OUK ORISINAL CONTRIBUTION TO THE DIALECTIC OF THE ABSOLUTE IiEA AS
NEY BEGINNINGs TN THEORY, AND LEADERSHTP, AND PRACTICE

‘Presentation by tho Natlonal Chairwoman to the expanded Bagt Coast NEB
: April 18, 1976 '

~ Tnis is & very preliminary form of what I intend to present, not Jjust’
to the Convention, but to a very special session of the Convention, the
axecutive session, I'm calling it, at this point, "Our Original Contri-
bution to the Dialectic of the Absolute Ider as New Beglinningi In Theory,
and Leadership, and Practlcs.” o
The reason I am anxious ot to take up any “"minor" questions--and I
Sznle thdnle dbo avmandpodion $s minow. hut far this particulax chapter of

- our development, it is--ia because we have not grasped Chapter 1 of Philo-
gophy and Revolubtion at its origin and root, much less thought of working
out its ramifications., - - : '

Beczuse the originality of our philoscphlc contribution i1s not fully
grasped, the whole dlscussion on “philosnphy, not philosophex” is misunder-
stood, so that the historic responsibility each one must woxrk out la to-

" 811y neglected. We have yet to develop what I call a nucleus of philo~
sophic lendezship, . - " '

, I anm stressing these facts of the leadership, not because T intend
pitting the membership vs. leadership, or the lesdership va. membership,
but beceuse it has bean & fact that he leadership is so busy corpeting
with the membership on its level-of activity that it doesn't even serious-
1y pose the question, elther in rslation to Fhilogophy and Revelution or
. '§n relationship to the organizational author--and I'm ‘atrecsing organi-
zational author--much less to its politicelization. The whole new series
of political-philosophic letters was started as one of'the ways to get to
" the philosophic nucleus that is eo very badly needed.’ We “Lve to get .
down to 1t in order to know 1) what is this original contri’sution;
2) how does it relate to a philosophic nicleus; 3) mhy ie 'politicaliza~
tion one of these ways of gotting to a philosophlc nuclzus?

#* * * R T #®

This. alscussion is divided into 3 parts. This introduction can be
called "What, How and Why," . The 3 parts axer _ :

T, The sew in our contribution, flrst as it relates to Marx and :
Lenin; secondly, as it relates to Chapter 1 of Fhilosophy and Revolution,

II, The noeded philosophic nucleus which will be leadership, prole-
‘tarianization, politicallzation. ) .

III, The problems at the Convention, which in one respect almply ve-
peat politisalization, proletarianizatlon, and Chapter i, but in another
.respect, apell out the queation of what is meant by totality as & new be-

glnuing, . : ; o

5622




e

I. Ye have to begin with what 15 new in our contribution, because we
have been so anxious to stress we are a continulty from Marx and
Lenin (and we certainly are),.and we've been so anxious to stress that
we couldn't possibly have been without Marx and Lenin (which again, we
couldn't have been), thal we have underplayed what is absolutely new,
not just in relaticnship to & lot of nobodles who call themselves Marx-
ists. but in relationship to our founders themselves. And because we
have uveremphasized their contribution, without which we couldn't pes-
gibly have teen, 1t 1s nacagsary to then think backwards. right now.

No ono was greater than Marx. No cne needs to bc convinced of that
tact. However, when it comes to the Absolute Idsa, it isn't only that.
the young Morx got so thoroughly disgusted with Abselutes by the.time he
discovered his new continent of thought, that he sald.that's the end of
that, I'1l return to it some other time. It ls that when he dld return--
and in his greatest work he did--it was already as practice, and not as .
something that would help us grasp it by having a foundation.

