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Dear GAK:

- Suddenly I remembered way back when your Ideallsm, Politics and’ Hlstong
. was first published. I was so very impressed with it, specifically with the
section on Reconciliation, that I actually had a young colleague of. mine,.
who was going to Germany, search out Reinhart Klemens Maurer because your
footnote recommended his "excellent explications of the three comecluding
syllogisms of the Enqyclopeala..." Unfortunately, all he would say was,
“I ar pot married to Hegell“ What I didn‘'t know was whether he really meant
Hegel, or a Marxist speaking on Hbgel, since he. kept asking guestions about.
how it happened that I am interested in his views, when he so sharply attacks-
Herbert Marcuse. in any case, I have met you. And you. know me enough to
Kaow that I seem te disagree with Marxists, whether orthodox or dissident;
I'm forever chasing the Self-Thinking Idea. At the .end of the 1960s, what
exXcited me in your work was the way you ended that section on Reconclllatlon,
£irgt with refeorences to Hegel's Phencmenolc31 on ‘'moments of mind', and |
then ending'with *Marx, while accepting Hegel's logical procedures, Sew very -
clearly that in terms of the world; of actual life, this mentalized 'dlver---
sity of the content of truth' might be the deception or 'ideology' of an
inadequate world-historical perspective.* Presently, I'm appealing to non-
Marxist Hegel scholars like you for help in my departure from Lenin-- not:
| Lenin as Lenin, but Lenin as he uses a loophole Hegel created for him with

“the difference in the way he articulated the Idea of Cognition in the Science
. of Logic and the Encyclopedia.

_ Ho" then, may I delve 1nto what is presently my problem with negel? :
Along with the battle I'm currently having with myself on the Absolutes {and
‘fivye had this b 13 ever since 1953, when I first “defined” the Absolute =~
as the new society} , I am now changing my attitude to Lenin-- specifically
on Chapter 2 of Section Three of the Science of Logic, "The Idea of Cognition”.
The debate X'm having with myself centers on the different ways Hegel writes
on the Idea of Cognition in the Science of Logic (hereafter referred to as '
_Science), and the way it is expressed in his Encyclopedia (smaller Logic),

g 225-235, with focus on §233-235. The fact that the smaller Logic does the
“same type of abbreviation with the Absolute Idea as it does with the Idea of
- Cognition, turning that magnificent and most profound chapter of the Science
-into € 236-244, and that €244 3in the smaller T, Logic was the one Lenin¥* pre-

*ferred to the final paragraph of.the Absolute Idea in the, Science, has had
% I don't know whether Johns Hopkins University has the microfilm edltlon
that Wayne State University Archives of Labor and Urban Affairs made of my
"Archlves, (the Raya Dunayevskaya Collection, 12 vols.}, so I am enclosing
- an excerpt from my May 20, 1953 letter on Absolute Mind.

‘;** ?1’ the references to.Lenin are to his Abstract of Hegel's Sc -ience of Logic,

B cluded in vol. 38 of hls Collected Works, PP. 87-238. Concretely, the
'2§¢cht under dlspute here is “The Idea of Cognition" and the “Absolute Idea
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ffme"dﬁba i g" Lﬂnin sver since 1253. Tﬁau ¥ear ¥ may seen’far éWay3"bﬁé:iﬁé
“‘essence, without the ‘polemics, was actually given in my paper at the 1974
;.Hegel Socxnt" of America conference.

Whether or not Lenin had a rlght to "mis-read" the dlfFerence in. Hegel‘

two articulations in the Science and in the smaller Logic, isn‘t it erve
~that Hegel, by creating the sub-section , "volition", which does not appear

in the Science, left open the door for a future generation of Marxists to
become. so enthralled with Ch. 2, "The Idea of Cognition"-- which ended with .
'the pronouncement that Practice was higher than Theory-- that they saw an
identity of the two versions? These Marxists weren't Kantians believing
that all contradictions will be solved by actions of "men of good will",

There is no reason, I %hink. for introducing a new sub-heading which
lets Marxlsts think that now that practice is "higher" than theory, and that

