December 13, 19€1

Dear Rickard Portos:

One of the ressons for the delay in cozmenting on your papar on
Hegal's PERNOMENOLSGT OF #IND %@, I must admit a* onoey my shouk gt the aprresch
to that mest enoyclepedic mind of sil of Furops—G.W.F. Hogol— taught at Iale.
Ferheps that proves that I am not a®full” Hegelian because T Iack hia pationcd as
_well as full cognisance of the pettiness of the mosdeuio world or self-gtylsd
. Q,u"‘roprstentativoa" of thp.qindcof men « I heve now reresd Hegel's mititude and will
sorupulously follow 1% ¢ may rest sssured thet it 1s the nzture of truth $¢ foroe
its way to recognition when 4he timo comew....i% is very often necesnary %o . dis-
tinguish the pukiic from these whe toke upon themselves to be its repressntativan
snd syckomman. fThe public takes up ar attitude in many reepects quite different
from thi latter, indaed, even oppomsd to them. Whoreas the publio good-natuzedly
and generergly will rather take the blame upon iiscif when & philosopbical wik is
uwot quiie acceptuble or intellizible to i%, thess "reprecentatives”, on ihe ocontrary,
convirced of their own compotenee, put sll tho blame on the authors. The inflocrow.
of ths work on ths public is more silent “han the sction of those 'reprepeniatives?!,

who are like the dead burying their dead.” gp...lgtl:io_)’:

- : . Mne, Instead of keing concerned wiih style, I will go directly to
the aiwm, sontent,the historic svesp of the PHENOMENOLOGY which Hogel oulled his
¥yoyaze of dimcovery." tUnleas you are ready to emberk on . much & voysge, it is, - .
of course, iwpossible to Bee what he discoversd. Ahwtractions will not do. JFer .
exAmplie, you write that "Hegel intends tc lesd us to hic own formulation of an ’
all-encompassing absoluty idealicm." What, precisely, to the Fords, "abmolute O
'J.doali’qu" moan? In the IHOWCLOPAEDIA OF PHIIOSOPHICAL SCIEMCES Hegol bem “the 2, .. B
fast that ho muat ©all 4ke "end" of his system the "Absolute Idsi™ becavos\ "It ig VI

¢ g oertainly possible to indulgo in a vast amount of manseless deolamatica about the N
F idea absolute.® «237) Kant, Jacobi, Schelling, Fiohie were a1l "sbsmolute f
Tidealista® —ap yet Hegél broke from them all, bresking mara decisively from gome '

thar from others, bub breaking with gll bescsuse of the introversion of Gexman.
idéaliem, sgoaping the realities of.the objeotive world, He appreciated*ihe
great merit of Xanth, iMs rediscovery of the dialeotio, hia appresistion of the
dignity of thought as againot the English empiricists whko saw only the pensucus,
tho teupible, "expsrience’-~hut the dio my teiwsen thought and thing resained;
the obhallenge of the timesm were net mets Whers are na,traces in Ingio of thy newy- -
-Bpirit which has axisen both in Iearning n Life."Yp.35, BOIINCE O» I0GIU, 'Vol.I)
As for the other philosophers I mentioned,3ohelling aml” Fickte tame to the absolute,
says Hegel, like a "ghot out of a pistol" (PHRNCMFNOLOGY, p.89) with none of the
"sirepuous toil" and “iwm feeling for '$he immsnent rhythm" noeded to emable

. pudlosophy to meet the ohallenge of the objective world while Jacobi wes an outright

"rearctionary.”
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If/you limit yourself to the Prefsce, just the rreface, of the
PHERCMINOLOOY you ocannot esoape hirs concern for the cbiective world,"the thing”,
and his disgust with the sudjeotiviam of the philoaophe:‘ai_ffgur epooh im a birth-
time, and & poriod of trepsition. The spirit of man has bToken with the eld cider
of things hitherto prevailing, and with the 0ld ways of thinking, end & in q_y\t_;a
nind to 1s% them all wink into the dopths of the past end to set shout s oWl >
transformation. It is indeed nevdr at reste..."(p.75) ; It is imposuible mot to
Bee the conciete, the historio snd the present underlying Hegel's oimplest abstraciiors
Es is talking ef the period in which he lived,(and a» he.put the finishing chapter
to the PHENOMINOLOGI Napolaon was approaching Prussia)-the break-~up of feudsliwm,
the Great Fremok Revelution, the birth of new gods, "Freésdom", “Reason" to whioh
/. a1l the intellectuals drank great toasts, only never to aoquire "the seriouaness,
/ the suffering, the patience, and the labour of the negative" (p.51)fhat was neceneary,
to be¢ as oreative in thought as the musses proved to bao oreative in sotion,

