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. The title for this series of talks is Marxist-Humanist Perspectives

and the Dianlectics of Revolution . I would like to be permitted for

today's-class to change that title to an expresaion whicuqyill help us

to capture the thrust of these hﬂjﬁh\clasaea. The ;z:gﬁdology of Marxist-

Humanism and how it is recreated at distinct historic moments in.” the.

freedom movement, 1s the title I would like us to think about., When

A st'
wé/ say this qﬂdo not view this methodolgy as auprgpistorical, as some
kind of collection of truoisms that we express., Rather, the expression

e

moments 1in the freedom movement"” 1ig the

E only test of such a methodology.
mﬂmﬂow‘ﬁhe first three classes 4zl expressed“

" this methodologyg In the first class "How t# Begin Anew:‘ The Birth of

Harxist-ﬁumanism and the Vicessitudes of the State-Capiﬁalist Theory“

1ttees and)&ﬁe readinga of &XR our firséﬁ%erspectivea Thesis “Theor‘

tical and Practical Perspectives: Where to Begin," and our firstspr

4t Ae. 1970% '
.Revolutions. z;t—bﬁﬁ$rand the tesgtg which Harxiat-numagigm faces to a

faﬁd hence the reading of the 1984~85 Perspectives Thesis "The Mov
Well ns m P ctice ve the Gre tiface Ronald
at emerge from that first class were ix first the fact thﬂt:

.as an original th@éky to meet the ojjective reality of our'lugéé- T“

cﬂhstlta-capitaliam as a world phenonenoi/~~ was incomplete andi would

.‘br’ docial vision -~ tha philosophy of Marxist«Humanism, Second, thqﬁf.




. & - s
Marxist~Humanism waes no abstraction, but was immediately put into practice.

in the 19508 in the founding of News and Letters Committees, the estoblish-

‘hment of a newspaper, News & Letters, whose editor would be a production
worker, Charles Denby, and wkihhﬁgzzgz be a unique combination of

g

worker and intellectual in having voices from the freedom movement and

. Marxist theoretical expression, and that the philosophy of Marxism-Human-
_ES 45@”#& would be further concretized in the assignment and completion of a

task, the restatement of Marxism in book form with the publication of

arxism and Freedom. (I hesitdto to use completed beq@ﬁpe as we all know,

)EZZ: that first work then led to PSR and to RLWLKM and to a new book in pPress

on Women's Réberation and the Dialectics of Revolution, and I diixﬁﬂzf.to_

the in" embryo concéiition of a new Marxist-Humanist, work on Marx,
S .
Marxist-Aumanism and organization.) Third, the readings for the fffp§~;*

cla pointed to the ongoing nature of Marxist-Humanist Poarapectd :;3;3

_oth in assigning as reading the 1984~85 Perspectives Thesio and- in”)
Jfonrticular in our study of that final section of that Thesis "NothB;;

;Practice Alone"., It is this last: section which speile’ouc the task.ko'_ "

Mlllﬂll;revolutionaries, one that Marxist-Humanist revolutionarieaiare

,:defermined to undertake' 8p

“develops the specificity of a particular force of revolution: th§

5ii31ack Dimension, zamean limiting PeswsdP to two historic moments —-

ho -1960 o
f n Amerjca where we showed Black is both benutiful and revolu-~

) and the uid 19708 in SOuthern Africa and that magnificen: Soweto
iRebellion of youth workers and the emergence of a Black Conscioujnco
>

VHovemont. Jandld againat this deep, creative, revolutionary novennn




from practice was the labor of a Marxist-lHumanist Perspective on the
Black Movement's relation to the need”American Revolution., That
Marxist-Humanist perspé%iuson Black has historically singlerut: l. Black
a8 the touchstone of American Civilization, exposing 1ts hoilownesa.
2. Black masses as Vanguard -- a concqution of what vanguard can meah
x‘revolutioéﬁgfar removed from its denegration into the elitisgt vanguard
party. 3. M-H perspectives showed the two way road betweep Africa and
America of freedom action and ideas, that is, a precise spelling out of .
how Black 18 a world revolutionary question, including the Carabbean.
(See here especially oux pamphlet on FFSABT,) 4, We shoésﬁow Marx and
the Black World intertwined throughout Marx's lifetime from America at thé'
time of the Civil War to Africa to Australia at the end of Marx's lf%er;r
And finally 3. How Marxist-Humanism sees the rela;ionship between race:ﬂvj
Viiand class, 1ndee&‘between Black and all the other living dimensions of
?freedom -- workers, women, youth, other minorities. The Second ClasaeJ‘“
l,readings on the new paragraphs added to RLWLKM after it went to press'

‘fgave ua a2 glimpse of how that same methodology which Marxist- Humaniam |

ve to create ‘with respect to the Black Dimension, was as well pracﬁi@éa'

ith . all
xforces of revolution, especially women.

