 July 29, 195§

. lear Raei
) .
o : ;f I've received ths two lotters you sent me fron Kew York -~ thoy
.o 77 wers maoh appreclated, - '

- BRIt "I teld you that 1f 1t was slright with you, T would 1like to
-~ +j  kry to get down .uy nroblen with the chanter on the Abzplute 2des bee=
; fore I tried to writs you anything about the ®beok as a whole.® Per-
,:j haps orie reason 18 that I somehow fesl that thins 1s the real agre of -
. the whole thing., And that without getting that, the paet is Tosn easy
' .48 read as just a "modernization" of Marxiem, I think you know what
oo T mean? ' - :

"/ Let me put it ancther way, You know, this ohapter was the lmst
#o. .got. - But | : 1t wasn’t laat to you, You had abaer L1
: 7~J[1tgqqiqumﬁletely‘ all the eassence, .that it was n.-you while ym wrote
o ff the rest,; I don't think % had, though, and ‘B0 it wagnlt with ps vwhen . ...
l.wea.heading the rest. That is why 1%t bothered me 8o, when I did get:
e chapter and found f the last part of the shapter a0 frustrating

(440 clidpte
Ctéiunderstand.

" “lnat I'want to do now, which will take a 1lttle tims, la versad.
' _:the shapters ss & whole, with the basis of understanding that'firet . .
“part.-a-little better I think, since the nonvention, = And confine thia

z.;;ibttar-tnithb_firat part, to mee 1T I really have zot it 2 hit Datter |

‘NOwW,

- Flrat let me fell you that, although I nen understand your letter .
-on the chapter (of May 18th - in case you dm't have 1t with you, I'm
enelosing it « and am typing another aopy Cor mvself, because I want -

, k0. make sure that I have 1t with me, and you won't have +o bother absict
S "returning" 1t to me) better now than

=

I d1d when 1 first got 4t .~ nevays= -

A the.less, evan then that letter was ocleares: to me than the ochapier it-

& g ’ 1! ) [ R
i gelf was, I don't mean to burden yon with "my nwn wordd%, out I ‘
R“ - thought I would send you the notes I used when I tried to preasent the

chapter for our own disnusslon before the convention, Tliey reprasent . ..
what I got out of the chapter, but they are basad a gosd dsal, on what'
I got out of your May 18th letter, too. = I think ysu will sput resl
R eeelly ths point that was my blankewall, and which I had %o dismise by
“ 0 pimply saying "there is a great deal more in this chapter .., eto,, etel

: It makes me blush a bit to resd that now, :

. I reread the chapter over twice last night again, and made wyself
a few notes, Here is what I would 1ike to tell youi

First, I would 1ike our hoolt to open with such & theroughgoing
direntness, that no~one sould uwisunderstand, r rfaAl to see the con-
crete 1m§oﬂnnne of understinding it « not ae "interssting” but as "vitalld |
for our day, The "Intpoduction and Zonelusisn® in the Outline of < i
Contenta we reneived with the chupters is a stntement auch as that, Ex~ '
cept that I would like to see thars right ut the Yegitning, in blaak
and white, the definition af philosophy as & total autlook, & thinking
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view of thlnpgs. And the nesd for a total pnilosophy today surpassing
all previus neegd, hecguae the erisis 1s so total today. 8

Thers ip one thing at the end of that, introduation -that botkers
me Just a llttle, wHhere you o2y the neople will denide what they
'will decide., Nut the theorstiolarsocannot evface theilr talk, and must
niean the aobwebs out of thelr empiric living from hand to mouth.

