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"The Philaaophif Foundations for the Strugg]er'\ii’Fre"dom in

the Latia: American end Afro-Asian Countrie Raya Dunayevskaya 11-13-60

tzﬁ? first thing tou be established in this first informal talk

Qn the_néw.book is that theré is no line. There is no such thing as
anybody being.w?ong or enybody being ripht, Everything is the very
”first timé it's tﬁiia presented and ihere will be many, many changes
and therefore everybody should speak extremely frzely. 1In fact, the

more unnlined it is, the better it i; fgé:tﬂe author and for the book.
tgﬂi~second thing is to céJl attention to the awkwardness of the
tiéle. For the time b;ing. we're calling the new beok "The Philoso-
pﬁié F‘oundations for the strugg].és WFreedom in the Latin American
5énﬂiAf:o-Asian-Countries.” The awkwardnes of the title, which.hﬁjﬂié
i with philosophic foundations, would give one the inpression that we're
. putting thought above reality, In actuality, if not the opposite,'it
. qertainlg is a synthesis of the two. Far from putiing thought ahead
of réality, it is because Notion, or Idea, or concept, or thought,
and reality Qre not séparate. and in a cértian sense the entire_thesis'
of the book that is, the unity of thought and reality, can be summed
"~ up in the one thattgzgpablyﬁﬁfﬁ\be on the title page (just like the
one on freedom was on the other title page}, and that one is:
"The self-determination in which the Idea alone is, is to heer

~itself speak."
LEE_?II know ahout self-determination of nations, and it seems
to be rather difficult to understand why self-determination means —-
o; ﬁ@at it means ~- in relaticnship to Idea, but it's just another

phrase for selfZdevelopment. In other words, the evolution and the

development of the Ides is "to hear itself speak.” In other words,
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bath whet comes from it effects reality, and not only that, the reality
speaks the Idea. And again, to state way ahead of time what we mean by

"to sprak", this book will not be Finished until I have made a trip to

Africa a_{nd‘we have hear_d tne Africans speék. not only' in books, but
actuaily as only we can hear it and others cannot. .

}li_th this preliminary, I want to éo Ainto the three levels of new-
ness in which this new book will be conceived. One, is totally new.
In other words, Africa - we pr_actically didn't deal with it at all
in Marxism and Freedom. And we certainly didn%%g{ with it in the

context. in which we will with it now, and I will qur.':te something from

~-it in a ,while.
\Tuo, is a new in ar old book ‘:cienc_e of Logic. I will read the

spec.ific sectﬂf on Subjectivity, which will be the central focus of

the book. ' ) . . . .

\'Eh_elllfh-ree will be new on Marx's Capital, and I will begiﬁ with l:ha-t.
These three levels are right in front l;ﬂycu «~ that's why I divided
the book this way. This is‘Hegel. and I will go into a great deal more
of that. - This is Marxrand Lenin{ and this is Niperia which stands for
both Africa and all of Latin America. These are ahﬁut two dozen books

which I've read already and which need to be summarized.

‘The reason we begin with Capital is that,considering all the time

we have spent on Capital in M&F, you would practically think oS nothing
else is left to be said. And yet we will\ﬂ/very. very different things

this time. To stress that even when we say the same thing, it will have

a different emphasis, I want to begin first of all with the footnote on
p.54 (for people who have Kerr edition, that's p. 94...[ have that French
edition which [ want to call attention to). [t's something that was not
quqted even though -- yes, Vol. |, .p. 04,..--here Is what it says nand
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I“In the estimation of that paper . Marx's is referring to 8 paper

thet jusl'reV@ewed his houk, CriLiquc of Pu]i(]fal Economy -- mywiew
vhat each special mode of production and the 5ucia1 relations corres-
ponding,to it,.in‘shorl, that the econamic structure of sociéfy,is the
real banis on which the juridical and poli:ical.superstrﬂcture 1s
‘rﬁiseﬂ. and to wﬁich definite sociel forme of thought torresponq; teet
the mode of braduction determines the character of the social, peliticel
and intellectual life generally, /nll this is very true for oer own
times. in which material interests preponderate, pbut not for Lhe/ﬂﬁddle
‘)éés- in which Catholicisq, nor for Athens and Rome, where‘po]iticq,
eigned supreme. . In the first place, it qtrikes one as an odd thing
for anyone to suppose that these well—worn phreses about the/M1dd1e
-/ﬂﬁes and the ancient world are unknocwn to anyone else. This much,
however. is cleafj?j}ﬁe‘%addle f@cs could not live on Catholl cism,
nor the ancient world on polities. On the contrary) it is the ‘man,
“the mode in which they geiﬁ#; liéhihood, that explains why here poli-
’ tics, and there Cetholicism. played the chief part. Far. ;he rest.lit
requiréé but a elight éﬂuaintahce with the history of the Roman re-
) peblic , for example, to be aware that its secret history is the
history of its ianded property. On the OEher hand, Don Qdi;ote
long ago paid the penalty for wrongly imagining that knight errantry

was compatible with all economic forms of aociety.”

lIn other words, thisg is someihing'we stressed all the time,

that the mode of production, the way you earn a living, determines

evefxthing else in society -- the politics, the state, the arts,
§our thinking;\'bul what we didn't stress was the ancient times.

En fact, instead of stressing the ancient times, we were very busy
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-emphasizing the fact theat Marx put ‘the primitive accumulation of capital

1

at_the‘¥ery end of the book, not centrally located or at the beginning.
“pr were correct bub only up te a point, It is true that Marx Puf ib(’

m primitive accumulatmn of capi talf in other words. the

way’ things vere before capxtallsnf\at the end- of the book in order to

aLress thet it doosn't muke any d1fference whether of.not you hqd your
first oo]Iar bill == or your first $10,000 5ill, for a factory...—
very honeai1y>some vay or another, or whether you stole it, and you
threw off the man from his land that belonged to him; that in either
tase, no matter how honest yoy had gotten this first dollar —- if.we
suppose you had gotten it‘honestly == Yyour exploitation would still be
the same. In other words, if you're the ona"%;ékﬁ;esn't have it now

and you have to go and work in ‘the factory, yon would be exploited,

-[IE*?rder to stress that type of exploitation that capitalism
_;gives. the.way‘st lives off of yohr sweat, he never pays attention to
"the;fact. which was easily pr&ven, a8 to how un-ethically he had gotten
Vhislfirst dollar bill. 411 the stress is on that. We did quote one

single. phrase from the primitive accumulation of capital. 1 believe

it wag the one in your Kerr editzon on p.823, in this edition p.775

) [Dona Torr edition]. Thig l%s the only one we quoted from the primitive

accumulation of cpaital:
\"The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extirpation
and enslavement and entombment in the mlnes of the aboriginal popula-

tion, the beginning of the conquest and looting of the East Indies,

L

the turaing of Africa into a warren for the commercial hunting of

black skins, signalized the rosy dawn of the era of capitalist

-

production,"

