Mereh 6,1961

Dear R, D.

Thanks for your letter anc enclosures, BUT

T must express my utter ai egreement with your article on
the Moscow Manifesto, This disegreement turns into out-
right revulsion sgainst your remsrks on I, Deutschet.
They smount to a2 plein denuncistion in the all too po-
pular MecCarthy style: Deutscher hes "so orgesilc & com- .
minist mentallty that he might as well carry a party card
ins}:eadbogia)scholastic one”, Thet 1s to say: elthough he
5 \probably) not g card-carrying member;—~he-mi well be
one, Phole! Pful m{ro» ol ar Héover'sgﬁ -

I guess 1t is becsuse I wrote the prefacs to your book

thet I stll feel concermed with such things on your part:
..;}ﬂ%mwv—ww;@ﬁ

ere too, the Weltgelst asserts 1TSeITs always on

the rlght side and founds the right alliance 4 since

I am none of the wWeltgelistTs §, 1 wishbo state that, in

By viéw, Deulscher ls not only a great scholar but alsc a

great humen belng who dares to spesk out of tune with the

chorus of the lackeys on the Right snd on the Left,..

As to the substance: 1t 1s.perfectly leglitimste to compare

the leninlist Internetlonal end the present internationsl

orgenization, since an internal development connects the

two, It 1s slso legltimete, &s you <o, to contrast the

two, But by no stretch and squeeze of the truth can one,

as you do, contrast the two by presenting the former as

the orgen-of @ "workers! state _: _parsgon of revolution-

ary socislist @smocracy (in 192811) etc, To use ?ourvown

lengusges—tnotiing-can~be - firther from the truth" (as you

demn well know, or should know),

Is there still some chence that, some day, you might get

over your emotionsl precelictione and settle down to a

genuine snalysis - an snalysis worthy of the nagmes which

you claim? It is the absence of such an snelysls which, in

your NEWS AND LETTERS, rencers possible; améng other horrors,

the lumping together of the."dlctatorships of Castro and Tr!.lx:;,

jillo" - liarx snd Hegel would turn-in-their grave 1f they.-—

would see thls ssmple of "working clsss" in-sight, I wonder

whether, sometimes, you are not alightly worrled about the

vicinity of such formuletione with those of the State De-

pertment #hd"TIA ~ But nerhaps I sm unJudt to these agenclies:

I think they indeed see the difference (the essentlal onel),

.
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sorry! Shell I go to s psychistrist to have my ‘organic com-
mmist mentrlity'dlagnesed, or rhell I gweer thet I do not,
never have, never willl be "fust as vell” carry s party cerd?




Maroh 10, 1961
Daar HMt

Your emnzing letter of the 6th was forwardad to me as I am still in Hew 2nglamd
on ay leqbture toure The amazing espest of your letier dosa aot concern your polities, -
Wt your venom toward ms, which doss not avan stop at glander "the company you lessp F
from Modarthy to the F3I", and rises bn the crascendo of worrying ahout halngfunjust®
to the 2tate Department and tha GIA, but not oaring a hoot mbout attributing to me
worry “about the vleinity of guch formulations with thoss of the %tate Department and 3
the OIAY Juat to give you mome fraternal help to got off that FPBI kiok, let we state
for the record that I have made bhoth the Attornsy Sanarsl's and the GFU list, aot te
mention the faot that ihae people in Dmtacher you are so anxious to dafend have grester
accees %0 bolh bourgeols publizhers and university foundatione and campusss than I have,

and it is not bhesmuse they aro scholars and I am trying to shove thes into *Rdgar
Hoovarly file"!

Don't you beliave that we are Yoth old enocugh nad have gons through encugh
expsriences of oconcsntration campa frow Hitler's Gorwany's, #talin's Russia,(and the
FBI leases on cemps ia Florida for all®subversives®should at least give you pauss 4o
thik bafors spraading yoursslf out dmite in thet mamer with unrestrained nsme-cellingl)
to be abla to disouse even “organic a comminist mentality" ss a subject for disocussion
instead of agaault? Surely I had said encugh in my book on state oapitalist commuaiet
mentality, from Lasgale through Stalin to the "humnn rolations projecte® in American
universitios Lo warrant, on the part of an intellectual, consideraiiuan for my concaption i
of State Planmnars, one and all, no watier how violsatly you dinagree with that? But
how ofn violent disagrasment possibly make you JRES G ZXPATSIIONY YOU NSVIR 7Ol Ly