The ivory balle are toc beat on abetractions, eager to akip the conorete,
and progeed 1o "the next" gonerclizations to stop to lisien to"the immandnt rhytin"
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of the w%«_i ajout them, wmuch lems the wusio of Hegel's digloctio. Tou mrite
thut with Hegel "Substance is Subject, and Gedst ths Absolute®, aad no deubt &
quiok raeding wuld mske it appesr correct, but when you consider that Hagal'p
kuowledge of menity's development ~-ita history as well as the history of
thought or philesophy —— was ag profonify am it wus encyclopsedio, one mugh -,
resist the temptation to mee the gonl ahand of the rosd vf gotting thexe Wex/i’ .
the subjeat-matier is not exhausted in its purpose, but in working the mmr’l(“ A
ot eco® (po69) And mgein{)Impatience asks for the irpossible, wants to veach
“tha geal without the means'd? getting there. The length ef the journey bus ie be
barne with, for ovesy momant ia necensary..." (p.90) ) :
. And"the lengih of the journey", and +hs inowledgs thal to
Hegesl "Fhe txuth is the.vhole " must make un pause at least to see haw e relates
wibstance to pubjeots|"In my view—a view which the developed exposition of the
eywbem itselr csu slons’ Justify—evorything depends on graspipg and sxpramsing
tho ultimate truth, net e Bubstance but as Subject as woll." r.80) In a word,
he dosmntt 1hrow cut subetance or objest or the thing for thé "mibjact", wlthough
it is the mbject, the g il B; ¢ the development, ths liTing dialeotis which
ig lacking in all oth.arMﬁ”a éﬁ'ﬂms‘t ocoupy the cexter of the R -
phdissophio etage es it does the histerio stege, The essence of ceunterpesing
subjest to mbsiances is pot to blst the latter out—3ihough it will get ‘"abserbedt
iz min®s gaining a aew dimension rather than in "thing-in-atself™ axisting ontside
of us — but te point to methed--method of analysis, wethod of davelepmsnt,
method of meeing, listening, hearing, molling, Shinling, eash of which wenges
- ganicot Lo separnted the whole. 'Don't forget Hgal',‘é‘"sustitl_g‘fof hiag -
PAENOMANOROUY 3 it wue hSoiends of the Experience of Canaciousnaaa;"’ e ux
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: ‘ Aim Tor “Qsist" being the "Absolute", Yes, bute..Just take a ook
&t the coutents page end rFee wheae Spirit begins. I% is page‘;,’ASS,“,—‘-hardly mere thanh
& half-of %ho bool: has yot heen novered Hefore we got to Abselite Knowledge . -
on P ,‘)rhex’a theory and prectice are finally united, and history and geience
ax ot and object become one, we have guite a pathwey to go thxought\ “The
goal, which is Absolute Knowledgs or Spirit knowing itgelf se Spirit,. finds ita
pathway in the recvllection of spiritiunl foms as thoy are in theaselves -and as

- thay acoomplish the organlzation of their apiritual kingdom. Their conservation,

loakad af from the side of their free eristence appearing in the form of i

contingency, is History; loowed at from the side of their inteliectuzlly cempre—
hended organisation, 1t is the Science of the weys in which knowledge appsars,
Both together, or Ristery (intelleoctuslly} comprohended (vogriffen), WG form

"t once the renollection and the Golgotha of Absolute Spirit, the reality, the truth,

the sexrtainiy of ita throne, without which it were lifeless, solitary, and alons."™,

: How then if we went cur way back from p.80B to p.455 or the
veginning of epirit, we fix? the most profound oritioisme of civil soclety,

o7 Gulturd, of 1ife ond Jiferature, of enlighterment end the IFrench Revolution,

of Morality and of Roligion, ¥hith prompted Marx to say that, "o the extent
that it (PHENQ!EI\TOL&GY) holds fost the slienation of Man—oven if Man appears

- otly in thoe form of Spirit——to that extent &all elements of criticiem lie hidden

dn it and are ofteh already propered and worked out  in a maaner wxtending far
beyond {he Hegeliau standpoirt.” (Critlgus of the Hegalian Dislectic, Appendix
to MARXISM AND FREEDOM, p.308 —and follow through slao Pe3ll where Marx deale
witk this "absorption" of the "object" by the"subjoot" , that ie to aay the
"all-sided transceindence of the object of conmciousncas.?