1 fael somehow that something mure ghould be added, right at
the beginning, To make slear that this la not a book written just for
intelliectusla. or theoretialans, but for workare ahove nll, Not be-
cause workars have to "elean the cobwebs out of any euniric 1iving"
as the thaoreticians - but bonause it 1s theip activity and thair
thinking which are maeting the needs of the age - and beasuse they
are the inheritors of all the past and present and the creators of
the future, ind are searching for the total phllosophy,while they
ars l1ivinz 4t ang ereaving the new, {That 1a perhapsa very poorly
-put, I hope you will znecw what I mean, though,)

o oo Bhen = aftar that 15 made quite elsar, right from the start,
- ATEER would Jike o g0- to what you state in the letter sof ¥gy-18th,. -
an“knbw;'I,gnt;pdsitivbly axelted about ths ildea of rewriting the
- Tirst part aa "“he Age of Revolutions" - Industirial, Soalal=-Political, -
- .and Intellectual, It gives a new dimension to all the material =
the totality of 4t, right from the etart, sc that all the material
‘that- was included in the chapters.on Classical Polltieal Economy
dome .alive and sort of "rall into placs" 1n the pleture of what was -
happendng, and #hat psople ware going through, and what the”thinkers®
were living through { I don't have mosy of the chapters here 4o gzo
over, we have not been abla t4 ssllent all of them yeta - aa I oxn't
reread those first ochapters we got, and will have to go on my mcm¥ory.
But I will confesa to you that when I readi thenm, they were not aslive

:to me, I "waded" through them, beocause I wae anxilous to get to tne

next part on Mavxism, They ware not glive like the chapter on the
Paids Commune and the offect on Marx, not one-tenth so slive as_ the
chapter on the Frenah Revolution and the 27{ent on Hagml, You know .
what T mean? But when you get the goncept of theo "Age of Revolutians"
amd 1t is alear that "revolution” means complete change, and that it
encompasses &ll of life= the sconomin way man lives, the sscial

fornes thut EFTaa, the effect on the way, or the shaping of the way
man thinke = then 1t lives fop YOou, As I say, I can't really re=
member muoh of those firet chapters, but I am sure that they would
bsoome alive, in that new introduntion of "opening the modern worla
with the revolutions whiech 1aid ite foundations snd pesed the auastinna
a8 well of the ultimate developmeni whinh we are now living through,"

Now to the chapter itself., I "ate up" the first puri. . There
Wwere gdome parts whers I felt thati too much was helng compressesd into
too little space = you %now, the"old problen”" of trying 4o inalude
ts0 many ideas all in oqe raragraph? = but though I confess tnat that
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worrles meﬂ-sometimos, along with worrying about whéther oup
worker friends will be tled up by th

& unfaulliar wonls op "biag
Wworas® sae thay are often calied = 7 really fe

: _ : *1lt that those rages
SRS ' breathsd;, asd that anybody could get the point, regardless of Whethay
ST he underataod all ths worde or not, Perhzps that waas henauge 1t wan

L B0 connrete - a dsscripticaz of .the revilution, ete, - I dan't know,

But I do knew that Just the desecription alome, would not have
bsen 89 excitlng, without seeing the "dialeatla" 1n 1t, And what -
‘made 11 even sasier to "abatract" from the aimple deseription, wag
that though the perasonnel or ocast of characters has, ahanged today,
the prinoiples that were there in thst revalution, could Le seen
On an aven highner asale 1n Just what 1s khbpenini: today with the
,automation-wnldcata-againat‘the lahap bureavaeracy. That ia one
reafon why those paces breathed,

S0 that, although to tackle Begel's Philosophio Prineiples, S
s i3 2 more difficuilt thing to "get" than the pages. that preseded it - -
o] evertheless, I feel that, 4if they XEMXRANK wers presented in suah
. & .vay that the resdap ecould app1¥ them te hiig life today (vhioh 1s
< “the point of the whole task, lsn's 1%} they, toc, Wwourld bscome
"olaar.to'sqe*and granb, : - _ : !