_"W111' ‘not as willfullness, but as action, is their prOV1nce, they do not
need to sfudy Hegel further. :

- Please bear'with me as I go through Ienin's interpretation of that chap-
" ter with focus on tn;a sui~section, so that we know precisely what is at
"issue. Indeed, when I began talking to myself in 1953, objecting to TLenin's'
dismissal of the 1ast half of the final paragraph of the Absolute Idea in
the Science as“unimportant", preferlng_ﬂ944 of the smaller Logic ~- "go forth
- f£reely as Nature"-- I explained that Lenin could have said that because he
hadn't suffered through Stalinism. I was happy that there was one Marxist-

anim MRS waaw ssiadan

‘,fmr@vuluti@nary who had dug into Begel's Absolute Idea.

Now then, when Lenin seemed to have. completed his Abstract, and writes
-"end of the Logic. 12/17/1914." (Vol. 38, p.233), he doesn't really end. At
the end of that he refers you to the fact that he ended his study of the
_Science with 9244 of the smaller Logic-- and he means it. Clearly, it wasn't:
“only the last half of a paragraph of the Absclute Idea in the Seience that
Lenin dismissecd. The truth is that Lenin had begun seriousiy to congult the
smaller Logic at the section on the Idea, which begins in the smaller logic
“with €213. When Lenin completed Chap. 2, "The Idea of Cognition", he didn‘t
really go to Chap. 3, "The Absolute Idea", but first proceeded for seven .

pages with his own "translation" (interpretation). This is on pp. 212- 219“
of Vol. 38 of his Collected Works.

Lenin there divided each page into two. One side, hz called “"Practice
in the Theory of Knowledge"; on the other side, he wrote: “Alias, Man's con-
sciousness not only reflects the objective world, but creates it". I was s0
enamoured with his "Hegelianism" that I never stopped repeating it. Preseﬁtly,
_hawever, I'm paying a great deal more attention tc what he did in that div-
'“isiqn of the page into two, with these "translations". Thus, 1} "Notion=Man"; .= .
-":2) "otherness which is in itself= Nature i{dependent of man"; 3) "Absolute
. " Idea= objective truth". When Lenin reaches the final section of Ch. 2, "The
-~ I1dea cf the Good", he writes, "end of Ch. 2, Transition to Ch. 3, 'The Ab~
solute Idea'". But I consider that he is still only on the threshold of the
Absolute . Idea “Indeed, all that follows p. 219 in his Notes shows that .to be -
' rue, and explains WhY Lenin procesded on his own after the end of hlS Notes -
on’ the Absolute rdga, and returned to the smaller Logic. 1]21’7
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and-gusta §244 as' the- “true“énd, because it is‘-"objectz.ve“? he' proceeds
the smaller Logic and reaches 5{244. to wh:Lch he had already referre&

, Alt‘.ough he continued his commentaries as he was: read:.ng and quot:.ng‘
Absolute Idea from the Science, it was not either Absolute Idea or. Absolute
-Method that his l6-point definition of the dialectic -ends ons "15} t‘le e
struggle of content with form and conversely. The throwing off of the form, *
the transformation of the content. 16). the trans:.t:.on of quantity into’ qual—
:u:y_ and vice~versa, (15 and 16 are examples of 9)." No wonder -the prec:eedmg
point 14 referred to abzolute negativity as if it were only “the apparent
' return tc the olad (negatlon of the negation).” '

Outside of Marx h.hmself, the whole question of the negatlon of the neg-- '
ation was ignored by all "orthodox Marxists". Or worse, it was made into a!’
vulgar materialism, as with Stalin, who denied that it was a fundame ntal
. law -of dialectics. Here, specifically, we see the case of Len:l.n, who had
gone back to Hegei. and had stressed that it was impossible to unders-_and
Capital, especially its f:.rst chapter, without reading the whole of the
Science, and yet the whole point that Hegel was developrv* on unresolved
contradictien, of "two worlds in opposition, ‘one ‘a‘realm of subjectwit'y P
in the pure regions of tranzparent thought, the other a realm of objectivity
in the element of an externally manifold actuality that is an undisclosed
‘realm of darkness”, (Miller translation, p. 820), did not faze Lenin because

he felt that the objective, the Practical Idea, is that resolut::.on. Nor was

he fazed by the fact that Hegel had said that the “-omplete elaboration of”

