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'B\M:x cmcepta sre athectlm in tpedr *‘I 1m all men who dive.. Any fish can
mtmn, -separatenest, but chiject- .svim near the surfece; but it takes 8
ive ag ‘a vhale, in the process, in thg g'eat wlnle to go downstairs five miles -
awml, mtheﬁeadency, intht - or more; . and.if he.don't. attdnthebot-
Vtm,vnymmhﬁmcﬂmm‘t
fashion the plummet that will. I'm not
talking about Mr. Burscnnw--butthat
- whals corpe of thought-divers that have L
‘bean diving and coming up :gs:lp with blood-
shot eyes since the world began.” .
-= ¥elville, latter of March 3, 18k9

’Ausnnt 13,- 1963
~aar "m:t.r

%eewn of xy deep confi&euce i.n tha youth striving to be. thomht-divars

{ubetber or not they are superd Mmra ,3m by be:tns,yamg and strong), I'd .Like

o appeal to m‘t?a dive into the battle of t:hﬂ.lenging postouart &hrxiu. '?nm

_battls v&l.. “evmu. the much greate: maturity of this kistoric period as against .

trat of the genemtion of me 196Te. It is t.'-ue that they weve 80 msivehr active
ip ghat de"ade t..at 903 hai reached the threshold of a revolution. 'B.\e tact, ‘
Boweves, that it vemeined an unf‘inisbe- 9.:1: made 1t clear to the following gemra-
tiso that they !w bette* p"cbe deeply mtc how the laa.a of sevious theuzjr vitiated
astivism's 838.1 . The :Lea that. af-tivity, eotivity, activity wsmd a‘bsolve the:n
Zram the ‘dad .ahor' of rec*eatizxg Mayx's thew v of “revoluticn in permanence” for
m:.iy 5ge ani that theory picked up “en oute” woull solve the totality of the eco-
pomic-poiitical~social crises, as well as end U.S. lmpecialism's wal In Vietn.am

epdad in total falluve.

Neverthaless, cne of the :mst famous debates in that peylod vas that be-
tueen Sartz-e end IEvi-Strauss (m;t axac-t}.y youth themselves, but accepted as gu.us
by the youth movement), Be the 15€Cs genmeration continued to follow mew philosophies
like Existestialism and Structuralism, instead Aaf trying to find the historic link

of continudity with “old" Marxism. While 18vi-Strauss .critigued Sertire's adherence

to qia.lar*tix.s, ma.c,.,ng that Structwralism requived the analytic, empir ic, SLi“n"iff.E ‘
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method, Sa.rtre - since be, h:r.n:sell’, WAS enamured with Stractmalism and had as
a.histccical an outlook as.- Ievi-Str'ause - could hardl,v win the argmnent for man:tng

- as-against Iﬁr.bstrausa' emphasis on non-maning. Here 13 how’ Ievi-Strauss pu:b

"In oy perspective, maning is never the. priunrf phenomenon; meaning ) ‘
is always reducible. .In other words, behihd all meaning there is a
non~meening, while the reverse-is not the case, As far as I'm con-
'cemed > significamce is a.hmys phencmnal.. : :
A pvofound critig_ue‘ cxfIévi-Sti'auas’ Structuralism ‘cama,' not from Bxls- '
tentialism, but from an independent Marxist anthropologist-iislecticlan, Stanley.
- : . ¥ ’ . .
Diamond :
e ethnologiat is actual]y saying that he is not interesteu in
* meaning (significance), which he regards as merely (and always) ’
phenomepal. . ‘For him, ths primary ‘phenomenocn is not meaning, but
the nnn-meaning which lies behind maning and to wh.i:.h, he’ ’beliems,
© . meaning is reduci‘ble." * ’
'I'he poiut is tha.t the life-blscd of the Hegelian dialectic - when it 1s
.nort diluted by Exiateutialism b\xt seen in its essence as a ceaseless movement of
becoming, disclosing the meaning of h:lstory -« i3 exactly what gaved Hegel from the
'Xantian, 1ménet.-a51e "Thing-in-itself" gna {ts absolute idealtom. Though Hegel
may have wanted to com:’ine history to history of.‘ thought, the s:mgle dislez.tic which
characterizes both oh.feqtivity and subdectivity moved Hegel to ob,jective 1dealism.

