Branoeis UNIVERSITY

WaLTHAM 54, MASSACHUSETTS

August 8, 1960.

Raya Dunayevskays,
4993 - 28th Street
Detroit 10 Michigan

Dear R.D. :

1 feel pretty bad for not haviing answered your various notes and letters,
the main reason being that I am neurotically busy with my new book znd equally
neurotic about the slightest interruption. Please accept my apology. I am
surs you will understand. I should even feel worse about it beceuse I am writ-
ing you now to ask a favor. I may have told you that my new book with the ten-
tative title Studles in the Ideology of Advanced Industrial Society, is sore
sort of western counterpart of Soviet Marxism--that is to say it will deal,
‘not only with the ideclogy but also with the correaponding{oality. ne of

4 : my problems will be the transformation of the lsborisg ¢lass ander the impact

i . ' of rationalization, automation and particularly, the higher standard of living.
I am sure you will know what I mean if I refer to the discussion among the Franch
sociologists in Arguments and espacially Serge Mallet's articles., It is a ques-
tion of & changing—--that is to say-—-a more affirmative attitude of the laborer

not only towards the system as a whole but even to the organization of work in

the more highly modernized plants. Mallet¥s field study of French workers in
the Caltex establishment in France points up sharply the rise of a highly co-
operative attitude and of a vested interest in the establishment.

Now, what I should like to ask you is first, your own considered evaluation as
far as the situation in this country is concerned, and secondly, if it isn't ask-
;ing too much---reference to American literature on this problem pro and contra.
74 know that your own evalustion runs counter to the thesis of reconciliatory
integration of the worker with the factory bub I would also like to know whether
there is any sensible srgument for the other side.

I hope that I do not intrude too much upon your time. How 1is your own work coming
along?

With best wishses and greetings,

Sincerely,

i
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Dear HM:

It was good to hear froam you. (Your letter was delayed btecause
you sent it to the old adéress; please note new onct 44872 -23th 3t.)

Your letter of the Bth came at an ausplcious time since the
spcelal issue of NEY3 & LEITZR3, w-lch wlll be lssued as o speclsal
pamphlet, WORKERS BATTLE AUTCMATICN, has just come off the press and
should be of value to you both becauee you will see the workers speaking
for themaclves ¥WEdir on the conditions of labor and itne alleced high
standaré of 1iving. I know, from the time I last spgp® to you, that you
consider thesc views ea bclmy the result of my influence, “hile 1t 18 °
true that Charles Lenby and some (by no memns all}of the writers of this
pamphlet gre darxist Humenlsts, you would moke z serlous miastake L1f you
cons'dercd thelr views so exceptional that they dld not reprceent the
Amcrican prolctarist, They regresent s very lamportent sezment of the
Amcrlesn workers and in all basic lndustrics--suto, steel, coale.-and
the conditlons thcy describe arc what they experience on the linpe, not
what some soclologlsts scc In a “fleld study.” T would like to gall
your attention slso or especlally to p.6, Mihich Way Cut" tecause, )
contrary to the monolith not only of gomzunista but radlcals tho think
they must have a "united volce" when ticy face the putlic, workers here
dlsa-ree opcnly. Angela Terrano, wh m you may reczll I quote in MARLISYK
& FAZEDCM becezuse she has ralzed the guestlizcn of wart k1nd of letor
1o the truc Marxiat scnse, ané who then uscd the cuxpression thot work
would have to be totally different, "something completely new, not Just
work to vet money to tuy focd and things, It will have to te completely
tied up with 1ife” (5.275) here rejects Automaetlon altsgether whereas
the editor ‘nsists thst 1f the workers managed the factory it would not
te a House of Terror and works aslomg the more treditional chaucels of
workers' ezotroi of production, shorter wor:day, ete.

e

FrieA

Secondly, I hapsen to know a Zaltex engineer who says foome
very different thlngs than Serze Mallet, I had him add s epecial
paresrezh on the questlan you ralsed, but hls study of "0il end Lator"
cublished in the FI in 1943 wes quite a ccmprekcnaive cne & as I doult
you heve 1t I enclose that too. (But wheo you nave flolehed please
. return at your convenlence) At the same time I am not sure thnt jyou have
my srticle in Arzuments on "State Capltalism and Bureaucracy” which deals
with some of the scclologlists you no doubt have in mind as, C.Wrigzht
¥illa,wko Bpeek on Bymewnszt & hluher level than the e lphenomcnal "Crgan-
\Lzatlon #an®, and contrests that to a state casitallst analysla of the

T Tt | CoR o
S dai drheist wh ¢ e

times we llve 1o, 3ince 1t wss simultancously publlshed also in Insllsh
I am enclosing the Soclialist Leader of January 2, 1562 whlcha doen 80,

I will also try to locetc the '"Two Worlds" articlc st the becianing of
the ycar whlch dealt with the American economy 1ln the postwar years

a8 it foes from rccesslon to rocossion,

s ey
<3 MogCaTT

Kow then the Amertcan literature on the sutbjecty I have

' long elnce stop,.ed paylny attentlon to soclologists who have rather
degencrated into the school of “aoclal psychology" whlch the workers
in the factory rightly csll "head ahrinking" so my list cannot be
exbaustive tut I can glve you the major refcrencea, Since the clasa
strugsle was never accepted in American sociology a8 the framework
of snslyais, your reference i those who sgeak of alleged cooperative

. pttituds of worker to manzgement and even "wrganizatlon of work"(!),

| g must have 1in oind ex-radlcals snd near radicals whoee recent
toutings of the virtuca of capitalism are sort of summed up 1o the ,
oermon of Dnnlcl Bell srd hlg strunimout articles called a ook, "The .
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tnd of Ideology" by whlch they mean, of course, the end of the class strugsg
Certelnly they are strusgllng no longer now that thelr phillstenlsm cannot

even assumc the vencer of the West Zuropean enders of the class atruggle (N
only the French but even the Erltish “Hew Left"™) but #fe the crassest spole

for State Lepartment "culture”, (iiow, isn't that s better euphemlem than

"the 1line"?)
/ Ferhaps thc most solld of those 18 Seymour Martin Llipaet,

His\ "Folitical Hans The Soclial Esses of PollticE™) colnatedsby hla

attenpt to “"¢ocument™ the attenuatlon of the olnss strugzles *“The modifica-

tion of late capltallsm by welfare leglslation, redlstributlion by taxati,n,
thaxzymaniidritrnxxf cowerful unlons and "rull Zmployment" legislatlon,

revolution have becen solved; the workers have achieved 1lndustrial and
yolltical cltizeranls; the conservatives nave acacpted the welfare state;

\ Lipact's thesis s thet “the fundemental polltical problems of the industri N

cower carries with it more dansera to freedom than solutlens to scomomle

‘ and the democratlc left has recognized thet an increase in over-all state

gsroblems,” (Even here the American is very different from the French who
i when ghedt espouss the attenuation of the clasa struggle aJ'ror the Plan
| with & cepltal P while the Amerlcen reralins "the free enterpriser” altho

i the State Depsrtment Ltselfl when it 1s a questlon of exgort of ldeology
, soes for "pecple's ca:ltallsm.")

a4 book thet nes reccntly sSotten a lot of attecntion both

teceust Lt 1s pow and Burt of suumerizes 1o bricht Journallstle language
some halfl century of scclolopy ls "The Fellpse of Comaunlty" bty the
Princeton Univeralty sceiolosist, Maurice R, Steln, There arc all sorts
of shouting on "The Znd of Industriel Man" (2Peter Crucker), the end
of politicsl zern “The Polltles of Mass Soclety by Willlen Forphauser] Now
none olalm thet the end of tnls economics, lndustrizl, peolitical man, even
as his thlnkini tcc has tcen tahen over bty the eiectronlc braln, 1s happy
or content with his werk, In that roapect the sotivalence 1s seen cleeres
in Canlel Lell's "jori ané It Dlecontents” whose claim™is that the
attentetion of the class strugsle has ncverthelcss occurred, ifnot in
the factery, thae Ly “the new hunger thecandled carrct”. Hew much have
we heerd of those TV ascts eond "occuprtlonal mobility”™ end Davld Rlesman's
£11; slde record frem the Lonely ¥an to"fhdlvlduslliem Reconsidered"

r of the need "toc lnerease autozstizatlon ln work--but for the sake of
pleasure end consumpticn and Pot for thc sake of work itself.™ At least
Ecll haa one gsood cateh shrasc that trhe descriptions that lssue from

the so-csiled "human reletiona” prolects are "not of human, but of cow,
sociology."

