian dsbicaic.
We caich, Bere, s endnyo, e et outhos of the "scw cotineat of hought and
revoluton™ that Mary's Ecosomuie Philaropc Menascrive of 1884 wookd sigml whes
he broke frooy buutgeoks socety and saw the sebjectivity of the prodecrist rather (has
that of 1be philosopher, 81 "(philoply’s) treneubetantiation isto Bak nad Blood ® The
proced of "Ressoaing back from the determinate eharacier of this tura-abost” of
philosophy, 28 retroepective coatinuily at the moment of Cicontinuity, of beisg “om
apirt” aliowed Marx, mebodotogically, 1o restdculite Hegel's Ides of Philoroply
*from the specific sanner of this turn. down 10 its subjective point.™ In otber words,
“What formerly appeared 25 growth is now dstermination, what was Begalivity existing
in itsell has now become negation . , . philcsophy in its most coacentrated expression,
epitomized in its subjective point . . " (1976, v.1:493).
-

That this “subjective point” to which philosophy is concentrated is but the concrete
manifestation of abeolute negativity was proven further by Levin's encounter with
liegel's Sciznce of Logis, 70 years after Marx's study led him to found a “new
humanism."” Whes Lenin noted that no sooner had Hegel begun to develop the Practical
Idea than subject became synonymous with the Notion, Lenin, standing on the thre-

shold of the Russian Revolution and confronting Hegel's absolute Idea, expesienced s

“shock of recognition” (Dunavevskaya 1982:95-120). It signa'led # brack in Lenin’s
thought, oce which he marke.1 with the aphorism: “Man’s cognition act oaly ieflects the
objective world, but creates ii.” Nevertheless, he wassoteken with having fourd that the
ideatist Hegel had, at this point, underscored the primacy of practice aver the theoretical
Tdea, that what Lenin goes oa to develop is: '

“The notion (= man), as subjective, again presupposes an otherness which isin
nature independent of man. This notion (= man) is the impulse to realize itseli, to
give itself objectivity in the objective world through itself, and to realize (fulfil
itsclf. . - . : ) )
“In the theoretical idea (in the sphere of theary) the subjective notion (copni-
tion?), as the universai and in aud for itself indeterminate, stands opposed to the
objective world, from which it obtains determinzte content and fulfiliment. .-
“In the practical idea (in the sphere of practice) this notion s the actual {acting?)

-standsopposedmn_:eactml. : A o a
“Theself-certainty which the subject (here suddenly instead of ‘Noticn") hss in s
being in and for itself, as a determinate subject, s a cestainty of its own actuality

- and of the non-actualizy of the world. (i.e., that the world does not satisfy mar and -

- map dccides 10 cliange it by his activity)” (Leain 1976, V.38212:3) ©

The suddenness which Lenin fell Hegel Had begun to use subject interchangesbly
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P Notion 5 reality, sod the waity that is truth.” This momenc of sxcond negativity,
e furtbermers, it “the buteraaug mast odfective moment of life and spirit, throvgh wh'ch &
sudject & froe being exisn™ (Hegel 1976.835-6). -

6.

The articulaticn of Raya Dunayevskaya's disceroment of absoluts pegativity at this
turning point of the twerty-seven paragraphs of the sbsolute Idea in the Sclence of Logic
profoundly enticipates the syllogistic result of Hegel's absclute Mind in the 1830 editicn
of the Encyeiope-il. The development of the Idea has not extuusted itself in its course,
but on the contrary has gatkered itsed{ through the course of its sell-developmentinto the
unity of the 2bsolute Idea. Concentrating there the indwelling power to sunder jtseif
anew, theabsolute tdes appears s a two-fold morement from theory and from praciice.
The categecy of the ebsolute Idea, thus, is splii asunder, according to Dunayevskays
(Dunayevskaya 1985). For, not only does “the highest opposition” exist between the
theoretical and the practical Idcs, but their mediztion constitutes the method and process
of their re-unification. Dunayevskaya discovers the “first principles” of that unification - L .
within the Hegelian dilecticitself, and she argues that the “new humanism® of Marxis - - :
the fullest articuletion of it for the mcdsra capitalist epoch. _ . o
S Though Marxs “Critique cf the Megelian Dialactic” breaks off at para. 384 of the AR
N : FPhiiosophy of Mind, befare e presevts “why Hegel separates thinking from the subject ™ '
nevertheless, Dunayevskaya Lolds that “what Marx is. . . saying is thut the total
dichotomy beiween the philosophic world, where alienations are ‘ranscended,’ and the ) .
actuel workl, where they are 25 big as life, is proof enough that the philosophic world is ' S e
bereft of practice, that existence does nct enter the world of essence™ (1982:58). : EUE

‘ It is the contreteness of individual coggition, “purified of everything that interferes ST
S with its vniversalism, ic.; witk freedom itself” which gives thought its power of - © -

+ .~ “selfjodging of the Idea.” The'new pilosophic foundation Marx discovered through

ks dusl confrontstion with the crisis in German reality and the Hegelinn dialectic led to

“the following auomaly, according to Dunayevskaya: - :

. . . the very ideu of taking up the birth of ‘positive Kumanism' as the result of _ _
the second negatior, afier communism, in d+fense of Hegel againsi Feuerbach R
« - « istruly phenoinenal. Here is Marx; who had alresdy broken with the Youwng . N
Hegelinos, and is sharply sntagonistic to Hegel's abstractions whichcoverupthe . =
" loopholes in his theary of alienation. Marx hoids ihat Hegel veduces - -




- the Notion™ which reaches for the furg

- World as “an original idea propounded
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W Hegel Society of Acvrics in 1974, Dusayevikayn argues that o “new stage of
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[des, which appesr as 1he following morneqts: (1) abwclute Method, (2) second
nepativicy, end (3) the Absolute 15 se!f. Lbers tion.

Thelminmnzonhcsdr-lnn!cendcmdﬁqd‘ﬂagiu!:)mmmbeﬁwmultd
ths syliogistic movement of the thaolute 1dea, Dunayevstaya deduces in the “finx]

s " of absolute Mind. What is Bew, ia her conception, s the deduction: of Hegel's
transeendence of the logical system i absclute Mind from the completed totality of the
Logic itself, i.e., from “absolute negativi i

mcending emediation.™ In other

If Dunayevskaya hes discerned the self of the Hegeliza system from
the vantage point of her coneeption o{ab:oimldmmnewbeginnmg the it represenis
the system’s absoluze proof; absolute because it discloses coguition's “determinztion to
mediate itself with itseif, and thereby—by the mediation being at the same time the
abrogation of mediation—i is immediacy” (Hegel 1974, V.IIL: 229-30). .
This not only provides the Recessary ground for Dunayeyskays's projection of

absolute negativity as new beginning, but, in turn, grounds the necessity for making a

new beginning in thought and in reality, on the basis of a “new stage of cognition.” That
aecessity is derived from what Hegel called the %

\ perative of grasping each Stage of transcendsnce from a new
vantage point actually comes from within, and follows from “the obfectivity of thedrive -

(and) summarion in which the edvance is immanent in the present,” thought “breaks
through the barriers of the given, rezches out, ifnot tc infinity, surety beyond the historic
moment” (Dunayevskaya 1977:1 2).

This sefi-determination

of the Idez is, 1 believe, what the late Black revolutionary
thinker, Frantz Fanon,

meant when he referred to the self-determination of the Third
es 2n aboslute” (1968:12; Tumer and Alen
“new bumznism.” It is in this light that I hope
Y to cxpand the discussion of the Hegetian .
of 2 tendency for sociology than for Philosophy,

1986). That “original idez” ke held tobes
tbe present essay is interpreted a5 3 wy
dialectic, inan age vhich displays more
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) - THE FETISH OF BIGH TECH:

o ' Marx's Mathexatice! Maniscripts vs. “Computer Consclonaness™
e ' Ron Broloweyer

v

'l'hefetishofhightcchimpechﬂymongimhe&n?nn&o&y:\ml‘hcrqim‘s
aura drew an isordinate amount of attention in the 1984 election from each of the
candidatesonthe praidmﬁdﬁcmmundiduuwmhomsomeonhemngicof
Silicon Valley would rub off ou them as they tied the hopz for the futurs to high tech.
These illusiony were fed anew by the Reagan “recovery” evea though the cconomists
bed to coin & new phrase for this “recovery.” That phrase, “growth recsssion,” means
economic growth with recession level unemploynent. In thit “recovery” Resgan's
tasssive buildup of state interventioa in the economy in the form of militarisation was
coupled with talk of winning a nuclear war. Thie close connection between militariza-
tion znid techpological innovation is not new. Iodeed, the first compuizt was built during.
World War II to drastically reduce the time it took to compnie ballistics, Evan the st
so~called high-level language for business, COBOL, was ‘& Department of Defense
project (Spence 1982), Howcver, the total threat posed by the present buildup makes the
fetish of high tech everyone's concern, ' '

Reagan chose the Godard Spzce Flight Center in Marylaudto repat hiselection year’
quip, “high tech, not high taxes.” Concretely that kas mesnt Reagan’s persistant
promotion of his Strategic Defense Initistive (“Ster Wars™), DI gives computers a
bigger role in the decisicn making process that can push us ovar the nuclesr precipicec A
new group of computer professionale ciainis shat S means yet anciker scenario for
bringing about the nuclear holocaust, They are wostied about the incvitable “bug” in
SDI computer programs {Redell and Nelson 1985). - - T

: Reagan is pushing to the limit a policy where “economics and military policies
; constitute a single spisit” (Rothschild 1984). As opposed to Japan with its 10 year
program which will be civilian, the focus of so-calied “artificial intelligence"inthe 1.8, -
is military and is redirecting the computer science resotress at universities throughout
the couetry. The Department of Defense is struggling with the Department of Com-
merce to put an iron curtain sround Siticon Valley's exports because the civilian
advences in high tech have cutstripped the military. There is dislike for the military in
the personal computer industry which bas ‘its roots in an oigenization founded by
aati-draft organizers (Siegel 1984). But when gizat IBM, which predominates in the
computsr capital goods market, decided to penetrate this last aiche of entrepreneurship,
the shakeout had already started, it extended to even threaten those original makers of
, the personal computer at Apple. The recession bas made the military's attempt lo
~ control all aspects of high tech easier, Now they are tapping into the buge pool of newly
unemployed talent in Silicon Valley (Markoff 1985). * - : T

Another aspect of high tech's total threat comes from new initiatives outside of tie .
military. Thase initiatives will result in even more massive tnemployment on thie other
k side of this “recovery.” GM is the big new name in the workd of computer programmers,
: - That is true not only because they acquired Electronic Data Systems Inc. of Dallas but
i because they plar to use their clout in the capital goods markes to réorgenize the whole
H fieid. GM is the couatry's largest user of computers outside of the Federal government,
.. Thenew concept they ace pushing, MAP (machine sutomation protocol), istouted asa
i * “universal organizing principle.” MAP"s goal is to eliminate up to 120,600 workers in
the next two years by making all the programmable devices on the skop floer cormuni-
| cstewitheachother:(Stix1984). -

-
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The fetish of high tech and the fllusion that technological innovation can be neutral in
a capitalist society is unfortenate?y part of the thinking of many of those opposed to this
sogisty. Marx lof ve 2 lifetime of revolutionary prazis which included 8 critique of
science as the factory, Viewed from that perspective Marx's 1880 Mathemarical Manus-
cripts, a critique of that specific branch of sciecce, speaks sharpiy totoday's reatity, That
reality has engendered many studies of high tech’s connection with militarization snd
structural nnempioyment. The view taken fu this paperis that in ordez 1o get beyond the
fetich of high tech it is not enough to expose these connections. The focus here is ts
search for a solution through the structure of concrete adivity.

The Fetith of High Tech and Capitalism's Divisior: of Labor Today

Computer programming demands grest mental encrgy, tortuously tracked into
narrow channels. You become painfully aware of your thought being tied to the
capacities of the rachine, The machine is limited to those dimensions of thought that can
be mechanized, i.e, reduced to a formal logic. Formal logic is what can be parodied in
the millicas cf on/off switches that make up the micro chips of the computer. Right now
compuiers are limited to a highly rumcuvesynlax which bndgcs the gap between it and
everyday languege. Knowledge of the syntax is the expert’s basis. Each computer
program, even i badly writter, creates its own specialized syntax, and hence that
programmer becomes an instant expert. It is an expertise that is narrowly condired to
that pamcular application, Because of this a huge ameunt of time is spent docum-'ntmg a
program, i.e., explaining to ancther programuner what it does.

Programming is the alienation of the very activity of mmk:ng There isa new aspect to
what Marx called the fragmentaticn of buman capacitiss, Capitalism has discovered
D&wW Ways to use a certain dimension of thought as a tool, But your own thinking plays
no role in directing the process where your thought is used as formal logic. That
reduction goes hard in hand with production relations where the purpose for the vse of
the tool remains as scparate as ever from the porson using it. Programming parfects
thought as mere means; it has no necessary relationship o thinking which determings
the gonl of an activity. It is easy to confuse the activities of computers withi thought when
the critical dimension of ﬁmught iso't viewsd as that which gives human acticn a
direction, That is not the stasting point if oue accepts mat human activity is to be
orgamwd amund the preduction of commodities.

The programmer still controls the machine w:thm these narrow Jimits & epposed to
those left in production. In production it is the goal of the program to replace people and
to personify the machine to control as completely as possibie the people left. Who can
forget that duzing 1983 pational AT&T strike it was the operators who were the most
militant and raised the most fundarcental issues which the settlement didn’t address: not
oniy how their nombers had been drastically reduced, but working cnndmons made
worse when the work ﬂuw is ountrolled by compuiers,

Today's programmers are like the craftsmeu of the menufacturing period who built
the fizst large scale machinies. The overall tendency was their complete demise as la:ge
scale machinery was built to recceate itself. In the early period of a revolution in
production, howeves, the capitalists aggressively seized upon these coaftsmen in a
process. which converts the worker into a crippled monstros:ty by furthering his
particular skill as in's forcing house, though the suppression of a wholc world of
productive drives and inclinations” (Marx 1976:481).