\We were showing you it really wasn't tru Zh got his first

dollar henestly, but we left it, Now the emphasis will be the exact

=
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obbosité for the'}ollowing very important.reasoﬁs.lzifst of all, the

primitive accumulation of capital is the modern stage ' in which ell of

Latin America, Africe, Asia still is in. So it dsn't ancefipe; it is

what they re confronted with at this point, Just to give you two ex-
amplcs of that fact, which will take in both the relationship of what
was then an advanced country ~- Holland —- end the country that they
take over in an imperialist woy and_exploi§3 and elso in relationship
to the U.S. and¢ England, I will read these two passapes from it. One
is on p.778 (there are 490 pPp. diiference at the beginning, and 48 from
this point on...)} in the Donz Torr edition:
A Hollanq which first fully developed the colonial systen in
1648, stood already in the acme of its conmercial greatness. It was
'in elmost exclusive possession of the East Indian trade and“gghnerce
between the southeast and northwest cof Europe. Tts fisheries; ﬁhriné,f
megnufactures, surpassed thoge of any other‘country. The total capital
of the Republic was prubably more~important than that of all the rest -
of Europe put together' Mo It's a quote from a certian bookA Gullrh
is the authorA and ‘Marx then says. "Gulich forgets to add that by 1648,
-the people of Holland were nore overworked, poorer and nore brutaily
| oppressed than those of all the rest .of Eurepe put together." LEE )
other words, the height, being the head of the world like America is
now, doesn't mean that the workers in that éountry are the heaq. only
- the capitalists -- that they were poorer Phan all theresL of Europe
put together, and §jgg more ;xploiteé. And of course we know-that to
be true in the.U.S. except thapbat the time Marx wrote, he is stressing
that whzat appears t¢ be freé in the U.S, is not really free, because
it comes from England. So he says the same thing is going on between

Lngland and the U.S.: "A great deal of capital which appears today in

the U.S. without any certificate of birth was yesterday in England
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" the capitalized blood of children,"

; ‘IIEEEE iz a much greater reascn why primitive accumulationiﬁf ;
cépita] wiil beceme the cenLér foreo. that is, much greaﬁer even
'ihaﬁ the fact thét it isﬁ't primitive. It is present in the countries
that wé are dealing wich. They are in.one wa} or apother reaching
that siage. And iﬁ shows also tqé;elationship bétweé&%?ﬁguéht and
_history and hOf. no matter how profound you may be in yéur intevpre-
tation, you don't really see it until a good, nice human being -
the activity of the common man --begins to work in a certain way,
in thisrcaee, in the African continent. Here 15 what I mean:
E\Egébér oné. It is trﬁe E?@i;ﬁaég not only put it et the end
~of the volume instead of ceu“;ﬁljagﬂihe beginning, but that he did
. nog~eyen'make4££.a separate ﬁért. Yoquill feéallwthat I ééll at-i
iennion to the fact that Part VIII of Capitwsl, which is the last
ﬁﬁrt’wh;ch dealt with primitive'accuqulation of capital, in the
final editioﬁ?{zhich is not in the American edition but which we know
'1about, éhe fourth Germén edition -~ that whs_not made a separate
part of Capital. It was made one chapter, or {nto two chaptérs,
under the General Léw of Capitalist Accumulationywhich was Part VII.
EE_PFEEd ﬁs if that wes demeaning it further by not giving it.
the status of a separate part. In actuality, it was making it a
great deal more importarnt and:for the first timg,explains one -thing
you could never really explaig before, and that is how does it happen
that the section on the Historical Tendency of Capitalist Accumulation‘
-— the one_where he sayg;it began in this and this manner, it moved
in this and this manner, and now you're movging to the fact that ¥ a«
long with the fact that odgiggbitalist eats up many—capjtalists. a-

long with the degredation of labor, you have the revolt of the workers,

and the negation of the negation.
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'Lye_could never quite understand why this tremendous great

climax comes in what is supposed to be an ynimpurtnnt part, more
or less. Why did he place it there? We more or less explainéd it |
on the fact that because it was the crigin, ant.i he moves all the way
Erom the origin to.its final conclusion. 1t isn't true. Here is
w}_nat is true and what the African revolutions are making us see for
t:h;z fi-r'st tine:

.\E‘Le fact that he made it into & chapter of Part VII, instead of

a separaté part, gives it the highest importance, because in Part VII —

what is Part VII? It deals with the General law of Qﬁjtalist Bccunula-
tion. It shows you thaL the total result of all that he has been de-
.scribing about exploitation will mean that if even all the wealth were
concentrated in the hands of one single cfy’é:.tslist. sta"e—capltahsm.
th..re w;:uld be no change in the worker, that the absolute law of ac~
cumulation,-'on the one hand, means the unemp‘loycd army. JIsn't that

the greatest point? 1Isn't that what we sturlied all the time as the
height" Therefox;e, migadﬂ 1n|:o a chapter of that parl'.’which
deals with accumulutlon of capital, it is.not subordinate. Am I

moking myself understood?.... Ifﬂ't VII of Capital is r:he height,

it's the‘climax, it's the bl:}mlusion. He shows you that from ex-

ploitation, from the production of surplus value, you have reached

tﬁe stage where.on the onz hand you have all this accumulation of
capitaljand on the other hand you have thfe un@gmployed army. That
“is‘the highest stage _A:@G'italism c;ar. reach, its collapse., And now he *

is saying, this primitive accumulation of capital is part of that
general .'an of c@@italist accumulation, and because it is part of that
law, even ehﬂhI have subordinated in order to stress that the exploito~
tion is the same and doesn't depend on this primitve accumulation,

nevertheless I will now come back and show you that the historical

o . _ 13788
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. tendency of capita]ist accumulation to its collapse and to Lhe revolt

“of the workers and a new soc:ety holds true

>all the way from this

.

super capitalism and state cffitalism
til whera we reach the collapse,

pr:mitive ace umu]ation through

You seg how important it is and

how it is impossible to

see i1t quite in a lige just out of your own

head, But when werkers begin to move, great masses of people like

'qt-t'they re duing in Africa,

you suddenly see all sorts of things you

didn't see befure,

L?h1s is one of the levels of newness for this bonk

the new book. We will start on Capital,

with the primitive accumyla-

-tion of capital,

That's what everyone should read now. And we will

sez it ws not onf?Kapulicalbe to the re@%1cy but as integral to the

law of capitalist developmenL growth and collapse.

e IThe second of the newness ig —- thls is going to sound 1like a : -

great deal . of Jibberish, but pleage bear-—later on it won't

.1 do

not want to suamarize Hegel,

Tt is in~the same chapter we said was

our age }%e Absolute .Idea.

But you know ‘that in JMEF, we went véry

i gingerly.

It was the first time weé were saying this--we live in the . )
age of the Absolute Idea.

By gingerly I meant we said the proohf of. )

it is the fact that the counter~revo]ution and the revolution are

tied in together. Look at Stalinism and look at how every,;)”tants
the world revolution instead.

But Stalinism came out of one of the

greatest revolutions,

proletarian revolution. |In other words, we

' . were always pointing EE}he negaL1ve features- the fact that capitalism

in its state form, in Russia, was the height of the counter-revolu-

. tion, which it remains to this day

+ and that the Absolyte Idea was

- T . its oppesite.

"In other words, we left it more or less abstract. And

we were always a little bit afraid of subjectivity. As we know, when

oy
m want to insult somel‘J \an/say 're subjective,

That still
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holds, when éubjbctivity means you're judging somethifg personally.jué1:

from your own experience and nothing else, or Just from your own

Soe wish
feelings. not even your own exveriencc.“ihe fact that you don't

like somebody.

LEE} subjectivity in the sense of, Ba philosophic sense, meaniné
great masses of people, of great ideas that are incorpofated in you
8s a human being...great masses of people ps a movement, we were never
opposed to tha;lsubjectivity. However, as 1 saidbwe played it in a

- lou key, He'ré now going to play it in a very, very high ke!,and_

: therefore.I ‘want to read this part of the Absolute Idea. It's p.477

of Vol II, Science of Logic.
\"The negatlvity" -- that's the negation, or the form that we

have just considered before -~ "which has just been considered is
thé‘turnipg—point of the movement of the Notion." That is,  the

Idea. Notion and Idea are the same thing, "It is the simple

poiﬁf of negative self-relation, the innermost source of all ac-
tivicy, of living end spiritual self-movement, the.dialectic soul
which all truth has in it and through which it alone is fruth; for
the transcendence of the opposition hetween the Notioq)gnd 3fé11ty.

and that unity which' is the-truth, rest upon this subjectivity .