That single dialectic became the ground for Marx's dialectic of revolution.

It was,ti:is, Just this, which J.ed p"oletarians to accept dimeatical de- :
velopment, pot alone for its d,{namism" but for its meaning in histov'ic »onfronta—

tion. Contrast the non-Marxist, intelle_ctua]:mtlc » abstract approach to dialectics ‘

* with that of a Marxist-Humanist proletacian sttitude -- snd considey that it was pre-
cisely on the question of phenomenology., That does not mean phenomena’l but the '

science of phenomena, of experience. I am referring to Cha¥les Tenby, the Eﬂi‘t&r

SN 00 o Neus & 'Lettera .end his fevorite quotation from Hegel:

r“‘"“““""‘ - . ’, . - s - o
See "Anthravclﬁgy ie Question” i Sectizr €, "The Hoot iz Marm: Oritfosl Traditions"
Cof «eirxe*:tu'g Antkropelogy Vintags 3o T

e &

x5, Aandon House, LIT&L,

e - - - 7S04
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Tane Enlightenment upsets the houaehold arangements, which -
‘spirit carries out in the houseé of faith, by br inging in the -
- goods and fumishings helanging to the wo:ld of the Here anﬂ
Rw.
e Phammnolog:_gf Mind, p. b1

The vhole point of Denby's interest :Ln the Beaelia.n qxﬂtatian vas this'

What d°°3 yhilosoptv have tc say on the relationship between realdty’ and revolution?
It vas because be saw Hegel introducing zeality into the critique of the m:.gmen- :
ment that Denby's att. ‘aet‘!on to Kegelian d*uetics deepened., He'coulx_l ‘then see |
that di&lectic&‘f;-develcpmeut elgaified the transformstion of reallty, -

o ’ tried
It is true that *'evolxr‘cionm ies like Mae also /. , to escape confrom:ation

wlth actual social revoltrhions aimed against is state-capita.ust "eg!.m vhich he
f‘allad Conummist. But the Chinese youth saw how empty ves the worﬁ "?»*cletarizm"
hefcv"e "Cultnral ‘?e?eluticn. At the \nery he:lght of the Cultwral Revolutim, the
aissident, revelutionary you‘l;h in S‘.*neng Wu-lfen hit out against theiyv mﬂ.ws by
n.alling them “the Ted capit&list class"w They f-:mcretiz.ea the kind Oi’ comme they ’
aimed to have as against what existeu in China by ca&ling for ohe like the Pa.ris 5
Ccmnme of Marx's day- ’ “I.ct the new bureaucretic bourgeoisie trexble before the
tnx& socialist revo}.utian that shm:es the world,"” declared their Manifeato. “What
the proletariat can loge i.n this revolution is only the ¥ L.hains, what they g&i_n
will be the whole world 3"

Eere was Mao, who had declared hi;ﬁa}.f’ to be a Mer:dst-Cdmnmieﬁ and in
1949 led & greét national revolution. If he was aware of how deep the uyr@éting of .
the old had to be 88 ke 'oﬁeh’ly declarg& the revolution to be buarg'eois-demncrati‘cv '
and the society itself to be state-capitalist, he revealed nome of it %o the masses, -
fe assured them they had z';ou;iug' fo fear from the "Chinese who stood up,” a regtme
that vas headed by the Commmist Party. By 1956, vhen he launched the "Great Proe

letarian Cultursl Jevolution,” he pot aaly declared his land to be "socialist" but
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designa.ted it the storm cem;e" 01’ wwld revolutio.” The Ch:lnese youth failed to

be- impressed as they telt h:Ls rule o be that of any - cap:ttalist (priv-ate or state)
» tatalitariazx "ulez'-exploiter

Tbe revolutionary ycuth of the Sheng Wu- ljen th.emselvas caught the hls-
toric 1ink 1:0 Marx's ‘fa'xism and the Paris Conmme of” Marx 8 day as the decentraliz-
ed palitice.l form to vork out the ecmoﬁc-political«soci&l emnc:tpatian which would '

~iseep the power in the nands of the masses.

