Jenuary 3, 1959

Dear WXL,

Firnt, of all, let me compliment you for your latters of
Decemiver 15th and 17thy 1948 as well as the pege-by-page notes for yoursalf
on that Tirey chepter in the hook on fiszel, Thera is nothing routine about
this ‘scaplinent when you recognize that orly vher Leain hal himecif sohleved
his philegophls reorganization Had he recognised that Plekhanov, although he
had written hundreds acd aven' thousandc of pages on the Hegelian dislectlc,
had not aotusliy stodied what Lenin csllad Ptho dialostlo proper™, that is
1o uay. the disleotls Ks elsborated in the Selence of legle itself, you will
racsgnize ¥y your libers with the' chapter on degel's works ave so important.
This has rothing to do with whether your gtatezents ara "oorreat! or Mincorrect'.
Wat 18 ixportant ia that, inctead of going te tho Maasy” ohapters on Marx
and the clase niruggle stc,, you ave irving to break through the Hugelian
catagorisa direstly. Almc, your pagon~by-page notations will bs of grest
‘value %o xa uhen I star: the {inai writing.,

) , By wy of introdustisn o the cantral. queations goug pooe
on ¥an a5 fubjedt and the relationohip of Method, I should like to point out
that vhet appears to you as nigressinns® are, in fact, mathod, I detest
"rane dropping" in philosophlc works especially and I am, enpecinlly, conscious
of that in & sork such as Philosophy and REvclution, sincs ths work is directed
. ‘toward the prolatariat. Therefora, if I am gcompelled to mention othor naies
. than RBegal, such as Flobte and Sohulling, it iz bucainss rons but thezs nanes
repregent go concrets an "inevitable developmant” in every philoscphic
" furrdng point thet thers s no way to eecape mentioning the nemes in crder
_to ghow thoe movement of 3dezs, Thus, the question cf trgdds which las
alvays been malloiously attributad to Hegol instead of Fishte and Sehelling
in, 1n Zact, an attack on tho mechanical conceptions of 211 Harxtists since
‘Marx p to 1515. Thls thesis ~ antithesis - as synathesls has plegued the
 movanent and hlirded it to seoing traneformation into opphsite instesd of .
synthesis g0 that nons wers prepared for the collapss of the secord inters
ngtisansl, This is uwhy Leain was so 1nsigtent that one, and only ons,
featagory” s oruoisl to any sinzle pericd and that his etootra atoetrra
thet on ¢ dialentic principle was tranoformatlon into opposite. -
(this does not mean that some of the digressions I mada
are net better done without, I'™m stressing the opposite in order to have you
recognive that, as nethod, dig-ssaions aren't always digressions but rather

the trus courso of history. {r, a2 llogol riressed, the sum total of "ascidente®
make up tha course of history. )

. Now then, you asked sbout the most difficult of all quactions
in philosophy when you asked "how to ccnnnct man &g subjoct arddl method". The
£irst difficulty in answering derives from the fact that there 1s no answar,
or vather Shat there are sovoral answors, s11 equslly valid and yet comnletely
opposad, iforoover, thore is no vay to know which 1s correct at any one tim=e
because the proof 1a in the practico, Whon a Sartra places all of his
szphagis on noontingenoy® alons, a8 if there was nothing inevitable or

"pro-determined®, he 13 very wrong and yot continzenay ls eru -%bo any
Hogellan-Marxian coneopt of inevitability and necessity whioﬁ' ¥ruly not
pre=determined, navartheless inevitably omergss out of itz own dlislectical
development.

let me see whethar I cannot re-state thiz in clearer terms.
Man 4s subjeat determines the £inal outcoma, shapns the course of history,
anticipates its futwre development, At the same time, not only is he hinself

a product of wistory, and bound by it, but An the dialectie, that 1o to sayJ
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development through contradistion of hie relationship to the objective situimilon
a3 well as the ralationship of various ciass forces, the new dialectis that ‘
onerges ovt cf Ly confrontation of confllioting forues may bo something alto-
gethur different tha.n what ths man'es pre-congeption was.