If you take the egnpesiats, you also have a cholce of the
f11p side so thet Louls M, Hacker now. touts "The Triumph of Capitallas”
end while everyone is ashamed of such past as "The Cecline or Amerlcan
Capitalism® which, 1ike all sc-ca.lcd Marxist books from Corey to
that Stallnist spolosist who passes for "the" Marxliet guthority (even
Joseph Schuapetcr monumental btut qulte lopslded or, as we 8gy more
appropriste in Jewish "teldrelt”, work, “History of Fconmcmlc Analysis"
rcfers to Blm as such)Paul Sweczey sre one and sll underoonsumptlonlst
80 that, whether you tgke the perlod of the 19708 when "all” were
Marxiaste to onc desree or asnother and scoe serlous works werc done, or
you take now when nearly the only works assinst capltalisz are lssued
by the Stalinists, there really 13 nc genulaoc Marxlast analysis of the
American economy elthcr hilstorieelly, soclologicelly or as ecomomlc
works. .But, at least, from the economlsts wne docs get flgures and they
do show that lo "The Affluent Soctety" some are very much more affluent
than others, Ctherwlse the soclologlicssl works, even before McCerthylism
for whom*¥ay sroatrate, were speslalized studles of one or angther ~
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espsct, llke occupational mobllity by soclolo: sts Relnhard Bendix amd
S.M.L1lpset, or the Lynds' “Mlddletown" or Llo: WYarner'as “Yankee City"”

or Louls Wirth's "The Ghetto™ orFlorian Zmanteckl on the Pollsh peasant in
America, Even the more broed dislocaticns ss "Class and Caste inr Southe
Town" by Tollard had no comprehenslive otew of American Boclety as g whol

When both the muckrakers before ¥orld War I {Lincoln Steffena’'"Autoblor - -
1f you haygen not to have reed it will do for thet) anéd the apeccialize :
studiea of the 18205 snd some in World Yar 1I stopped Tflow'ny, we then

went into the most fac-us ilton Mayo's Howthorne studies on "The Human
Froblems of an Industrial Clvilization", which were to replace, I sucpose,
the Btatlaticel studles of sharecrcppers, breadlines, ets,

Row everyihlng has moved to Automation, 1In additlon to se
I 1llst in M&F, there 18 now "Automatlon and Technoloslcal Chanze*

Hearlnga beforc Joint Coim, on the Zco, Resort ,B4th Conr-ress, Wash, D.3/.

E.B.Jedobscn and J.3 Roucek “Automation and Soclety” (Phil.Litrary”,
C.Wzlker'a "Towerd the Autometla Factory"” and “Automotion and the

Worksr" bty Floyd C. Mena end L. Richard Hoffaan, which, des;zite its title,
le not wnat the werker feels but o Bpeclalised study in power planta by
the U, of ¥lch, There 1a a scod bibllography, lssued 1n 1759, ai=xthms
Bsxxxurixex3tiy celled "lccnomle and Scelal Ioplications of Autoastions

a Bibliosraghle Revlew, Kicnlzsan State ., East Lansinz, Mich, I doubt
any of thege arc reaily what you

wish to waste your tize on, Lut it 13 a fact
that the n%w gslnce 1)58)"The Soctiet

for the History of Technology® with
its Journs echnolszy snd Culture® {VOL.I.#l.Eﬁnter 1559) at least doesn't

write with the gullt complex that the soclologlsts do and therefore can
toth be somewhzt more objestlve as well ga rree“ﬁfom the attempt to ldeptify
the end of its ldeclogy with that of the "masses”) %ot being concerned wmuch
with the kx3xXxsmesses (thelr cutpoat away from the publlahing center h ere at
ax? Waync 3tate U, and 1ta ecitor Melvln Kranzbcrg of Case Instltute of

i’ Teohnslogy , Clevcland, is really Chicego snd the"Christisr Humanism" of the

soclolozist-techuologiat U, Nef) 1t can poy attention to the technological
bzee as it imginges on other fields, For exaomple, 1t would definitely
be worthwhllc Lf your tock is not golnz

to preas right this minute to wwxtt
gets its next issue which it premlses to davote entirely to that monumental

5 volume study "a Hlstory of Technology", which is edlted by Charles Singer
and which serlea of articles on it, critical and otherwise, will te prefeced
by hlm, .

as you see, I could not glve you the lleting of

@ on the aubjcct without givine you my views aa
.V(i wish now to suumarize my consldered evaluatlcn not mercly of
tooks  of thc Amcrican soclety as I see, which differs very radlcally from
jour views, If I may, I would 11ke to gay thatl hope at leaat that you
have not, in your preoccupation with "“the transforzetiasn of the latoring
¢laas” fallen 1nto the trap of viewlng Marxlen scelalisn as 1f 1t _were
a dlstridutlive philosophy, I do not mean to lnsult you and put.'in the
underconsumptioniat category tut such §reat revolutionaries as RosalLuxembu
were 1n it, desplte the fact that her “Refors or Revolution" was tased
precleely on removing the question of the cless struzsle from its 2xtx
reduction to o queation of "personal fortuncs” to one of producticn

relaticns, =Engels certalnly wrote meny works on productlon relationa
a8d never was even conacious of

any deviationa, and yet by notkeine
- toe dialectician and humanist Ma

TX was, wrote tracts that were far af'leld,
. Hiflerding had undertaken his "“Finance Capltal® as & brincing up to date

of "Caultel® yet the "orianized cayitslliom” with ita"stadbility”
~ incllinlations reduced soclaliswm to & matter of "taking over” not reorssmiz

- Irom the ground up, least of ail by the sjontaneous actlons of the workers
§ course, you may szy that i ; ' IR

-eourse-are not only entit)

iy R P
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+ years, and I may te dolng you a greet injustice since I do not have your :

¥S3 at hand (I do hope you will send it to me 8o that view can te concrete ..
inatead of besed on assumptlicns)tut I Just “ave & feellng that this '
. precccupation with the slleged high standsrd of living shifts the welghl
from whet you yoursclf state in the Frcface to my took as "the luteszral

/ unlty of Marxisp tnsory at 1ts very foundation: in the humanietic phlleso;

s

i o I ‘lherefore,_.allow meJﬁrcca;\ltulate goac fundazcntels
although all are familiar to you, First you no d ubt recall that on psl2t
of M3F whure I quote from CAr, VOL. I, 2p.T08-9 on law of sccoumpulation I
. argue srelnat the sopular c:ncept that now that the worker 1s "“better off'

etc., polnting to Merx's statement that "in proportion as capital is

sccuzuloted, the lot of the latorer, be his »nsaypent hizh or low, muat _
grow worse, "{Erphasis sdded.) That his lot has srcwn worse ia evidenced

in the condltlons of letor under Autcmaticn and ln the unenployment 1t

has produceé, The "gochels of dcpression® mey sound very lncldental to
those who do not have to 1ive in thaem tut when,ln 1960, even a Jaox
_ Kecnedy {ncw that elccti:neering ls ln the air) oust stané sagpelled at

conditloas in Wcet Virsinla where actual casee of asthers selliog themsef‘

into prostitution to try to keep from starvatlon, Isn't it time for the
ex.onents of kizher standard of Living %> take a treather and look 1lnto

the lot of the 5 mlilion unézployed wiho with thelr farilles make up
13 MLPE?' and it isn‘t only the unemployed, nor even the anall pace
of t.hf._-, oel{

n of the Amecrican postwar econ:ay which has produced 3
recesslang, but the ss-called nemzal gonditlons under Aut2asticn, I have
poep miners' shacks who had an cuthouse instead of a tollet but had &8 IV
on the installment plan tut that did not slznlfy elther contentment or
that they “chose” thus thc "candled carrot™, but only thet TV could be
inateiled whercas tefore plumting could bc 1t would need = great deal
more than a 35 dcwn payment--you'd have to root out aldogether those
novels, lmclud@in: the miserabtle excuses for roads leading to then 1o thla
@ost ragd-conscl-us industrially advenced free land,

Tre answer of thosc who sesa to tehe the op-03ita view la
that,l, thcy have ncver even tothérsd to bulld e L?, 2, the lator
legdershly tney have they "deserve™ slnce they wanted for the Reuthers,
¥eanys, Hoffes, and 3, theat they are not "getive”, 1.€,, rechanging
scclety thle very mompsnt, Strikes, wildcats, and orzanizatlion of trelr
own thinking secz€ not to count for very much, Zfor ibc moment I1'1l

pecept this ncn-acccptatle view and ask whether that 1a any zore than the
"bourreolsification of thc Britlsh proletariet" ¥srx and En _ela 80 Fexoan

of "Eho aristocracy of lstor® that Lenln saw o8 thc raot cause of the
colle;8c oF the Seécond Int.

This tringa mc to the sesond taslc Xarxlan view, 2n the
queatlon of gcins to cver deeper and lawer atrata of the proletariat

for its revolutlonery os.ence, You may reaall that on p.187 of M&F

I brinc Marx's speech of Sept,20,187L, after the collapae of PC and the
cowardly runnin:s even before then of the Britlsh trades unlon leaders,

{I have seen thst Speech only o Rusaian, but it mey te avatlable in Gers
I don't wnow.) I-there asleo show thatyffs=® adn't “dlscovered” thle
which he now _cdlled (the sulntessence of varxisn" untll he himself wes
confronted not only with tke betrayal of the Second_but with the ultra
lcftism of Eulharin who was thercupon ready to.castigete_not only the
Second's leadershl.~ tut the proletarlat itself, It 1s the laat par, on
that p 187 where I desl with Lenin's a_proach on two levels, the real and

_ the 1deal, that I would now ll(e to call to your attentlon, 1f I maY.