'l’he Sheng wu-lien statement I quoted here can be found in Chapter 5 of

: Philescphy a;nd Revolution. Please Pemsmber, dea.r Youth as I appeal o, you to en=

g&ge Ln. this battle of ideas that it ia not only the pcﬁt-bhrx ‘Marxists we challenge

but all Alternstives to Marx’s Marxiem. Phtlosophy and Revolution eritiqued not

cmly remlutionaries 1ike Mao anﬂ Trotsky, but also Jean-Paul Sar"tre, the "Outslder
Locking In." It 15 tme that I deal with ‘nim theye as Existentialist and I deal
~ wilth the st"uctmalist f’ormmmist intellectusl gwu, Althusse:‘, all toc briefly, very
nea.r}q dismissing him in a few foatnotes. I do not mnticm Ievi-strauss at all.
) . represent : -

Reve: theless ,t.}:ey ’a the very same subject -- ‘Altew na.tives - that began thls let-
te*‘ with, and ;La.ter I wi;ll semtoast thet %o a true reereation of hxarxiém for one's
age, For us that begs.n An 1953 with the brealc‘bh:*ou.gh an the Absolute Idea. Ii;‘w-.u.l
be es.sier, I beliem, to dig czeep Into that ir we look first at wh&c ve are fam.i.h.e.‘~
with <~ the Youth Revolt in this country, the FSM burdened by Ame-ivan pragmatism*
_Revolutlonaries jbhough “they were, they cextainly fesisted philasopky of revalutioa.
Though they ha.d ssked me to aﬂa”ess them on Marx's Hurmenlsm, the interest was more

-on the subject of Alienation than oa pn.i,;osopc.y of revziution.

Tt wvas all gost ex>iting wher Mario Savio was peleased froom jall at mid-
night and arrived at 2 AM in a spot several miles outside of Berkele,f ta heay me
W @ the FuMosrdl the I

e d At iy
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yspeak on Mm'x 8 Eumnism. 'I.'lwugh they were very mte“ested in Iiumnisn, and, - indeed, N
related it to their own new life styles, mrio wBs the next day also go:[ng to met

‘ Aptheker, because’ he had p*‘omised Bettina, who ves also par‘t of the FSM, and he

was: GPC‘n to "all meas and was not the lea.st bi‘b intereated in any Pa.z‘ty or or-
Vgamzatian. In a vord » the aupposcﬂly non-partyist, nonmeutist, non»organization—
al person who was only for activism, activism, activ:lam, 414 not see the ccmzradic-» -
ticn in crganizaticnal form that uckeu a philosophy of freedom and that fom,tl:at '

was ;lnseparable from a struggle Tor freenom, fof revalution.

PE‘mit me here to go Back to 1953 to Ve-examine the process of - working
out, or 3eei.ng tha emergence of 8 new philosopbd.\. dimnsion. It is tha year I
- Pirst broke through on the Absolute Idea, removing its abstract‘., nvstical veil and
seeing 11: as not: only a unity of theory and practiﬂe, but.a totally new z*ela.tion—» .
' ship of the two becauae a new histcrr'ic begmning had been- r‘ea.ched with this live
. mcvement from Eractice. This wag the I.ericd we complef.e]y reject.ed ‘both the de-»
signatiou of tbe youth as "the beat generation” and the pragmatic v:iew of the epoeh

itael{" 83 "an end of ideology."

The bkeakthmugh on the Abso}.ute‘]'.dea helped us to pe_ ceive a nev gensra-
tfon of revolutionaries in that 80-0&13& Ybeat generation” who were "ejecting A
wovla they pever made; and to see in the revolts in Iatin An:e;ica and ﬁfrica the
’ emergence of a Third World, Indeed, toward the end of the 39‘503, retxog'esaim and
| McCarthylsm in 'the U.S. natwaxhstanding, we declaved it to be a totally new eppch:'V

i in production (with w-‘ke s Battle Automation); in p‘a.litieal freedom battl.eis;'

whether that be the new Black dimension in the Montgomary Bus Boycott oy 1:1 the
Fast European Freeﬁom Fighters against Russia.n state-cag‘tahsm calling itsel.f ‘
Comnmism; - a new stage of cognition 2s the Ks.mgarian Reval\rticm high*ightec it by
r’b:'ipging Ma;x s Humanist Fssays ;mto the,histc:ic stage., The breekth: ough on the
Absalute Idea was not only on fhevmﬁents from pk&.:tise‘ and TFom thaory ‘m;tal.sc

on CRGANIZATION, as we held that its glalectic would illumimate also the dlelectic
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. of the Party, as we had lang since re.jected Uthe party to lead” concepts Yie were