The way in which the totally dedicates data processing pmfwsnonal becomes mon- :
“strously enppled {nexds) is well keown as a personality distortion, It is often thz price
_ paid for such intense singling ot of absiract formal logic as everyday human activity. As
T e supnosed tru!h ofthomzh t abstracted from iife, Hexel called formal logicthe “height

11417




i NS . S b e bt e e et i et -t - i n o i A Yk ot et 1 i el e et g vk

-

of self-estrangement.” it wes dismissed, wrote Hegel, as “mere peduatry, of no furtber
mdthprinpmcﬁuliifeorinsdeuee.' soon after its discovery Lecause the “stucly of
loijcisaoniotenmrytomhmmd:awmeawndmiomm:previonss_tudy
of snxiomy ard physiology is required in order to digest ot breath” (1966:parn. 183).

But forinal logic wes resurrecied in s most general form, sbstracted from ali mesning -
in fusion with mathematics, by Russeil and Whitshezd in their Frincipla Mothematica.
Their work set the ground for the materialization of logic in computers usiig ou/off
siztes to parody a- base two number system. Materialized formal logic is seife
estrangement intensified becsuse it distorts, way out of proportion, that sspect of
thought by tremendously amplifying its capacity. Afileis accesed 10,000 times in 2 few
minutes and 100 different actions are taken on the information i theve depending on

- 108 diferent criteria. Oncetheﬁrogmmisniorldngcnthemchineitbecomm;nncﬁm
. capability, You are resporible for keeping track of al! its ramifications when set-in
motion, . - * . : o .

Capital pays for itself by working and a computer which is Gown due to software
brings heat from many directions. A common nightmare is having many unfernilisr
processes turned over to you and being held responsible for getting things going aftera
crash. Relying on computer processes which often’ fail, brought ont the sharpest
oppasition from PATCO workers who were accountabie far the lives of thousends of
people in the air. Many peopls may depend on software working, The only ones who
cen get it workiog after the inevitable crash are programmers, . .

‘Programmers in. & dats processing (DP) shop refats to each other by personifying
these blocks of materialized formal logic. Systems have a name snd & “personality” thay
does things on the basis on what it “enccunters™ The jnversien of making “thonght” ’
mechanicsl a8 something objective with cxternal validity is the alienation of human -
beings from ezch other. Intellect 45 directly linked to the capacities of the machins and
the machine is what links people to each other. Marx's view of how contradiction totally
infects the capitalist world in an address to Biritish workers in 1856 is a more precise
depiction of today’s reality: “Alt our invention end Pprogressseem to result in endowing
material forces with intellectual Hfe and in stultifying homan life into & materiai foree”
(Marx and Engels 1980, vol. 14:656), ' ' '

The: task of divectly “endowing materia! forces with intellectnat life” runs Lp against
the limits of formal logic as a way of categorizing the world, Information about things
keeps growing and, whatever the machine’s capacities, it is extiausted. There are elways

_mew aspects of things or people needed as part of the compiete picture. The rel world is
ever demanding even greater precision from the computer record of particular leagth -
snd made up of discrete units of irformation. Because itisan external way of connecting

something 10 & wore general caiegory tbrough particular aspects, Hogel said totality
_would always elide formal logic becauss thing & infolte iu qualities. ~ S
It is oot those infinite qualities, however, which drive capitalism’s obsession with
replacing people with machines. Rather, it is 8 completely phantom “quality” of things
issuing out of commodity production; the amount of Iabor time “in® them, which looms
 larger than iife in today's reslity and ir toe dats DP is concerned with. Tha: includes
computer programs thezmseives where the goal of “artificial intelligeace,” aside from the
mﬁiury,istoacoelcmtesoﬁwarepmduui\rﬁy. G e
Of course one of the most diverse aspects of the real worid is the inBnite vaviety and
auances of meaning in everyday lznguage. The incompleencss of the prasent revolution -
is reflected in the coastant proliferation of aew computer languages, Bach langnage hae
its own arbitrary syntax ta leare, spinning off new cacires of Yexparts.” snd pew jokes
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about the latest buzzwords. New languages arise with big claims to have bridgedthe gap
-between syntax and real world meanings. Just to “irapslate” they use a ot of the
‘machine's capecity, a capacity which chenges constantly as new technological innova-
‘tion stores information evan mogs niitrosoopisalle. Dus wihay they reveel &5 both a

. language reduced to the machine’s capacity as well as that cepacity itse!fstripped of the
mystifyieg syntax. The automating of programming #tealf has zoze far enough so that
already it is very difficult to get an entry level pregramming position. - C

Marx described this process where capitalism constantly revolutionizes production,

- creating sew extrexies to the fragmentation of the buman being while keeping in reserve
great masses of prople in msery to be thrown from nn¢ indusiry (0 ancther, as an
“ebsolute contradiction.” Becauze these constunt revolutions in production produce
cver new forms of the old ossified division of labor, Max addsd that the only positive
aspect to this “chsolute contradiction” is the emergence of the “totally developsd
individual” (197€:618), We wili gait an appreciation of Marx’s concept of the tetully”
developed individual from Marx's own multidimensionality. Not separate from bis
focs on overcoming capitalist reality, Marx returned to criticize scienca in the particular
form of mathematics in the i880s, o v

Marx's Mathematical Manuscripts and the “Veil of Obacurity”
’ . Over Today's RMathematics

In his own day Merx continually demonstrated that all science was incorporated into
the mechine as & weapon against the latorer, This process of science arising out of the
need to discipline isbor in production hadn't differsntiated to the point where mathe-
matics was directly the form of seience’s role 25 it is in the second industrial revolution of -
today. Marx's own digging inte. methematics 53 a separate science in the 1880%, -
however, casts illumination of problems of today. What Marx was subjecting to critical

‘scrutiny was differential caleulus, tracting the root of over 209 vears of confusion in B

- Newton'sand Leibaiz's original creation of caloulus, Newton was the suprerne materigh.’
ist procluiming Hypotheses non fingo (§ assume no hypotheses), He considered thought -
speculation to be separate from the ext2ral truths of the physical world which he
viewed as one big machine. Indeed, the very title of Newton’s epochal work, Phifosc-
phiaz Naturalis Principia Mathematica, shows how intertwined were his vigws of -
mathematics and natural philesophy. :

He crested caleulns to find the common ground for the pheniomena of gravity pulling
things back to the earth ard the moticn of the planets. That ground wus for Newton the
 rate of change of velocity, But what Marx criticized was his muthematcs, Marxhadleng
before called scienice “a priori 4 ie™ when it has 3 basis separate from life, What be folt
compelied to return to criticize near the end of his life was the development of a field .
most directly besed on the force of thought itself, Newion's VETy eagerness to get to the
result was at the cost of rigor in mathematics from which thet field hadu't fully recovered
as Marx was investiyziing it in the 1880/ (1983). _ o
‘Tae use of the result of differentiation, a new way of viewing the oiiginal équation
fromn which it was derived, has never baen questioned in its ability to reveal something
new. Itis the process whick has been mystified overthe centuries. Marx characterizes the
process of its Jerivation as negation of the negation which wes hidden in the mystifying
methods of mathematics becuuse they could not conceive how something ~ould come
out of nothing, Marx isists the process of diffecentiation came outof “ordinary algetra™
(1983:113). In particuler, it originated in Newtor's awn binomial theorem (1983:112).
Newton was not ceacerned with any continuity in the development of the idea from
algebra to calculus, Marx writes inst with both founders of calculus (Newton and
Leibniz) “all of their intelligence was concentrated on® tha value of derived expressions
.8z Doperstianal foeragles® (1983:78) 0 e e ’
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. Thought, reduced to mere “operational formualac” by Newion, produced startling

results while the process was thoroughly mystified. Marx credits Lagrangs, a century

later, with establishing ike binomial theorem as the “primery basic for differsntial -
calculus” (1983:109). Lagrange's calculus deveioped independzatly out of the inade-
quacics of the attenipls of Tayior and MacLaurin 16 establish an algebreic caloulus. &
Marx praises Legrange for providing a “Joundation in pure algebraic analysis” free of
Newton's metaphysical transcendence,” However, he criticizes Lagrange ior “needing
one or another of these ‘metaphysical’ representations himself in the application of his
theorics . . . (1983:115). Marx's repeated stress on the need for “pure anslysis” is io
free math from any notion of theoretic activity as an external tool, Marx's pathway o get

to thnueht’s s Semas s |4 O UL
ompunnlIowni

P T O U S D PN T o PN L N, I, L SN
el LAY LLILLG WaS ITOUEL NnGECn S QuanGisC Ol it¢gaitve sci-remnon,
. ' .

Let us trace this briefly in a concrete example.

(1983:93). On a graph it looks like this.

‘Take the equation ¥ = x* which Marx uses to contrast his method with Newton's -

dsanugaren

At Pud At dARSERAsET s 0ugds
Cssesesmsdut ARt R E I E AR anT Y

-y I X
This equasion gives you the valus of y for a given value of x. The graph represents each -
individual vaiue asa point. Taking the derivative proceeds by first viewing a giver: point
dynamically, i.e., it terms of what it isn't, or what it could becomme, within the whole of
this equation. That idea is symbolized by a new value, & charge in x, a change
comptetely unspecified with respect to its magnitude, we'll cail Ax so thet x + Axisa
value of x in this equation giving a new value of ¥ to which we have to gdd an
unspecified Ay, on : ’

.
h3
[ 5]

. Lyt ay=Gt oy , -

Now the ozigina! equation has becoms a relationship betwzen two bivomials, y + Ay
and x + Ax, What maxes thesc binorials special is that they came out of a negative .
self-relation in our original expression, y = x2. If we substitute the originel value of y,

" which is x?, we get:

: W+ Ay = (x+ Ax)
Multiply out (x +-Ax)_1 by the nules of ordinery algebva:

X+ Ay =32+ 2x Ax + Ax?

) :Ay=2iAx+Ax’

' Divid both sides by Ax:

- AV az
ax -




‘lfwe undergo s sscone negation andview our oriinal poist by negrting s chinge. or
- referring it back toitsc!f and not what t isn't {mathematically making Ax equed tozero),

Now%x::ﬂgéhk-th;i@nﬁnmmmwofchnngeofyﬁuuﬁirg_fnﬂxgroﬁ@néj..' ‘
equation, [tise dynamic way to view any given point in the above graph. (For example; - e
when x * 1,y is increasing twice as fast as x; when x = 50, y is increzsing 100 times as - -

&seux.)!xistheduivedequaﬁonﬁhichhﬁbqengiveﬁmcsymbqlicmgﬂﬁi_ti -

only emerzes when Aw is ost cxectly & nothing,

Manxsresesthat whatis importantis the processsnd 3 is nroducrdosyombeine tiat
because by itselfis swsaningless or, as Marx put it: “First making the differentiation and
- then removing it therefore leads literally to nothing. The whole difficulty in Sndesstand-
-i_ing the differectial operation {2s in negation of the negution geaerily) Les precisely in -
" seeing bow it diffess from such a simple procedure and therefors leads to real results™
(1983:3). Marx attacks as & “chimera” “ the closaly-held belief of some rationalizing -
msthcmgﬁda‘?s that dy and dx are quantitatively actually only infinitely smail, only
appmachmg AR (1953:5). : ‘ : S o .
Tt is os if @ positive somcthing “out there™ Bad to be invenied ‘instead of the
stlf-development of the idez which dx and dy are introduced to represent. In & method
ihst is still taught today Newton got to the equaticn in the box but in a form which
-mystitied tbs process. Anticipating the operational formula, which is the end result
dr = 2% Newton decided 4x and Ay are resily dx and dy in the form of “infinitely
.smatl quantities”; ' R : SRR S
. _ dy = 2(dxjx + () _
Contrary to ail mathemetical rigor, Newton spirited (dx)* away in & spurious pragmetic
maneuver. Heclaimed thet as dx becomes 2 very small but discrete quantity (dx)?is cven -
smaller and incoasequential. Thien both sides are divided by dx and dx and dy being
“infinitely small quantitics™ resulting in: '
| - T dy
p _ CETE S
The point here is not a lasson in mathematics but rather the form of Marx's critique of
this most aletract of sciences. Marx's critiqué stripped “away the veil of abscurity”
(1933:109) over mathematics by tracing the self.development of the idea of caleutug

over 200 years. In pasticular, Marx wes showing how second negativity is no abstraction
but the concrets form of development even in the idea of an elgebraic equation. Let's
look again at the dual rhythra of self-development through negative self-relation.
Algebraiz calentus is a development in the relationship of individual points or valuss to
the whole slgebreic expremics. Within & particalar expression, L6, y = x°, neither
neighborhonds nor isolated points exist ouisids of that relationship. The rezult emerges
frora the process of negative self-relation when he individual valueis viewed strictly in
relation to the whoie slgebraic expressicn. The negation of 321 begins with raaking x
what it fan't by 2dding sonae positive o negative, but usspecified, Ax. The negation
~(A2 2nd bence Ay) is in tarn negated in a particular form, ie., the ratio ix.l_. The
individun value of x i brought back to telfn 8 new way, 3= 2¢. This s  pariculae
0 which, &8 we saw in the new equation A_: = 27, telis you something n=w about each’

‘. individual vatue in the original equation. Agaia, i the entire movement thersisnonoed . -
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for neighborhoods (Ax asinnitely smal”). Mathomaticians en'c'oume:ed%,{- = % = 2x
a3 a contradiction. Rather than developirg a new path for mathematics through this -
coatradiction, they raerely tried to circumvent it. Marx condluded that even thovghyou '
mathematicians have simpiifisd things afier 200 years yon are sothomie free because the .

