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.. ‘Dear:Friendsy -

. , - . me
. This ts my first letter since the convention assignedftn devote full

time* to trying te complete the draft of PHILOSOPHY AUD REVOLUTION-~2nd draft for

mest.chnpte;s and first For those chapters that have only heretofore been in my
mind, -llere" s Chapter 1, "flegel's Absolutes &s New Beginnings". As you seehy .

its expension to 40 pages,‘lt mdy Lecome necessiary to transformrs the sections,
each of the 3 sectiony .is devoted to an cutstandiapg work of Hegel,. into .3 chapters,

- L Beginnings are always difficult and npne wore so than the one that.

. attemptn for the first time ta denl with all ef Hegel?s major writings from a
Marxist-Humanist viewpoint. Insofar as cpecific works of Hegel are cencerned, Marx
left us his analysis oniy of The Phenonerolony of Mind **%(plus, of course, the'
-one on Hegel's Philasophy of Right, which Eivst'signnlled Marx’s break with the
buurgeoisie. But this does not direetly concerti us here ringe I have restricted.
myself o the strictly philescpitic werks, ant the philosophy of the polirical

- rphere (ike Philosophy of Right, or Bhilosophy of Belipion like the Lectures on
same tepic)., Though Marx expressed his desize to write on the "retional" In the
Hegelisr philosophy, he dld not live long enough to complete, to his own

. satisfaction, 21l his origlnal discoveries, much less to demonstrata the dialectice

7 :process by whick he arrived at his theories/ Tiat task he left for future genera-

tion; it remalas our task.

L Lenin did leave us his Notes on the Science of Logic, but, indispensable’
. .- as these ‘are, they are only Nates, tlat is to szay, they have a cryptic atr-sincz
. they are not fully develsped exempt in his own mind where they remafpéd to guide =
him ‘through the hrilling but alse heart-breaking 6 years of the Bussian Révolution. i
Though Bukharin andﬂBeboriﬁ went on to publish them’ at least: in Russian, their % -~
- ‘Introductions ure worthless, full of meaningless abstractions, since, by then, -
. ~5talin bod won the power strugyle and none were brave enough to dare make .them
. 'voncreteé, Not a single revolutionary apponent of Stalinism, Erom Trotiky down,
% bothered with laying a phiivsophic foundation for the struggle against Stalinism;
" each was too busy leaping iike a bolt aut of the hlue to poiitical conclusions ez
.- 1f°these ecould signify tokal opposition without philosophy as beth foundation and
.. perspeective for new vevolutions., Az a consequence, neither Trotskyism as -

" stillbirth nor Existentialism's pretentions to Merxian Kumanism are accidental.
That is to say, Communism, having given up. its moorings in Marxian Hegelianism,
‘pukciders-~those cutside the revolutionary movcmant, movement and not merclyPthe
PartyPaatrxied filling the vacuum, ‘ - _ S

. Those too young to have lived through one phase of our develepnent--
state~capitalism--must nevertheless see thot it is no small matter that even a
cnrrect.gconogis analysis of the new stsge of world cepftalism znd a valisnt
atkempr_to face the philosophic challenge "stopped dead" to use a Hegelian
expression of incompleted dislectic of Xant) before Hegel's Absnlutes and therefore

*As it heppens,tie "privileged commnicatioca” exception became an orzl confrontation and
~ thug took up nearly a week while the new form of 2 parphlet for what was started on
Czechoslovakia took up nearly another week, : :
#hherually, it [s not "here" since there is only one copy per local and therefore only
he full NEB member gets it in MY, LA, Detroit and it is up tc comrades to work out
wikh him or her how to make morc capies for the local.
#¥#See Critigue of the Hepelian Dislectic appendix to lst ed. of MARNISM AMD FREEDOM:
Criricue of ke llepal's Philosophv of Risht was never fully translated into English
but an important section of it is included both in Sottomorc's Early Writines of Marx
and the Loyd D.Eacton and Kurt H, Guddat's Doubladay Aucher Book. .
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- Reeson.aiid Revolution » Karl Lowithi From Hegel to-Nlezsshe, J. M. Findlay: Hegel: :

- Hzment s A Ra-Sxamination. Alse, with much csution ‘because’ this overly zonceited latest

