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Blad to get your note of Dsasaber Z2ng and sorry
2 to develap vour 1dsaz at graonter length, I ap
_ Eo. s0eln Jou.and JOU eipapd an this in person,
RuAry. legture; in, 'S oo DUt T 30 have a series
elin Lprinafield ‘Wee *biuary apd the first veek
-FL9800. 1ot me Mnow Feu by phone -
@ I'll Zake 1t sy - n P to Poston for at least
e f ¢ 4baolute Idaea, w%1ll make a 1ittlc

I ivide what 1 nave to Say into two parts,
ira aling witk your: gusstion &8 t0 %hy ¥ "haed ihe. Ateoiute
h o WY . tr¥anslate 1Y you OFigine) languageys® 3
Witk you when . " Ty aonsept cf the
sijogethar tied %0 sne tho s .
nd g;lnotua;l,--prﬁducu'dg at the pre-techn o -

B8 Bt ‘the =tochnalozto etage that igpel Abaolute
‘Ids2;” Althoush he deriainiy i1 » ] it was
the fa0t that the French Ravol, ‘ the milleniug.-
‘Reaoon, Freedom, 8alf-Literatiot--whioh impelled hia towgrds the Abso-
" lueiYden. Ap we know frowm his Pirag System, ke couldnit agoept the
- fledgilng prol

soo&etﬁ.‘
work, . 8w

to have acovpted the State as st in gx-.
uo doubt, dia, Ma ransfcimed from tho potty

baurgecis 1atellestual inta th by 80 profound g aritique

ot-tha"!'htlonoahg ef Right _ £onesption of hlatory

¥ad bera, But, in all fair ' philoacpher, t .

- oouldn’t stop eitke tgion cr 1ts Art ¢Forma)
of the 8pirit, . on to the A, I. Wy ¥hy,when you cop-
sider that he had broken with ail preceding Philcaophy and had no use
uaatsoever for the eampty Absolute of Fiohte, Sohelling, Jacobit )

