" MINUTES -- DETROIT PUBLIC MEETING -- FEBRUARY 4, 1979

' Marx's and F'nﬁels‘ _Studies Contrasted: RELATIONSHIP OF PHIIOSCPHY AND

Discussion meeting on Heya Dunayevskaya's Draft Chapter publlshed
in News & Letters Jan.~Feb., 1979 .

fresent' All, plusban from Flint, and 16 visitors.
Pirst public meeting in the new office.

Suzanne, as Chairwoman of Detroit Women'e Libveration, N&L, chaired the
meeting, welcoming all to our new office, new world center of Marxist-
. Humanism. She discussed the draft chapter in the context of the devel-

opment of Marxist-Humanism, and the P%R cleases to he given by Rave
in Aprii. Bob read the DF 1/30, then guzanne introduced Nichaei Comnelly.

Michaelta Prssentation is excerpted in the Discussion Bulletin, and no
er attempt will be made to summsrize it hers,

' ®hs Discussion ranged over many points, not alweys in the strictest rela-
tionship to the Draft Chapter amnd the concrete., p2instaking working-
through that is required hefore "conclupions“ can be reached Or:1ly Raya'’s
remarks are here included. . ‘

Raya: I do not want to speek on Wcman's Libegretion —- except for one
negative feature -- I want to epeak on philosophy and revolution, Now -
the one negative feature on Women's Liberation is what brought about this

© - chapter: that I am so mad a% the WIM, a2t the soeinlist women, For not

recognizing the greatness of Rosa Luxemburg, the greatast woman theoreti~
- eian who was creating both on the questicn of spenteneity and on the "
' question of organization, and on the guestion of "The ravolution iz mag-
nificent, everything else is bilge“”il 5o you always tegin with what:is
new and what is today; and what is new to introducs Marxism? It had to

be foday's WILM, And I got =¢ mad at Sheila Rowboetham for not tulking
‘about RL but for sccepting that horrible male-chauvini st Hal Dreper who
auppoaedly ?summarized® karx and Engels on women.

I never did like Engels,
though I didn't want to criticize him mach -- but I thought, The Origin
of the Fami¥¥ couldn®t have been Marx's view at all, And I suddenly

scover that in the last two years of his life Marx returned to the
question of Man/NWoman as the fundamental relationship, through the origin
of society. And Rosa Luxemhurg at 15 years old was reading Morgan and
Lubbock &nd so on —- sna didn't get ag much out of it as Marx d4did, bub
she wae trying to find $ How in hell 3id we come to this.stinking
capitaelist system? 8o it a8 the question of the digeing into what it
had meant for Marx to.confront the gquestion of the orIgins i humanigi.

eve:

youtre quite right when you question how I oen call Marx an "empiricist".
Uorx wes no empiricist, I should have maid "empiric facte". Sut I
wanted to shock everyone, that empirical fects are very important, if
you have & dialectical Megelian-Marxist methodology. Lock et the TP fers
ence hetween what Marx learned from the “"facts" and what.pothers leaimed,
Everyone was in love with the Iroquois women, who hed the veto power.
But Marx seid, That's a fake! Yes, they would veto, but they'rs not the
decision-mekers. And so whaet Engels ended up with was that the future
wociety would be primitive communism on a higher stage ~- add technology
to primitive ccmmunisem and we're there. But Marx said -~ Like hell! Ve
want an entirely new nen, an entirely rnew woman, & totelly different

society.
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But the end of everything is the methodology. You can®t say that
Bngels wasn't a dialectician, or that he wasn't & revolutionary -- or
that he wesn't loyal Yo Marx! Marx couldn't have bheen without Engelst
But if you have that much in you as Eugels had, as & revolutionary, 1s a
materialiat, but you stiil cannot do it once Marx is dead -- it%s because

_you take for granted that you know everything. There is nothin worge im
the world methodelogically than taking for Eant'é?. that you understand
or you understand Lenin and therefore you do not need to &ig deeper
into that once something new arises, When you confront the new you can"b
confront it as if there was no foundation. '

Okay: I*11 ghow you thras "1ifg"

and you'll undarsta.nd methodology« . Consider the three revolutions in Marx's
lifetime, and as he ekpressed it in the Toreword to the 1882 Ruszsian edi~ |
tion of the Communist Manifesto. He aays: If the Russian Revolution would -
spark a West Burcpesn revolution -~ yes, you can have a revolution ang
-you don"& have to worry fhat you're backward. 2hatfg the firat "if".

Now = _
“the Be-.ond wif* ig what he had ‘said at the end of ike 1848 revolutions:
®he revoiution mist go on in permanencs. The revolution cenuot stop at
the bourgeois atage, or even at procleiming yourself for ithe next atage.
The parmenent revolution meens you nava to continue with uhe rlags struggla-
till when you roos out this capi+a ot @ysfem. ‘

How, 42 in the case of Rusgsi

you related not only to West Europe but went to lmow how %o confront the
pripitive commune of the peasantry, teo maintain it in a different form, you®
have. t0 be entirely different -- tnd how can you do it?  So the third "if®
wes: It's not only that the 71848 revolutions helped me to create the idea
- of the permenent revolution —- but in 15857 what did I learn? From those
magnificent Chinese in the Taiping Revolution who were revolting egainst
Britisk imperialism while we were doing nothing? I learned, not only noi
to be so Buro-centered, as I had been in the Ci, but I saw somathing in
Hemel, in the -dialectie, whi ch I haed always seen ag &n abetraction -~ the
ebsolute movement of becominz! What's abstract about thai, if you take it
out o ogel and spnow tha% you nevsr stop development -- that!s what self-
development is! Bo when he repeats in the Grundrigse the "absolute move~
ment of becoming”, he's not only {alking aboub yes, Russia can have the
revolution if it hapvens also in tha technologically~-advanced countries,
and if it coniinues in permanence, but if there is an absolute movement of

becoming.

Now there is only one way to constan{ly he this self.-development
and have this vision before yocu: if you don't divide the ladividuval from
the Universal, and therefors what you have to do is not just ses that there
is no divislion between theory and practice, and philoscophy and revolution,
but you firast begin to see that without a philosophy of revelution, your
revolution is going to die before it ever gets completed.

.

¥eonting convened: 3:25 p.m.; adjourned: 6:00 p.a.
- Mariana, secretary
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