Lo T I,dqﬂ?t‘know Just how to put tt, But what~1'mé&n"1d that I
. knaw you ‘tiave to work harder

' -t0 gét an abstract ¢ounception, than to
‘22t 2 ‘sonorets exanple, But that doss

_ - n't mean that an -abstract
Bsoneention ian 't understood T fonarete under-
- Btanding, does 1t '

. At any rate, 1t was right there at the bhottom. of page 4 that
I met ny blank wall, may unow he'oversimplyfying 1t, but I think
.1 know what the fipgt dirfieulty was, It is the 2% first "abatraote
. neas® of the very vord “sbsolute," Hoybe I had been thinking of
' cortein conceptions that Yers really it, but I didn't knoy that that
was vhat was meant by "Abpolute, " I don't think 1t has to be thal
abstrast, And I think 1t woulq help to dlapel that "myatloalnssa" op
abstractness .op 1lusiveness of the ta ava; What I mean 1s
thia: An you lettep of May 18th in the senang paragraph, you say
"eiothe dialeatic of the FR 3133 was that 1

; d % was a process of de=
velopment, a con

tant overcoming of eontradietion, vou didn't get

i L& a2t one rull 8WpDp but through,, f0umtrade

diotianﬁ...etu. 9 Iresdom, or the absolute That is clesp to

me now, And in the cRapter 1 tsadr on page you write "gj]

these contradictions resolve themselves i the Absolute,” "Angd then

y ¥you go on %o liat the varisus "abaolutes" 3g various "unities", Thay

ot 18 a bit clearsr to me 10w, too, But I really had to dig an awful
- lat to trr and get that pueh of an understanding of what the term

"Abasolute" really means,

What I see npy {I hope I an |

Zetting 1t) 1e that what H :
by abaolute was the ultigite ress g t) t1on B°1 meant

ry of that ultl %Ving 0{ the oontradlotions, and - o
¥ o man that u mate Abaolute woul be T a r
freedom, not 11d be Freedon - tme

hinve, but someth!ag yoy A,
And that what ig meant by saying that we llve in the

e absolutes” is that all the contradictions are se total by
'“JG' in overaoning them, we are really on the threshold o
ey them

"age of-

today, that
that Freedon,
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But I Just plain got logt in all those pages from & right thru
to 8, and sver going through them again now, I find ideas that
stick out for me, hut they are lost in everything else, ‘

. ‘ ) as luportant tu me
: I'd 1ike to send you what Iunderlined/in the chapter as I
re-read it; and vhat I queation-marked bacavce I Just gouidn't get
i.'tr- ' .

- There 18 something else that bothered me, I think, On page
4, the firet part of part II begina with Three false approaches to
Hegel, First of all, it 18 very h:-rd for me to understani what {he
three are, I finally dealded that they must be l-Russian Jommunism
&8 & ververalsh of Marxism inte vulgar materislism by inslsting that
Hegel i2° just gibberish without Marx, 2= Academio Hegelianism as
" keeping "the peovet' of Hegel to themselves, %=~ iiodern Intellectusls
-as.making it appllicable to any side of the argument., Well, I don't
~knov 11 that 15 the threefold false approach .or not, for sure, But
- gomshow I don't see three', Somshow 1t geems like one, to me3 nndg
that the falsensan of the approaches, whatever the varintions s holiis
down to failing or refusing to see Hegel's philosophy, or Dlaleatlios -
.88 being a total rhilesophy, apvlicable to sll of history, and to :

DUP oWn _sge, ahove all.

~ But whether that meens I don't understand it or not, the other
thing that bothers me 1s that I was plunged headfirst into the argu-
ments with those who disagree, before I knew what it was they were -
disagreeing with, If the "falge anprozches" are to be dealt with,
it would mean a lot more te me to first huve atsted s not the false
app»oaches, but the right approach, Your aoproach. o
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forward, - .

t
P

.. Th

. -oomes to me this wayt Hegsl was tracing the devlopment of thought,
and used .some head-oracking abatrant terms - wut the applicability
- of hle ‘method and his ldeas gies beyenz his own vse of them,
- are not eonflned %2 thought-procese aslone. .
- how he applled the princlples) And Hegel himuelf dld not separate
: Fer avery stage in the deveclopment of _
‘theught thore is a oorresponding stage in the develspment of the
‘world, Hegel's pringiples YE¥E, brought out of thelr abstractions,
have. apnllcabllity and meaning for esvery epoch,
something to contribute to glve them new meaning.