R
e i ——

qlone.“-{that 8 what we began wig}_x~ tﬁé—EHZ;_j Rest upon this

subjectivity alone. Now you'll understand more and more of it

before we get through with the thiﬁg, even‘if' it sounds jibberish

now.

\However. again to show that it's Africa that is making us

see this and not be afraid to say it's subjectivity alone which
is proof of the objectivity and which will move us forward to a

new society, I will read something which to me is the same thing
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as whal: was just said, and herc.:iL's sajd’_'q all people” Sekou Toure.
1f you have your _E_!_'_i‘cg'__.S_qgt_})_.,_ it's in the April issue, "Africa's
Path in'}iistory. by Abdullaye Diop. That's the Sgc. o‘f State of
the'Repub]ié of Guinea, Hlowever. this is Toure he is quoti'ngl.. Listen

very caréfully because it not only hss subjectivity and Humanism that

we're for) but all that we're going Lo go into NIRRTy
.m science and technology,

L N Lh" Pf‘f' 'f B
]"The future' — this is the head of}Euinea that's speaking,
.

-8ekou Toure -- "The future will comprise the sum total of the

cultures and civilizations which are not too aware of their par-—
ticular contribution, and which are not absorbed in peddling their

un{_que values. In order to attain grester achievement, it's not

too much to expect that each should join his effdrts_t‘o_ thbse of

flot.he;"s, making his intellectual means, his scientific and technical
knowledge -available to the wd'rld; because no penple., no nation, can
=.:f_‘g:?_1'eingé and grow except with ‘and through others. In the realm of

thb'zggﬁﬁ,.man can claim to be thz brain of the world. But under
coﬁéreté level of real life, wherl_e? any occurenc.e wil.1 effect both
the physical and the spiritual bei.n'g.a the world is always the bfain
of- man.". It's a beautiful, dialectical thought: In the realm of
thought, man carc laim to be the brain of the world, but 1n reality,

the world is always the brain of man.

\"Because it is in the world that all the thinking forces can

be found, the dynamic forces of deve-10pmen|: and per_fecir.onism) At

<

is there, too, that the fusien of energies takes place, and where

’ ¢
the full quanitity o}%Tl{ellectual capacities of man can be found.

So who could claim to exclude any one school of thought, ang. one

kind of chought, or any one human family, without bz. so doing




cxcludin" himself, to some extenl. irom the total society of man,

*he r1ght bh}exlbt As established by presence, coacept, expression

“and action. Any group which is denied this fundanentai humain righe
must be counted 85 a loss to the sum total of humanity,

Lizﬂf BLienCE result:ng from all humar knowledge has no nationallry
- The ridiculous dispute about the origin of such and such a discovery
do not jinterest us since they add nothing to the value of the discovery,
Jt can therefore be said that African unity offers the world a new human-
ism essentiully founded on the universal solidarity and cooperation he-
tween pecple, without any racial and cultural antagonism and without
rarrow - egoism'—— it's taken directly from Lenin, IPm sure --’and pri-
Gvelege. This is above and beyond the problem of West Africa and as
. far removed from the quarrels which divide the highly developed coun-
.:tries as are the bﬁndit:ons and asplrat1ons of the African people.™

It's & beautiful. beautiful'starement. ‘
llgﬁhfve the three lLVGIS of newness. -The new in Capital: we 11
beéin with’ prinitive accumulat:on of qﬁaztal and give it both its
‘bistoric anéKpresent meaning. The newness in the ézience of Logic:-
the emphasis on subjectivity as the center and the: stage which we
fare/\the further concretization of the Absclute Idea is that. And

the ngwness in Africa. where they raise it, not as the worker in

automated industry raises ic, as labor. but as totally new humanism,

TR

and that which refuses ro divide the world either on nationq}!égiér

races, or even height of scientific development. That is, so to
speak, the first part.-

o {EEE_Efcond part i%)to stress what is new in relationship to M&F
‘g;é this book. What are the differences, what are we dong now.that

is different from the principles which we established in M&F? The _
first: as against past revolutions...you remember we begino with the
three vevolutions that gave birth to this machine age and consequently

to Marxism later on. 1776 in Americ;bwhich coniprises both the nntié%l
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revolution and industrial revolutien; 1789 in France® and the
philesophical revelution in Germany.. We begin with three past
re\lolu'..:ions. As against t.hBL beginniag in MEF, we wil] begin in

rf ..,:',., :
Ue new ook with I.]n: present revolutions, no Aater Lhan Jus6,

Now let me stress that a little bit in order to show what that

rieans.

l\’ou remember that as we were working on MRF, and working out

the naw “umanism'for our age, the Hungurian Rffvolution occurred,

in 1956, and we hurried up and put it in, wvery nr:orrf.’cr.ly.q%%:%tJ of
in;identél}?‘auproof . Why did we necd to explain it further, ‘drag
Hungary -in%e the Afro-Asian ﬁamphlet.? The amswer lies in the
'followip_gé W acted towards new Huaﬁnisn: in M&F -as if that was an
Ain?entiprj:of our nind ' ,Tﬁat we _were Very good [r(a]d faithful Marxists,

we found what Marx really meant and said, and we were hereby giving

it tgq__he world. All of which is true..
\W‘it 1956 vanlu..mn showed was, yes that's true, but everybody
@5 in the world“do:mg it. You're not so wise.' These people
know m nothing about you and they' re doing 1t But when )
it'first happened, as‘ ve were still [pfkring on MRF, the new of the
: lHungariah REvolution® was the Workérs Councils, And it r.ema.ins a new.
We stressed that. But new Humanism as the guiding light and the openly
acknowledged philosophy -- that wé didn't know until later, |So that
in the African, who had made us see Humanism.bécause, the_y were ques-—
;:io%ing it on & different leve! —- ihey weré- questioning)must they
;go through capitalism because they must 1'1::11:5!:1-131:‘.ze.‘-'J What are they
going to do, -From-being an nnderdeveloped economyyto wanting to be a

socialized land when they do not have industry? And that made us go

back and find out the new Hymanism, and the old Humanism, wasn't
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sonelhing_oﬁrothur heade - We were very smart. but a1l these coher
peop]e were much smarter thun us becauso they were realizing it. in-

stesd of just d}qking about it,

' lﬂg_rjll therelore’ be in with the present era of revolutions,

“and if we finish the book in 1961,1t will culminate with the African-
f?@&utions and the Latin American. T will say very little about Latin
Americaﬂ’e#en though we night in the discussion, but it will actually
be e-muéﬁ\éaggiéjaart of the book, than it -will seund here. That's the

first Eﬁkference. then, between Marxism and. Freedom, and the new hook}

"~ the difference between the past revo]utlonssand e beginaing w1*h

the new revolutions. '
The second is the differenqe on the.national question end the Negro
question. First,'let me say two things on the new in Africa and the new

ﬁca us as ﬁethod. We have often stressed —- some of you may be new andrna;/
Anot know it -- that because we base ouriyﬁyes on the self-activity of the

Vmespes.'and knew that that has always been the reconstructive force in
"historyj’ that because of that met;hod>and.becau'se of. that confit:llencebeﬂd
bétuese'of that iderfity o£ ourselves and our ideas with the great mssses

. ef pedple. the self-activity of the masses, we can find, even histori-
caelly so to speak-as scholarsithings that nobody finds who is a-

scholar and is pothing @EFe but a scholar.” And as proof we show it in

the American E%volution. Civil War, the part that the Negro played:

both in qtimulating the Civil War..{But one of the thinga that came in

vur development of the Negro Quesiton that did not enter in the hook,

even though it enE;ered in somz of our writingsrand now we want to make
. b

the Negro Quesrion a very, verv big part of the book} was to show that
C} 81

the Populist movememnebwhich followed after Reconstruction failed.