If the fyﬁst‘class vas the development and practice of M~H out of:{h
“Jiate-c;pitalist t*pﬁ)& as well as its recreation in 1984 and the secon
  c1ass ‘was looking at how Marxist-Humanism views and helps to deveIOp. -
ﬁfa living subject of revolution, then the readings for the Third Claan

entitled "What is New in the Anti-War Struggles? What is New in thefs

',Soviet Conflict?" were a way of seeing how Harxis:-Humanism enters the
analyzing sire y

'-‘\1nternational arema -~= both as and in findIng

ffreedon on an international level. It did so by 1. returning td'thel*

beyond when what had emerged was not only one state-capitalist tiant

calling itgelf Communist, Russia, but a second China.
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wu® not olone of those who held state~capitalist thé%y, but of the
I

atate-capitalist countries themselves Mfor pover on.l:he world

SRem with the Sino-goviet saplit. 2. The readings showed the tremendious

pull t''s ate-capitalism_ ha ,on re\;olutiona e fthdrd“World,

from Castro to those who became followers of Mao., 3, WYY Marxist-

Humanism/iitidhow would the new forces of revolution emerging be able

to separate themselves from the pull of state-capitalism as well as

private capitalism of the West? The answer that emerged pointed to

the necessity of Marxist revolutionaries not basing themselves on the false

subjectivity of a Mao or otherximasgmx would-be revolutfhary leaden% but l

rooting -themselves, rooting ourselves, in the revolutionary subjectivity

that came from masses in motion. |
diklzzat rootedness in the subjectivity of the masses, most at the

same time be sccompanied by revolutionaries rooting themselves in

Harils Marxism, his philosophy. jULVHUL ij’ Afonrth

» class nhusu‘t!t!t “The Long March of Revolt, the Long March of Philosophy
Dbrtwpe-—ue—po—the—quention—of now Marxist—Humanism views both the

- Soro® ~ ad fouwtt-Hytsh) 2 /174 :
movement from practice " the movemen TO otTy, philosoph%k In i g

fact, the title for this‘classcigfgfom Part II of the’ 1980 Perspootives

Thesis Today and Tomorrow,g.die subtitle is “Imperative‘_
: e )y
Need for New Relationship of Practice to Theory', 5;{15/%H ﬂe want to
talk about this afternoon. For if we through these classes are asking
and how is it recreated at.

" what is this Marxist-Humanist methodology uhtxh-u:xxxnx:;nxktn;x-i; and
each specific historic moment, then the answer lies in the labor that
uhtthxunxxtgzi:xztlxknxxllxl:tndxzxxllthx
Marxist-Humanism has undertakne to workout this relatiomship between
theory and practiee. xRmxxmkat Marxist-Humanism's specific contribution' o
for our age, what makes us unique, what makes us dare to?ay that we havo“f
lomethiug which the whole revolutionary movement needs to work outr liosﬁ3

in the work we have been doing ever since the early 19506 in working outsﬁ

the relatiom between theoﬁ{ and practice. Peecisely that is the- kernal

3, C'I 1 . K’ ‘w‘ i
. of our Harziat-uumanistm#ﬁﬁgy /CVVLVL o e 75"“?{!5 / h\M_r“ - M




How have we don{so? On the one hand we have worked out a cééept_
of what ‘is the revolutionary practice of the masses and on the other hand
we have been working g what is revolutionary theory 1in its relation
to fhe masses practice, in its relation to a full philosophy of revolu-
tion.