' ph*loso her to tackle Hegel thinks it =on be done b reduc ng Hegel to his size: '
a‘rer Eauffman. Hogel: i ReintLrprEtaticn y : 8
was ovitrcomie by the rew impuls»s smanating Erom the Afro-Asian rnvolutions. Agoin,
the task rewains for us to complete even as the singling out of the dumanism of
Msrxism as the theoretic need of our age came frem us ot the very mement when the

, movenent trom;practi:e kdxsRaxurryxssRas tulfilled tie same task via detuol revolu-

Lions, both in Europu and Af*xca as well as the black revelf in the us,

“hs for the bourgeeisie, its theoreticisns have se !ittle use for
. dlegelts pbstractlrns preclsely because ‘they see in them"the algebra of revalution"
- that Hegel®s Selence of &% ic , written in 1815-21, wasa't even translated®into
English till 19291 The French, who think themselves v1st1y suparior cu'turally to
the YAnglo-Saxons” didn't Lackle Hegel seriously till the period between the two
world wars, and mainly through "Lectures" and “Ahstracts" rather than in the. originol,
. Deaplte the millions of wards about Hegel's works, thore is barely a work existing’
th1cﬁ tackles the whole of his works, It did take o new thiréd world to arise, though
‘these philesophers are zbsolutely unconscious of the jmpulses nulling at them ftually
bring about, at the end of the 1950‘5, one good, i.e,comprehensive anslysistyl
Ra-Exami1aticn by J.N,Finglay. I still consider the very finesc work of analysis to
be that of Var! Lowith's From Hegel to Nietzsche which-is far superior even to
Hdrxist works,, not to mention the fact tiat his Pnglysls preceded thzirs without due
acxnnwledzement. Horeover, it -alsc has a superb analvsis of the Left Hegoliang whimh
thexeby»sives us a chance to see them on Hegel, while they worked in collaboration
‘th Harx, ‘and later as they broke up, :

e - It is txue. that, from a Marxzst viewpoint, Herbert Marcuse s Re gon
EEELBEVOIUEIDH is outstanding, But siace it is, ag an intellectua}, that he Eebat&s
‘with thc other interpretations, the Mexamples" are 211 about other piildsophies uith u
any exsmples arising either from pradtice or from history. Thp result is that even:
_in the seection on Marx, spcc;rically on nlienated labor whare he does o mogn iificent "
'job proving thare .is no difference between the young.and "mature Marx", he prpounds
_a"thesis", s 'thesis of humanism ke has beern denying ("modlfy:ng")ever sincﬂ.

1=

In a word, thougb I just hazve given you the ‘bibliegraphy**vou agked
for‘at the convention, it is, in foct, impossible to cite a bibliography thst would
_"back up" the chapter enclosed For none have done what we are attumpting to do.
In Eruth, we smst study it as the discoverers we in fast are, -

! "Yours,
. Raya
*I should bave szid published rather than transiated, It was translated some

of a century before it was published, and it is as gnou a demonstrotion of the
Awerican roots of Hepelianism &s was our proof of the American roots of lMarxism, and
again it remains an unknown chapter of American history. At the time of the Livil War
there was, in 5c. Louwis, a Gernan refugee, Brockmeyer, and @ New Englander, T.W,Harris
who Brockmeyer taught to love Hegel and, In turn, he translated Scienw3e aof Lopic/ He
#lso sterted the firse philosephie Journal in this eeuntry,"Tie Journal of Speculative
Phitosophy'" and that iiag Hepelian. Since Brockmeyer declded to run--and winl--
Lieutenant Governarhsnp of 5t.Louis and Harrison beeame First US Comrissioner of
EducatQon, the "theoretical" work we+r by the board, DBy 1920%s his heirs offered
his translation of Scicnee of Logic to many publichers,nane of whom accepted ,so

Exngland gots credit {or first tvanslation, {See frn,33 in M&F)

*%Perhaps it would de best to list thew as a whole: NEGEL: Phenomenolpey of Mind,
Sclence of loasic , Encyelopaedia of Philosophical Sciences (specitically,
Zhilosopny of Mind) and with it all the 4 vols. of Lectures nn the Historv of
Ph)losounx which is much ezsier to read that the written works. HMARX: Critique
o£ tie Heselian Dislectic, Critinue of Hepel!s Philosophy of Right. Engels:
FEUERBACH, which was the szanderd we o1l lived on instead of studying either Hegel
wr Marx, &nd w2 are suffering ever sincej still it js easjer to read. Herbert Mariuses
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