: It 13 true that Automatlion and state capltallem are not
- only "quantitatlve" tut uallthﬁl\ve okanges 1in our ccn:enpo:y soclety-
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and that that predominant fact would also affect & part of the prolelarl .
7But a part 18 not the whole, Inde:d, the fact that gives the appesrance
of gn sffluent acclety not only in the bour=eols xmziizn asector but ]
in the mzases --the =zilllons of employed Bo that the 5 milllone unemploy . -
lock "llttle"-- does not show that those unemployed are_predominantly:

in the groduction workers, MNo suburbla here, It ls all concentrated

in the lndustrial ceutcrs, asong an ory ranized but wiidocatting proletarila
and gssrevsted by the Negro Question walzh is by no means gulescent -

and amons a youth that has shown that they are not rcbels without a

cause but with one, I know you do not nocept wy view that thcy are

in searsh of a total phlloscphy and are ool getllng Lhemaelves ready

for the dustbin of hletory. But 1t 1s a fact that not only smong the
proletariat and the mllllon that were atrlking just when Khrushchev was
visliting and Elscohower wanted him to show American aupcrlorlty in ,
_industry, not Industry at a standstlll, 1t le a fact that in Just the

feéw mopnths that Necgro coilege youth bezan altting in the whole questlon
*[...0f fresedom snd youth “uumina up to the level of thc Weat Zuropean”™ has
-ﬁean moved from the atage of the future to that of the prsaent.

That will dc untll I aotually sec your took in manulcrlpt _f
gnd set the development of your thousht, I should be very heppy to
write asaln then., Heanwhlle, my work —~and I atlll lasbor wlth the

Absolute Idca desplite the ectlvist pressures you are free from -- moves
slowly, btut 1 do hope nrter t.ebtor Pay to Zet more tlme to ezncentrate
on the book, Perhaps I'll uc¢t to Foston 1ln winter--I digd get there
lagt March but I wza there for only iwo deys and two lecturca and had
po chance to try to contact you. If the luvitatlon to speak wlil be
repcated thie fell, I wllli try to secand talk with you,

\.‘f\/‘;?

r-f,_ﬁg'/ |
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Branpe!s UniversiTy

WALTHAM 53, MASSACHUSETTS

August 24,1960

Déar R, D,

It was wonderful to get from you such quick and good help,
I read at once the 1lsaue of KEWS AND LETTERS, Don't misune
derstand me: I ggree with practlcelly everything thet 1s
sald thers, and yet, somehow, there is something essentially
wrong here, (1) ¥hat 1s attacked, ia NOT sutomation, but
pre-sutomstion, semi-automation, non-sutomation, Automation
as the explosive achievement of sdvanced industrial soclety
is the praptically complete ellmination of precisely that
mode of labor which is depleted In these articles, And this
gemulne sutomation is held back by the capitallsts as well
gs by the workers - with very good reasons (on the part of
the capitalists: decline in the rate of profit; need for
sweepling govermment controls, eto.; on the part of the
workers: technological unemployment), (2) It follows that
arrested, restricted automatlon seves the capltallst system,
while consummated automation would Inevitably explode it:
Marx, Grundrisse der dpitik der politischen Oskonomle, p.
592593, (3] re Angela T.: you should really tell her

about all that humanization of lebor, its connection with
1ife, eto, - that thls is possible only through complete
automation, because asuch humanization is correctly releg-
ated by Marx to the realm of freedom beyond the realm of
necessity, 1.e,, beyond the entire realm of soclally ne=-
cessary labor in the meterisl production, Total de-humgn-
ization of the latter 1s the prerequlisite.

But all this has to be discussed orally, I hope we can do
80 in the winter, And agaln, my grest gratitudel

I am sending $ 10.- to help NEWS AND LETTERS,

-
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Qe Qluee M%M ,C
. October 16, 1960
Desr HM

I hope I may intrude upon you with some on the Absolute ldea.

You may find it useful even for your present purposes Bjnee you are daalin¢)r1 -
with sociology and technology and Nikoiai Dukarin 15 thé father, though

1 doubt he would like that strange progeny of Mills, Rossiter, Hallet,

of 8ll menshanists, and these are my "@nemies" as I proceed to work

out the philosophic foundatlons (the Hegellan Absclute Idea and Marx's -
Humanism for the preaseni day gtruz~lea for freedom in the underdeveloped i
economies, a sort of counterpart to MARXISM AND FREEDOX which limited
1tself to the present-day descent from ontology to techkology, it should k¢
to sharpen up the edges. )

At once I must make so bold wlith historic bac und as to innlur&.i,
both the African and Hungarian Revoluiions, even as, suddenly, thout !
anyone bothering to explaln why, Latin America too 1s included among b
*vackward Gountries,® although thelr populatlons are not African buf of ‘
Eurcpean stock, nor do they lack either an “educated class" or rallroads ]
or aeroplanes thpough "jungle countrye® The one element of truth in i
the dcsiﬁmtlon of “bagkward” pertains to the ecomomy but since 1 take man, i
not the “economy &a- such,” as subject, I would like at once to make clear i

js.the “thesis® I use fron Hegel's final chapter. It ls to be found !
on pP.A4671 *The self-determination therefore ln which alone the Idea 1is, 18 °

‘ t,ohearitalrseak" he pelf-determinatl eppls, are no !
R ertim v ha Lty o1l detaraim e R e iy D 4
.7 %bat Nagy, the Petofl intellighitsla, and the Hungarian Workers Couneils &ll
" tought 1ts idecloglcal battles by unfolding Marxist Humanism and this seme '

discovery appears in Senegal whers Leopold Senghor, for all his apologia for.
De Gaulle, unfolds the same Darmers (I do not recall whether I sent you :

my reviex of Senghor's "“African Soclallem,” but I'1l find & g copy scwme- !
where and send it to you,) :

3 *
Now, in detail, to the unfoldment of ihe Absolute Idea in Hegel's
Loglc, 411 the way glancing at which point in it, at the varlous historis
stages in itue Javeloposent of the Marxlal moverent, the Marxists Yeot caughte
The significance of that first paragrsph on Pe 3€6, for Lenin at end of 191%
was that the unity of the theoretlc practical idea a:plied not so much
in mction as “precisely in the theory of * You may recall that
jJust 5 pages before ne reacisd thai ghapier, “here Hezel deelt with "The Ide¢
of the Good," Lenin stressed the actuallty of the Ides and “non-actuality .
of the world™ by writingi "Allgs Manls comnlition not only reflects the
objective world but oreates 11." But.Lenin did not develop precisely that
aspect, &s we shall see, vhen we reach the end of the chapeter.

That sare first parsgraph of the A.I. contains the stopp ng polnt
of today 's African intelligenisia. If you ars versed in thoir constant -
reiteration of the “African personality,  you will recognlze thez easlly T
enough in Hegels “The Notion 1lp not only Seels but also is free and subjeo: L §
Notlon, which is for itself and therefore has not exclusive individuallty,
Mt is, for itself, universality and cognition, and in its Other has its
own objectivity fer shiect,® Without that personality tooc would only be
Waspor and ploom, opinicn, striving, caprice, and transitorinecs.es” ?

A1l tho sarxists of the 2nd Internatlional,(Lenin up to 1904 i
1noluded) at very best stopped on Ps 467 {1t even we give thei credit thats-
is of having greppled with Hegel. hirself instead of some tertiary swnalry '
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of hin) when Hegel speaks of "the universal element of its form=--thet is the!

m o Ag t0 Vulgarization of that "method" surely had not only the
Cynics and sPhists in mind a few pages hence.(p. 473} he says the dialectic. . -
"wag often quite neglected by those who were fullest of him in their aspeech. SN
Ths Sscond Inbernational not merely noglocted the disleoctle, hut perverted

() A
VW W -4

it into a sort of polish for their organic Kantianiam. B

N

. Because all Marxists, not goluding Marx himself, do llke to o
stress method rather than AI, thus pinpointing the putting of Hegel t .
side up,” it is necessary to linger a bit hers. Although he stress:s (p.468'
that "nothing is either concelved or known in its truth execept in so far
as it 4= gompletely sublest 4o the methed, ™ h3 seperatss himgelf st once

those who wouid degrade method to a tool, 2s analy)sts do: “In in-
quiring cognition the method is likewlse in the positloh of a tool, of a
neana which stande on the subj)ective side, whereby the method relates it-
gelf to the objects In thisiylloglem the subject is one extreme and the
object the othery..The extremes re@cfin distinnt because, subeaot., nethod,
&nd object are not posited as the one identical Notionsese"™ (ps469)

In contrast, therefore, Hegel proceeds to defina method for true
congnitions "1t is the fact that the Hotion is deterrined in and for
itself and 13@1&%511 only besause it equally has the significance of

objective,ss” The tifisition here is to get back to the determinationj

pummetwppovEEEA——
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£ the method. "First we mubt begin from the bﬂﬂm’g_‘{i" and the