through the conniving of the northern bourgeoisie and the plantocracy,

and where the Black laws already existed, and that therefore nobody had
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) equcicd any movement of Lhu Negroes at all, and it's not recordcd
hnywheré; But because our method of th1nking._our phi]osophv. was
based on. thut we looked far enough so that sudde11y ve found in one
little footnote in Commons' History of Labor that the Populist nove-
ment of the hegroes. right in the center of the south at thg hejéht
nf the Black laua, and uili that 2035 with it, were the greatest or-
ganization the Negro had seen... half a million or three-quarters of a

million prople, strong enough to elect congresscmen, representatives,

‘senators, and challenge even on the national scale.

lzﬂg African revolutzons are making people see the samé thing in
Africa, not orly that they have a hlstoryﬁwhich other people didn't,
“but certain parts of those pecople ‘wha even knew that it's impossible
fgr people to exist and ngﬁto have had a history, don't realize what
revdlt ﬁeant. For example, one of the populaﬁant‘only miSconceptiénsj
but truisms in a certain sense, that Hest %frica i3 fortunatﬁ enough
not to have too‘gyeat a white population, practicaily no vhite popu-
Iétio&é?%ecause of the tse-tse fly, a certaln fly with aiseasq)the
white man couldn't stand it so he didn't cultivate West Afrlca. That

v he took ir over and exploited ir, but on the whole he didn't live
there like he Iived in East Africa, North Africa, and therefore be-

came the counter-revolution and made it harder for you to gain your

freedom.

INow comes a book ~- I haven't yet lPitten it but I know what it's

8ll about - by Dr. ¥. Onwuka Dike, in which he proves that the rea~

son the white man was so late in capturing Migeria was not the tse-tse

£1y, but 400G years ~- 400 years! - of African revolt, The chiefs

wouldn't let thenm get in. It took that long to pacify and destroy thern
with all the modern weapons that they haqband Africa did not.

t?ﬁ? National duestion as it was placed in M4F was to show thatﬁ

]




for example, the lrish;Revg]utioﬁ --_anﬁ it would apply to the Negro
Questionlin America -~ was a stimulis to bringing on the actual prole-
farlhn rovolution. Thc.lriah Revo]uliqn caae first, 19!6; and then 1917
_camé the Russian Revolution. In our éountry iU would be betrér,bocause
ﬁhe_Negrues aren't jn énother tpuntr§ but right in this country; they
were a vanguard force. Vhat is new for this book, is that the Mational
Quost;{on. because of the reace, because now the particular nztiongd in-
volved is a Black race, and the Black race is a world race, tiat were

going to have the worid aspects of the National Question.

'Not only is that new, but. we will therefere be able to involve

and bring up to date all of our great work on the Negro Questlon.

‘And nobody 8 done as great a work as ue. even if it was in a different

= period ' I jth wvant to show one aspecL when we saw it at a dlfferent

l' atage, some ‘aspecte of it, Saome of you who are old may remember from-?

that cimeqbur;you know,Gervey movenent in 1919(:Even I was' too young to
_know too much about it..)was the movement that asked for, a Back to
: hfrica movement, and it got 6 million American Negroes to be menbers
”df it, IEE_§a1d it's quite fantastic, The American Negro is Americaq.
If he is Joining 8 Back to Africa novement it's not because he gees
Africa as his countr;. He doesn't know the language; he doesn't know
its history} he was brought here against his will many, rany hundreds
of years agoe America's his country) America's his language; America
is where he wants to remain, Why then does he join this Back to Africa
Vpovement?' We said it shows the frustrations of the Aumerican Nepro ever
to really get full-and complete democracy and freedom in thiq country.

We stféssed the fact Lhat He was American, and alsc that EE==: was a

race question.
IAs against all the "talented tenth," tie Negro intellectuyszls,

who felt that this was a shame, and showed supposadly how backward
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the American Negro is, that he goes for sucl a fakey a5 Gorvoy .

T want you Lo'know-thut 1 have found some things that we will Just
throv down TuBuis' throat, hécgus; even ].didn't know Dy Bois
vas that bad, You knowv W.E.B. DJBo:S was one of the greatest
of Awerican hegroes insofar 25 history is b‘pcerned. That is, he
wrole the great thing, Black ?econstruction. The last fow ymears
ke's @é&dcwly become a StBlJniSt, in his old age -~ he in the
'8Us. e invented the(:dea/also that each nation has a "talented
tenth."” That's where the expression comes from, And this talented
tenth gould,be the one to liberate thé na:ionﬁ,not the nmasses who really
.;econstruct society,but you just have to bow to your great, big lenders.

We knew that that was wrong. h@ fou~ht him,

lBu h we didn t knnw fs that so -- at least I didn't knaw...

until I found the resolution in which he bad qpnt to the State Dept.’

and all that - that s0 bltLer was his denunciation and feeling

: against Garveythat he had actually addressed a demand to the
.S, State Dept. that this man be expelled from this country. Now
that's what you call a stool pigeon in s big way...In 1922, And he
was then,after tha;,supposed to be the father of Pan-Africenism but

—~ve, the ,

again,damanded & talented thnth Lalented tenth would show you —-
actually all that he was asking Y5 that peouple shuulaistud;"hfrica

or something. 4nd again on this business. So that hiz new admini-

strative mentality with the Stalinists is nothing new, BPut as I said,

I did not know that lie wos so bad that it was not only a theory of the

talented tenthpbut he acivally appealed to the State Dept.,like any

Stool pigecn, expel this men from this land.
[As contrasted to that, I find that Higeria--incidentally, this
is a very beautiful book even though it's just a bourgeois wrinns:t;

. @nd a white man at that--because it's the only one of a lot of books
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that ar_?nw coming off the press, that at least do@sn't just pay
attention to figures, or tell you how backward the Africans are
supposed to be, or how thn ecenony has :o_bo. but to people. It

tekes up the naLionullst povement in Africa._LE-Iznd outs. - .
. thpreforvkixﬁg thoupht we wers so advanced in 1943Lfﬁe rioted in

this lgQuntry and wanted freedom, that the Africaés in lligeria —-

and I'nm sure happened throughout Africa too.-- had a general strile
in which they denanded their freedom, conplete freedom. They said,
Ch&ﬁchﬁ;ll and Pooscvelr\;kijiant§§hﬁﬂﬁgfé%jlthat‘s wcnde:fulz—fhe
self-determination of people, they want their self-determination of
pebyle.f That'S'what provoked the remark of Churchill, that he aidn t
comé’to preside at the head éfgﬁ}itlsh empire in order to see its dis- -
solution, \1mat rhey meant the freedom only fur Europe, and not that.

lEEE-wonderful parL vas that in addition to this generﬂl strike

that- they had in 1945, and demanded their freedem, it wasn't for
Higerla as a country. It was for Vest Africa, minimum, and perhaps

all of ‘Africa. Inother words, before they even felt as natioanlists,

an
thay felt as an African powerTTTE continent connected withifNegroes in

Arerica, therefore, a world,

IIEE sqyand difference’then;is on the national question, And the
third difference is on automation. Ged kuowg,we have a lot on auto-
ndifton in JAF. We certainly knew that that was the center of develop—
‘ment ever. since 1950. Thg «as the new mode of production.. Ve fol-
lowed it up with the latest great piece of work, WBA, and nevertheless
this will be new, and 1'11 tell you why.

We did not consider it from the_point of view which will head &

{insofar BSSt newness @ Mhe advanced countries are cuncerned,and the

backward, of what I call discontinuous developnent.