L3 FE 3T LT TS INASINT a3 "lletatorshivre of Omotro and

Trujillo®, although you have put in poiaiion markas? &'dz} denr Morcuee, thers le no
need to go edlir to a payohlabrishevt Wawphis MEpt- W miative in what you atbrilute
%o my oharactsr and thoughls You do nsed to raread thst amlysis I gave and then stats
your oontrary poeition ont 1)the new role of Pusmia ia Afpige: 2Yehs d:f5aa5 of itha
. Mfrigen Revolutions ocutside of sither pols of auclearly arusd werld caplials 3)the
odlf-aotivity of the masepss thut ohanged tha map of frica in less thao: o decads es

it faows the imperdklist etruggle 231 the African skoogas aad tha Africaa inte) ligantein
and ite adolaistretive mentalitys AW If you must eome to the dafease of Jsutwcher'e
explanation ap tho oorrsst ons, than at lanet ooamider the facte, 10 hot the philosepht:
and political asmsumptlions unlerlying them, that I oould aot really think Tussia of

1928 *a rpunkgbloof revolutisonary soalalist dmmcorasy® act oaly becausa I go out of the
way, sven where I analyzs the isolation of Russia of 1028 4o Russia orowlng others in
1960 , if only bacauss, in’far off “hicazo slum ons liitla Raya got trested to a

sanple of "revolutlomary soslali+ dx-ocracy” whaa aha was sxpalled from the YOl by
bhalng rolled down a dirby stailreass, hwmfld

[P SR Vo T Y RO

Hora {tho :awo Lhe atudenis ot als ssai out) are my ns<t thres lectursge
when it is over Oa ¥Wed. t&: 13th I zo 4o Y, thencs hagk to Ueirsls on uy way to Lie
8y May all tho lecturas rill he flalshed ead i will ageape to work oz the outline of
@y new books HMay I w4111 oonsliar you suffiole:tly intarawted in a Yarxist anal ysie

of the shwoluto Iden ay ihe strusslae 1or Tresdom iz the unierdavelopsd oouuntriaes

Viwmiaats f4 for ma 49 seal tha culliae Lo ¥ou Tor submissisn to Jeacon as you proigad




August 6, 1964

Dear HoMat

The years have piled up since I last wrote you, and yet my new book
is novhere near completion. There have been trips, especially the one to West
Africa, vhich I consider part of the book, and perhaps 1 ought to begin there to
bring you up to date. .

Enclosed are two articles on West Africs, ones 2 journalistic one on
the Camblan elactions, which appetared in ABrica Today, July 1962; and the other,
on the ideological front, which appeared in Presence Africaine, Vol. 20, No. 48,
1963, But since I do not have an extra copy of the latter I enclose it in its
original English, ss it appeared in News & Lettara.

Your Ona Dimensional Man was given to me for a review to appesr in
the Fall, sand because, I like your critique of existentislism I felt you might
ba interasted in my plece on Sartre, which I enclose. Some friends of mine tried
to have it translated into French and published in Paris, '

It may be that neither the enclosures here nor the new paperback
edition of Marxism and Freedom (sent you under separate cover) with its new
introduction relating the Negro revolution to it, and its new chapter on Mao
relating it to the Sino-Soviaet conflict will disclose my underlying preoccupation
with the Absolute Idea, the new relationship of theory to practice, the g
concept of & new Subfect, but then I need to know whether you are still %
terested before writing to you in any grester detail,

How are you?

P.5. My sister(Bessie Gogol) whose son is in Myssissippl with COFOWOI::
me excitadly when she spotted Mrs. Herbert Marcuse's name in the let she got

from the Parents of Mississippl Freedom Suomer volunteers. When I zaa @y naphaw
(Bugane) back all in one plece, T will find out whether he met anyone from ey

family in that Magnolis Jungle,

. i
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GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ARTS AND SCIENCES
BRANDEIS UNIVERSITY
WALTHAM. MassacHusETTS 02154

October 7, 1964,

HISTORY OF IDEAS PROGRAM

Dear R.D.:

Thanks ever so much for your letter with its enclosures

which I received after my return to the States: I was in
Europe for almost half a year.

Again I read your papers partly with great joy and paryy
wlth great irritation. 1 have rarely come across a case
vhere such a large area of complete agreement meets with
such a large area of disagreement. I found particularly
interesting your critique of Sartre,which is an urgently
needed job,but here, too, I would tike into consideration
that Sartre today is one of the very few who knows and
gays what is going on.