‘ » Hegel informs us to the consternmatlon of philosopher and
e, “must be inherently defective and must be endowed with the impulse - 3
of aoir—develomeht.“ ;

X The self-determination of the ZREx Idea, as that of peoples, far
from being world_s apart, cannot be seen in their fullness, "in #nd for
itself™ apaxrt from each other, It is %&is respect that I-just get fed
up with Marxists who keep harping on "n " ag if 1t meant opposition ,
t0 AsYes OF, bDetter put, want “to threw out God and the Absolute Idea" so
4 ea ({dsas) too 1s burled, In “Historical Materialism,® for example,y
\speaks of “soblety" as if indeed it was matter, dead matter o
P’ I better follow the way of Hegel ir this too and e to have
anything to do with wvulgarizers. His admonfion that the vulgar refutation |
28 "we left to itself® (p. 474) reminded mb of the Ghost of Hawmlet's father:
telling Mim all about the corruption of the court, the murder and the
vengeance he should seek, nevertheleas admonishes him against taking

action against one of the con.?mtors, hils mother: "Leave har to heaven,"
If only we had come "heavenlede ) -

What le 1mportant.; says Hegel, 1t %ihe source of tae "prejudkce®
against the dlalectle, le,, that it seens_io have only negative rdsulis;

and therefore what is of tih: cssemee 1s YTo hwld fast the positlive ink its

negative, and the content of the prasupno tlon in the result, 1s the most
icportant part of rational cognitione." ' (p.47€.) . It 1a heras, where He

deals with the sccond negatilve, mewj the negative™of

4be posltive, and includes the latter " where Hepel &t¥wsses the subjective
Toy the tranacenddnos of the oppoaltlon between Hotlon and Reality and

that unity which is the truth, rest upon subjectivity alcas,™

We are enteringz the whole sectlon where even the lLenin of poat
1914 found “"not clear®™ and I believe that the fact that we live in 1960'_
not in 1914, and the fact that we witness both the advanced proletariat’'s
ttles with automatlion as well as the colonlal freedon struggles, can
s bresk it dovn. I am not underestina Lenin's conception of "the
sitive in the negative." Oué who led 1517 needs no minor Zeague defenge
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Long before he read legel on subjectiyiliy, Senin saw "asses as Reason," M
if he paw that truth as long back as/1905, wag preparing to repeat that

on a much grander historleal secale, phy then/dld this twrning point of the
movement of the Notlon appear obsc to ?

Hegel, on hls part, hit out against the whole trinlicity sonatiuc=.
tion of the dlalectlc here, saylng "If number is applicable, then the whole '
course of this second immediate is the third term... now, since the former -
{the first negative) is itself the second term, the third term may now be
counted ag fourth, and the abstract form of it may be taken as a quadruptli-.
city in place of triplicityesee” (p. 478) Lenin's note heres “The dlstine-

&tion 1s not olear to me} 1§ not the obsolute ecuivalent mk to the more
iy G"""“G"ua‘“-:' —— ’

—

ing the e cendence of opposition between Notlon and Reality,
and that unity which is truth, rest upon this subjectivity alone.® FEHe first
stressed that transcendence of contredicticn which "Lz 4hs inmersmst and

aost objective moment of l1ife and Spirit by mtwwmisws.virtue of which a

subject is personal and free," And as Hegel moves to the ciimaetic, after
m i1s extended to systen, mmummis o g

wiEhedrgREEEenx and even though you must enter other spheres-=Nature and
Mind-~he cannot refrain from saylng that we have onded with transitions,
heve entered “absolute ummﬁg" (ps485) "The transition here t:erefore
mi:t rather be taken to mean that the Ides freely releases itself in form
of its determinate 1c utterly fres...the Ndtion arises as {ree existence

that ouf of externality has passed into iteelf; arises to perfect its
self-1hberationsss” (p.486)

W all thls. -~
- "geruonal and free" "individual," "liberstion,"
"release,” free”, Mself-liberation" cennot possibly mean only the
phllosopher finding his abaclute, as he shows in the Philosophy of Mind

when his own mind rE to the struznles a%s.inst slagvery. (Nor do I feel
llike fighting with Hegel over whether Caristlianity or actuaiity brought

edon of man into the world; the Old Man was great enough & even if he
414 reside in ivory towers, tuey were awfully crowded ones--s¢ much so

Fthat todays freedom fighters in Africa find room there too.)

in a1l “faﬂnesa to Lenin, I must here lurn to Khrushchey and
his atate phllosophers who are Buepoaed to have, according to Wetter and
Klein and all the specialists in "Soviety¥ Survey," “reconstitused "the
law of the negation of the negation," which had been thrown out as &
feature of the dlalectlie™ by Stalin. rtyo doubt 1t is true that "negation
of negation" was tco close for couford€ to a totalitarian soclety—for
Khrushchey &e much as for Stalin, nouesex howeverd What is of more
specific note 1s that Scclet: sclaence, in Stalin's tire, had not yet achleved
that break trroush that 1t had need of that lanw.to Justify "acceptance of
theory of relativity and rejection of ldemlistic interpretetion in Bohr,®

¥ ith missile thrust and autouated production achleved, they have need of
the law I jal s B ' 0@
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Copy adpen

Sclence is not ny fort, and ln any case, subjectivity 1s not for

the vulgarly materislistic. The self-developing "subject"-~the
proletariat—not just negation of negation "in general® is
enemy, -and when Karpushin asked that the Early Essays of Harx be
onge agaif-ipncluded in the Complete Works of Harx, it wao N
" 1sh the 1law of the negation of negation”, w;
s dest if he can Marxist Humanlsm where Man, no
A1u ~ beoime the subject of all humanity's-development -
and the deh gation of Ideas be once and for all stopped when p

even so grect r philosopher as Hegel nust perforce return to
positiviamn,

, Now tnen to return to Lenin——the Jump to Khrushchsv's

_r"'b Russia wae only to show what con happen to a non-worked=-out agpect

\\ Y £ dlalectics—~Hogel made him see all the leaps where there wns 4
gradualness, 8.1 the self-movenent where there was external §
reflection of the "Internationsl" or establisied sceialict party . .f
the value of a theory of knowledge that has within it “all the world=-:
connections", the motive foree in the idesl as well as-the reel, L
but the individual, the "perscnal and fres", how cou 13 that sxise i

T LG, WAV Y WA W

g_ﬁuﬁ&g untill after 1917 did not being a new world gocial
ords Something has to be left for our age, no?

. In any case, wh wmrin remained in
A.enin passed on as saw iiegel 13 fng th 8
WMW@ » transfornation of the subjectivity of purpose

- . nogating object; opposition of subjective
andl to externsl oblec as only first negation, vhile second

negation takes place ‘E’Eﬂﬁ%ﬁ"ﬁ% I_ this relatlon betwesn
first and second negation, indeed, resides tfle relation between :
vulgar and dialectical materialism, for the vulgar meteriallist
never gete beron opposition of sublectlive end to external objeat.
But the materialist in Lenin so overvhelmed him at this point of
historic revelagion that, you will recell, he wanted to ftop
where “Hegel stretohed his hard to materialisn” as he “ended" with
Kature, Since that was so in the Smaller Logic, but there was
another-very izportant paragraph to go ln the Science of Loglc,
w for our epoch la precisely on thls free, :
y WO 1iberation who show, both in thought and struggles, |
whet they are aiming us and thus compelling me in any cese to read
and revead that Absolute Knowledge, Absolute Idea, Absolute Mind
ag eacl: developing s ruggle on the world scéne deepens.

. i
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I'1l stop a2t this polnt and tell you that 1f you
are lnterested and wich io cormont en this, I'11 contlnite 4o
forward various thouchte=-in-procece ac 1 work.on oy new book=-and
an just"dying" to £o to Africe.

Yours,

Rayax




Nov. 22,1960
Danr HM!

Talking out loud alone is certainly no substitute for a
dialogue,but the fact that you are in Mass. and I in Mich, is
permitting me the 1liusion that some ona 18 in listening. In any
case 1 feel impelled once agein to return to Nikolal Bukharin's
"HEictorical Materialism\® My phrase that Bukharin treated soclety
as "depd matter? sounded slandercus and so I turned to his chapter
(IV) on *Soclety* and there (p.B4) read: "We -8ncounter not only
slmple bodles, which at once lmpress us &s constituting units {ror

ex., & sheet of paper, a cow, John Smith), but also mest with com-
pound units, intricate quantitles."”