Tds, thers ean be no simpls ansuwer to wt i method buwsuse

aoch situstion as well &8 oa%h fear has its cwn dhlaet.ic. Thus, there is &

dialeatie o thought. There is a diclectis to the objoctive situatisn., There
19 & dislaotle in himicry aid in each himtoric period, Thare is g dimlectic

or selfaderdlopnent in main. And not & single one of thess forms of developwent
is anrelated ts the other, For Gxample, you seem to think that it was a digression
to speak of Aristictle's Ahoolutes when 1t was diffisult enough to come to pgrips
with Hegel"s Abmolutea, %, Binse neither Aristotle nor Hogel wore sxactly
proisetarian revoluticniste, it w 8 necesasary to show that tha divislon betwsen
them was nevertholsss 8o graat that ane asuld be Msised right side tp“ {not
tpoide down®), The reason this wus sn vas the differance in th ie period,
In Avistotie's time thera way not only the division belwesn th¥ #nd the
workers, but the workers wara slaves and Aristotle, therefore, could not conceive
‘them as polfedoveloping subjects so that when he spoke of Absclute, ha meant :
% ‘of &il tha wonders of tho world tmt the "thirkers” could enjoy.

s who 1ived in the poriod of the French Revolution, where the sans’ -
kullotw mu'e very actlve, indesi 2nd this movement from below penetrated even
inte the Ivery Towsre of' Philocaophers, sspecially the philogopher, gonlus Hegel.
Therslove, though oonseigusly, he,to0, thought of Absoluie as that unity &f
theory und practics that tae phﬁesop‘wra underntood best, Absolute ues no

. longer- contemplated, but sctive; no lenger limited to but one clase but could.
M_}_qggm_, lc‘d.we 4 dhﬂnaion bayond hlmself.

Hhen M:rx got %0 starding Hegel "pight slde wph, that iz to
ey disclose that the dialectic of thought w=s, in fact, the dialectic of
histery, that theMcongselousnoss’ could not possibly exlist outaide of man and .
that, themefors, tho mpviSideussmoo strvgglagol’ consclousness ardapelfa
sonsoliousness wire mat's men struggling, indesd classss in conflict Bit-diekd e-thet
ail of thess struggles cmanated, not from mythical battles, or even philosophic
ones, but weve rooted in the mode of production in any singls historiz perled,
Marx w2 doing a grest deai mors than standing Hepgol "rignt alde w', ALl of
the Sacond International =~ and X am here including all beeaunss Lanin, too, was
then a membar of tho Second as it wmp the only Marzist International - got
from Merx!s modest ctatemani about his ralaiionship to Hegel wus that now they
did not need Hepeli anymore; that now they"knew” that it was tho class atruggle,
sl not the atrugzle of consciousness and sclf-consclousnasy, that was at the
root of the ovils of capltalism etaetra etcatra eicotrs., The result wus that-
dislactio was roduced to a catechicm about the class astruggle, a danigraticn
cf theory, and, above all, a complete fallure to seo what new emanated frow
tho specific stegs of diazs struggle which charscterized thoir peried and Aid
not charncterige Marx's period,

Dialectics is & spontanoons develovment, not a Jogleald
necesasity and yot both logic and neocesalty are mtegra'i to this spontenscous
developmant. It is not that Hogel Ygot man ... into the dislectics?, If ia
that the history of thought and the history okf man are so interrelated, it is
lmpaenible to have history without man ard 1t is what forced Hegal into a
dialectic far boyond his own consalousness, But to get beyond somethlkng, one
muot first roazch the level of that something, And the iarxists -had not reachsd
the level of Hegal, though they were all materialists and notiidealista®,
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I baliave there 1s somm confusion on the questicn of )
Notion. The Dootrine cf Netion ic the déetrine where Belng in Resonse have
unitel, where tho unity of Theory ant! Practice have achisved the Absslute,
It is elso what, to a Merxist but not ¢ Hagel, meant the realizaticn of .
Froodoa for unlly of thecry and prastice caanot be achioved cther then in the .

- precsse af rswlutien amd the moveasnt to a new soclety. {iegel «id place

Frowdom &nd Reancn ag the two modt fundamental, djnanmic "eternsl®™ sirivings
of mar, but, to the extent that he 1imitad bis Freadoms to thought, the

Doctrine of the Notlun resains in a rarified atugsohore.)

