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PRESENTAT_ION BY RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYAs "HEGEL, MARX, LEWIN, FAKON, AND THE

DIAIMTICS OF LIBERATION TODAY" - DECEMBER 35,1976

.. Good evenirg, Wo want to begin Lmmedistsly with both messes in
' gm;:.nn;and t;:e g.:lf.:lﬁm of_the 82, %g oﬁﬂ' 'go etiirﬂ':gyﬂﬁt
there is a single diclectiesl process in thought and activity. And
that singls dialeetical mcdsgrge the Absolute Method, that 15.1'.!1::
dlalsotical mothod of revolution, whether in thought ar in fast -~ and
in both Ae ‘what we're after, ‘ .

nd’ in order o siress that fact, 1t ig important to sev that even

- -though Hegel was what he yes -- a bourgasols philosopher, the ‘greatest
. that éver 1ived -- he was 1ot es abstract as his great philoscphie works

- meke him appear if you £ollow only vaxrious stages of consciousness, or

- 3f -you Zollow only the philosophlz categowies.  In faet every philoaophlc
Sabegory. stands for a strict pertod in hintory, all of which soiees ooy

;- Vast amount' of. 24300 years'of history, (In other words, sa far 249 Hagel
- 38:8%ncernad; "44°631 ‘bagan in"500 B.C, with .Greak philosophy, and through

the -.Fre,pch':nevolutmn. which ig tha pordod in which he lived,) -

...+ -NoWy Docause this qﬁ.ﬁgi@‘dlia';l,écﬂiéél‘ﬁr’&hetas 1s historie, and’ bécause
1 uant you to.mee-that At'isn't something that Mawsn "added .on" to what
-Hegel sald,:but 1s in’ Hegol, I want to begin with & Guotation which explains

- uhy. tmat is: %o .documsnt Hegel's ‘statsment that no idea is woxth being oalled .

-8 ddea unless 4t's an idea of freedoms “Whon individuzls ang nations have

~onee’ got in their Lesds the conceph.of full-blown 1iberty, thers is nothing

ke it in'its imcontroliable strength, just because it is the very epsence
of mind, and that as its very actuality. _The Greeks and Romans, Platg.and

" -Aristotise, ‘evén tha Stoloa -d1d not have 1t.e.. I€ to be avare of tho ided

- == %o ba asiare, 1.0., that men tre sware of freedom ss thelr essence, iim,

and object -- 1s a matter of speculation, still this very ldea Ltuelf is
the actuality of mon -- not somethlng nhich they have, as man, but whigh
they are.” And this appears not in an inconsequontial assay, but drectly

© in his highest book, Philosophy c* Find,

- Neowy there hns to be a reason for cur study n Jlot more urgent than
vhai is enoompassed by the word “relevance” - "Hegel's relevance for our
day" -~ and that is the todaynsss of the Hogelian -dlalectic, and of Marx's
nen.continent nf thought that omergns out of two elements, both the move-
mont £fxom practice to thoory ~nd the movement from theory to practico. And
in order to get 1t, to grasp 1t, not only at its roots, byt 1ts rarifications
for our day, we have to grasp Marism in its original state, in 1its original
phllosophy, which by no eseident ilazs: called "a new Humanism®, We must gresp
this free from all distortions of Haxilsts, whethor 1t's post+WiiI, or post-
YHII, or post-Marn (in other words, post-Comzune) -- and along with that wo
glso have 4o gat the origin and specificity of Hegolian dlalectioes, becausp
agaln, 1%t 1s no accident that Marx:ism ig based on Hogelian dialectios, and
that Marx considered that the source of all dlalectics, his own included,

. Avd for us, .Macn'c Humanism is on the basis of our day, which began

in the '50's, wlth the upsurge for the Pirst time ever from under totalitarian
Communism -~ the East Cerman Revolution -~ and this spread a1l through the
globe, latin Ameories, Afrieca, and so forth, And the concrete specifie form
for our day of the Hegellian dlalectic, and our orlginal contmbution, is
Absolute as new begimniner,
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Those thrfaa 1ittle vords, "as unew beginnings", tell you that it's
our day and no othsr day, and we will have to como through and understand
this -~ not only because. its:our original theoretia contribution, bub. be~
cause’ th.ta A tho,xeality of:uhat. ua.ppensd 4nlife;" the ‘momertous world ,
h.sstoi'ig avents of the: last two. decadis, "Absolute as nou boginnlugs":
happensd inlife when 'the Hungarian’ revolutlona.ries. and fizst. t'1e Eust’
Gormana trought Marn's Humanlst ussays ‘€rom’ ihe duaty library sheives onto
the fistoris stage of now frasdom, and they were alsc so 1n tnough't -~ maybe
not quite the way we are zaying it, thougih you will sae that 1t's not too
far removed,., but as wes-olear to those who recognized this passion for frecdon
and aparar.al as revolutiuna.ries. "Ard I'm referving apunifica] 1y to F‘-antu
Fa.no L
» 'I‘hero ym:e two- ata.gss in "ra'rmF‘ancn 8 dovalonmenttha.t ooncorn us, end
these are exactly in the two porlods ne a=s conagdrned ulth, the 1950's and
‘ti;s 1960 's {and our:oun coutrivution is of com:sc An the 1970's, aven’+thoush
Vg l?mad. a. gr:ea:* deal beforo then). . New, someth.‘!.ng nad- emexged :froa below,
with a.ll ‘thess ovonte - ogewrring: tl':r:ovghout Esst Ewrope,-and.the baglnnings
- of”the’ new M‘rioan zavolutinng, "and 'in thought what ocouwrred was that Fran
Fanon, in Biagk Biack Sling, Whits Maglks, had oha.lleuged. Sartra:(even thotighhe
_hiwself .gonsiderad . himzeir-an E:.isten'&ial‘l.st .on 4o, grounds. . Oue ig’ tao
'aectioq "of BSUM.where.Fanon takog ug "Hega.l. and the, Negro. Queation" ¥ o,
Jqu’ k'non tha.t Hogal:didn 't take dp the’ Nogro quastion, and -that.'is reviactly
. -"‘n‘w:b ‘Fa.nox;‘ sald yes.grong. - What - Hegod “tool ! ‘up An, the, Phcniomenology 3¢ Mind
RS Aﬁ“tha Telatlonship. of Jabor. to the mactosy “Hegel's, groat,theory of .slienation
' uas ‘f‘hatiygaoiaalvj'becausmtho slave was! "ncrl-.hing" and. had £0, do- nverything
' "1:- g',mgstm; 8aid, had: b0 Go;allithe labok,” ‘presisely  throigh hie dabor:the--
glave : ﬁdt a.mind -of -hls oun, an' a.tt:.tude 6" objeativity of his.own -=;a/challenge
to iha .ne-aon uho was. everything “but siho’ really ha.d nothing. .But Fanont sald,
neverthelgqs, these two opposltes vierd not'as totq.lly Absolute as -thoy nould
have been -had lopsl consideréd ‘the Bldel ‘diciursion, . Involved.in 'this dlalectic
of ! 'I:.he rq t!.onah.'l.p of master tc‘slive, sy kezel postulatas At, was-stild tho
csséhce BDIILG ropiprooity -- someuhore on the vey. to a mind of -your oun,
yoﬁ “owld 'bo able to force some rocognition of: yoursolf, 45 man, as yoman,
and not Just as slave, from the masier -- BIT, says.Fanon, Hegel dldn't
consider, the Bleck, and 1t isn’t the loast bit' trusthat the macter. is’ inter-
ea'bed. ﬁ.n '&1"0 Bleak.at' all, "The really’ A'baolute. whers. tharo is no reciprocity,
13 %his Bla.vs who-in.addition to' being a slave, in a.ddition .to ‘eelng .the explolted
Ja‘bor, is Bla.ck, and 15 not at all ragognlzed by the Other.. Thercfore, the
d1alectic would. have to be much sharpor, and see a certaln: Bre.nsformation of
_""oa..uty sthich was doqpar. than that of Hogel. B P LT

o For a:.aurple. in my aga (I'm taliing as if I wera Fran!z Fa.non) 'I:hera is
Sartre, and he is Jaft, and ho 1s a.good friend, and he 1s trying.to. extablish

