SUMMATION BY RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA FOLLOWING DISCUSSION.OF PERSPECTIVES

b;I.- Philosophlc Confron+at¢on with Post-Marx Marxists on Ground
--of the M1d-1950s Movement from Practice '

Since I started the Perspectlves "upside ‘down," I'm
gc:.nb to’ end this Suimation upside down —-- by which I mean that,
although what we have been talking about all day &nd will continue
to..talk about until the end of this Plenum is "organizational respon-
aibility for Marxist-Humardsm;" I will discard that expression. The
reason 1s thxsn unless you underetand the historic link of continu~
ity, thers is no point' to saying "take organlzatlonal respon51hiilty
. for Marxist-Huranism,” So I want to challenge what you understand as
, Marx's Hamanism and its rel&tlonshlp 4o Marxjigt Humanism.

. el “T want you to know that in ‘the heglnnlng. when I said I
W7 was, opposed 4o all post-Narx Marxists beginnlng with Engels, I didn't
.,;mear cndy tha gap between Marx's Ethnological Notehooks and Engel's
*gduc+1onism in Qrig;n of the Fami 1y. I am cballenging Engels algo
on; nearly all.of his interpreta tions of tha dlalectlc, not because he
"fhetrayed; he didn't. He did the best he possibly could. ' That's the

Vﬂtroubla., Tha best he could waen't good enough.

e ) You have to begln seelng what *t means to he a great
gen:us. a “*hough+uﬂiver“ like Marx. And if you don't grasp the
unanendas of ‘that, 1ov1ng Marx won't help., All you would then do,
as Engels did, would be to popularize him. Anyone who thinks he un-
derstands:when 1t is made bite-size doesn't understand what it means
to appreriate and work out and recrea*e the dialectié at every single
stage. Surey six people will get up who will understand you ‘and not
understand Marx -- and praise you as the “projector.” That doesn't
mezn Engels had any right to think he was really projecting Marx's
whole continent of thought -- Marx's Historical Materzallsm. Marx's
Humanism, Marx's "economics,” much less his phllosophy.

.

How many people here think there is nothing greater thin
Mehring's biography of Marx? It stinks. And not only because he was
a Lassallean, which was bad enough, but because, as an intellectual,
he thought he could do better in projecting what Marx vreally meant”,
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Do ycu‘féaliz thot ‘the Cerman Saciai-ﬁcmocracy didn't even ask En-
geéls -- he was 'still alive, and much superior to them, including
Mehring who was the one writing the Higtory -- for hie viaws of the.
hisfcry'cf"éccialist'ideas_and'organizations. & history he had 1ived
through with Marx and with all terdencies who truly made history,
Ryazanov, who was Xnown as the greatest Marx scholan an archivist and
, anal&éf of Marxism, . had discovered a great‘sforefof writings by _
 Merx which had never bean published, ' He introduced them'in a scholiav-
ly and histori¢ fashion, and that's how we came o know the young
Marx... That dzdn“t hold true for ‘the last wM1tings of Marx, which,
thcugh he hadn't aeciﬂéred nor had a ohance to read. he had the gall

. to characterize as "inexcusabie pedantry This characﬁerlaation )
was directed malnly to what we now know as the Ethnologlcal Ngtebooka.
As.&ll the rest of the post-Marx Marxists. ‘he ‘was happy enough with
Engels' zigin.of the Family, which wag supposed to: have summarized
Marx's 98 papes of notes on- Mcrgan s Aneient Soci __x

werln This attitude to Marx 8 archives. even among the bast of -
the "Marx Bchclars ’" who rLsh to publish their own views instead cf
nublisbing Marx 8 dnpublishad wnrks. is one of the major regccns it
_has taken us 100 "cars 4o find out all that ‘Mark had. workéd ott. "
Wbrse yet. we have been left with ‘the impreseion ‘that ‘Marx ‘was so 111
that he dld nothlng in thc last years of his lle. The trlp to Al-
glers at the end of his life was descrlbed as 1f it were only a matnj
‘ter of his health, whereas in fact he gtudied Africa there and "fell
in love* with the Arabs. He had written to his daughters, as we
have seen, that, nevertheless,they would all go to the Dsvil if thcy
.didn't have a revolution. ‘ ‘