‘For-exemple, at the height of Capital, we see him breaking up the

- Absolute Idva by speaking about the general abgolute law of capitallst

* dgoumulation., But its opposite was always taken to be only the unem-

ployed army--and not the absolutely, totally opposite whlch we take it

. to be now, ipxx only nentioned it as "the new pasalons and new forces
for the reconstructlon of soclety." The negation of {He negatlon at
that pelnt cexrtainly wasn't apelled. out, T

Tenin cortainly paid a lot move attention to Absoluie Idea,  We
 have that chapter comnorbed on moxe than any other chrpter in Scienee
_of Logle, But h2, toe, had to concentrate, as all of us have to con-
centrate, on wht: is concrete for our age. . What was concrete for his
age was, as Wwe know, the transformetlon into opposite. But he threw
out thelest half of the last paragraph of Absolute Idea and said, .that
doesn’'t maks -any difference, It did -ake a difference, and my Letiers
| on-the Absolute Idea of 1953 spend so iething like 12 pages arguing

against him for leaving out that lact half a paragraph. . v

Even mére important, Chapter 1 of Capital was always in Lenin's
mind as he was reading. We have stressed that Lenin says Universal,
Particular, Individual was exactly whet Marx had in mind when he wrote
Capital, But Lenin never says anything about fetishism. When he was
refering to Universul, Particular and Individual,-he was refering to
the gectior just before the fetishism of commodities, when Marx explsins
‘how we came from barter to sales to money to caplital.

In other words, . the fetishism of commodities, as the dead labor
sucking the 1iving labor, and as the fact thai you not only were ex-
ploitued, but ycu actually had become an appendage to a machins~-~that
was not concrete for Tenin. In fdet, at one point--even though it
wagn't a4 tho stago whore he was working with the Absolute Idea--he
was “takon in,” so to spzak, by the Taylor system. He wondered whethar
that was just capitalistic, or whether 1t could be used if you had
soviets and you saw that it wasn't oxploitative, and so forth.
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So that whetner we take our very founders, Marx and Lenin, or any
of the Hegelian Marxistsr Lukacs when he was at hig best, Marcuse when
he was at his best, Adorne when he was at his best, the East Europeans
when they were ot their best~-in an actual revolution--no one, nc one,
hed formiated or even glven us any indication that if you are going
to beak you head over Ahsolute Idoa, it would be as 3 new beginning.
That's our original contribution,

It isn't only that we did this great thing by saying Absolute fsn't
absolute in the ordinary sense of the word--1t's the unity of theory and
practice; Absolute isn't absclute 4o the bourgeols sense of the word--
1t's the question of the unity of tha matarial and the ideal.. But who
ever sald Absolutc was a new boginning? None but us, And if we don't
understand that originzl contribution--that we have to begin with the

totalitr——thon wewon't-kncw-wls b e oW WK LR IE 19, & Tiew Deginhing

s

could just bte that we dlacovered the four fufees of revolution. We're
certainly vexv proud of that--but that isn't all we're saying.

In fact, I would say that if thore's anything we do undorstard, it's
the movement from practice. We eortadnly have that imbedded in our being.
He do undurstand that part of the Absolute. We do not understand the ‘
other part, Abzolute Idea as seesnd negativity, And until we do undex-
stand 1t, we will not o able to projoct. Therefore we must return to
Chapter 1 of Philosorhy and Revolution, and read it wizh altogether new
eyes. It 1s not just that we're cnallenging, .or threatering, »r saying

' something that sounds great, and philosophie, but all the remifications
of that, ‘ ' . : .

Hogel died in 1B31, 'Hé was the greatecst philoscpher trat ever lived,

"It is now 1973, and it w2y 1953 when I broke through on the 5 last
-3ylloglems ii the Philosophy of Misd.. I never tothered o Jook up the
--philosophic scholars. I wes sure thoy had doalt with it in their bour~
‘geols Wy, I found ocut that nobody in the world had done it, It was
then I found out that Hegel hims2)f hodn't put them in until 1830, the _
yoar before he died, He had lcoft it at Paragraph #574 in 1817, T :
think the first timc I saw anytiine wrlften abaut it was in the 1c60s
end thut waz a wholc decade aftor I developed it.