" Let's approach this from another way-ojayx' aongtant return
oongizntly bragking Irom him, After Narx Critiqus of the
’ Hegellan Digleotio, There,
he hed to bdroeak frop it
story would have
» CORPrehensive, totgal
It is ageinat on de-h ; 00 wiad
8 aggins (3
he rightly rojacts
howaver, al -t
and yulgar oomauniem, D Dentioned Abmclute
Nind whon the whole eGPsy breake off. With the 1843 Revolutions,
Msrx certainly nes no further “usc® fop Rego),, ans yet in 1059 he 1a
tack sgain, If you contrast the "copying® of Hegsl in the form chosen
fox Oritique o2 Politiesl Eooniomy aud in the langusge of the Grundrinse
with kis £8%400 of ths Dislcotie frow the 11fe of the historioe period,
1851-67, you see at once thet ¢his bresk frog the final tranzoenden:
the Absolute Fesppears but 1s this time 8plit C-4for capitalism
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g o L RE iﬁnrql‘gbgo}utg‘ dsw of gapltalist accumulstion, end for “the
I Bnioritheiegation"ithe 'new paseiona’and vew' forces, + And; -
s twhenshe returns ‘to Gppltal after the French Revolution (P.0.) snd
"ﬁﬁ%@@iiﬁsdrtgfchangeg'br {nfepencent "solentific value® both in Chapter One.
;. on the- ‘of value snd in the part on Accumulation its ultimete de-
#340 qelopzent ‘1nithe concentretion of Capitel in the hends of dé eingle
’Hyoorpdratigyiﬁgéﬁhtwtho:sgme;ttmc makes the "ocurely -tachnieal® ahange
W of elinthat ing/art Fight a¢ 2 separate pere, sutordinating 1t to e
?chapttt}foilp- ng capitallist 2ccumvletion, Thst 1a to say, the his-
3y--torfesl-tonfloncy, the whols movement froo primitive scoumulstiorn through
g capit!l!nﬁteﬁto the expropriztors -baing expropriated, nov ig not
Byt Justiinegtition. of the negation "in gencral™ but the sp2oifically eelf.- .
570 devalwplugiRdbiect, in ity logleoal ;hilloscphicsl, historical and .
- individuelrdevelopment, You ¥ill 'remember that-he mskes some erecks
- at tHRPPreltachnologléal™ proleterisn--the. artisan-~to the fully-
7 develuped inéividual "who will have absorbed: the technological satileve-
é??f“°"‘*ﬁ§5$£’° will g2t ¢o thie’ Subjectiviiy whin we return to Hegel agsin,
AR A b (s SR U S S BT AT
453 WEelin, why the Absolute. Idez, onlyithis’ time treeing it
Bugh With Lenin's nead, ' It would, of ecourse, be gonsemse Lo :
, Jorithat without "2 trensformation into oppoaite™ thet he found
407 in Begel,y Lenitt wouldn®t have xnow what to do sbout the tetraysl of the
r1:1 - Geoond Internstionsl, That man pever unyered for one second on what to
v dg vwith or without Hegel, But the need to treak with his owr philosophic
past, that vulgar materializm o vhich his "Hoterialism and Eepirio- '
Critiolsu” pgove the green light, the need for jelf.liberetion in thought
must ha7e beon overpoworing for him to have falt so veéry mush st hope
with thet 1deallst Hegel, and indeed he learneéd that the freedox, the
*ggg!te:rreedon one gete from a generclization is g relessc from the .-
mperical, the feetuel, the deed to where one truly rescher g new humen
dimerislon, Think of his writing, and sll to hiwpsel? et that, *man's
cognition not only reflecta- the world, tut crestes it”, '
;f- . - . T will take only one esingle fentenze trom Herel from the
o Absoiute Ides chapter which so pracecuples my every wveking momant,
L . and "trenelete® 1t and you will see at once thet though ell translations
A are.'oorroct' and surely historicael, they are by fal from sxhausting
vhat f{aze] weant, and thersfore, the constant compulsion to return to
him, - The sentence is, *The self-deterwinstion in which alone the idea
1s 1& to hesr itaelf speak®, If any man understood zelf-determinstion
v 1n the Marxian sense of self-determination of natione, 1t certainly is
i Lenln, At least there you would heve thought he would have no. need for
Hegel. Yet, 1f.you contrnot what self-detorniration of ngtions meant-
to Lenin pre-1914, when 1t was wersly a prineiple, to whst it meant
poet-1914 when 1ife and theory and philosophy combinod, it will be
L, clear that two different worlda, not contradictory perhaps,. but different,
Josoare Bt Assue thare, . Por, by 1916 when the Irish Revelution had oceurred, .
self-doterminetion waan't something that wes being given by prineipled
. Merxfats, but something that the wesces were gattine and giving to
. Mapximsgs, = new beginning for thelr revolution which had Boon betrayed,
- rthe bacilluz thet woulé bring onto the ntaze. the proletariat $n action
- onge agein: end sfier 1917, when it 12 the Boisheviks whe had. to be
-doing tha giving, end when & Bukharin was willing to teake liberties with
it, besauss now we were at a "higher™ stsge, how that revolutlonery
dialection, Lenin, hit out, and in the Wili ke wza to repind the world
. that Buhkerin.never' truly undersiood the Dislectle. Jen’t thet something

13825

<




B , -3 - .

Sy for/airelguingsitatesnan 20 bother hin ¥1ith on his dying hed?
(mc_é"o’; kncw_ thet 1922 Lenin onge .aaa!aﬁi ei's loglc and with it
4hat Teliglous philcsopher Ilyin, whe, in hia Comgentary on She Loglo
wan 00 iliuvinating or the quuaticn of ‘donorete, that he insisted that
Ilyin, the reagtionary, be freed from jail?) -

Moo 4 AT R . . ) .
oot d ka1l vy ment selt-determionilon in 1914-24 and A6
'3 teek only’ the pelitloal trannieiicn, hew waw I to heva gsem ks
¥ nusenion iv/4hs seif-dcteraination of the afriosn Decede, 1930-607
Seps nelf-daterminaticr in vhioh slaone the Idea is is %o hear iteelf
- mpeek®, sné: it Apesko wish s A1£Cepont volce now, azd to o able to haay -
14 thers ie ‘s necessity not oaly for the praciize of. hearing tcdey®s scanses,
but tho theosy of Hegol'e pbilosophy.