'ngr examp]c. you WJ]J rcful] that in tho ch1plcr on Eussia’]

do not- go further than ]946 insofar us the econeuy 18 concerned. 1

‘ : o 1w |
shalyze the three Five Year Plans at g?e)nuthrenk of the war. And 1

specifly that ‘T do that very dBJiheraLe]v in order tn shou that there
st
were no unusunl features like war to contend with 1ﬁﬁll the capitalist
lavs that vere operating in all the other cpnitnlistfoquntrinc were
L A \b.ﬂ“’ S d H/
operating with a venpeance ikl the niate contrc}/ﬁt ‘production,
Therefore when I 20 into bny part since 1940, it was pureiy in the
ideologicel fi=ld. I show that they have revised Capital, the teaching
of Capitalt I show that they revized, in 1Y55, tne teaching of phile-
sophy. I show that the jet plane didn't really, wouldn't real]yb
raise the standard of 1iving of the Russian wourkers.
{ not only_.
’ lmh en-as it wag{énlng Lo press —= 1t was already the second one,
i ) el
I ‘dop?! t knoy)ﬁiz;st u%?g%ﬁ éera to put in that lxttle last paragraph
wheu the Sputnik went np, in which we stressed that the Sputnik does
not change anything, that launching satellites in outer Space does not '

solve the problens of this enrth,

lThatB true, and it's good, but it's not good enough foﬂBur new -

bock. Therefore, in the third vifrorenfc between MAF and the new book
becomes the big third part of ny last peintowhich will Hy2e discontinuous
developvent mainly in the econory, and 11 of the néﬁ;géience of Lopic,

ints
Let ne gom a little bMat I mean. amd why it 4s so inportant.

We have reached g stage ever since the smash up of the atombthat

it is not Just the world market which setg the stape for all that.and.

’

IS —
shows that the law of developnent true in reversep that is, not

.

only the advanced countries shogs the backward country the road of itg

own development, but the backward country shows the advanced, . But - when

we said it at that tiste, we limited ourselves to politice, didn't we?

LYoot

Ve said you carmnot have state-capitalism witheut heviig Mussolinis




and Staling end so forth, Ve will du sonething very, vory difforent neo W,
lgsfauée you hgve had n situation wvhere there iu practienlly no difference

batween szicnce, abstract science, and technolongy, its actual appli-

~cation. Tlere used to be m{ﬁje 20 or 30 years.. hﬁﬁ;?%gdld Just leave
you albng,if‘you were o scientjsE; you weren't interesting @ﬁ{them.
For example.'EinsLein discovered the zheary of relativity in 1905,

It was‘1943 before we snﬁshed the aton to pro¢;¥%h;r rﬁ%%L;uch a theory.

You hsve 6U-year lapse., 1In certian parts, in relatinship to industry,

Jhed \
yqﬁfiﬁaéjless. . Lut ninimum, there would be a decade. #As a matter of.

fgct. all of Marx's theories ... ' . on defining the rate ﬁf profit
-1s_built on when it tukes you to retool yoqﬂ&ndustry and to build...
‘ 'LEEﬁ_ye'have sometines no differeﬁce. aﬁd between two and three
jears.' For example, $hat was new was thet since science uniteq Wwith
the ﬁilitarﬁ to bresk the atom, So they could win the war, science
theh‘united with industry te bring the gloriés and agonies of automation,
BEEEEE héﬁ a certain development from 1928 to 1940, which foligwed alnost
to the poinﬁ&gkcept they could do it much faster because-they_had the
State Plaﬁ}féxectly vhat was happening in the private capitalist coun~ )

tries. Then you had a war, 1940-45] everything is smashed. 1945-50

g
takes them to just regain their breath’\be where they were before the

war broke out, The great change is 1650, (ﬁvery time I touch anything

that's the year 1950...sticks at me!) The great change is 1950.

IBecause of the automation meant not only in industry but being

‘ able tfq leap ahcad of even the most advanced éountry:r Sputnik Ho, 1,
They're not just catching up; we haven't caught up to them yet, so
far as chrust is concerned, Ve may have some very, very high-faluting
thiags going up there; we have a lot more than they have. But we have

not yet caught up with the thrust,




.Nhnl dozs that nean, outside of what is evident, and that is that

var 1s stoving us in the Tace? - 1t neaas that by this discontnuous
devclcpnnntpklnt certnin of thu 99=nt'als -- they don't have to have
as mony cars as we have. or Le]evialon séts. or vetter living -- but
Just by.. hnvin" stce] machine tools, and Sputniks, und above 8ll, -
bonbs, they can challenge the greatest pover, can'LIthey?

tzaiﬁ is the negative aspect of it. . Tt first came to be when

Stelin wag still alive. The biureacracy began to see that there was a

chance reallxsof all these times they said catch up,%hdt they couldy ;.

suffered. .
and perhaps even g1ve a litt1é7%o the workers vho hah“‘hjﬁrso fuch
d "Tond pause 2]

Iand had lost 20 million Feopl@ he war. in Russia ..,to catch your
breath. Stalin didn't want to catch his breach. He felt ‘that the. ii-bombA™
v;}_ never mind what would follow from itA and aittomation, was sufficient of
a J?;rrent 80 thev could naneuvé}hlh¥tﬂa§9 Korea, espncially if soneone

else is no;ng to fight ¥Ms Wars, which in this case NEnethe loreans and

"the Chinese,

2:-—€It’was not only. the most unpopular war in thig country -- the Xorean

Vlar —— it was in.Russia too, As soon as that-man died, they hurried up

and finished ﬁagi%%;: war, lUhy did they? Because they could go back

to production. L__,hi"k the best way to show the pesitive aspeacts of th1s
discontinuous developaent is how wonderful_dt vould be for the under-
developed econoities. They don't naed 1G0 years or 50 years to catch up
uitﬁj%§:hnse things ‘that are usad for explosions so that you can- 1rr1nate

'landg and make canals where there are nountains,and make something else
’ [<)

wvhere thera's sonething else (I houe that John will expand sone of i)~ —

--— but I want to expand scoe of itsand to gzive vou-ane Look to read, which is

a very bnd bool:, but it's worthwhile if you know where to look for it:

Fritz Sternberg's new book, I think it's called 1114 itary and Industrial
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Kgxglg;ign of our Era...1{ you'l] Just skip a]]_of the nonsense he has
you will_fi“d at lecast one half-of one chapter, which shows you-the
following in the develogment of cantrasts. between the second industrial’
revolution, ﬁﬁigagffon or since the A~ bomh, whichaver way yﬁu want to

use, and the first industrial sevolntion..

{He.shovs that you began with linht indﬂstry. Even i{ you had

“wunted to begin‘with heavy industry, you didn’t have it yet. There

vas 50 years difference bepréhffzkti]e factaries1qﬁd having railways.
There was 30 years difference betwean having railways and having machine
tools. There was 50 years difference between nsving scrie of the agri-

Crare Pl[’_,
cultu'e Wwe have alwnys used the fact that it's capraalism s nission.

"50 to. speaL. to have alsc introduced mechanizaticn in agriculture, nat

only. in induatry. But ‘it was so slow in doing it that by that Lime the

.proletariat has ““:‘ shown itse;f as an Qbﬁegendeut force and the

result was that the bourgeoisie’dccidea in each case/they would rather

“connive‘yith the old landlords than 3¢ and take a chance of losing ail

their pover with the working class, who didn't wﬁnt_to have any kind of

class society.

Ith r.J .
Bur. he slwvs}\. regardless of that fact, certain parts couldn't have

“"been introduced, in other words, irrigation and sore of the things we

know in relatioﬂheb using atomic eneruy for building dams and so forth.
! .

