Oct, 20, 1960

Dear JB: . ' ' #
‘ . . . B
. I 'hope you'll embark with me on a little "voyage of discovery",
via Hegel, It may seem odd that such a letler is addressed to.you i
rather than HM, who is the gemeral recipient of these typal of lettorsl
from me, Dut you:may recall that a couple of times before I addresgsed
myself to 'you, especially when you ouilined in your book on Viet Nam. -
how you intended to follow up on the current sceme. In sending you
some material on Hegel's PHENOMENOLOGY, I strecsed two opposites -
that I thought applicable to the present: (1) The type of Aliensted :
Spirdt , or "Bonorouble Consciousness", which identifies itself with o
gtete power and thue iays the foundation for new and deeper contradice'
tloms than the ones dealt with under Alicnated Souwl or¥Unhappy R
Congeinusness”, directly after the bondsman had pained a "mind of i
his own" only to be confronted with a world of slavery where Stoica .
" . ondured and Sceptice scoffed but he could find no new place for him- |
self. {2)As againet the new rulers « la Mao, I asked, what about :
i the "vackward peasanta" who 1led Ho Chin-}ihn's land deapite Y
H Hgorouble words and noble vromlises? Had tgg% recognized the burducrat:
P in the noble visage? 'What new stage of worid development could we - ..,
: , sense in those reingees? - ‘ _ - .

- L'm not sure I succeeded in clarifying my thouszhts aven
L - efter the brief In-person talk we had in N.Y, I want to try agein,
: gy especially since now I am working on the philosophic foundations of
-the struzgies for freedom in %he underdeveloped countries, So great
2 leveller is the machine age that it doesn't matter that I will '
work mainly in Africa whose history and culture ic very different
.J from-Asia, which wes your field of concentraticn, »

.
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Though it must be very briefly, I do wish to dake in =
i . 8ll three major written works of Hegel: the PHENOMENOLOGY OF MIND,: i
. the BCIBNCE OF LOGIC and the BNCYCLOPAEDIA OF PHILOSOBHICAL -SCIENCES.
T

R4 is obvious from the title of his first great work, Hegel is .
dealing with gppearances, kriowledge us it appears in 1ife, in history;
in nations, in religlon, in philosophic systems. {Iater they will ‘
get worked out in his Lectures on Aesthetics, on Philosophy of M
History, on Higtory of Philosophy, on Religion, on Law but they will =i
iack the sweep, the thrill of the "voyage of discovery" when he saw i
4 8ll fields ae one u#kied field of the Absolute Reason and Freedom, )
o Some detractors have been so foolish as +to call the
i ‘ PHENOMENOLOGY a "psychology of sorts", but the experiences '
a ’ conseiousness. struggles through here (The subtitle of She work wag,
you know, {("The Science 1 wrience of Congciousness'")) is the
h.man spi#Z%“?E?Uugﬁ'ﬁE&E‘#?%%%z§E§?§'Br*b1vilization. “THE center
of a1l 6 principal stages of consciousness is the practical activity
of Reason to the point where the worldd and she are not Two BepRTate
worlda, but unite, and each stage of wunity brings with it new
contradictions until Absclute Knowledge is reached. The point is he
ireaches that gtage in opposition to all previous idealisms from
Aristotle to Schelling for he breaks both with slavery introver-
aion, The Whole, the entire #¥#® reality, including elemente of
;he future or "div}nﬁr, pull st the present -nd bring iE into the
orward mevement o istory, Of course it is still history of
mind, but the universal mind as opposed.to the individual, the self-
develepment of which i, in truth, "ithe people.”

"\._,

Now if even we did not know the early works ‘f
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that first system, which Hegel put away never to retura to again,
where he apenly said "The abgolute moral totality is nothing slse
than a people”, (And Marx didn't know these works and yet grasped
the revolutionary impact from the dialectioc in the PHENOMENOLOGY),
one couldn't possibly miss that this activiet splrit is the b
spirit and therefore has today's freedcm strussles in it.

