: , : ) H'e L o apontaneoue
_- m a'ébnsiéared Pheuomsnology zkd greetest work, thalwn-k of |

own new contine\gn\ of thought, And we know for a faet that
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& 'antaneoua wbrxc of ganius, which in embryo hss the totality of hie

o
/

_ ,";lkiiaxm dialectic. "Negation of the negetion" becomes not only rev-

Gi:‘i. i.:'.c';uu orthe égg‘:.iau -Dimiec ti’c" P

o“z‘,ution, but: thet which comes after, the destruﬂtion of capitaltsm

E and ha craation of a new ham&nism. ‘Now the point ig what;’-a s speu-
fical y? The phanomensl unzd was not just appearance, and the phile
oaophic catogories wauld come out as the esgence; no, the phenomenal
world !aas the ‘essence that appeats. So what was all fiHegel's many

- st:ages of alienation? 1f it vasn't the aubject o coufrnnting tha
.ab‘aetivs uorld? That, aaid Marx, is the fatal flaw iu ‘legel- that
As tl‘le de-humani:stion of thought 80 tht ﬂonsiot.n..a:a faatead of
nnatttg spotlighting the essence, the Notion because it apotlights
the hmn baing who think.,, ccnsciouﬂnasl ‘throwe & mystical veil._
u: 18 t.hat which haa to be removed which Marx_is teuoving, in his
trsnfomtion of the Hcgeuan dinectic, _withoui; for a moment for-
gatting hia mm mdebtedneas ‘.o iz, because it is thia proceas of _
dmlopmnt of mﬁ;/womn and society 8s the objecti.tze aud aubjecutive"

Vdewlopmnt that 'nlumi.nataa, when humsnized and wfhi.ch- hwn Histog




_..And ‘a8 Hegel himself shovs lorganizatiou of t;hought and organizacj_cn
! Lrxavesla :he Lo, A.l..,..u_.;a., e .

fbi AT aLd I-- e

of "mnn [ actiﬂ ty,/sha pathway wmkxd:damhm mm;ttthﬁx
";"{‘Ihe goal which is Absol.ute Knowledga or epirit knowiﬁg !.tse‘f ;u
Spirié‘}" £inde i.ta patmay 1n the recollection of epiritual forms ‘
'lae thay ére in themselvea and es thay accompliah the nrganizntion of
:their npiritual ktugdom. 'rheir consarvation, lookad at from the :
: side of t‘hei" free existanca appearir.g 1n the form of .,on..ingam.y,.-

i Iliator H looked at from the aida of thnir mteliectuslly co:apra--;

':’hnnded organt-atia.., ﬂ. 1 "'tha acimna af thﬁ

Wi the Golgotha of i ’Ansoli;lr' v

Susamse Yo Harx x1i¢ waen't conaciousnass in 1t'sa1f dew'aloping

" gutside of the humnn being, it wae t:he human baing itﬁgf wl‘o developz

'conaouaneaa,, and with 1t, mmmnmxii creating a world that

man sha_pes himsalf, not out of whol_e cloth, Marx'a 1nde_btet.‘ness to
ks the Hegelian dialectic manisfeated itealf in the ve'y next "ork,
the "Theses on Feuerbach', There ¥erx cradits wot I’euerbschiﬂ mster-

iu.i.am, but Hegslien 1deaiism for having developed"the active aide

«f, in cqntradistinction to mterialiag".of EEEEs conelousness.
* o * *

'm. point of hdving & nev In:roduction to my r.otea of Phenomenology

-bac ons ttanaiiéga’p’oint 1964-68-- 'ihan the objectiva situanon finslly
; - articudlte publical 1y

_ 00!398110‘1 we to Bl!tth tha quasl:ion of"why Hogel, vhy now?" for.

our age. The speciﬂc period I'm raferring to, includnn the time vhen
the SIno-Soviat orbi: becam openly tha ﬂino-So‘biet confuct- tha
__._‘:i.ma of i:he ao-csned cultnra! :svo!utton in China (1966); and the

-1511““ °f khﬁ Jﬂpﬁmu E New ue!'.' to racagnize that Sney must conﬁront

colln-me g '




The econd tzanistion point actually becomes

Humlm.im for our age, 13 80 vrgem. m the 19805. the 18805 af Hatx e

t dacada becou:es a traneition po!.nt; for o--r a.,e.- ‘l"hi :l.s 30 hauusa

t'aa objecti.ve hotroza of the 19805, with Reagen o retrogreasioniam,'

damanda not usne annlyﬁxs of objectd

become 8 turniug point for mmist-ﬂmmam.
. Pl.nm- )
I‘his will be dev '-aloped in aummez in tim for the emmnhw

'.l‘ha 8 usoat;‘hs to the Plenum, hovavar:, demand tha: we COnCEn .'