The concupt of Hotion 4o the concept of totality, that is
%0 say uhen you soe all uspacty, remifications, # and implicatione, Notlon
is not fetish, Fetlsh is the idolatry of & thing, rather tlun a persen.
If & person is degraded, or, to ute the strictly Marxian phraseology, reifioed,
l.0. mede into thing, then clearly wo are dealing with a preverse soolety.
Whatt Marxg did in that superb section on the "Fetism of Commodities" was to
taky that crdinary thing of axchange, a comwodity, and show that it was not
Jast the unit, the boling of capitalist wexlth., That was only its appearance.
Her, wks it only a productlon reiationship, esseatlsl and more fundumental
&8 o projuction relztionship is when contrasted to market mxchange. In truth,
o ware ail alaves to what sppeared o simple a thing a5 a commodity, precisely
besavse it appearad so simple.  We were gccepting, this thing without (1) =
redliging that, in fact, what we were dealing with was an azploititive relatich-
ship of production, o product of alienated lahor. ‘ihat, and =ty not exchange,

a4 the Essence. But, (2) above evan that Bosence stood the Hotion, only

instead of this being a unity of theory and practlice in the sense of gomething

g awporior, it wms"the urxikyx fantastlc form"in whish human relations appearsd as

things becauss that is trulymwhet'they are" INDER CAPITALISM. In & word, Marx -
hud split the concept of Ansoluts into two: ¢he Absolute that would be tho new

- teelsty were "the now paasions and new faroes" thet would uproot the old and

sonstruct the new; the Absolute of the sxistine soclety was this perverse

. relationship of man to thikng, whers nachine domlrated man.. It 1s.the dtul:'e.ty_'

in this concept of Absolute which mukes 1t so very diffizvlt to grapple with
art yet without which ws cannot advance at &3l, ' )

o ) Finally, there is tho question of nepativity. Of £31 the
catogories of llogal, none is grecter, none ie grouch & repuliation of the formel
Abeoluta, none is so absolutely cruciel to Marxists, First of all, you can
sea the ausolute coniradiction in the term, "absoluto negativity"., If some-
thing is Absolute, it most certsinly cannot be negated, at least if you think
Absnlute 1s God and Fegel did think so. I somathing is negated, thsn it
certalaly isn't absolute; it has just been"abolished®™, And yet there it 1is,
both words are Hepel's. Toth aro a necessury new beginning for Mavxism, for
A New sociul order, for negetion of"all oldan {to use & Haoist uxpresaion) and
the creation of the new, It 3s that second negation, without which the abolition
of the old svolely would lead not to Humeniam but to a relapse inte somo form
of the old, Lanin tried to get around the abwolutenoss of the contradiction
here by showing asch sta ge is aan Abdclute, that in every such absolute, thers
is e relative yhen it in relatei to anothor stago that once egain regeats the
eyele, but always on a highwr lovel., In & word, the only thing that is abnoiluto
i5 meotion itself,

Pleare forgive mae for not getting into concreto situstions.
I feel that if we got to those too fast, we would not really grasp method so
thot eech of us could apply it by himself. It is hotteor to be confused, in
doubt but stubbornly perasinting, than to como io ready-madsn consluslons too fast
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bee.z-_ Friends:

I en rushing to complete Pert IIT vefore I dzpart om the lecturs tour.
I wish tc tell ycu dbout a possible restructuring of the form of the book iasofer --
as Perts II end III ere concerned,

_ As I wes working on Part III, X begen to feel thet, insteed of "isolstiug®
the chapiers, Leun Trotsky, Mao Tse-tung end Sartre in Part II, “Adternatives”,
they phonld form en iategral part of Part III. These euthovs of other "Subjects”
eud other roeds to revolution shovld, instesd, becone part of the "Economic
.Reality end the Dialecties of Iiteraticn”, and, thercfore, te placed elopgslide
the ccrresponding revolutions or fellures of revolutime in our epoca.

. . . Thus, the chapter on Trotsky conld end Pert I, "Wy Eegel? Why Row"
. since, thougn formully racosnizing ths reletionshi ip ot philogophy to revolu-
“tion, Trotsky got so stuck in "the fixed perticular™ thet he feailad tc follow

the gself-myvezent of both thought and prectice to the sta:;e of develomment that
follwed. the desth of I-eni.u. :

At the other ext"'em... }.ao, s a true origincl master of substitution, with
no orthofox Marxiasp theory 4o guide him, ected as if t":e guerrills can ™iske the
pla.ca cf" soclal revoluticn,