All these things should be reserved for a future personal

discussion. At your request I am returning the papers
herewith,

With best wishes,

Yours cordially,




October 10,1964
Je.r Hny

Welcome howeli O is homo considered to be eloewhars? Well, welcome
back, then, and thunks for yours of the 7th., I was especially pleased that
you fouwnd my critique of Bartre "mriicularly imteresting.” Since my friends
abroad did not succeed in getting & French publication to print it, and I know:
none in the US that would be interested in po doing, your suggestion about
taking into considerution Sartre's speaking out presently becomes abstrect. I
note he bas taken time out o write uis wutobioyraphy rether then ocompleting

his Critiquo de 1l: Paimon Disl-ctique; do you happen to kmow when he intends
to return to the work?

I would like nothing better then to bave a chanca to talk with you
at great lenghh, but, sirce I bave no paid lectures in Massachugetis this
winter or spring, I'm sf¥uid tlet iov is out for tis wrssent. (You omse cpoke
of pooing vhother I could be brought to lrandeis, and if you should still feel

you want to, I'm enclosing the brochure that both the pubdlisher and litersry
azent use.)

The best thing that has haprened to uwe recently is that a Japans:-q
edition of HARXIS: AND PREEDGH has appeared (unier the unlikely "translation”
of ALIERATIDN AHD REVOLUTIOR) end I have been invited to lecturo there late
next apring. But, again, the publisher is willing only to pay for sxpenses
thers, not the pessage to Jepan, s0 I do not .now whether I can swing that
trip either as 1 bappon at the present to be as poor us & church mouse. If
thin im harinnine to sound melodramatic, a veriteble chapier in the Trials
and Tritulutions of 741l the Toiler, it is because I'm rather on the disgusted
pide becaune I bave tried and tried to get some foumdation to give me a grant
to be free to coaplete my book, but I have been unsuccessiul.

Ingteud, on the 1UCth anniversery of the Hnancipationm of Prooiucation
last year I "diverted” to the Anerigan scene and belped in putting out the .
enclosed AUSRICAN OIVILIZ:{TION Ofi TRIAL. At the weme tise, off an. on, I write ',
outlines of odd chapters, For exaaple, this,enclosed, on *The Algebra of
Rewolution” or the Dialactic of Thouht and Aotiom. X naturally would 1ike
your comments, but pleuss return it to me, 1've besm woTidng very hord at
Hegel's Abnolute Idea, especially on the second negation, second subjectivity,

ard new relationship of theory to praciice in our day. It is to this I will
return the next time I write you.

Youra,




§ %}\;‘/ E}

5ince you once saked me why I "translate" Hegel when
I kpmow "the original®{Marx) well encugh I assume you thought
thet since my writinzs snd sctlvity were political my veritable
obsesslon with Hegel's Abaolute Idea was ,.an obeession. I am
exsZzerating, of course, but it 1s only because I hope you'll
pernit me to write in this Informal way an outlline of a chapter
of my new work (which I new lean to calling "Philosophy and
Revolution)thet deais with "vhy Hezel? hy Now?"

Dear M

The chaptcr is to have three sub-sectlonsi Marx's
Debt to Hegel} Lenin's Amblvalence toward Hegel and Shock of
Recopnition; the phlilosophlicesl prekleoms of our age, The first
gub-gecti n will connueet with M&F but greatly expand why Marx
couldn't "shake off" Hegel as easily as he shook off olassiocal
pokitiosl eoonogigoncee he transcended it, then his"ecornomica®
becene, not a/B8¥itlcal economy, but Marxism, a philosophy of
human sctivity, This wes true in every alnsle respest from the
theory of velue and surplus valus, through rent s & "derivative"
rather then meking the landiord class as fundamental 2 one as
the new capitalist class, to capital accumulation and ithe"luw
of motion" bringing about its "collapse,"™ In gll these lebor
was seen as the llving subject bringinz all contradlctlons to a
hesd and meiing soclalism "incvitable”; at no polnt were economic
laws independent of human activity, Regarding the Hegellan
dilglectic, on the other hand, desplte 1ts reorsation in Marxism,
or what you laughlngly refer to as “gubveraion¥, thset ls to say,
teaneformation of dialectis from "a sc T logic" to "a
science” of revolution, his "attachment” to Hegel remained. This .
wes not because Marx began a8 a "Left Hegellan™, nor even Lecause °
the Hegellsn dlalectlc speeded him on hls own voyage of discovery .
{"thoroughgolng Naturallsm or Humanism"), Indeed, when his break
first came from Hegel, he used clgseslcal political economy -
to counterpose reallity to "{deallsm", especlally of the Proudhonlan
varlety, Yet the adleu to classical political economy was
complete; the adleu to liegelianism was not,