. You mizht egay: but 1f it i: phenomenal lmowledge, then 44
migt be vhat Marx would have designated as "superstructure.”" Yeg and
ne, 7Yes, if you mean appecrancs at erestive moments in hieiory when
the elasa struggles have not yvei so shmrpensd us 4o bring the whole
system down ap Axrt in the time of Greek city-states, classical _
political economy R/t the time nf the imdustrial revolution, Zerman
idealist philosophy following fthe Pronch revelution, ete. Ho, if,
it means, the superstructure at the voint of the soetal atructurc's
breakdown when, ag Marx put it, the ildeclogzists hecame "prize Tighters
for the bourzeoisie” like Senicr's defense of the 11tk hour, or the
preacnt "end of ideclogy" philiilatines.

Now, with the SCIENCE QF ICGIC, Hegel becomes more
sbstract atill, 2ven in relationship $o thovght beveuse now he cannot
WAL with hew 1% appeurs in consciousaesg, nor even the separate

: .disoiplines, whether they be the social scisences or the matural,
mathematica or art, religion or biology, ethics or physics. Iach
has ite individual categories and *they all must be broken down into
on? single, whole-smbracing one that covers them all, not to mention.
keeping history in mind as well, ' '

. - At the risk of sounding like the most idealistic of
1dealists, let ne say that it is good for our age that he was
conpelled to be that abstract as the calegories of being, essence,
notion and the dogzens of catesories each is in turn subdivided as
it goes through the process of negativity for otherwise (1l)it would
“have been impossible to work through to the logicml end the develop-

;& ment of each stage. That is one reacon Hegel insists that principle
of all reticnal knowledge iev hrough the syllogiem (shlusse 3 and
(2)if the concrete and epochiflevelopment had been analyzed, then it
couldn't have comprised further developments beyond his time,

Of oourasg, the fauct that he lived in "a bilrth-time of
history", when the three revolutions opened our machine age and,
thus, in germ, not only corntained the contradictions of our age,
but allowsd thatl great genius the scoupe needed to work out these
stages of self-development. Ouly one word of caution, if I may
quots my MARXISM AND FREEDCM, let's not ever forgot that thers is
nothing in the mind of man, not even that of o genius, that has not
rreviously been in tho activity of common men. In a word, man's
actual struggles for freodom long precsdsd Hegel's working out of
the Idea of freedom, and will follow until freedom is not an idea,
but The »eaiity. :

Another word of caution, Marx who could gﬂgggix and
dld save Hegelian dislectie from its idemslistic trap when Souldn't
vwork through the 2%m% negativity of lmbor, and not just of ‘thought,
had t¢ hreak from arguing with intellectunls and thus moved from
the nistory of thought (political economy in his case) to the history
of proeduction relations , But he didn't throw "to the winds®, not
even bourgeols thought—-he merely put over to the end of all

volumes, inatead of the ceanter of CAPITAL. 4s for proletarian

thourht, there is never any sharp division between action and thought,
j
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wher he sald thnt philosophers had interproted tho world, bubt what
was reeded wag to chanre it, he certainily didntt oxolude 'thought.

: . But %o retum to Hegol ond hils contempog%gogjx, tho' precsss
of bosoming ~nd yaasing away, of negailen at gk roetention
of all previous eystems of philosorhy as the truth of their day
as well g8 the exror as e aynumio of the forward novement of -
nd t¢ our day and freedom for man pg mn , s his destiny,aﬂd hisg
Belf0£u1fi1menf, we have a prognant s3nse of ra rolotivi a,1
y- - £10lde of knowlodge a8 well es all hisjorie per ody of L i antual
‘development thet hes Bingtein's theory of. relativity anticipnted
degp;ﬁ e the fret that the actunl seiences ho declt with have long
sizoebaan provon wrong. In that respect I coritalnly agree with
1deus who, in his Preface to the SCIRLCE OF LOGIC, writea: "It
iz & miatake to suproge that Hepel dedvees nnfure from his ocategories,
Thrught for him does not make o tBing. It is exemplifidd in Hatwe
in the form of externnlity. But mind in this atatraet foom is not
et acihual, It chly bocomes mo in a logiecal developmont later wnen
oth lorie and its other, Nature, ir which boik.beccme sctual ¢
the fivest timo,...«Xt 18 the same single progess-throughout.,. Hatura
and thought imply each other, but neithor creates the other."”