. foundation, the method, was wrong. © .o ¢ _ N
" Marx’s method was a concrete deraonstration that negative self-relation is the source.
of movement and a critical transition in mathematical thought, After his death an
opposite foundation for modern math was Iaid by the FPrincipia Mathertatica of Russell
and Whitehead. They introduced direct reigns on the free development of thought—
banishing self reference eltogether as a source of contradiction. When self refersnoe is
separated from ~te live buman subject as 2 properiy of abstract thought, it creates the
celebrated paradoxes of mathematics, The simplest is: “This statement i false.” Though
materialization of formal logic required that information be encoded in discrete, i.e.,
noncontradictory, on/off states, it 25 the mathematiciaas’ method of viewing thought

-+ as perfecily separated from reality which created the illusion thet comtradiction could be
purged. A “little uriverse™—elementiry number theory—wasto ba created which was
totally consistent. It could definitely be said of any propasitionin this universe: it is either

, e or falze Because content is viewed 25 totally purged in this kind of logic, form, or
proof, is everything, . : o e

In 1931 z mathematician, Kurt Godel, proved withiu the limits of the rulesof nuesbar .
theosy, or any formal systém consistent with ordinary arithmetic, that undecidable -
* propositions exist. He showad that it could néver be proved that such a formal system is
free of internal contradictions, Leading scientists like John vou Neuman, who were
pushing computers 2s the mechanization of thought, saw this 2s & catastrophe. The resl
shocker i that tiris had no effect on the directior of their work, feast of all a turn to
reeveluate their methad in order (o work outa human Jogic. Reiher it generated a new
round of speculation and debate about the capacities of macines.

The tizzy mathematice is in today is reflected in the ludierous extreme of this
speculation in a popular 1980 work Godel Esher. Bach (Hofstader 1980). Thess 742
. bages, the author himself writes, “wallow in* (26) the possibility of “antificial intelli-
gence.” Inthis aim it is no further along at the end than at the beginning. From the start
. Hofsiader accepis the self-limiting limitstions of formal logicsystems and GodeY's proof
that the nature of their totality could aever be determined from within such systems, A
work . which purporis to be about machines is en ongoing speculation on forry and
content, the centrality of self reference and contradiction inar, music, and methematics.
This speculation, however, is tied 10 2 central concept the very rame of which is
nystifying: "strange loops™ (Turkle 1984). This work proceeds as though totality can
somehow emerge through discrete blocks of exterpally interrelated formal lngic. The
mystification of “strange cops” is never sny clearer or comes claser 16 its geal of mixing -
up what cen be materialized through formal fogic and thought itself, Thue the snd torne
" to “couscicusness™ not, however, its own self-movement including the bubible Godel
burst of those who put forth such pretension for format logic. Moi Hofstader turns to
“cosciousness™ which “has been preposed for eons, by various holistically or ‘soulisti-
cally’ inclined scientisteand bumanists . . . [asja pbenomenonthat escapes explanation
in tezms of broir-components.” This “conscicusness,” he writes, is & “candidate” for
something outside of definitely decidable propositions, Definitely decidable proposi
tions, in turn, are relegated to the “hardware” of neurs] sqivity with which conscious-
ness has some kind of andeciphered coded “sirange loop” (1980:709). .
We couid laugh Leartily at this if we didn't kave to return to fage today's reality:
specifically contradiction not s abstraet thonght tisd 10 ths eoracitias of mischinss bt
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the live human being facing unemployment, aliensting work relations sad the nuclear © R,
precipice.’ Sommarizing the developraent of post-Newtonian cuthanatics, Marx™ 10
reminds us in the Mathemciical Manuscripts of Hegel's incomplete break withKant— =~ 7. .
based oz thedevelopment of the post-Kantian philosophy whith never “investigated the o
general foundation of Kant, of idealism in general” (1953:113). The development of . -
mathemstics fros: its foundaton 16 today impels a ‘return to the roots of this new
industrial 7evolution in the post World War If would with a vicw toward Marx's swn -

general foundation which centered negation of the negstion on tabor; In 1844 Marx

insisted that only when you begin with human activity is coatredictior in a form .
“driving toward resolution,” ¢ resciution which could transform labor inte self-activity "

and unite the ideal xod the rcal (1980, vol, 3:29¢). R
’ The Fature in (2e Present: The Post World War If World snd Todny <

- World War I1 came out of the world capitalist collapss of the 1930s, Like todsy's -
. “growth” through militarization that slavghter was the impulse for the irtroduction of

2ew technologies. It gave birth to not caly the bomb, but the first computer and
“cybemetics™ in the form of self-aiming anti-gircraft guns, -

Not all were uncritical of this techinological revolution which emerged out of World
WarIi. There were two fundsmentally different ways of dealing withthekomromof this
new technological stage, One, which I'l raturm to, came from the workers ectually
facing this technology, another from scientists like Morbert Wicner. Wiener iavented the
ierm cybertetics and was onz of the prime movers of this revolution. He projected in
1830 in The Human Use of Human Beings the most dire consequences, raising the
question of what ie specifically luman. Yet bs had no vision of wht is hurasn
development outside of his model for self-dévelopment in mackines. That mode! was
besed oa ihe formel logic of his former tsacher, Bestrand Ruseell,” R

The closest analogy he achieved in his suggestion that fearaing might be reduced to
the ability o alter taping—i.e., the way a person or machine eutomazically respondstoa
given stimulus from the outside—was Paviovisn psychology. As was mentiotied above,
from 2 eriliczl perspoctive, it way Hegel wlio first projected the kindred telationship
between formal logic and autonomic body fuactions like digestion, o

The shock is that today Wicner is still held up as a model for the technological
innovation taking responsibility for the consequences of his acticns {Heims 1980). A
whole generation of intellectuals was drawn to Wiener's work asa vision of the positive -
possibilities of the new technology. Rut it is the feturs borror it projected which became
the reality of today—from the “spoculyptic spiral™ (1850:175) of the arms race to
“, ', an vucmployment situation, in comparison with which the present recession and
even the depression of the thirties will seem a plexsant joke.” (1950:220)

Watning and forecelng Goed not wean being sbis toinfiuence events. Technology out
of control is not an abstrucs question but the concrete experience of work relations under
capitalism where the machine dominates you. Historica'ly, the introduction of mashinas
‘WAS 00 mere travsition requiring & new nioral imperative but was, 83 Marx shows agin
snd again, the very weapon used ugainst worker® revolt, It is centuries of division
between meatal and manua! labor wiich makes even the most humane scientists se¢ the
self-development of the machine as paralle} to whas is human. Facing the 1984 reality

~ we can no fonger afford the luxury of Wiener's view of Cybemetics sod Society (his
subtitle) as paratlel eatities. That view of history seey the foture from ihy present as
external reality with a life of its own: “. . , For the individual scientist, even the partial
sppraisal of thip linieon between the man ‘and the Mhictrical] nrocees zaoni

[histordrsl] nraoses zactires an

* imaginative forward glance at history which is difficult, exacting and only limitedly .
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achievabls .. . We must always excrt the full streagth of our imagination” (cited in.

HAmS I9BO3IT). . o Lo LT

' In spite of this“view that the sci€ntist may intervene in the bistoric proctss by:
 imagining the impace of his invention far into the foture, by now we can 566 how title:

impaci that imagining hes had. But more important is bresking with the method that. -

. views deveiopment a2 procses which & external: The fctish of high tech reflects the- - -

- festishism of commodities where human thought united with Action doesa't recreate
sociz] reality, but, rather, investigates socis) reatity a3 something based on the Iaws of .
commodity preduction which ere given the staius of objective validity, That fetichwas - . -, .

.ot only Karl Marx’s own spacific critique. of the whols af hawrgaois thought but sl - .. -
pointed to freely associated Iabor as the only way to transcend thai barmier, The pathway

" to geining coniro} over the consequences of the idea began; for Marx, in the immediate
structure of human ectivity, T e g T L
The future as self-development of ihe machine is the present for workers. Although

programming is alienating activity, progranmers still haye seme control over the pace .
of work and the way they use their tools. The foll anti-human zesults of computer

" programming under capitalist production ere experienced by others directly. Automa-
tion brought programming into manufaciure in & big way. The human being i an
sutomated industry is a mere appendage to the machine. The pace and conditions of
work are.now detrmined by the self-directed action of the marhiné, Before even e
word “automation™ was coined, vorkers grasped its implications and opposediit in thedr. -
own sponanecus actions. The U.S. coal miness in 1949-50 sageda gereral sirike which -
included oppésition to the introduction of a machine, the cantinuous miner, which was
the first recorded use of the new automation, Their strike was 0ot cnly over the
impending unzmpioymsat. Rather they questioncd what has becom: of the labor
process now that the human being wrs so totally an appendage to this new mechanicsl
monsier, fipping ithiough ite coal face. Or, 85 one miver put in “What kind of labor
should mar: do? Why should there be s division between mental and marual labor?”.
(Phillips and Dunayevskays 1984:5), The miners carved outa completely indspendent .

. path departing from their own leader, John L. Lewis. They took on the company and the
siate with its new state-capitalist weapon, the Tafi-Hartiey injunction. s

By now the wildcat strikes against sutomation have swept every industry, showing
repeatedly the objectivity of this drive to unite mental and manal labor, a3 workery®
opposition from the beginning was not only against the unemployment caused by the
new lechnology but the new conditicns of Tabor. Yet there hes betn no bridge from
post-Marx Marxists or those who seem to be raising kindred question like the “human.

* useof buman beings” (¢ this form of zelf-development. In 1949 Wiener did reach oui to .
iabor by writing 10 Walter Kzuther, then the head of the UAW. Reuthesz, as a labor
bureaucrat, covld only praise the new technology a8 “progress” he would DEver oppose,
A few short years Iater, when automation was introduced in auto, the wildcat strikes
-which swept the industry marked the grest divide between the rank-and-file and the

labor bureaucrats (Den_by 1978).

Look at the Bay Area today, whese Frecmont workers demonstrated on & baseball
ficld against ieaders in their own Intzraational Union (UAW). The UAW locked them
out of their own union hall in order 10 clear the way for the new extremely roboticized
production in the new GM/Toyota plant. Every worker thers knew of working -

‘conditions in Japanese auto plants described in Satoshi Kamata's book originally called
Toyota: Factory of Despalr which was quoted at lzagth in the loca) press, One of the
-warkers I el at that demonstration has been permazenily displeced (the new robotic. -
izedphnznecd:cnly?.oooworkmwhaeBOOme&edbdotc).Heisnowina;,
...Fetnicing program in electronics which he says in't for sny real job. He added thae the
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| wofs: part is the ;'exgréme anti-unionism and cleims tast B the high toch Ennadout 3
Eave unions becanso they ‘take care of their workers,” a5 though a $6 an hour job in
Silicon Valley is 2 rosy future. High tech has affected our way of thinking” -

" Apart from a totally new way of thinking there is no way to escape still greater =~~~ "
degenerations produced by & method which views thought 25 mechanicat, Thus the < <.
" Istest idiccy, called *Human Sciences™ at Westinghouse, is to mso elecirodes totrack the - :
- brain wave p300 to make sure workers are paying atiention. This is being touted as -
an snswer to tha air treffic controlier’s strilte and tha continuing deterioration of werk
conditions in that field afier the destruction of PATCO. It is also put forth 23 “a ey .

* productivity micasare for the information age™ (Schinge 1984). - . -

At the 2ad of his life, in his Matkematical Manuscripts, Marx not only snticipated
today’s crisis in production bul also a vew direction Lo the fetish with his critique of
scicuce’s aitituds toward thought itself. He showed how thescience of mathematics itself .
was thwarted. Nor did we have to wait fora challenge to the methodological foundation .

. of Newton's view of the universe which reigned supreme for uver two centuries. That
viev: was finally oventhrown by Albert Einstein whose breakthrough wasalso methodo-
logical. He criticized “Newton's fundaments! rule Hypotheses not fingo' ™ and not only

- made the cbserver but the thinker a dimension of the truth of the physical world: “We
_know. that ssiesco cannot grow oot of empiricisin alape, that in the consroetion of -
“science we nieed to use free invention . . . This fact could elude earlier generations, to
whom theoretical creation seemed 1o grow inductively oui of empiricism without the -
 creative influence of a-free constraction of concepts™ (Paris 1982:14), However, it
wasn't the new theoretic departure in jtself that unleashed the human energy to put =
- E = me? jnio practice. After several decades the first form of its realization was the -
boab,” : S S ' o
. Thatevent raised more sharply than any thaoretical discussion the problem of kaving
“one basis for sience and another for life.” A few weeks before the first A-bomb
exploded over Hiroshima, Einstein affirmed in an interview that politically he wasa
* sceiatist. He added, bowever, that for his scientific work he felt more affinity with the
dialectic of Hegel than that of Marx (Morgan 1985). In opposition tothe prevailing view
. within science, Einstein certainly had 20 endearing view of philosophy’s speculative idea
(Dukas and Hoffmen 1579:91.92). However, the siark separation within Binstein
betwesn his political goals und his theoretical work, demands another look at Marx's
relationsiup to Hegel, T B -

Marx droke with both Feuerbach, the materialist, and Hegel, the idealist, He insisted
on beginning not with the thinker in genaral byt with the thinkiog aud doing. As Marx
turnied in 1844 to focus on labor, he felt Fenerbach missed the imporiance of “negation
of the negation” in Hegel a2 the “movement of history” (Marx end Engels 1980, vel,
3:329). In his Theses on Feuerbach, Marx furiber elaborated his preservation of the
Hegelian 1des in an oilginat Way: “Feucrbach wents scosucus objects, reaily distingt”
from conceptual oljects, but he does not conceive human activity as objective activity”

- (Marx and Engels 19380, vol. 5:3), , :

What separates.che workes striking aguinst auiomation from intellectuals like
Wiener is Marx’s own starticg point of the idea as Xt infosms activity. Ths pew stage of
capitalizt preduction revealed move profouzdly capitalism's negstive charscter, I the
face of the new automztion workers questioried the very nature of human activity undsr
capitaliszm. Just s the new technology makes physical activity as mechecical and -
devoid of thougkt as possible 50, 100, thought has become &s mechenistic as possibie, a
mese (ool instead of that which gives activity & direction. Marx’s Maikematical

" Manuscripts sagv in & Gifferent disciplice his opposition to theory based on a duality




-'. betmmobjmof setise and obje__d_s_ of thg:f!_xt asheturnzdto cnuqt_rc ma!hmzm 11
* buman sctivity, In so doing he mads “negation of the negation” coacrets inanew way, -
Tbe Mathematical Manuscripse revesl again Mara's preserveiion of the: Hegellen

7 Today's I3bot process, where the method of modern math has been so thoroughly .
- infosed ju capitalist production, speaks to the relevaiice of the Mathematical Maw- .