Ineredibls it sounds when 2 revolutionary Marxiast
speaks in one and the same breath of*a sheet of paper" afd
a humabh belng as a "unit", but it g the actual, irresistible
gltimate from one *whopnever quite understcbd the dialssiic® (Lo
uee Lenin's phrase), If socleiy can be turned Into such an ;
abstraction, 1t shouldn't surprise us that sclence too is made into
an abstraction under vhich human activiiy is subsumed. Hegel had - '
the right word for that method: *For this reason determinism itself .
suffers from an indeterminateness which forces it to go on to :
infinity; at any point 1% may halt and rest satisfied, becauge the
Object to which At has passed over 1s rounded in itself as g formal
totality and e indiffa-sant to deterrminntion by anather,* {Lnagter
on"Mechanism®, Sglence of Lozic, p.352)

ki
Tn place of self-activity, Buiharin, as all good - 3
determiniets, loocks for ﬂfm‘i\—‘i&ﬂ—“i *laws* of development, |
uniformity, Indeed, his Hcstility to gelf-determination is so absodi
lute that he concelves of 2 forms of uniformity, teleology and ‘
causality, and causallty, for Buzharin, lg one avent, cause, being
followed by another event, effect.His thinking is conflned within

intellectual planning or vhat Hegel would call "gelf-determination
applied only externally* (Ibid,p.391)

Having defined sclence as oblsctive content in and
for itself, MB can classify*bourgeols”sclence and*proletarian® :
aclence according to the absiract universal of usefulness or vhat
would noawadmys be called "neutrality.* His cholse of *prolatarian® J
pclence s therefore quantitative ——1it le more ‘far-sighted®, B
Even ma today's Joviet ds well as Amerlcan solerfewy, Bukharinis.

keens using categories of a lower order, partisularly }
matHematical categories which preclude self-movement and transfor- -
mation into opposite for he seems not very oppresivelyauare of the
faoct that specific cuntents have specirlc formz of moyement, and
{man's self-activity cannot be subsumed under science, whebher that

te "near sighted® or *far sighted.* %ot °nly far dl stant but ;
cempletaly unapproachable with Bukharin's categories stands the ;
voung Marx: "To have one brels for Alfe and another for sclence las |
g rriorl a 1lle.* i
1
I ne-d not tell you that, in contrast to Bukharin's :
( machsnical materialiem (which characterizes pr-eent-day sclence), °
dinlectics sees the subject ~and-for itself determinalese -

which has apnrouriated oo metivity s "Conasquently, the net¥vity of the |
e ed avalnst ltsel%, for the purpose of absorbing @
and asaimilating a given determination: 1t eims rather at positing
1ts own Geterrination, and by transcending the determinations of =
the external world, at giving 1ltself reallty in the form of

sxternal _act.m:]_._lty.' {Logic, II, p.46L)
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The fact that present-day scientiszts and eociologists cans
not shine Bukharin's shoes only further emphasizes the fact that
once you identify men and things you fall into the trap of the
fundamental alienation of philosophers in class xmmmk soclety
from the anclent Greek dichotomy of fors and apelron, phidosophers
and slaves to 1ts culmination under automated capit aiism where, H
as you put.it, ontology has bean transformed into technology. j

et

Last you conalder my contrary stress on sublectlvity as
"pure® ideallsm, will you permit we to sum up what it 1ls I have '
been doing sinos 1953 when I bacame so preoccupled with the Absolute

Idea? Themm essence of those May letters was that there ls a _

movement from practice to theory as well as from theory to practico;._g
The reason that 1t stirred up such a fuss in the egectarian movements
15 that heretofore i1s that this statement of fact was made e uival-j

ent' to instinot: workers, of courgs, had the “ight instinct' and - ;
Marxism, "of coursge,® had correctly generalized thls instinct lnto .
a revolutionary theory, but...wlithout Marxiet theory the ravolutio
ry practice would get *nowhere." Sbove all, 1t was streseed, only
Marx oould hsve seen thie where Hegel's ides of practlce wae for
the theory of lmowledge *cnly.* Therefore, to deduce this moveent;_;‘i
trom prectice from Hegel's Philosophy of Hind , ren the argument
sgainet me, ls ehcer abandonment of the real world for thati of
ivory towers, a return frem the world of actlon to that of talk of -
"philosophers”, The *philosophers®, on their party were as 1llttle
inclined to bednd their ears to the earth and llsten for any new
impplses for theory,fxom A short month after my lctlers were dla-
patched the rirst revolt from behind the Iron Curtaln starled wkik
80 that both the man on the street and the philosopher, not tc -
speak of the vanguardists, had to clange the questlon: Can man

gain fresdom from out of totalitarian stranglehold to Will he?

From 1953 to 1956 (Hungarien Revolutinn) wa were
confronted, on tae theoreticel frent, by the sudden attacks
 of Russtan Communism on Marx's humanist writinge which turned cut
to have been used by "revisioniat® Marxists as the banner under
which they foughi Communism not only in Western Europe but in far
away Africa where, on the practlcal froant, the mosgt slgnificant :
revolutions of our epoch were unfoldirg, Aas ny ideae on the Tk
Absclu.e Idea got vorked up in MARXISM AND FREEDOM they were culte :
gensral. It was clear I was walking gingerly net because I found .=
myself cutslde any"recognized” zovement but beoause I woa deallng Y
moré with Marx's age than ours, X¥ore than x 10C yoears divide our
sge frod the periocd wvhen the foander of Marxlsfirst stood Hegel
right eide up and very nearly diemlsaed Hegel's compulsidn to go
from the Absolute Idea in the Logic to Hature as "boredonm, the
yesrning for a content,® on the part of “the sbstract thinker who,
mede clever by experlence znd enlightenel beyond its truth, has
decided under mony false and 23111 abstract conditions, to sbandon
himeelf =nd to =ubstitute kis otharnese, the narticular, the
determined, for his self-ccntalned being, his nothingness, his
universallty and hic indetermincteness.* (Critique of theHegelian
Mulectie! Neverthelege the vounz Mary cannot stop there and doas
follow Eepel from Nature %o Mind, brecking off, hovever,ih very
short order,*

*curiously my letter on rhilosopiiy of ¥ind begon with par, 385,
without my Maving been awere that Marx had broken hies M33 off at
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From then on the Marxian diamlectic 1s the creative dislectio
of the zctual historic movement and not only that of thought. The
continuation therefore resides in the three volumes of CAPITAL,
the First International, the Civil War in France and the Critique
of ths Gotha Program. A rich enough heritage not to get mummifled,
but the objectlve world has its own way of magnetising so to speak
a single polnt in thought,

Only with the collapse of that world does Lenin feel the
compulslon to return to the Hegellan origins of Marxlam gt
the Russian Revolutlionhas a world to remake and no time for abstract
dlscussions on the Absoiute ldea, (Lukacs limite Hegellantsa to
the gingle field of consclousness as_organizaticn, or the party as
the proletariat's "Imowing". In any case the period between 1923
and 1953 1a n perlod of standstlll in theory so that the movement
from practice finds no theory to match 1% even as the new stage in
production finds only In the workers battlipg antomation any new
points of dopsrture for theory as for prectice,

Now those who stop with "knowing", whether they sare

neutrsl pertisans of & technology sens class nature or thought :
embodiment, or Communist adherers to partinost, (be it ideesllstically
a la luksce or cynlecally a la Ksdar), fall to grasp that both in
Hegal and in Marx the question of Xh

cogniticn is not an cbstract gquestlon but a conorsts, dlalestical-
empirical one of the how thought molds experlence or gives actlion
jits direction, If the Whole governs the Parts even vhen the

_vhcle 18 not yet fact, then surely,whether Hegel knew 1t or notl

— the pull of the future on the present also tugged at hig*system
vith such overvhelming force that he could not escape 1t,. 1vory
tower or no i¥ory tower, any more than personal ocapltulation
to the Prusslan Stete could compel his phllosophy to stop there
to genufiect instesd of rieing out of it and evem out of rellglion
into the ebeolute orthe new soclety he as perecn could not exilsage.

Somekkare D, E, Lawrence says of the relstionshlp of
grtiet to the vork of art: Artiasts are the plzgest llars and are
not to be taken at face value. But that art, 1f it iz reaily
grezt art, 1g Truth and will reveal both soclcty and the ¥lslon
of the srtiat he buriez in Lis explanstory lles, It is even

trueyr of Ehilosonhera in general and Hegel in particulsr, 2 vy

/ M_,Mggt vity sbanrhed i¢ rot for the ohilosophers, but for t! '
masoes 1T 1e TFe7 who are writing the naw page of history which ~
1o at thy rame timc a new eteye In copulticn, BEven as every previous
grest step in philosophic cogniticn was made only when a naw leap -
to Freedcm becamc posalble, sc presently the new strugglee for -
iresdon the world over wiil certeinly shace the intellecsuals out
of the stupors so that they too can create freely a new "category.”
7hile I may not be walting bresthlessly for theese 1declogiete, I am
for the Meveloaning subjeet® ttat is the ®negative factor,* on

-

can's really mean ihat jou are "giving up" tlie wassee, crR you?

Yours,




December 22, 1960

Dear RD:

I do not want the year let go without thanklng you for your
letters, I read them several times, but I am unable to dis-
cuss them in writing = there 1s just too much to say.

