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Feb, ?’ 1986

- Dear Franklin,

Frankly though I like your pﬂ%e on Mathematiecal Manuseripts, my
first rzaction was for it to be only in a discussion bulletin and
only as pne-cenvention time, because I thought that Ron would feel
~ we favor only those at the Center. But on secodd thought, I am'anxious_ C
' for you to have an essay in N&L, with however either you yourself saying .-
something like: The margueripts when they were first published, were
commented upon and indeed broken through on by Ron B, wrote a iruly
M-H Analysis, "Merx's Mathematical Manuseripts and the Fetish of High~
Tech,” It caused wide discussion in which I was am contribuior. Than
ha¥e a star and the name of the pamphdit, Nevertheless I am anxious
to xrEm write again, Your gesay should he called A Second Look
at Marx‘s Mathematical Manuscripts, : N
Naturally this means that your flrst paragraph will-hava'to‘bg'_
revised according to the above. BHut otherwise you can procaed as ig
except: . : ; L

1)T would spggest that you stop short of the l@hst éine on page .5,
The reason whﬁ&%%% want that paragraph in relation ¥o the negation of
the negation whié ends on page 6 cut, is thet it hasn't hesn ecnersti

:"within-yaar-subjecﬁ;”i;e:’mathematics;"What I would have called o
concretization of "yrevolution in permanence" in relation to your
subjedt would have indded been a historic breakthrough andlwili have
some suggestions for you at the end of -this which dswk wil? have you
working out a section of Hegel's Science of Lo ic all the way up
%2 the Convention. For now I consider the brief out necassay, becagise =
EREX in any ease that Pumz hovolutisn in'permanence“fis_hy,noﬁmeans Just
a2 question of "attitude to revolution.” B R S :

2)Probably the first paragraph on page 6 regarding Karpushin, insgtead of
being a mere xasmy footnote should be written into the paragraph itself
bg EXakirg your stating somethin on 1955 to the effeet thet: Lon efore
these manugcripts were known in nglish, but when the objective si%u ation

had the Stélinist-regimg lsunch a eudden attack on “the negation of the
negation" Raya D, B¥¥X claimed that this was no academic 4 i =

e Tt T Men
—l - uas.'l. Wil

Fut rather a continuation of what had been started in 1953 in East Germany

N some cother East European cﬁhtry. (Parentheis See RD,We will figure out
which reference to put. - ) Co o o

Just cut the single worfd Bus in next paragraph on 6, on . o
the footnota 6 should be 91$$1%gﬁé£iiﬁl ang no%rtge commentarypby?you.

3) P. & Not he (D.R,) but

xMsveck e Wares ke

4)The oniy other thing in in last sentence p 1%, shou --
S age, ghoull be cut

_ bec?@se what i3 importani there T believe is to invite’discussionjfnot
~ to . tell them another abatraction about revolution in permanance, and
your article dnexw discussion article_and therefere your

article should - 3 1o,

‘something like:
Geal, of discussion; neither

the Institue should be hiamged,

.. ~surface. We invite further

T -ﬁgg‘-tg%nﬁggggiiséwhat % §’-‘"{3:d "‘1°'i"":' ‘$ou_to'try and tackie in Hegels "
&R VEry imp sence elieve tﬁﬁculd“be-a‘great"ﬁontribufibn :
?pwgyg‘yyq;g_grappling wigh how to coneretize the distinetion between -

digsr. -'

g%ﬂ-};zf__}; -



. theory and philosophy., The point is that the specific sectl

| %hggrgeiggr ng:toggﬁysec.'III chapter 11 Bf thifd subgactigg ne .
- Thérgnof Scmieneeof Logic) hgppgn:ogodg:eog#;§§§§§§3§!_mﬁ gz ;
and I ] urselves hav L gy

f%ggﬂvhggi?thaﬁisggtgcnaﬂ Here iz what is:important-o;:pag

of the Miller translationi R

" Lomk at that first senténce (806) "1.The stage 6f this coge
 'hitian:ggﬁaadyagces.on the basis of the Notion-determinations is. the: -