_here’ driven tc go a].so to Kegel's Philosophy of bﬁ.nd and the*e, as we apprsached

v'the three final syilogisms in Absolw.e Mind and tread on ground none had ever walk~

‘ed b\_f‘ore, we felt that in place of a- "Gialectic of the pa.fty" ve were, wif.h Hegel'
Thinking Idea.,/ tbe masses’ Self-Bringing Forth of Liberty, face to face. with e

new society. After all Ma.rx had unchaineu the dialectic as he had 1-e.-crc.at!.t:ed the

Absolute Method as a revolution ‘in pepmnence.

. What hes made this ‘sppeal to the youth appear so ufgent to me 1s tha.t, at
one and the same time ve not only confmn" ‘the objlective situation of a nuclear
vorld filled with economic. recesaion and pokitical retrogL ession as well as alto-»
‘gethet' too ma.ny abart.ed ’ unfinishe&l :eyolutions turnaed‘ into their very opposi‘be,
thtr also the fact that. Maﬁf"s ~all-encompassing revolutien»m-peymnence » which.de-

sires to become ground also of or ganiza.tion, has, tmti.l Rosa Luxemburg, Women's

- Iibecation and Marx‘a Phi:!.osophy of Revalzrtion, been :beft at the 1@11(::[1: stage

Let's briefly, very br ief..y, trace and parallel the last 30—year mcvemnt
,frmn practice a.nf, from theory with cur own philosophif‘ aevelonment txough the

same period. Hhat ve call e trilogy of revolution -- Marxism and E‘reeflsm, Phito-

sophy.and Revoluﬁion, Rosa Luxenburg, ‘;Ion\en's Liberation and Marx's Philosophy. of

: Fevolution -~ bas, in each perioa, singled out what vas most urgeb.{: a.s‘néasm*ed by
tbe ob,}ective crisis for- that pe*‘iod. Though the ﬂialectics of liberation, the
,philosophy of revalution, yemegtes them gll, the pa-ticular, conc:ete, need in each
peviéé is what determines the focus. Thus, our First comprehensive theoretic work,

Ma*-xiém and ‘*reedbm, vhich, of course, was structu -ed m*omﬁ ow first origical |

histavic cont :Lbution -~ the :mvemnt. from p?"ﬁ."tine to tkeory -- had its focus not

onl; on %x s American and Eumanist roots, bur. also on Tenin's break with his phin' ‘

loscphic past so that the Tact thet be had not extended it to re-examination of his
meant it '

vanguasd ist pa.ty conzapy/ was left w.m:_.n...sheq. Here what is izportant is to watch

the zethod and style of ‘p;esent.atien a8 an;;,ndigati: of wiat shoulc ke fartber de-
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veloped. Take tize sharp breék inatyle on philoédﬁby e.ndv;1 ofganizatisn. In the
case of crganization, 1 dismiss the whole period of so-callac classiyal Marxizet-—-
the Second Interna.tim, 1889-191& -= 88 & pere Inter‘lude, an Orgmizstim In-
“ terlude that doesn't desa“ve classificatian as a Part; while in the case vf the
COHCF»’P": of a new relationship of worker e.nd :Lntell.e*tual at 2 tu.ning poizzt in

‘ history, 181;8-1861, tha:t is made a whole Part tncugh 1t occupies but = single
chapter- Did anycne ask why? 'weu, the Ira.nian ymxth dia single out. that cnayte”

to translate along with the Humsnigt Essays ‘as necessary fo tx:air participﬁtiﬂn in
that revol\:tion.