' one othex ph\‘ Ioaophic point.
out

kamzm.mh relationshlp to Lenin;s Fhilosophic Natabonkn, which

ig why I must begin with a critiqua of ourgelves, particularly of the

12/1 minutes, for this sum-up.

JERE FOLLOWS WHITE PAGES, BEGINNING WITH "The present .

eritique must begin..."




 Moat critical ‘of all will then beco/m;'-- w_hg't‘ we have __tuke.n -,_féir-.gra;x‘te'd-

becnasa wa rejac ted .

:. the early 40s) --'-the’ﬁx Dialec cs of O-ganization.
' ' ist—Humanist

ey are very idportant chapters we

J&\Q)‘ \v“lllﬁ( 1T b ‘L&;g S
should reread them AW happe that we idn t follow thr gh onn_k"
W not am.y had ~Eatin ;

that :ormf(mi.’ fggv 'Fnrcni"rn__

—~ =Pl LLn

critique. as. he fel c.ompelled to return to the 1903 uncritical

editiou of ﬁhat Is Téu Ba Done 8sng eny of the critiques of

what he himself had wiitten in the pamphlet 12 years? W
: ukXghaR¥ neither PN, Imperialism or
noted that/Stdte and Revolurion ,whi.ch 80 obviously resul::e

ing irpo/ the dialectic had not a word to say on the

A
party, though God knows we was preoccupied with the Qarty, the

D

rogram, *Iftﬂ:d always ge kept it as & separate queetior?. hn ona
7

time dialectxcMerp’ uasgﬂ the famous 1920 t*‘ade uuion debate

: £é”2ﬁl§a
as h iy always had entered w& m‘gf. with Buharin, - critiqued ‘.

onomics of the Transition Period and’ left tgz as his final
’1 ’P - 2

£ fully understood the

e
et

cqgmmittee decided not

 ghle public, became sc intense as to
wope for the expulsion of\froes ¥, he did reveal the Will, but .
by then, few penple list certainly not in Ruzeia. Tha mole oint-
is\that uo cne = that Meludes the people like Lukhcs and. :
-Ketkeh who did_paTae the -queption of dialectica ss ‘-evelutionary i
. the early 39705 -- pald 2oy \atdention what ever to Lenin's PN,
. _f.i jally~they. vere -published {n Rdgsia in 1929. So that each,. .Lukacs
' cially, t'-ied to eppear 4s the\only one, and that - wag
: d“bo-*th -




“ndeed
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:

fom of atatiﬂcation o arld nona.mm—ao

Vﬂ_foms aleo tmkiﬁnr elm.h’ Eu:c an orgsaiutiou diffetant fzom tb;ir

m 1n tha aenaa that thay.vaat to ba susa that then :I.a e totality

bw.twaa‘n thaory and practica againat the establuhmant of a powat '

that hu atopped dud with its conqucsc of atate powar. 'i‘hat is

to B8y, t:hat: ﬂaelf-developmant and self—flwering ia s:evolution-'

1n-pré§-mnence. Ho one knows éehat' ft ie, or can -to;u:h it, or de-

1ds upan il: before it appearn-- and 1t 1s the next genatationo
Q“" / R 'Ihat 1s ui'y 1a :emaina -a0 eluaive, and why the abolition of

N ~ the div&aion batm:nn nental and atual 1nbor gounds utopian.

The fact that - -
/ ‘:fﬁgdxm we ca:mot give an ensWer , & bluap:!.nt, doen not

mealva us ftcm the ‘task, It only makes it wors difficult, What

o - this task
]//f un ru-n rrv; . ] ' : mabe &4 hise

=8 v N !