It eay sound &s if I am eayfing: you ocnnot have an epinion
abuut Psroaption, whioch i the gubjeot of your paper, unless you have gone
through the whole of the PHENOMLNOLOOY plus the SCIFNGE OF LOGIC pius the
ENCYCLOPAEDIA, not to mention the PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY AND THE HISTORY OF

- . PAILOSOPHY as well as all oritiguez of same. But in trutk I am aeking you to
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limit youraelf to your subjeot-metter without wikhing to )
AL3g0, KNG 10 taxt @ATLY Biage too AS wan nsaasuu;eto rm:h;remomd o 1;2; saxly
Introdustion « Ho 8chcol will desoh you tha historio,.much leas $he Marxian - ‘
gpionoh, anit thereby they make gidberish out of the grestest of Western ™hilonophera, '
may f would like to muggest yonr reading Chapter I, "Tho Age of Hevoluiionss
Indvgtrial, Sooial-Folitical and Intestusly® of my MARKIBN LND FRELIOM to get s
mucr%‘mlmmmcnmpzuwamuu pz the gge in watch we Jife -
belh‘huit sien Cosmunime Yo exoroise the ghout of Regel, becauss I 4o
ba i::m‘::!.:l“h::p mlgndnm.;n;l::m Hagel was ufter whem he wrote “wan's ménd
have them reised sbovae that leval." (p.73) , w °* A

- Fax fxem a wock battle,"e farou drmmm ont to unmneocgssary langih for Ats remilt
is nloazly prefetensined®, or any "cbsmuing of panticularly ond emphesising, -
aresting wnivarvaiiiz”, Hegel, in sppvaching the sovtion en "Pezsoptixe®, iw
pinting cus thas tixid appesaches at wiverzdlity vers stased boteuse thare
wss Dot even any stability in ihis typr of consoloumess, ook less universslity.
With "Poroepticn® we may Zinally got the faint outlines of & {orm which $he wniversal
Lumes; but dnavledge s & great fleal more than neTe percvepiion, and p¢ we raasin
barvly st the throrbeld, vhich remains "substance® of tho pocrest varinty, that is
say, incapable of urdorzaing diange through the negative er uny forz of development,
golf-dovalopment, melf-cotivity, self-Xwnbwulze, ox any sort of yreceds which is not
‘watios You seem t0 think that the dissolution of an objest is passiblc caly
through trivkery,; ol strocting and wiwirsalising it where 1% is nothies bot
*oure thoughi, something $a.t Hege) ss & philompophar of tho absolute began with in
the first placu and Wiherefore®™ didu't really toke s ook at "the thingw-in-itwolf.™

%0 tha oorizary 1o ¢he truth, Hegel lvcked nct only &t the thing eblaotively

trus cdjesiivity howsver doss not meen that the thing rennins cutside ¢f us, having

a"life™ of 185 own we Can nover pspetrata) bub he Jooked at itself the same
wiy. Wiat ke bad ageinet "purest thought" of contemporery s its "ghsalutes®
was that it d1dnt$ surficlently penetrate into its own objectivity, iie Lisiory,

the refeloting of reality s8 past snd as prezent as well oo antioipation of futurs)

in & word 44 gust 44dn't meamure up either tothe cbjeciive world or the %u?z N
whioh ahenl ~-and move ong ™"Hoienoe is et that ©

atepped into %ho Tiaos of the Dogaatima of mero aasertion and toak shoape of e
Dogzptism of mere. assuranos, ths Toguntim of mere self-scerteinty. ZRother mince, -
mewledge sres tha combent go bteok into its own proper immer peture, the sotivity .
of knowledge 15 wbaorbed in 4het content..."(p.113) "Beocauss the substancs of lnﬁ.tvidmﬂ
nind, nay, mers, bevzune tks universal mind at werk in the world (Neltgeiet), hes had .
the patiezoe to go through thess forms in the long streich of time's ok, and 0
take upon iislef tha prodigious lsbor of the world's histoxy, where i% bedied forth

in eaoh form the entive sontent of iteslf..." (ppo0=l —finish the paragraph and mee
how much mors you oan get out ¢f it when-you do havs history, as substance snd as
subjeot,in the back of your mind, instezd of just s bunch of abstractions)

Danr Riochard, I do hops you will use your wonderful tsleats in the philosoyhic’
f£i0ld to gesen at what Hegel onlled the "life-movexont of truth®, and NMarx czlled
Ythe polf=lsvelopmant of the prolatariat® who has nothing to lose in grasping a% the
truthe of this exploitative mcoiety whioh has mx reified him info = thing, and
mede the thing, ths machine, the menter, so that the proletariat's "eearch for
universality” signified the end of tho"pre~history of man" end the beginning of
his true history. No Goubt by then even & chiid will know how to stand Hegel
right side up, and see that Man, mot "Spirit} is "the Absolute" , that is to say,
tue new sooioty. I would love to work with you on some of those chepiers of
Hagel. Yon'!t you esk Josnathan to give you ons brief outline I mado of the
PHENOMEROLOUY? And I hope you don't mind if % send him a oupy of this. let's

all pwim toguther towurd new horlsona.
’ Yours,
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