L I X mast furtber -Justily ayssif, ‘I would say thet, froakly
éuring the 154G°s, when I £irst. hecsse snmeved vith the Atzslute Ides,
16 was Juct ous of loyalty to Marx sod Lenimg Kegel wae still bsrdly
v 'M‘stmﬂ.ﬁh‘ ho by pew the ef his languege got 6
as oven if I souldr’t read the nolen, ones the new teshncloglaal
‘perice of Autematica got te the miwers s shey sterted asking queations
abeiat vhat kind of isbok; the rewtasn t0 tho sarly Narz meant aiso the
lete Rogsl, 49 I asig, I de Des sgrad with you t the Ataoiuta IGes
rolctes to s pre-technolegioad stage. #e leng as clasces siili exist,
the dialoctis will, and A.X, will forever ahov nev facets. VYhit I do

 sgree with is thst onge oz the world sssle, we have reached the ultimete
in technologicai davelopuent, then ths reaponees of the manzes in the
pro-technolozical undar-develeped eocnoning aré the spur to sosing the
sozething new in tha Abaolute Idea. ‘Be 1% Dackward Ireland in 1916,
or boakvard Rusaia in 1917, or backward Africa in 1960, somanow that
absolute negativily of Hegol comes . into play.
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. Ope fiual werd on why "treusletion” is mo substitute for
Hegel., It has to do with the 1lialcs of the age one Lived withk, which
orestes the gsonorste, btut sl2o cxhausts 1t apd there is neod for reiurn
to the abotrags, the new wiveirscl which will beooze the aew gonarete,.
Por cxample, for Lenin’s age Y¢renaforsation into opposite” wus ig?
sategory, while cognition,nnt oniy retivoting but oroating, was 1@ t
:lggz.t To get ¢ relationship of theory snd praotice, on & new

G ‘ k)4 B 3 ’ 4 ik E . ~ ’A 3 2 i » !

»

. Now to the second resson for thie lotter. I am glad you
agree that a reforsulation of the pelation betwesn theory and praotice
and the potion of & mev Sxbjleot 1o the ko{. ¥ithout ¢ new formaletion,
the seoond negation oculd be divorted ae t is by the Btsliniets, o
gean 0 Ry object--z technique, a sputsik, cven cn JCEM--instead of tho
self-developing subjeat., Of aouras, {Lochnology means the sonditlons for
universailty, Wt without & naw subjesct one would automatioally rolapse
to ths stato or "sclence” deing it, I 4o mot know whether you happen
to have Tesd the latest lssue of "Technalogy and ulture® (Winter 1961)
whero A, Zvorokine, the Edltor-in-Jhief of the Rusnlam Reviasw of the
History of Yorld Clvilisation 1s atiespting to do the aame thing with
tacknoiogy that Lecntlev and Ostreviiyendy 416 with wvalus, that is to

kS 2 - -
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Wi AT Vo aleoontaBE YT KR € e Souimal” e Lettar, "
oh I'will encloce for you, The peint I want to mgke here im that - .

Ly

P B RTY . _
5% yulgar pateriallesn, -whiok reste upon @ oontcaplative attitude toward

reality, 200, when it ia in pover, e very vindicatlyve attituds to the
slf~developing aubjeat., thtlflt‘tric-'to_hidc;‘oither by Aisregarding
bisas or tranuro:alng'tha{qugot‘Soiepo- into "gubjedt™. L
; AR SRS B B ERe: ‘, R T F S
ov Deginaing nust be nsde, neadlsses to say not from the
but'Yhe Bvbjeot,  Thot, ‘1:lope, 38 whatl you @ced Nene sell.

- Lrancoedtce of mrterisliss”, VLot we petuns once sgain to Hogal and
th;&?&ejybalasgo;on;&hnAaaconafdbgstton‘;nd,subjeotlvttg: (Page A7T)
'Ehowupshtiviti vhish nao just Deen considered is the turning-peint
ol the /movomznt of tha Eotien. 28;1a: tae aimple polint of, negative