He actually puts,at one point,the difference as much as 200 years,
The backlog of techn$logical development in all fields —— lisht ip-

dustry, heavy industry, nuclear energy, autemation —- thaL a country’
of—o.caur‘ 7

coming on the scene now is 2G0 years in advnnceﬁ He doesn t use that

expression. He just says that technolon 8y is°200 years in advance a{1hot

but it's actually 200 years in advance for the [gGuntry, lle therefore

says that the difference between town and countrx,as it will be developed

in Africa and Asia and letin Anericq}will be entirely different thep




igifﬁe? whatj Hurope or America knows. T- must ssy, he doesn't knoQ
wﬁat he's sayinzybut it's o trevcadous thing to an.
© Vi did tars PO & S .
iy did Harx at one tian tolk rural idiocy? Ty the tinc
the proletariat got developed and began its cless struég]es in‘the
fcities, and hod all the sophistication and the coliesiveness of being
so nany thousands in a single factory, th& farn workers were very much
diséersed, and each one had a tiny little plot of land. You didn’
1
have ;hat,cohesiveness. Ve kneé,it couldn't have besp guite the

\m’s atCa S0y / .
revolutiozry force -~ Athe beginning of the 20th century, o at least 1he lasT

a i
hal of the 19th century.

\Ef it is nnssible, not merely to build up fa;iorle, -gnd have your
ihduﬁtries. but to build up agriculture and[§2::§; this wide division
bet#een.'whether iis‘fural idiocy or rural roads end city ronds, you .

. can. see that the whole world's history would be differe1t. He admits
that it would be diff erean18133fﬁnerica or Western Europe.
L L_‘fhis discontinuous davclopment. we JuqF hint ot it a little bit
in the Afro-Asian panphlet’ we say it on two 1evels. One. ia that a
’peop]e mature enough to die fbr. its freedom and get its freedom,is
nafure_enough to reconstruct its own society, have destiny in its own
hands; Ve alsé show that atomic enzroy could build up the country more
if therefore there would be a development between advanced countries

[lower?]
and the other countries.

\IEG national guestion opens an entirely new. ficld here, too,

which again we took up for the first time in the Afro-Asian pamphfet,
‘¢
but very briefly. I went te stress only onc thing of that for this

. 1 .
period, in which I'll goyDuch more in the artual book but not today.

That i;ﬂzhe third elenent_of what is new, that is, Lenin, Vol. X, or
anywhere you can get a hold of Lhz Theses at the Second Congress, the

1%
one which said that fofTarrow egoism, ve woulld have to give it up
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if'}t uau]d ba pessible to sverthrov world capitlaism through the
underdevelnped countries. Here is what 1 wint to stress, which 1
merely began in the Afro-Asian Riivolntion: ‘
{EE; ‘i"Ht bgctieen the !arodn‘ i* -~the Topulists .- and
Lonin, which centered around whether cn|iLalirﬂ == the nir, the
connune form of the village, the v111n"e cquld s" capitalism.
Lenin fousht thenm very hard and shewed that they couldn't ang

finelly won the day. How in 1920 he turns arounc, exactly around,

and he says, we are conopletely nistaken about the worid. The

: 'overwnelning naJorlty of the population of the uorld are living

in Avla and -in Africa, and this is underdeveloped countries and
it sunbdiculous to think that they would have to wait for us.

They nay. be able to overthrow capital1qn1for tﬁat end] A lot of
journalists and other fancy psychologists are trying to: say » he

only said it because the duropean revolutzon was dead

,It 5 true ‘the Vest European revolutlon vwas dead. Germany had
1

not nade its revolutio-ﬁﬁ\’estern Luropean countries did not come to
_the aid of- Russia, and hz turned East, It's onz of these tewihs that
mean . absolutely nothing, It just also happened Lo coircide with
sonething. Therefore, we nust review for just a brief moment what
wgéﬁeant by whether or not you could skip capitalism, first for ilarx,
second for Lenin, and thirdly @n us.

!Now, on Marx. You know, the Populists in Russia were the ones

-hart translated Marx's Capital. They concidered that they have the

real in heiritors; they wanted to play on that. They wrote him =

letter, and the firg} Marxists hgjglso written him a letter —-- Zasluich —-

in which they said, VOu scem to say in your Capital which we just
translated that this form of development, this horribie capitalism,

that you're dEScriping. we're all doomed to live ithrough it before




) . { vy h—,-r‘l" 1t
we can go to'a sorinlist socicty. We don't think so.A‘/Vc' have a

- : 1 .'l}-ﬂ . .
village commine, thul‘iﬁé'—!ﬂh&t couldmgrylns skip it. Marx generally

wrote prét‘ty eesily. He wrote that letter over 3 times, and he sent
. . “Adriret -
only one aspect of (L., and two or threef version‘.m not sent.

It became quite s fight. ) . :

Llfhat did he say? He seid, what 1 have described is true. It

was so in Western Europe.” Tt doesn't seem likely that somebody coy.d
gkip it. But it would be_fan_tastic for me to sa;v!f"f:f‘ljcan't be skipped.
because human beings are still the grear force in history, and if
thé} can't skip a stage, they cen certainly shorten the birth pangs,
~or what was later known as telescoping.

The Narodnikis :thereforé seid, this is our ticket %%%rfiall
: ffollc.w us mstead of the’ proletariat)tlfo"'s btz the peasantry as the
motive force, and not the Pmlﬁmrt as the motive force, forﬂ}lew
society. lﬂ:er Marx's death, Lenin came on the scene, and the Karodniki
-preéente_d their credentials of bemg the Marxists, and he said, you go
to hell, I'm the Marxist, and I don't egree. But he didn't say what‘
llie's accused of saying. H;a d:i..t_il;iét suy we couldn't skip that stage.
He said we aren't skipping that stage. He said, what are you giving-me

a lot of sbstractions? Maybe we could, but Jjust look at the actual

society. The great big work was, The Development of Capitalism ir
Russia, He proved in fact, in sociology, in class struggle, and in ac-
tual ecenomics that capitalism was there. So he said, I don't want to
discuss ai:st_rnctly whether you can -- we're not. He was not sayinéma;u
couidn't. He said we arcn't, and therefore let's be just as Marxist
as Marx was in Western Europe. .

Tr 1920 when he said it, it isn't :ru; that he had nc; background

2 e more-rvi

\Ehe exact oppusite of what he Lad been saying up un{ﬁl‘{when the

West European revolution lost. But even Lenin didn't know it all,




bécuuse.‘you know, when he was speaking about the East, he was[ﬁaging]
Ch:na nf ‘Sun Yatsen, agnd 2 few little countries in the East like Ezypt
had & little tiny Communist Party. Al]:tlr1great tremendous movement thal
we se¢ in Africa, it was nowhere in his thought.. We not only have to

consider a new faclor in life and a new factor in thought, hut the

adfua] reality. that confronts us both in thought and in life.

-

- : ‘ - LT
lTo view it, thereforeh this business about a peoplé\!tmumlh nature

enough to have its revolution,is mature enough to keep destinj&n its
owr hands -- against the background of discontinuous economic develop-

ment., we must once agein return to Hegel,

Let'me first warn you,before we réturn to Hezel, that I will do some
P el ]
T gtimgie

very vulgar things right after A hawl out Engela for having done some

-vulgar thlngs hut it's unavoidable. Here is what 1 mean by vulgar things.
7

Every one tries to simplify or popu1arlze -~ it'e rather difficult to

understand this Hegel —- and in 2 certain sense, they are not wrongb

especially if they correctly state that this is oqj;ge. I am doing
vwhat is necéésary for 6ur age. I am not giving you a -comprehensive view
gf Hegel- EHe didn't quite say that. For example, he wrote a work in
which hé said that three fundamental laws of thé Hegelian dialectic are:
the transformation of quaniity into quality; two, the unity of opposites;
and three, the negstion of the negaticn.

lfgr_%éong time‘ there was one thing Ehat yas very unclear to me.
The first law is the transformation of quantity into %ua]xty. Therefore
quantity {3suppo=ed to mean nothing, and we always said, 60,000 workers .
in one factory really means new, so ; éﬂld not y_pderstand why he dis-

regards quantity. ~All I cculd understand wég)evidentlx it's a new

quality when they're 66.00Q>which is true and not true at the same time.