Let's begin with working out the movemﬁﬁtfrom practive of the maase§

and 1ts relation to theory. 1In working this out we had a tremendious

e
amount of help -- from the masses themselvesg

(Z)From the workers in America in the 1949-50 Miners General Strike
jé asked the most profound question of What Kind of Labor Should_ﬁpman
Beings Do?, in being the first workers to launch a strike against aute-
mated production in the form of the continuous miner. (You can ptudy’iﬁi’

~both that strike and Marxist-Humanism's relationship te ft in our oo

pamphlet on The Coal Miners' Genral Strike and the Birth of M-H)

(; ) From the East European masses--the East Cerman Revolt of 1953 the: :

Hungarian Revolution of 1956, who pqgt nev@i&hﬁgainst state-capitaliaq f,;a
calling itself communism on the agenda, and did so while rediscoverin g‘L;

Hordd Mgl ‘ K
Humanism of Marxism,fnoe=e ettt LU0 PrIvIte—1eotatn capttsItem.

M-H's specific relation to these and other events in East Europe é;ﬁfﬁ?fﬁ
studied in specifc chapters in M&F on East Germany and Hung{gry, o
in P&R on Poland, Cheslovakia, YUg%@avia, and in specific pamphleta_oq
Poland and % Czenﬁiovakia.

éé)From the African Revolutions of the late 1950s and early 1960% The
African fight against Western imp%%l'Sh not only remade the map of Afticaﬁ

but truly gave birth to the Third World, and to the attempt to have an

_African socialism,\centered"on humanism,

G}Jrom Latin America, the Cuban masses who dared challenge not only

Batista, but American imperfalism in 1959, and even earlier, the 195i

‘Bolivian Revolution whibh brought forth the dimension of Indian, paannnt,

' _miner and wommlaf’}ﬁ‘ﬂcf’”""’w




e
e R U \ry\"
QE}Q‘Q_the Black Dimension in America } Peginnin%ﬁwith Jhe Hontgomary

.

Bus Boycott of 1956 andcfontinuingq%h ough the Civil Rights Movement of
f/ \\ \I\ ( \ A ,v "/.‘ _-) /{/k
the 1960s. \l‘w “c . ' “ T ARV
\\ < ( ” v } U b (//// lr/ :
L R A,
Together with thid tremend#%us movement from practice wese  far
of
Humanist revolutionaires, who had a certain kind il/senshtivity to recogni:

Rutxutthx

the full revolutionary nature of this movement from practice, to mkke

o~

a category out of 1t, to take it so Eﬂriously that we called this movement
e '

‘4/)ré? practice a form of revolutionary theory itself, MHow did we get that
N e N - |
N E? 2 sﬁnsativity? This break \?n recognizing how crucial and revoluég;

nal was and is the movement from practice came bec@fke we were standing
con the J&K;ers, not only of the masses who had lifted us so high with theif

revolutionary action; in the 1950s, but also beqyﬁae we stood upon the

ourgeoia philosopher, dug into Hegel's dialectic, as Marx had done in

the 19th century and as Lenin had done earlier in the twentiety cenfgy.

It was their digging in and thelr recognition of the revolutionf/;
defﬁk vifesadyics. rmamvecTy

of Hegel's dialectic,which made Raya dig into
. N\

(
in our post World War II age., Eﬂ&wé_ftu94£%ootd on the gholde

. /o
| Bl (H:
of the m@ses and of Hegel, Marx and Lenin. ﬁ{y 470 own digging

4 fe
b
as Marxiat-ﬂumanista iig achieved our.éﬁ%yphilosophic breakthrough in

yZ LrrallP iy holron ot Enouw Comen pTivy {aaﬂu
‘the process. AWhat we have been working out o‘fb Ebeae three decades

the very new relation of theory to practic ought to actiopgﬁﬁz;plution'

YV

to philosd which, our age needs., We call this new relation of théﬁkyj

s . it
to prnékpa- athitough-on-the meaning of Hegel's Absolute Idea. Previous |

‘—-—.___.__

-

to Marxist~Humanism, Marx and Lenin, while certainly graspg.ng the
‘revolutionary nature of Hegel's dialectic, had not felt that Hegel's

