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i g;‘;_;bk&:;ﬁhgg,a_ﬁgrgncé;_tn_-'the_ g 5-3._,:;.;‘»{&_.'(_-.@3 or-the J_&A‘.\”aqlu,;q.lde.a.-'i.v &' impor
.“.‘5::5 itoius hae’always been the Jwhy'y ane: T for one'sn nut. satisfisd i

hot:fignte out Wy o ‘group thzt joie cpe with ug fon's0 many yaars alsndonsd.
(40 nob mean tha? 1B dirprias ‘oT-rather I masn 4t {5 & curpriss
bappeasi orten ehcugh i historvy so skat it cartalaly rob ‘unpre-, -
s , ut ‘I mesn wzat objectiva rescons Beferc hs ayal kapt the group’
~froamtking Lhe philosophic break-through, sspecially where you ‘consider how
iu‘nea.ﬁ 1o the bresk-thrcugh the aroup at & w§hcle had been, - LTk
5\"‘“ . o . ) E . . R

*

The rsason for the failure to break~through is rooied in the objective situation,:
siich before June 17, 1953 had not emphasized 1tself in & precine saojsctive fom
. 70 ug, ‘our object was negative — counter=revoluticnacy Stalinisn.  Thet was by
neniy 4nd remains the enezy. The point howaver, what is Lig bppoaftat. A11 we'
::,qqld_;‘s_hy,;bgfqra,' 53 was .tha worker would find ‘their own .Torm of:revolt) and'.

Lerefofe, the opposits to Stalinimm was merely workers' rsvolt ik, the-
¢ of: either workers' councils that bad appeared in Hungary in:
sphilosuphy, of hnianisu, : L e T '

nethalass; that wes what was "in the air® in 53 o tae.eva of the, Jun
;revolt, ‘and it i3 this which I caught in the May 12th and May 20t 8
*the-Absolute. Idea.. The proof (not Proof in the senss of.empiricel proof, R
TANF00£In -the historic sense of their being no accidents in history} il in’
'/ fAct  that' the. paragraph with whick T began the dlscuseidn in to

0P Uin" was the oné thit divectly followed tha break in the manu

_w%x:":—f'Critique of the Hegelian Dizlectic., Thit Marx could 8iop _thérp in 1844
.aﬂg‘__‘g_.;‘_caum, without being at all asare of the coinzidence until afterwards
begin'in 1993 from tke sane place,:as if ‘ctage-divected, shows the historic
rosctsiand limitations, as well as a leap forward at a time when thé masses.
demselves ere preparing iu fact such 4 break-ihrough. - T

ji‘f_-'_this"explains wby the Johneonites couldn't break tkrough bafore 153; .
‘alss” exp,ains that they must have indeed gons far away from the class path
oce the bresk-through was possible for tham not to have taken it," At ths.
-sa0é time, we must see why that first statement in '53 is too genexal for
:what- is needed in '61. There was botween '53 and VAl Marxism and Préedom,
- of: courde, but the philosophic chaptsrs had to be muted. and now they muet
k¢ exponded bezause the second book demands it, I will return $o this peint
‘after T follow through as to the series of letters that we are dealing with

~-today. - -




-12, 196C ‘propents an acpect that  we hid not T
ds : : ‘aud that ig Science, - I'do not know that e will.. .
évelop such a’ckaptur yet — it depends on:whetior we have a- gcientist.
- ai¥arzigt-Humarnist - but' I do ¥now thui the phcle "lezp forwsrd" on
“of, Musuian scientists, and thersfore also Russien production sfter ..
& ‘dntimabely related %o iue fuct that they had 4o rid thenvelves
fulges meterinlign in order to deal vith seience in.a truly dlalectical
. What bad kept them -on ‘the other sids' ¢f Karxiam was the Tact that
breaking with vulgar materializm 501 kave meant Humanimm; and thai they certainly
aare npb, going to do. Conmsquently, wntil Trey @F¢abla to put one nnre divieion
into dislectics. dividing the world of scienca from the world of hipan-boinge,
Ay Gat the theory of relativity, 'Bub whit they acoomplished with a
diviaion will only prove in the end the end of siate capitalism.

‘
|

“The second Letter on Jotober i6th was to Jdarcuse, and tust one pin-pointed what
i_a__n_ay"fp -ug -in the present appreach to the Abaolute Idea, the paragraph on
Subjsetivity. That is what also gsparates ue from'Lenin, who thought that the |
uiitysof Wtheory and prectice” for Hegel relates only to the - theory of mnawledyge

1 Tn” this ‘letter I stresaed tha’ the n.frican personaiity” alsy stops
t 4na very beginning of the Absolute Iden, The vhole divisicn beiwoen ‘the:

 Pivet an gcond negation is what we:must break down. H.MG pees that’in re~" .