Here is what I mean by vulgarity:

P
A e

e T




l]r. order for him to say that, which was uppiicatie to lis.age

5nd wasuvery,‘very importané, it real 1y meant not so much transfor-
mation of quantity ineéﬁuality,'but transformation of qunﬁtity into a
gew quelity called Eesence) in other wordy, productien relations,
That's what he'was_interestcd in aiving you, that iEQ#E;GE the market,
it was production relations, right? Dut then when 1 startod studying
Hegel, I realized that little #egel has an enitre beok before he ever
_reaches quajlity, and that the first catepory is not, is fiotyquentity,
bui qeality. That 1ook1§\{?\'fe9:; upside down, s;f?eé‘ me e.rplam«{,’t
Lfe_?eglns by first of all showing ihnc you caqnot taue anything
elabstractly. There is no such thing a o bstract be1ng and an asbtract
-nothing.-'You're'startingfwith something very defirite, e-concrete
‘something, whether it's a human being or an inaninate object or nature.
:A‘honcrete determinate quality, right 'Ehat s* the very first thing you
meet, It's ﬁro'cess of becoming. He beginsﬁ)y denying right off the ba:C'
£ 3 either being or nothing, and shows the fus;on of the two is bccon-
ing, In this procebs of becoaiﬁé, you bepin with a quallty. some de-~.
finite qualit!,that you're going to over_gome, toc negate, to get to a
higher stage. 8o the first category is not quantity,but quality.
[Eft only that, = - yﬁu g0 through an awful lor of categories
when you resch from quality to quantity to measure. In measure — and
we're still all in the first buook »- the Doctrinn of Beinge-- and it's
st111 all just qualltv’ the measure is you jump into Essence. Ler me
explain that further, Flrst of ail, let's get it by degreas., There
-Lm_e_'_i_f\'-ts ),

are three books in Lhe Science of LOB:EZ the Noctrine of Beingawhich in

political terns is equlvelent to the market? ‘fhe marketplare, where you

buy commodities, where you buy labor power, vhere everything seemns ro be

equal. Then you zet to Vol. II, the Doctrine of Essence, and you find
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out nuthjnw it equal beceuse »}1 these rhings that you bought wora
W.{].)mc . . . . I Iy
"dead and/t i

erefore ne changz in value, right? Only ong,’ thlﬂ"iud,
living in all the :ni]llions of {otrmodities et you bdught ar a capi-
talist. and that was the worker, and out of hin you got all the sqglun
valve out, yeé? Bhat is equivalent in political qbﬁnony. ipMryist
poiitits{ eocnoiy, to the mode of production, the factory, where itarx
stays al}lthe rest of the time, is eqqf}va]ent to the ess
of Essence, in Hegel,

tIEEn he moves from the Doctrine of TLssecnce to the Boctrine of Lhc
Notlonﬂ.'zhat s the Idea in your rhoubhtn and would appear that th9r= is
only thought. But it isn't. 1 11(9qme back to that in a minute. Al
I'm ncw trying to stress is that by .beginning with the law of the trans-
formation of quantity into gquality, he skipped thantire Vol. 1 of degel.

Now if ycu want to skip it, that's finz. If it deesn'’t apply to you:

periqd, that s fine. If you don't think it apples to your period, just

oo e
say so. Buft you gan't therefore popularize and isawt saﬁ{?o‘and aﬁ&éer

age suddenly looks in anq finds that -2ven in the Ductrine of Being,

there are somelﬁremendoys thimns, ]

i Lfgr example, Lenin made his first great leaps before he got to
Essence, in Heasure. You have one human beiﬁg. yes? Let's get it down
to a quality. Then you have many human beings. Let's get it down to

a class, the workers, right? Then you have so many, they become a
measure of something, that's your class, yes? You have GU,000 workers
in this age 'in one single factory. That new thing Lecomes the eségnce,
becomes an enitrely new quality. But look how hard you had to work and

¢You had -
how many historic pernods}before you oxin game[§ﬂ this produc_tion re-

lation. Hot only that; in each single thing you have the universal

forms. We know, for example, that the fetishism of comrodities is

actually rnot just commodities in the market, but a certain view of
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the development of all of society,

5

LEEa]in took these three Jaws —- trdgnformation of qur a{le into

quaﬂhty, unity of opposites, and nnn.*]on of the negation «- ang this
14 el S

is what he did. - Unity of opposites ahﬂ sﬂlﬂ;unl) applies to capia]1st
.éociety=, where you hays capital and lator; that's your opposites.
In our society, since we don't(E?glly’have}contradictory epposites, sou
have just criticism and self—criticién. It's a classiess society. The
regation of the nezation he rightly saw as meaning the baolitzon of hi
own'societyf’b he cidn't like it anﬁ_%i;regérdcd it. Ye said it was..;

Lﬂ_}qt pf the odern écientists who are all beginning(f% study ilarx
 are allvééyin" that supposedly . ¢nce ihrughchbgsue have gotten to the
staqe where once again negation of the negation is in its truthfvl place.
And they prove it by showinp‘7\1n the present 'Bmlect:.cal Matnriallsr- that
are published, nezation of. the nepation is neﬁﬁzoned very prummentlyJ
and the very same article, which I uqed to E!fovn that they are abolish-
ing, chat they are fighting against humanisn and negation of the naza-
tion, they used to show that it is, {go let me explairn.

lIEsre was a man by the name of Karpushin. In 1955, he said, that
tihe negation"of the negation was very idealistic, it wes very nystical,
and there is nu point to it. But in order to dis &CUss it, you have to
reconstitute it, During S#}éﬁn's tine, they forzot 211 about the Essays--
the Crltique -of the Ileglian | Dialzctic, and the noy “umanisn gssays, so
in the other edirionﬁbphéy weren't published.. Before he could attack it,
,he had to have it Lefgre hir, sd he says, let's republish them.r That's
what they took as a recognition.of the fact that they recognize.

whyngid they have_to republish then? ﬂgt only because he capmial

attack/then, something a lot pore important. For s&épnce. they had to

have negatioun of the negation, So long as ir gid N0t inean subjectivity,

sv long as negation of the negation gcouyld be hangled not as sbciety




overconing another society, or as the human being having all of

ijlgtivity in him, the new dimension, the now society ; in order
to. pet froa the relatievity theory, the theory that all things are
a0t
reiative ,/1rc various fiﬂlda are nut absolute, and that the un-
breakable 1inft is not just an atom,  The atom in turn is fell of
energy; you break that up, and you find your= :e)f a new little hydro-
on bomb, yes? So in order to get to the science, and to sex the

new stage, unified field theory, see the relationship bztween electro-

magnetic field and the other fields, the relationship between matter

and energy, in nrder to get t%@ he il-bomb, to getfoq the Sputniks,

tp get bt‘all the thlﬂg%?%gz; are getting, they needed the negation

vt ‘
vf the neﬂation, ﬁud they got very fer with J.t.BrJt was prec:tsely why

thef struck out against‘liegel, bacausc Hege%byou cannotrsaxbchat it

applies only to Neture. It' éiﬂgi%;p%ﬁ;t it the proof of all this,

nobody else béf man. ﬂis subjgctivity becomes that importaﬁt to dmes us,
Lfgy try another tact.@a show you on this question ﬁf the relation- .