- - - . .,

lute end and the limitation of
this actuality that insuperably opposes it has been considered in detail in
the .Phenomenology of Mind". (The reference is to p. 611ff, of the Phenomenology,
Baillie translation.) - ' '

L] St
P "
the unresolved contradiction betwesn tu-.. akso

In the original German the above sentence reads: "Die wvollstandige
. _Ausb:.ldung des unaufgelosten Wlderspruchq, jenes absoluten Zwecks, dem
die Schranke dieser Wirklichkeit untberwinlich aegenubersteht, ist in der
_Phanomenclogie des Geistes {2 Aufl., S. 453ff v,

Nothing, in fact led Lenin back to the Idea of Theory and away from
dependencze on the Practical Idea, not even when Hegel writes: "The practical
Idea still lacks the moment of the Theoretical Idea... For the practical
Idea, on the contrary, this actuality, which at the same time confronts it
as an insuperable limitation, ranks as something intrinsically worthless -

- that must first receive its true determination and sole worth through the

- end . of the gocd. Bence, it is only the will itself that stands in the way

" of the attainment of its goal, for it separates itself from cognition, and

"_-'external reality for the will does not receive the form of a true being; the

“Idea of the good thereforé finds its integration only in the Ided of the
true.- (p. 821, '-iiller translat:l.on).




: -.fiIn Cerman +this sentence ;.eads- “Der prakt:.schen Idee dagegen gﬂt-
diese Wirklichkeit, die 1hr zucrle:xch als unuberwmdl:.che Schranke. gegen—

' ’__f'ubersteht, als das an und fur such Nichtige, das erst seine wahrhafte

,';-Bestrnmung und emz:.gen Wert durch die Zwecke das Guten. érhalten’ 3011

.'_'Der Wille steht daher der Erre:i.chung seines Ziels nur selbst im Wege

" dadurch, dass er.sich vom dem Eerkennen trennt und die ausserllche erk-___
lichkeit fur ihn nicht die Form das warhaft Seienden erhilt: die Idee .

'des Guten kann cldher J.nre Ee::ganzung ellezn in der I&ee des Wahren E:Lnden, o

>

I cannn*" blame Hegel for what "orthodox Marx:.st:s" have done to h:.s '
dlalect:Lc:, but I still want to know a non-Marxist Heaqelian's viewpoint

Ll S )

.._on the @ifference Of the twe articulations on the TGem. OF Cognition and

. couxge of noce

the Absolute Idea in the Sc: ence and in the smaller Legic. What is your:
v:n.ew? _ _ - : - ‘ '

. What.is mos*' urgent to me now is Ph:.losophy of Mz.nd and the v:.ews of .
non-Marxist Pegel scholars in the 1970s and 1980s on it. In the late 1970s,
for example, A.V. Miller wrots me, calling my attent-.mn to the fact that he
had not corrected an error in Wallace's trans].keftlon of §575 of Philosophy . . .
“of Mind. He pointed ocut that Wallace had translated sie as if it were s:.ch
" whareas in fact it should have read "sunders" not 1tse1f, bat them. 'I‘hat,

" however, ‘was not my prcblem. The sundering was what was crucial to me; thei
fact that Nature turns out to be the mediation was certainly no problem to
any "materialist”; the form of the transition wh:.ch was depart::.ng from the_-_

q g R | —
s the excitir g j_)""l"..

ﬂ'l
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In 1ntrouuc1.ng those three new syllogisms in 1830, Hegel first (#575}

poses the structure of the Encyciopedia merely factually~- Logic-Nature-
Mind. It should have been cbvious (bu: obviously was- not) that it is not.