Adt{onehip. to thé Hatuyali.éciences, but not’in relationship to the "subjett" -

5

sa-aileast not insofer the subject is e live and kicking worker. Thatoie how h
! Tind -the anawer in teckuology, gﬁ'@_@_zummm_;um_

a . L

QOctober 17th.:I wrote to Saul and tried to draw the political conclusions - ..
I)\fm_m-th'a_‘-'ao—callad acientific letters. The essencs is ahat I called discontinuous .
dsvelopment. the background for which was the 1940-%0 combination of geisnce ’
and ‘the:military and its production comcemidant in 1950-50. ‘Tha sm;matianﬁ of
- Phenomenology and the Science ie not s¢ cuch for immediatzaeq as constantly™ . -~
;pin-poinbing what is new -~ tpat is to say, wiat becomea *in a apecific '
‘. bigtoric period. That is why the leiter from Marcuse on afibor 22, 1960 is
‘8o very important. As an opponent, he immediately got the point of diviaion,
f'ths‘herj, the inescapable, the absolute, which is not really abtsclute in any
metaphysical sense, but on the contrary akbsolute in the actusl sunse-of having
something concrete become abscolute for our age, our {imes, our geographic
framewoTk — in a word on thic earts snd this hour. an? it is the philosopher
7 not wanting to make i% concrete who like any politicien knows thut the best
Ci- - dafenee-is an offense and who says "Why bother with the Ahsolute Idea whon
you translate it in the political ferms®" } indeod? DBeceause without it,
it would appear that there were ochly two d ht viewpeinis equally valid,
“ whereas, in fact, thers are not two point bw equally valid, but only one
point of view whick is appiicable and on dhe sede path as the mass movement itedlf
and tha othel one a derivation from it. EVerfthing will be conceptrated in
‘tbis single word I referred o buslure as”when . :




ForTront, when Hogel veackes the-Abaslute. he doss net, W s 8 —
t, «2nd:the negativity inherent in everyiking, inolvding the ahsslute, -

t is why we meet thg negativity here first as 4ae higheet opporition within’
golf - in Personality. in life, in fdea ;-subjectively and cbjcctively. .In
word, everything is subject tc meilod — i.e, the form of the Absoluie Idea, .

8. the nei mtaze of. identity of theory ‘and praciice; not provicuas, lower, ‘
' 0T other forms of cognition,. but..i;) Absolute Xdea itself, sc thal the dialectinal

\mowont is that it 38Tty own otbepts .

Toba "1t8 own other' meens that the plunge into froedom oscurs from a new %/‘:
beginning after one geeme to heve reached the bighost point, which is jJust 8 < %9

oV dead—end.” Thus, when the universel and the individaal, urder capitalism, bas T
: a'oh%" ite bighest, whether ‘that be centralization of capital, or something 7‘7 ;
o‘% Tlike vauaality, or imperialism, you g2t down to asli-determination of -
nations; lower aad deepsr strata of the population, self-relation in tlLe sanse -« 7y
:0F ‘on& o { ' Phy at the point when
0 Hey s and i i ' -period the new that. drose ¥
ian Revolutions burst forth on tue historic spuge, Just When,

ed nothing come out of World War II. . Qséa '
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happened ' when technology in the form of f
*otel capicity of mutual self-destruction?  Is that the
8 on both sides = Staliniem or McCarthyim- both world’
"and_yet ihe new stimulus came not -at a1l from a tachnslogiocally advanced
gountry, bt from the poorast of the poorest of the pooy, ' Hasu'd Lhat always ;
beer true? 1517-1923. 1925-7, 1937, 1943, 1853, : Lo

)

“Ien't it also true that‘phil_osdph,v itself. its Lighesat point, rame et a time {
- 'when Germany was the most backward of Vest Furoposn nutions? If,. 48 Harx stated, .
“ 1t i the very backwardness of CGermany which, nut abzorbing it minds in indua-
o trdal production, gave them free elbow room to think thrcugh -to the end, tkehn
v wouldn't that nccount ror the fact that thought is mo much nearer 4o life +than

- any ‘of us suppose? But life7dt-s very srecific and pivoial period? Thus, Hegel

s

" working in backward Germat but & a time when in Western Eurape we had reached,

in fact ,é)l'reari g:_s.;?aed th q:;\i ‘rench Revolution ®® :
-] "
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P’*esum’: - &ll.
AGENDA: I. Hinutes.
S Tho Paper.
Half-hour intemiesion.
_D};cqas_ion on ‘philosdphic letturs.
[} . - e ‘. P . .

