Octy 20, 1960

Dear JB:

I hope you'll embark with me on 2 littie "voyapge of discover:
via Hogel. It mey seem odd that such a letter is addressed 4o you
Tather than HM, vho is the general recipient of: these typed of lattea
from me, But you may reecall that & couple of times before I address:
myself to ‘you, especially when vou outlined in your book on Viet Kew
how you intended to follow up on the current scene, In sending you
some mpterial on Hegel's PHENOMEROLOGY, I stressed two oppoeites
what I thought epplicable to the present: (1) The type of Alienated
Spirit , or "Honorouble Consclousness®, which fdentifies itself with
state power end thus lays the foundation for new and deeper contradic
tioms then the ones dealt with under Alienated Soul or"Unhanpy
Conscigusness”, directly after the bondsuman had S2ined a "mind of
his own" only to be confronted with a warid of ‘slavery where Stoles
endured and Sceptics scoffed but he could Tird no new place for hime
self, (2)As against the new rulers & 1z Mao, I asked, what about -
the "backward peasants" who Ffled Ho Chin-Niln's land despite
hnorouble words and noble promises? Had tgfx recognized the bureners
in the noble visage? VWhat new siage of world development could we
sense.in thoee refugees? : : ST

- . 7 I'monot euxe I succeeded in clarifying my thoughts even
arfer the brief In-person. talk we hod in LY., I want to try again,
especinlly since now I am working on the. philosophic foundations of
the struggles for freedom In the underdeveloped tountriesn, v Bo great
a leveller is the machine age that it doesn't matter that T will -
work mainly in Afriea vaose history and culture is Yery different
from Asie, which was. your field of concentratien, | =

S - Though' it must be wery briefly, I do wish to take in
-81)- three major written works of Hegel: ‘the PHENOMENOLOZY OF MIND,
‘the SCIENCE OF I.OGIC and_tha_ENGYCLOBAEDIA.OF PHILOSOPHICAL SCIEMCES,
B8 is obvious from the {itle of his firet greet work, Hegel is
Gealing with appearances, Imowledge aB it appears in 1ife An history
_in na%tione, in religion, in philosophic systemg, (ILater fhﬂy will
- get worked, out! in'his”LbcturQSZﬁn:Aaathetics;‘on Philosophy. of
Higtory, on Ristory of Philosophy, vn'quigion,'pn'Iaw‘but'tﬁéy will
lack the sweep, the thrill of the "voyage of discovery" when he saw
all fields es one unfied field of the Absolute Reason and Freedom. )
B Some detractors have béed mo, £00118H as fo csll the
PHENOMENOLOGY. 8 "psychology of sorts", but the expariencas © s
consclicusneas siruggles .through here (The subtitle of the
you know, "The Science of the Experience of Consciousness"
.human sgirit_th;dﬁgh some 4,000 years of civiligation, : The Genter
of a1l 6 principal étagea'bf.consciousngss‘is thepractical ‘Botivit
.of Reason %o the .point where' the wordd and ahe are not-two ‘Beparate
worlds, but uniié, angd each stige of wiltty binge with it s, ©
contradictione. until Absolute Enowledge -is reached, * The poinf 4s he
rraches that stage in opposition to &1l provious jdealisms #¥¢n .
Arigtotls to Schelling For ho branka both with Blavons soacsdionor
faion;ﬁvTha‘Hhcle, “ho entiréiiizii:reaaity-ﬁincludins:slé'_ e 1
-the. future.or:Mdivine"; pull at the presen And -bring At 1nt54
Tomard moveront pf historyda Of ‘courser34.ris sti10 hintery
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‘that firet system, which Hegel put‘ avey pever to return to ag;ain,'
~wiere he upeniy said "The absoiute moral totality is nothing else
then a peorle", (And Marx didn't know these werks and yet grasped

the revolutionary impuct from the dialectic in- the FHENOMENOLOGY ),

one couldn’t possibly miss that this activigt splrit is the human
spirit and therefore heg loday's freedom struzgles in it.