Teke the very first, and moat thorough and profound

attack on Hegel's Philosophy of Fiaht--the very eritigue whlch

led to nmothing short of nls zrestest dlscovery--the matertalliat
conception of history--a less:zr man, a lesser Hegelian than Marx,
would at that point hfve finished with Hegel, Marx, on the
contrary, proceeded to the oritigue of the FHENGMENGLOGY and

the FHCYCLOFAZDIA, and when he broke off at the last sectlon on ;
®rne Fhilosophy of HMind" to stlck with what he called "that dlsmal
pelence”=--political economy--and engage in class struggle activitie
revolutlons, First Internstlonal, which took the rest of hls 11fe, :
he still hungered to return to @ presentation of "the rational
form of the dlslectic.” Indeed, at every turning polnt, he
| returnes to "the dlalectle,” You recall now huppy he sounded, In
1853, in his letter to ingelz when he explalned thet he "peclden-
telly" cawe upon hla llbrary of Hesels's works and thers zot

some "new developments® whlch dwe helpinz him complete Srltique
of Pollticsl Feonomy (and of course gee the results all t
throve~ the Grundrisse). Avsin, in &861-63‘. when he first regorked -

gghe 1t as CAPITAL and makes the most cordéizl decision on the economlies®.

presentation--not merely to break wltn Rlearde on land rent but

tc take ocut from VYolume I all that would become Volume III and
thus ellminate all reiations betwcen landlords and workera, Co
legvine then “pure™ with cspltalistas alone, ind yet asaln,in 1866
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vwhen he restructured CAFITAL to lncilude The Working Day and actually
break with the very concept of theory, both the move t¢ the profoumd
anglysis of relfication at the polnt of productlion and the fetlshlam
of commoditlies, szmin 1llumined by the real Parls Coumune, were nt.i.ll
in the tightest wrappings of Hegellanlam,

This is exgetly why Lenln wrote that 1t was impoaslible :
to underatand CAPITAL, "especially its first chapter™ without the
whole of the 3 IENCE OF LOGIC, 4And 1ln that flrst chepter, when
you need Hegel most is where 3Stalin, 1n 1943, declided to mske hils
theoretical bresk by asking that that chapter be ellminated Iln the
"teaching” of ¥xxEx CAPITAL. And, azaln, the last writlng we hve
from the pen of Marx {Notes on Wagner snd the anslysls of the
critiques of his own economics) the copstant repetition is to "the

4 dlalectlec," a word, #arx never forgot hls indebtedness to Hegel

. because 1t wgs not = debt to the past, but & vitel, llving present
expreasing as well the pull of the future,

The new I wish to bring in here will dbring in a
Justification for the abstractness of Hegel since there are pointas,
eriticel points, turning points, when the atatrsct suddenly can
become the concretely universal, OAPITAL is concrete, an empirie
study, a bhenomenolocicerl as well s logicsl-economle anelysis
which “exhausts 1tself® 1n the one tople it 1s oconcermed withi
capitailsm, But LOGIC is "wlthout concretion of sense", "applles"
to all sclences, factual studles, Ro that when a sudden new stage
12 reached, categories won't do, thers la alus.;tg -1
new get of categoriea 1n ;..GuIC g8 you move from Being to casence to
Notion. That is why Lenln, who long before he knew the whole of
the Logla, knew the whole of Gapitel, and wrote most profoundly of
&ll the three volumes, nevertheless, sunddenly, when the ground
gave way bofore him as the Second collepsed, found new “only" in
LOGIC, That 1s tosay, that abstract category "unity, identity,
transformatlion into opposite®™, and such octhers as "nelf—tranacendenoe
meant something 80 new to him also in the understandlng of CAPITAL
and its latest stage, imperlallsm, that e was wllling to eay none,
Including himself, had understand Capital at all before that specific’
moment of gresping the Doctrine of the Notion in general, and the 1
breakdown of opcomltion between objective and subjectlive that he '
got from the Sylloglsm in partlcular,
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What 1 am trying to say 1s tnatf\;'.l%,mgyga the actusl
W cannot be expressed in old terms, even wh- hese terma are Marxlan i
//ﬂ

e

ones, it 13 because a new staze of cosnltion hes not kept up with

the new chsllenge from practlce which only philosophy seems capable
of llluminating-~0ld, abstruse, abstract Hegellaniam made hbmin
gee what the conorete teras ln CAPITAL dld not--that monopoly capitnl
was not only a "stege™ of centrm.izat'or: of capital, but @ ,
"transforaat lon into oguosite” which deuandad a total roorganimetion
and undermining of old categories, inclu’ ing thet of lebor,