- Scripss. What the founders of moders malhematics’took[romNcwtdn'sSttimdetoward;-' s

- mathematical thought was the reduciion of thought to a mere externel tool. They also

- 100% the sesimation that what is r3t hought is free- n £ad her

biak what 15 f3tional in thought is free of contradiction ad h

mystifying form. In that way onthe maching's development. -

He merely amplified illusions sbout making “conscious” computers, Before the inner

development of mechanical prineiples came into {heir own, it was common to confuse -
. mechanics with humax characteristics, The first locomotive was designed with tojofeet” .-

" (Marx 1976:505). Real zobots look nothing like the mechsnicsl hurnen shapes that -
populate science fiction. Rather their form reflects tie poientialities of mechsnicat fogic.

The fetishism of the “thinking” machine is quite different for the live conscicussass:
~whichisa dimension of capitalism’s concrete human activity, Today's programening as® - .

. analienating activity under capitatiem i the Feriection of thought as a meretool On the - -

 other hand, the idea esit gives activity a direction was Marx's starting point for critiquing
both capitalist production aad theoretical mathematice, . 0 ... ,

. Itistimeto imite‘thinking with activity, science with life, in 2 new unity oftheoiyaad
practice beginning with the objectivity of the drive to become total individusls ghat
.emerges out of today's total crisis, As far back as 1843, in his essay “On the Jewish -
Question,” Maix had posed the incompletencss of “political emencipation” andsaw the
need for “declaring the revolution to be permanest” to reach the “individual kuman
being . . . in his everyday life, in his particuiar work, and his particular situstion” and
thereby accomplish “humen cmancipation.” In the section on “Fetishism of the Com- ‘

- modity and Jts Secret” in Capital, Marx makes the particular barrier to emancipation
explicit. Thers Marx isolates the concrete form of buman activity that mystifies kurnan®
telation to nature and to eack other, “Whence, then, arises™ wrote Marzx, “ths enigmatic
character of the product of labor, as soon as it assumes the form of a commodity7
Clearly, it arises frore this form itsaf" (Marx 1976:164), People are related to the social
whole and to each other through this particular thing, reprodusing a false attitude to

.objcctivity iz bourgzois thought. In seging through the fetisk Marx’s philesophy of -
revolution in pormanence is concrete, The self-devefopment of the idea and revolution

&re inextricably bound logether. The full development of science will come only with
the full emancipation of the human being, . .

-
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L. ELEANOR MAKX IN CHICAGO, 1886 - 1. . S
 BEVOLUTIONARY FEMINISM AND THE HAYMARKET CENTENARY

e

- Nineteen eighty-six marks not only the hundredth anniversiry of the Heymarket "~
events in Chicago, lliinois, but the visit of Eleanor Msrx, Karl Marx's daughter, to that
ity ‘ag the most important stop on the US, That these WD evenls—

* Haymarket and Flesnor Mands visit ‘other

LTS

- unfortunately missing from the celebretions marking the 100 years sinc: Haymarket. It -

'is certainly time—a century, after the event—to begin & discussion of bef trip; not
- beczusz Eleanor Marx makes an interesting footaote (o Haymarkei, but because' we ' -

have much to learn from her as & revolutionary fominist who gready Sluminates the - T
.+ inseparability of women frem revolution. Eieanor Marx, whose atiempis to carry out -
- Karl Marx's direction to go “lower and deeper” into-the inssses, as vyeil as her own -

original contribution to what was then cailed “the woman quastion,” spesks to today’s

movement in o way that demands a closer look at her life and work. =~ .. o

_There is no betier place to start, on this hundredth anniversa year, than with the . © L
. American tour she made in 1336, For what Elcagor Marx brought to Acnerica'wiss -

demand for gcnﬁine internaticmlfmm thut would have nothing io do with the chauvi-
. nisoe of all too snany of the German socialists wa viewed U.S, woikers as bockward, .

" She brought with hera deepening of the Gght for the eight-hour day, her unique concept
‘of revoiutionary ferainism and her practice of geeuize Marxism, . . .
 Whatwss inspiring everyonea

o  that mozzent in history wes the movémentin the Us.

- of rank-and-tile workers, women nnd men, fighting for the sight-hour day—a struggle "
which took off afier the end of the Civil War with what Karl Marx calied “the

- seven-league boots of the locomotive.” Even the anarchizts, who disagreed with the
movenent for the eight-hour day, were swepi 2long because, a3 Albert Parsons, pne-of
the Haymarket martyrs, explained: “We did not chioose to stand aloof and be misuader-
stood by our fellow workers™ (cited in Foner 1977:102). ' SRR

Beeause of this powerful agitstion from below, the Federation of Organized Trades-
and Labor Unions (later 1o become thie AF of L3 made two motions at their international -
convention in 1884, The first established Labor Diay, The secoikd became May Day:
“Resolved, . . . that eigit hours shal) constitute legal day's labor fromand afier May §,
1886 .. ." (cited in Foner 1977:95). The method? If peareful tegotistions for an
eight-hour day were fmitless—a strike! By mid-Agpril, 1886, justin anticipation of May
Day, 30,000 workers were granted the eight- or ninc-hour day. By May 1,350,000 US.

~workers struck. The first May Day in Chicago was almost o general strike, with
meatpacking, the stockyards, and the raileoads shut down, P C T
It was this tremendous movement that the capitalists weze trying to destroy when, on -
May 4, a bomb was thrown by an 2gent provocateur inco the crowd at Haymarkat .
Square. There, working men, woren and children had come to protest the gunning
dowa of four MeCormick Harvester workers who had been picketing oo May 3 to keep
300 scabs from taking their jobs. Now cight Chicago anarchists were in jail, seven
- coudemeed to death, The police dezlared waron the workers, bresking into homes ang
printing offices, smasbing mectings, beating and airesting workers as well s irinocent
bystanders by the hundreds. It was to this Chicago that Eleanor Marx came ‘in

September, 1886, o
... EleanorMars wastremendousty moved bt oo Haymarket and ou

Weso-called trial which blatantly condemned men 1o death, not for the bombing, butfor .
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their anarchist ideas. Although both Karl and Eleanor Marx had batiled with snisrchins L
© all their Hves, every speech Eleanor gave in the US, Eegan with 2 pessionate dofeniaof 2
the Heymarket prisoners. But Eleanor Marx wanted her American trip to be much mcre _
- than un expression of international solidarity for the condemnad snarchists Sha wasto .-
- continue on American soil he hettle of ideas Karl Marx had fought in Europe.
- _The Ametican socialiste—who were primarily Garman in origin, refugsss from tie -
1848 revolutions in Europe—ud originally invited Wilhelm Licbknecht end Avgust ¢ -
' Bebel to come to thie U.S. to take advantege of ine greas new stage of Labor striggles i 5
- order tobuild the American movement, Hut neither Liebknecht ror Bebel could speak
= fluent English, What was nseded, Eleanos discovered, was someones to“spesk English”
t0 thess Gérman-American chsplers in more ways than one—for their corcept of
‘Tevolution was so narrawed that many of them had made it a principle nor to speak _
Exglish, tivs showing their conternpt for the indigenons U.S, profetariat .~ -~ =
In contrast, what Eleatior Marx saw was how American workers were struggling for
tocialism as s pari of their fight for the eight-hour day. She stressed nain and again the
importance of jcining with the U.S.-born workers, letting them iske the lead, so that ™
_their innole socialism could devalep. . . o0
Eleanor's Chicago speech revealed har determination to talk about socialisn in a way
that any worker would nnderstand and 1o which they could fze! an efinity. To do this, =
“the body of her talk took & great deal from the form of Karl Mand’s Communist |
Manifesto, explaining just what socialism is sopposed to what the bourgsoisie saysitis.

What best proves that Eleanor’s. insistence on the revold'ﬁenary chaacter of the
- native U.S. workes was correct, is the response her Chicaga speech recsived, This ishow
Yvonne Kapp describes it in her biography of Eleanor Marx: -

" "Large aumbers had 1o be teened away from the doors of Aurora Turmer Hall,
Even then too many had been sdmitted: the gallery sagged and threstened to
~ collepse under the weight of ‘people standing on ihe forms, between the forms
and aAlmost upon each other,” while in the hody of the ball the crowd was unabla
toapplaud in unison because, psthey said: ‘We were packed so closaly that some
of us could not maove our arms unless those anding by put thesrs down togive
a turo’ ™ (Kapp 1976:155). T . .

- Atthesame time, her whole sttitude to what was then called “the woman question”
brings out the todsyness of women ss Rezson and as Biberationists. Even in her speechics
on what most would consider “other topics” she always brought in women. She talked
of “en and women™ end rarely used the word “man™ alone because she meant both. In
ber Chicago speech, sgain following what Marx had developed in the Manifesto, she

- showed Bow copilalism had dehumanizad women and transformed Jove inio prosiiu-

tion and exploitation, She also brovabt in a vision of what woniea are: “To the socialista

~woman isa humer, being, sad cas no mrave be 'Leld” in commor than a socialistic society

could recognize slavery” (cited in Kapp 1976:1€4). S

Shortly before ber American toar, Elearor had written un The Woman Question ina

pamphlet co-authored with Edward Aveling. Te get a better undersianding of ber

- feminist contribution, we nsedtolook more sloscly atthis pampiilet. It was supposedly

- areview of August Bebel's book, Woman—Post Presentand Futyre, althoughshe tells

us in the pamphlat that, “we bave waadered zo far Eom Betai along our own hies

_of ... thovght™ (1976:15). Indeed, while ihose who writs of Eleanor Macx ss a femiznist
~ continuaily try to trace her feminivm o the iafivence ¢f Bebel, Engels and Tbeez, this

article shows her is very differeet, cxteinly distinguishing fer as » umique socialis o
{eaninist who was ncf following Bebel, Thsen, whose play, 4 Doll's Heise, she both o

Lo
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translated and acted in, nor Exgels, whose Origin of the Family, Private Property andthé -~
Slal‘."wasp!:b‘.i.'.“..edinw%., o ’n."!‘ [ L -; : ';"?‘:‘_-;7 ,--:_- S
. _In The Woman Qrestion Eleanor states that, *“Women wili Snd slties inthebetterson -
- of men, as the labourers arc finding allies amonig the philosophers, artists and poets. But'
the one hzs notiing to hope fram man se a whole, and 1he other hat agthing o hopa. <~ -
from the middle class as a whole” (1976:8). Elesnor had muck of what is thought of as
“socialist criticism” of bourgeois feminists—particularly that they didn't anderstang ™ "
that “The position of women rests, as everyihing in our complex modera society rests, - .-
01 an econonic basis” (1976:6). But her mote origing! criticisms were that, with the
bourgeois feminism of her day, “The actual position of women inrespect to men would
Aot be very virtually touched,” and that none of the bourgeois feminist demands
“touches (women) {u their sex relations” (3men. . g
She writes with passion of the unmarried womas, asking why itis thet one can always
pick her, but not the unmarried man, out of a crowd of faraily gathering? She describeas
what forced celibacy does toa developing human nature and attacks the fractice that
only men are permitted 10 “proffer effection,” showing, by quoting Shakespears, bow
that it not a natural state of life aad pointing out how maringe is a purely economic -
arrangement. Sketakes up the age that people marred, showing it 1o be a class question
. 2nd oppossd to humen nature, She gives her views on how children should be told of sex -
and ends with her vision of human relatices which (a!though ehe characterized it as
monogamy} is an expression of genuine reciprocity belween men and women., -
What those who tie Eleanor Marx as femisist fo Bebel, Engels and Ibsen al) ignore is
her relationship to the ideas of Karl Marx. itis not osly that, as his dzughter, she had 2
unique experience, growing up in a household where her own sisters’ inteliscteal
curinsity and their interest in the revoluticaary movements of their day were strongly
nurtured, It is that there is no doubt whatsacver that it is from hiy witings thar she got

her inspiration to grapple with “the woman question™ . ]

It was his ideas she was sceking to make real in at her writings and al! her activities, -
whether that be with women, with the unskilled and unorganized workers, or in her
internaticnalism. Indecd, those she hed to fight hardest were the elitist leaders of the -
Sodial-Democratic Party, who, in trying to play down the revolutionary road of Marx's
Marxism, kept gossiping in etters o each other that Eleancr was tryingto make & goxd of

‘et father——gs if Karl Marx was not the founder of the revolutioary sociatism they all
* supposediy followed.” ' ‘ o L
What becomes clear in reading The Working-Class Movement in America, written
afier the U.S. tour, is héw much Capital had iniluenced Eleanor. Following the way
Marx had documented the conditions of the English workers in Capital, the conditions
of the working-class in the U.S. are here likewise documented by the capitatists’ own
statistics—the “[atest annval repoits of the Bureau of Lsbour for the various States”
(Marx and Aveling 1891:23). The borrible working conditions that led to the npheavels
of the [880s.2nd 1B9Ds are revesied in the despair of the labor commissioners

themselves as they report on women and child labor, the eightees-hour days, the
company stores, the fines, the “black Hsts*.. - .