" "Logic but Nature which is the mediation.

i Pardgraph 576 was the real leen as the syvllogism was ‘the =tandpe*nt

of Mind itself, In the early 1950s I had never stapped guoting the end of
that paragraph- “pm.losoPhy appears as subjective cognition, of which
“liberty .is the aim, and which is itself the way to produce it. It just:.- _
- fied my happiness at Hegel's magnificent critigue of the concept of One in

the Hindu religion which he called both "featureless unity of abstract thougnt
._and its extreme opposite, "long-winded weary story of its particular detail,
- {g573). In the following 9574 we face Hegel's counter-position of what T
‘_‘consider his most profound historic concept-~ and by history I mean not on y"

: G-past. oxr even h:n.story-ln-the—makmg, the present, but as future-- “"ELF-' )
-‘i.._mnxme IDEA"

My "labor, pat:.ence, and suffering of the negative”these 33 years hasn t
,‘exactly earned me applause from gg_,ther the post-Marx Marxists, or from the
Hegelians, who are busy calling/my attention that the final syllog:.sm (9577) it
‘speals'about’ the "eternal Idea®, "eternally setting itself to work, ‘engenders - - "
and enjoys 1tse1r as absolute Mind," fairly disregarding what is just-a phrase

,...‘nat sentence- “1t 1s the nature of the fact, which causes the . movement -

of cognition.
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-your’ commentary both: _ :

i._he Science ‘of Logic and ‘on" A}:solt.te M:Lnd in. the. Philosophy of Nind
_;"I"he Meternal Idea" to me' is not eternality. but “easeless motion;" the
movement itself. Far from me: “suhvevting" Hegel; it :.s Hegel who ma&e
‘Absolute Method the “self-thmki.ng Idea". Of ¢ course,
.of me in Heqel's Retreat from. Eleusis, where you" wr:.i.e “For the com-
‘plex” l:l.nkage of culture, politics: and. phllosgphy within t:he ma-.r:.x of
-'Absolute Idea®, Mme. Dunayevskaya proposes to substitute an unchained
dialnctz.c which she baptises 'Absolute Method', a method that 'becomes
:eres:.stible... because our ‘hunger for theory arises from the totality
‘of the global crisis'"(p. 239). and I 'did submit my answer to you,
= wm.ch I used in the 1982 ed:.t:.on of Ph:.losophy and Revolut:.on._

- The “eternal Idea" in Ph:.losophy of M:.nd not oply re-«mforced my
view of Absolute Method in Science of Logic, but now that I am di gg’mg
into another subject for my new wocrk on "Dialectics of Qrganization®,
which will take sharp issue with Lenin, both on the Idea of COgn:Lticn

d on the Absolute Idea, I - hold t:hat Marx 's concept of *revolution

_Enclosure




- i THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

. _BALTIMORE, MARYLAND M218 . .. . ...

*  HUMANITIES CENTER

6 October 1'986

Dear Rayasi _ _
- .1 have been very remiss in writing to thank you for various mailings =~ .
and “In pursult of our old intellectual conversations. Tou must forgive thess . -

vagrant wayet 1t is not indifference; it is mostly work and fatiiue, But.

it 1s laciness as well (Kant_said that is why we are mot aurgekifirt). Any-"

way, having received your monumentel, complicated, and intsresting Ietter -

of 26 Septembsr, T would be insufferably liche if I did not take soms stab
at your queation, <

The first thing to say sbout all this is that I am not, es you lknow, a
Lenirologist and have not read his notes on Hegel's Logis for quite s few
‘years, Nor can I afford the time right now to do so, But vhat you recount
about Lenin®s deviation from Hegel®s treatment of cognition-Denken-theorye
Absolute Ides, ete., strikes me as correct, bscause practice and veliticn were

of higher value to him than “the Abssluts” or, indssd, Das Denken.