Absolutes gave ne fﬂmts of departure for their ages. Marx decided
Mol
to confront capitalism's supposed absolutes to show A




that capitaliem was notx ahistoric and eternal, but rather that

its absolutes were false, were in mortal opposition to each other, the
highest one being on the one hand the absolute concentration and centrali= ?
zation of capital in the hands of fewer and fewer capitalista, while

at the same moment using legvand less workers, living labor, and thus bring;
forth the growth of the absolute army of unemployed which would be an &
army of revolt, When LeAreturned to Hegel in 1914 he found the concept
of transformation into opposite, not Hegel's absolutes, as the philsophic
dimension which spoke most directly to his age. Xt Dunayevskaya and
Marxist-Humanism saw somethingxmzymmwim very new in Hegel's absolutes for

our age. We certainly agreed with Lenin that transformation into opposite §

1]

was profound -- competition into monopoly, and a eection of the working '
class into its oppoaite. an aristrocracy of labor. But we have had
Lgso‘mére years, of transformation into opposite, including the :Eiggforma~_
.-tion of the Russian workers' state into state~capitalism, and & that
w.t quite enough for our age. We need to know & to prevent EEELE:
tions from being transformed into counter-revolution, witness Irar{and Gxmmi |

o Grenada. Z@Ws are one with Marx about the falsehood of capitalism's
? absolutes, witness their abolute of scfﬁ? which in their hands, has

the form of high tech, ﬁigh unemployment and the H-bomb and can only
.. mean humanity's disappearance as a species. Or witness capitalism's

fetishism of commodities at the same moment there is mass starvation.

But what Marxist-Humanism sees is a way out, a way out in that
- revolutionary movement from practice that we have designated aé a form
0f thoery, 1: at the same time revolutionaries grasp that therePs a.
movqnont from theroy rooted in a philsophy of revolution that needs to
beAmade concrete for our age. It is precisely for that reason that
we gfapple with Hegel's absolutes anew. What we see 1§ that Hegel's
absolutes are not unmoving pf#hclea of a system whiéh gtops soms place

‘touching God, Instead we see that Hegel's absolutes are in fact = j,f:.
16482,
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revolutionary n innings in life andk in thought -- tﬁat isy we can

translate Hegel's absolutes as no§*other thqs the absolute movement to

become free, a pmm permanent movement toward freedom,an unchained dia- ; B
I

lectic, a permanence of revolution, when that diéq;ctic is in the hands and

head and soul of magses in motion and Marxist revolutionaries in revolu-

Hee -—fnf fil}v\/ —)-‘ oA '+£~-cL\,‘],{l A s /1;8.4-4’5-{ :
i

Everything we have done as News & Letters Commlttees. our paper, our ;

tionary praxis, So '

pamphlets. our hooks, cur partlclpation in all the aspects of the
freedom movement has that movement from practice of the masses as
its beginnings; as its esseghks; as 13Mnbtion, or gzﬁi or aim. This
is the self-development of masses in motion toward freedom. And yet,

that movement from practice, this long march of revolt, that is our point

of departure amour point of return, is not the totality of what we mean

by Absolute Idea ag New Beginning. Equally crucial is the Movement fromj_Lw
_Theory tha??e able to fully meet that movement ﬁzfm practics ) f?i“f¥¢~

‘grounded in a philosophy of revolution, Th
philoaobhy.
That movememt from practice that is itaelf'ﬁ
very early, in the 1950sg,
 masses continualtl'} cranli
the 808. : _
The long march of phif%ophy in our era has not simply bé;ﬁP single ‘ 
brnaakthﬁ%ﬁ%”i& we take a eritical look at our own praxis over three
decades, we will see that the movement from thoery, rooted in philsophy.

huad had a long march. It has been a march to become moregnd more

explicid as to the role, the taskslof Marxist revolutionaries.

Very early on we had rejected t v:ngFar arty to lead and all
LU’ ’]I% é‘fcb

it emp it att E ad-—Tp 4 Fed-ou
' GNNM 2T -,
ey @offtg&n B RGN e e
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and ’l{n.[[ Lo Wik as & KL-'9 77’4«:&-:.:;.(,_.‘/-/
bna&k%h:oggh.on—xha_Ahaolute_ldea. Yes, we recongized masses as subject
of revolution. And we counterposed their revolutionary subjectivity not
only to the unfree, false objectivity of capitaliem, but we also counter=-
rosed the masgeq‘subjectivity to the narrow subjectivity of would-be
Marxistsx re;%migxim from Mao, to Castro to the Trotskyists
and others who we designated as post-Marx MarxistS who didn't base
themsgelves on Marx's Marxism. But at tﬁe same t%me we hadn't yet posed
pitloebe (R e 5D Fig
expliciii; a second revolutionary subjectivity which of necessity must ™
arise together with masses in motion. And this is the revolutionary sub-
jectivity of Marx's Marxism, as a phidosophy of revolution, recreated for l
our day es Marxist-Humanism. Pu%Fifferently Marxist-Humanism/iIﬂelg very
much a part\}g{f:h}gtﬁm an when we s A so_lute ;