& new’ philbsophy for our age, which ho ealls Ixistontialism. But' look'wha’s’ ha

does’ uith those threo major. categotles of 'all of ‘philosophy, Individual, Partie-
ulay, and; Universa.l.- How, there is a movement from the abstract-Universal th-cugh
the Pai'ticular. supposedly to the concrste, the Individual, who would be abgoluiely
fraé, and the only proof that tho Universal was a reality and net just a thougit,
But what does Sartre tell me in Black Crpheus? He tells me ‘that Black 1s only

a Pe...-t!.cular. a minor term in these three torms. So then Fanon does two thirgs
“in this particular section ("The Fact of Blaciness"). One 1s that ha quotes

the other West Indian, Mime Cesalre, in which he tries to show the differonce

cf the dia.leo'hio when it comos not from knowledge but from ahguichs
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"“Those™" who lnvented nelther gunpowder nor the compass/ Those who never
leaxmed ¥o ¢onqicr stean or slestriciiy/ Thosa who never explored the seas
or the’'skies/ But thoy jmow tho farthost corners of the land of anguish,”
And’he goes on to' oxplain that that is what makes thom the rovoiutionavios,
“and‘ihat mokes them 'strive foxr this philosophic erxprossion as one of revo-
hition, Whereupon he thon quotes Sartre, on Blzok being only a minor, .
rarticular toxrm , and he sayss Jartro uas rominding mo that my Blackness
" was only a minor term, In all truth,in all truth I tell you, my shoulders
“8lipped--out of the framework of the woxld, my feet could no longer feol tho
“.touchioftha ground,” ' : L L

7 How’ after this very beeutiful thing, do you think Sartre changed his
-+ mind?iiWe will 8o nhat h3 becamo. But the point is the fact that at
~momontous histoirlo moments;ithat wo call & passion for philoscphy is astually
“the’ pasalon foP fresdom, whieh sirives to scquire, to £ihd, a philosophic
. ienprossion-that Would not sepavite it trop the trancfoxmatlon of reality.
. -hnd7vhon e’ Look glotally at sordbhing, wo.realize that 1t's no acoident that
.-:-_m'-.'hp:':"e':‘-i'e"‘='.‘52-,'"F‘rémiFé.ﬁbh"isra_.t_iyg'foh;I.S__', and here ls '53, the Dast German
+ “iIRevolutién; and hores ‘53, Hegel's Absolute. Tdes ‘boing .intorproted as the
Uity oL TthadEy and “practics, the’ movomant from practice to theory; on the
partof thoss yho iore dlacovering larxist-Huminism, So.what is:the dialoctic
but HihtImovemént ‘of “both '1deas and of masses in motlion touards the. transfor-
= ‘matlon of 'redlity? ' Aiid this is ‘Ancontrast to the lack of all methed, which
‘nedsrreaotibnary, ‘and what Hogel calipd the third attitudo to objsotivity.
> * Nl A . ' o

- NN I

“We"sliidys speak -~ and 1t's easy, because it's s0.nice o spoak.of

- vevolutlond, ‘right? -- of howly “Andar the impaoct of ths ¥ronch Revolution,

“rioHegel had-put to method tho actual aotivity of masses in mation, the sans
“oulottes ‘3n"Franco, and so forth, and calied it the dialectlc, But in this
~‘perdod théde vas not only mevolution, but counter-revolution, and we had

© not the millenium, but Napoleon, 3c why do we only talk of +he dialectlonl

» method In Hegel, and not speak atoub what haspened on the quostion of coun-

. ter-revolution, oii'the guestion of uhat Hegwl himsalf called reactlonary
noves? ‘And -as the phllosophic exprossion of this tondency, this specifically
conderns -Jacobi, - : : . : X

-~ 7How, in. 1807, when he wrote the Phenomenology of iiind , he had, so

- 1o speak,” leughed at Jacobi, he dldn’t take him very seriously, or deal
uith kim at’ great length, ' He mentlons Jacobi as part of the culfure of

what's called the Beautiful Soul, whers the people had already gzined minds

-of their oin, and they have clvilizatlon, and they have the Enlightenmon,

--and they have culture -~ and nobody's happy anyvay. Instead of trying to
find out shere there was the rift between aztuality and philosophy, the
peoplébegan to say, “My soul (the cultured ones) 1s beautiful, but these
bagiiard -messes, thoy do not undevstand," So it is in passing that Hegoel
talks about Jacobi, as part of the Beautiful Soul, part of the Romantios
he’s denying, if you're really golug to transform meality. By 1812, whoen
he wrlies Lelonce of Toglc, Hegel doesn't any longer just talk of Jacobi
as the Beautlful Soul (because at thai timothat algo ineiuded Schelling,
and he was just breaking with him and all the Romanties up to hia tlmlt;ﬁ.

Now he does say, "Perhaps you have already forgotten Jacobl, he was just
2 minor philosopher, nevertholess it's important to recognize what he
represanted.” There axe two movements in Selence of logic: tho historie
and dlaloctical movemont of the self-determlnation of the Idea, from
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Being— to Essence to Hotlon, and thorois the polemdcal movement ---in-
- other werds, he. no-sooner says somethlng, like the first tuo parsgraphs
on Pelng and Mothingvess, tha’t bs.1s off for tuwenty loug pages on avexy
. i)'l'lﬁgﬂc)phar. uho had ever said something on these tuo categories that: =
8a quito different. ' 9o that in tho polemlcal movomont, you alrsady:see
that'even though he's denying any importsnce, he stopped. _

. Mow, in the final year of his life, 1831 ~- 1830 was the last thing
we have from himshe £inal thres syllogisms -~ at this late polnt, Jacobl

" geots an entire saction, the Third Attitude to Objectivity. WUhat had hap-
péned 1n those 4 years that made Hogel ohangs his mind? What prompted

. Hesel to devote an entire section to someons.who was supposed 4o be so

~ mitor that he may have already been forgetten? Vell, you not only didn't
‘have the'millenium, you also had the £irst.capltalist crisis, 1826, Thic

‘ mes-quite £ 'revelation for olassical political economy, which was aluays

- -eaying that the reason for the vrisis iz feudillsu,. our little.crlses are

- “Just:feudel blomiches, ‘as soon as #te got rid of foudalism.sll will be. ..’

' < happys” But nom,’ 1% isn't quite so, .And Hegol sees-that.the movement isn't
| Falvays upiaxd and onpardi there is.a retrogreseion. _-You come, tos gertaln

S peint, and ingtoad of vénlly traisforming reality, and giving. your, 1ifs
~iEer A% >siddenly you begin toisay, "It's réally. fadth," and go. back.: So
thatiidga,’ that this late in Ufe, affer thd Enilghtenrent, after the..