Secondly, it will not be possible for me at this time—but ws will cone

tinue~~io mateh the thoroughness and precision and intelligenez of your 30

yoars of exploration, The best I can do for now is to record some obssrva-
tions of my owm, :

. .¥hen T say that I subseride to your eritiqua of Lenin in view of his
mlsuge of Hegsl, this does not of courss mean that I endoree your interpre-
tdlon of Hegel, who, for me, is not a revolutionary philosopher in the renss -

,0f comprehending the Absolute either as “the new socliety” of as "ceassloss
mtion.., the permanent revolution." He is & revolutionist in his claims for
knowing and the mwmer of those clalmsy and thoy cannot be dended z preswmad
impact on soclety., Gott mit uns is, from one engle, Hegel®s massagey and

&GOd is not fully Geist unless or until He 4s in His ccmmunity, But thare is
no need here to rehearse our old dehates, e

What I've just suggested, howsver, opens up the speculative provlen of
ationshlp between "objective” and "absolute™ in Hegel, For him,,"ob~
Joctive” Tearlier callod Wirkend)-¥s—the sphere—of the polftienl, the woolal,
' the eoll8ctive, and of hi%tory, as such, it see of nature, even pre-
}_ ponderately so, and lends itself to the Marﬂst&ﬂ’ﬁn’l In contragt, <
. F'g» the "gbaoliute" is the objestive infused with free will, with spirit, with memnry -
<~ and lzsginstion, and with completed understanding, It is desire quenched and

‘brought to rest in ming® he pouer of salf~ino knowledge=- in .

L cf. urning wrld,”)* It 48 the consummation
of the logzle-cognition, now f£illed with the plonitude of spirit~-and, in this

- sange, Marx is right to claim that “Hegel's tru WWW :
}%Dmawmmmaﬂ@m dimsnt of thought e
ete te political realities, but the evapsration of these realities in L
. abstract thought [these last words are not well putf, o « Loglc 45 mot used. . ©
to prove the nature of the siite, but the state is used to prove the logle (Cri-
- tigue, N'Malley trans., » Wnen Lenln writes "Absolute Idea=objactive
~ truth,” he muddies "absolute and "shjeotiwe! in s non-Hegelian way; for he. §
"1s obsessed with "objectivity" as establiched through will and praciice and con=
forzdng to Marxist “solence,"™ o o 11221




Regard;‘.r.g that lattar,

e Hogel wrote very clearly (PH, Rsahts, ‘para; 13a)s
,:jenigen"versteh«an-dghbr wonlg von der Natur des Denkens und Wollens, wolche
rdinen, im Willen Wberhaupt sei dar Menseh unendlich, im Denken aber sei‘oder
. gar dls Vernunft heschriinkt, ' Tnsofern -Daxﬂm;n-und'vbllen'mdi.untbrsbhiedeﬁ;six;dg
© 7 rist vielmshy das Umgekahrte das Wahre, und dis denkende Vermumnft ist als Wille
. - dies, sich eur Endlichkeit zu entschliessen." ‘This is directsd sgainst. Kantians,
~but it also arplies to Lenin’s "voluntariem,” e ST TR T

_ Closdmweld was the first, to ny knowledge, to try to make Hogsl inte =
&1 spostle of w1l (or revise him as such), submerging his logic totally witain.
- the demazds of 2 philosophy of history, in waich praxis would bs the. doainating

Geist of the third, consumating age. ~Although Clessiowskd wae wo revwlutionery,

Wy he deploys his materials. could well stimiate Marxist adventures 4n an

Jective~abeslute,” Howswsz, with the goneral seculsrization of history and E

soclal sclence shortly afterward in Western academic thought, the nead for a -

mdiating-consummating "abalute”. is scarcely felty ard ons goets the D¥)thapen
- division of Naturwissensst aften and Gotsteswissenschofien, ths lsttor asaind- .
lating the Hegelian abeolute into tha obJective (inte history), leaving nothing

ond, It is, Y would guass, hassuss of 4L ia,-__;‘n?ﬁlleetua‘l"elimaté,"tméthar"rfeé
volutionary or bon enfant, that Lenin's encounter with the ahenlute®. in Hooalt s
-iogle is s difTident and so "objective," B ' '

That 15 11 T can say for now; and it's off the top of uy head, But b Cyh 3

get bask ta you soon, at least when there is a little time to spare on thore
mind-boggling syllogiems that oo arrest you, ” A

Gﬁe

wili 4t b

u‘asv.t_. = T
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Decesbar 8, 1985

Laar GAK,

Despite the acknowledged sulf batwsen us on the Abgolute Kethod, way
I digcuss with you (and mey I hope for a comsment from you?) =y latest
self-critique on Orgenizazion? On thet question I algo ses Hagel in a
new way. That 13 to say, the dimlectical ralationship of principles .