But the new genevation of revclutionaries in the U.S. wete ’so: pre-occu-
pied with decentralization that the 'fa,ta.l‘ contradi‘ction be%.wéen’ that and their
v’failm'e to pay attention to the state—uavitalist class natm-e of the Cormunist
elitist party meant that vapy naaﬂy every‘ahing was subordinated to activism. it

. vasn't until the '1970s, when the Women's Libe.atlon Movemnt also kept stkessing'
,ﬁecentxmzatiou and, at the same time, refused to dis"egazd the male chauvinism
- in the left, tba‘c it bew.m blear ths the new form of organ:gzaticn could not be
" kept in a separ&te compartuent from that of philosopty. It w4s then that we twn~

ec to Philosophy and Revollxtim, beginning with "‘fh‘)’ Hegel? hy ®wi" -- a Fart

which, st one and the same time, ~onsidered the Hegelian ddalectic m and for it-
-2l f" pot separate from both l&z‘x’- philosophy of revelutinn end ueni:x's philosc-
phlc amblvelence. The youth, Wemen's ._d.be:'at*cnibts, as well es the Bleck dixen-
sion, however, app*'eciate" cnapte" 9 “Mew Passions ani New Forces” yether then

. Chspter 1; “Ahsolute Yegativity as xew’BPginnimg", whish ¢ig get down to those

three rinai ‘syllogisms in depth,*

T_,ny the m1d-1970s we Tinslly gct to know é-iz:x:-x’s E‘thnz;_‘cgica,}_ Hotabaoks

bich let us hear him thirke 3y pot ke ing  Work finished Tor the press, It soxpels

¥oatay, in iz qiscusaion weislay ar 7
Eayalutior in Farranence'™ tas wale a
tran sry T ua ® b seen Linowhe
LY B bl



http:t~,.:.lJ
http:Mo~ntal.so
http:activ:l.sm
http:tr8.nsl.&.te
http:so-call.ec

5
8 %o work out, to lebor at. .:hat tex has only in notes. This is what we mist -
531 ‘*"Gl‘k at fO? cur age, Hece is why we so xrgently need ‘a new type of men'bet‘ and
neea to see mmselves as a new tyre of member to wont‘rm.e the deve;opment 31‘ what
;the new. bcok, ] 'f‘ompleting 'the trilcgf cf revolu‘bion, has begun In the process,
41et us not forget what thed; great revolutionary, Rosa Imembmg, aid’ fm‘ us, 110‘5
onlzr in letting v us discovew her wnknown femfnist dimnsion, but 1n posirg - the - |

qpestion of the relatisnship cf spontaneity to c'ganizaticn 50 insightful;y tha.t,

though she bad not worked out the sriswers, she helped create an stmosphere that

mkes‘it impossible any longer to ignore all the ramificaticns of spontamelty,

Marx's Critique of the Gotha Programre, when reread with the totality of

Marx's Marxism —-'-,thekre e fmmd the "new moments" Marx experienced on what we now
call the Third World ané the new farges" of ‘revolution as Reason, be it WL, Flack
. or youth -’--demnded a." re-exa:dii:&tionv of all the gwreat,—revclwbicnariés bl esygéiﬁlly
Lenin end Luxemburg , who seemed to-be so deeply divided on the question of organi-
zatic#,- It wes tha'f:’ ra_-exé.nﬁ;natim :uzfthis yéar of the Marx centenary, 1n~‘t“2iis
nuclear world, in the L:spe:rafi?e«natm ‘of the challenge to post-Mal'x Mmicistg—, o

which iroulf}_xmt let revoluticrailes off scot-free of the o:gahization&l quastion.

““ne yeuth need alsso te dig into the fi-st chapter of Pact ,LIE te g:apnle
with the Promethean v‘fsiuu of the j:mng Ma-x before he was a Marxist, when he was
i still a Pwomthsus Bm.nd when he was still a }a\mg Hegelian ’1539-13) Just fi;.}_ing

in ‘some minor gaps in Hegel‘s monuxe:ztal H.ista*:y of Fhilcs\_vgy - and askipg him.

self ‘that impe:‘agive questicn: "where to begin.” ¥hen we talk abcxz:t "thought-

divers™ we can see that Marx was the zrestest of zlil.

»Tﬂa‘:_'s what I'm veally appealiﬁg £o the youth to doa fﬁeésming a thought
diver and an ztav::tivist‘ in this period demands nothing short o El’ﬁ.ﬁti-.& the chal-i
Alenge to all post-Marx Marxists, aﬁ:i t;hereby,c)eating such mew goound oo organtza~ '
ticum, sucr._cancz*eti:azimz of Yarx's :*ewsiuti:zi in pe}m:-:a, as to ™ol a rew wvay

13 let the actual reveluvien le, , ¥, BN ’ ?5 ! 0
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