Thia section that should lead t. the second sub-aectlion
on Lenin's azbival nce to ilegel, Loth before the shoek of recognitlon:
in 1914 and, unrortunnt.e y, after that shock, st lcast publicly,
/ The duality 1n Lenin's phllosophic heritage can no longer be put
lnto & footnote, 28 I did Lln HARAIZSHM AcD FREERDOM, Thln szilvalence

has allowed the Chinese as well as slan Communists to pervert

U_r! 2 Humaniaos hu- n.’-"""" hath Tnniz n1n"_=!d= of aash gthap

gqqr? a8 1f they were one uncheng ;eable x..enin who never experiencad a shep =
%= ° ureak with hia own phllescphlc past, Once, however, this is ¢leared :
it 18 preslaely Lenin, thne Lenin of 1915-24, who sliows us to julp o
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off from the 20th rather than the 19th century preclsely becsuse
hls most startling and moat mcaningful aphorisms were expreased ;
in "Subjective " Loglc and he 12 8o enthusiastic as he equates = =
L (with literal equation signs) subjectivity wilth freedom, You'il -
(~\recall glao that Lenin's Notebooks stress that philoso (Loglc,
1813) expressed “the universal movement of change" firat, and
only afterwards (1B847) dld Marx express it in politles (The
Communlst Manifesto) whereas natural sclence (Origln of Species,
1859) came still later., 4nd while it remains for our age %o
coneretize Lenin's restatement of Hegel's appreciation of the
# fractloal Idsa "preclasly im the theory of knowledgs" for
"7 "Cognition not only reflects the cbjective world, but crestes it",
it la Lenln wno pul cut the marasr: "The contlouation of ths :
work ol Hegel and Marx conelst in working out dlalecticslly the
histor; of human thought, sclence and technology."

5

It ia obwlous to you, I am sure, that I do not _
take your positlon on technology, I am 8o Hegellan that I still
conslder that subjeot absorbs objeet, and not object subject which
then becomes lts extenalon, My preference of “ontology" to
"technology® 1n the age of automation may be sald to be due to the
sve I feel when confronted with the dielectic of human thought,
but thls would not be the whole truth slnce human thought i3 in-
separabl: from hhman activity and both resuylt from the overpowering -
urge to freedcw, 4llow me, please, to express this within the
range of the types of cognltion in the dlialectle itself

In inquirin. »s=mgx cognltlon we face an
objeotivhk world without the subjectivity of the Notbn, In

synthetic cosnltion, the obleotive world and subjectivity coe
exist {(and like the fragility of "peaceful co-existence” ragtian
which fears movement, 8¢ 1ln this laying of the objective world
"y and subjlectivity side by side, there can be no transcendence,)
But now watoh, the ides of gcognltlon and the-practical Idwa no
sooner unite, then we are ready for the plunge to freedom, Hegel
begina at the bottom of page 475 (SCIENCE CF LOGIO;VO1,II)vo
review agaln, not dlalectlc "cognitlon™ bui the Absolute Method,
the form of the Absolute Idea, the new staxe of identity of
theory gpd practlce that we have reached &8 we leave behind the
prevlous forms of cognition, (Don't forget, elther that two short
Pages after we view "the objective world whose inner ground amd
actugl persistence ls Notlon", we reach"the turning polnt™{p.a7TT)
and learn that the "Trenscendence between Notlon and Reality,..
rests upon this subjectivity nlone,)

NEoe=e a¥ aa us

feels 1t absolutely necessary that the Method bezln with abstract
unlversallity, abstract self-relation, the in-1tselfness of the
Absolute, (pp,469-472), which leads, though "the concrete totality
which,..contalna e’ such the beginning of the progress and of
_;«(‘fdevelopment“, to dlfferentlation within what I would cail the
\/ acnieved revolution, I might as well here contloue politically
zi‘or 1 sec kKegel g he finlihes with sub)ectlve ldesiiem to be
\\\ ‘finlehing with reformism for whom the goal is alwaeys in the future

It 2op0ecrs L0 m2 glao thot Hzzel is right when he

v and shifting all hig atisck on the intuitionelietse-Jecobl, .
Schelllng, Flchte, espcclally Jacobl whom he ocalls a "resctionsry"
(incyclopsedia, par,T5)--or the type of abstract revolutionism
for whom, onoe &u "end", & revoluilon nse beer remched, there - .
1s no more negative development or medlatlom,  All that, to ¢ o
that seoms to be done is an organization of what has been achleved
and they go at this organization in so total & way they cho

s
—
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g;ontaneous revoluti-n, and witn It all furtioer develogment, to dea

