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Thadeh we eute MOIA fevelullshariss (sma Lf 52 e3prvased Uat
sniy Fren an azadenle cialr) w msasred s difTerent polition)
coaclualons far oxr own astivitied shias 1s wAy we conaldered cuTwelves
“friendly ssemisc”, Whate on the sarface 3t looked a3 4f he wers
entialaly scre philosophinally (Hegeltaa) rosted, the truth is
Ual our relatisn 16 Mogel Miseslf sowed Just Bow far agart we werv
directly (o Kegol, swpecially 15 the Abwolats Liea. One plvotal letter=
hls gon-tesunce Lo ay lettar on Um atsolutea shion we  saked »iy
30 1 veed Uw Atealute whea I'n dolrg very weld politioally--
tolls the whole atory, THAL 13 0 eay, partaps 1 4itn't nesd the
Atsclute and taat procisely bocause I had Yoken throuwh the wystical
vell that Hegel had impossd upoo the Adcolute, ¥arcuse surely did.
Inatoad, be dlsalasod 4t froa “oa high”, f.0,, the treailisth cartury
maturity loocking down upon the religiousity of the oarly nineteenth
century, 5S¢ what exactly was "greater™, mare mature about the
lavish preise bostowad upon Angela Davia ag ths "greatest” atudent
he ever had, and luxpiriating in ths pont of guru that the youth
of the 1960's who disregzarded the hard labor nacded for theory and
acting as if that was something that could bde caught "en xoute”.

Philogopljically, it is that he remained in the Noctrino of Essonca,
at most reaching the threshold--the threshold only--of the Absslute.
Or, to putit differently, he spoke ¢f the diffexence betxeen content
and form as if form related to essence s an “inferior”, despite the
fact that he knew very well when he was talking abstractly that .
form was not Jjust form vs. content, but had a Uriversal Form, i.e.,

the Absolute Idea's manifestation as Absolute Method. Here is what
I mean:

Every new beginning must start from the Absolute, i,e., from a
totality that is not only a numerical sum-up but the grownd fur a
new beginning. A new beginninz is not just something new 1like an
update, 1t 15 a mew beginning, a new ground. Here is where Objectivity
is crucial nnt alone philosopfiically but in our evoryday work.
Yhe cbjective world exists before ever we were borm. It exists
independent of us but does . . not free us from dependence upon it,
That is {0 say, we live in a world we didn't make bud we certainly
can reshape it, as did each age and that precisely bscsuss our .. ...
~ subjectivity is not Just petiy-tourgoise subjectivity, nar is it
" sepaxated from thought. Our individual Subjects individuality is
what Hegdl stressed as "Subjectivity that lats nothing interfere
- with its Universality”, In a word, social subject~-masses in motion--
- Bubjectlvity dug deep into the objective world and emerging from - -
~the unity of the subjdctive and ‘the objestive - . at = vexy specific . .0

Biatoris stage,
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‘actual first revolt from under totalitarian Commwunism in East Gezmany, and

 HMarx; Lenin, and espaclally Capitel, Moreover, there was the theory of ctate-...:.
© i zapitalisa, glus the movement from pnctioe as itself a Torm of theory on

the intense individual activity with masses inmotion, In the "backgrownd” .

" came_the first new Latin American Revolution, 1n Bolivis, before evex® ~— ~°  °
T expmsaeﬂ tho«ae Absolutes, (thougv: I had been working them out for yea.rs), :
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13 W flaal dnch of e wiie "arsien”, e Phllsecshiy o as Iathht

set Ui the WhOle TSAe Of Roaa davelspment and AOught -~ z.mnm

ﬂm- wazrived 18 Josl three aliitades W ebjectiivily. The aigalficunce

of this Mistavie Jeap palns Nuriher uryeady fros he faotl that these three
sttidades Tollow Uw Prelininary Notinn, Bls & word, al)l the Adoolutsa—
Devdeigs, Scimon, Katare, Ainde even aove cmmmxg. all from \ha
phencnanologionl attitades to ObJectivity throoeh the Docirines of Being,
Essence and Xotion (I rwpeat, aftsr Prelizisary Notien), - all wore per-
neslad with the Absolute. Trat was the “gritea®; bonm. that wan rot
s aystya, bat » dlalectic,