shi% of Hegél's books. The four books that Hepel hi&ﬁ%lf vrote —-—

in other words, not-the{fc+ﬂFG§— is the Phenomenology of Mind, the

Scienée of Ldnic. the Encyclopedia — each of these have several boﬁké,

but I's coming to that —- end the Philosaphy of Right. The Philosophy
of Right istﬁﬁpre he approves, so to. speak, the Pruszian state. I;'s
the political statenent. IHowever. I deny that that is the height to

which all of these works are moving, because even in the legelian

systen of idealisnm, the state which he's trying to approve vhen he
can't unite and the people don't uiite of themselves, and he's tryina
to bring in the state all over again-to unite, that is not the height
of his system. The height wSkiasgemwom is the Absolute Idza. In

other words, it tzkes a subordinate part. iiot only that takes a

subordinate psrt, Teligion tzkes a subordinate part. It doesn't




meanJGod: Gad cores before the Absolute Tdea.

lln a word, what I am trying to sHY  is wbet 1 an oppoqed not

enly to the idealists, and not on'y tu Ehe farxiste who pervert,

but to aey.ﬂarxist Peaelian whn Enys thot Absolute Jdes js irportant
only insefar as it means method, the dynanic, dialectical meLhod e
developnenL through contrauiction. 1 deny that abeolute]y.

The Absolute Idea is not onIy nethod. And we don't havs to throw
it out wher we throw out Hezel's pelitical conclusions. The Abgolute
Idea are the objec:;ve and subjective reans by which a new soc:ety is
bern; Why? How did Zegel happgn to get that far?

'ngﬁfew injfnok éne he was delaing with Leing, yes? Incidentally,

-all .of Lhe Phenonnnolony is considered Just an Introduction to thls.

Let g consider it in forns of Lonscidgneseﬁi- I tHinL it will be

easier for us. 1I'll summarize the whole Phenomenoloay of liind 4n
6 stages and I'11 moke it really only 2. Each ome will be 3. The
H consciousness, seli~-consciousness, reason. llere is what_
fhef mean, ngg_are beceme avare of sometihing, an object outside of
"yourself, or the world. Yoy suddenly become aware that yoe and the
‘world, or you end this thing, is not one and the sane thing., You are
conscious of objects. Then you sove to self-consciousness. You are _
conscious of yourself, The mipute you * are conscious of yougrself, you
have reached a hizher stase, becsuse it means yowrrelaﬁofﬁzuth other
men. Thai’s where he has the great thing about Lordship and Bondage)
awart . ared o
. r:jlght\ﬁﬂé yo%tjaach;?’class society,

LGen yoeu reach what to him is Ehasnn, the third stess in this
first part I'n tallking abouc>z_which_is capitalism. in other words,
the revolution. has finally elininated feudalisn end established the
suppositions of a free society. Somehow things don't look very sood

there do they? That's your first part of the thrae. How watch the




egecond pnr; of the three, LIEF sccond three is: spirit, religion,
Ahsolute Idea, That's yéur O stages of self-consciousness. T
‘the si:jrit he findsl \:hnt'ue would sry, what happens 'a.f‘ter. yes?
'The state has olready been established, you had your revolution,
¥ou how have‘fuur stﬁhe. he man is very unhappy -~ the aliennted

spirit; AI1 these thinge we guoted against Hoo Tse-tung und the

" 1
haughty vassal and feeling hinself identification with state power

.
N

e
nakingé%)ﬁ;happy nevertheless.
& You go through what larx sajd in his Critique of the — Hegelian

Dialectic, whole stapes which hegel didn't cériticize, but there is

‘your essance of criticisn of the statg."You mcve away from th8 state

ﬁto“wﬁat{you think is an ebstraction and what will give you happigess -
-feligiph. includiﬁé‘thé arté. lle considers the varicus arts as one of
'the_forne of r?ligion, whether it's great tragedy or preat coq!gdy'.
or music or. any ohe of the arts. !aybe some people are happy in it,
butha iz not. de's shdwing that the superstructure..even for those
that it favofs, oﬁce the spirit-is such, once the what haﬁyens after -
is such, e is unhappy with it, 'That is why he noves fnmn&@irit.
from religion and the arts, to the Absolurte Idea. LEE.:PVES td a
stage vhere he will unite theory and-practice, the subject and the
_ - dimarsion of the D
object, the divire and the humen knowledge,. by %‘ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁhbeing vho
will hava all of this, By trying(gz)nake the man whom le did upder-
stand ~- ever if he understood him only as a philosopher -- as the
height ofth;velopment to reach the nev sociéty. The new dimension

was it. [ie never varied fomm it.cggen vhen lie became the state

philosopher. The Absolute Idea was always separate and apart from

tlie others and nothing would let you forget it, because what was

absolute Knowledpe over here, became Absolute Idea nver here, and

bedﬁﬂe Philosophy of Mind.




|Ulﬁl e]uc does he do in the Science of logic? MHe bad already
i e

exp]nincd {éi,P" the variou stanes of self-consciousness, where you
_ have a]readv noved all the way from prinitive sncisly to ancient Greece

‘ Linbeepwn 2
Lo the French T P\olutnon. to Prus qian state and thu}?efornatlon.
le now sees that he hqﬂﬁcver tuken any of taese field saparately.
ile took up tho totnlity of'reality as he saw it, which we would call
aupcrstructu.c.—.thn sciences, the arts, the state, a1] of the things
cthat confronted you in what he called objective mind. Jie vants to Te-
late all of thesejin forns in which they woule apply, whoether you're
talking about nature, whether you're 4yﬂcing about science, whethar

ou're talkinn about the hunan being. So that the notional cutepories
yo 2 8 2

in the Science of Lopic must be abstract. e couldn't possibly have

had'them cbncrete. I nt sorry I have to be so ideallstnc, but they couldn t
r? :
have applied to all of tliese rhings..ige was distillino 5000 ye2ars of the

huwan spirit. in itself as a hurian heing. as hunan1~y5 in the ac1enre £y
in nature, 1n the obvjective world and saying,lahecs is all this poing
to lead to? e tried to s%@; this is what itrgg:ﬁg? This is what we call
the pull of the future on the present, or whet he ealled the llorld Spirit.
le was moving in nat_society.
EES fron negatiﬁpf the negation being anything abstract, or
needing to stand..,on its feet??&guﬁ:;w it means the society as »
whole, tﬁ?ﬁew society, we are moving to the facr of subjectivﬁty.

\
on
more or less, exactly as llegel novéﬁ?(fi)1960. and as ilarxists, not

Hegelians.

lwhen we understand that —- incidentally, the Phenomenolony of !ind Y

-all these lectures qné/achually concretlbatlons of what he did. In -

other wordz, the Phil of I istory, and the Hlstory-of Phil, and the
-_-———-.__._.

Aesthetics--l'istory of Fine Artﬂq and the Jlist, st. of Religion — every
LS T2

one is taken up ir @ series of lectures proving vhat he's already stated

_ ' 13813




fin

BT L ey A aeny e VEO e i e R RN

23 ‘

here, devaloping further . fron story, and that's when we aet a]] theze

thinss about frecdom, an: showias that Treedom hes always hocn Lhe

‘central feature andihe _ =

IIf we are able tc develop this subjectivity wihtout he ing afraig
—

that we'll pe called subjective, we wil] finally have understond the
e ) ‘e

nodern age as it is in che uriderdeveloned cocnonf vho can, becauso of

the maturity of the 332, not only ask for freedon, and not only ask

vhat happens after, but wvanting to make that what hoppens efter tg

1€
be this totally new diitenszion of society. nﬁd(%%rmot really knowv it

until we have visited Africa,