Hesel, on the other hand, moves from ths overcoming of the
opooaltion between Hotlon and Reslity, resting on sublectivity along
to paeans about "pergonal and frec” and “self-liberation” .in the

. Ehilesopby of ¥ind, which, to me, is the now soolety and not.the

" Teturn to metaphyslca, I'm not saylng that Hegel may not- hmve
consclously striven to return to wetaphyslos (he certalnly 4id -
so personally In hia apology for the Prusslan atate) but nelther
those who have tried to make him out a complete resctionsry as a -
statist, nor thoss wnho have welcomed his glorificatlon of revesled
reljglen” (Juristienlty in genmeral, Lutheranisz In particular, gr 5

,ﬁ-‘as ochenskl,the Engry Thomlst,to"delsm” 1f not veritatle athelsn

¥ can explaln away why nis Absolute 1é always Idea and Hind snd not
just Sod, Very obvlously, the ldeal toward which humanity, the—
mumanity oi the rrench Revolution, wad atriving toward, aund the _
1deal towerd which the phillosopher Hegel who wished thought to be 'f
xuwr o great 8 determinant in the transformation of reallty, were
not &0 far apart as elther the ordlnary or sclentific mind wlsh to §

nake out, For Netlon ig re oﬁsion:ry politics, not in thenarrowlys
politicsl scnse as “th@f$ﬁﬁ§ﬁ ?88% "% would have us belleve, -

but ln the sensc of 19173 free creatlve power,

(When Marx 1s in the market he laughe at, and links, 3
"Libcrty, Dquality and Benthsm} when he 18 in proletarlan politlice,
1t 1s"thinkine, bleeding raris™, sc flushed with excltement at E
the Mincubetlon of & new aoclety"™, tnat 1t talls to see the 4
ecounter-revolutlon, etc.eto,)

The zreptness of the “"Abwolute Method", the Hegellan
dialcetic, 16 its universals, and thelr dlatlnotl.n from the
genersllizations of zbstract understanding, go that each universalae
Beln: aa such, Zssence as such, Notlom as such--18 a new eategory; ;
2 leap into individuality "purifieé of all that interferes with its
universalism.” As Lenin put 1t in hlg ko*ebooks "The forming i
of sbatract notlona sircady include consclousncss of law 8o that
the simplest formins of notions ( Judzments, syllogisme,ete,} sig- :
nifleca ever decper knowledge of objectlve worldé connectlons, Hire §
the sirnificence of the liezellan Lozle,” The lmportent polnt, it
geens to me, 18 thet the new ceterorlcos arise gt certaln turming °
soints in history when men nave such overwhelalng experlence that
they sre surc also they have found "the truth,” so that, as 4
Lenln put it,"the consclouness of ths law of the objective world
connectlons” become transmuted into "new catesorics of thaogghts, oé
knote, " -8 word, the Doc!rine of Hotlon la revolutlonary
Jolitles, conteins the catesories of Freedom, overgomes the
oppositlon between subject and object, theory snd practlce, notlan_;;
and reslity, rcaches "ihc sscond mezation", not only "in geperal® -
g% rovolutlon s:szimst cxistling scolety, hut in partisular as the
new soclety which has Xkm not merely the sti:ma of the old from
which it csme, but ls too ready to transform the universal into
a"fixed psrticular" (bLe that state property or plen or even aovie
instccd of movin. forward to the atoiltlon of the divislon betwe
mental and manusl Wwork, the rew human dlmension,

o
That s why theliols in Luw Toelrline of the
Notlen 13 so ccrkmgorary, so relevant to our day, %hen Hegel
strik-s ut agsinet dprsneforsmins the unlverezl into a fixed
perticuler, 1t dossn't r<glly matter whether he has in miné, in
one c¢sse, a#oclalism, =nd in the other ststifled property, ye
gain an iliusination when nhc spcaks of the universsi needling L0

k!
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be poslted a¢ particular, but if the particular iz poslted as
the universal, 1t becomes lsolated or, to )se.ﬂarx's expression, -
gaina "the fixlty of a popular prejudlice, -~

Even the bourgecis phllosopher, Johm Fludlay _
(whose book, despite 1ts bgrbs asgainet Marxists, I found fasclnats
ing)see the revolutlionary in Hegel as he concludes hls pralse
of him "as the prilosopher of 'absolute negativity', the bellever
in nothing that does not spring from the free, uncomsitted, self-
committing human splrit," (Hegels A Re-Exewlnatilon, p.354.) ‘