Fause & moscnt to consider what 1a elgnified by Objectivity decoalng
& deivrainant to a philosopher like Megel at overy twmingy point in histoxy.
How could 1% poasibly be that the long trek froz §) Falth, 2) Eapricisa
and Criticisy (please do not skip over the fact that Zmpiriclsa and Cri-
ticisa are cao attitude to Objectivity-- the second), comes to;not the
dlalectic-= unintercuptod advances-- but is atill so fregile that a sirgls
xixy slip off the raiis of development produces a baclward step, back to
Fa ith, to Intuitionism at which point it is not the dawn of >wliglen or
thought or philosophy, but relrogrossionism. Talking about counter-revol-
utfon from within, the already great developaent of humanity through
Expsrience (Espricisa) and Critigue-- which does recognize that Experionce
ien't suffictent so that it remains abstract thought, leaving it to “'men
cf good will"-~ makes the world what it “should" be, a return to the Cught.
That &5 what wought aboul all of Hegel's ruthless mtique of Xani who
introduced the dialectic into the rodern world, saving it fron durial after
the great Greek civilization. And yet, thit is exactly where Hegel says that
Kent hinself "stopped dead”. This ruthless critique wasn't said against
anyons minor of the philesophic me contemporaries, but the greatest bsfore
Hegel and teacher of all. Aad it took Hegel no less than a guarter of a

century of "patience, suffering, serir:xvzss and Izbor of the negative" to
come to that cunclusion,

When I finst broke through on the Absolute in 1953, it preceded the

follewed threo ysaxs after ths simtﬁ*anem.s voxk on the works of Hegel,

the level of the workers' tattle aguinst automatiom. Finally, thexve was
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<ali who do lean toward revolution but who do not wigh to teke crganizaticnal

‘reached Organizational conclusions.' Xt 'is txue that so far as Hegel

- May I ask you to re-read the final paragraph o::-#xe Phencmencliogy on
L

. Absolute Xnowledge or Spirit fmowmg itselfas Spirit, findg itg

. pathsay in the recollec*'ion of . spiritual forms as theyare - in -

.. ‘themselves ang as they. accomplish the ‘organization of theix spi.ri'r.ual g

dn@dgm. Ther conservation, looked at from the side LI their free . -

s 500 exigtence appeaxdng in the form of contingency, is History; loogked

.. at from the side of their intellecturlly comprehended orgunization, - . . . -,
CAdids the. Science of the ways in which Imoyledge appears., ~Both together, LEy
&Fiston (mtelleotuany) comprehended, foxn at ones. the recokle ticn S
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2 sl Atdntt shiak Uat I cwoalda’s gat alther Bast Sxcope
ot the Thind ¥orld sv Jozan 10 Wmoome collabamtety w1 & seccad
mummmmmmnaummemmm.
The brsakdowm ocramd in hat peried of 1964-£8
ono hund Mas's so-called “Cultural Revoluticn® by no ac 4..}:
that pal) on the pey tuxtulent 1960's youth 6o thes nﬂa: hnnd
oven the atate-onpitalists in Japan whose youth teokau with U
Cr s not goewe to Mo and tranclated the carly Hummnist . e3zays,
Wi otill world not venimxe into the pjov orxganizatitoal mmumm )
2on Wa fas wlawiden paihs an pnllosophy that the xetun to Hog»lu
dialectica in our age xade lmperative., And that the reeponsidil’.rs
restad all on Amerioan Yarxist-Humaniots and there would be ro
oollatertor for & Rovolution,though the Azsrican Black
dinension, deeply active on thw imasdiate front of Manwh did lirsien

to the rrojection of ° \ PAR which was centxal to the Back-Fad
Conference,

Ths -thole point of this iz the organizationa) responsibility
for Marxist-Humanism bocooing an historic imperative, something Marcuse
never understood ugh he had come <closer during the MeCaxthy period
and helpod*found" wvorker's vaper . though he hiraelf wns working on
Ono-Dimerisiopal Man. Funny, these intellectuals--intellectuals

xe spounibillt\’.

When it ccmes to our age, in which we may lock on the American
gcene somevhat isolated,though there is no ongoing revolution anywhexe
that somehow doesn't ﬁ.nd us,the o .- truth ig that the very
first meeting, by special invitation that you attended,4he Expanded
REB,-was once again centered on New Bagﬁmings tha.t Detexrnine ths End.

It }s this which trings me to the concretel local conclusion
Ts {_ - Jresignation which makes me diffed™ wifl you, I do not consider
one whe joins an o@z&tﬂ.on one day and leaves it the next day

or a week or a month) to be serious either about organization or
about philosophy. After all, philosophy too, indeed _ especially
philosophy, at first appeers only phenomenologically, “To become 8
"science” (Hegel's expression for atotal philosophy) it has to have

is concemed, the organization he speaks of is organization of thought.'

Absolute Knowledge as the Golgotha neverthelessi{"The goal, which is

e Golgotha ci‘ Absoluge %h-it..-';w; R
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*Hot so incidentally, » non-respronse is dse a very 1
if one takes the patience of asking himselfs why?