“hiatery from hia philoseophy.

Then, 1f I understcod 1%t bhetter, I would want to go into the
terminology a bit ~ gnd the term "Absslute" most ol ail,
sequence of hie works, aand what you say anout the aeqessity to non-
sider them "as a uwncle," The fact thay freedom was the animating
splrit of all hia works, and the aense that freedom i3 not aomothing
you have, bul something you are; the idea that freedou la something
man bhas to flght for; the 1dea that the nrooess cof constantly over—
coming the contradictions is the development of man, to the flmal
attalnment of true "freeion” as a dimension sf hiz being - his full

develsopm~nt,

Y¥ou know, I gui out the notes I tuok when you werr hare on tour
and gpoke ‘ust 1o Andy and me, They make a 1ittle nsere sense te ae
now, Here is the way you sumaarized his wooks for us?

1= Phenonenolomy — Absolute knowlrxz is the jsining of hic

2- ‘Sclence nf Login = Absolute Idea 1= thé’juining of the

-5~

¥ou have brouvpght the reader up to the reorganization of
-philosovhy by Hegel, under the impaot and the challenge of the
Frenoh Revolution. The new way of knowlng = self-antivity, the
Xy ; dislectic, the movemsnt of it, the constantly
ddvesloping proecsse of overcoming contradletion in order to move

; o _ te totality of
~ Now I want to be able to really grasp/Hegel's philosophy -
the essense of 1t, MNaybe I'm asking thut 1t be handed to me on
a sllver platter, without any work on my part, I don't know.
I would )ike for anybody, whether he has ever read a word of Hegel
or not,to be able to aes the vitality and urgenoy of understanding
it = g9 that he can read the rest with that solid foundation,

: Xpu know, I dldn't understand the final parsgraph of your May 18
~letter, where you sald"the dialectic camnot be ceparated from the
.Absolute ‘for: 1% 1s ths method of the Absclute.

;! If e% this day and
:age;you think of ahsolute only as thought ...ete.”

I aide’t know muoch,
neaden't assure you, but I nertainly just from all you have baeen
“trying to get over to us in the past years never thought of absolute
‘only ‘ag thought, or as /separate from dialsetlc. I didn't know Just

Twhat-tﬁg?}were; but I Imew they weren't zevarnte, So?I Just didn't

‘ " The “reascn I think of that paragraph now, 18 because I few
. right aWay, right thers, when you go intc part IT "The Hegelian Dia-
. lpqt;b“?;s~wnare a-statement of what Hegel's Absclute was belonga,

-u‘: aiﬁWhan I tribd %0 gub 14 down'right far mjael%jwihé way I would.
put it mow 1t I had to present the chapter again for a disaussion, it

(What Marx critioclsad, and.

And every epoch haa
Cure most of all.




1;thh' . :
 rhet.ag. s okt out of the hlue, but a constant prosess going on in
1ife every Einute of gup lives. - ‘ ' PR -

= ege of ebzolu

. =6=

3=Fhill, of Mind -~ Hew soclety la Absoslute Mind, Thers have
' baen scaleties which had freedom, contrssted s
- . beilng free, . . . . ' -
4=:'Phil, of Heliginn = thes znawer to "the party?" -
- - and "titles" ' : ‘ :

Unless the terms/and terminslogy are put into scme "order" and
Heranelated" a bit, you just gst kind of lost, I't afraid, llke I
got loot in. that widdle. paragraph on page 6, vhera you went into the
‘same sequende in the chapter, )

. 1 mean that to state that abstract as wers the worde he may h-ve
used, Hsgel possd in reallty the logle of a new soclety, the full
dsvslopment of the soclal individual, through the ultimate unifying
of what vwere apparently divielons {now I'm getiing into abstracy
glbberish, I'mafrald) = &1l I'm tryilng to sey 1s that I wani the
1dea. ot the Absolute down so nobody can miss what A1t means for us,
unity of theory and practlce tcday, and the new snelety tomorrow =

pﬁ-bgeg'ehét 1s:what-givée‘maaning to me to the phragfaph'thé£=

| Mgyery opuoh has had sogething to lsarn fom this most orgsinal thinker-
Ces B0ONOERANE t0° aontribute, and curd most of all.. our’age is' the’

' te opposites... ete.”