~Fréiiolf‘Revolation|’ you oan still say, "Not philnsophy, out:Fatth, God;lot's

T g0 badk b’ that" -~ that is tho reachionayry movement. And-liegel resognized
- <this; "and-in 1914, “in ‘s mich shaxper way, lenin recogulzed the seme cuing
- _alse, with.the treakdonn of the Segond International:  counter-revolution
-da’1ithin the revolution; something is crazy, and we really have to.trans-
<-fdpm all this through vevolutionary movemsnt.  So that we have to therefora

~keep:in .nind ‘that in this Singlo dialectical process; ihat revolutionsxy
riprocess,. the ‘lask of ‘method, the lack of-irying to see uhat you -should &o-

“fually do’ -= suddenly you're glving it back to faith -~ that is tho reac-

7 tlonaxy movemant, :

©oh e Boeliof thesa tesutiful symtheses that are supposed to_be in Hegel

- == the  Absolute Knowledge of. the Phenomenclogy of Mind as the unity of -
':Solence ‘and History, tho Abzolute Idea 1n Solenco of Logic as. the.unity of

Theory and Practice, and the Absolute Mind in Philosophy of 1Hind as the

“unity of the objective and the subjective -- and yet, _what happenc, if ther
is really also rotmogression? Yhat is.going to be dons.to stop 1t, to,
overcorzs 1t, to transcend 1t? ind thus even before Maxy, had brought in-a
whole nen continent of thought, and showed that it's all diremptions, and
not syntheses at all, and spoke in clear language -- instoad of just “con-

- tradietions” he spoke of alass struggles, and so forth ~- still there was

an alement of this in thought, 1n Hegol, and Hegel had recognized this by
Just saying, "So-and-so thought so-and-so,"and hitting on Jacobi as.the
pareon end the attltude that is shoun when tho revolutlon has -not been trange
formed Into & new scelety, ’ . . .

S0 w@ have, therefore, in this introductory preseirtation, the masses
in motion, the self-detormination of the Idea, to hear itself speak, and
howt 1t develops; we have the single dialectical process of both of them.
ind let us sec where we actually got shon we come to todayness, and try to
recapture not only Marx:, but alse legel, and within Hegel capture what wen
Just an eloment, just implicit, nct guite clear -~ bacause this Absolute
Tdea as new baginnings means wo have scen something 4n Hugol that no cihavs

12238




Raya 12/5/76 ~ P, §

_haye seon, because thoy didn’t live in owr age, and each age brings out
" - sombthing ‘néw, 1w what the poople from below have done, what has hapoened
- An the World historic events. ‘ B

o ’ L ' % * * * * *
‘Okay, Maturaily we won't he able to cover all of iiege.l.'s works, and
.Wo will be omphasizing ths- Ehenonenclogy of Mind, the Selonce of Iogle, and

: 1 ! . 11 those ulth Maran's original contributions
. ,%ﬁ% %%&%?&%%%% Gaﬁ%%l? ;\ndo?:e ;Ilij.]l lao':ék at es.%%n one of owr age ’

- "ho hed tricd a now phllosophy -- whother it's Sartrse, whether it's Inkacs,
whether it's Adorno, whother 1t's Althuseor -~ and Althusser reully goes back-

.. Maxd! .Compared to.him, Bernsteln was practically a revolutionary; Althusser

. wants t0 "drive Kogel bask into the night," he reaily wants to do more than

, Just. got rid of the "dialecticel scaffolding, "

Lo Lot us now then ses what 1s involved in tho povoment of Hegel's woxks, .
You_have the . Phenomonology of HMind 28 difforent stages «f consciouness:
. ._..ﬁCoflg_B\‘t}ipgpaqa, .nlf-Consclousnoss, Reason. - Then you go inmto Spriit, uhich
.+ 48 suprossdly the new sooloty, ‘but you find out that Spirit too is in Sslf-
| Asbrangement,. and -culture really transforms into opposits the relationship
" of raality to thought. And when you therefore woarise into Absoluto Know- -

. dedgo, thorw 1s somoMing that ie: roally abstract ~- and Hegel ‘thought so

L Rey but: he, wanted to_come to 2 certain conalusion, . How,- even-though every-

\olig, Marxists.and non-Maxrists, 'and’ people who don't believs: in anything
Hogel wrct's, recognize that agaording to a machanical vion of things, the
ubxrk 15 Vory chaotic. Hegel. originally thought he was only writing on Con-
sciousness, Self-Consciousness, Reason, ‘that's all ho had outlined, - He had

“ ' 'planmed this as-a Iittle introduction to what he would write in Selefied of

Ingl"c‘.’i'uhb:'e he would write in actusl sclentiflic, 1,e., philosophlc categor-

= les, "But what happened 1s that tho Phenomenology strotohed for 800 pages.

.- The polnt, however, is that the Fhenomenolony reflects ooth the movement in
life.f-, in this case, the French Rovolution - and Hegel's disgust with his

.. gollaagnes, the philosophera, who wers using ail of the same old ‘categories.
Hegel vas sayling, 'for heaven's sa%e, look how the world has ghanged. e
Germans just keep talking, but the French have really done overything: they've
abolished the monarehy, they'vo abolished ths ropublic ~- or at least pari-

| way = they've gone through things and done it, and what have we done axcspt
talk?' And so at this point ~- loving the French and hating the Germans ~-
Hegel was gvon welcoming Hapoleon, thinking, ' well, at least he'll get Tid
of foudalism in Cormany' (he changed his mind later on). So that Hegel wasn't

 the lasst bit sad as Fhenomenology of Mind went to press, and, as editor of

& dally paper, he wes also witnessing Napoleon ride into Germany.

Ncii,ihere 1s nothing that so excites Inlstentialists as Phenomenology of

. lind; they have bullt thelr Bxistontialism on it, or at least they think so,
And they've tried to. apply it, BUT, 1t is impossible =- it 1s sireng, in ad-
dition to being impossible -- to try to apply Hegel. You have to see,if i:

" is true what he descrlbes, that thero is a dual rhytim of revolution and
eo*mter-rex"olutimz, that there 1s a cual rhythm of thought and activity, if
it vmerges from below. You have to work out the dlalectle for your ago; you
can't just "appiy" it. But everyone has tried to apply 1t, larcuse, for
example, has writtenon "“The Conguest of the Unhappy Conscionsness® that you
get very unhappy when feudalism folle, and yon ean't find a new place for
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yourself in -tho nown soclety. And this is what he does, inetead of fpl.}ou.‘l.ng
what the stages cf the dlaloctic wore that tade Hegel go from the velation-
ahlp of master and semvant, In otharwords solf-consclousnsas and sooial
ralatious , through unjiappy crnsclousness, through Stoiecism. Instead of
boing very happy and thinkdng the Stoics are great, through suf'fering and
2ot gapitulating (but actually capitulating), Hegel seys Stololsnm is a
philosophy in a stage of slavezy, " You ha-y ancepted slavery, you are not
'&olng.to overthrouthat slavery -- Romans. conquering Greense. Hegel wao
Xrying to see all thsse stages. lercuse has-a -ssotlon 1n Ore=-Dimansiona.l
Men (whieh actually shows his one-dimensional thought), and 1t's beautiful.
. == you can lavgh your head off. It's about the Rand Corporaticn, ard how
4they have a big map shoning who would ba overthroun, ko would be destroyed,
|3 thore was an A-bomb and an H-bomd and so forth, and everyons's sup-
posed to'be 50 unhappys hers we ere in a goelety that could. just destroy
ranking altogether. And then af'ter they got through with the lesturae, they
all sit doyn and have coffes, in this beautiful room, and discuss beautifel