. ssif=ralatlon, the inoercost gonroe of all aotivity, of living and -

,-oath;ta;;;pnqusavoaent;;th!&dgnxqptlc soul whioh g1l truth has in 1¢

. ohd ithy “waioh it ‘slene As’truth; for tho transcendencs of the

N

oppali%ion botwaen the Notlon and Reality, sud thet unity whioh is the

R, truth rant upon”this subjootivity aloue, ™,

© o T Te overoome the impericiss of taking the given conorets o
ba. the rasl ode 2ad to do moro than Just to oontrast easencs with
_appecranss, Lenin, in bis notehoois, is heppy when he gets over the
final scotion on Eesence (Causulity) because it permite hila %o bresk
with. inconaistent impailolon, whiech 1naludes ‘¢he 1lsitaetions of ths
sefentific method, that is to sy, the gategory of ogusallity towxzdy
explain the relationship beiwesn wmind and matter, The. cateégories Yy
whioh we will galn knowledge of. the objeotively real, Lepin seed, are
fFresdom, Sublectivity, Xotion, These, then, are the transition, or
bettér yei trsnacendence, of objective ideglimm into matericllise, ak .
well se of vulger matorialiem ilnto true aubjectivity, which has ghiorhed
the object. Aand yet, it le prooigely from tho passage of Hogel which
I just quoted thut Lonin writea that this play over whethor theze 1s
s triplioity or quadrupliclty in the diaiestic, i3 unolear ¢ him,

B (Incidently, quadrupllioity, inetead of sriplicity, had also )
s sprolsl, though & seoondary interest for me becauae I uesd to be qulte
at a loss to understand why Hegel, in the Bnoyolopedia, llots Three.
Attitudes to ObJectivity, whlah exoludes the Hegellan 4islectio, since
from Kant you go,not tc Hsgel, tut baokward to Jacobl, It wouid then
_mean that there is a betrogrsseion in history gnd the famous tripliicity
of the dialeotic must really besons a quadruplicity hafore we flnally
reach the Frasdom of the Abaolute. But here, in the 8cience of Loglo,
. we gre Gesling not so much with mttltudes to objectivity as to sell-
development of soelf-aotivity.  inm zny oasd, the real ao!ut to ué here
{s the “iumanent determination”-.the “aelf-mediating®"movenent and
aotivity” (Page AT9). . ‘ ,

The following and last pages are all on self-relation,
"personal and free”, free relasse, solf-liberation, and it 1s all done
Yia the thres movemente of Universal, Farticulsr, and Individual, which
bks charscterized the Bclence of Loglo ss-a whole, as vell as in cach of
1te asatinne, Let me retrsoe py step onoe again to Pag? 4T9: "The
beginning was the univeraalj the result 1s the inéividual, the conorete,
snd the subject” : ,

.
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i etilitheidlaloatio. va;'mm T4ke dthod of Lruthd,
iﬁﬂ!‘m;nd ‘.!.’f.‘ecaiJ ln't'o',;."a." .’Ul‘:lau gue fully holds
Kyaten '

W

" onito the'Zagt that it is only Dsoause the reault has besn "dsduced

aud domcnatrated” (Page 480), he is Like to give wp at thia point

and saythat's whers Hegel muot really be stood op hie head Decause _
e 18 vothing woxs, thea an idcgllat, after all, who han Yot one other £
aystes:to present as the "Absolute™, and his own et -shav,  Put, nettner N
the "syeten® nor tae Toundation:ies any longes g 2509 asswapiion, ang . -
vo have:dot atopped golmg to. the objsative for gmoro- I% doss not scme

out of the philosophor's hesdst! all, slthougk “each new atago of
sxteriorization (thet 18, of \furiher dotermination) im also ex

- isterierization, and greater/axtension is slso higher inteneity"

(Pege 4E3). s donbt, Lonin here wgain took heart andl near the vory
next senience, "the riohest ‘dnngaquently is also the most coucrete”,
Teferrad: us, D2ok to Capitel.: Ipdeed, 4t 13 at thiv point mes: i1lkely
when e wrove’' ao  frantically 't tae Gramst Escyciopedia, salzing whethor
he oouldp’t aZter ali still sfd womethingc on the dlalestic, oven es

 he bsd 6oh0luded 'to bimself what no Marziat in the past ‘baif-century

had underctood - Gapital, whioh it 1s .isgoscible to underatend without
ths wagla.of 'the Logle. History, however, putting barriers even beforo
& g%0ivs. like' Lorin, he romained happlest when he sculd fpratsud® thet
the Logic onded with Kegel's extending aFhand to materielisn,® beogsuss
as a totality the uui;g of Hotlon and Reslity, after all assumed tmxihizx
the form of Jnture, vhich Lenin "tranalated® as "fractice®,

. I_am certeinly all for the preotice of the 1917 Revolution,
But even as Lonin had 10 live aleo with what “happens after®;, 1917-24,

40 Wo who have 1ived with what "heppona aftes" for nearly four decades ‘
£ind the self-dyveloping subject, the new nubjeot, cnd w._% ;
- only in a gountry and regerding a specific layer in the proletsriat ‘

