Talking to rﬂvlfa

the rela‘tionshlp between mathematies and science, not

."merely "m general“ but most specifically at the present
“s‘cage o hlgh tech,

. inHegel's day.
as ahﬁ" sort . of -
©ratings if you sy At that
‘ S
'point Owevery it £@ hés reached the kind of hig”l pom‘t
Wtﬁat ac't:t.all:,' "i gnif iés J.‘ts co.Llapse, tha'l; is to _say, all

, . B PR
“the pile~up of facts m cannot answer the/kw sr{:;xlge. ﬂ ‘
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“to anticipate t..a,.v’; ' . shows that it's not’ only H;KW
. & method for phi:bsophy, buu a method for all ob,]ectn,ve ﬁ ﬂgﬁ/; Ll

as we1l as sub,]ective matter

6;1 Mar¥ went into it more connretely,and ai the same

__time more abstractly, by qi g ouk sclccmd negativity «-

nega‘t"on of the negation ~- to prove that they had notg

been able to get beyond Newtonia ph,;sic.x beoause@

‘'you work ocut what is th absolute opﬁggm not just the

e ¢t

OPPOSité. that type which is the highest point of b
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contradic‘cion, Just as it was necessary to ses re.Lat:lon-
shipa to move from bare addltion and subtraction to
__ _'a.lgehraic Tormulae and to geometric space, smo it 1sm
of +he highest necessiw to% calculus by

_-‘wot-ki-zg out the abaolute opposi.te in ‘hhe relationship

""j‘of wha‘b you hdd heretofore as against what you are aiming




In tha case of RLssia. what theJ were aiming at

rlin 1931 was how to get the gsa Plan, to prcduc et i
iia qupposed to produce when they have no- competition of.:
?private canital sts to monkey with. They, e
Marx's Nathenatial Notebooks and tried to see what it said‘“_:
gbout- capitailsm, And they found that the law of valne
in explaining s :

the.olass struggle. the . expnoitation

| despotic nla ' @Nﬁurﬁqinz\ ’B-.;

sorts of contradictions in the competgtive ma;ket

WOoT ﬁhen aach capita 18t makes his distlnctlcn regarda
"iess of.what the'others dd:i They therefore promptly |
dacided that t v ' ietic. baca*se_tnégi}r 
don't have that market cowpetition. 1nternally, never mlnd
the world market. _ They therefore gave a very high |
.prior;ty to mathematical science. .To this day they have
the best of the world's scientists and the mathematiCai.@
studies begin in high school, if not grémmar school,’ ;;
Tg think that they cannct wprk out tne cbnputerlbecause
they don't have all the |
which the west,and more importantly Japan, has, is to
fdrget that tney were “the first to reach space with thé

'Sputn*k. and that they now have a great deal more than we

ore than./

i
have in space-stations and it will ta&“ 7all the technology

~ for us to cateh up.
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Wag real cond T is -of milivarization

_that they have reached in ammies and tanks to reach with.

3Sfar;§ars, and what the Ebeland collapse did was to. give +hﬂ77‘

. go sign to a deathly arms race between the two nuclear powers..




lsf, in re1atlonsh1p to it as a selfkcrlticlqm

. of ourselves, not’ va:y full it is true, sinca I do not’
ikndwi¢0mbu£éré“6f mathematlcs and in any case it

:nbt He of infefést to Cohen._ But the peint is
the selx-clarlflcatlon of_ourselve_ on

K

when a new phenomenon aﬁpears academleLy how can’

dlalectlc method dlrectlx relatﬂ to that new phenomena.

2nd, as pysicist can Cohen shed any light.
on the relafionahip between mathematics, natural
science and nlstory, not as mere fact but as to their
meanlng. Cohen didn't show that in his 2f15/85‘
note to Kevin where, ‘ist he thinks Bukharin is -
the issue to us because of its relevarice to the
‘gcientific and technological revolution._ No, it Was
oi relevance because of his vulgar materlallsm

as snown__peclflcally in the Plan, so that

he wasn't the least comscious of the fact that whgt
was the uonsequence .0f Plan, the scuttlingTOf the'law

of wplua ths. fo it

he-fo sing * hat“it“would

ffw; B§fp}égeded by the_dgstruptionfﬁf_the "general staff“




“of the revolution, himself prominently included, ==

3rd, and the  *; central heart of the issue at hand,
is phllosoph¢callyh-that 1s, how can phlllsophwca¢ly~-
-shaw the process and direction fgra partluular seiencp
‘in this case mathematlca/computers 'resultlng ;froﬁ‘
lcalculus.‘ The whole tnsk I put before Franklln was