' ,things.  But 'is that the conquest .of the Unhapry Consolousness? That is
. esrtainly not what Hegel. neant, nor can you seeany.dia;.l_aatical@o‘vélppmsnt.
" “Bacause 1F yoi're oppused to that -- and certainly Marcuse yas opposed. to
bhet -~ Yougan only get to the. Groat Refuael, and that is not ‘Hegollan,

.aflMind wes Capital, But Caplial ie not tho application, =0 to speak, or
‘" T the Thenoméang logy, -Sartre aays that the fetishism of con odities, In Chaptaor
.10ne of Capitai,’ is the greatest thing, ‘but 1t ‘Just begins our trouble, Fach
., ON6 == ‘evVen Lingels ~- by trying +o apply the relationship of Hogel to Maxx,
“. ' Anstead of ‘ssoing how each arcse in iis time, on the basis of the dialoctia,
.. and’that’ vhat you have to do 1s recreats the dialectic for your age -- sald
, .. that Being and Essence and Notlon ave equivalent to the sections in Capital:
© ‘commoddty and exchange value, the market (Beirg); tho produation proaans, -
the actual exploitation (Basence): and the overtiron s~ tho objootive-gub-
Jeotive movement (¥otion), .The point, bowever, is that when we will look
- at Chapter 1, that Mar: had to create an entirely new continent of thought
* %o develop all of those categories, plus other matorial that 1s very orig-
. dnally bawx and only Marx, nNow the ides of trying to “apply® means that
" supposedly you are so unhappy with just abstyaat categorlos that you want
- to'go ‘immediately to the eonorete; Ain fact, however, you haven't Yol grasped
. the Hagellan dlalectic, , -

| TakaMor.leau—Ponty; . ho said that the greatest vork sinco tho Phenomariolngy

: Lock at what Megel does after he even reaches Absolute Knowledge, First B
of all there is the Golgotha of the Spirit -- eo mugh for synthesis. Ho
says it's so beautifyl he makes you think you're up in heaven, but it turns
out that yvou've just beon crucified. So he says, ‘Gon't sioxry about bolng
crucified, this is just phenomenon; watt t111 you get to the real ssionce
in the Selence of Iogie, ' Nost after 800 pages of the Phenomanology of Mind,

- and Spirit in Solf-Estrangement, and so forth, he bogins Solonse of loglic
with the question, "With uhat should one Legin?" as if he's Just brought up
this question. He decldes to beghi. with the abstract, Boing, whether you
think of 1t as God, the human boing -- something guite abstract, and we won‘s
develop that here, But now let's look at a person wnho 48 a rovolutionavy ,
Mho isn't trying to "apply" Hegel, but is trying to figure out ykat is hia

* aga, what is happening: Ienin,
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Lenin reads the Science of Togle and gets very arcited —-'ob wy
‘hoavana! That Prussisn phllosopher, everything is self~-traiscondenve,
self-activity, self-development; what is this? This is real revolirtion,

. How' come we never say it before, or at least T d14n't? But when he gomes
to.the ond'of the very first section (in other words, Boing has' Quality,
Quanility, Measure), he gets to l!eas:rg :.ug. H?A get? even moro e:::!:{.'tog é 12:‘:3

- - " ~den el u aps! LEARSE
'ggﬂ?}%‘;ﬂ%ﬂgﬁ?a‘jggﬂ&?]ﬁhﬁ%’gg‘-) %: l_paa.‘ticula.r slemcrbiou ‘that Lenin ure so
orazy about., (Inoldentally, roople ave aluways mistaking "Quality,"” eaying

... the transfoymotion of Quantity into Quality. Quallty 1s the firat term, and

Ahatls fyou're something’ us against just mothing, Quantity 1s the higgew
MUng, ‘cause nou you've a lot of paople, and the movoment &5 to Measura, you
ow have so many Quantities that it bocomes the Hoasuro of man, the Measuro

3-.-: The, partloular ssction that. got Tenin a0 exeited is uharo.
) of arising ie besed upon the idea. that that

’ milse, actually thers, and is im-
nly. on account of its cmallness.... Understanding prefers to
-5y and ‘change to be of that indifferent and external kind which
50 ¥he quantilitive.” In other verds, Hogol is saying,.'if you think -
ke £radual. change As the same thing, so to speak, as'a revolution, you're
JGragy!’ Tt isn't true -that 12 you only naited tyo more days, or Af you had
-'..I;QQO--’-PQ'O'PIQ,';i_@tead'aof-.'loo. You wouid really have & now quality. - The Noasurs>
VA1) bring about asuch a revolution that you will be on the throshold of an
. ObiTely new world, the wadd of Essence, SRR T

Tem o "‘,,S_O"'.T'Iér_l_ﬁl..uhgn he writes, "Loapst Leaps! LEAPS!" is thinking hare
mething very conerete--'thig world 1s crazy, It's 1914, it's going
eces, the sworkd war has happenéd, ‘and uhat the tell do my gomrades in
Internaticnal do aboyt it? That orlginal discussion with Berxn-
_..Bteln.on, *Evolution or Revolution® %38 poppycocl compared -to whet we're seeing
- v nouy ' 89 that whon Tenin is ready to sae Measire es tho threskold of Esssnce
~Bnd of the Revolution, he will break from within, and not only agiinst somy-
thing olse, or think that it really vas thore and he didn't see 1t; and Lenin
sald, ‘I had no right not to ses 1t,' ' :

) - Now when you get to Essonce, you ean again bo vory abstract if you
uant to;  you can take contradiction and strip it of both 1ts objectivity
and what Mar: sald it vas, the class struggleo, and make 1t coutradietion in
the Maolst sense of ‘anything', that you will docide vhat 1s contradicted

uith something olse, And when you get to tho top of that book, you hava the
first appearence of the Absolute, but as Substange; 4in othor words, it's God,
So you've seer the actuality, and you've saen uhat was behind the phonomenal
&ppearence, but Hegol says, 'well, if you think you've got thors, you're
wrong, It's as high as Spinoza got. But so long 25 you don't see it devel-
oplng and emorging from itself, and how 1t rodevolops and izansforms itself,
you're not going to got there, "Ang now Lenin for the first time said, the
opposition 1s not appearence and reality, bacousg roallty too must appear;

and this is the reallty that I face, thia horriblo world with all my comrades
capltulating.” And he galned a new zpnrociation for the idcal as real, for
the. subjective and not just objective, for a new rolationship of theory and
Practlse; for thg Dootrine of the totlon, which ho dogldes 1s roally the ob-
Jective ang subjoctive way of ovorouming tha nld and astablishing the new
¢lassless soclety,
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" Nou, just as Hogel sald, if he had to pwt-all his philosophy in one
singls 's::'ngunsé," heeﬁou‘ﬂ. ray that what distingulshes him fron all othors
1o that the seaxch for truth, the attempt to got to tho U timate, is not
- 'Just Substance, that is,a statlc thing, but Subject, sclf-croative and
- dsveloplng; 8o Tiarx had aald that no matter what gou do, there is only one
|- thing that matterss labor! That has produced evaryifing, It i Subjout,
~ ‘and’ not only an activity that produces ::d 'b:;tl:; laboro_g',mtha:o L) goigog to
7 : o his soclety. A ereforo, ve havy nee ]
' gg haugr'g%tgn:ﬂes use bgm:goais torma, ‘commodity,‘ a= that's
really 117 - Why don't we see that it's a fatish? And Morx had pomething -