" Vpam yeu've get hold of something 1ike .that idea, the namss of

" all-those Works and the Terminology don't soare you. You can des that
““thHey are "bilg words" for some very easy-to-understaind ideasn- (at least

I think workers would understend the ldeas easlly,) 4nd "Abzclute"
ien't some .tsrm you wish you understood what the hell 1t meant, It
is “the“viaiun«ar~the future," Whioh we ascept as "the nsw soclety.".

 Then %o go into the "false approaches" has meaning, £00. Not so _
~much to understand the-false approachss, but becauss the falpe approach
juet servea to MEOEE sharpen your understanding of tha right approach,

Then, too, you can understandﬁ I-think, what 1a really neant by aaying
t

‘iparx Bhtood Pegel on nis feet" not as officlal Marxism hae repeated it,
but az you have explained it 1in the final paragraphs of the chapter,

I don't know - I've probably assumed I understood more than what I

A0es, and mayhe thls~vwon't make any sense at all to you. But 1f it
doesn't, at least you will be able to 3ee vwhere I au still confused and
off the track, And maybe evsn that would help you some.

I do know that T want t0 understand 1t, And X want any worker who
18 serious to be able to understand it, and himself, batter. I don't
think it's the 1deas thah are di ffioult to understand - I think 1t's
far nore the words and the oloud of "ahetractness” about them thet have
tc be penstrated to get to the ideas,

I feel that you perhaps assume that the reader knows the material
you use for your subjeot matter as well aa you do, I would rather you
assumed he knew nothing exeept "ths faets of 1ife.”
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- :And ubove all, I am almowet positive that this cnapter is" the
most laportant of all the ©sokK - the orux, the apriughss,rd the.
key. A I mt, alngat dasnerately, ror 1t to be glesr go gngcn‘e. :

T ‘hope T haven't burdsaned you with a lot of talk, 1 onuldn'
oy 1t. NOTH b*riefly, ‘becauses I don't vnderstand. 1* :,et that well,
b & suaae. - )

Good luu.:, goou weathar, and. do try to get. some raat’ aven wlth
yc:ur mammouh snaignmant..

Love,




P A

8 aha wrote as one ohapter.- It would be

v . %
1 trod tion to tha entira book and be called something 1

_I'like the 1dea. For one thins it makes very olear the

trus meaning of the word "rrvolutionary. Thers aie & lot of

:suoialiam" - meana men with bombs, Thay pretend 1t neans. rorce and

oy -What 1t deoes mean 58 Bimply a complate- changes.
'violence and killing. Thet 18 not what 1t means o/ Though uhOBQ
: forece and violsnce)

“thlnsa aomemimes accompany 1% - especially when thoaa who try to

& ahanga begin to use the force and violenoe. That 13 whatfhus baen

happening down Suuth whers the white aupramaoita are us&ng ‘nrua

1




'IWhile the wozd,ruvclutionary dnes not 1m 1, 2 ainsla

| avins to dn with forna and violencs - *t means pursl. y anﬂ

worﬁrinvolved 1n tha birth of canitalism. Tho Industrial

He Tndustrial. Revolutio;i_' '_v'w'g.a : jtﬁq,;:' ‘agﬁga :t’-'.hziif?th

N

1n society.
" By tbat the Industrial Revolution actually laid the basis far
the Soutal Revolutione that followed. For -when the great wasaea sr

the people were thrown togpther in the cit*ea, whare antirely new




Jsaw how mode:n society ‘was beginning to form. But he saw that

.y

1t Wan, a soolety whioh wWAB rilled with oontradictiona. (One word‘

on the mean*ng uf the worg philoaopny = I'1l1 give my dofinition

fall uf history and all of experience mnto sone total perapun‘lve

for meaning.)