To me, the most lmportant passages sre those in which you stress
he need for n reformulation of the relstion between theory
jénd prectice,{and>the notion of the new Subject, This is

indced the ke§\~End I fully agree with your stateksnt that

ike solution 14es 1n the link between the firat and second
negation, Perhaps I would say: in the gelf-tranaceundéncs of

msterielism, or in the technological Aufhebung of the reified
technical apparatus,

But agein, glthough I em trying hard, I cannot see why you
need the Absolute Idea in order to say what you wsnt to
say., Surely you do not need 1t in order to demonstrate the
¥arxien content of self-determination, of the Subject, ete,

e very concent of the Absolute ldea is altogether tied to
and justifes the sepsration of materlisl and intellectual
productivity at the pre-technologlcal atege I Gertainly you
can "translate” slso this psrt of Hegel - but why translate
if you csn spesk the original languesge??

Please don't mind my sll too brief and inedecuate reaction,
T am still too much ezbsorbed by these snd other oroblems,
Put one day soon I hope there will be more,

With the very best wishes for the new year,

e
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: ) B I was '8lad %o get your note of Dszester é:‘)nd and aérry':
"y you had no chance to develop your ideas at gT2ater lenzih, I az )
.~ leoklag forward to sesing you 2nd have Jou expacd on thls 1z periom. -
#"The January lecturs in Boston fsll Lthrough, tutl I do hare a series |

-0f three La Springfield the lasi week in Februsry and the £irst week '
"in March, © Plsase let e know vhers

_ , 1 can reach you ty phone and whan *;

‘I get there I'1l maks 1t my tunlneas

1atts r8 @8y, and while that won't e
. "dent in 1t. .

to co3e up ta Bospon for at least .| §
1ust Ine Atwolute fcem,*W1ll make s 11%tli.

o
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WS- - I abouid likz %o dl7lde whal I have to say 1ln%o two parts,
the-£ix3% dealinz with your quesatlon as to why I ™need the Atiolute
Idsa..T.wby tranalsts 1f you can ejesk Sha orizizal lacguageri® I
dizagres with jou wien you say that "Ths 7277 concepd of the Absolute

~ Ifea 13 altogetier tled tc snd Juatifies ihe s=ps-atlon of ZiteTlal

agd latallectual ,roductivity at the pre.techaciczlcal stage.® 1t
was not iha ore.techzological stazs that impelled Hezal to the abaclula

. Idea, Althouzn he cortalnly livsd in e 2re-tezhnologtaal erg, it was

- the raot trat the Freazh Revolutlor -ad not trouzht atout ths silleniia-
Reason, Freadesz, 32if-Literatisn--waleh iogpelled bip towards she Asno.
lute Idea. a3 we uzsw frog Wiz Pirss Spotes, e coull.'t asempt the
fledslin: ;rolstariat as that abasolute vezatlvliy whilch would rezonsiruc
soslety, but he dMn't Juat™zive u;" when ke a%opped ahort with that

werz. Iniofar as h2 coagroaissd with the Fruszian State, he seem

& to kave a0ce,ted ths State s3 the Absoluta ané tha spocrdusis? In nia, V
22 Souls, did, -Evmorwe Mer», in faol, wes transforsed Sros tio patiy
v j Surgeols lptallectual 1lnto tha Harx wz ynow t7 8o zrifound a critlzue
- ©of tze Philosopny of Rizh% that tha materialist conzeptioa of histary
© was bBerm.  But, 13 all fairzeas to Hegal the ptlloaogher, he just :
couldn’t stop either at the State or even Raliglom or ita Art {(Forasi

. - of the Syirit, but procsedsd on to the A, I, WELy? Way,when you 2cn-
. ®ider tlat he had trokens with all pricading philosophy and had no uss ~

. ;~whatscevar for the eopty Absclute of Flehty, Schelling, Jasobl?

LU .y
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, Let's sppraach thie from gnothor wiy--Marx' ,somstant return

to Hegel gzd constastly Irealins from him, aftsr dayx. Criticque of g=a™"
Snllosophy of Aghi emze the Critique of the Heg2llas Dialestis,  Thers,':

- “whare he Lroaks with the Absolute Iden--and hs hod to treek froz 1t o

" or the dlacovery ol the Materialiat C:uception ¢f Hiatory would hava

- - teen just Cgpbrical, rather than dlalactleal, codpreh=naive, total ¥

~ and husan--it 1s no longer Just mssterisl foundatiom va. super-struciura:

5 1% 18 szainst the de-huzanizatliosn ¢f tha ades, ané while he iz at 5%,

“'.-he rightly rejects tie philcaopher as the

e however, algo to btreak with Feuerbach's snthropoleglesl materiaitsn
and wulzar csmsunisa. By that tlue}pa ha3 barely zectlonsd Absoluts . -
" Mind wiey the whole 2asay traais off., ¥ith the 1838 Revolutions, = 7,
-~ Harx cortalnly has no further “use® for Kegel, and yet in 1059 he 13° .
- taek szale, If you contrast tie "goprinz® of Hagsl in ths fors choaen -
o for Critigue of Folltical Eognmomy zad In the 1

ansuage of the Orundplaca -
14k Bls recragticn of the Dislectis IrTom the 1ifo of .the Jristor

861-67, you mee_st.once that thals tveak froz Hesel, -the fical ¢
¢ Atsalute.yegapesars: Ahis

blhe aradiarbesnaest v W dn W

[

yardatiok withcut forzetting, .|

1o yerlod;
: ; Tanscenday
tize split iats twesifol aspitaliag -
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s, AT Sep et AA L. ""'S’!’:“:l"": ? o g .. dild ;
“'the general &bdaclute law of cazitallist aceumulation, and for-"the
cegsticn ¢f the nezatlon” the new passlons and new farsea, And; .

. .whem he returna to Cagltal afier the French Pezolutlon {2.C.) and
“ ‘tngerta chanzes of 1ndepandent "sclentiftic value” toth 1n Chapter Cne
. on the Pos~3 of value acd 1r the Dart on Accunmulatlon 123 3létzmate do-”
_ 7elopment tao the concentratlon of Z32i%al-1n the hande of ¢ single )
-.earparaticn, - he st the same tize makes the *rurely teehniesl” chance
~. of eliminetinz Part EKizhi ss o separate part, suterdizating 1t toa . 7 -
- chapter Tollowinz cajpiiallst secumulaticn, -That 13 to =ay, the hla- % o
. Ftorizal 'tendsncy, the yhole movement fTrox prisltive scerzulstion through
- eapltalistic la the expropriators taing expropriated, ‘now 13 not T e
.- '3ust a megatlon of the.nexatleon ®{n geveral® tut the szecl 1catl)’self-q‘--\‘---‘ .
devalopins suhteat, in 1t lezieal. philagcphizal, hlstorical and T
" .iedividusl develosment, - You will remsaber {hst he makes scTe grasy
at the"pre-technclosical® prelstarian--tire erifyan.-te the fully-
devalosed tudtuidval who will Bava stacrird the tedhncloglenl achiern-

zent; ond wa will cet ta iz Suhlenstivlty when w2z rstuts 42 Hazel »Zaln,

.
nn
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o ¢ -aAzeim, whr the Adeslute Idea, cnly thls Sizme trectinp 12 '
thrsugh with Lenin's need. It would, af eourse, be goasense te:
cangldar tha* without "a trasasforzatian into orpoal¥a® TR he found
ir Hazal, Lexnln weyldn't have kncw what to da etoul thes Letrazal ol th
3asond Internetional, That man nevaer weqpared Zor cne gsecond on what L2 -
¢o with or without Hegel., Eut the ne2d tc breax -with hla o¥n ;hlleasgale
ceB%, tAat vulzar materlalisz to which his "Haterlallse znd 2alrlo- . L
- eritlclas® ges7e the zrews light, the need for 221f-1ileratisa 1n theught
aust R3ve been avarjcwarizz for him to hawe f21f 20 76T7 much 3t heme
S -with that ldeslist Hesql. and irndeed ke learTrnad thet the fracdor, the _ .
Yazs £ freedam sug 2283 4703 @ denereiizazier 13 2 releats 7oz the ‘
. 'x“_!.:;crlcal, the foctual, the deed Lo wher: cne truly Terthel? 3 new huzan
dizeraton. Think of his writizne, wnd ell te himealf at thal, fman's "
cegnttion mot only refleets the world, tul crastes S AR e

oA

o i b o igais AR A e ek e Tt Y
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.31 w1l take omly ome sinEle sentence from Hegel from the -
Atsolute Idea crapter which so prececcupies =y every waking =caent, A
and "translate® it and you will see 2t oree tha% thouch sall franslations
ere Yearrest® 3nd surely histeriezl, thay sre by fer-fres ezhsustiaz | =
what Hazel maant, snd ‘therefore,. the canstent ecwpulsion to return to - -
hMm, The scutance 13, "The sslf-deterainetion in whisn 1%lans the ides
T 1a 18 to-hear itselfd speax™,  If snF man undapatzg? a2lf-d2%zraination