& CL /1 01
Beginning}ﬁ I ]
he masses as a—New-Beginning:~ ) 7hi ‘"’ﬁ]“"‘.i'/"“ o o
~ Which brings me back to the title of the last section of our 1984-85 |
Perppectives "Not By Practice Alone®. If xm we realize that for
more than a quarter}of a century we have explicif-ly rejected the vanguard
| party to lead. And that we have some thirty years of labor to show thé" : h
revolutinary nature of what we mean by a movement from practice that ria‘ tt
itself a from of thegry, 1f you see this, then you will understand how
different and on'a c:mpetely new revolutionary level it is for us to aay
"Not By Practice Alone" how differently we mean it m all those others i
wn%’i%%%” %%iwﬁ%
are working out the role of revolutionary Marxist thi gk B, thaorstianal.{f;::d:
and working out the role of orspnization in a way it-ynever been R
worked out before, Tfat is the task we are?,n the midst of. |
I will return to this question once more in my conclusion, But

first.we have to see that this relation of theory to practice that I

have been speaking of ity not a thoeretical debating point, but a 11.5'.0. R
and death question that has beenthe {kchnle heel not only in the "

16484 |
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pas‘ﬁ but is the ﬁchilles heel we are facing today. So we want to discuss
‘how phiiosphy is made concrete how it is practice,ﬂ T Ve are

goir‘lg tglgzsit ang in three ways, fyxExamxpaingxix that are presented
in the/readings for this wekk.l. I am going to take a specific year

1976 and take up a world hop spot. the Middle East and see how Marxist-
Humanism analyzed through the two pollitica atters the one of

~Jan. 1976 on the UN Resolution on Zionism is Racism and the Aug.

1976 Letter on the Civil War in Leabaonon. @ Terry is going to see
houw Merxist-Humanism takes up a whole Continent, not limited to one

year by looking at Rayé; Political-Philosophic Letter on Latin

America's Unfinished Revolutione. And 3, ¥iane will be taking up
‘how M-H analyzed a gpecific period of Marxkmxkifmxwaxkx Bis las?t ddee!e--

d will show how we are not just looking at a long neglected period.of

'”‘""fj‘:;f-f--;h‘!'a:"x's life work, but fdt are determined %o connected those last writings

of Ma.rx 't'.o the revolutionary g and tasks of the 19808,




. . I3
revolutionaries developed principled positions on a national

question. We won't take the time to follow in here in any detail. I
am pointing to it for your study, so that you can see how Marxit-

Humanism bring in revolutionary historical time into an analysis not

for the purposes of quoting”autﬁ}§ities" but for purposes of graspying

what is a dialecticél metﬁodofg?

The anticipatory time thﬁt this January Letter rases in terms of
the fight in Lebanon, and Syraia‘'s potential counter-revolutionary role
as the PLO waffled g\kthe questhf t‘ho—{ﬁeté%ﬂs'e) Civil War, comes
through with a gemExx def%%tating truth by Bugust when the
PPL on Letbn, the test not only of the PLO but the whole Left is
Written. For it is here where not only Syrai's counter-revolutionary rolﬁ
is shown so very clearly, but even more crucial, the absolutely lack ;
of ng apﬁi?chipg a revolutionary phiosophic vision within the '
P1O-~which then proceeds to suffer an almost equal defeat af the Lebaneaé-f

Mogelum Left does in the Civil War--a defeat = not at the hands of

: - iflaré 1, thought there were most happy it happened but_a dé;qat at the
@/—%’TE ~ gl W:&l--im-.WM%AMfMéziml |
3'1_*~—~r—h fids o he so=called rogreasiv?ﬁallies. especially Syréi It is

. clear that what unites the Arab nations big and small is not as

much antiFIsrael though that %oo0 ig a unjfying cement, as it is anti
o ok T e A e 2

revolution in their own countries. That is what they will all unite

try and defeat, and the FIO among others, begame a victurm, though by
-np means an innocent one, |
_ But where the anticipation of this M-H analysis is really seen is
“t;day--looking at the Middle East)Lebanon in particular. g "When
hpstory and theory get into each other's way, and philsophy and

revwlution get separated, there is no exigt from counter-revolutionary

consequences.” What else has Lebanon 1977-1984 been except thek . o
horror of counter-revolution from Sy#ﬁ%} to Israel, to the fascist ?tianso. :
to the d;;truction of reﬁﬁits of th P10, to the risge of Khomeni supportoqi

to the dfétruction of both Lebanese ahd Plaestinian people.