A special swareness of the Black dircension is seen in the way Blacks are quoted to
show “that the immense coloured population . .. is beginning to understand the
wege-slavery question. “Their purposs’ (ice. of the ‘idle clrsses’) ‘is to keep us poor, o
that we will be compelled to toil for their benefii . . .; The coloured penple are etting
awake on this matter. The time is past when they can be deceived™” (Marx snd Aveling
1891:32-3). T . ) o

- - Sigailcantly, the longest chapier in the book is oz “Woman and Child Fabor,"and
- the meetings with U.S, feminists are discussed in the chapter on “Some Werking-Class
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- Leaders These are not workingclass women but suffragists and slthough Eleanor =
 -criticizes them for their similsrity to the English bourgeois feminists, she also points out -

how "American women suflimaists differ from the English in one vaiy imporiant

-particular. They, are ready and willing to listen io the idess of other schools of
- thonght . .

the workers &s well 53 in that for the emancipaiion of their cwn sex” {1891:194-5),
Beyond that, she singles out the suffragisss as being “much more outspoken™ than -
their Epglish sisters: “Thiey call things konestly by their namey, 2nd aze act like the
- English, afraid of being thought ‘improper.’ " Neither was Eleanor Marx. She led s most
extraordinary life and her contribution to todey’s Wemen's Liberation Movement and
the U.3. 2nd British labor movements is oaly now heginning o b fully explored.

- What speaks to us today is not only that her insistence on the primacy of American
workers as creative leaders has been proved historically in that every workiug-class
sdvanze mede in the US. has been the result of & uriquely. Americen proletariat,
uoscpareled from the added dimensions of Blacks and women, While it was inthe US. -
in 1886 that Eleancr Marx first immersed herself in the movement for the edgit-hcur -
day, the passion workers revealed in Chicago to control their working day was
something she was to experience agsin in the 1890k in Bpgland, .- o aoo o

There is no question that Eleanor Marx practiced Marx's philocophy, A translator of
his warks, they biecame part of her—especially Capital, She was the one who took so
seriously Marx's decision thei one must 80 “lower and deeper” into the proletariat that
she did her most magnificent work with Jewish immigrant women in the slums of
London's East End—a group of workers the rest of the movemznt disdained, Her own
tes? of her practice was to see who reaily represeated the workers; i writing to Engels
describing the infighting, sniping, namo-calling 2ud lying of the different sociafist
factions, letter after letter would conciude: But the workers are with us. She transcended
the infighting of the Leitist groups because she was groundad both in her experience in
Chicsgo and in Karl Mars’s Capizal where he contrasts the “pompous catalogue of the

. “inalienabie rights of man’ * to the true “Magna Carta of 5 legally limited working-day”
2nd tie real struggles for the eight-hour day, . . :

Because our interest io Eleanor Marx is for today we can’t look at ber life as if it s just
a coilection of facts. Yvorne Kapp's two-volume book Eleanor Morx, for example,
while invaluatle as a refarenze, offers no voint of view, and so buries Eleanor Marx in
the facts of her Yifs—beath trivial and significant—that the meaning of }ife for us today is
obscured. Yet Elesnor Marx has much to tel us. Eleancr Marx did not put women's
liberation and socialism in separate compartments. If women's liberation wasn’t on the
officiai agenda, it was oa hers, and it wasn't only lip service or just & teot to invaive
woman in the “real” struggle as it was (0 50 many of ber contemporaries—and ours, Her

Chicaxn toin sl

ready 10 engege in the more fer-reachisg struggle for the emancipaiionof

Tip shows b sensltivity o the indigsoous popuindon and ner abiiityto -

combat elitiem by stressing the inuate socialism of the English-speaking U.S, workers,
Her speeches and activities reveal how she grounded herseif on Kast Marx's writings and
was able to make his ideas to diverse groups of worl '

“Eleanor Marx is important to ss—not only in what she did sccomplish, but what she
failed t0 do as well, for it is here that we naed to transcend her. Whereas Eleanor Marx

* practiced Merx’s Marxism, what she did not accomplish was to make explicis that her
practios was the practice of Marx's philosophy. Why she did not do that remains to be
worked out but we can not afford the same piistake. Our age of failed revolutions has
made quiis clear the nccessity of the inseparability of philosophy from the movements

-~ fur fresdor: Our jock at Eieanor Marx is not for history only as past, but as in the
making lodsy with the living forcss of ator, yeuth, Bluck end women, and becnuse it is
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' déicrmined bythe n&eds of our age, Eleanor Marx's life isa contribution to the frcedom k

movemenis today,
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. COMBATTING PLANT CLOSINGS: THE ROLEOF LABOR -

 DaviiC.Renney ...

> ‘The University of Blinoia at Cileago L

From-July 21 to October 28, 1985, 5,200 workers from the nine mills of the
Wheeling-Pitisburg Stee! Corporation were on strike—~the first major steel strike inover
25 years. The company filed for bankripicy and on that basis attempted to nuilify the
union contract and foist concessions on the wozkers. The outiome included the forced

qugngggggf the chairman of the haart of Tt _ Ao

. 28 Smrd of W hceling-Fitisturg and ancsuu'nwd -
- setllement. While the settlement did inclide concessions, the company was not able to

destroy the workers” organization because the expected worker backdown under the
* threatof closing did not happen. In about fifty cement plunts across the country in 1985,
- workers rejected concession conirasts in an industry that claims to be declining. Rather
, thaa striking, they disrupted production through various forms of BON-COOPeTation.
Gaining a suitable contract was their immediate objective, but in the meantime they
used the fact that they had no contract to their advantage. In Chicagoin 1984, whea the
Playskeot Company announced that it wes closing down its Chicago plant, a caiifroma -
- smell coalition of community and labor groups to hoycott Playskool products et with
such a huge response thet the company was foread to maintain some production {3 the -

 plant for a yéar and mount a massive public refations campaign to restore a taratished

‘corporsie image,

“While none of these happenings represents a solution to the growing problem of plant -
closings, they do indicate that workirip people are esploring some sew directions in a
search for solutions. Blusstone and Hasrison (1983), #nd others have provided an
important insight in arguing thet many of the plant closings we see today are duc to the
volicies of muiti-rational corporations. They have documented what is essentially a new
stage of capitalist deveicpment, comparable to the formnetion of mass production;
indusiry in the 1930's, and the adveat of an g of automation in the 1950

The present period beginning in the carly 1970 is new in several respects. Corpora-
tions, faced with a steep and lorg terra deciine in profit rates, more frequent and deeper
economic downturas foliowed not by boom but stagnation, and unstable wodd political
situations have developed new technologics, These technologiss have miade capitalitself
mor: mobile than ever before in history, There are new develcpments in telecommuni-
cations and transportation technology as well &s robotics and micro processor bused

. production. These have eliminated the need for particular labor skills, and management

can now move their operations from one regios to snother or to another couniry with

relative ease. They can actually move capitai from the productior of one product to
another as well, ] : o -

- Then magy 201077 tiosings oocur rivi berause of 8 inck of Gemand Tor a product, but
because management has fourd & potentially higher rate of refurn on the investment
dailar in enother location or ancther product. Ia the City of Chicago two of the

" Teinaining three steel mills are owned by corporations for whom steel making is a
sidefine. Their management is ¢ominated by tccountants, bankers and Iswyers who gre
conserned not so miuch with developments in thesteel industry, but with the bottor lise
of their finarcisl statements. Thers1s no longes any nucessary relationship betwesn steel
meking 2nd money makizg. The closing of Playskool in Chicago involvad ending one

. profitable operation in Chicago for a pessible mors profitable one elsewhere. The
closing of Wisconsin Stesi in Chicago was the end result of a long period of disinvest-

- mentthat began when the profitable and state-al-ihe-ar emill did not prast tha sorparate
“parent, lnlcmﬁmnl}ﬁawﬁ:u_’s, burdle profit rate.

114




lwmnomnkalnmmenmmhcmomofoombmmmmdmuounosed
1o adjusting to thes, originates with the workers doing the combat; it ocs 6t originate
with public nohm union keaders or nther external agents, | will develop this argament -
first by summarizing the philosophic greund of Marxist-Humsnisre and then showing )
how that philosophy s concretized &t coe other major tuming point in Americen labor
: hutorv—-thepenodbetwben 1945 and 1951, Wewillthenremmtotodaytodsmmme
lﬂphum :

e LD

Phﬂonphydemomh

A]tho.;ghBh.smnemiHmmn{l%S) document the frct that there hzsbmalcms
term tread of a falling rate of profit, they do not go on and fraceits origing Nor do they
spell out its implications for today. it was Msrx's snslysia of western capitalism that
demonstrated that the dacline in the rale of profitis tiad to the necessity under capitalism -
to continucusly replace the sole source of value, hvmg Iabor, with the machine, Whils
todsy's capitsksty cuuiniydcn t subscride to this view, the decline in profit rates canoot
b d:spute:i. MNer can it beargoed that the refurn on investment is high sacugh to sustain -
8 erawing sconowy, Denite the talk of the !!_nn-l !r_leg!gg:_lm of recovery throuoh

“growih recession,” the fact ia thsi 10day’s plantc!os.ngs ociur in a context of fong-term

decline. Since World War H gave western capitalism 8 temporary reprieve from the
depression of the 1930's, there have been no Jess than seven mojor recessions. And esch
has exposed the depth of the probiem with more clarity, Since the 1975 recession foriad
bewildered economists to coin the phrase “stagflation,” we have seen recession upon
recession followed by “recoveries” that were ot recoveries at all. Today's s-.:uanon s
simply a decpening of what was precent then: a low rate of cconomic growth, deep and
pmmeut uuemploymeut. aad the decline of much of our basic fndustry, Long-term
economic decline and the new capits] mobility are the objecuve conditions with which
efforts 10 combat plant closings must contend,

Atsimilar bistorical jun.:turcs there have been plans and political galore. But nons of
them poinied to the needed social tramsformetion. Only the actual struggles of workers
sgainst the conditions under which they are foreed o work and live could Jo that. While
the struggles depicted at the heginning of this paper ars neither soiuticas nor 2 fully
wiorked out direction forward, lhcy do provide a starting pomt for combaiting plant
closiogs. But to review buman acnvn&y in this meanes reqmm a pailosophical vaniage
point that clullcngu the pragmatism embedded in the notion of state Plan as soiution.
‘Whst [ am posing here is a philosophical perspective called, “Marxist-Humanism,” by
its founder, Raya Dunayevskaya. Essentially, Marxist-Humanism is the mmnuﬂou

. of Marx's own philosophy for todsy. :

Marx demonstrated that individus! mpllshs:ls are oompened to replw. the humen
workers with ‘machiues and reduce those left working to en sppendage of thei-
machines. Marx also argued that histery was a history of people fighting anything tha
limited their ability 1 be whole bumsn beings (“the guest for universality™) and that the
most mepstious such limitativn of the capitalist ags is the division between mental and
mxnusl labor which the machine ruthlessly tears apart. The histaricsl “quest for.
_oniversslity” ivitially causes resistance to the most limiting aspects of the system.
Ultimately there is wide sprezd revolt. Iu the course of the resistance and revoit, people
begin to work out what the struggie is for—what thz new social system will be. This

latter development was seen by Merx as critical to the process of socia! transformastion
anid he called it the nogaticd of e negation. Tuus whils capitalist production was ai the
ceate: of his Gitique of cugital, hedid noi seethe abolition of private property as tha end
or goal. Rather heaaw kst revolution was contiuuous and required totaily new human
relations thet were determined by humen beings as Subjects of their owa liberatioa.
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- . Marx's phitosophy was thl.isneversepmwdfmmbiseconemiucrpqﬁﬁcslwdmy; L
?'!“!'.eha.":a::‘-..dnaa;Su‘.sjec‘.ofhisofnabwuﬁbaiﬁonﬂmiﬁfaczpménwd'mhjs'ﬁm_t?(‘" -
.druft of Capital es “sn absolute movement of becomitie.” But s lef) us no bluepri Lo
- Plan—.rather %2 trall fom e 18848 1o the 1980's” (Duneyevskaye 1982, . 2507

‘As Raya Dunayewskeyaputit™ 70 o7 eme o

“Only live human beings can recreate the revolutionary dialectic forever anew, - -
" Ang thess live buman beinge must 45 55 iz theory a5 well s in pIagiice o,

Whatis needed is & new wnifying pricciple, oo Marv’s ground of humanism; that
truly altzrs both human thought snd human experiznce . . Marx’s legacy is no
mere heirloom, but a live body of ideas snd perspectives that is in need of
~concretization. Every moment of Marx's development as well as the totality of -
bis works, spells ou? the need for “revohition in permanence.” This is theabsolute
challenge for our age” (Dunayevskaya 1982c:i95) .~ =« < * S
- - Worker 28 Subject in an Age of Aitoniation . S _
Inconeretizing this philosophy for today we will Brst look to thie year 1949becauseit
represente the beginniugs of efforts of rank and fle labor o deil with the edveat of
. aviometicn, Seelng how labor vesponded to the automatisn of the cosl mines can
establish ihe grouad for widerstandieg the search for new directions today. o

* nthe late 1940's capitalism was on the verge of £ new siage of development. While
the automatior of the oil industry had occurred eatlier than cosl and had alsg met with

resistance from workers, the cosl miners strikes of 1949-5C and egzinin 1951 openeda
niew stage of cognition that went far bevond the minss themastyes. Firgt itisnecossaryto |
seethat at the end of World War 11, the cosl industry was beginning a decline bothin its
_relative share of the energy market aad in absolute terms as well. Between 1548 und
1953 coal production was nearly cut in half. The mine owners responded to the decline
ina classic manner. On the one hand they introduced néw technology--the continuous
miner machine—deigazd 1o incrense worker productivity. Second, they developed a
nev spproack: to labor reisticns that emphasized efforts to insure coatinuous production
2uopposed to the more confrontational tactics used previousty, To accomplish the latter |
task, & new orgenization was formed in July of 1950—the Bituminous Coal Operations’
Organization (BCOA). BCOA wes headed by George Love, ‘organizer of the largest
cnal mining operation in the world, The Pitisburgh Consolidated Coal Company
(CONSGL) and by the U.S, Steci President Harry Maees (Dubefsky sod Van Tire
1977:495). The BCCA was a alliancz of coal companies which together mined gbout’
half of ail the coal in the U.S. Love controlled 52 of the association’s 110 votes and

