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Dear 0lge:

- Your lotter of tho 19th weg Very velicome hoth becauge.
1n the ogpen acuipssion that, you had been thinking or LA only from
1t negative aspect and your aty,regarding the content:
oL Marxism and pr irtg I tleared the aiw
for the plenun an eparations in LA ag a popitive.
contribution, : '

_ .+ At tha noment , however, your letter hag impellzd pe
to addressﬂto Jou some thoughte on Hao's Bpeech, for it wag Pre~
clsely you serlous’attitg@g, lrrespective or ity modest shape,
that helped s Pter on oup Age of pbosluteg and Hemel's
-Absolutes, 0 shape ror “simpiirication"-
eithar, iou underst . , T 8t precigely.
because you lcoked at the 8 not asg subject'who‘would'
not be able to understand what you understood go well but eoulg , :
not eXpress; rather that both Jou and even Hegel had zome probing - :
to do in depth. betore the problen appeared objectivaly in B Wey. iy,
- that the intellectua) would’finally got the illuminatiqn from the -

worker, .

I ves re “revelations" on how go
Lo ex neople's republia
ed, I : ontlev with h _ hat
y -With even YChapter I" of capital T
"past®, But vwhile 1t ig tyia that
phicai;ccncept ot coniradiction
thing that Leontiev dtg With the- .
Where in a footnote in Volume I Mapx laughs at
: philosopher_ror understahding overy sort of pen
' ' ‘ ! Lian contr
k- China, 1t ie
18" what we have to grapple with,
Win a war and was telli g itg Yorkersg
in tnair'conditions of labor, In 195y
the duminant rulers who apre alming
heeded rox wopla naste
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They mwuat
rice and ask the bourgeoig ir 5 collaboration, something
like some or the Tasarigt oty ere given a place
political les " in thoze bittor communist
war yeanrg,

VP

Philosophically it 1a o very great advance indoed
put contrady though they make 1t meaning
applies to hone, in the
Grace didn?
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to development through contredictio £ .-
ronained Bn snaracton. n while the age of abaoluteq

o Do you remember when you came up to i ‘or & t ;

to work wlth me on one stege of‘{he hook--ft wagytigltimée;hg:bs

the new artleclée in the Russian Journsl of philosophy suddenly

.took lssue with Hegel and c¢leimed Marx considered the unity of
opposites &s "greater than negativity", dsnying the Hegellan
negation ?r the negection as central to Marx, I eald then' wasn't

i} pe:culﬁar thatathey all bhandy about unity of Oppositeﬂ,ﬁo Ireg-
1y Just in order to evade the resgolution of the con’radiction

and tace the ansolute ldea., Mal now says Lonin sald scme mar- 8
vellous things on contradictions. It only goes to prove that what -
wee central for Lenln in 1915 1s not _ror us tor todny u:é;pt

es bethcdology. Nything, absolute nothiltg ghort of Anéolutn Iasa
gg:lthe gommunists afrald of any more. How we have thenm beaE

IT you wiLl pear with me, Ws wWill petore we

reac
ang‘tge speclal place Hegel assigned to him in the Snirithzfuao
ge ifdstrangement, go tarough the previous stages ot slienation:

_ 1)In gelf-Consciousness, the Unhappy consglousness or-
-plisnated Soul arisep as '& personallity conf'ined within its '
narrov self snd its petty activity, o porsonality brooding o
1teelt, as unfortunste as it ls pltianly destitute," (py26
and pogel continues on the very noxt page “Thrﬁu%h tgaagvm nent:
7 and

--the negative abandonment firat of i3 own righ F R e 4
decimion, then of its property and enjoyment, end: £inslly the
pogitive moment of esrrying on vhet it dras- not understandw«it
deprived - 1teolf, completely and in tyruth of the sonsciouansse AT
inner ani outer Tre edom or roality in the sense of ite owm
exigtence of itself.” I have brought thls down In a footnote
in the book 40 a description of the ex-radicals who oan Tind °
"no plese Foy themselves eithor in or cutslde of the bourgesls
fold and ¢nd up on the green ceuch, You can put in
characterc you youraelf know and gel your ovn illuninatien,
2) In Reagon alisnatlon takes the form of "Phe
Law of the Heort and the Frenzy of gself-Concelit™s "The heart-.
throt for the welfers of mankind passes therefore into the rage
of frantic self=-sonceit, into fury of oonsclongness %G DIreserve
1teelt from destructlon; ond to do so by casting out o its
1life the perversion which it really 1s, and by straining tg 7
pegard and to oxpress thint perversion as something elao."/ 1?9
not J, then eny feint-hearted Rerxist or lsbor bureaucrat will

do, .noluding Khrushchev,.