N R

I. lliuutas réad“and filed. fi-;-'-' AN -

lII. Saul' rea.d the Lead in draft fo*m. Them waz general d.isc.msiun relating
aspeoia;ly {0 the form and epace 4o bé given to ‘education and segfregation
in thé South, mass demonatra.tion to celebrate the Lirst-anniversary of ihe
sit-dom, the ‘action- of the few whites who did brave Southern sagrogationis'«s
anil the world contact, especially’the -African:Werldd, in which the self-
eotivity of the Negroes in Amorice is taking place. Saul i3 to somplete
the Lead and hand it on Monday. C.D. wade the report for the sub-committee
going thrm.gh the paper page-b¥-page.’ Because of the wish to reprint .

_an old-rather lengthy article on “Negro Intellectuals in a Dilemma" in

" oxder"to Bhow that we are no vecent’ adhersnts’' to the Negro movement, -
‘but ag MurdstHuanlsts, have been' it advance of all other tendoncies
-4n our analyu:lp which; in this cass, stands up after fourteen years,

" we will be vory short of space for the regular articles. C.D. felt
that probably M.D.'s column and the one on Negvo History Week by Ed
since tho latter was on the sams subject as both the Lead and the big
article wounld have to be held over for mnother issue. The REB approved .
thig ‘action; and felt that' the isaue would be e eignifioant one and
shoulid 'be widely distri'buted and sold.

"The mesting had convened at two and now it was three-thirty and, there-
fora, there was an- interniasion fo" cofifeq, to- separato the business
from the discussion,

Rae made the preﬂentation which she called "Why Study Hegelian Philosophy,
or the Urgency of Mar¥xist-Huménism for the 1960's". Because the dis-
cussion wae taped for the NES, and it ig in genoral tiot easy to

summarize such, only the presentation and suumation will be made hare

for the record.

Rae sald that she was very happy to announce that she has finally gdtten

a letter from one IZB member -~ Olga —— on all the letters and summutions
of books that she has been writing since Ootober, and since Olga oxpresses
it much more simply, she wiches to quots seme perts here (Olga's letter
will be answered in detail): "I think my first trouble was simply not
understanding the Hegelien word and getting it confused with the psychologist's
tems. In other words, when Hegel spenks of subjeotivity, he meoans as
related to his "Subject". To me this ia objective subjectivity. Jub-
Jentivity meaning human beings actively doing sowstliing. The gubjectivity
whick we think of as "bad" is the individual who begins with hinzell and
daetarmines everything else froa that narrow vantace point. The eubJact:.vit;,-




-2,

whizh is the “ob;]ectiﬁe“ king: (tb mo) is the. human. Loing beginning.with
Fhoworld and findiug.hie unique and yrecious-relationship both 4o it
and %o himself from that both broad-and deap.ventage point.". ’

20k 18: 8 "reoruitini” weapon in a way. .

"L 414 NOD see M:& P What.I moan is thieg-~the: whole, anphanis on
"subjeotivity™ to-me.placés an. equal- emphasin. on' the - importanca.of the.
-Tasponsibility of eachdndividual in the; world to take hig atand, |

vto. £i1) his:om. choes, oto.’. . To mo.that put At -mere. sharply than sver
before, -: Certainly more ‘sharply then An M & Powherp the ttheoretigiun . .
wagohellenged to medst dn itheory the: practice .and movement Xo.theory _ .
ion the pary of -the Mfreadom fighters! averywhare.., I rather feel. that

«kbo-raw. book will 'spéll.out: that Vehallenge" much more concretely., .- . :
dc: the 'dntellectualsi. Even much more organizationally.f

% -guddenly ses. this:khis new book

agatden Al i L dhp Folnian e 4 RTINS I

T 24k0 00z s g0 -of. ther word: Freoruitert .foi o theoretical book,. .

Yocause .4t ghowa that bafore ever it ia;written,.much logs publishes,.

wo,nust, recrult; to ‘the: prganization. on puch -8011d foundations. Hence,

- . therdieoture Saries; :hence the Lettors and Summationp; hence, the need
“fox'a person in'the office {Johnny will.be roady to-etart February 27th) -
80 ;that. all -concentretion -could-hegin this way, - that.-is, to say, where
thera is:no division batweon-organization of thought, and orgenization of
‘peoplo.who :think :puch ideas. .. . _ - . o

Pl P R L

A distinction was made between the period 1947-53, and 1953~55 in order
to .show :that until a new activity cn %he part of great masses of people ~
1950 against automation end 1953, the East German ravolt against Russian
totalitarianim ~: is.either undertaken ox at loast "in the .air", it is

.-impossibly to take a forward -leap-in cogaition by theoreticians. The
£irst letter on the Ahsolute. Idea precsded the actusl revelt by asix
:weaks. - - o o