riaa to aay that 1f msn*would un.y 51t down and come ‘to some

L

‘agmamnt 'Lhay cm.ld all. ba wor-lmd out, Evarybody wae to navo g

‘ Now he did not coma to this 1ldea by dreaming it up, mm
He ‘6ame to his conclusions from seaing what people were actually ‘dod
Hias writings are extrsmely a.batraat and dlffioult
—t.o read a.nd ,undarata.nd for most people, He wrote for philﬂBOphet‘B
a.nd not rur ordinary paopla ~ tha.t. was one of the mailn things that _
Marx lator oriticized him for, although Marx based himaeJr aampletaa.yA
on Hegel 8 1dean, But abstract aB were the words he actually wrnto
they wera based. on what wag actually happaning in hia world, e.nd

thay ha.ve mos.ning Hw 1n understanding them that Way.




auka'thﬂt wera likd drdgcry. ' He sew verj clearl? what capi aliﬁ
- 'cing %o degraao and oporesa tha workera. But he did notlhve

kept tﬁé peasanta 1n feudal bondage to their maaters. The con~
'ditiona rinally reached a polnt where they simply exploﬁed. The
aasants Tross up and refused to pay thelr taxes, burned deeds,
ftook.ovar the mansions, 1In the cities, where none ‘of the ordinary
']peuple had aver heen able tonﬁave a vo*ce in thelr own governmenta,
the people rormed oommittees and elubs and communea. Those who
-had never had any experience et that sort of thing before, ovqrnight
beoamo spokeaman and orgsnizers, And they took over the governmentﬂ

and created the idea of "democracy."

Now ths whole point is that before the revolution staried, -

‘"fihé'éfﬁinafy people had no well—thousht-cﬁt 1deas of direct deﬁbb;aoy'
’ Naithor did anyone else = least of all the vig philosuphers. But

4

‘hfn the vary act of do;_s 1t, demcorady was born..ﬁ(quote rrom p.3)

P | S iz1g6




ri@‘b. now. How thrnugh thalr own axoarj.ence-s, t.hu mlnora are

lot of people who 1earn ovarything rrom booke aTOno) «,

raTon

‘it ia what 18 happonins right todsy -). ' In the bsginn.‘l.ng of

,thhe Rev; the masses had their revglutinnary 1eadera. But a8,
tho Rav, prcgmseed xmmxmnnmmmx and t.ne '
1eaders wore sent to repreaent them in the. aasembly, the poople
wanted to do more than vhat the leaders’ aid, ‘Thqy wantgg_fg%;;

_oitﬁ.zenahi’p and full. rreedum. The l‘eadera opposad. And"thé

m_asaea found tha.t they had to use thuir oommitt&eﬂ to fisht
ﬁheir own lea.dera. '




" He gavw the contradictions, and
that man thnsugh hia own activlty would have to . overcome them -
' Jorder to develop 1nto a truly free human being, But ha ouﬁ&d
‘ developed enough to snerge
:not au‘"ally aee the worker the ordinary nerson, 5}eady to challanga‘
the whole aystom. That 13 why, politically, he woupd up approving
a buraaunratin state to rule over the aontradiections. ‘ _
- ' Mhrx, on the othar Hand sould ses the worlker sreating somethipé;

that 1t Ihy it is s4id that
"/ new for himaelf, And, while he based hie ideas on Hegel, he stood

‘ Hegelmmm( right side up. REIXIH XM LD S MRNNTITY,
T ey ' -
m _®arx had to h—-——m@ rIeselﬁror "hid own times, Learning -

from the life he 8aw all about him, as he went along, 30 each

gpnaration must do the same. It is not endhgn to‘Just keep re~

1




~

4710 qne of ths main taaks of the boom ~'t‘“
wla 8 re*nterpretation of ﬁhat Mhrxism usang

todax-- with eutomatia

Mhnx aid_it constantly ror hia 339,

i

developinEHhis