16486 It is that Jaﬁng together of ongoing events, historic time, future ﬂ“".'!
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( Teery report here, and then Eugene intmoduces the fo owi ) )

The question of failed revolutionary practicﬁ’c"é ot be ang jered pimply ;

: ‘ . x-}Uﬁk,\ D-L’JIL\'DG»LM{LMU
by more practice on top of failed, incomple‘b;theyry that does not]]

" deserve ever{tge name of half-way dialectic. whether in the Middle
Eagt or in Lation America or anywhere in the world. It has to be addressed'
by digging back into Marx's phidosophy and/understaF?ing of his concept ‘
of revolutin., We are doing that in this class by seeing how Marxist-
Humanism went back and dug into the Marxism of Marx.
Digne will examin this in terms of Marx's last decade and how

Marxist-Humaniemkmaxxx views it as new moments for our revolutionary era.

(After Diane's report, Eugene has his concludion)
ou V7 Y At g
Revolutionary philosophy is notm;omething to“lcnow{ but

practice., How do we unchain the revolutionary dialectic in the age of |
Reaganian:? That is what the claases are trying to dig into, What we ilxq
have seen whether today when we loo’éd (& the Middle East and Latin .America. ‘
or whether as in earljer classes we loc}‘L d at Mao , at the Black Dimension. _'
at the que ationc of war and paaceJ _g;l war and revolution -~ what we have in!r
all this moments is that the mssses in their revolutionary pragice have
R time a itln again unchained that dialactic of i‘reedom in the , ,_'-
| | North and South, have constatnly sought to keep the people in lhaklesp
to keep the dialectics of revolution in chains, But we have also aean )
that the revolutionary movement itself has not unchained that revolutionami

dialectie in thought, an unch%ng that is so necessary if we are to

anxhxkrxkgxixgixkaxtixx fully unchain@t/hat dialectic in l1life,

Marxist Humanism has written of a single dialectic in % and
%ﬁ We do so not bedqgne we put it tg gether, but heouaae in

in

actuality there is only one revolutionary dialsctic, one thetis an:

16487 intertwing of the ideal and the real, thought and reality, theory and ..
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practice,
It ia these classes -- becuase they reinvestigate what Marxist-Humaniam
has down t?f ,Efgﬁ‘igt_tgat relationship between theory and
practiceﬁ\- Fiich can help us grasp how to unchain the dialetic,
Not by practice alone summk does not mean any substitution for the maaggs
practige. Bmkxkixakx Rathfgt is a recogniztion that that single dialetic
iqh?ne of thought,of a philsophic vision,of a recreation of Marxiﬁhlfor
our day, and that such a recreation is not only naed},\hy the movement gf al
whole, but mét of necessity find organization exression if it is to be
worked out fully. That is what News and Letters Comaittes strive to
be -~ an orgggifgfﬂffg;gfgzgggyylJﬂiimeH;gggggtion of Marxism for our
. ﬂkat ig what we are trying to show t;E:\theae clagses == nhot only
' no separation of thery and practice, of masses galf-activity and the

aelf;deternination of the ides which is revolutionary philsophy, but that:

that revolutionary philsophy has & home, an organzational form ==
News and Letters Committes., And I want to say to those of you who are
_participating in these classes who are not yet members, If you
fiﬁd that you agree with this philsophic vision,
' then you wkXX in the end should foel compelled to make News and Letters
Committees your hoge, your organiztion ‘expression of these ideas. It is
i*puch a collectivity as News and Letters Conmitteesp that one canm sk
- ZukXy work out the fullest expregsion of these ideas so that rovolution

will not ksaxxus remain a future o be, but the actuality of becom{jfree. | 3

When Marx penned "Time is the space for human development®” he mout _
certainly meant not capitalist%. but the revolutionary time o:r a mw -q-
goclety in the process of becomming. Now is the time for this baconning. ”‘