T, ip'the Marxlan sense of self-deter:zization of naloms, 1t certalnly %e ',
Lenin. _ At lesst thers.you wculd hsve thouzht he would have no need for
" Eegel, Yet, Yf you contrest what self-deterairaiion of patlcns mesant
'y Lecin pre-191h,°when it wss Tersly 3 prizeiple, to what it Sesat
U post-1014 whey 1ife snd theory snd chilosophy aczbined, )t vill te
.~ 'clésr thet two differest worlds,. not cortradictory nerhapa, tut diffcrect,

"7 'sre 8% lawue there., For,- t7-1916 wher the-Irieh Revolutlon had occurred,
.7 self-determinstlon visn't socathliog 4that wss belng ziven by prioelnled.: - SN

<7 . Karxlsta,. tut somethine that the manses were ‘gettinag snd-glving 8o =~ %

T, Warxists,® m_ﬂ}sﬁn&ngtqr[t_h_elr' revalutioz which had been betrayed, R

- the %aslllygs That wauld brinz onto the staze the proletsriat in actien ™ .= -

*  +~f-once agalp; snd after 1917, whan it is the Bolshaviiks who had to ke ey

©dolad the glving, and when- 2 Bukhsrin was willloz to take lilderiies with
1alectieg Lenlo, Bl ‘out, and in the Will ke was 'to. realn the world - T
; _ o -ane : \ "

i sticy;Ien’t thet sezetitng
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s for & relanl stn:an to hoth-r hlaz,j.i 141 on his dy' na bed'l
~ (D14 you xnow tb.at. 1922 Lanlz ozes agald? gel'l Logis and with it
that ralizious philosopher Ilyim, who, 13 his Cozzan? tary on ths Logle . =
¥a3 £0 illuainating on ths gquestion of ‘Aoncrete, that he inalsted that.‘ PR
Ilyin, ths reastlonary, bo freed fTaa Jalil?) - : T

¥ovw 211 that zsant pelf-dsteratnatlon in 19 4-24 m:d 1.’.
I took only the political trazslation, how wzs I to huve 3e93 dhe _
.huzaalsz 1 the self-dstermination of the African Decnds, 1950-307 - ,. -
,®Ths sclf.datarainatisa in whioh alone the fdoea is 18 %0 hear itself™
.pea.‘.:". acd Li apeaks with a diffcront volce now, and to bta edle ’o hzar .
1t thore 1s 1 gesessity not only f2r the pructlse of haurlnb taday's nusu.
Sut 43 theory of Hesel'a philsaaphy. "

-

IANX auas rur"\a* Juatifr gruelf, I would 3y t‘nt rrnnkl:
Qurling tha 1345%a, whea 1 £irst becas: enizorsd witk tha nnluta Tdaa,
1% was juat oul of loyaldy o Marz end Lenin; Hagel was stilil mardiy
wors than zittearlal, slihouszh by =y the ms!.: of his languazs g0t to
ae ovax 12 I goaldn't pzad tas notea. Eut oncs the new %techneloglieal
pericd of Autoaatizn zst %o the alnars and ’,‘ﬂs; atartizd askxing queatl:na
atout wikat Iind of laber, thae Tebturm %o the early NarTx Deasnt alio tie
late d2gel, 43 I #sald, I 4o 22% a3rs3e with you that ke Abtaglute Ydea 1
related 12 2 pri-teskacslosiacl atasn, E_o long a3 clasies atill e::-s*..f}_
%he dlalectls will, and 4.3, wlll fovever ahew now racotai] Taat I do -~
agres wilh 15 ihabt cpca on tae world scale, we have Teashed thae u..ti--_\'a.
in techrolosicesl ds7alapaens, then the responses of tha nasses 3 the

. Pre-tiaknclezlsal wndar-207elozad viorncmlies are the l;"ur tc seelzg the |

S0RAEIALTZ Ny 1n the Avasivie Tdes, e 14 Sackiard Iseland in 1316,

sr beckward Rusala 1o 1317, or tacksard Africs 13 13530Q, scoshow tha.'
a530luiae nezativity af S:gs.. asmead into play. :

mrm eweine & e b el

Cns flaal waréd on why "transiation” 13 no sudst 1tute Lor
Eeszel. It has to do with the 1iaity of ke a3s one livea wifith, which
. arestas the concrote, Lut” nlso__gxhnu:;,a_ u and there 1a need for retumm
‘;@( $0 the atetract, She B u::ivnr:al‘ﬁ!.ch will tascme ins nev ocnereta.
' TFor axasgple, ror Lenin's age "tranaforaation 15to oprosits™ was the
category. walle cognitlon,not onmly refleetins tut ersatlncg, was lefs
-alone, To &% %9 4 noy relal iarsa.p of titory ard practice, or a noy
Foumdatlsn, 4RIry wss 4 _wbew consrwha in 1ide to orest? s noyw 3%a3a of

™ §r1lon3-nic ccznltian, s rctur:: to nasei ¥a3 necosur; Or a% least
neaded 1%, , . . ’ '

.
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' Now %2 tho ssoond Teason for this letter. I m ehd ycu
‘agres that a reforzulation of the relation Letween theary and praciice
“and the potion of a pew 2udjeci 1la ths Xey.” ¥Withoul g new forzulaticn, |
" tha s#00nd negatlon could Be diverted us it is by the Stslinlets, to © .~
mean & pe¥ objast--a technlque, s uputnlk even an ICEX--1nstead of ¢hy ' .
.self=dcéveloping sudleat, Of courss, teochnology means the conditions for
unlunaln:. tut witheut & nov subjeat ove would automatically relspss '
-to the staty or “Salence” doinz it. I do not know whether you hsppen 7
.40 have reszd the latest issue of "Technolczy and Gulture™ (¥inter 195),}

” rwhere A. Zyorokine, the E41tor.in-Chief of the Hussian Heview of the

.. =His%ery of ¥orld Civilization is attempilng %o do the same thing with

. - Oitﬂvitymof aia with valus, tuat i- to
G
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et U e , . ‘ S ) R
sy, denuded’of Lta clasa content, I a3 writing the Journal a letter, <~
whizh 1 will ‘enelose for you. The polnt I want ts daxe here 1s that 7
vulzar saterialisa, whlch reats upon s aontemplatlvae attiituda tovard T
reality, has, wvhen it 13 {n powar, s 7ory vindicatliva attltude Lo the R
salf-davaloping subject. <This it trlea to hide, elirer by disrszardiag
the subject of tranaforalng the obj2ct Sclsnce into M3ubject®. -

L T
-

E

ar

.

-
d

7. ..7:_ . A nsv beginning 3ust te made, needless to say not from the
' Object but the Subject, That, I boze, 13 what you 32an bty "the sslf. .
_ transacendence cf materiallsa”, Let me returs ozce agaln to Hasel and
tha% k3y-pasaage on the Second Negatlon and 2ubdblectlvlity; (Fags 47T}
Reke gegatl7ity which ha3 Jual been conaldered ia toe urnizgz-zeint
af the moveaent o tha Hotlon, It 1a the sizple point of negzatlyy
gelf-relatloa, the innsrzozt scurse of all aattvity, of living and
gpiritual self-zovexsnt, the dtaleatiz asul whtch all truth has ln
gpd throuzh which tt alond ls gruth: far the tranacund2nse of tha
o3pcsition betwsen 3hs iHotlen and R2ality, 124 that unity which ia

truih, reat upon thls subjectivisy slona, . :

Yo ! .
Ta overcoza the féertciaa o2 taxking si7en conereie ¢
Le the real oms had to do aore iham Just W gontrnsh esa2ncad wil

appearania, Lanin, ia bl potstooks, 43 hap;y when he 3eta oval tia
final sectiorn on Za3lenee {cauaallsy) recauss L% perzits hix to Treai

- -
—mw ol

with inccnsistont Bzpiciziam, which izaludaed lle 1iattatlora of tha

et
b}
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setentific mathod, that is %o =3y, ihe ca:essry,oﬁ:iauzalitg t e

exslaln the relstlenahly tetwesn aipad apd matter. |\ Tre catezeries ty .$~1
whizh we will paia xaovisige of ths ctlentlivaly verl; Lenis oass, a2t -

Fraedca, 3ubleativitz,” Botlen, | Lhéde, tnem, are tns srazalilcea, T

tewtsr yet transsendance, of gisecsive ideallan ipto materlallss, s3 1 . i
. -well a3 of wul:ar patarisilam 1nto true aubjestizity, which zas glsorted -
.7 _the oblect, Ard yet, 1t 13 preosiszely froa Yh2 pas3aga st Aecgal whloa -
+5+ 1 Just quoted thaot Lealn writes tzat thls ;lay over whéther ihera tg o

~ ta triplloity or quadruplisity in tas dlalectls, 13 unclear to AlD,

*,

; i

CT e {(Ineldently, quadrupllieliz, tnetead of tripllelty, had alse o
a spealsal, though a s:gcnéary intersis 57 ne tecausd I uszd to te quile
3% a 1033 %o undargiead why Hasel, in the Zneyelopedlia, LLiata threo

aAttltudss to Objectivity, whlch exaludan tnc Hagallao dlaluctic, sin2e
fren Xant you g9,not to Hegsl, Tul Lac'tware to Jacobi, It would then
menn that thers 13 a Prirocgrugaion in hlstcry and ths fazous trizliclty
of ths ¢lalestic oust really bacoxe a quadrupllicity tefore we finally
resch the Preedom of the Atsolute, " Bul here, io tie 3elence of Lozle,
ve are desling mot so zuch with attltudes to objsotlvity as to sslf-