Ir I 4o "merge" Pert IT into Part III then it mey also de poss:!.‘ble to
deel with Fidel Castre after mll, since both of these theoreticlens of guerrilla
werfars would be anslyzed at the very point vhen we diseuss the Africen Revolubion
and the Tleck Revoiution in Americe, It is impossible to make s decision now be-~
ceuse o much will depead upon the tour, especially the philcsophic confereace for
ourselvas thet we will hold in each loeality. But I think you should know oy
train ¢f thought and thet vou should read Pert III with that in mind,

Part III now consists of two chegters: "The Africen Revolutions and 'the
. Vierld Fconocy" and "New Passiosn end New Forces", T en not very sure, under the
cireumstances, how end {f the chepter on Jean-Paul Sertre can fit inteo Paxbt III,
though he, tco, is best seen, not s much In the period immediately following
the concluzion of World Wer II, but rather during the last decede. :

The nain point 15 to view the book es 2 whole. Therefore, no motter haow
rcughly the draft hes been written =~ anéd the finel caspter is not omly rough
but a mere outline of whet it mey become after the tour - we can discuss the
metter cowprehensively when finelly I get to your perticular lozelity. Each of
you, I hope, will have reed the whole defore I come.

BEven if you have not discussed the whole collectvity, it is important that
you reed it individuelly, No doubt I will eisc give one public lecture on the
book.

Yours,

PAYA




5, 1969
Frinnds, )
. R 1 have just completud the preparation for transmittal io .
Abe 1ibrary archives the histery of our devalopment &5 an independent
. phildsophic-political tendency on the world scsne. Thae docoments naw number
- ten, spenning over a poricd of twenty-eight years, i.e. from the firgt
' document, entitled “Zussia is a Stato (apitulist Society". 3esides these
ten Yoluges there are, of course, the.voluxes contalning bsund cepies of
Cerreapscdence (October, 1953 to rerch, 1955} and jevws 2 Lottars {1955 to
‘,'19573’ » Plus the Dooks amd pamphlets we havs published, 1n a word, the ten
volunes are solely'stidies, resolutions, publications relating ‘o these
-studdes that appeared in bourgeosss or other publications. And, some ui-
-publishéd documents: one voliise of Marx's archives t I have roughly
.. translaied for myself but, inat have naver been translated or publishel in
- English, from the Theories of & us Velue to the final (1881) document
‘Wa.have from Marx's hami. 7oe other volume of wpublished writings congists
of . somd- of.{ the meterial that I handed in as part of the original 194i~ -
942 analysis of the Russian economy. The exciting part about.that is that
2% allowed me to entitle the wiole body of jdeas over this quarter of a ‘
Century MARXTSRHEANISH: o~ :

, .o Here s what I moan, when I first spoke to the.archivists |
T:had thought' that 49431955 wotld have to be zalled "State Capitalfst Tandoney"™
and.only:from the' éatablishment of I called ‘the tendercy
MarxistoRunznism. e wctu : tA T3 be a voyage of discovery, for I - .

arg ‘ofig’ Shed ts called "Labor and-Society™;~ . -

: n the Humanist ossays. Tiey wera
_ P my quotations were from ‘thé Russlan end
f~consclous on the questicn of philosophy -that I felt I
id ‘not ‘then hend 1n £ull, ‘my whole stress was on the fact that the
" Russian:enalysis-wac net a questlon of Russia, but a question of the rolas of -
-.'h}qbi-;ﬁ‘m'eapec‘f.ally_'so ‘in u supposedly workers! stats, By the time, in 1947,
"those eggaye wero translated from the originsl German and mimeographed then,
we did reprodveco the section, ‘Labor and Soclety, but without -a date, so that
‘. 1¢' appeared as if written in 1947 instead of 1942 (% happen to haveo been in
France. during that pariod and was unaware whei they wore doing here), In any
;casd tha titling. of the valumes of archives, newspapers, pamphlets and the
- book reflects poilosophically and politically a quite consistent, historic
-85 wWell a8 Awerican-rooted and black dimensdon that spans a period impossible
for anvbody te dispute. S ‘ :

o . Anney is stencilling the introductory note as well as the
content pages and I imegine it will take a week baford this is stencilled,
mimaographed and sent to you. I am sorry that this, having taken two weaks of
my time, hes delayed the prasentation of the parspectives for our plonum,
5ut Twasday the rough draft is being presented to tha RES and it will then
be stencilied to gmik initiate diseussion, not by bits and pleces, but as an
over-all view, 5til} we're not actually late because pre-plenary discussions
are not like convention discussions, i.e. take thirty instead of sixty days.

Tours
H 13-_'{8-
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