. to may on this, 8t the end of Chapter 1 of Capital,

- “But first Y want to break down this idea of "application;” sithy was
Engals mrorg, or et least not fully appreclative of all thst larr had done
“7dn that chapber? Take that commodity chantor, The first threo pages say
- every .compodity. is o use'value ~- you wear it, or you slsep in if, eto.--.
~ and‘aniezchahge ‘value, But if you think that that’z &%, you've erecy; Marx:
inis eayingy *4E%8 4rus T won't Ve ablo to explain to you infull the nature
s of -evplostation till we get to prodiction processes, but what is it that
i rorestes the “two-fold chiracter of labor?. Asd that s so important, Lhat
recdeimy orlginal contribution, so.I must imnedlatoly in ‘Bectlon 2 of this
“i. «-ohepter talk ‘about this,! Well, Hhat is thin two-foll sharecter of labox
. that Megx 18 80 imoud of having d1sooverrad  that he insisied 1s his origl-
nal eontribution, what he did and no one elas did? Iabor, too, 18 a use-
- value, concrete, spocific -= you're a taller, ‘or & minern, or whatever,  and
Yyoui wreste’somethlng that you're able to create, and whoover buys what you
roweate ulll Yy it besause 1t's useful to him," But how do”you' areats value?
- How.could all these different laborers Just produco eoingealed labor?.You
~..B8Yy you nevsw saf an’ abstract laborer? The eapitelist did; "At’s his faotor
. .-».clock that .pounds you all, no matter what your s:acific ability is, into
.80 -much. soglally nsocessary labor timo. That's what -makes this enchange of
-+ -one thing for another possibvle, “ww much laboxr you put into this “thing - and
.+ how_mush labor you put imto that, ow, 1sn't that fantastio that you
suddenly bocomo an abstraci laborer? So If 4t i3 the capltalist, if it is
hls factory olock that pounds you doun, and makes of your congoaled labor
‘velue’, aould he have made of You e thing too? What are you selllng? Your
abllity to labor. Can you teke your hands out of your body? . They woulin't
~..be.any good then, they siouldn't bo abls to croate anything. The polnt is
that of 411 the miilions of commoditios that-are axchanged, there 1s only
one that is alive, the living Jaborer; ard when he or sha gots into the
- Tactory, and that factory olock tells him yhat to produce -- yes, he. becomes
. nothing but an appondage to s, meshipo. That's vhat capltalism has done to
you, . So, the capitalist has tranaformed You into that appendage to a muching,
and made you into abstract labor, and gotton from you much more than you
have been pald for, bocause you definitoly are producing more than he pays
youp you're going toproducoe as long as ho tolls you,

How, inoldaentally, Hogel takes vp 2,500 yoars. in Chapter 1 of Capital,
-on comrodltles and the vaxrious forms of exchange value, Mar: takes up 6000
years. Ho takes up every Bocloty that has ever oxisted, and shat has besn
1ts measure -- what did they @ichange, and how much labor went into 1t? And
ho brings 1t up to this fina) mashine 830, vhere the machine makes it so
eagy for yeu to bu "abatract labor”, And Earn contrasts nristotle, ihe
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greatest thinksy of &nolent soclety, to .an ordinary workor who, so to
- .Speak, Jmowg "nothing", HMars: says, ‘look at this Arist
. -2sking ‘questions == hew dn'the heck can a.table
- 88t ‘exshanged for a book? What 1s the gommon denominator?'
" Bays, ‘because thiz sas dety, -and the fras laborer didn't
Froduce anytling, ; . 't think cf the fact that what makes
tem ‘all ) S0 Tecsuse you the laborer are pro-
: olng, evon though you don't have all of Aristotle's great know ledga,
ook how ‘ciu.%.eklx you know tha answer to thoso questions, And now the
0rpilalist, ulth the machine,alsc knous, ' And then et the oud of this
Chaptar 1, he brings in the fatishien of commodities, Ho ssks the simple
‘little auestlon, "toy in the hoak has everything got a commodity form? .
’ is’ fetish? Look - that table 1g made of woud, it's mado as
‘but it bocomes a comnmodily to bo -exchanged., Suddenly ft's a
: Ieabhrs, suddenly 1t's something alse; this hag more grotesqus: ideas than
. Baythings* And Farx: even has o footnoto  where he contrasts’ the diffarenca
. betisen’ the wood_and the table when it beco
" etidngd for somsthing else, to {
Ho sayh. ook ol bhat, fdte

... 480" now " vie g doing nothing -~ this 15 the qui
42’ th''Chinese, yho Ve think are ‘bayburiang’, do? The
IV's, Yo cucourage us not t0 be 0 dumb in the '60%s, and

50 1e ded the: ‘brings in, firet,. Bolng ---the commedity. as ugo~
vale ‘a.nq"eji:dbg.nge-'-‘.va.lhe';rl then ve have Essonae == productton, labor; and
_npu'*ﬁa“gq:he'_’tb"thq 'Doct::ina'of.‘the.. Notlon ~- all in one chapter, this first
-aHdpte; ) fetishisn of commoditles, And in jiotion he says ‘what ia
! IT? - X know vhat czpitalism 1s, I know 1t's exploitatinn, so
1'use tho forme' - ' ¥+ even uhen he finished the
apser, he d¥dn't answer that single question, 'what 1s the fot. 1sh?', as
' 8Amply as he dig after the Paris Commung, saring, 'Li's in the form itself’,
In other words, he yas saying, until you'ie Frec laborers, wntil yoyu
: have a"non-at'a'_l:a liko the Paris Jomame, until you make your- onn decisions
=0 much I do, such-ang-such should be our
mental and manual Jabor and so Torth®, wnti1
astlon, 'what makes it a fotish?' And after
'the comnodity fopm itself, the specifi~
, ¢ t system -- and 1t will be like this until we cait rip
this- systen up.* So hers wa have this tremendous Chapter 1 of Capital, Angd
©-3t"i8 not &p 2tion" of Hegelr jiarx haq found a whele naw continent
inding this ney continent of thought, May: found not
e source of agll valus, but that 1t ig the Subjeot which
7 of soclety; ana with laber as Subject, there uill
bo a new -classlese soelety, where Humanism. is 3ts ouy end and its oun form,
And thus what Mary: haq said in 1844 ag 4 young man, “just boing enthuslastic, "
he 1s now saying at the end of Chapter 1, ‘

