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' Congeinvsness", directly after the bondsman had gained 2 "mind of v

" the "SCIBNCE OF LOGIC and the ENCYCLOPAEDIA OF PHILOSOPHICAL “SCIENCES.

Oct, 20, 1960

;:&

Dear JB: i ' T

|
‘ . . . .
. I 'hope you'll embark with me on a little "voyage of discovery",
via Hexel. It may seer odd thait such a letter is addressed to . you i
rather than HM, who is the general recipient of these typad of lettors
from me, But you:may recall that a couple of times before I addregsed
myself to'you, especially when you outlined in your book on Viet Nam. -
how you intended to follow up on the currsnt sceme. In sending vou
‘gome material on Hegel's PHENOMENOLOGY, I stressecd two opposites
that I thought applicable to the present: (1) The %ype of Aliensted )
Spirit , or "Honorouble Conscionusness", which identifies itwmelf with o
gtete power and thus lays the foundation for new and deeper contradice'
tioms than the oneg dealt with under Alicnated Soul or*Unhapnpy

his own" only to be confronted with a vorld of glavery whare Stoica .
ondured end Sceptics scoffed but he could find no new place for him-
self. {2)As againet the new rulers  la Mao, I asked, what about :
the "vackward peasants" who 1led Ho Chin-}ihn's land deapite Y
H@E&ouble words and noble vromisea? Had tgg% recognized the burducrat:
in the noble visage? :What new stage of worid development could we = ...
sense in those reingees? - ‘ : .

- L'm not sure I succecded in clarifying my thouszhts aven
after *the brief in-person tall we had in N.Y, I want to try agein,
especially since now I am working on the philosophic foundations of
-the struzgies for freedom in %he underdeveloped countries, So great
2 leveller is the machine age that it doesn't matter that I will '
work mainly in Africa whose history and culture ic very different
from-Asina, which wes your field of concentraticn, »

.

TP OLY

Though it must be very briefly, I do wish to take in
all Yhree major written works of Hegel: the PHENOMENOLOGY OF MIND, 3

86 is obvious from the title of his first great work, Hegel is .
dealing with appearances, krowledge s it appears in lifa, in history,;:! §
in nations, in religlon, in philosophic systems. (Iater they wiil ‘
get worked out 1n hig ILectures on Aesthetics, on Philesophy of i
History, on Higtory of Philosophy, on Religion, on Iaw but they will =i
iack the sweep, the thrill of the "voyage of discovery" when he saw
all filelds ag one u#kied field of the Absolute Reason and Freedom, )
Some detractors have heen so foolish ag +o eall the

PHENOMENOLOGY a "psychology of sorts", but the experiences '
conseiousness. struggles _through here (The subtitle of She work Wag,
you know, {("The Science 1 wrience of Congeciousness")) is the
h.man spi#Z%“?E?Uu35'5533‘425%%3§E§?§'3T*b1vilization. “THE center
of sll 6 principal stages of consciousness is the practical activit
of Reason to the point where the worldd and she are not Two scparate
worlda, but unite, and each stage of wnity brings with it new
contradictions until Absclute Knowledge is reached., The point ie he
ireaches that gtage in opposition to all previous idealisms from
Aristotle to Schelling for he breaks both with slavery introver-
aion, The Whole, the entire %@ reality, including elemente of
;he future or "div}nﬁr, pull st the present -nd bring iE into the
orward mevement o istory, Of course it is still history of
mind, but the universal mind as opposed-to the individual, the self-
develepment of which is, in truth, "ithe people.”

Now if cven we did not know the carly works . ;
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that first system, which Hegel put away never to retura to again,
where he openly said "The absolute meral totality is nothing slse
than a people”, (And Marx 4idn't know these worke and yet grasped
the revolutionary impsct from the dialectic in the PHENOMENOLOGY),
one couldn't poselbly miss that this getiviet splrit ig the human
spirit and therefore has today's freedcm struggles in 1t. '

‘ You mizht eay: but 1f it iz phenomenal kmowledge, then 1%
migt be what Marx would have designated as "puperstructure." Yes and
no. Yes, if yov mean appesrance at ereative moments in hisiory when
the elasa siruggles have not vet so sherpensd as 4o btring the whole
system down ag Art in the time of Greek city-states, clasgical .
political economy at the time nf the indumtrial revolution, Zerman
idealist philosophy following the Pronch revelution, ete. HNo, if
it means, the superstructure at the »oint of the social structurc's
brenkdown when, as Marx put it, the ideclogists became "prize Tighters
for the bourgeoisie™ like Senicr's defense of the 1lth hour, or the
presont "end of ideoclogy¥ phililatines,

Now, with the SCIENCE OF ICGIC, Hegel bLecomes more
abstraect still; =ven in relationship %o thovght beceuse now he cannot
WAL with hew 1t appe.rs in conseciousaess, nor even the sepsrate

- .disoiplines, whether they be the social scilences or the natural,
mathematics or art, religion or biology, ethics or physics. Each
has ite individual categories and +hey all muet be broken down into
one sgingle, whole-smbracing oneg that covers them all, not to mention.
keeplng history in mind as well, ' '

- - At the risk of sounding like the most idealistic of
idealists, let me say that it is good for our age that he was
coirpelled to be that abstract as the categories of being, essence,
notion and the dozens of categories each is in turn subdivided as
it goes through the process of negativity for otherwise (1)it would
“have been impossible to work through to the logicsl end the develop-

;& ment of each stage., That is one reacon Hegel insists that principle
of a1l retional knowledge iee hrough the syllogism (shlusse ; and
(2)1f the conerste and epochidevelopment had been analyzed, then it
couldn't have comprised further developments beyond his time,

Of course, the fuct that he lived in "a birth-time of
hietory", when the three revolutions opened our machine sge and,
thus, in germ, not only cortained the contradictions of our age,
but allowed that great genius the scoupe needed to work out these
stages of self-development., Only one word of caution, if I may
guote my MARXISM AND FREEDCM, let's not ever forget that there is
nothing iwn the mind of man, not even that of o genius, that has not
previously been in thoe activity of common man, In a word, man's
actual struggles for frcodom long prececdasd Hegel's working oubt of
the Idea of freedom, and will follow until freedom is not an idea,
but The reaiity, .