We certaluly can no longer, as 414 Lexnln, keep
%our" philosophlc notebooks private, We livz In the age of
absolutea, and fresdom && the lnnermost gyunazlic of both 1life
and thought demsnds the unlty of philosophy and revolutlon,

Yours,

#The finest sttack on orzanizetional vanguardists I have resd
anywhers is in Hegel's "Pnilosophy of Rellglon",in his attaoks
on the Chmpmoh-&what a totalltarlan, monoclithic party medleval .
oathollclsp was! Whoever it was who ssld that he who turns his
back on history is doomed to relive it muat have our age in mindl

P.3, Please return that chepter 5, or whatever I called the
: dialectics of llberation, I seem to have mlsplaced my
originsl copy--or had I sent 1% to you previcusly too?
In any cease I need lt, though wherc that one soncentrated
on africs, 1 am now all for the contradlctions of Jepan and the
dream to get there,

v b e R il b




R T BT S L ed Sitima e o ton

GRADUATE ScHooL oF ARTS AND SCIENCES

BranpEIs UNIVERSITY
WALTHAM. MASSACHUSETTS 02134

November 2,1964

HISTORY oF IDEAS PROGRAM

Dear R D:

Good for you that your physical and mental energies
seem to be so much greater than mine, I d4did not yet
have the time to digest your fourth chapter, the re-
turn of which you now request. Here 1t is. And now
comes your long letter on the Absolute Idea and your
strange epplication of it. T read it once, I read it
twice and am afraid that my old criticism still holds.
I would, however, appreciate it if you would give me
a little more time to answer it.

As to your gquestion whether and when Sartre will re-
turn to his book on dialectics, I do not know but no
matter what he does I find his statement on his reject-
ion of the Nobel Prize most sympathetie.

Please have a liftle patience.

{

With best regards,




GRADUAYE SCHOOL OF ARTS AND SCIENCES

BranDEIs UNIVERSITY
WALTHAM. MASSACHUBETTS 02184

January 12, 1965.

HisTorY OF |DEAS PROGRAM Home telephone: -7622
University " : 892-6000

Ext. Ml or
259

i

Dear R.D.:

Thanks for your letter. In the mezntima I
have read your review of my book which is
probably the most intelligent one so far-as
I expected it would be.

As to your prospective visit, the 12th of
February unfortunately is not a University
holiday,but I shall certainly rescerve time
Thursday afternoon or evening. It will be
-good seeing you.

Best regards and au revoir,

:f'”/?




April 13,1965

"Our®™ new generation (and I don't even have children!) ars surely

involved in similar work. First, it was yeur son and my nephew in Mississippi.

Now your niece, Susan Kress came up to hear me yesterday—I have just returned
from &n insanely scheduled tour wiere one day at Berkelsy I began at noen
one day and didn't finish till 2 a.m. the following merninz. She in Btruggl;fng
with my boek, and since I'm invited also to speak to her schoel, I'll ses her
again, and then hepe to have her over the house. The new gensration of
American youth is becoming radical in the best sense of the werd of being both
aotivists and concerned with ideas.

While at Oberlin college—the debate on Existentialism turnsd inte
a "discussion® mince the philesephy professor-{Paul Schaidt) prerar_rod it ae.
The resson I'm writing you about it ie that he i transferring to Albuguerque
Eew Mexice and when he heard about you being in California, he thought it weuld
be pessible to make the trip to la Jalls. He and hin ysung wife Oail {she
was a student ef his, has travelled in East Africa and is generally active)
wers “Carpenters for Christmss” in Missis:ippi during the belidays last year.
He evidently heard you oncs in Brandeis on Science of Logic , but doesn't
think you remember him, and I rromised to let you know because you will nsed
frisnds in Californis, even if they ars in New Mexico,

Hurriedly, yours,

Your friend Hans Weysrheff, en the other hund, I dic_{n't',éaé s8irce he was meat
sididant 1o my nephew (Eugene Gagel) that he and no ene élse mekes deciwmions
about bis class, etc.eto. I did speak wn the IKlA campus under cponsership

of CORE and the Marxist-Humanist, so whaterer it is that he and the Administra-
iin suddenly saw alike about me, the students anl the activists in the Negre
Tevelt theught differently,

I shouvld finally—by the ond of the month—be able to get away te werk en
my beok since the Japanese trip has been delayed till fall,

9963




8831 Cliffridge Ave,
La Jolla, Cal, 92038
September 7, 1965

Dear R, D.