Moses controlled about another 19, Lave and Moses used this power to convinge the

coa] operators to avoid c!nl:e;, sivwernment involuamant in nnlone and atrecmoa dn oot

h TrelrRS L LT LL Ve Lavine s winbiee wuta SRR WD I'!Ula‘ -
together with labor o solve mutual problems’in a “busineslike” way (Dubofiky and
Van Tine 1977:487). oo : : L

Inthe coslindustry tha labor urion was controlled by Joha L, Leswis, a founder of the
-CIO ard one considered to be an uncompromising militant. His respoiise to the
 declining conditions in coal production was eventually to capitulate to the owners both

insupporting the new mining tachoology and the new form of labot relations propased,
Although the 1949 strike actually came before the fermeticn of the BCOA and Lewis'
subsequent capitulaticn, the activity around the strike itself showed what was to come.
- Rank end file coal mirers also saw the new stege of capitalist dovslenment in the
"~ panicular form of the contiuuous miner machine, Shortly befors the 1949 striks, the
- Fairmont Times, the largest daily newspaper in West Visrginis, carried 2 froot pese
Feport about the conticuous mines complete with pictures. Later V.S, Sisel's Harry
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oses glowingly described the techooiogical marvel as “the only assembly line mass~.
- production industry carrizd on under growad.” (Dubofeky acd Van Tine 1977:494) But -

' the miness had anather nawis for it._“she mankiler Not ool &2 e continucus
miner cut the size of the miring crew om 19 to 4, but it created absolutely terrifying.
working conditions, Hers is how a formar cosl miner daseriled io Noting ihat the pace -7
ofthe wachine now controlled the pace of the iminers tendiing i, he goes on the describe -

“With the head ripping into the face, the powerful whicling bits pulverizing the -
-coat conveyed baok aod dumped into the Walting Siggy, e cudi dust quickiy -
saturated the alr, making it impossibie to ses more than a few feet. : . . Here you
bave the continuous miner, ripping cos! out std spewing it back over the
conveyor boom as it swung back and forth uatil the coal vas pitd fromiribto rib

 and to the top, virtually satombizg the work crew in & confined area wheve the
* dustand heat were multiphied many tirass cver, Witk sll the mofors running #nd
 in cn atmasphere sunesiaden with fine cosl dust, a ingle spark from anything-—
the grinding bits hitting  bard suslfur ball, a spark from any motor, 2 siort inany
elecuical wire—ould tern that face info a raging inferno of death-desling -
destruction. And that’s precisely what kas happescd since the continuous miner's

- introduction-—~many times over” (Phillips and Dunsyevsbays 1984:12.33), .. -

The miners’ oontact was due to ru out on June 30, 1945, Beginning ia May, Lewis
ordsved workete to strike for severe] brief periods ta deglate coal stockpiles. When the

© contract expired, hawever, despile a fins union tradition of “no contrast, no work,™
Lewis stunned everyone by proclaiming thet miners wonld work a three day wael. The
- miness were dissppointed but went along with their leader, Since the mining companics
 vree 0o loager coutributing to the widon health and welfare fuad, Lewis announced in
- liig Sepiember the suspersion of all psyments from the fund. This sparked sirikss in .
Northemn West Virginia and Southern Penusylvanin - which lgter spread all pver
Appslachia—West Virginix, Peansylvania, Virginia, Kentucky, Teanessee, Alabama
- end Ohio and iater 1o the west. On September 30, Lewis ordered the hard coal minem in
Mississippi aad the scft coal miners in the west back to work, On November 10 be
ordered the rist of the miners to resume 3 3 dsy week, In Janusry CONSOL brought
couri action agaiost the thice day week which prompted Lewis to ca? out miners in six -
CONSOL mines in West Virginia. Sponiansously most of the other miners iz the srea
joived the suike, Lewis “suggesiad” they retua 1o work, hut now soniething new
happeaed. Union officers called a meztieg and voted to reject Lewis' suggestion, When
unjon officials attempied to guin réconsideration, rank ead filers refused. Not ony did
they stay ont, but thastrike began to spread, The unicn called a mezting for local union
officers only but st that mecting on January 19, 1956, 1860 rark 2nd Sl miners showad
up aod confronted their union leaders with such fury that it became clesr that the strike
- wasnow frmly in the cosrol of the rank and file, From the January mass meeting until
- ilé Diing; operaiors gave in oa March 3, 1959, rank and tile miners ran the strike vsing
the mass meeding as & new type of labor osganization and creating their own relief fund
which developsd solidarity with working people in mazy different industries and in
masy differnt parts of the country (Phillips and Dunayevskays 1984), .

Inthe followicg year, the miners in West Virginia went out e yetanotherstrike. Itis
virtualiy vnreported in labor histcry books. Jt was eaocher wildcat defiznce of Lewis,
Bat Debofsky and Van Tine, Lewis® biographers, didn't even refer to it, Instexd they

* focus on Lewis' continued cepitulation to operators. Yet the strike was significant
because it involved two new elemenis. Miners were dsmanding sexdority rights which
they had never done before, and secondly ibe strike wes settled for the first time even o
- whits Use miners were il oot ‘The importance of seniority rigits had to d0 with

T S e et

et




machinz wasa mankiller a3 they termed it and many of the youngir workers wanted the
< 7ight to get off of it As one dloss smononser of the stk put it ¢ o

“We didn't know at the time that Appalachiz would be formed into a depression
: area from this. But people wanted the seniority systemto have theright to get off-
 this machize, not to gat oa it, because they were young people and it wasa .

man-killer. And o the new strike broke cut”, (Phillips and Dunayevskays .

198431 o R

At the time of thesé strikes Draayevskayn was cot only working direcidy sepporting -
. the miners but she was also studying Hegel, translatiag Lenin's philosophical notebooks
‘on Hegel, 'and writing 8 book on Marxism. The philosophics! vantage point that.
emerged through this combination of activities cuabled her to see the activity of the
miners in a very differont light from cther cbecevers gt the time and from the few Iabor
. historians who kave discussed the strike. o . e
 Rather than seeing this strike 25 an end point (in coal’s critical and dominapt rolé in” -
the economy ar in John . Lewis' carees) ss Dubzfsky and Van Tine did, Dunayevs. .
kaya sew the strike and its pRermath s 2 new brginning tot only for miners but for -

- woriing peapie geuerally, For one thing she argusd thnt the strike was a part ofawhole .
“dialecticel circle of citcles” and thus marked the begianing of 2 new epoch, It wasn't
" simply & matter of the centinuing decline of capitalis that had begunto asherinanaw
-sgeofautomation. Rather it was the world wide revolt against these conditions snd the
new questions being raised in the process that distingnished this epoch. In shor, this
epoch was marked by the meturity of the ihought aud aclivity of human subjects se2king
revolisin Eastern Europe after the death of Statin, and by the beginning of the civil rights
movemsntin the U.S. with the Moatgomery bus boyeott in §356, The sum total of these
dialectical developmenis showed that not only had we eatersd a new stage of capitatiet
- production with sutomatior, but also a new stage of cognition in which “the movement
from practice is itself a form of theory” (Dunzyevskaya 1982), P

That does not mean that the mincrs themselves had put all of this together. Rather
their sctivities in creating new, forms of labor solidarity and organization had laid the
ground for & new way of tiinking. What Dunayevskaya was able to see in all this.
activity was that the Reason of the miners was raising a fundamental question 2bout this
new epech—*“what kind of labor should a humen being do?" And she thus mads 2
philosophical cotegory of that question and the worlzers' subjactivity for this age—*the
movement from practice is itself a form of theory.” Secizg the profonnd qucstioa in the
workers’ thoughts and sction, and then making of a catepory that defined a new
relatinnship of theory to praclice was itself 1n act of meeting the movement from
practics with a movement from theory that is grounded in Marx's philosophy. It was the

L\go-'mﬁng of 8 working out of hat' philosaoh

‘ i ihat puilosapby {or ihis age which she cailed
Masxist-Humanism. : -

The significance of the subjectivity of the miners during the 1943-51 period and of the
.. philosophical development that could catch that subjectivity as a world-wide phene-
meron, & univessal for this age, is further highlighted by what happened Liter. The next
major developnient in awsometion ocsurred in tae auto {ndustry when the term
“automation” was actually invented by & Ford Motor Co; executive in 1954, The
reaction of United Auto Workers president, Walther Reuther to this development wes -
similar to that of Lewis. He told his members, “yon must not fight progrese.” The
:_divisionbetwemladmhipmdnnkandﬁleemp;qldmingmel960’sandeaﬂy70’sin . :
" jrastivaliy every iadusiry in e country. Th forms of revoit and organization pioneered T T
by the niners in 1950—1%e wildeat #trike, the mass inseting and new forms of Iabor -
- solidarity—evolved by the 1967's into what were called shop caucuses, often Black

i
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hﬂﬁw inisg i?:'u.“:‘amwere waves ofwildmtsuikumauto,swe! andwai. .

_ They roeched & climax in 1932 after United Steel Workers president, David McDonsld -
had “woe” e atrike. Tissettlement failed to change the conditions of work—the kind

of abor workers were being forced 10 do in an age of aztomation, So the workers . .
wrildoutead sgabaet autometion, Ta the 1960%s the skop caucuses took a different form,

Blsck autc worker Charles Deaby describes their developmrnt and the difference
m&lmmt%ﬂ’lufallom ‘ :

mmﬂlﬂqumlhnnmﬂnmwﬂnf.ﬂmnn!hm undﬂ\m-ﬂut S

befote wes that wwoet of vs who were i Black opposition groups up to’
that tims thocght thet the most irsportant thing to do was to throw out the
beaderhip, oc change the uninn structure, or something of that nature. The young -
paop!alkenwm‘nh{auiagthuway.neywmthmhngmtermso'complm,
shanga—a revelutica™ (Denby 1978:266). .

mwmmwheﬁmoﬂowpay.hwuarmpomtomcnsmandtotli-
debumanizing coaditions imposed upos workm iz the automated t‘ndnry Dcnby
expressed I this way., -

“Autoration is the mackine, Wo know that. But it is also anmg the MaR A .
maching 00 . . . A man's body had (o be trainedto work like the mzchine. The
muctiza lis the body how to work . . . What alienates a production worker is
st ba i driven to do work that is separated from his thinking. This along with

the terrific pace wa hava 1o work, makes » workst doubly tired at the end ofa’
day” (1973:196). . T

mﬁfdcbammkmmmmumh&nmmwm&y These
ieaders welcome the aew technologies 8¢ progrees and counsel concessions s the gge of
sutomiting sod now mobile capital technologien reducs the aumber of jobs and close
" plantsdisplscing entirs workforcen. In this respect the wotker is forced to be even more
&1 sppendage to the macking. That i3 true bith of those: who are faft in the plants and
those whose very ability to werk ia being detenmined by the bankers and accountanis
al the new trsnenortation and tslecommnunications techrologies. The view of many
workers todey about thess conditions was expeessed recenily by » Black Chicago steel
worker a2 b3 traveled to a rally in Pmsbmh. PA o support the striking workers at
Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel.

“In my opigion, its going to uk.ealc»t mommnﬂu raily. What uneadedxs a

.mﬂmmminzheunmmovemm.Wehswtogoba..kmdrcga.n
contrel of prodration. Because when the union gave that up to gain wage

mmwewm cn the road thathubmmtmmlhupoml."

In order to diaw out the tmplmdons of this statement and the & .mphcaucns of the -
philosophical vantsge pomt wie have developad, wé with to examine this view of
workers” subjectivity as it relates 1o plant closings today.

Combstting Plasi Closngs Today .

lnbnngmgthelemonso!theudy lmlwwdig'uﬂm‘.ommmldmngs,n
is ciucial to sc2 that the miners’ strike posed tha quesiion “what kind of laber shovld a
humanbungdo,”mddsmﬁedlh!lhcmmdw:‘.mmmﬂn;amaﬂynew

way of living that ircluded not oaly control of producting, bat sew hussen refations that
included new relaticas betwean worsn sud men, Black and white,

- Th:l.-e..coesmmd:gmmhrﬂmﬂmﬂum.wm'w-"‘"myam:&::!-.'.'-.:,-'L..
- could in the 195C’s, The most imjportent lewon of the miner's strike is that from the
- philosophical vantage peint wo have posed, & is possibla 1o e bow the workens

11438
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.- themuelves, acting as the Subjects of thieir own freed, ity s "quest for universality,”
. poirsed s direction forward. ltisessential 10 ses both the role of human self develcpment .
- i jairiig the Gireciion forwerd and how philosophy is intégral to our ability to see it
- Our discussion of the miness' strike shows that philosoahy # ot & tool of anslvaiz by
a task 10 do, It is slways to be worked out in relation to what masses of people are
thinking snd daing. The gronsd of Marx’s Humai ismis what enablad Dunayevskiyato -
catch what tha rank end file were thinking 2nd deing and to assist directiy their struggle
by demcastrating the Universals that the workers were brioging cut: thus founding
Any approach 1o combatting plani closiags will be of ittle use if weere notableto .
. link &n analysis of objective condition to the Reason of the forces whose ideas can point -
to ihe needdad direction forwasd. To find that link sequires 2 very thorough philosophical -
reorgenization that not only rejects narrow pragmatism but works out & philosophical -~ -
ground which is abie 1o see that; IR o TE
"The dey3 are long since past when thiese voices from below could be tresied, at .
“oest, a8 357 fouress of tieory. The movement from practice that igitsclf sform -
of theory demnands a totally new relationship of theory of practice . . .. e
The transformation of reafity has a dialectic afi its own, It demands a unity of the -
struggles for freedom witk 2 phifcsophy of liberation, Caly then does the
clemental revolt 1elease new sensibilities, new passions, 2ad new forges—a
whole new humas dimension., ... R , -
Ours is the age that can meet the challengs of the times when we work out 0 rew
 arclaicnship of theory to praciice that thie proof of the nity is in the Subject’s -
owa seif-development. Philosophy 2nd revolution will first then liberate the-

- innate falents of men and women who will becoras whole™ {Punayevskaya
19820:289-292). S B o S