Marzism?", by Saying that it 1g 3
Hegol, to dismigs Hegel as a mys
couldn't havs been without Hegel
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* through contradictlony not only at flrst negation--that 1s, when you say
1o and . ovorthrow what 1s -- but on through secoid negativity, the astablish-
ment of something nevw. lowevar, intellectuals axe very funnyi thay get
80 in love with thelr own thought that they meawihile forget all about
‘the mass movement, And mow the Second International has baen destroyed,
and you've shcun that any kind of reforimism that trles to pass as revolu-
ticnary but dossn't have the dialocticmethod is wrong, and you've shown the
connoction botuean cconomics and dizlectios -- beautifull But what docs
Lukaocs do nom? Woll, Msm: talked about the raificatlon of later -- the
. fetishism of commoditles, and tha fact that you bacome an appenisge to a
machine == and nou Lukacs wamta to show that 1t's nut only reification of
labew, but weification of thought, So he deesn’t wmant to use Parx's idea
of £also ldeociogy -- what Marx says, that the capitalist hee a false ideo-
. lagy becauss ho cannot seo through these things, this is the Spielt still
. An Sslf-Bstrangerent. (Incidentally, those two last paragwaphs, the foot-
notes,in Chaptor 1 of Caplisl, s the Spirit in Self-Estrangement:) Iukacs
develops the reification of thought to such an exteant, as if that is as
inportant as reifieatlon of labor. But how ecould that change the world?
-In,that case; what will you do? Belong to the Third International instead
. -of,the Sesond, in other woxds a political answer? What is it that you're
arguing with? How will that change the 11fe of the worker? Well, Lukacs
doesn't bothor wiith that. And the tragedy 1e, not only did ho capltulate
.to Stalimism, ‘but for-that one moment-in his liTe wheu he broke from. -
.. Stalinisn -~ in. 'S6 in the Fungarian Revolution -= what ho talked about
"' was :Demooratic Scoialiem, and not -a chango in the actual conditions of labor.
.And_when he comes to his greatest worlk, Social Ontology,(we don't have it
_yot, but :some.of the sections were published In Telos), he comes back.to
the.fest -that once you supposedly have a workers®' state, you don't have to
. Woxwy anymors about the scolally necessary’ laboxy time. 'That is, you have .
" to_produce,.and it's okay, and onece agaln you heve abgolutaly no right, or
any form of thought,or instltutlons or anything to count on. low, Saxtrs
comas t0 .Foland and- attacks the "frozen Yriazxilsm" of ILulacs., He's mad ab
lmkaes (shoses the wrong day to be mad st him, inaidentally), because
. Lukacs hed attacked Exlstentialism, and tried to rate Sartre's Diilstentiallem
- ag 3f 1%'s no different than Heldeggor's' (who was a facist).- .50 hera he
comea to.Eegtorn Furope, that has just made revolution against Russian
. totalitarianism, and he says, "thai £rozen Marziem.,.” dnd so foxth. Hs
‘' mays,-'I, Sartre, have brought in the human element, znd showed the great-
. ness ‘of the Individual, the Existential and not tho Essentlal; and nou thls -
has to be reconguered by Mayxism.' Ahd how does he reconguer 1t? '3t is
An tho fetiahism of comumoditles,' he says, and he makes more mlstales than
"you could shale a stich at. {Rezd my chapter on Sartre in P&H; I can't:
. g0 into it all here.,) You mes, everybody comes back to the fact that the
workers are ‘backuard’, and they, the intellnstuals, are so great, And
Sartre comes baeck to a new category that is even worse than the 'backuardnars
of the workers’, the 'praciico-inert' -- you're all roaily dumb, and you
:eggr do what the Party tells you, or what the State tells you, and so
orth. T .

Kou, how does 1t happen that they all return to that one 1ittle thing:
vhere 1s labor, and where is the laborer? And what is my role as tho in-
tellectual? I uill quote from the end of the Sartre chapter in P&R: "One
sould have thought that Sartre, who returned to a work of philesophie rigse
eftor he had become, or at least was in the process of becoming, an ad-
lorent of Parn's hlstorieal materialiem, would at loast in theopy sttempd
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~-to end the bifurcation betseen subject and object, would concretize his
- ‘PXoject of 'golng boyond' as the Subject aprronriating objactivity, not
. vice versa, - Instead, having laidafoun datlon Fow & métaphysle of Stalinism,
.Saxtre ceoms. totally unconssious of ths faot that his methodology 1s at
- . - ¥he opposite rols, not from Corwmaunism, but Zrom the Marnism of MNarx. Despite
&ll rhetoric about praxis, Suctra's methodology does not emanste from
‘praxis, .- Far from being any ‘algebrs of revolutlon', Sartrsan methodology
--1e the abatrsotion which reduces history to ‘Lllustrations and dnalogyees.
- The antigtalinist, antl-capitalist, revolutionary potty-boubgeoiz intel-
lattual, hincolf.tho vistim of ths absoluts division betusen mental and
. ~manusl labor, the olimax of genturles of division betneen philosophers and
- .vorkers, asemed always ready to hmid over the rolé of woxkers' self-
- :omansipation to- ‘the Pazrty', even though 1ts ‘philosophy’ amounted to order-
:-ingthe workers to work hard and hivder.... The philosophy of oxistence -
- Zails to morge with Marxism beczuse it nas remained Subjectivity without n
- Svbjost, -desire for revolution nithout 'the "new forces, neu passiona’ for
”'i‘.e.""l’;hion.n.".‘.: e . . ' ' ) ) _'
sNow ;. -dbla dhesa now:forcas ang Heri’ passions for vevolution that makes
i 18 Toturn.to Hegelis Absolute Tdea as nei boginnings. Ever though we aren's
:+ NI0W -a8. aoblve as Ve wore, say,: In the 160 's, ‘what is s0 great.in our sge
8. that we: have zoiched a. stsge: uhore e are “trylng to work cub a new re- _
‘ 'r-%{iﬁsmP:Oﬁ-.;thaoryrand_m‘dﬂco,fa.nem‘ ralationship of pbilosophy and re-
CeNORUBION, s s L T e e ) v . i ..
- vizzdo oo Whet ave the new begilnniiigs? They a¥e on tio levels -- the matuzl
., +Zorces of zevolution, wirkers, Rlacks, youth, and vomenj and than, only
;. Vhen you have forces of -revolutisn, osn you apoak of them on the socond level,
-.,Bot only.as-force but as reason., Bui now;’.as agalnst strossing a human
fP’?QO'&ﬁ.Boason.f; e want to stross Roason as. a force fox rovolution, You
‘oannot’ subdivide, or divide in any uay, the thaory and the practice, and.
<, 88y, 148 only in tho practice; . there has to ba a uen unlty of the. tuo, So
.. 'the "nen beginning" mnans, ‘'What has happencd in our Lifetime?’ We want to
- take up, therofora, what happened in tho last 4o decedes, and see at whilch
stege.I #as, 80 to speak. forced to rothink, ' _

Ve have taken up Phetiomenology of Nind and Sclence of Iogic; now

‘ue'q:'e'. going to go into Phllesonhy of iiind, bul I want 1o first say one
-goncrete thing as to how Ihapponnd 10 g0 to those abstractions., Lenin
.finished Iie work on the Sclence of Iogle, and he was vory happy that in ,
the £irst half of the. last baragraph, Hegel had eald, 'we now go to nature.
Lenin says, 'nature is practice, and roorah! Hegel is stretching a hand to
historlcal materfalism; he was. a preeyrsor of historical materialism.' Now,
that is true, but we havo to look at where Lenin stopped; 1n other uords,
whatwas in the last half paragraph? Now, in '$3, I was rereading this for
di¥ferent purposes -- and, you know, '53 vas a2 lovely timo for me, right?
Stalin dled! ' What could make me happier then that? So I'm in heavon, and
thinking, ‘Well, that must be a now stage of something. or other; what
ulll the masses do now?', and all that sort of thing, So I eome to where
Lenin stopped; he says the last half paragraph is unimportant, after Hegel
strotohes his hand to Nature, T vead tho iast half peragraph, ‘and I urlte
2 lettor about it, This 1s what I say: But my dear Vladimir Illyich, it
is not true; the ond of that rage 1s Important. We of 1953, we who have
lived throo decades aftor you and triod to absorb allyou have left us, we
can tell you that, Listen to the very next sentence from Hogel: 'But this
detormination is net a porfected becoming or a transition,.s.’ {In other
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worda, . Hegel 1s saying lature la not a transition,) . Remember how trans-
1tion was everythingtc you in the days of Monopsly, the ave of soplalism,
Mell, Hegel has; pessed beycnd trahsliilony he eays this last d.ete'rmina.'bion.
‘the purc. Ides, in whigh the determinateness or reality of the Motlon 1s
is its0)f ralsed f0 the level of Notlon,:is an absglute iibeuation, having