The' greatneas and dialectic of timing — the WIRN in Hegolian philosophy
and that in Marxist-Humanisn in 1ife can be ssen bty putting to. one side

-the-categories of Hegel's logic wheh aeen from the Viewpaint of itsn

. movezent; and on-the other hand mess movensents. Thus, Hegel's logic,

. tho calegories in each section — Being, Essence, Notion — do not
exhaust the movement through »eaching an Absolnte, but on the contrary,
at the ond of each seotion a new bepinning is firast discoveved and,
therefore, the categorics change. 7o make it easisr for us as politicos,
to understand what is meant by not going to an Absglute, but starting
afresh; let's think of the highest point of capitalist development ——
state monopoly -~ and then realize that when the workers achisve their
revolution, it is not just a matter of "taking over" the absolutes of
centraligation of cepital and state power, bui on the contrary, smashing
that and starting on the new basis of the gelf~activity of the massec.
Or consider the dialectic of self-deternination of nations Just WHES
there seems to be the highest point of “internationalism", that iz 4o
say imperialism on the part of capiialimm. The wiole movemens In ot ion
sbrough Universal, Particular, Individual, is to stross that developnant
in our era is not only through coniradiction, but through the spoeific
contradiction of tho Universal of a now society through the Tarticulax,
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to the Individual » *he Individual in vhe sense. that Mary insiated was the
only proof of freedow go that never again phould society and the indiviiual
be opposites far "ile individual is the social entity”, : ‘

The Teagon that Hegelianisn, deppite itn :‘éact;.dnary ﬁoli;tioal""goncluaiona,
‘¢an, be, g0’ ravolutdonary, in 4ts method,"and historisal movémnont, is that
Hogeal: ocz:s'.ji_.d_elfqé.ph_i'lpsophy 1o be ths Yeorisoiougnesa of Treedom!. .Congsisug—
; 88 political feeedom, for 'you could

aye,.f pougnt wher's you did not have frag Anstitutions. Tt'is too :
i;hg};;hiq 'ohgceptipn, .his correct condeptich, that iia rhilogophy iy the thought
AR S, 3ts, time, applied also "to his om phi ch’ founhd ‘3ts limi-
tations,, -po;i't:l,cgs.l:l.\:_ and,_ thérefore, rhilosophica on-fecognition
oi_t}:te'_ éprgl_e:?air_igjb.a':s ‘the "Absolute Hegativity, which would be the forward
ROV, OF Bdgtory fyaelr, [T o 0o VRich would e -
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[l ST Y e CEEE T ONE el e e e T T
‘L"ffogtxga;ozt_mmg,"'ip. ths Marxist Genss,. dépenis heayily ‘on, this
agtic ‘:_‘agl-;q,, which cdfnot bve prédictad (AN -advanes, ‘Tor examgle, ¥hen
Ve revolis i thé South met up*with the industrial North, we had tue*
CGivil Wari" on “thé“othss band, the when in Guinea in 1959 was whon their
h .‘;rq',vg;_l,:t"lgzok'e,.:t"réf.n_;‘in_dusj;zrial France. ., 0r 1o, got back to the past,
the Fredeh valﬁt:i.qn,"t};e_',Ehz:agqs‘;’in_ it,, wers mudh "lower-levell “thun the
; jtariat of .th3 inbment" whérs' ﬂ:é'jindustria_.l Tovolution had already :
takon. hold, But 1t was the, Frénch who ‘ach eved the highest development. Indeed, .-

1" alvays, pdoms that he Yowabt, . the M08t "backiard; the' deepost layer are the

kosy. révolitdonary, and: yet that. that PevoJution cannot be suceéssful except -

where .it his alao’a matérinl Toundation far the new soclety, sven if amky .-

that' i odly the world's ‘atate of tecknology. -

Ré'a,_ :bi;é?r;;ﬁeai;k with the“actual lépéefa',.: the one- to Louis on Science, the
one o Yarduse on ,Rh_.i;losqp_hy, to’Saul on' some of the Politica) Problems,

and finally to the Congo in the ‘context of the fight between Russia and

Averica ‘presently, The esserioe and notion of the new book was contrasted
to, yjb“_b_ecause in the prasent cage wa would not be unfolding only a. banner,

but a world organization. . i

"Mie. ceritral point raised by C.D, ag'to: (1) the dfalectic of thought;
the dialectic of practice; and ‘dialectic of organization should be listened
to directly from the tape and will become, of course; the preoccupation for
the next period. : - :

GOOD 'AND WELFARE: 411 organizational problems were loft for the pext
meeting, which must algo contern iteelf with the REB ag it will functien
aftfier the Clasc is over, within two weeks, and Rae departs for the tour.