Ca%bhing the'histcfic 1ink to Marx is not cnly a matter of
flnally seelng all his writings, but of graaplng at one and the Bame
time that somethlng had to happen both in the movement from p“actice
' g_g in the movement from theory. I want to depart for a moment from -
Marx's day to our age, speclflcally the years 1950 to 1953. It wasg
after the General Sirike of the miners in 1949-50 that I feit wa had
reached a new atage both in Marxism and in proletarlan consciousness.
I therefor 1nsisted that a worker be present when I gave my next re-
port on what we then ‘called "Marxism and Si ate-dapitalism“ and what
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became Marxiom -gnd Freedom, (Until then, the discussion had been
limited .to. ‘mygelf; CIR Jemes and CGrace Lee.} - Clearly,  something was
etirring in the world; . I-felt it very strongly after: the death of
Stalin,. which had lifted a heavy incubue from my bra:x.na Before the
actual: cutbreak of the June l?. 1953 revolt in East Germany -~ the
first ever from under totalltarianism =~ I turned to the study.of
the Absoiute- ‘Idea, splitting that category into tyo, i.e. saying
that there, was not only a unity of theory and practice, but that
there was a mg_gg_gt fxnm practice, and not only one from theory.

L0

.- . I no eoener eaid thlB than I went to check what Marx had
wrlt en on Hegel‘e ELAJQBOQEM of Mind., I found that where I began
_with paragraph #385, Marr had 1sft off precisely at paragraph #334 --
saying he would return.l But he never got te finish.

'"*a?“' “Wnak makes eomebody, a century after the event, without:
knowzng where Narz had. laft- off, gtart focusing on the: very‘next'
'paragraph° I don' b know.‘ I do know. that, there are certaln creaxlve
momente in hietory ‘when the obaective moVement and ‘the’ eub;active .

movement ee comncide uhat the selfhdetermlnatier of! ideae and the

‘ 'eelf-determination of maeeee readying for revolt explode.. Some- :
. thing 18 in the air. and you cateh it, That is. you catch 1t if you
. have a clear Lead, and if you have good ears to hear w hgx_; gnﬂpng;

___ﬁLj:;ALJwELJg All thie happened May 12 and .May 20, six weeks )
‘before the actual revolutlon on June 1? 1n Eaet Berlln.

"That isg eometh;ng very different from Jjuest being the first
‘ohe “to translate Marx's Humanigt Es8ays dnd Lenin's. Phl;OSOpth Note-
books, and publish them as the basis for what we ac Marxist~Humanista
were doing on the Ameriecan roots of Marxism, heginnlng with the Aboli-
tioniets and elimaxing in the 19k9.50 heneral Strike of the miners,
That ie to say, you translate beoaueg you have already been on the
road to working out all these relations in your own country and your
own time, -Under thoses circumstances you cannot prossibly look at _
masses in mo**on and not feel stirred to the marrow of your bones.
_Phat is what happened on June 17, 1953. as ‘the German workers de-
etroyed the statue of Stalin and raised the elogan: "Bread and Free-
dom!" That ig what led to the traneformatlon of "Marxlsm and State=

Capitaliem”, which became Marxism and Fregdom by 1957. By then we
had become not just g State~Capitaligt Tendency, but a Marxist-Humane

ist group, News and Letters Committees,
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From Abeolute Idea asg Movement ggom otice as well asg from
Theory, to the Absolute Idea 23 New Beglnnlng (1968-19?3)