Paragraph #574 -says "this is 2 summation of what I did, and waat I

did explains my conclusions, Absolute Idea," So why did.he suddenly de-
elde to 2dd 3 peragraphs? . To say Ma sunmation" eveldently didn't satisfy
him the yoar bofore he divd., In the first of the 3, Paragraph #575,
Logic, Naturc, Hind (the 3 volumes of the Encyclopzedia of the Philoso-

hical Sclionees) are nét simply the names of what Hegel wrote, Nature,
tho conter part, is not just the sccond book. Tho center part, the mid-
dlo, contains the whole; it looks both Torward and bickward, and there=-
foxe, that is really thc key point, :

Marx seid that any mreletarian could have told Hegsl that hé should
have bégun with material- things first. Everyonc says it‘s a2 good thing
Lenin didn't know that's whet Harw scid, bocause he wouldn't have dared
say, "isn't thet grest that Hegel gocs from Loglc to Natuve--he's oxtond-
ing & hand to-historical materialism, thorefore, that chaptor is the
most ecntral., The most %denl is weally the most maactical--terrific
and magnificent!" :
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I come to this part and said, if 1t turns both backward ond for-
ward, it isn't just the rememborance of things past, but he's also sce~
ine the futurc imbedded in thers. That moans there must be a movement
from practice to theory thot's ltself & form of theory. Thls was on
Yay 12, 1953, There hadn't yet been the June 17th rovolt. Bvcrybody
thought I was crezy--2ll this worry about what Stalin's death meant
and that it wasnt going to stend still. It is the perioed from March
40 June when Stalin ¢ied and when the Bast German revolt broke out
that wo'ro coricerned with--these few months, When I broke through on
the Absoluio Idea, May 12 and 20, 1t was in anticipation of what was
retually occuring. ‘ :

In the noxt parapraph, #576, Nature bocomes fivst, Mind becomes
second, sud Dugic is Uie end. 0o now Hind is the middle, ths madintion;
the center, the grestness from which the whole flows. What did that mean
to. us in tho JFT? I said it meant wo had to dig deeper into philusophy;
we cruldn't stof with.atate-capitalism, We must sec that this wes pew--

this movement frum practlce and this movement ‘from_thoory are 2 unity.

Paragraph #5977 is oven erazicr then #575 and #576 were. Hegel has
1ived all his li‘e on Logie, but when he comes to #577, instead of tum-
ing it to let Logic now bocome the conter, Hegel just throws it -out al-
together. Ho says what we're dealing with 1is Self-Thinking Idea. In
the whole thing, he hzs oné single tiny sentence on eternity after the

Self-Thinking Idea which has thrown out, replaced, logic.

Now if that's what it means--and Hegel -throws out his Logic-~what
could be greator? He says the Self-Thinking Idez is the self-bringing
forth of 1iboerty. That's when we already have it, the revolution is here,
- and everything 1s reedy for not putiing things off for the day after,’
It's right here and you botter go do it and think it and overybody be
raxt of thoe dialectic. v : : :

* Toow * ) * *

What Ac we mean by the cogency of dialectics of negativity for
the peried of our perlod of mass revolutions? What do we mean by Abso-
luto Idez as new beginning? Whon we keop stressing, corrocctly, that it's
a unity of theory and practice, we.do not know the double neogation as
~ being within cach ohe.” In cne rospeet, o new person helps~~in this case,

Tyran, I heve stated many, many times tnat second negativity 1s not just
when you come to thé Absolute Idea, but that you experience second noga-
tivity et overy single stage--and since overybedy's always saylng, “"don't
glve your first reaction, wali for second negativity,” you would think
we cortainly understand sccond negativity. But until it boeomes- concirte,
we don't, (Bd. note-~-Therc was & prescntation and some discussion in LA
with Tyran.on Fanon. Since he is printod here in his own wonds, Raya
askod that this soctlon of hor prosemtation be left out,)

Thcro s one thing that I went to include here; in relationship to

Sartre and Fanon on the quastion of Particular, We've always talked
against tho fixed Farticular, nationalized property=socialism, But
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Universal, Perticular and Individunl are the three main categories of
the Doctrine of the Notion. Particular is your first ncgation of the
Universal when lt's abstract, and Individual 1s the total coneretization
when 14's Individualism which let's nothing interfere with it's Urivor-
salici, that is, Freedom. .

