) June 1, 1961
Pl e e :
;é} Dear Jonathan: ’ )
. “.4'7.. + % hope that I will recelve from you before you depart .
for . yacation akbread thet ohapter on Ohlra I was espsoially interecsted)/ i
"Hean¥hile, 1 felt you should kuow more gpbout the ocontext in whish I %
. dnternd to put i1, both the political and phileoeophic context, I trust:
. ;¥ou have ‘followed the adltions to the British editlon of my pamphlef =
v r/oDgA=S8s but actually as.the Afro-Asisn pamphlet was in Ata 1959 o
s Treueork; I put suffiglently on "the Qhina Road™, to show how I mean
L L L tpldeintér-pose the self-wotivity of the Afrloen revolutlionsrles to .
- the' gdministrative and’ motual exploitative shaskles of state
. ~oupitalien plus the mionamocd "oomaunz® milltarized forced labor,
-~ Thig,icxpanded grestly, will be oy firat paré of the new book on
" Marzist-Humshism and the underdeveloped eaonomies within, howevar,
the 'struggle for world pover hetween the US & USSR context,

L RERET How then beretofore I concentrated on PHENOMEROLOGY
- imiwy 1stters to you im getting that "hsughty vaesal®, Mao, set
Loxdghtias . the  'mow type  of bureausrat whe has “saorficed™ for the

- Etate; snd doesn't eppreciste that tha people eguate his "sbsolute

S fregdom" to snything but “absolute terror,® I may have aleo told

~ you that I had apked another friend of 'mine who was working on Viet
Y, Nam: as!to.the allegedly brokward pesmssnte who nevertheless recognized
the burepucrat 1n that tender visage of Ho-chin-mink end fled south,

‘though rorth was a much more likeable "enti-imperialist”. ' .

. It 1is time to ‘go Btraight to the post¥abatract™

. part, ‘'esgence, of Hegelian philosophy, “The Absclute Idea' of his
SCIENOE OF LOGIC, 4o show how we live in the age of abaolutes, and
that the "aubjleet" (Xan, though he is &ehumanized in Hegel as mere
thought)has already absorbed all*objlectivity"(sclence, world stage
of teohnologyf past history) and now the new soclety Jdependa all his
"subjeotivity” (not petty-bourgeols ego, but what Hegel calls
"the 1lndividugl, purified of all that interferes with hls universsl-
1ty", and Marx oalls "the socls) individual" who, however, is the
ooly proof of the freedom of all, eo that never agsin are we to
cougtera?se "soclety" to the "individuel" slnoe he'is the social
ent t,y‘ '

Follow through thst last chapter (Vol.IXI,pp.466-486), the
most exclting 20 page#s in all the world's literature, philosophical
or "reml";

1l)Hegel begins by saying that we have reached the Absolute

I¢ea (from now I'll Just refer to it as A,I,)} which "has turncd out
to be the identity of the Theorsetlcal and the Practical Idea" and
that this can be seen in the fant that "The Notlion is pbnly Seele
but alsc 18 free and subleative Notion, whleh 1a for 1tself and there-
fare has peraonality." (p.466)

l:kow many have stopped here and therefore I must wern
einst that word “pernonallfy", so populsr s word now both
African ?Qaders and De Gaulle, Ip that very asame paragraph,

you Bg
with 2
nay, sentence, /HegelR goes on to explain that this personality

"1s not exclusi¥e Individuallity, but 12, for itself, universality
and cognitlon, and in ite Other has its own objectlvity for object."
The key word ia "Other", It will turn out to be "its own Other"
for otherwlse we would once agzain be confronted with & subjeot

and 1ts “other"(or opposktse) as object whereas the whole of the
Loglc depends on dolng awey with the oppositlion of subjeat and
objeot, and the greatnecss of legel is that, slthough he worked

only with thought, he zot that "other" worked out not as a “"have"

12813

3T R ] N PR UPT T - U PV B ST PP fiript




—

‘;’,‘r"' . -2 . . ) - i'-wr):“‘;,"
‘ ra w ' glpossession, en object, tut s8 an "1s", that 1s a dlmension of tMe
: 2 b
i . ™~y -human being, Untll we do reach that point, and we still have 19 pp,:
i M4 to go, the Ppersoneliity® is not much higher then Flohte's Absolute . . °
P et '

- £g0, The key word, "Other', then will {urn cut to be the universal- '
ity of thea lndividual and until thkat mopent we sre barsly on the ;
thre?zgld‘or.the new ncolety (that 1s what Absolute Idea ims, you
mow ‘ ‘ , '