It was dlffevent by 1973 and Philouophv and Revolutlon.
Why was it qif fferent? Because this time it did not come only from
‘the fact that East & “urope had arigen against Russian totalitarianlsm
{and there had been g ‘revolt from within the slave labor camps of }
Vorkuta, ag well). Thie time it came from the revolts against Western
imperiallem as well. This time it was the youth the worlg oter. as
weJl as the Blaek revolutlon. Uhfortunately. all the youthfwae needed
wae more and mora actlvitaes, dismieezng theoretlcal debates ag "facm
tional s*ruggles“ and LonSLderlng thac theory was 80 easy it could be
Jtpocked up "en route. ' Thege wero not juet “fectlonal etruggles"
t. ; 25 0o Gonhic tendencies in a very new form. that at one
fand the same timé caught “the hietoric Link’ to Marx and had an origln-
al’ ﬁontribution o record. That theory was needed. that’ bhere ;"
‘-caﬂ Erbe ho revolution w1thout a philosophy of revolutlon, was shown
. by the faot that by Gaulle. without firing a single shot. eucceeded
in aborting the great 1968 revolt in France. _ Something had to be -
done.' The youth in revolt had not betrayed; they thought they were
very original in reaectlng “feotional e*ruggles" and 1nelst1ng. in-,
stead, on more and more aotivity. But they’ dldn't aohieve what they
'were after. So this _time we had to find the link ;;gg_zggggx. and
not only from practlce. '

"

Before (1957), ‘we stressed the movement from practice; +the
split © in  +the Absoluts Idea,’ Now (1973) we were'sayihg'ﬁbeolute
Idea a3 new- beginning, as a totality which is just a bevinnlng for
- & movement forward, Philosophy and Reévoiution, theh, with its first

chapter, "Why Hegel? Why Now?", dug into Hegel ag Hemel, #g well ag_

into Warx who recreatad that dialectic, and aa Lenin rediscovered: it

in 1214, at +hg cuthreak of World War I, All this was meaeured a= -
gainst the rise/both a whole hew Third world and a whole new genera-
tion of revolutionaries, o S
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'IIJ.\ 1981:  Rosa- Luxemburg. Women‘s Liberation and.ygrx‘a Philosophy

of Revolution R . .

. The point this time is th&t/the work on Rosa Luxemburg.
whiuh is also on Women's Liberation. which is also on Marx 8 work as
a’ totallty. which. ig also on Lenin, and which is also on Trotsky =-
I not only take up reVOlutionaries. but great revolutionaries who
were also thenretlcians. Nobody was greater +than Lenin in Russia
'in 191?, or greatar than Luxemburg both in 1905 and 1919;. how
Acould thay noasibly be 1nadequate for our day? The point neverthe=~
"lesP is that ‘before we spake about the theoretlc void left hy
;Lenln s dcath, Whlch hed never heen Pilled; now we are speaking
::about the Pact that even Lenin, who kagd made the great ph;losophzc
“breaktnrough had remained amblvalent._ He had philosophicaliy re-:_g
or;ﬁnized himself in relationship o Méter:alism and Ideali ¢ ON
“He natu;e'of the revo¢ution that wouxd not atop at the demo»ratic.i
. Stasa ‘hut - &o’ all the way’ to the proietarlan and elemental and inter-
. national revolution.‘ He also was ‘for selfhdatermznation of nations
a8 the aélual bacillus for proletarian revolu$1on._ But. but. but...s
 he’ did a+op shor of reorganizing himself on the Party. though he~',

“had” introduced many modiflcations through 1905 and 191?._ He was es~.

'peclally grea* when he threatened to resign from the 1eadersh1p and
‘wgs o the sailors". 12 the Party did not put. the question of the con-
'quest of- ‘Tower on' ‘the agenda, And he dldn't stop crlticlzzng the.

" hew bureaucracy, But when it came to breakmb with the Party then,
far from'going to. the sailors," he was thinking -that the Bolshevik
layer . was 5o th:n that 1t wag them he must trust fully, We certsin-
ly. could not accept that.. We, who have suffored 30 years of Stalin-
ism, the transfbrmation of the workers' gtate into its total opposite,
a’ state-capitallst society. and have Qitneséed new revolts from be-
low, .will not accept any vanguardism-to~lead; they have done noth=-
ing but misleads 1In a word, if Lenin had accomplished ag great a
reorganization of himgelf on the Party Question as he had done on
the Self-Determination of Nations, we might have had some ground for
today, but we don't, And when it comes to the Woman Question, I
don't believe he ever thought of reorganhizing himgeif, There we
have to start totally anew,
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:.o . As for Trotsky, it is not only that question of  van-
guard party to-lead on-.which he accepts Lenin's 1903 position; .it
ig alwo that his theory of permanent revolution, which sounds, 88
though it ie Marx*s, is not == is net, - Let's stop here a minute,
- First of all,  we must remember that Trotsky did not name his ana.
lysis 67 1905 gg & theory of permanent fevolution. It was a Menshe-
- vik who go namad’ 1+4; and Trotsky was glad to accept the name,