The idea is that when it's not fixed, Particular is the way 1o
zet %o the sccond nogativityp there is ne other way to get to it, And
what Fanon cxprossed so passionately was that he did not mean that
Negroes arc not a Particular. He moant that Negritude is the Partic-
uler which is Universal. That is what he meant by "national consclous-
ness that is not nationalism but is a form ot internationalism,” s
certainly Aid some very beautiful things on the differsnce between
national consclovsness thet mzkea you proud of the heritaze oxr makes
you realizc that this is a contribution, and naticnalism which he ab-
solutely rejecteo. beczuse ho was a total internationalist and revolu<
tionary,

I fhink that part of the politiealization will also be on thet.
The fixed Particular is absolutely wrong and will kill you. But when
it's not fixed, when it's a stage in the devolopment of the concreti-
zation, that is the only wey to-zot to second negativity.

Whet i'm trying to stross here now arc certain stages in CHap=~
ter 1 which must be grasped as concrete, You have to say to yourselfs
if Absoluie Iden means new beginnings, 1t means that in talking to such
end such a povson, I have to present the.whole of philosophy and Marx-
ist-Humanism. It is not enough to say, "we agrce with you on the ques-
tion of wolfare or whatever,” The question of welfaxe or whataver be-
comes 2 way ot only of you learning somothing from them, but of them
having an awful lot to learn from you, becausc -they get an ontirely
new interpretation of the problem that had boon bothoring them.

X R * * .

II. e would have leaped very much ahead 1f we knew that, and there-
- fors #id not talke "philosophy, not philosopher” to mean, Ygood, -
I den't have to Jopond on Raya or somebody fsn't that great, I coen be
mys6lf." Tf instead you recognized what the historic and organisational
responsibility means 1f you are going to be the philosophy and the philo-
sophor, we would have a voxry differont situation than what we do.

¥rr example, on this particular tour, we had the experience of
Isanc in LA writing the lcad, with the help of Eugene and myselr; and -
Kovin writing the load hore. I'm sure that Kevin has a very different
approciation of what it moans to write the lead whon you do not separate
tho Universal from the Particular, or from the very tiny technical thing,
as to how many inches there axe cn & page and, thevefore, you bottor
loamn how to expross the prontost ideaa rossible within that little tiny
spaca, That 15 tho mast important thing wo will have to consider at tho
Conventlon. .
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Let's broak down tho guestion of politicalisatien. Whon we have
te answer state-cupltalists, and they'rc CLAJ's kind of people, it's
easy, Yo say he couldn't work out the Absolute Idea; ho refused Marx-
ist-Humanism--and statc-capitalism withcut Marxist-Humanism is simply
abstract., But one of our discussions on state-capitalise in California
wes with ISers, an' they think thot the only reasun they rejeet philo-
sophy 1s bocause they want 3. short-cut to rcvolution, and they think
they are Letter organizers than we are, end thorefore, they can make
it. They think they can show us how to popularize our Absolute Idea.

It's not anly'that we have plenty better cxaﬁples about populaxl-

vation than they do from Ensols Acim, and nchody can shine Engels' shoos.

But the noint 1s that unless we can present the totality of our philo-
sophy in ocur, poli*icalization, then the ISers can say, I egree with you
ansolut51y—-thu rroblem i3 state~ ~capitalisn--which, in fact, means 1)
they have raduced philosophy to ecanonics, and 2) they refuse to grerple’
with philosophy "in aﬁd of i1tmelf,” as if it is sufficient just to have
it "in thoe back of onc's head.” .

So tna quoestion keeps going mck to the same tbings what would
-the transiticn point’ of politicalization in our form mcan? On what
level would we argue with other tundencies, which I'm certainly very
much in favor <f doing.

Teke the IS position on Portugal. On thc one hand, it scems we:
have gotten closer to thom because we have, in a sense, critlcally sup-
rortodl FRP-BR, In the discussion I had with the IS people who wanted
to talk to ma, T saids fsn’t it a fact that you guys are so crazy about

the perty to lead that you ccctainly appreciate what a party- is, you cer-
.tainly appreciate what a leader is, and yet you don't even mention the.
voman's name who is tha head of the PEP-33 that you support? I'm sure
I'11 find norc to-disasrce abfu wilth har than you will. But you don't
even mentlon her name, You Jon't jay any.attention to the fact that she,
at least, posed the questisn of & new zalationship of theory to proctice,