“'no’ further inmmediate dstermination which is not oquelly posited and equal-

ly. Rotion, .Consequently there is no trensition in this freedoms... ‘The
transition hore therefore must rather be takoen to .mean that the Idea freely
reluases 1%3blf in atsoluto aglf-agtivity, " .Whare Lenln stressed the objo-
tivity, we add the emphasis, 'porsonal and fres'. .-(;n other nords, a .
quotation from the next eentence of Hegel.)  Where Lonin had next omphaszize?’
natarialism, we stresc tho transsendence of the opposition bstueen Notlon
and Reallty, -And vwhere. Lonin stopped a pexagraph short of the end cf the
L?_ggg, ve. proceed to ghow that Hogel's anticipation of Volwnes 2and. 3 of

"Tho Bnylcopodia of the Philosophical Sclencos was similar to liami'sadtloli-

pation’of the Gonezral law of Cap.talist Acomnulatfon in Volume 1'of Capital.
(Those of you'who Imow Capitals In the last shapter, on the Gereral law of
eapitalist Acoumulztion, .ne gives you vory nearly everything in' Volumes 2

 -=nd '3, right there, bedausa. ha.ventures to show that these.now psssions and
folnei forass for 'the mesenatruetion of 2 nen saplety pill bhe Human.posior as

L
Sauiy Lrust 1ty 2O loty

oLt onn-endy). He conélyded thet what logel is showing in the moverent
- from logig to Nature to 1ind was thizs ‘the- movement is from:logleal-prin-
*7 piplo-or theony, %o Maturg, or practioce, sud from practiso nob alone to

theory, but to the nen soclety sthich is ite .essence. - liow, that was written

- ‘53, 63d 1'thon sald, I must go to Fhilosophy: of  Mind, -'(Tnother words,
-after 'the Splonco of Ioglc, .after Hegol finished. the Dostwine of the Notion,

'he-had 'the Encyolopedia of tho'Philoaophioal Seionges, whore he-had first |

_‘%he"Loglo,” then the Fhilosophy of Waturo, thon tho Philosophy of Mind.’

" {{6wy "in the last yoar of als 1ife, Hegel decided thet’ something itasn't

" koshe¥, onding with Paragraph 574  So he sald, 'Wb havu threo syllogisms:

- Logic-Neture-Mind is tho first, Okay -- that sounds 1iké he's merely re-
poating the titlos of hls books, dousn't At?. That's what they are, the

Iogle, tho Phileosophy of Nature, anc the Fhllosophy of tind. But, what ls
moxe Impoxtant, and shows the nou here, la thet Kature iz the modlation, the
middle texmy - 1t's therefore not logic that's the most important, it's
Nature, because mediation, dialectically, 1s both objective and subjoctive.
Naturo turns o Mind, and it looks back at Iogle, but disrepards it, bocauce
it's now turning to something elso. So T wead this and say, Vell! Hegol
is not only strotching a haud- to ilature, which is practice (and I'm willing
to accept that from Lenin, and think 1t's greal), but this syllogism sShous
that there 1s a movement from practice -- that's what I was trying to point
but in '53 -~ that s iteelf a form of thoory., "het is 1t that the Eaat
Germans, the Hungarians ~= the whole of East irope == had boon showlng?
.Thoy not only took liarx's lumanism from tho archives and put that on the"
historic stago, tut tiiey mado something nhew uith workers' councils and de~
contralization of the State, and so forth, So this syllogiem is shouing
that so far a Hegol was concerned, ilature is tho contral thing, and there is
a m?vament from practice which 1s itself a form of {hoory. But 1t 3imply
ien't true that Hogol stups at tiis polnt, as wo soo immedlately when we

got to the socomd syllogism. Tho second syllogismis Natuxe -Mipd (it becomes
the contral thing, tho mediation)-Logic., (ind that shows he's not just
mentioning his books, bocause now he's turning around theix order,) Ohay,
vhat is important about w»aling it that way?
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. Now 1'll toll you something fantasiic. lono.of the Marwists had

© Lothored with these tires catogories in the Phllosophy of Find beca.l-.lso'ne
alresdy had 3 now comblusnt of thought, Yarzism, rightT Zo there didn't
Beéen to be any use to go btack to abatraction, when liax: was so great in
explatning oxactly vhat the abstractons mean. But there i3 one advantago
to an ahstragtion. -~ if you meet a hew epoch and & now orisis, a newm trans-
formation into opposite, If 1%'s too soncrete it Just doesn't hold any-
more, (You've now met Stallmism and not Jusi the Second International;:
you're nou meating something olse, and not Just uhatever it was before.)
So theafore-the abutraction makes it essier to try and see shat 1s rew Zn

. Yow: age, uhat does your age think about, Now, the schulars also didn't

. pay any attention to those tiwee syllogleme. I was quite shocked to -

" Tind sut that it wae only ip the mid-'60's that one of tho finest, Maurer,
AaKes theso up. And here's what ho's tzying to do math that seaond syl-

© ' logism: [ tn sava, 'Well, actually it shows that this 1s the ayllogism fo:r
.. .the Phohomenology of Mind (you see, that bHecomes Mature), and aftor all,
'Phenomnologz, of liind lsn't just phonomens, but a whola philosophy of histoyry;
Attakes $4 2,500 yoars of history.' New, thera's only one trsuble in

L ¥Yrying to, appropriate this second syllogism for the Phenomenclogy of Mind-

" Introduction mever was in the '1817 edition of the Solance of logls. He took

..o Mhy @1d. Hogel: mnke this great work of his so inconsocquentlal by the time
ms. wrote the. Bncyclopedia of the Thilosophisal Sclenges? He only gives it
K ";’.'Dl"l.a.(' .8ingle saction,.and under psyoiology, of all places! Hegel would have )
- . 'fa3lsd anyono who_dared to'say that that second syllogism was raally the
.. Phondienology of Mind. .But lat's look zb what Hegel did before this. The

7 all the attitudos to objJectivity, in other words, jyour trying to eay,‘'Ges,

. I'm a Subject, this 1e an object,; uhy in the hell s thore all thie fﬂ.ghting
~“batuecn us,. or why don't I conguop it? . 1'm smartor than thess things,'

And the first attitude to objoctlvity is Faith -~ overything that was pre-

. " Kantlan or mro-empirlcal, Then the second attitude to objegtivity is when

you reach the Industrusl- Revolutfion 1n England, and the revolutionary philo-

sopny of JMant, his introduction of dialectics. low, if you were belleving
only in synthesls, your third attitude sheutd bu your dialectie, right? fo.