‘ﬂljhght:gngrgfeqpnce tb-Marx'satheo;x'wggtsoever. He was great,

and . way-ahpad of his"tide, in pointing out that the revolution
wbu1d~notistop‘at ita'dsmocratic-bourgeois stage; that once un-
- leashedr tha proletariét would ' go all the way . . On the other:hand,
'hén&iabnqtjrécanize the peasantry as a revolutionary force;: nor -
- Pay-rdttention toithe faet tnat they weré the ‘6verwhelning majority
. 1n Rugsia:: 0A that-one Ienin wes right and Trotéky was wrong s -
 "that iéﬁtowsay}UEehinfwas{rightﬁthattyou cannot céonsider that 5 vet
’J;ﬂvﬁlutionfcanfba*Success:ui-when*i% disregerds 90 percent of its popu~
- ;Jlation:ﬁvmeninﬁagreed that ‘the ‘proletarint must be & *leader" but - -
:‘drinsisﬁed?it*hadﬂtorﬁé‘n"revolutionary democratic dictatorship of the
‘ brolétdriat*aﬂdlthe Peasantry,.” Otherwiaeg-Lenin?maintaihed,“it
meéant “skipping" stageg of revolutién, playing down 1t§ forcas,
‘fﬁarxfﬁit.isﬂtrue, 8spoke of ‘“rural ‘fdiccy”, but he never forgot that
“a'sécond edition &f the Peasants® War" was,needed‘to‘hééeﬂthe pro-
- ‘letarian revolution ‘succeed, C ' R

Allow me to divert back +o Marx's time, Marx first used
the exprassion “permanent revolution” back in 1843 in an Essay on
the :Jewigh Question, that: is on the civil rights of a minority. jin-
sisting that civil rights.was insufficient ang that there had to be
totally new humen raelations. Ths next time he epoke of it was dure
ing an actual revolution, 1848, Once that was defeated, Marx, in-
etead of bowing to the defeat,. insisted on the need for a "revolu-
tion in permanence,* His pcint was that, first, one must remember
the highest point achieved by the revolutions it was proletarian in-.
dependerices "Never again must we go with the bourgeoisie.” Second-
1y, the revolution, to be successful, must have the peasaniry
with i, Thirdly, indeed above all, Marx was always looking for
ever-new live forces to create a new dia;ectic, not just philosophic-

ly, but a new dialectic of revolution, In a ward, when he used
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1
the!: expression.i"revoiution in permanance“’ in ‘the Address to the

Communist League in 1850. he was talking about contlnuous revolutlon
on.to & class-lpss societx..

. Iwo decadns 1ater. Marx contlnued to work.out hig theory -
.of revo;ution in permanence, this time in the  form of actually pre-
dlctipgzthe revolution coming first in a backward country, rather
than a technologically advanced- country. - In that letter to: Zasu~
' litch, praising primitive communism in Morgan's Ancient Societyv, he’
neither failed to mentlon that Morgan's raport was government—spon-
sprgﬂ.fnor,stopped a2t the prlmLtlve stage, T4 is true that the .
Iroguois women had more power than women under capitalism, and.col-
1ective .propexty of the %ribes could lead to a higher stage.: But
Marxnwasn 't racording just factsy he was interested in wha%.the
. facts aignifled. Marx- héd iived through the Paris Commune -ané a~ . °

ydecade later,the“e wag nothing on the horizon of that nature, and..

. he;was- queat*oning whather a hew dialectic .of revolution could start
"W;ithianusala gnd: the ;:Peasant Communeg that- etill existed ‘theres 'So
nonvdetermlnist was: he, .and. so.open tq .all new beginnings, that’ he .
oW neld thau ‘his "Historical Tendency of .the ;Accumulation 'of Capi=
tal” was. not to” be made into.a: universals . that it was:-a, generaliza-
tion ofswhat had happaned in Western Europe but that ‘Russia had-the
hest chance in the world to avoid the monsirosity of Western capital-
iem. .