~ the. SD&lelc auotatien of th ‘ e ni“gmxg
method. the fransforming method i, €es dialectlcs vs.:
mathewatics, the way Y used 1t in his Mathemaaccal |
Notebooks which Franklin quoted on p. 19 of High Tech .
pamphlet, which talks_about“ﬁfferentiai.célculus
appearing am specific type gf'caICuiafion”which&alrgédy
oﬁérates independentiy on its own ground.. The
‘algebraie method therefofe inverts itself into its
exact opposite, the dlfferentlal method..." .
I asked Franklin to continue thid question of transformation
;into obposite,"deriﬁativer'inversion‘and'revérsal of
roles", *operaticnal symbﬁlsﬁ all_thékway to the
:;ﬁégatibnfof the negzation and not be‘divefted by
- caleulator lingo like algorithm and instead stick to
_gﬁégelfg”éynthetic method in that chapter two on the

Section 3.

T P e L i et e ne L




I felt that Franklin had caught, but noneof us . -
a4, but wis so moded about his *modification” that =

we didn't notices, I wanted him to tell e this time

— -exacfly.what happened. -And this he wrote mgwgn;1;[%/85i'

e Lok :
) =

limits at all, that he ?uddenly broﬁghf in iﬁ a mddified:'
version in Augusk 198, footnote 9 on p, 6, he not enly. .

SR

:iﬁféddﬁéeé aé.if-thaf were the point at issue was-“limited
- .;—valuéﬁi'but says df Mari pointiﬁg "tbxthe 'ch11di§hﬁegg!ff
| of the aésumption that the right result is attained by |
"hanging out in the right ﬁéighborhood...without taking
'ihe Plunge to - 0" and then Ron'éxpands the'etfdf:

| “therpoint of nb return is 'ﬁo limited balue* but siands~.
by itself in g rel-tiqﬁ’of equivalence, It's not so
mich & 'limit* as a new beginning** which pén itseks

undergo differentiation,

#The firgt (6/84) that Ron issued on his own.
had a fantastic end of the title and that was that the
fetish of high tech that we was writing on Marx's MM .
AND MARXIST-HUMAMNISM"S OREAT DVIDE, When did we ever -
use in print Great Divide except for Lenin's PN during
world war I. Only once, did I use in a Archival senge
(probably some perspectives) that another Great Divide
could be said %o bek in the 1980s as the designation of
Marxist-Humanism, Bu% to say Marxist-Humanism's Great
Divide ®m in 3 discussion bulletin of one, with no kx one _
... having seen that one_whinh,was.so.declared.~1siincredib1e;j*%_f*

o #*¥Pleaze note how he misuaes naw'befinningsl Not only‘igf_f{
-1t not a new beginning as we have made it a category of open

_ﬁg;fjdodrs-at the highest point, zhi_after_the‘Absclute;.butgat-tﬁé:3u9ﬂ

- best it could only be the beginning of the ‘same type of"thing.F;-“




Franklln calls abtentkon that Marx did not only S
crltlsize Nswton. that was the beglnnlng of his historical'
“_study.,- "Ron 1gnoreé the second and thlrd phases thatzly

Marx . saw in the hlstorical developmst,}rational D'Alsmbart,>'

“ﬁ ‘algenralc' La Granse. -
“that Newton's ethqd‘wss
"ﬁsdayg.when.the_ _

" have Tted that Marx had a a‘iffefe;'

phases, and Ron should h“"G'ShGWEd what those crlticlsms'

‘were and what was newtoday as Narx dldn’t ston here Hegel. ! o

stopped._wmth Nswton and Liebniz,®

]

Franklln also mentions that where R01 talks of
“the limit that ﬁsflnes differen_i ation as tths Limit of
dy/dx as dx approaches 0* this is wrong, because dy and

dx are symbols in roduced after the limit is taken not

before,"

What Franklln endsthh on the guantin whcle question
be*ng how does the function change, nct just'What is it at
a certai point. would really reguire my dlgging into ‘the
3 philosophie crithuss of rationalism Jbefore I can reallv
ru‘write a’ letter, again ir 1 do Qecide it should be written
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