(1u this cage the Christian doctrine) and the orgavization (the Church)

are analyzed ss i they were inseparables. All thie occurs; not in the

~context of a philoscphy of religion sc mucsh as in the context of the grest
dividing limtatween hizzelf and all cther philosophers ths: he initisted
vith ths Fherowzeuology of Mind, om tha relaticnship of objectiviry/
subjectivity, lssediscy/mediation, pacticuler/universal, history and the .
"Bternal,” This addition to the Logic~-the Third Attituda to Ohlectiview--
I s6s ia & totaliy new way. : : '

I can't hide, of course, that though it'c not the Absoiuts, I'm enemored
with that cezly section of the Encyelopadis ocutline of Logic, becsuge it wae -
written after FEegel had slready developed Absolute Frowledge, Abzolute Ldew, :
Abgolute Mathod, ' ' s

Rere history mukes itz pragence fa

7 K solutes
both im the Phenomenology and in the Scienca o o C
og

s in
anticipation that he {s finslly developi he Philosophy of Rature and
the Philosophy of Mind. Indeed, thet to me is what =made possible the very

form of compression of those innumerable polemical observations on other
phiilosophers and philosophies into Just throe atiizudzc 55 obi ty.

e L ee B0 Vﬂjﬁekihit—io
This time, a8 we know, & gingle attitude, the firat, embraces everything
preceding the modern age. Further emphasis on this compre avident

vhen Begel comes to the modern age and includes both =mpiriciam and criticism
in the Sacoed Attituda, -

Hy attraction to the Third Attitude was not due to the fact that
it wes divected agsinst those who placed felith above philogophy--the Intuvitionists.
(I'm not venewing our old debate, just because 1'm en atheist; atheisa, to
me, {8 one wore form of godlivess, without God.) Rather, the ettraction
for me continues to ba the Dislectic, FPar from oxpreagsing & sequence of
never-ending prograssion, the Hegelian dialectic leta retrogression appaar
ag tranelucent es progression and fndeed makeg {¢ very nearly inevitable 1if
one aver tries to escape rvsgresslon by mara faith.

Here again, history enters, thic time to let Hegal create vary{
of Intuftionslisn, depending on'which bisto 8 rying vieus

A ric period {8 at iggue, Intuitionalfsn
is progressive" in the veriod of Descartea becausa thep supivicisw opened '
the doors wide to science. Op the other hand, £t becane regreseive f{n the

period of Jacobi,
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1t 1e here thae
to the Church than et
dozinance 1in scadsmia
as the gelf

_ _ Tha Thivd Attizude
‘universality was abstrec
conclusion with “the cat
eoatinues, i@ the "extr
ko be an act of the
incapable

begies (paragra
€ 8o that Reggo
egorien iaft ou
éxe theory on th
ticuiar
of apprehending the Trueh.”
In praisiug Descarzes, Hegsl point
opsned the doox to science, but that De
02120 ergo pux" wasn't & eyliogism, o
'therefore’ i it., This bacowen tenors
‘thon be directed agalagt ths cne-sided
_wind £ taws conscicusness, apd. thug
is thus exapperated. {nto fact of cons
off for tha very nature of mind." (Para
the whole of the critiqua,
objectivity is the pauner in which Hege
£3 para. 63 Hegel had laghed out agains
Faith: “The two thinsa ars radically di
 faith comprises in 1t an authority of ¢
philesophy has no other authority than
.As ve see, Regel now has
Doctrine: “Ang, sscondly,
truth, a system of k
faith 13 go utteriy indefinite,
Chrigtisn, ¢ equally adafts bel
ox, or the monkey..,”

nm!gﬂnn and dﬁétt‘i

ZISF T L T
fef ina
tiegal proceeds (para. 75)

a knowledye which advances neft
we can potnt to th

“And to

vy
e WS

=pie 0f the

ar GAK“. we'