Ag you see, I've plungod into the ENCYCLOPAEDIA which
congipts of what is knouwn as tho "smaller Logiel, Philosophy of
Nature, and Fhilosophy of Find, Now the "Smaller Lugle" 1s an &
‘abbrevinted (using cbbreviate in the Hogelian tradition of. abbrevist~
ing a whole span of historic development in a single ortogory) “
Seience of logpio, with something new added That something new is i
the Ireface which oontains ths Three Attitudes to Objectiviiy, which
i not yreeent in the Jeisnce of Legio, Hore he ainabbreviates’

systems of philosophy into but three different relutions to the’

ective world, When ho reachos Philosophy of Mind, he sgain
summarizea, this time vory vadly, his ovm PIENOMRNOLOGY as well
as Philosophy of iilght, but it doesn'i matter not only because you
have theas workasd out in full in separate volumes, but because
theyr are taken only as forms of appearance to come to the real
objautive. Abgolute Mind, whick, if you reecall my letters on the
Absolute, wus equated by mo with the new ooclety., Now it is tais
gelf=daveloping subject as real, the masses who can aand do change
tho world, which crentos the philoGOPhic founduttlons for dealing
with the underdeveloped countries in our era:

1)Both because the problems thore and tho problema
underiying Hegel'ls thought at the beginning of the machine ngze
have gimilariticp in development of eoneciousness, and

2)Becnuse of the prent dlssimilarities because our
age ia the age of absolubes which iepel only renched at tho end,

How Hegel labored an petiently throush all stages of
sclf-davelopnent, Mlicnation, nagation; fulfillmont, realiuation
g2 thot he rezchod thnt stage thoat has become such pood sport for
our empiriciut phillistines and pragmatic opportunists I'11 never
"raally" know, - But what seems to me obvious, as I look at the Ame“can
worker confronied with the cbpolute of Automntlon and compelied to
ralse the guastiong ¢f breoalkdown of division between manual and montal
or a0 & sense the Vietnamese peasant rocognizing totolitarian Flan
even when garbed in ifnrxist nhroageology; or the African ond the
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Hur.garis.n pearly simultanecusly, raising the yuestion of.
the Hum.nism or Marxism in cpposition to the Russian stands of
1te "ideslistic Hegelianist tone" and “inadeyuacy for cur age'--
what seemg to me obvious, I repeai, is that the self-development
“of mind is so olose to the self-development of frezdom as destiny
of mun that the futuro bogins 4o pull on the present so strongly
- that it propels it forward. In that way the idesl becomes roal
~and in that way, a.nd in that way only, EsE was Hegel impelled to
an Abaclute.

. If that had not besn the "pull®, +thers cauld not have:
heen e dinlectic method which 2ti1l) has the "answers." Or so it
appaara to e,

Pt ey vt

A8 I work thocugh other s‘tages in the more conorote
world of today. the philosophic foundations should beccue clearerq
- Meanvhile X wish wy "vacation” didn't atop at the end of this woek
-and I souid progscd unhampered with my book. -One thing," unfartu::ate ;
‘ig not fox. o world, or at least mine, that was true $or philosp
r-_wl_q live ir igure: "In the etill spaces of Thought ‘which bas-coms
‘40" itgelf and 1s purﬂly self-existent, those interests ers hueh.eé[.
which move : tha lives of peoples and individuals,"