Thoir answer-=es if it werc a point of gossip--was that Tony Cliff .
1s the blggest male chauvinist you ever paw. As if it wore nothing that
the bigrést loador in your oxsmanization is the biggost male chauvinist!
(I 3214 T gueos I dtdn't know it because I was so busy fighting them on
philosephy and statae~capitallism I nover even reslized thore was anything
clse involved,)

Wo can't allow them at. any paint t2 use somothing likw thab as il
it were just a point of gossip, We have to say that pnliticalization to
us means that whether we take up Portusgal or whothor wo take some other
question In which no woman question is involved (though I don't know how
many questions are possible that don't lnvolve the women), what we have
to ralse iss what 1s tho movemont {rom practice to theory that wo insist
1s $tealf a . Form of theory?  Whad Lo iiw slgnificance that tho heoad of
PRP—BR is a woman? Ant how ean a luador so full of vanguardism and lead-
ership, leaderstip, loadership, fail to noto that simplo fact? Ian'+
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that a coliberate, conseious, inevitable result of not seelng what arpse
from the movement from practice?

Until we ask those kinds of questions in a concrote proletarian
and political wey, we will constantly fall into the trap that "they are
better organizors,” and if only we popularized our philosophy, we could
win them over philosophicelly tuu. - They order thelr people into the
factories anl they go in, Dut what 1s the end of all these nuebexrs
that they achleved, while we only bed 2 or 37 They have a lot of
caucuses wlth the unlons. ‘

Whatever the 1ine 1s on 2 concrute thing is written up by thc
leador at the centor and nobody goes back to the original Marx or the
original Icnin, much iluss the oripleal of what do you think iz making
the contribution for your own age. ....>ve is. nothing moxe important
for us 2t this Converdion than to scc that we have a philosophic nueleur.

* #* T * * *

III, = We can't think that we are meeting that task by just saying,

: we roéormize that 1t's not Substance but Subject. We cer-
talnly do know how to listen to the proletariat but that 1s not the
whole task. A pexfeet example is scen in what we did with an interview
Jane had with a Black woman worker, which she turned in along with hexr
menuscript draft. Olga took excorpts from it when sho. worked on com-
bning a1l the manuscripts for a final draft--but I called it "fragmon-
tation" when I finally saw the original inierview and realized how great.
it was, Here is a weman talking on evoryibiing about her 1life, and what
Md we do with 1t? Ws took the part on welfare and put it under.wel-
fare, another part on politics was put under polities--and the result
was that you didn't see the total porecn. ~

I'm not saying woe don't understan! Subject, because I roally
do think that our comrades axe better than anylody in the world on
knowing how o listen, on takinz -iovm and not trying to cditorielize
what we listen to.. But Subjeet lsn't all there 1s to subjectivity, in
a univercal sonse, because subjoctivity in the universal sense includes
tho theory. It cannet bc complete until you'rs just as good 'in taking
down thut sclf-retermination of the Idea as you are at taking down the
Subject talking.

I am hoping that the pamphlet will make the diffcronce, because
we do show individual poople as people on all subjesic wnd not dividing
‘it up. And we do show masses in motion, But everything noy dopends on
what bappens beticen now snd the Convention, '

For eoxanple, to my surprise, on the SF part of the txip there
were nino women in a study group, only one of whom, Dob, wae a Marxist-
Humanist. The ninute we said whon we were finlshod that wo have another
meeting whexe I wantel 49 sum up, none of them came., Right away, poor
Deb thought it was & complote fallurc. I was thrillod to death., I said,
how can you underestimeto that group whon nino womon who yesterday weuld
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have walked cui on me before I opencd my mouth are now so anxious and
feel so pasaionately the need for philosophy that they say, let us take
a lonk,

I 5231 this would really be proof of what we keep saying we want,
an independent women's movement that would concentrate on those two
thinzs we told thems proletarianization and Black, and rhilosophy.

Our women ecan't be considered because they're Marxist-Humanlst alrcady,
3o the challenge 1s whether wc could convinee those women that they have
something to learn from us.

Let us put on the azonda that you have nothing more Important to
do hetween the moment the pamphlat comes out and the Convention, +than
have an experlence in which you are responsible for transmitting all
Marxist-Humanism and all that we mean by second negativity to the women
to nhcm~yeumaciinthe_pamyhlett“—IhEﬁ‘ﬁﬁcn WG have a meeting before the .

