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LR kttam"uake 8c much more cenge to ms afier roreading
SLihea asveral. twss that I'mnot too disaoursged 2t getting hoggad

7T L down An’jthel FRutes” whid: I'o sure require Just MUCH HICH more

:. [ Tending end ‘study.
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1ted was that X thowght X hsd ¥inelly under-
the nev euphasis on "eubjectivity.” I kept re~
: the clotmssion after your 2115t lecture of the
ol had malif that we had Go stop being afrald of the
uk my first trouble was simply not underat.a.nding tho
rd-.and geiting 1t confused with the payosholegiet's term,

o1 NiJrds, wion Hegsl mawsaks of sublestivity, ho means as welated .

hig ledtijeat.” Ts ne thls is cbjeotive subfestivity(iZ there is

ah-athive), - Bubjewttvity neamrz human baings .actively ddng
Seihine 3} The subjeotivity wilch we think ‘of.-as "bad® 1g the

1nayvadifal who begine with hinself and dgteuinas ‘eve rything else

‘Trea et ailirow vantage point. The subjbotivity whtoh a3 the
fobJeativa™ kind (to mwa) i¢ the buman being heginning with the

i eMorld’ and-#inding his unicue snd precious relsfionship both ¢o 1%

" end tohinself fram. that-both broed and desp vantaga point,

A ‘ 'r- E,," T ten e e . ‘
. f‘-If ftﬁtak#*?i's true, then 1% makes s big diffsrence whether you

un'd_'arst_m;i;}!,{!:iiveraal, Partioulsr and Individusl ¥ as beminning with

the Universal snd endin g with tue ipdividuel -~ or wheiher you begin o
upside dovn wlth the Iniividuni and try to deelve your Universal &,

i

Irow’tiat,’ - The existentialiats sesm tu ms to.do precissly 4his
“lattor

p froaitos-much faise hunility. Starting with themselves,. or what

" they HilHiK they dre,they see ealy their "limitatiene” -~ instead of -

starting with the world ‘they were hem into, ard seeing vwhat are
" thalr -reaponsibilities, . '
i THAS. 18 the organizatimal laportancs I think of getting rid
of 133 ‘subj sctive Subjsotivity and grasping the ghjective Hegelian
subjectivity. ' . -
. What purzled ma for a loag tioe was gour statement that Lenin,

even though' e eaw "meszer 2o Reason” ae far haok aa 1905, ana
led 1817, euld not mse (i.e. develop) this gectlon in Hogel which
stresged-the miblective., Levin's "te & mm" -seemed at ?irat 4o
e 10 bs the ultimate in grasping "sell-developing” Subjeat. After

rare:.dins and jumping fran.cnms letter to anothex X vonder 1if thim -
151 "- . .

Hhen lenin spoke of "to a man” he moant every wman must _
take hig part in managing preduction and maneging the state as well,
But he sti1ll kept the Philosophic Notebogks to himself., Today it
is not ‘mly insufficient, but the masses will not 8llow thenmselves
to be limited te evan that, grand as it is az g vision and atill
unattained anywhere 2s 1t is. HMX *hils Loopold Ssnghor cammot
shine Lenin's shoos I 1fuagine in nany, any, msny ways -- Senghor
Just becauss he is in Africa in 1960 must speak to his politieal -
prarty about philos ophy, in a way Lonin 4in 1914 or 1917 might speak
only to himself, ' 13833 -

t “They are "subjective” in-this "bad” gense —- anl arrogantly
~. 89, Bt there are those who are "mubjectivs” in the opposite degroe’
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As -X eg"“- 1% 'tbis waa '9'1?,111 a ‘aort of divisiom batween theory
and practice. It was unifisd in Jenin, bhut not An the Ruselan

Ma8B8E. ‘ _
-~ . But-singe the Fereword tec the Philoesphin Notebooks, written
in YNgveuber 1955, just sbwmt sald all that("Where Lenin, in 1615,
could keep his philesophio disacverdiess in private nstebtaks, wo
_souid.mot 40 89 1n .the 1950's ., Our spe hac =5 Gty red that we
‘must beain with the werke s thenselves particlpating in theuorking

| But-oT the:philesophio, that is to say, tatal cutleeiz, ") whet 1a

- .nevw. 1y .the way you are 83ying it new? What 18 new in Four etatenent
- ihat "the Hndividual, the 'peramal nd five ' oguld no% arlse aa
ooborete untii after 1917 did not bring & new world scoial order,®
(your 1stter to HM Oct. 16), : :
T UX feeY that what is.nev is your emphasie en the wurd "eeuld not
‘arize as \adnerete™, In nther words, as darly as 1953 and your .
: letters .40 Havaer yeu had thls stopping point of Lanin’s. I asuld

herdly :belisve that date whsn I raad tho coylettors againd But 1t
wan Jusl theoretical, It waen't until even vay aftsr tim

on African Revelution 2 years 8z3 that you mew that Humanism had
been ‘ralsed o gneretely ., ae a f-at, in both Hungary and in Africs,
Bo-that the'.@ifferance by uw, 1960-61, ie that . wbersas you esuld
write ‘in' that Poreword to the Hotebuoks in 1955 "That 18 the -
‘Teasun the recent series of lsctures have besen undertaken belore
the wuriting of the bovk.., and that § It 18 hight time te abulish
the diyision between the 'thecretical-.leaders® and the 'rank and

- 'T1le' a8 well as botween *the inslas' and 'tre .outside'’ your
oonoreteness then was in relatien ts the writing of thes busk snd .
to sur organtzatien, 3But mew the comratensas en¥slopes the whole
werld, and 48 nok theory, but fast, .
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" . If any of this malke sanse go far, 1t may be that -I even got
a glimmer of 1light from that ssotion in vour letter to HM of Cot, 16
m tripliciiy and quadriolinlty, aithough I must eay I certainly
syrpathized with Lenin when he safld, "The distinetion is not clear
to we," - In 1957 RNEEXYX you gave a leaturs to Detrolt loeal on
the Hegel chapter of M* ani in W. Va, I transacibed the taps of
it, I reread it last ni

] giona and in Seiencs
of Logic had only thesic antithoais ard synthesis. {I don't hhink you
8tlll fesl this way, but what interasted ne wan your emphaels on haw
iuportant the 4th was.) * What I wamde
is involved in the faat tha
that he c2ld not see that 1
the same thing a8 tha worker 8sfully aonatvuating the new
soclety. And that the abaslute {the new sonlety) was NOT Sust the
workere malking the revolution more csonecrete, but warkers themselves
becoming something quite new -- not only “to s men" but eceh man
& unity of theory and practics; And that it was the foilure hers
that acecunted for the subsequent faillure of 1917 to bring a new
sorld soclel order, Thus it was importsnt that Lenin thought Hegel
ended extending his hand to Matyre (practice, matenrt 2lism), snd
did not gee the importance that atter that Hegel ‘eontinusd and went
baock to Mind again, o : .
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Tha net rasylg ¢f all thia '_'wundoring" M my part, however,
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