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- Random Thoughts While Work/on Dialecittcs of Organizatd

—

 ,E§he one thing that is new and surprised me for being

i

first week fo working on the book is th metiow the difference is:
not on the difference between\igrty forma~of organization born: out

of spontaniety, both of which

e frganizatior), Rather, it is = -
the dialectics of philosophy any '

alectics - _organizationﬁj'

—

- # 1%t is this that makes me think" that I have too long neglected
Fhenomenoleogy;that it is not only ocust of"defense";of-Hegelﬂthat'ﬁf
Harx congidered that as the greatest work and_the most-creative. -
of Hegel. Rather, it was becnase'diéleﬁffbs as methodology end .
not merely a instrument or tcol wa “Ecually More creativery . .
‘Geveloped there then when it was detailed as categories miviwax

and ended in Absolutes, And he himself was at first so bent on

.. KERXXZIRE realismmor:materialismvthatﬂhe*made:too>many*j0ké§“”“

on Absolute, so that all that he had written after 1844, waw ‘whether
it was 1845 and his critique of Feurerbach or in 1870 and his - RO
critique of Ditdhing ( and if you pardon me Engels and science) - -
got lost in the shuffle of post Mars Marxism begirming with Engels.

oints on Sae¥dEd-fIcinkraus'/ New Studies in Hemel's Philosophy
1971) which has a lot more ¥ tell me today on just how new it
was and how new I was when I broke through on the Absolute in 1953,

(You will not only see ro one brmeak through on that in '53 but not
evgn recognizably in the '60s, though in German it was in the
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N -%ijg)/ It is in this context that I will want to develop'éome imporﬁantl

1969) : ' g of that 1971
cck 1 pecially pay atientiey to the following wokks om. .-
FhenomenologyV, 1)"The {iEnterdependency) of Phe., Logic, Ency," by
stav Emil Mueller, eSpecially the Tact that though his Fp eritique
7. is signaled out as the XBEIxEdikx 1817 edition, he sipgals
out Fernunft,> that the"I-thou"becomes- the "we"; “"And we are presge

nt .
An-edch of us" (p,20) so that Mueller concludes: "In Hegel's Encyclo-
pedi¥ of 1817,ond¥ these two first movemerrts~6£_the *Subjective
Mind! are retained under- -iiE%F henomerology/ Thi§ implies
a-8elf-criticism" 9§T§UT'§%ewhic ‘point he goes into the Preface .
and hew Hegel " deviated" o the latest literature -- Diderot's

The Nephew of Rameau, prise of surppise, the very néxt'%?int

M)

something I certainly Wouldn't have noticed Yin that manner: \ “The

relation of STATE AND CHURCH iz one misery; and so is the gory

a2sponding
battle b_g_tmeen—sﬂpﬁrr\titious faith and iconoclasic reaso
MC GES INJUSTICE and makeg membership in the churash gy L e
-=“Li)§k~- s unjust condition of cifizenship.” (p. 21) “And as YF-that were not

enough he uses THe Bxpruss ‘déscribe the terror which ended o
.~the ¥rench Revolution as "tkh therror of the NEW EEBZ¥ to mgintain . -
, ..‘%%gagy&iﬁ? The fact the NuelleTFtrTes to that coneTusion: - -
.. .09 considering it e "work of art" on a "2 nce werld-historic stage -
~.play",which naturslly makes it less th philosophy, only i 8s

o ,gthg.ghi}o%gph%c mganing-gotﬁhaghby the_llme %e e?umer S _:*ff?\
. Boint of the imortance of the Phenhomenology he stresses. ke
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low ut~what is acfually played” up : :
- gtuglid: triangular agpect to thesis, antitheaisv synthesis

"The fourth and last part, entgled daa, or: absoiute spi
- is ‘the awareness that all ‘movements of the whole are-also
present in“the nonlogical forms sf-art and’ religion, “The Togic
mirrors its ovn 'speculative Concep*' in the -noniogical medligi:
,of Art and rellglon.ﬂ {p.30) X

_ When he comes to the Enc cy. I really cannot-understan
'StOPS with May, 21617 which is when Hegel publishes: the.Smaller.

i i T

especlally when he goesinto a quite pzo@ound analysig of the. :
_meanlng of phllanphy as a cirele of. circles which: ‘includes everyth rg
“from asv HEulCS, ethics, 1 ana all *hose lectures on" thl
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