. You mipght mey: but if it is phenoxenal knowledge, then i
must be what Marx would havs designated as "supcrstructure." TYes o
no. Yes, if you mean appearance a{ oreetive moments in history when
the cless struggles have not yet so sharpened as to bring the whole

syatem down a8 Art in the time of Greek city-states, classical

political economy 2t the time .of the indusirial revolution, German

idealist philoscpby following the Fiench revoiution, ete. No, if

it means, the superstructure at the point of thke social siructure's
.breakdown when, as Marx put it, the ideclogists became "orize Lighte
-fox the bourgeoisie" like.Senior's defense of the 11th hour, or the

--'present. "end’ of ideology” phillistines.

. I B

How, wi%h. tha SCIENCE or I,OGIC,.Hegel becomes more .:

.ahsti'aéfi:.-.sfill. even in relationship to thought because now he cennc

with how 1t appe .xs in consciousness, nog even the seperate
disciplines, whether they be the social sciences or the natural,
mathematics or art, relizion or bivlogy, sthics or physics. Each

“has-ite individuald categories.and they 21) must be broken down.-into
one gingle, ‘whole-embraoing  one that covers them all, not to mentior

keeping h_.isj:or,y in nind as well,

. At the risk of sounding like the most lde2listic of
ddealists,; let:me say that it is. good for our age that he was
.gompelled to be that abatract as ‘the. categories of being, egsence,
notion and the.dozens of categories each 1g 11 turn subdivided as
1t goen  throngh the brocess of negativity for otherwise (1)1t womdd

have ‘been imposeible to.work through to the logical end the develop-
.ment wof each-stage,: That.iz one reason Hegel insists thet principle

-0f nil rational knowledge.is through the s¥llogism {shlusse); and
(2)42 the concrete and:epoch development had. been analyzed, then it
couldn't have. comprised further developments beyond his time,

- Of course, the fact thet he lived in “s birth-time of
history", when.the three revolutions opened our machine age and,
thus, in germ, not only contained the contradictions of our age,
but allowed that great genilus the scope needed 4o work out these
steges of self-development, Only one word of caution, if I mnsy
quote my MARXISM AND FREEDOM, let's not ever forget that there is
nothing in the mind of man, not even that of a gonivs, that has not
rreviously besa in-the activity of common man,. In a vord, man's
actunl struggles for freedom. lonz prededed Hegel's working out .of
the Idea of freedom, will follow until freedom iz not en idea,
but the reality, - .. _:° . e T
ez oo AnOEREr word of cdutlon, Marx who could agkiig .and
did save Hegelidn ddalectis “from 'i.'f:‘s"idé,aliétic trép ‘ﬁha%ﬁldn'

work.% g U2 gativity “of ‘labor, end not ‘just of thought,
.had tolbreak)fran @!} ﬁi?-int'alle‘chmle.énd “thus moved. from * -
, ¥hd history of . thougnt.{ 2 iy 4 .

thid, his] £ ¥noughv-{political. edonony ii Hig case) to. the higho:
192 Brodictidy relating ;;th ;%;ﬁidqﬁ,_th:;éi #lo _th?a‘izindq",; not
-SYEN PONrERO1s s EhoughiTh ‘merely ‘put ovér £4 thq end ‘or’afy F k.
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When he said that phllosophers hud interpreted the world, but what
. was needed was- to change.it, he certainly didn't exclude thought.
o e el T e o ‘ " _ .

S Bat to.reiurn to' Hegel and his contemporaneity, the process
0f becoming and. passing away,:-of negativh and yet mmgx retention

of ‘all’ previous systems-of philosophy s ‘the truth of their day

as ¥ell e8.the error as A dynamic of the forwerd movement of
pind ‘to our dey snd freedom for man zv wan , as his destiny and his
s81f0Tulfilment, we have & pregnant’bensd of relativity of all

Tields .of-kmowledge es well as all historic periods of man's sectual"
dévelopment 'that has Eingtein's theory .of relativity anticipatad
despltes the fact that the sctual sclences he dealt with have long
sincebeen proven wrong. In that respect I certainly agree with
Haldane who, in his Preface to the SCIENCE OF LOGIC, writes: “It

is a migtake to suprose thet Hegel deduces nature from his categories,
Thought for him does not make .a thing., It is exemplified in Nature
in_the form of .ext 1ity, .But pind in this abstract form ig not
yet actudl, ‘It only becomes. so ih'a logical development iater when
both .Logle and its -other, Nature, in which both become mctusnl For

the Tiret time.....Jt is the “same -single proceas throughout. Nature I
anl@” thought imply each other, but neither creates the other." - -

- L. o R . S .