The statemeat of the Black Chicago steel worker who was quoted eartier as saying .
that what was needed was 8 “total reconstruction in the union movement” that would
enzble workers 1o “regsin control of production,” is certainly an expression not only of
tevolt sgainst the closing of the sieel mills, but it peinte & direction forwse:d. His and
other voices being raised in the course of combasting plast closings are far more than
mere “sources of theory,” but a challenge to develop a new reiationship of theory to
practice,

T g et
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THECIO‘ THEV AND NOW AVIEW FROM AN
o .ORGANIZEE'S EXPERIENCE
- Jﬁhﬂ S ..:..' Lo
Coleago, Biols -~

'l‘oday, when you look at the oondmon-of the AFL-CIO—whﬂ.her itis thc conces-
sions they force their members into, or what is worse, how these labor buresucrats do
not support mititant workers cut on stnke. as with the Hormal workers in Austi;

Micnescia—you may wosder: wily pay any attention to the CIO7 Butif we.takea ==

* deeperlook 1 the period when the C1O was born and a.\-t dxd ..c!ueve, ycu mny seein
ma.pisnmpommagnpmufonmay : RSV -

The truthis that the Congrm of Indusirial Orgammtmns changed lhe mdustml fsce
 of the United States by creating industifal unioust, instead of remaining stuck i inthe
‘czuft unionism of thie American Federation of Labor. It wasa't, of course, the present
bureaucracy thatdid the creating. Even those who were then militant lesders—~Joka L.,
Lewis, Walter Reutber and otlere—did not de it. Those from bilow, the rank and fils,
the sponlanmly of mats3s in smation, did the crzating. They created & new fcrm of

s!mgglc by s*ttmg down right at their ma..mnm and ot lamng the f.xcmry :

_Itis within that context that you will see that, though [ am lel.mg you of 1 my own -
experiences, they represent the experiences of American youth of the 1930s whorefused
ta foilov: the world they did not make. They would niot accept the Depn:sslon as any
sort of life to bow dowa to. We were out to rmhape the wor .d

Before proceeding further, itisa guo-] ideato sayafew words about thv my in which
the events I will descrivetcok place. My hometown, Lyna, Massachusetts, aside fomits
two huge electrical plants, was called, “The Shoe City.” The shoe and leather industry
was the muvmg force in the life of the city for meny years befere the electrical | industry
gained its present dominance, The tamurg cf lzather calls for the use of o certsin
chemical composmon it the water used in the tauning process. It czn be fotnd in this
arca, but ot in most other aress of the country. This kept the leather industry largelya

captive of the area. The shoe .ndustry, uepcndent on !aaiher for its supphcs, remmned
close 2t hand, ’

The workers of the area were 8 mmme of cvery 1magmablc nauonahty, with Polm.
Irish, French-Canadian, lialisn and Eastern Mediteranean (Greeoe, Turkey, Armenia)
workers dominating the scene. At the samie time a substantial saction of the working
class of the aras steeped in American traditions, hardened in the Aboliticn movement
bafore the Civil War. Lynn had sheltered Frederick Donglass when hé was pursued
ciskwhere. The workers of Lynn gained for themselves a reputation of being the “Rad
Center” of the country in 1918. The strikes in the shoe and leather industry weie the

.most militant and decisive struggies in that period. The women were noted for their part.
in the struggle for the right to voze. Grators with pew ideas found a resdy heanng.

The CIO did not suddenly spriaginto being, [twasa !ong {ime be-coming. The basic
idex that the industrial form of orgunization was far superior to the craft formgoes beck
tothe Sociaiist Labor Party f Deniel DeLeon in the first years of tha tweatieth century.
The CIO died as £a organization because it could not mave beyond this idea of lator -
organization, During and after World War L, the Industrial Workers of the World—the
Wooblies—-zveceedad in organizing industrial unior in the Western mines, in lumber,
-+ and mede sn impect in New England, but wherever they found success the capitalists

_ brought in the pohoe and militia, threw the leadm in Jail and broke up the ranks.

Vititin the mainsiream fabos movement 1h¢ idea o i industrial unionism was alv:ays
cued by tbme lexdess whme]umdlwon lmght be undennined. Craft uniorism was




‘thoorder of the day unil 1935, when the CTO was born. When industrislunionismeid.
... come, it wasin the contert of the “depressica decs " the world whick T eniered whenl =
o el Bl LT - e - ' B

_ _Byﬁ;eﬁmeimduateﬁf_romhighacboollw_zsqai!ei!cxj!ewe!k".'ngfor_aii\v'ing.}.{y
father wasa worker with five children to suppaort on bis wages. We had the necessitiesof -
-life, a decent home, but there was no cash arouad for frills o amusemeat, Evea by the
ﬁmelmmdywedterhighsch:iolitwuﬂemryforme:oworkmbuymyclolhee,

Ibegan working at IGinawoodwor!dnstumwhamumenovdiyfumim- e
Latei Iworked asan vsher in thenters from 2 p.i. after schiool umil 9 p.m, and letigéron
Saturdays snd Sundays. These bours of work lef little tinie for the tormalsocialactivity - -

. ihar most young peopie of that age evjoy, - . . .. - L
- Ihad not yet had the persoral experience of belonging to a union but kad heard my
- father talk about them, My father had worked at the same iob i the same thop for the
General Elsctric Co for 36 years, Before him my grandfather was employed thereas -
worker, asforemisn, oz worked in the same plant £3 aa engineer, the thind genenation”
o the same family to devots thelr lives 1o the Company. 1 recall thay meAny times rmy .
- faih&r was ofiered a beiler job, as foreman, refusing to become part cf management. His
. excise to them wes “thet ke was tempermentaly uesuited for the post” u

“Shop Reports™ of what teok place ixi the factory wersserved up at every meel inmy
home all the time [ livad thers. The relations of (he bosses to the workers, the details of
their daily lives, their joys and sorrows weze as much 2 part of my existance asif  had
beminthcshop.lkncweachmdwergomofthemi:ﬁmaldy.bomandworkm

In 1918 my fatiser had joined the International Assn, of Machinists, AF. of L. He
went through & long strike which was loet, I personally cannot remember it, but [ do
remember what we suffered during that period and | recall that he kept the Unign Cand
in his drawer for years aflerward 23 a matter of pride. He often said what he thought
about that strike, its strengih and is weaknesses, He remarked about theshortcomings of
the craft form or organization, said it was no good. What we necd, be said, is'one big
union with sll the workers in i1, And he was 0o radical, buit a couservative Catholic,

The year [ graduzted from high school, 1530, was the height of the Depression, Inot -
only could not find 8 job, I was diseatisGed with all I saw, and wanted to changeit. The
Sociatist Party scemed to have s grest tradition, from its Ishor struggies sad the anti-war
work of Eugene V. Debs. I ioined ihe Socialist Perty, then led by Norman Thomas.

. After ibe depression of 1930 hit with full force, it was impossible for 2 young manto

Bet 3 job enywhere. There were hundreds of men available for every porition offersd
 Alter the eloction of Roosevelt and the institution of his work projects, a few jobs
bacxme avaiiable to those with political connections, My fsther, being a good Demo-
crat, wes gbloio have me placed onan ER.A. Projectasa pick-and-shave) laborer, My
jobe:mcthmughuull&omthcua‘ym’somae.lwemtouelheMayontQp.m.md
was toid by him to report to the Pine Hill Cemetery on the following day for work.
S 'l‘h'ousmd:d'mcn,fromcvuywalkofﬁfcwmenmrﬂincmﬁngnwayformhndmd
T prepaﬁngit_mbeammeter;.lworkedzhmfonym. blasting out hard pan rock with -
‘dynamite, preparing the tinal resting place for cur znd future geosetions. When 1 et
the project to become s W.P,A. teacher F was oneof the three engineers assigned to the
" As s W.P.A tescher I was expected; to form my own clawas, find the pupils, not
S mmmmmmmmmymmwﬁmm@m;
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a8 poasiblc. We renor'ed 1othe Supt. of SchooLs wecklv sud reeenved about 520 a week

- forour efforts. [t did not take tGo tong to determine that clasces called “Current Events”
Wm acmntﬂ'\!ﬁ and that the “Workere Bdncatinnal !"Amhr Vin rul-hr tha nﬁm nfllm

A Ay i maea. S as v

Swa!:st Ps.rty wes able to maintain two functionarics pa:d by the Tcacher- Project ot'

-the WPA, l"1? f‘.nmmumei Pnrh.l lm-nllu did aven Iv-nn- !}u-u Imr! nad lxl ﬂmn ﬁw- R

il Ulivedy dliwy

ﬁ.ncuonancs pald on the same bas:s. .

In the “Workers Bducatioral Center” uncmployed shoe workem and a group o!
tbout 20 Ttalin workers gathered from timeto time. They pm\ndod the base of Socamst
- Pahy acmmy m thai pcnou, much m Which c-me'eu amunu the shoe anu leamer

mdusuy

- The show and lca!hei' .ndustry in il‘lt cuy Wag not one of two 1arge factonm but
lncmljy hundreds of smali shops smploying from ten to several hundred workers each.
All the shoe manufacturing machinery was owred by the United -Shoe Machinery -
~" Corporation, The manufacticer rented space ina building, hought himselfzome lenther,
hired bis mechines on 2 royalty basis and he wes in business. The exploitation under
_such conditions led 1o sweat shop practices, strikes, militant struggies and a genera! .
tradition of radicalism among the workers of the industry. The Comnmunist Party was
_able to build considerable support for itself due to the rotten practices of the A.F. of L
" craft unicns in the mdusuy Each trade, Lasters, Openators, Cutters and the rest were
represenied by separate unions, A strike involving 25 people might have four or five
.unions representing them in negonanans. One craft union might settie their gﬂevancm
behind the backs of the other unions invoived and then go back (o work, leaving the rest
out on strike. Ths situation led to the complete distrust of all the old iine craft unions.
‘The workers were ready for any industrial iype of orgammuon that would permn them
o bargmn on at least shop wide basis,

The lesther industryin Lynn was based raainly on the tannmg of goat skms L.at were
brought aver from Greece, Turkey Armenia and the Naar East, Many of the workerzin
- theindustry were those who leftthe old coun'ryand had foilowed the shiploads of skins
snd settied at the peint of their processing, These people formed the backbone of the
lebor force tcgcthcr with a large p-reenmge of Poles.

Thework i the jeather industry was the most miserable nmagmsblon A goat 2t his best
is pretty smelly but when his ide has spent weeks in the kold of'a sh-p itssmellis beyond
description. These hides were sorted by hand and put intolime pits to soak for & centain
period to remove the fiesh 2nd hair, “When the hides were ready they wrere pulicd out by
 hand and sctapcd to begin the tanning process. Oniy rugged ien with cast froa
stomaches could wnhstard this lype of work. *

Ifthe hides were e in ihe hmesoak tooloag, thelime would comsume the skm. This
factor was responsible for sctting the strike conditions within the industry. An employer

with s batch of skins worth $150,000 soaking had alimited period in which to negotiate . e

a settlement with his workers, He fought back with the same venom that the workers

employed. The resulting strikes were some of the most bitter and the most mlhmm mat |
have seen anywhcre. ’

'l'he employcm hired ttnke-breakers and 12 th-m into the plants in caxs and m.c‘" --:
1'hc uty prowded plcnty of police | pmtoctmn for the scabs to pas lhrough the plcket
lives, -

The pncket lines were aiways mass picket lines, the ranks filled by stro..g men armed
. with knives, clubz and rocts. The womien there in force, too. The women who were in
mcmsuyummhmmuonmwmuuwmkhngs 04 the strikers' wives were strong
won"l. use’.! tos days work. ‘l‘l-ey camge and gxlhued rocks in their kouse aprons .




o L “depositing them in '91".!5 along the pickei line for their men 10 152, They set up soup '
.. dtchess inthe Union Hall o feed the men. Thestrike wes as critical to them a8 it wasto -

* - Canortrucks approaching the plant were waylaid on side roads lesding to the pleat,.
stoned, and thair occupants beaten up. Cars and trucks were tipped over by the shieer
 massofthe men and then sct afire. When loeds of leathier would Jeavé tha plant ihey,; oo,
would be set afire. L : ool T Sha o

On one occasion the plant was getting back to zormal operalion and the strikers
feared that the strike was lost. The elant itsolf was quite isoluted on the edae of & siver
drawing its power from 2 dam scroes the river and transmitting it through the plantbya
system of belis. A union mecting was held to discuss the next move but kittle emerged ;

" from the leadership, One of the strikers, without discussing his plans with anyone, inthe -
dead ol night walked across ihe dam and enteced the plant, cut a two foot section outof
the tracsmission belt, threw it in the river and waiked back across thé dam. The plant

~ was closed dowa for another two weeks and the union was sble to negotiate a -
setilement. The worker who bad risen to (h= task at the moment of reed returned to ths

. ranks as quietly a5 he had emerged, - g cl D e

The Tannery Workers Uion in those days was an independent unien orgavized

. along indusirial Enes. Its ontstanding loades Joe Massida, was o short, heavy-set lalian *

- wholooked vesy much like former New Yoik Mayor LaGuardia, He was a member of -
our loca! Socialist Party orgenization. We were therefore kept well-informed about
pending striks sctions and union problems. The man was a tremendous agitator with | )
powers of persuasion equaled iy fow in the field. 1 have sctu him get up ox e soapbox .
aud start spezkiag to the wall of the factory. The windows would open and the workers
bazg out to hear him. Within the hour he had persusded them to wialk out on strike,

 For years he was able 10 withstand pressure from inside the union by the Stalisists
who sought io take over tha union, Yet, he was a man who would téll the workers what
todo, who would lay down the line and who wouid brook rioiaterfercce with Ais plans,
Bea Goid, of the Furrisrs Union and Zimmerman of the Trade Union Urity League
took the initiative ia forming the United Fur and Leather Woikers Unios, utitizing these
unaffiliated or independent locals as & base. Massida, the ran of purpose, ook the -
Tannery Workers into the smalgamation with the idea. that &2 conld “use” these
Stalinists for his ows ends, They in aciaality used him to zet a grip cn the union and then _
dispreed of hiv, K : ) RN
In these days of tbe sharp differences between the garment unions aed the radicaleof .
all stripes, we are apt to overlock the period when the unions were closly allied with the
Socialist. Party, In the early ‘30's the garment unions under Dubinsky and Sidrey
Hillman would frequently make donaticns of as much as $5,000 to the political:
. campaigns of the Socialist pasty aud maintained very frierdly relatione with the nave
The sxisteuce of this reiationship made it quite exsy for Sodialist Party membsrs to be