He was not predlcting a8 a prophet. He was analyzing dia-
lectlcally the law.of motion :of capitalist society %o itg collapse,
the live forces of revolution who were recreating the dialectic of
revolution in new circumstances., And precisely because hig vision
was of a new form of society, a class~less society, he dldn't stop
at any hisgtoric stage as the ultimate, '

.
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I began by saying that unless Marxist-Humanists fully
grasped the historic continuity to Marx's Humanism gggtwdrked out-
“the trail to the 19804 on the tegis of those new moments in ‘Marx's
last decade, "the ‘expressien, "taking organizational responsibility
for Marxigt-Humaniem®,wiuld have no meaning. . In g word, ‘my "réjsc-
tion" ‘of thet expresaion msant that the Prerequisite for it was, &t
ene and the aame'ffme,'cafching the‘historié'gggjiﬁuitx a8 well as
working it out for our agp. What I was stressing in Chapter XIJ of
-th-gocgrﬁas the néni??gn gﬁgtimélviiléihad called "abrupt inter~’
,mgréiﬁgﬂ‘dnd,Wﬁat ﬁ$i dé1ied_,zthe;*néwjmoménfa"_in Narx's last
880348, e it in the Ethnolosieal liotebooks, both 25 they concerned
,Aﬁiﬁtiéﬁﬁﬁééaéﬁﬁbpﬁdqcfiqﬁ’andj“heﬂfoiejqf'ﬁgﬁeh among the  Iréqubis
and. the Irish, and for that matter, what Marx had written of the
Pazle Gommnes  or 46 projection of a revolution in Rusaia shead of
o9 in the West. Those new openings ars *door openers” to organiza-
tiéhai7é§6ﬁthflﬁoth because the book is & creation whose time has

come, and hecaﬁse"it'illuminatea the myriad crises of today. It is
here that we get the wherewithal for taking responsibility for
Marxiet-Humaniem, that is to aay; it sets the ground for our historde
right to be,. S ‘ :

] The imperative need to £ill the philosoph}gdvgiﬁgin prst-
Marx Marxism ig mogt alearly seen in Leon Trotsky’s Bb ~the ground
for the Fourth International to a matter of leadership, or, as he put
its “The crisis of the world is the crisis of leadership,” as ‘
if substitution of good leaders, like Trotsky, instead of bad ieadera.
like Stalin, would change the course of the .world, Instead, as we
know, the Fourth International became the still-birth it ig, Had
he considered, instead, that it was his historic responsibility to
£i11 the philosophic void, he mizht have found the trail to lead us
back to Marx and forwexrd to the transformation of society, :

The philosophic concept of leadership became correctly,
with us, the projection of Marx's Humanism, That is to say, philoso-
phy of revolution rather ‘than the vanguardist perty. It becomes all
the more imperative that we project all the new moments in Marx that
we did discover; and that ig not limited to the new in organizational
form ~- committee~form against the "party-to-lead" =u that didn'+

peparate thaory from practice, (
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¥ 3 too often stopped at. the "ommitteevform ef or-
ganmzation rather than the. 1nsnparah111ty of that from phllosophy.-
And-it is mhe philosophy thet is new, .unique, our special higtorie:
.“contrtbut1on that enabled us to find historic continu1ty. the link .
- to Marx's, Humunism. It ia this which is totallj new, not the com-
mittee-form of organlza 1Qn; za ﬂrucial as that ih

AB I put 1t at the end of the new booku "What is nended is
8 new unifying pr‘nclple. on Marx ] ground of humanlsm. that truly
_‘alters doth human thought and human experience. Narx's Ethnologi"a_
ﬂéigﬁgghé are a hlstoric happenzng tbat pvoves ‘in thls Jubilee yéar

R - v

}fthar Marx'q 1egacy is no me;e helrloom, hut a 11ve body of ideas and
'perspect ves tha 15 1n need nf concretiza 1on.' "very moment 01 vr

it

ik

TS

~Mhrx s-develqpmgnt aa well ag’ the totélify of h;s works spell out
d for 'revolutiop_in permanence‘_'

1

Ienge to our age."'f;'
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