Lot T Ag'you see, L1've plunged intc .pe ENCYCLOPAEDIA which
consists of what is known as the "smali~r Logicl§, Pbilosophy of

Nature, and Philosophy of Mind, Now the "Smaller ILogic" is an
abbreviated (ueing abbreviate in the Hegelian tradition of abbreviat- |
.ing a whole span of higtoric development in a single category)

Science of Logic, with something new added. . Thet gomething new is

the Preface which contains the Dhree Attitudes to Objectivity, which
is not present in the Science of Logic. Here he again"abbreviates"

all systems of philosephy into but three different relations to the
objective world, When he reaches FPhilosophy of Mind, he egain
summarizes, this {tims very badly, his own PHENOMENOLOGY es well

es Philosophy of Right, but it doesa't matiter not only because you

lave these worked out in full in separate volumes, buil because -

they are taken only as forms.of appearance to come to the reesl
objective, Absolute Mind, which, if you recall oy let{ers on the
Absolute, was equated by me with the new society. Now it 1s this
self-developing subject as real, the masses who can and do change

the world, which creates the philosophic foundattions for dealing

with the underdeveloped countries in our era: ‘

1)Both because the problems there and the froblems
underlying Hegel's thoughi at the beginning of the maehine age
have pimilarities in development of consciousness, and

) 2)Because of the great ﬁissimilaritiea because our
age ls the age of absolutes which Hegel only resched at the end.

How Hegel labored so patiently through 811 stages of
self-development, alienation, negation, fulfiliment, realiszation
80 that he reached that stage that has becoms such good anort for
our empiricist phillistines and pragmatle opportunists Itil never ..
"really" know. -But what seems to me obvioues, 83 I look at the Amers
worker confronted with the absolute of Automation and compelled foi7-*

ralse the questions of breakdown of dividian between menual and mentals

1
et

or a8 X gence the Vietnamese peasant regcognizing totalitarian Plen”
£even when gaurbed in Marxist phregeology;’ox the Afrigsn and. th .7y
. i ] s ., S “- .. . 1 ¥ By ‘.;:‘;f_i "'_5:2:
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Hungarian, ¥6 "naa:lmrsimultaneeuslx, raiging the question of
' $he Hymanigm o%_marxism in cpposition to the Ruseian stands of
 4ta "idealistic Hegelianlst tone” and "inadeyuacy for our age" e
vwhat sesnms 4o me obvicus, I repeat, is that the self-development
og mindtistsghélg:gugg,ggeigéliaigzg%ogmegzg?f frae%om,astdostiny
.. of man tha -] aZine on prasent 60 8 rongly
that 1t propels it‘TBrwarﬁf'VIn‘thafriay the “ttesl becomes real
a-d in that way, end ia that way only, 3I® wes Hegel inpelled to
aanhaolute. ‘ -

o "r¢ {hat hald not been the “pull", there could not have
been a dielectic method which stiili bas the nanswers." Or so it
mppears to me. o ]

- As 1 work thmough other Btages in the more concreie
world of today, the,philoaophic foundations shouid become ¢learere
HMesnvwhile ¥ yigh.ry vacation! aidnt% stop at the end of this week
“end 1 could . proceed umhempered with my book. One thing, unfortunately
. i not Tor o world, or as leagth mine, that was true Zor thilospphers

whe live.izﬁg_ gure: "In the gt311 spaces of Thought which nas come
%o iteelf 2 is purcly gelf-existent, thoge interests are hushed
“which move the lives of psorles andé mpdividuale."
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