Another word of caution, Marx who could and
did save Hegelian dialectic from its idealistic trap when Souldn't
vork through the g4mk negativity of labor, and not just of tliought,
had to break from arguing with intellectusls and thus moeved from
the history of thought (political econcmy in hias ezse) to the history
of production relations . But he didn't throw "to the winds, not
even bourgcols thought—he merely put over to the end of all

volumeg, inatead of the ceater of CAPITAL. As for preoletarian

thourht, there is never any sharp division between action and thought,
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When he pald that philosophers had interproted tho world, tud what
wae needed was to chanse it, he certainly didn't exclude thousht,

‘ . But to retum to Hegel and hils contempog%gog » tho precsss
of beaoring nnd jassing away, of regeiicn and yot segx votention '

of all previous systems of philosoprhy ao the truth of their day

as well cg the erroxr as & dynemie of the forwerd mnovement of . .
. mind V¢ our day and freefox Ifor man gs mn , oo his destiny axd his
s8elf0fulfilment, we have a prognant s3nse of roletivits of all
.£i0lde of knowledge s well an all himtorie periods of man’s astual
‘development thet hos Einotein's theory of. relativity antlcinnted
degp;%e the frot that tho actual aciences ho derlt with have long
sirgabaun proven wrong. In that respeet I certailnly amree with

1dzie who, in his Preface t¢ the SCIRUCE OF LOGIC, writea: "It

in s mistake to supose thet Hepel deduvees nalure from nls oategorien,
Thnuﬁgt for him does not make = tRing. It is exemplified in Natwre
in she form of extsimality. Dut mird in this atetraet form is not
et actual, It cnly bocomes s0 in a logical develupmont later vnen
oth Lozie and its other, Nature, in which boik.beeccme actual for
the first Limoe..seelt 18 the same single process-throughout,. Hature
and thought imply esch other, but neithor creates the other,."

Ag you see, I've plungod into the ENCYCLOPAEDIA which
coneists of what is imown as tho "emnller Loglc#, Philosophy of
Nature, and Philosaphy of Nind, Now the "Smaller iugic" 1s an

-abbreviated (using cbbreviste in the Hogelian tradition of. abbreviate Q

ing a whole epan of historic development in a single catogory)
Scienoce of logpio, with something new added. That something new is

the Freface which oontains the Three Attitudes to Objectivity, which

is not yreeont in the 3eiance of Legio. Here he again"abbreviates”
g%%._ ayatens of philosophy into but three different relations to the’
objective world, When he reachos Philosophy of Mind, he egain
punmarizes, thils tims vory badly, his ovm PHEIOMENOLOGY as well
ag Philosophy of iiight, but it doesn't matter not only because you
tave thess worksd out in full in meparate volumes, but because
they are taken only as forms of appearance to come to the real
objective, Absolute Mind, whick, if you recall my letters on the
Absolute, wup equated by mo with the new poclety., Now it is tais
self-laveloping subject as real, the masses who can and do change
the world, which crentes the philesophic found:tiisns for dealing
with the unierdeveloped countries in our era:

1)Both beeause the problems there and the prohlems
underlying Hepgel's thought at the beginning of the mnchine oge
have gimilariticg in development of eonsciousness, and

2)Becnuse of the grent dlssimilaritiecs becouse our
age 1g the age of absolutes wiich Hepel only renched ot tho end,

How Hegel labored en petlently through all stages of
solf-dovelennent, alicnation, negation,; fulfillmont, realivation
8o that he recohod thnt ntage that has become such aood sport for
our empiriciet phillistines and pragmatie opportunists I'11 never

"really" know,  But what seems to me obvious, as I look at the Aueraoan

worker confroniod with the abeolute of Automation mnd compelied to

raise tha guostlong ¢f broakdown of division betweon manual and montad, :

or ng @ songe the Vietnamese peasant rocognizing totolitarian Flan
even when garbed in Merxist phrapeology; or the African ond the
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Hur.garis.n pearly simultanecusly, raising the yuestion of.
the Hum.nism or Marxigm ~eppoeition to the Russian stands of
1te "ideslistic Hegelia.nist tone" and “inadeuuacy for cur age'--
wnat peeng to me obvious, I repeat, is - that the self-development
“of mind is so close to the pelf-development of frezdom as destiny
of man that the futuro bogins 1o pull o the present aso strongly
- that it propels it forward. In that way the icesl becomes ToR]
~and in that way, a.nd in that way only, = was Hegel impelled to
an Abacll.te

B e Ve

. X£ that had not been the "pull", there could not have
been 2 dinlectic method which 2til) has the "answers," Or so it
gppaara to me, ‘

A8 I work thocugh other s‘tages in the more conorote
world of today. the philosophic foundations should beccue clearerq
- Meanvhile X wish wy "vacation” didn't atop at the end of this woek
and I gouif procsod unhampered with my-book. - One thing,” unfiriunatel:
‘ig not fox. o world, or at least mine, that was true $or vhiloap
r-_wl_q live ir igure: "In the etlll spaces of Thought ‘which bas:Come
‘40" itgelf and 1s purnly gelf-existen}, those interests. ere huphed

which move : tha lives of peoples and individuals,"