- S FT Y Hext hé squateaLogio to "the melf-movement of the absolute
v . 1dem,..The.neif-determination thereforse in which alone the Idea is,

' 18 %o hear itself speak," (p.457)

‘ + ... The 1dermiity of -Hhtory wita logle su that the whole of the
" developaent hes merely been the unfoldment of {his Absolute ascunded
. a8 the plnnacle of 1dealism in the 19th century, Indeed, were 1t not'
‘for the fact that ¥Marx turned Hegel right slde up and we could see :
. that 1t wasn't"God"who “posited® himself on earth and the freedonm ﬂ
1

. of men seme A8 & coneequencas, buit, vios verse, that the struggles of
- man.for freidom changing with each method of production to be on &
. " ‘blgher level, finally oreated the msteprlal foundations for total
;. freedom and a new acclely visz the clses struggple,{those two shaoluie
- Joppositeldlabor and capiteljthat thue get resolved through abolition
+p-0f-the one)ewuvntil Maxx, in a word, Hegel couidn't tear himnelf out ‘
of theology, desplie the fact thst in his phllosophy Religion takes

& bpox seat to Philocophy.

. / By the beginning of the 20th century "Self-Determination" becamg
: fr;uch more fawous ab self-determination of Eeéple. rether than ldess, '
But thie shouldn't mesn, either that aotlon"takes the place of" ideas,]

- or that anything less than the unity of theory and practice can
Wevolve into™ a now soclety, .If all we'll heer 1s .Castro's volce,
- and not the people speaking , we do not get elther the self-deter-
-minatlion of the Cubans as people or the Cubans as thinkers who have

finglly overcome that most monstrous fact of slienated labor that

Marx showed got lte apogee in the division between mentsl and mernual
) \labor_. . .

. It 1s.because thought 1s so clqee to life that Hegel could,
in 1solating thought but carrylng itsdevelopment through to 1ts
logle concluslon, come to-the concluslon that 1t is all a question
of metliod, The Second Internmetional was fast on the trigger, and
tried to 1solate methed as a tool that could be "used™ by anyone,
and therefore could never creats or, more precleely, have the
pigéetariat create a dlimlectic of 1ts own, tut retreated to

X inalem and "men of good will® molving contradictions --—gnd
ended by sending worker tgo . shoot worker acrosms battle lines drawn
up by their bourgeolsle. / Hegel here stresses that becsuse logle
le pelf-movement, that therefors "“the loglcal Idea has 1tselfl
as infinlte form for content." I, & word, you ¢ _
diflference between content and form unless this(eglf-sctivit

is ita content. Only then, doee contentiVas subh® vanlan and

"the universal element of ita form" L1s “the method" {p,467,)

#nd only then can Hegel draw the conclusion:"The
method therefore is both soul and subatance, and nothing is either
conoelved or xuown in 1ts truth except 1n Bo far as 1t 15 complete-
ly subject to method; it 18 the peouliar method of each individusl
fact because its activity 1a the Notlon,™(p.468)

Activity, melf-activity; determination, self-determinations
movenent, self-movezent; method that 18 movemeént, source and aotion,
thought end practice tius beocomes Absolule Method, not 1n heaven,
but awong the earth people gtruggling for total freedom, 1228
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" nothing ‘as’ almple 48 18 usuaily izagined fcr 1t muat bs both dluple

"negaticon or anelytic but you - know that to be objectively unlversal
, thet we wiil rcach the "daileotic moddpt”, and it 1s here too, that

-for each age it 1g.different, thrt 1¢ Lo ®ay, 1t 18 nil the t-ings

- subjectivity thst has obJectivity in it." So let's. got to thnt stages

. only in its completion. {p. #755

-;3,

Huw let's breas this Absolute Method down to see how it 8 aubjeqt
method, and oblect, and not a merse tool"to be used", Hepel eays that
while we "must begin from the begimning,"(p.465) the beginoing isa

and- universala and not Just Yabstract universslity" but bevounarete
ubiversal," thet Lla, that uhich in 1tself the conorate totality,
btut not as Tuosited or rar 1tpelsf™ Ip.ETDF for "It 18 the labsolute.'

