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Dear ‘Olga: '

© Your latter or the 19th weg Very welcomne both becauage.
in the ogpen eduigsion that had peen thinking or LA only from
it negative asboct and your modestylrogcrding.the contents page
O ‘Marxism and Freedom in iig ting] shape have cleared the aim
for the plenum and pre-plenup prepsrations in L4 as'g Positive.
contribution,

.~ At tha noment , however, youp iztter. hag impellzd pe
to oddrcscﬁto you some thoughts on Yeo's Bpeech tor it wag pre~
cisely ychr-seriouﬂ'attitg@g, irrespactive or ity aodest shape,
that helped g hapter on oup Age of pbosluteg and Hemelfn
-Absolutes, 0 shape ror “simpiirication?
eithar, iou underst , T 8t precisely.
because you lcoked at the aon. 8 not as Bubfect who would -
not be able to understand what you understood go well but coulg 4
not eXpress; rather that both Jou and even Hegel had zome probing -
to do 1in depth betore the protlenm appeared objectivaly in a'wey
- that the intellectua) would’finally got the illumination from the
worker, - ’ ) ' : ‘ o
I ves Teading Hac's “revelations" on how go
Lo exist neople's republia
ed, I ro ' ontlev with h _ _
s With even Vgnapter I" of gapital n
"past", pgut vwhile 1t ig tyia that,
Mzo dosg with the phllocophicai;ccncept ot contradictIOn the gsame -
thing that Leontiev did wigh the- . ept or'valuee;aomeh:
where in g Tootnote in Volume I leug the Lourgeolsie -
anding ov £eless. contradic- /-
. diction whi
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They wupt
rice and ask the bourgeoig ir 5 collaboration, something
like some or the Tasarigt oty ere given a place
political les " in thoze bittor communist
war yeanrg,
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Philosophically it 1a o very great advance indoed
put contradiction, though they make 1t meaning-
lon to ali so it applies to none, in the
peech. Ny deapr Olga, Grace didn't go beyold that
ioen ~-neither &nd the Fato
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to devolopman£ through contrad1c£ib PR ., '
remained an gbstraciion. n while the age of aLaoluteg

... Do you remember vhen you ¢ame up to HY tor a t 1

to work wilth me on one stege of ghe hook-»gt wath;:‘t?mgeghgi&s
the nev artlclé in the Russien journsl of philosopﬁy suddenly

.took 1ssue with Hegel and cleimed Merx consldered the unity of
opposites es "“greater than negativity", dsnying the Hegellan
negatlon ?r the negation as centval to Merx, I cald then, wasn't
it peleuilar thatdthey all nendy about unity of oppositeq’so 7rog.
1y Just in order to evade the raesolution of" the coniradiction

and face the ansolute idea, Mad now says Lonin said scme map- '
vellous things on contradictionz. It only goes to prove that what -
wee central for Lenin in 1916 1s not vor us tor tod&y u:é;pt '
es bethcdology. Nything, absolute nothitg ghort of Anéolutﬁ Jasa
gg:lthe gommunists afrsald of any more. How wWe have thenm beaE

IT you will pear with me, Ws wWill petore we

reag
ang‘tge gpecial place Hegel assigned 40 him in the Snirithzfmao
ge ifdstrangement, go tarough the previous stages ot allenation:

_ 1)In gelf-Consciousness, the Unhappy Cconaclousness Or.
slisnated Soul arimes &8 Va personality confined withinm its .
narroy gelf snd its petty activity, o porsonality broot
1teell, as unfortunste ag 1t s pltianly destitute." (3
and Hogel continues on the very noxt:page tmhrough thos
-~the negative avandorment Lirat of il own right and
decinion, then of its property and enjoyment, end: £inally the
positive moment ot cerrying on whet it deas- not understand=«it
deprived -itself, completely and in tyuth of the consolouasnces AL
inner ant outer fre edom or roality in the aense of 1t :
existence of itself,® I have brought thls down In &
in the book 4o a description of the ex-radicals who oan Tind °
"no plese oy themgelves eithor in or cutalde of the bourgesls
fold and ¢nd up on the green ceuch, You can put in
characterc you youraelf know and gel your ovn illoninaticn,

2) In Reagon alisnatlon takes the form of "fhe
Law of the Heort and the Frenzy of gself-Conceit™s "The heart=.
throt for the welfers of mankind passes therefore into the rage
of frantic self-sonceit, into fury of oconsclougness 4G Dreserve
1teelt from destruction; ond to do so by casting out o its .
1life the perversion which it really 1s, and by straining tg 7
pegard and to oxpress thint perversion as something elao."/ 1?9
not J, then eny frint-hearted Rarxist or lsbor bureaucrat will
do, .noluding Khrushchev,.