Certainly I shezl] write to the Guggenheim people as

scon as + get thelr request, repres=ing my deviation
from your iine,

I was fascinated Ly your statement that Hapx! "theory
of rectification" was his most original contribution -
I 1ike that nmuch better than "reification”,

Furthermore: the 1844 manuscripts were not rediscovered
in the mid-1940ies by "by theological and secular ex-
iatentialists™ but in the very early 1830ies by non-
theological secular non-existentirllsts,

Ané why is "Hot Two Intc One But One Into Two" 2 dia-
lectical slogan?

But otherwise your vrcject is indeed something to look
forward to - even by me,,,

I am atill swamped with soclelly necesrcary bit individ-
nally alienating work,

Grectingst

1
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Seps.9.196%
Dear HM: 9965

Thank you very much for yours of the Tthe What a fentaziic typo—
"pactification”(}) instead of "reificeticn®; I don't know what I can do other
than to expect them to understend the word; by now ii kms notddubt been sent
out to their board. I a not the least bit worricd howsver that I will be
eble to bave the theais hold for Harx who folt that his whole view of the
delmanizing work under capitdlism wae sumoed up in "Dead lebor dominztes
living labar."

My reference to the rediscovery of the 1842 manuseripts g
the mid-1940s was meant %o contrast it to the belatedness of dhe work on
them in the USA., 1 sm, of course, well aware not only of their prior
discovery of them by Merzists in the 1930e bui Riaganov's first publicatlon
of them ir 1927, Indeod, in a criticiem of George Lichtheim uausﬂPFaﬂpaan
sir, bere io what I say in Ptn 10, p.75 , (Fromz's sympooim on Socinlist

Humanism)® practically transforming you into an Americant

"I do not mean to say
that I accept the West “uropesn intulloctual's atititnde on eithsar the guestion

of the degree of belatedness, or the low leval of discusaion in the United
States. Four or riva years before Europe's first rediscovery of Marx'e

eaTly easays, when Europe was under the hecl of fascism, Herbert Marcuse dealt
with them in ais Reason snd fcvelution., It is true tkat this was based on the
Gorwan text of the ervays, that no Mnglish translation wes availeble, and that
the discussion of Professor Marcuee's aetinal work was limited to smell groups.
It ie alse irue that L had great difficuliy in convincing either commeréial

or university presses thet they ought to publish ‘iarx'a humarnist sesays or
Lenin's Phiiomophic Hotebooks., I aucceeded in getting both these writ
puviished unly oy including Shem ze appendices tu ity Xerxism and Treedoa{1353).
Even #hen they did not beccme avuilsble to & aues audience. 1% wes nov until
1961, when Erica Fromm included & traslation of the 1344 M¥anuscripts in arx's
Concept of ¥an, that darx's mumsnisn reached a mass sudience in the United

States, and received widespread attertion in American Journals. Keverthaless,
I Buwe no mti\ra Toason fcr tho intelletual arrogance of the Furcpean
)

Zamxologiats) in'furops sa in tos Undisd Siatas, it waz only after ihs

Hungarian Revolution t.hst tae discusaiun of bunanisn reached the level of either
¢ noretenass or urgency. When I refer tc ithe belatedness of the discussion, I
have in mind the long period between the time of the 1844 Munuscripts were

first published by tue Marx—Engels Institute in Russia, in 1927, under the
editorship of Ryaganov, and the time they received generel attention.”

"fot Two Into Cne Bui Une Into Two" is not ay concepiicn of dialscticsj
it is Mao's. 1t certainly does show how hard thefhimise Communists wrk at
what they think is s dialectical preseniation. For eny one, when relerring
to the Hegelian cconcept of contradiction, t¢ sum it up, as Hdac does, by
saying:™As we Chinese say, opposites complement sach other™ is nsither a
Hegelien nor a Harxist, tut a good Confucian,

Judging by the sparkling bunour of your letter

/eha Califormia air must be ool for you despite "individually alienating
work”, I don't 1eally expeot to get “he Cuggenhein fellowsuip—-l aave neither
the rroner daswrges nor the popular viswpeint o succeed. This will not stop
my work, though it would ysreatly delay it, ae it has all these years when I
oust co.mtantly put the manuecript awsy for other work.

In nid-ovembar I expect o leave for Hong Xong as 1T wish to
do soze regseurch at the !niversitios Beccarch centre there, and thence to
Japun where tiey have just mot unly publisued Marxiem and Freedom, but also
ay ariginel 1344 articles on tm Tugsian economy where I first developed the
theory o Bta.te-capitaliam 1 was surprisﬂd how well these 21 yesr old

2Eaq Deubledsy yo © Calif. addFewSic St

dord you this vu"-.ms ainga vou too are included snd, a8 usual,with