. .iTo'resch completion we therefore begin with an Lmmedlate that .
‘has’ beeu mediated tut etlll 1s one-aided. - You can call 1t first

1% must also be synthetic, ‘It ls in the uniiy of the two momsenta

we ¥1ll first meet "Other® ma®tte own Other", thuss

“This equally
eynthetlc and anslytlio momen the Judgment, by vhich the origlnal
universsl determines itself @fﬁ:{?_@a‘_& to be its own Other mey. ri.sht..
ly bu celled - the dialeetic mement. PA4T3)

' : It 13 at thls point thet Lenln, you Hill reoull from =
tho Philoaughic ‘Motebocks ‘&t end of M&F,  bursts into the definltion
wof‘dikiectic, singling out no less. than 16 elements--objectivity,
manifold relstions, development, tendencles, uulty of opposites,
struggles {ivcluding contradiutlons aud impulses), unity of aynthealn
and enalysls, sugmztlion, totality, the sicsuler and the univereal,’
each and the whole, trmnsitlons, new pides, dsepening appearnnce:
end esscnce, causnlity snd univeraellty, content oand farm: negetion
.of pegation, only to-sum up the whole at end as "simply" "doctrine
of oppoaitea - )

: When somethlins 18 es rieh sa the dialectic. it 1s
1ndeed hard to deflne it ae mny one thing, or as 16 things, because

and more, but thi-one clement that gcts alntled out .8 having galned
by copmtset with the pres:nt can only be proven in life. Hegel himself,
for exemple o stress the primscy of Thourht einzles cut its unity
with BeinngE%he oblect ln 1lts exlistence without thought and hntl{;u -
is an kmage or = nam%i 1t 18 what 1t l& 1n the Gute{minntlons of //’

thought and Notion,"

For Merx it wsase his 3 volum:s of CAPITAL plus the
Parle Commune. For Lenin 1t was "the transformntlon of opposite®
of both capltel {intoc monopoly or imperinliem} and lsbor (into
eristocracy of labor) which filnally however got resolved(“negotion
of negatiosn”)in the Soviet, ‘or Russlan Revolutiongue "State end
Fevolutlion', For our age*lt is the unlty of thcory and prncttce,
or the Bnewer to the questlon of "what happens arter ptus “the

First here we willl have to wateh the pegond negetion;
all Lhe difference between revolutlonerlces and comugromieers, which
mcane thoae who retrogrees ip the end to the old, not forward to the
new, lice in  the dlstinctlon between first gnd second negation,
thet is to say, 1t is5 not Just the avelltlon of the olé, or the
revolutlon, but the transcendence to whnti HMarx (pp.319-320,HEF)
cailed “poeitive Huuenism, beginnin;: from itoelf™, not stallins at
the lat negation, or tranacendencs, such as communlam, or athcalam,
for "Cnly by thc transcendence of this medlatlon, which 1s nevertheless
8 necessary sup.osltlon, does there arise gositive Hummnism from
1teeli." Ancé why Merx insletcd (p.203) that "coscunism, as such,

18 not the goal of humnn development, the form 2f human aouicty i
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WHy o o O.K. det's get %o that -acoond Mésimatis se Hogel suns 1t
*> yps "The negativity which has just been aonsldered 18 the turning ..

. point .of the movement oi the Notlon, It la the aimple point of ).

‘the innermoat source of all aotivity, of

_negative self-relation,

."1lvipg ‘sud apiritusl self-movement, the dlaleotlic soul whioh m1Y - UNH N
%yuth kes in 1t and through which it mlone 18 truthj for[fHe traracen- %

(¥ dence of the opposition between the Notlon and Reality} and thab . % .
unity which 1s the truth, rest upon thia sudjeotivity alone. ¥, (DATT) W

. W . e R
N ki e have resmched the point in the A.I, which no othexr. '
o age oould quite see it in wll its concreteneas as we 4o whén we luok
: at the africon Revolutions tbat have truly nought of ¥*material founda~)
‘ tion® and yot are no £ar advanoed as to fight for freedom without.a ;-v
i single ipgok backward, aund while Mso's China’s slhortouts muy entioe . - i
i thelr lesders, 1t certailnly doesn't them who know that abolitlion of ™ ;A
1 ' opposision of Notion and Reallty does in truth ragt upon thee glone, .