. appointed es orgaaizers in the clothing indzstry, | . _

In 1935, ‘when the Intemational Ladies Garment Workers Union projecied a big

drive to organize the shope in and around Boston, our local Socialist Party organization

gotin on the ground foor. I wasappaointed an organizer in that campaign and the local
went all oul to assist ia the campaign. The union told us what shops they wanted -

- organived, provided money for cxpenses and ths Socialist Party provided a hall in which
tomeet. . . : T

We nt00d Oumde the l’actor} gazes and talked to the workers 58 they were leaving. .
wiing them to sign membership cards, give us names of more peoplein the shop, end to
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make appowtmems to sz¢ them in -hu: hemes after work. "'hcrc were three shops

invoived with a force of sbout 230 workers, largely young women, In two montbs we
[ud a2 mjomy of workere in all thraa ghore ..8....,1 upinibe sl

‘ Davs Halpcrn, the heag of the uuh-of-lown depariment of thie !‘LG W. U was in
‘charge of the drive. Ke occupied ¢ favish suite at the Hotei Kenmore in Bosion and
directed the &rive from there. When he thought that cverything was st he calied out,
every garmcent shop within & radius of 150 miles of Boston to prevent the work from” I
bemg contracted out. Periodically he wo.;!d sally forth, get intoa Fgln wnh acopon the”

. y.--t’s Ynz aad have himsel anested, mikiog sure thére were PIEtiy Of ncwWspaper - -

reporters ercund. His stafl of lawyers’ would have hnn free wn!:un lhe hour snd
comfortably back at bis hotel, :

In the Lyan shops when the ﬂtnke ca.! came we walked in, puiled thie nuzin elecirical
~swiich and calied for the girls to follow us out. They all came rnd the thres shops wers
shut down tight. Under the Socialist Party headqu.nners there wes a restawsant and 1
arranged o have thestiikers fed there. The antire crew was given two mesls daily for the ™
four weeks that the strike lasted. The solidaiiy of the strikers was wonderful, The .
employers made no attempt to opemte the shaps, there was o violence and the xtire
period went like clockwork, The women rcpomd every day for picket duty, sm}ed
around the haadquaners, sang songs, reed books, danced and made themselvzs &t bowe, -
Their spirit was such that they would hav'- stayed out six months if necessary. .

The strike termmated wiih Halpem suzmng an ng'ecm’nt with the major garment.
.hnm in Roston vroner and smhnm'w enme of the mn:m nontrastare . He drcsmd .
inzructions 1o us o tell the workers 1o go back to work. We protested, What istobe
dorie about an agreement for thess people who have been on strike? We werc told that it
would not he possible to havs a salarisd business agert assigned to the ciy sinee the total
memberskip was so smalt and the dues payments of the members did not make it

““prefitable™ for the union to maintain a local there, We werc furious but sbsolutely
helpless 1o do anything. If a union will not take in members or sign au agreement then ©
there is litde that can be done 1o force them ic act. The oely alternative was ta tell the
workers to return to work, They did so as a defeated groun aithough by all rights they
kad done e\rcrythmg necessary tG win the strupgle.

There is 5io possible way to explain a betrayal of that kind to Ihc wnrkers who have
been betrayed. Thai their predlcamcnl was noae of our domg had little effect on their
attitude toward those who they held responsibla. Leaders in such 2 position are finished.

" We were faished in that localxty s trade unionists, but we were also finished with the
Socialist Party. Any orzanization thet would tolerate cooperation with mdmduals
usponsxble for such activities dcscrvcs RO sipport.

By the 'md-l930's. the coal minsrs under John L. Lcw:s were m the l‘orcnont af the
was ope of & seriss of oonﬂlc'.s with the compama es end thc gov..mm-m. All lhe way .
since World War I, the miners unioa had its ups and downs as the government and thc
coal operators tried every trick in the book to bresk the nnion,

But it was in the automobile industry that the situation came to a head. lt was
impossidle to organize the 2uto industry on & craft basis. There were Loo many trades
involved at every stege of production. The avto c'\rpauugns were among ths most
powerfulin the world, and were ast about to give in to urionization without & tmsgle.
At Henry Ford's Rouge plent, sn ex-FBlthog naxed Benneit ruled, and kcpt the union
o.n by such bicody encousters as the “Battle of the Overpm

.+~ ""This brutsi coniiict resuited in new union wctics. They came in the form of the
_sit-down strike, virtually ungrecedented in 1zbor history. What preceded the tuto
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- sit-downs of 1936-37 were the great upeavals of 1934, including the Toledo Autolite

strike, There, we witnessed how early madicals like AJ. Muste had organized the o
- unemployed. In (o Autolite strike the unempioyed sald that they not only would not
scab and take union joba, but wonld join the picket lines oy the thousands, Thisthey did, -
and after days of street batiles, the Autolite strike was won. - :

_In the Flint sit-down stilie of 1936-37, victory over Gennrel Motors, the suto giant,, .

" changed everything. In that struggle, women played a new and vital role, Under the .

leadership of Genora Johnson, woren, especially wives of the siriken, organized the

- Wonen's Emergency Brigade to feed end deferd the stiikers in the piant. Day after day

 they fed the stiikers, despite police znd sceb attacks on thern. To this day the Women's:

Emergency Brigade and Gzncra Johoson have not received the recognition that was duz

 them for tireir role in the struggle for a contract at G2, The UAW leadership has alvays
ignored ker rcle, . : '

.. FiRty years pfter the Flimt sit-down strike, the VAW held an sitniversary meeting in

Flint. And yet Genora wes ot among the many invited speakers. No woman from the .. ...

sit-down was.-But Genora and many of the surviving members of the Wome=g" ‘
Emergency Brigsde werain the sudience, demanding the right 1o speak. At a6 arrnged
monent, News and Letters Committess—the Marxist-Homanist organization to which

I now belong—slong with ihe Flint chapter of the Natioaal Organization for Women
. {H O )—ﬂmﬂ up in tha balonme nad oot uy .

said: “The Struggle Continues; 1937-1977." We succeeded i forcing the bureaucracy
1o give the floor to Genorn. You can sez this demonstration in thz movie, “With Babies
and Banpers,” , R S R
The sit-down strikss were important because of the threat that they pesed for the
capimlists. Herz were workers occapying the factories, denying access to the “cwners ™
When offices were invaded, the scerets of the auto bosses vere exposed. It was the
sit-down tectic (hat brought the bosses to their knees. ' .

Direct action took the place of discussion. When the police or Nationsl Guard
tiireatened 1o break up a picket line, the flying squadrons went into action. Car loads of
sirikers would be dispatched to the trouhie spots and the picket lines were restored.

"AmOng the tannery workers in Lynn, Massachusetts otber tactics were employed. We
called it the "educational comsnittee.” The committes’s job was 40 call on the scats in
their homes and try to convinee them of the estor of their ways. It was usually successful,
but where necessary a litde banging about was enovgi to convince them to ay away
from the plant. IR -

Wi:_ere the copsand thugs trie to break up the picket lines, wz went ont and bought
%“ baseball bats 10 which we ofixed our picket signs. The usuully got the atteation
they dsscrved and were more eifective than the cops’ billy clubs. '

What were the radical parties doing in the midst of all these labor apheavals? After

the Toledo Ausolite strike of 1934, A.J. Muste’s Conference for Frogressive Labor

. Action merged with the Trotskyists to form the American Workess Party on Dec. 1,
1934 _ o . RS

Internationslly, Leon Trotsky had initiated what became known a3 the “French
turn.” Recogniziug the growing number of militsnt left-wing socialists within the
Socialist pertizs azound ths worid, Trotsky urged his supporters to enter the Socialist
" partizs, in onder 4o win their best ciements to Trotskyism. ‘This is how I met the
Trotskyist movement in Massachusetts, ST A
: lnMinnupo!iethekayimwmlﬁivcinnooalyardwbmmmeoubemwmked
" shioveling coat all day. They orgaized & usion through the Teamsters and held a 100

WY ahi yeucd “LEi ike women -SPC&.KT‘: Gur banner



percent successful short srike, T!us action, followed by the Giganizetion of the Truck, -
_ Drivers in Minoeapolis, led t ‘the first General Strike in the history of the city and” -

. became tha high point in tha history of the Trotsbwist movemant,

o The strikeis set up foodkltchqns,ahospual with 2 doctor and nurses; aid severel

7 warmges where cars were dispatched o cover trouble spots, ATaily paper, The Organ-
- kzer was published to dnswer the lies of the capitalist press,” All were paid for by . - o0 ¥
- coatributions from workers, who put their money in cans set up in workers'gathering . - 7 L f ¢
_ places, Althesamelithe,theAFL'-‘—towhi{:htthcams_tersbeIanggglf—,fwas,eousbc;'a!;" W
- ing Wikh thie governor of Minnesoia, who sent in troops against the strikers, Thestrikers™
fwonné\{enhclm P N
But natiunally, it was not the AFi—where Trotskyists led a single local im: . .
Minneapolis---but CIO which grew massively in memberskip. When the Trotskyists -
~ joined the Socialist Party, I was immediately aitracted 10 thern becavse of theirstandin- - .
suppori of the Spanish Revolution. By the fall of 1937, Norman Thomas was expelling
theleft-wing from the Socialist Party because they tefused to stop publishing their paper,
. Socialist Appeal. I 'was one of those expeiled. On Jan, 1, 1938, we formed a new paniyof
us, Trowkyism, the Socialist Workers Pagty... . = - - . 0 - i

~ During World War 11, Twas drafted into the Navy, When ] came out § Degan tohave”
disegreements with the Trotskyist position that Sialin’s Russis was still supposedly a
workers' state, though they admitted its “degeneracy.” 1 developed u position that
Russia was a staie capitalist sogiety.. i v oo oL T o

" T'also disagre=d with thera on what they called “the Negro Question.” Troiskyism's
- leader, James P. Caunon, barely mentions Blacks in his History of American Troisky-
~ dsm. In truth, ihe party did little to recruit them: This wais imore startliog whea vou - -
-+ consider that Black labor struggles and the stroggies for voting rights had been pivotel -~ -
= reasons for the success of the C1O, While Blacks couldn't joln the AFL {ercepeinyare - 0
insiznces), the CIO opened its doors to theny, and {n strike afier strike Black workers
made it possible for the CTO to win. Frankly, the Trotekyists in that period were very
hard 1o convince on the question of sclf-determination for Blacks in America, :

i cannoi go into this whole question here, but I can only point towhat is central tomy
views asa Marxist-Humanist loday—the relation of theory (o practics in the stroggleto |

- establish new human relations. The whole point isthat if one realiy aims for totally new

. huntan relations you have to understand and practice them in your ¢wa paper and in

your own orgenization, This is true whether we arespeaking of class, of race, of relations

between men and women, or of relations betwesn practice and tacory. o

Thus, 2 retrospective such es this on one's life, is really at the same time a perspective

of what kind of future onc is fighting foz. As someone whe experienced the CIO, the

.+ Socialist Party, the Socialist Workers Party, and 2l the. varieties of mdicalism, my
- hunger for totaliy new relaions was that much deeper by stil being unfalfilled.

., . The unions today have littie in common with their origins in the CIC. The CIO was
born in class struggle, fought uncomgpromisingly for basic worker rights ’rd won, The
initiative for the struggle cane basically from thie rinks of the uniocs. “Leadership™ as
epitomized by John L. Lewis did not mean that the initiative, such as in Ihe sit-down -
strikes came from above. Ou the contrary, it came from below, and only when it nroved
successful, wasitendorsed by the leadership, The workers fought with their bare hands

.. Wwhere necessary, always without money, against giant corporations, police power,

© * imported thugs, strike breakers and governments of all descriptions. Yet they won.

" Today, the union burcaucrais seck to obtain their gozts by 'purgﬁa;ihgfthé best T
_ congressman they can find, and seek, by legislation, to chtain goals that yesterday would -
S X v
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- And now,in 1986 we ses the crowiing achicvement of the UAWlmithp—long .

‘contideredthe most progressive of the major unions. They bave jnst signed 4 con ¢
theGMSatm'nprqect,mvmngnphntyuto“nbm.t.fora workfomeyet tobs hired,

mmmmngmmwmkmionwsgcscdema'2ﬂ%lmmthepmuihngwagemthe :

suto industry, This is the weve of the futare a3 GM-UAW would have This pact
soungs the death knell for the much-vaunted democzacy of the UAW, a5 mtmcts are
“secnrod before workersare even hired. Unfortuzately, for both the auis corpanies and
the UA'W Icaders, many mok-and-file’ wotkers have adufuent man of ﬂm fnm:e, md :
thrymdetmncdtosae:toometmc. o

"'hemcmmmusmuumomsmuvahd. l‘hedegcamuonofmdasMn.umom" _
I this age of state-copitslism § ssas:mt obetacls to emancipation of all humamty Only

[_h..‘ ‘rf\fbﬂ!! oAn o\m_vgw L_A nreeant b‘:‘m v ey el

SRULTasY and rohun it 1o the yui‘upln oo

which it was l'nunded sud on winch it muost rely if the izbor mmrcmcm is W survive,

Formy pm {n this, I have aisembled my archives, the wnnng and documentation of
50 years of claes sirugolz in tha United States, In 1085 | donated the “Iohn B Doy

e M v .--.---J-u

‘Collection™ to the Wayne State University Archives of Labor and Urban Afiairs, where.
they are now open dor regearch. Included smong my papess are the archives of Martin

Abem, lebkﬁnieadeznowdwthopemy archives wili prove useful ioz new
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