. dovelo;ment of self-setivity. Ia mny cas3, thn,real*gpﬁnt to ua here

7 1s the “irmanest deterslustlon”--the "33lf-acdisting”“movesent and A

T aetivity® (¥sas AT)e oo Do Lo . ol o hoed

-~
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oL Lt wing ard laat peges are all on alf-relatlon, = . I’
© “paracnsl and fres”, frae reloase, self-literation, and 1t ia all dome 7
© yig thG three Dovezente of Coiversal, Partlculer, end Ivatvidual, whlch .7
> nks characterized tha Sclencs of Lozic as a whole, a3 wall a3 13 each cf.
TR Ats sections, Lt ms reiracs oy step onos azain to Page 479t - "The . ~
.+, begipning ;fg”tE' uplversal; the result is the indlvidual,.the comcrete,
: aubJeot® - i et DIt e e T Y

L. The folld
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, . ind yet, the dlalectlo metzzd, "ths metzod of trutht
. haa here exiended 1t92lf into z 3734am, Unleas one fully }'olda
" on %o the Zaet that 1% 1s only bocause tha rauul‘ haa tean "deduced
ard dezonatTatsd™ {Fage 432}, be L3 lilxa %9 give vp at %hls ,oia*
278 3ay t2et's where Hegel muat rzally e :t*ce cn hls head Tesause
ks 18 rothing mere than an ldaallisi, srfiar all, who has jet ons cthe;‘
. Bystea to prodszy a3 hina *Atsoluta”, and his own ot thai. PBut, uneli:
the "syataa” zmor the foundaticn 1s any longer a mere aasunjilan, and T
" we Bave 10t stozped zoing to the obj°ct1‘:a for aronr. It dcas not coze
~out of the philasorher's nead at all, eltiough “esch new atags of
extericrizetisn (that 1a, of further dsterzinaticn) is alao an

‘interlo;“aticn. and rreater attousiss te also blzbsr lnisnaliy”
T {Dara M

Paze AS]). Ao doubd%, Lealz hers ag:ln tigX heart aznd near the vory
next sentana, Tih? rtches sonaeguently 17 -?aa\ tha uast egangrata’,
referved us task to Cppital., Indaesd, 13 is al ‘:lu acict z3o3s lliel-r
whaa hyowrsy: 83 framtleally to the Jrapnt Incycleopedlia, asking w2 e
me goulln’t afier 311l 33Al1 odd sazsthltzs on the &lalicile, evan ay

Es-nsd aoneluded 42 nizmsell what no Yaraliat Ln ke pz2at hulfaas2atury
hed understsed - da,.lsal, wiler 13 13 fagcaalidbis ta underatand w.t._:':_“.
tre whala af tns L:.-L... £latory, howor:r, putilng Sarriara evyn wa2lora
n 5an4.ua li%e Lerln, he re -aln=d hazrlzat when na eoudd {:rstani” .ha:
he Lozls ended wish Hazel's extendin: a"iand %5 =a% e*iali:...." Teerive
n a tot :-....t.;r the u:“:y st .ao.ia:s azd Really, ;-..e all asau =2 &maniros

tha fam 0f Natura, whickh Lenis Tiraaslated® a3 "dreaztlga”,

T a3 gertaluly 211 for i ur;c'.lza of thr 1:LT Reve
Eut ev:3 a3 Lepl:s ha? s livo alioe w-*.:: wnat

30 wo ¥so Havd Lived -lu..: anad "*:'.:-‘*:-::: -.:.':.;*:'
*n.a‘. ylod the sell.devaloslinz sus

-'dn.-‘

utlcn.
Raj: r"s s":.z'.'" 1317.2
fwr near Pour dozadoy

<%, %he nye 3ulless, a..d nw, D3

13 iza cau::‘..‘.r;r and rasardlng a aa-s-.:!.r!.- lagar in tae® proletzrial

(aJ gealna osur “arisissrats o.t' 1abor* azd for Marx’ dcz;e.. and lcusy

-rrat.a____,.n;._ hzye goniinuad ihe re-m..ut.!.onar: tazulae), neM thas!

. aptrates the whole warld™d That 13 why it 13 13p023ible to 169% 3oLy

lt the sd7acced wcotomy; that 13 why. 15 pegessary tc leox ilao a% :
ke nost_Y-ackward;—asd._thab_ls why t“;a ® yarld oust ba our couniry, i,e.,

ﬁ:.:_f,,g;-..r of the self-develsdplas sub) jecs. Sacx thec to ihat findl

raragresl of ..Eu"'r."'I"—_T Tnstasence tSat we Rive mot Just reschsd

a B2y treasitlon, that ihis écteraina'.ion 13 "an abtaslute Ji%aratlanTy

heving po furthar immsdiate datsimizaticn which 13 not equally Dastted

acd equally Notlep, Conscqusnily thers 13 no transiilcsn in this fyesdea "

ALTte tranalilan hera, tharctore. Dudt ratlier Te taken to amean thst tha

- Idea freely releasss Ltazlf in atsc lu‘.e 32lfa3ecurity and f3lf-repoaw

By reacox of this freedod 4he forg of 1%a detorulnatencss also lo utteri

? ]
free--the axtoraallity of since u.:d tlne walok 1: abao‘ut-sly .;or naslr ' %
nnn \r.thau. l\le\.ctl'ﬂ.?-J. R

P 4 - ‘~.,‘
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.:You ses I am not afraléd alther or zm nzate..' of Hagellian :
..ona..hz. nor of the 1dealisa of ths ataoluts Idaa, The 4, I. i3 -
_?.___ aethod of cognitlonm Lar tha =n00h of the struggle far troadcn. 0
,nlloso;hlc cogn.tion i3 not & sysli=:a of ghilososhy, But the coux!.tl."a
- .of -any object, gt our obje::t" belns laler, %The unily of cbjecs
aubjeot.. heorx and pl‘lutlcﬁi‘.‘.ﬁd the transec anaes of ths rtrat nosat!,gn

'¢, . . n‘




bims,

Gne ninor vord on ths queation ts to why Fa:e.ﬂ csntlnuud i

mter he"ended™ with Hature, whlch is the way he onded the axaller R
Loglo and which la the lo.;,inal trensition irf you mngxﬁhaxm
transfora his Selesnce of Losie Into & sBystem as he 41d in ths th;,rclopedii
~and meve fros Logie o Nature to 8pirit or Nind, o
yolumes té hls’ Cazitul angd likcwige was golng to en:‘. t.hc n rei goiwse
"logleally®, 1,:. wlthout ~entering thls sphere of: Acoumulation, '
he decided, he. -
Ui s mere"suzmptl n of al 1 that preceded, but, to u,hsw @y e:a...ian phr‘ase‘.
'.- cuge. agaln, "tr . pure Nsilen walen: forms & Notisn of itserr® » e almo "M
.'ﬁ'n»luded en‘antlicl;atlon of wiat Volumes II and IIT would contaln, ST
. Volume -II, as we lmov, ia far from ..aina Kature;: con thﬂ contrary._
"1t is that ‘ante.at 0, pure, lacla%ed "cingls soslety™ {"aceclmlles in:
one country,”if yocu --leue, only Marx thouzht It was state cup Ltansn}
It was so pure and a3c loglcal and so unreal that c..m;le,sely din-_,
- organized pcor Rosa when she controeted that phanfaszazoria to the
rapac!.oun taperialliss living off cll those unler-developed co:.m.rien

-1t oonguered, And, firally, he tells us elao that he will indeed :

poma Anun franm f'ﬂgcn. ha‘f’hin te fags tha whols gonarete =383 of

clpitaliau nnd rates of ‘.rottt &d s.eculstlon ard ch"a..lng, tut we .
“would only lose iheasheiaxzm=idsixix gll knowledge of what soclety -
renlly is 1f we reveriod the method, And even though Volume IIT

~ stopped befors he hed & chance to davelcr the chagter on Jlasses,

“;: Wwo knoWw that it was not really the olaaas ut the £yl znd fras develop

- ment of the lndlvidue): that vould 8lgaify » negatdisn of & negatlon AN
. that waa” notm.-ely destructive- ol “the old, “But domastructize of tae new.”
-In tkis sense, ard in thisg szasze only, Hagel 8 1last sentence about . i
the Notion perrectlns "its self-liberatlaon 4in the Fhlleacpny of apirit"
~must be’irarslated; stood rizht-sife up. And Hezel will certalnly '
help un & lot inthat boot a8 he 505: on to desor&he treadom, not. as

AL

ROTY whnn I ‘see yuu elt.her the lnat week ¢f Fobdruasy v or 2% rat “ak‘jor;%:
: Hareh, Let :ne Jnow vhich_is more convenlent rox. you. T e