(88 against owr “aristoorats of labor® and for Marx' desper and lower
etrata” thai have continued the revolutionsry impuitse), tut new that . :
sebrsees the whole world, That i» why it 1s lmpossible to X0k oRLy \
at the advanced econozy; thot ia why 1t 1s néoeszary to look also at

the most b aokward; snd that is why the world sust be our gountry, i.s,,
the sounisy of the self-doveloping subject, Baock then t6 thst final

‘paragreph of the 4. 1,, the inoistsnce that we have not Jjust resched

4 new transition, that this doterwination is "an abscliute b ¥}

hoving no further immedlate Avtermination which 1is not equklly

and eqmn{ Kotion, GQonsequently there is no trennition in this freedom."
TThe trensitlon hsre, therofore, gust rather be taken to mean that the
Idea freely relesses itcelf in absolute self-gencurity and eeclf-repose.

By reauon of this fraedor the form of 1ts detercinstencss aleo 1is utterly
freo-~the externality of space ané tlme whioh is absolutely for itsels

and without subjectivity.®

You see I om not afraid eithsr of the “systea" of HegelXlan
Philosophy, nor of the ideslism of the Abeoluis Idea, The A, I, 1s
&Ef method of cognitlion for the epoch of the struggle for fresdonm, and
philesophic cognition is not a2 gystem of philosophy, but the cognition

of any objeat, and our 'ob1$:; .bolng lebor, The uzity of objsot and

subleot, theory snd practic the transaddence of ¢he first negatlion
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ST One mAnoR word om the ‘duuttcn ae tc why Hoxel continued
sfter be"ended” with Mature, which is the way ke ended the sxaller

e
P

. ..Logie end which is tho 1ogfoal transition if you AfxRdrxmpxkiExagasssix . |
- vptraperorn Bis Solemce of Leglo intc s systea as he 814 ip the Enoyolopadir)

Tand ®9Ve IPGE Logle Lo Aature e Spirit or Hind., Heix, %02, had thres
‘yolmmes ta his Capital and likewlse was guing to end the £irat solume
- Flcgleally®, 1.9, without sotering thie sphere of Accumulation., VYhen -
‘e dasided, howover, 20 extond &t the buok to inolude the Wotiom, nmot , .-
as nere"sunnetiontof all that prosedod, but, &0 usec a Hagellian phrage _
onse ‘8sain, "the pure Ketion which forss a Motion of 1tsclf®™, hs slso
included sn anticipation of whet Volumec XI and III would contaein,
-Volume 11, as wo kmow, is far from bu1n¥ Wature; on the centrary,
it is thetl Tfantastio, pure, Lsoluted "single soslety™ ("socislism in

Y
h

!
..l

ons -govatry, "1t you ploase, only Marx thought ‘it was stats azpitnlaan)'.'. B

‘It wan. 80 pure end 3¢ logloel and so uureal that it complegely dia-
orgsalsed’ poor Rosa when rhe contrastod that phenpaszagoria tc the ~
.- Tapaclcus” laperisiiam living off gll those undor-develepsd countries .-

1t conquered. And, finally, he telio us aisc ithat he will indeed’
come dowh fros those heights to fzoe ths wiole concreto meas of
capitalisn and rates of pro’fit and speculation ‘snd ‘cheating, but we
- would only loss mmxwhplirrasthedxtx pll knowledge of what soclety
resily 1o if we raversed the method. And aven thoush Voluwe IXI -
stopped before he bad a chance to develop the ohapier on Clescses,
¥e krow that it was not really ths olaws it the full and frec develop-
sent of “‘the individusl that would signify a. megation of a negation

J

that .was-n0t meroly destructive of the 0ld, tut sonmstrustive of the new,

-In this sense, and in this mense oniy, Hegel's last sentence about

the Jotion yerfecting “1ts seif-libsration in the philosuphy of Spirit"
aust ba translated, stocd right-side up, And Hegel will certalnly
help us a lot inthat book as he gose on to desoribe freedom, not as

a “have", tut as an "is", - ’ ;

. 1 hope we will 5ot.- & c¢hanoe to discuss all these idoas and
more when I see you elthar the laat week of Fabruary or first weok of

- Haroh, Let me know which 1% .more scnvenient Zor you,

Yours,

e
-4

N