. n of particularity inggséggigggg%%ity ‘this ¢ tua
Wunﬁwﬁ% _ EXREY S RRERR DR
" the content of the theorem, ... Yefinition contains o &
division contains detmrminateneas‘ig;gg;ggggf%gggjggggsJ;l?ﬁw_ XSEN
Eradda in individualization the object has gone asunder within itsslf,.,.”
Hegel then goes in to so to 9gbpk "examples® and axloms, all of which - -
he hates.and all in relations to algebra and geometry on the one hand,
and why hs will then concliude on the difference beiwaen gmthetic .
cognition and Absolute Idem, in which he will reject synthetic cognition’
because even &am though it has related the particular to the unniverasal /-
it has ended, not with prodf but remained non-dialectical and most ine -
adequate of all in the domain of philosophy®. It was preceded on page 814
by having sald #the reason that gzmm the “epace of gaometry is the .= - .
abgtraction and void

‘ of asunderness that it is possible for the figures
-%0 be inseribed indy the indetsrminaten: e

: ess of that space in'suech a =7 N
manner that their determinations remain in tixed repose putside anoth¥k -
and possessgnc immanent transition® into C - ‘

an opposite.®

With #p the next page when he has at least something good tosay B
on Jacobi, only in order to reject him to3and, my dear Franklin; elisve -
it or not == and I myself haven't yet devaloned that. =< the last s=ntence
of that sestion mageLenin so happy that he hzd skipped the detailing.,
of that whole section which actually ended in not & total understand)of
Absolute Idea which he thought, and I objected, that all that wus - .
necessary tc make it right was to skip the last h 1T par@asiaph at -

the end of Absolite Idea, The gentence I am referfing %g whithk made
‘Lenin so happy, and I am sure we would all be, but it 3n't necessarily.

so, is "The Idea, in so far as the Notion is now exvlicitl determined
in and for itself, R

1s the practical Idea, or actipn.” (», 818)

Yours,




| March 11,71986

Dear Fraﬂﬂlln,‘

Now thaL you have begun qtrupgllng w1th the au51gnnent from me: and~
will continue for the coming period, I can let you know: the "secret?‘
that will help you grapple by showing you how Hegal. popularized his -
own Science of Logic into the smaller Loglc of the Encylopedia. In-

- the specific section in the Idea Para. 213 whlch ends.with the Zusatz
page 276 “The stages hitherto considered, viz. those of Being and
-Esgence, as well as those of Notion and oP Cbjectivity, are not, - ;
“when so distinguished, something pnrmanent, restig upon thensel fes.-~
- They have proved o be dialectical; and their only trduh 1¢ that
that are dvnamlc elements of the idea."

2 ',
,}.

Actually .vou need not start.**ll para. . 226 hieh here. is’ ca‘led
Cognltlon Proper, butl in the Science of Logic the Idea of Cognition = -
and it is only as this point, in the next para. {227) on the’ Ana*ytlc :
Mcthod in' the Zusatz to geometry, commenting  "Thought ih such '
cxrcumstances means ne nore than an act of abstraction or of formal

identity. - That is the sense in which thought is undersiooa by
Locke and all emp1r1c1sts" -

After this is starts on the synthetic method, and i% it is only .
at that ppoint paras. 229-231 (pp. 286-289) that there 5 diredt re-
hao

ference to the subaez ﬁattern— Definition, _Division, um that
k'h

oare. directly related/50b388% that I wanted you te try and break’ tnrough on
TH .o e

But for heavﬂn saﬁﬂs,'aun'" zo to the. next- para. 432 deallng ‘with W}ll
bccause I nyself have yet to figure out th he brings Will in. there,”

7t is not in the actual section of the Science of LOHI“ at that peint.:
.and the whole question of voclition is where Mao took for without know*ng
-.anything about it befcre or after. And even Lenin was all to ez ger to-
connect 1t with practice and very nearly "€klpped" *t all the
contradlctlons, sbe01ally the an newdu1v1uy.

‘r-

Sometlme in. M_weeks or so I will mee t.-w1th you. and / uha t1me~j ,

. T will want you to have questions for me both on the Secience of LO#lC o
.and on the Smaller Locic regarding Synthetic Cogniticn. ana s
Hathematlcs.

/ "'UJZ,‘,‘ } ’)

- f ~ 0 .‘..j’ " f

P.S. T want you. espec1aﬂy to be ready” to tel me wh at the nEﬂk curved = -
lines -uwkﬁ.jza?f"thb algebralcal definitions of curved lines are -
theorems in the method of geonethry.” -- and on and on to ‘something - .
T will-tell vou ahout darx has to do with seeing movemnnt developmprt“
insgvery. 31ngln elemenu as. well as in the whole.