Logi

_ In & word,:de
that (para. 76) that Regel us
the whole schaol of Jacobi, that 1g to
German Philosophy.” "Philosophy of cou
Or conceits, and checks the free play o

“Fresdom snd Revolution (which word 1 "

.sentance on ¥ike Racent Ga
' wilthew out of new
* {

in the third attitude to ob
~sided
to orgsnizational responsibili

from a critique of the 1

o
+
.

i esw a diffarent con
thar fn all of Hegel'
+ Da pleage follqr
~determination of the Ided,'

only, and on that

t=nt bacause
ness of Intuitionaiinsa,
*what I discover tn my conacious

that, while ¢t has room

har by unmixed iwmedi

ra back et the Dialac
e8 the word Teactionary in.

reag, Bilosonha™ 1

A

ph 61) with & critiqus of Kant whous -

B &ppeered hardiy sore then s R

t of mccount.' Eque ly wrong, Hegel

8 opposite side, which. holdg thought
ground declarys it

. _ N

8 not only to the fact that swpiriciem
scartea clexrly knaw that hig \Quous
imply baceuse it had the woid g

*.

[ DL '\-.H"
tiéagei’a eritique ‘could ™.

for equztin

nesg
cicusness of sll, and evan hagaes
71) That too ig by no meang
me mast about this attitude to

1 brings in Crganizetion, Ag early
t Jacobi's faith, in contrast to
stinct. Firstly, the Christian
he Church; but the faieh of Jacobi'sg i
that of personal revelation,'

ed Organization eo

faith fa & copiug A ah § va 1
ne; while the gcope of the philosophi
for fsith cf the
he Delai Lama, the

the divinity of ¢

show that {n point of fect there ig
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¢ and the whole of philosophy,”
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od, "The Recent
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the historic peri
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£ argumentative
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In this way I see the dislectic flow
Jjectivity
ness of the imtu itionalists

ty.
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17 April 1587 °
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Your 1atest word makes ‘me blush. and puts me in mlnd of
leﬂees and my promise to write you somethlng concernlng
s negre:.:.em_"Sc:mla.lsserz at the end of the" Engyklopadl
I have no realiy good excuse except fatigue and a ‘melancholy -
mixture of flu and bronchitis that har~grxpped me, with only
- two remissions, since Christmas. My energy level has been 21p S
-=- and I have really been struggling to.do the things I ;eallvg-”
“had to do or had set out to do credltably.lThe ratrace contxn-
ues for at least another month, but, in the meantlm the sunr
should shine and the trees should blossom. ‘
Today is Good Fr iday-- I am preparing to go teo church

on the bleakest day of the Chrlst1an calendar \where "specu—f
'la'l-'h_r.o' r’--rw# 'l:\-v--gﬁ-vy““ are )

et o e

LT IIUI..
)

suitably horrlble-— rainy aud
Marxistieil

I do nromlse to wr1te von about Hﬂgel. buh 1 Have ot felt
up to confronting your big questions without ample time and :
~thought. When I prepare for my next term's seminar in the- Phan-.; _
omeno;ogle during the narly summer, I shall be f1t for intel—_;f ;
-lectual correspondence. . R

In the meantime, I work fitfully-- betwenn the drops-—
toward a new study of 19th century French liberalism. If I re—-.

gain a little more pizzaz, .it should be substantlally done by

-the end of this vear. Sometimes T 1ike what T I have donc; Some~

times I hate it. But I think I know what I am doing. I have al iso
 been writing a more 1mag1nat1ve essay callﬁd “Veils“, which

Adamiaoas +hiz =

Rawls--~ Marx, of course. gets a passage.

So that*'s how it is from this part of'thn asphalt Jungle,
dear Raya. Thanks for thinking of me.

Ever sincerely,

George