Convention on that tople, it really woidd mean something, If you come
with no experience, I'm not intcrestoed. You don't have to tell me how
grcat the pamphlot is, . :

* * * * *

(Below are brief excerpts>from‘thu summetion following the discussions)

- The moason wo doa't have a rhilosophic.nueleus is beocause we hava
not brought cut the originality of our contribution.. Until we do appro-
clate the nriginality of what we rresent, we cannot really bring out how .
grent Marx is, or how great Lenln is,"even though we have brought some-
thingz new, The perfect cxzmple of that is Lenin anl "lower and deeper.”
Do you know how many millions of times that man must have read that in
Marx? Dut 1t was never presented as if 1t wore nriginal, :

) Bofore he retumcd to Hz.001, Lonin's interpretation of lower and
deeper, to the oxtent ta which hz hat repeated it at all, was--thisg is

the latos’ thing we dei It did not mean to him a break: & total and |
complete and dbsolutc break with trade unions and with every thing they
were so proul of doing in the Sacon? Internat ional, Harx had told then,
onee the Porls Commune appeared, that the British prolotariat, as great
as it was and as much as 1t had helped establish the First International,
was nood for nothing, Those he chese for lower and decper were the un-
skilled workers, the Irisn workers.

Until somethlng becomes esnereto for you bocause you have mado
such.a grest contribution yourself, you can't bring it out in the other
porson, Lenin couldn't have brought that out as the greatest thing in
Marx as lonz as he was busy telling the workers thoy should have unicns:
they should alse have pelitleal Partios; they should appreeiate the in-
tolloetunls that would bring socialism to thom, The fsreatness of Lenin
boing ready to hroak with himsolf was what made him understand Marx in
2 way hc never understond him tefore, and what made him write that you
bettor know the wholo of the Seienge of Lomie, evexy single wonl of it,
or yeu -lon't undoxatand Claptor L of Casital,
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If wo aprreciate how great cur contribution is, we really can
make it cleaxr to the people we talk with. We're not taking away from
Marx by ziving ourselves eredlt for our original contribution. We arxe
showing that we in our are saw this and, therefore, first approeclated
Marx., When liarx said, aecumulation of capital on tho one hand and the
unemployed army on the other, he also said new passions and new forcos,
The ™ncw passions and new forces" in Chapter 9 of Fhllosophy and Revo-
lution is scmething that has been in Marx since 1867 and nobody saw
it un®til wo tock it out this late in the game. That's what they must

mean by not having a philosaphic nucleus.

The mreatest shock to-Lenin when he “ecame 111 was that he didn't
huve anyonc to.leave his mantle to. It was too late,
We have 4o tacklc the gquestion of the Particular as the way to
“the raal mcdiation, because T think that's what everybody 1s grappling
with and it's very, very important to get it, That's why I want to
develoup this fotishism in relation to Lenin. For Lenin not to under-
stand the fotishism of commodities is fantastls, becauso Lenin was al-
‘ways in cconomica. He was far above Luxemburg, Sho wes in a very tech--
nologically doveloped eountry, and was already seoeing imperialism. Bo-
cause she hadn't seen the fetishizm of commodities, Luxemburg ims want-
inz to fight imperialism and beins very conseious on tiut. " But on the
other hanl, everyone failed on the fetishism of commoditios, including
Adoxrmo, The point is that it is impossible to see fetishism until
1) it is very, very highly doveloped, and 2) until you appreclate that
these new passions ond new Torccs are the only ones that will really
rip it cut. . . ) ) ) o

You have to know Chaptur 1 of Philosaphy dn’ Rovolution awfully
well, and be able to work it ~ut yourself, Lecausc you nover know what
+n do coneretely until it comes becsuse cach concrote thing brings ous -
2 million now Aavelorments, . If wo work at this Conventlon to be provd
of ourselves and to work out whal was absolutely ncw that wasn't there,
we will also he able to cxplain Marx and Lenin, At this point, the
philosophie nucleus 18 our answer, our problom, our task, This is the
faous for this Convention, but you won't hear it until the cxecutlve
session, so all the other timo you will have to speak about exporiences
and activitics.