;U";d’ / md phuaaophicnly 80 w deaplv-tomd that both wa and a11 who
.,‘/&

w-a cm s:uch on the outsidg will be glad t¢ juvrnsy these unclurtac!
h :aaue. !ihu: I want ta do st thc prnaut is to m‘nrobe

what: wa all kuw; lnd see wh_.;hnr there arc nev ficsts we di.dn't

full _; ===:.;= ..hsy happaned thesa paet four montha: '
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_' I'IIGII W AR OI Eﬂﬂ ﬂﬂbﬂl\lts s W& 3aa,

3ot s

19500 and tharefore made moel: intesral with the objective mve-

. mentethat we' h@ve‘designateﬁ as ths mvemant ﬁrom parc:tics t:hat

i X
e
B EEIn

or pn!.aﬂoaphy,

'!e

l'! tl'lﬂ I\DBI}LUEG, BQ! S

uch Ehenmn&l 1mportance as_to become the determinant of the end &"J

H

-an end thai' wﬂ.l only come to the future, whan mssaa-in-mutian

becomn Raanon."

Stop for & moment &nd look at ju'at two words'-- Naw Begicunin

IS -

Do you *ecogniza how hf.storicany-philosophicallz new thaz i.sk

N wh.ut a br.akth"ough the.t is, not onl.y i.n general in philonophy.

of what Harv himaelf had achei.vad uhan he t:ransformd the Hsgeuan

dinlactic.i ’Iha‘. 18 0. say, that when the “criqique of the Hsgcuan

5. broke off av pavagrash 384,

myiﬁg he uouid raturn to

knaw tha praciaicn of
-~ to fo lou it through.
that paragrpah. mch loas_ ttiad gm:&z;nm:z Indead all




%@ﬁefi_i ‘.ﬁé_:c.!e'lv_cgd" int6 tha Science: 6f- Logtc : ‘yet_‘ the 01,3“{1&3 sit- T

'and did help us’

L hwgiwwkegx
0 dig further .nto the Hcgeuan dislectic, first by hm::m

ay :ou.mng ou‘t ﬂage [ a:recuan by going to Pbil- ‘

uﬁEuz“Un‘ﬂiu{g 'ﬁiat --El-l 953. i 1357 ",. A[.n- e Vﬂlop !nﬂ! s

r:ltiuua oi' !Amin-,_hu _glg r_mhn-d an t-h- .neastnass. of the 5 T

L > cthe:
Svan 1:1 1973 in P&R uhen m spoka of tne phil.oaoph*c embivalenca

of Loni.n, £t was atill the umbivalencc bus:waen bolitice and i'lha.l-

‘ ' \\ \
osophy. : ‘\

o It is very different now, as you can ses, and .whereas I can
this summer

not go further into it, I will/relesse cue of tha letters I wrote
to noa-Marxist Hegel acholars. The book &8s in tco rough & atage
to relaen it yet. what haéever, we did do on Sept. 28, 1986 wig

to tty to concretiu and pte@para ourselvea for the bimekly, vas

&

to stress the signtftcance of tne whole miat Archives. Mike dtafted

has ua addren -the REB, and t'm: becomeil thac:m
' op

. (and I e that such. along \mﬁ't ﬁqnt{ci\
In ons reapcct; thls 13 of couru & ‘divarsion from the book-to-be, :

‘0,

"'bu: 1a & zore uﬁ.ous respact, it actuauy 16 a deval.opmn* of :he




; "’Dur CQIIuaues" Ietter, uhere 1 raina.the ques

L to prepara S
;_\lhan I retum to thu REB Dec. 1 imnm : for.- -*the‘

or nrogn- .

. --°

abni:ract phrase , “salmon

o! the Idag“. aspecasuy sfter the counter-reu-ﬂlutlon in Granada b’%

f

caue out _of the revoliution iaaelf &and mda it all too aaay for .
~
th@ 1mpa:ia ista to dayede. Lat me put it another way. Unless one
- a

' ' S
.ully suapo thnt: t}pns!omtion into oppouita as/result ftom the

laparatiun o! phi}oaophy of. t‘avolut‘an foom rwolution i.t.-.alf

thw caunur-cev&lu:!.on practically becoms 1nm1r.ebla. :

: ,:oots are, but the tctuauty of htstﬂ-y. A:r.erican Marxist hiatory.
When I gay "Amsriesn®. note that Black is ivseparable fxom Lit, -

!hig mme : - tion and locah ag !.nneparable

B

"‘.'._ ,f‘-*Iu a 'éord. vhat am ralats- to uz at

. meete. tba challensa _
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