3)put Mao he doosn't appear till Yapirit in Self-
Estrangement--the Discipline of Culturc” whioh "constructs
not merely one world, hut a twofold world divided and selfl-
cpposed.” (p.510} And jJust look how negei foilows Mao “hRrough
with his discovery of contradiction so long as there is. “unity"s
"the equilibrium of the whole is not the unity vhich apidies by
itself, nor its lnwardly securad tranquillty, dut resta on the
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eptrangement of 1is opposite, The whola is, thorefore, iiire cnch
single moment, & self-estranged reality," (p,511) Ana 2 papes
further on Hegel‘uontinuqsz The sphers of epirits at this gtage
bresks up inio o regionsy The one 1g the, actual world, that of
selr;estrangement, the cther ia that which 8pirit constructs for
itself in the ethex of pure sonscisugsnves, raising itselt gbovey

. tie Cirat, 7The gecund world, beinz consiructed in opposition

i and contrasi %o”that estrangenent, ig Just on that uocount not

-

\{ fres from it.?,

. . ©That 19 what Mao 1s bitng to~-he thinks he canp
kW sonstruct 2 apodsite worlds and as goon as Lo azgures 1t “100
: rlowerg can bloon®, oven if he donn deny any. [lower the right to
. be& a secona oty winieh ig "vourgeois®, than thereupon he has
Y- Bssured hig boverty-stricicen 1and "unity.“--Harx, in nim Uritique
YNof the Negeliun Dielectic, whers he 3peiks of how many flelds of

Ve exploration lay hidden in Hegol 17 only critiselly

points precisely to this 8pot wideh Hegol calls ™Fhe Npble Type

or Conselousnesa® and at anotharrglaqé'“rhis typs of mind ip the —

hevoism or dervice" and, Tinally Mguek 8 Lype. is the haughty‘vaaunlsz

hs 1g activd in the interasts of the state-powar't, ”This:estransq- '

how takes place in Language, in words alone, and ’
lar role..,it i the power of .
Just in Bpeeking; performas whai
wever, containg)this,eso in its
s

‘t‘i 168017, (w50

% “§§3$ I terms, 'to Hte Fotiehion
) ; ) é : i Golitical acsonomy which - —- .
: ’ ¢ ite prisoner. Thiougir-
_ ‘ tal Mari koaps talking
the Perverse rolstions undep cariaiion where dedd
Eivingy.tIn Hegel "thig entlire gphere of perverslon® of the
> apirit {n self-estrangement, ends Withs "Thig typo of
% 1llfe 1s 2he absolute and u
Nl thelp entire estrangement the one "
3 Whet ie found out in this sphere is that heithor the conorete real-
& lties, state power and wealtl, nor the determingte %onceptlons,
. good &nd-bed, nor the ¢onsclousnsas of good snd bad (the nonsciouge
T~ neas that 1p noble and tho consclousness that ia bose) posiesees
. real truth; 1t iy found that all those moments are inverted anq

i,

*

transmutpd the one into the other, and each is the opposite of
1t882f % (p,541)

ac
n go throuzh tholp transformatiocng,
Or rathor vice versa 8ince"the moving ana ereating pringiniat
(to use Marx's oxpreasion for theg dri-ciple of negativity)is this
very negativity, Nelther RKhruschev nor Mao can oscape thig,
but that each has tried g different aspect ot it begaisa of tho
compulalion from the dbjective movement ard the subjective anpiration -
of their working peopla donotes the true absolute of oyup ago,
8 of rovolutilon and (snd
revolution in the innards
of their counter-rovolutlonarg states. wait ti111 the bno) aprears
anc we go to battle, S
' Lg181
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