! and becpuss it does "rest upon this subjectivity alone™ I1lttle Guinea il
E dared say "No" to emplre-bullder DeGaulle. : BRI |
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et - Another reason that only our ege can see 1G that no .one

previously, aot even Lenln, -oould thiak of stopping to smphasige - - .4l

this ‘pgssage and 1ts passn to "perasonal and free™s o second negativey Ny

: .18 no more the motivity of an extarnal reflectlon than the contradlos’

tion ias 1t -ila the innermoZ3,anéumggggggéset&?u-msman Life and . 3

@3 Bpirlit by wirtue of which Eggéggi_;g xsonal and free,Ta{p.A78)
Ard againg FThe begipning was THE unlversals the result 1g-the indlvi

% 'dual, the.corcrete, and the subject; what the former 1g ip itself,
the later now is equally (for itaelf . "(P.479£1 L -

A . Nor la there any lopger a dlfference between luner and
outer: "Each new etege of exterlorization (that le, of further deter- -
mination}is aléc an Intericrizstion, and greater extension 1is alse
higher intensity," (p.483) . _

‘Finelly, gince "“the pure Idea of- Cognition-1is enoloeed;

(g} in pubjeotlvity and therefore is en impulae to iranacend the latter; iii
and, &8 last result, th besomeg the beginnipg of gnother =

sphere and scienog® Yend: enother sogiety), THERLFORE sransition ° 3
18 no longer “u peritcted g t "Ia an absolutesriberaticudse 3
iE j o

=] ) >
Consequently there iz no transitiocn in this fresdom," (R 485
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6;} All the reat of that last paragraph aings ot
freedom as ; ("the Idea freely releases ltself" (p,486),
and "By reaggn of this freedom the form of 1tis determinateness is
A -t.he externality of space and time which is absolutely
for itaell and without subpectivlty.“ Because having sbaorbed cbject-
,ivlt.y it no longep exzists "ac mere objectivity®, but “arises to '
perfect its{gelf<liberationmyin the Philcsophy of S3-irit",.(p.486)
It is most important, for our age, to uunderatand why, 1
inatead of going on wiih the peragraph on liberstion, Lenln hsd etop=-
ped at the very first sentence in it, which reads "For the Idea posits
itsclf as the absolute unlty of the purs Notlon and its Reallty, and
thus gathera itself luto t immedincy of Being; and in dolng so, as
. totality in this form, it ¥s Nature,"(p,485) Linin disregards the

‘. Y pept of the porsgraph, stresailng that the "Smaller Logic" indeed ends
with thiggnentence, and then remarks "Stretohes a hend toc materimlism,"

Furthert\"It is remerkablet in the whole chapter on *The Absolute Idea'
there is glmost not a slngle word on God {scarcely a 'godly notlon
alips out even accldentaily)} and moreover--thisa NB-~the ohgpter almost
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‘dOf.‘l! (not npntntn Muapeoirxcauy. . - 5 ;

f‘g;%ﬂ pleotic wethod, . 5he eum.ahd euumation,. the last word and’ gistiof i1
he Logio of. degql e, the gln;estlg E ghog;-that is axtremaly rennrk;
_md ‘another;things An the. m o e 3 3 § o & ,; T ‘)1”.‘“\

“there ln nosg matarialism.‘ R

. That 1@ true, but 1t 15 not thq whnle truth, or, to bcL
- preoiu,--l‘b ‘4a-pot ‘the.wnole truth for our epoch; - We neadn't: {wbﬁo
| the. materinliam. of Hegel,bul: rather the Ldosliam (mu;eriﬁltntloh%u1 4,
‘eealign; but ideallsm ugvertheless) of Harx which hig ‘hesn: 90. pirnr’i‘
by the’ ‘Stanun. Naos: gnd | Khrashohevs, ' When the. "what ‘huppene ‘afterh
'revolution'a auocell ‘hat’ bacome that monnt“oua:oppomite.;utatq%onp
:3g"freedony the"releasel "the personal and frze", ‘trutk“~ L
wh&oh'qaa s upon - "aubjaotivlty alone“ ‘that oomés to the forefrons, -
end-all else are btut Zirst nsgailon which must agaln be tranecended
.and“only by tronscandence of this doey there arise poasitive HUmaniam. g
. beginning frou 1taelt" Our taek 1o to concretize this, Just thi
Hn*xgst Humanlnm.,;;v BRE R UL UR I :

KA . : Jonathan, I truat yhla uill help aharpen up the pol tfi
ot Huo'l chins ae no aolutlon uhatever eithér for’ 1tae1r or rorlthe 3
roud“ou whluh ri.a must embark, ' . 8.

: ' g T B

; f- TR Do you think you can rind time. to make ooplee of thid#%

.~ ‘letter for.me? I would 1ilke to use 1t as basis for gy actual writing i
. of that chapiex on theAbsclute Idea 1in my book. I1f you cannot, then' '
. plesee share thls copy with Dick, O, yes, 1 asked Allen please to
" Rliow you-a letter I wrote him 80 that you can cop of ihes names of.

some of my friends in Togland I Went nim (and you “to meet,

Yours,