The third attitide to objeotivi’ 1s the retrogrussion, onoe you have met a

how crilsis within that great big new beautiful elvilizsd world of tha Indus-

. t¥1al Revolution and. the French Revolution and the Kantiah dfalestic. So
you see, Hogel is not varting to give to Mnd -- as great 28 it 15, and ss
the moediation -~ what Meurer now is saying, In other words, Hegel 1s now
saying that by itself, as great as I'ind is, and it certeinly is great, it's
1iko ordering somobody suddenly to walk on his head. So what is the use
of trylng to toll you to walk on your head? It lsn't golng to help, unless
it is united with something, And what is 1t going to be united with? If

. he was going to folloy through by ccnstantly turning the three categories
around; then Logie would now become the medlation, And he spent all that
time on the Science » of Togle, but now he wants to throw Iogle out altogethor!
That was just, so to spoak, the excuso for you to know the categories which
nould nelp you explain reality; now you really have to 4o something. »So
he throws all of 1t out, and he says, 'Well, it's really the Self-Thinking
Idea'’, "the self-determination of tho Idea, 1n which it alone 1s, is to hoar
itself speak,” ;

Now, if we listen to what the Idea is, and we know that there 1s nc
difference batusan Idea and freedom, then it willl be gqually the nature of
ths faot and the naturo of cognition itself, and that is one of the forms
of gatting to tha transfucrmation of Lonlity, what Marx called the realization
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of fresdom. That's why Maxa: stuok so much to the dialactic. WQ"rg not
going td';‘uhrou'philossghy out, we have to roalize 1t; that is, "Anytead
‘of an ldoa of freedom, it has to bocome the reality,  And this Teallty ‘
means tkat when the Self~Thinking Idea and the self~movement of ‘masses unlte,
then and only thén will Y0 have a now uay to transfern reality, a now phil-
Ssophy, & new soeloty, Ye must begln, howevsy, with Absolute Ides as nem
beginnlngs, and T nant to ond with that in the follouing uay,

: The'se-'ttmb"d ‘1ittle words, 'as now. beginnings’ -« let's &0 through all
~of thodo Marxists thet I waa speaklug about botors, and seo why they didu't
got thero. Ldkacs tried to say, 'Well, sinee we don't beloiwo in Absolutes,
lot's b whit Hegdl memits he meant tho.vnity of theory and prectice, so
then the key is totality.' Oimy. Totality is very much: superior to empiyi-
olsm, 1t's vary much superior to teldng only ons singlo question; dotality
‘meansyou look st the relationship betneon the Third Horld and the First
-Hopld and the Second World - you look at the relationship of vaxious ideas.
But, ‘1t lan't good ensugh. . It's just totality as tna opposita of single
Adcas, ‘singls setions - you kuow, a strike instead of a rovolution, . That's
, greﬁt',i‘ibut‘-it*jﬁsn'-'_‘t'_ golng to givo. you any ney ideas. VUs're ving In a
. ~morld that hsa’ geen: the vounter-nevolution wlthin the xevolution, has seen
thqf-tmﬁaforﬁa‘.ﬂ,b'n of 'the £iras workers' stato into its opposite -a state
.= oapltaliet iusolatis, ~hias 'pebii;}i:ha*neu,jb!at_‘iias',_brcught.uith Yao " beaoms Itn
+ i Opposite,’ besause abstract Sdeallsm. (as just the Chalrman’s Thought,” and so
forth), - 1ike abetraot materldaliisnm,. is vulgar, and can only. halp-ths -bourgeos.
. 8le4.2% caniiot POSsibip halp the. vevolutlon or-a new soolety., So'li 18 not
i i Hhat ddd Sartrs say? The"totalization -~ he vants to make everything
1. totalizaticn, ‘Okay; - what 'aid it bwing ‘hln to, this ‘totallzation? 'T¢
.Mmeant. you ‘aro just a serial, Just a number, 1ike walting for a bus at a
--ous - station, ‘you're 1'and you'ye 10-and so forth, end you.ulll get novhere
‘ here’s no difference boetueon the tue. So 80meo.2 has Lo comg in
f-rpmthe:ol.rl:s’.tdo; to ovder you about, and tha Farty is 'betta:, ‘
*‘than' the State; op something., 8o 1t isn't. totaldzation, o

+-What 314" Adorno say? osu, Adorno nas the groatest of the dialecticlans,
£o- %o speak’ "pure dialestiga®. And he made a roal mess of it,- You fnow, I
iias never:looking formaxd to anything so greatly es his ¥ tive Dialoetios,
i was dumb enough to think that that meant dialectios of hegativity, Hegel
says there ars tao negations, and the sacond negation 3s +the really positive,
and Marx says that that's the len soclety; I thought that's ihat he would
talk about, No., He is talking about negative dialectics becauss the fotish-
A3m 48 not just the commodity: he makes 1t how the feblshism of the gongaypt,
Conesptual fetishisng you've got to throw it out, What are you going to do ners?

I talked to the Hegel Soolety of Amorica, and there were quite a few
Adorno-1tes ang Frenidurt School people who wore trylug to prove some of
“he better parts of Adorno. 8o I saidq, 'T'1l ghote’you the good Barts of

© ddorno (from Aspects of tho Hogaelian Tigleotig): "Subject-object cannot
bo dismissed as mere ‘extravagance or logical absolutism,, +1n seelng through
the latter as mere subjectivity, we have already passed beyond the specu-
lative 1dealism,..cognition, 1f 1t is genuine, and more than simple dupli-
oation of the subjective ((inothor nords, the photocopy thoory of rodlity)),
Hist be the subjoct 's objectivity,” 1In othor words, you have to beliove,
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Lacavse you're iving in this world and you want to transform it, that
your subjectivity is really a raflection of this objectivity that wou
uani to ovoreomo and destroy, the cther vorld, You don't think the
other world is soasthing opposite, encept opposite to you in the sense of
‘that ‘s what you have to treraform's but +his roprasents somebody's
subjectivity, the subjectivity of the capitalist, Olay, goods that he.
sald that. " Vhy thon, I ask, the vnlgar reduction of absolute negativity?
- Theralin 1 the real tragedy of Merne (ard tha Frankfurt School) -- the
incscapable ono-dimensionslity of thought once you 'givo up’ subject, onoce
- you do not llston %o the volces from bolow ~= and they certalnly wers loud
and elsar end demanding An that docade of the m34-1950's to mid-'60's -~
ones you return to the Lvory towor and ieiucs to your purpose what all this
means, "the purpose (Lhis s Adorno) of dlscussing ley coneepts of phil-
‘o3ophic dloaoiplinas and centrally Artervaning in those diselplines...."
What doss that mean? You're golng to just see that you deacadsnize all
of these catugories, ord dustead of heving philosophy saparate, and soclology
 Baparate, and eccaonlcs separate, you'll make thom all irtv one, Thet's
. 'Bupposed to be grust? Irvesistably camg the naxt atup, tho substitution of
“ & permanent oxitique nci alons for "abaolute negativity", but for what 1s
a8 lot more important, wbsolu'e “permanent revelution™. ‘ :

. . . Nowy thorefore, ihether L.'3 the totulity as Tukaecs san it, the )
‘totalization as Sartye oxplainag it, the conceptual fetishism that Adorno
. -developad -~ wo zaally have 4o begin tho Ahsoluba not cnly as & totality,
butias & now begianing on tho Yesis of wiha% comes from tho movemont from

. balow, 28 wall as from the Idr., and it's ihat unity which will finally
rea.}.!.zg the Idea of Freedom as i3 reall
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