3)put Mao he doosn't appear till Yapirit in Self-
Estrangement--the Discipline of Culturc” whioh "constructs
not merely one world, hut a twofold world divided and selfl-
opposed.”™ (p.510) And just look how Hegel foilows Mao tnrough
with his discovery of contradiction so long as there is “unity"s
"rhe equilibrium of the whole is not the unlty v¥hich apides by
itselfl, nor its invardly securad tranquillity, but resta on the
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eatrangenent of i1ts opposite., The whole is,. thorefore, ilite onch
single moment, akaelf-estran§ed reality." (p.511) And 2 pages
furthoer on Hegel continugs: "The sphers of epirits at this siage
breaks up into 2 regions, The one ie the actual world, that of
geli-eshrangement, the tther is that which spirit constructs for
itpelif in the ether of pure consciousnwess, railsing itselt above
thie Tirsgt. The second world, being consiructed in opposition

and contrast to that estrangement, Leg just oit that uocount not
free¢ Trom it.?7.™ -

That 1@ what Mao 1s blind teo~-he thinks he can
vonstruct 2 opoesite worlds and as avon ag Lo azsures it %100
tlovers cen bloon®, oven 1f he doms deny any. [lower tie right to
.. be a soecord pariy winich is “bourgeois®, then thereupon he hus
“~ asgured his boverty-striciten land "unity." - Merx, In hiz ¢gritique
LN of -the Megeliun Dialectic, whers he 3pedks of how many flelds of
v explorgtlion lay hidden 1n Hegol 1Y only critiselly undersfiocd,
- ~ points precisely to this spot which Hegol calls "The Npble Type
% z of Consciousness® and at another: lace fThis typs of mind ig the L
7. %  herolsm.of dervice™ and, finally "Buchk a Lype ls the haughty vapsals .
Cesess 08 1p sctlvd in the interests or the state-power"y "This estrange-
<X:. - ment, however, takes vlace in Language, in words alone, and ’
. lanpuage apsumes here lts pooullar role...lt is the power of .
¥ utterance. gua uttsrance . which, just in epeeking, performs what
. hag to be perrormed...3psech, hcwever, conteins this ego in its
4 purity; 1t alone expresses I, I itsell." {-.520)
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5 ¥'§§hﬂﬁ It 18 equivalent, in econcnmic fLerms, 'to Hte Peltienism

) ﬁwwm\‘i of Qommoditiés which kepi- even classical politicel sovnomy whish -

R ¥ " had discovered labor as the source of value its prisoner. Thiough-
Lo out tihat remarkable I'lrsi chapter in Capital Mark Leozps talking

. ¥ of the perverse roletionship under capiiallan where deadtféminates
« - Livingwa$In Hegel "thias entire sphere ol perversion® of tue ‘
* gpirit in selr-estrangemxsnt, ends withs "This typc of spiritual _

. % life is the absolute and universal laversion of reality and thousht, - -
. thelr entire estrangement the one from the other: iy is pure wuliure. .
% What 1a found out In this sphere is that neithor the conorete read-

ities, state power and wealil, ncr the determinmte conceptlons,
_ good &nd bad, nor the consciousnsss of good and bad (the nonsclous-

... neas thet 1s noble and tho conaclousness that is base) posiesses

' real trdath; it ig round that all thoss momente are inveried and

tranamuced the one into the other, snd each is the opposite of
1tgelf " (p.541)

That opposito Mao did not grnsp, nor could he,
since this state ho 1s leader of has itd own disleetlc of develope
nent, irrespective of the noble conseioueneas of ilte leader,
fust as every single thing has 1is own dlalectic of development, 3¢
 the various stagee of alienation go through thelr transformaticns.
.~ Or rathor vice versa since"the moving and ereating nrinoirla’
5?4——3 {to use Marx's expression fTor the pri-ciple of negativityfls this
- very negativity. Neliher Khruschkev nor Mao can oscape this,
but that each has tried & different aspect ot it bDecaiiase of tho
compulsion from the objsective movement and the subjective anpiration -
of thelr worlktin: peopls denotes the true absolute of our ago,
the counter-revoluitlon in the very lnnards of rovolution and {a&nd
that 1e the wvision ol the future} the revolution in the innards
of their rcounter-revolutlonary staies, wWait tlll the book appenrs
and we go to battle, PERS
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