December 13, 1962

Dear Riobard Portost

One ‘of the Teugons ror the delay in cmenting on your papar on

Fegal's PHRSOMENOLGGY OF XIND %an, I must admit ad ono%e, my shouk at the approsch
to that mest enoyclepedic mind of ail of Europs—CG.W.F. Hogel—— taught at Yale,
Ferhops that’ proves that I am not a®full" Hegelian begzuse I laclk hin patience as
well as full cognisance of the pettiness of the mosdesio world or self-ptylsd

, £arrepresontatives” of thp.aindmof men . I heve now rveresd Hegel's utiitudo and will
sorupalensly follow it s may rent sasured thet it 18 the nature of truth $¢ foroe
its way to recognition when the timo comed....1lt 18 very often nesespary io dis-
tingniek the publiic from thoae whe toke upon themselves to be iim represontatfives
i spokoeren. 'fhe public taken up arn attitude in many resgects quite diffezent |
from the latter, indsed, even opposed to them. Whoreas the publio good-natuvedly
and - generevely will rather take the tlame upon iisclf when a philosopbical woik i |
not quite aoseptable or intellizible to it, thess Mreprecentatives™, on the oontrary,.
convirced of theixr own compoatence, put ell tho bdlame on the authors, The inflosnoe.
of ths work on the public is more silent “han the gotion of those irepremeniatives’,

tho are like the dead buryirg their doad.m ’pn.lg&&):l

Fina. Insteud of being concerned with style, I will go directly to
the ad.m, sontent the historic sveep of the PHENOMENOLOGY whioh Hegel ocalled his
Yyoryage of disowars'. ‘inleas ysu are ready to embark on much a voymge, it ism, -
of oouraa, 1upossi.b1e to Bee what he discoversd. Ahstractions will not dos JFer
oXARpL®, . you write that "Hegel intends tc leed us to hic own formulation of an
all-encompassing absoluty idealiem." What, arecisely, to the words, "sbsolute
idenlisa" wesn? In the FNOWCIOPAEDIA OF PHIIOSOPHICAL SCIENCES Hegel dem “the , a, .
faot that ho miat 631l ks ¥end" of Lim system the "Abaolute Idsa™ becavos\"It ig ™ {'.
F gertainly pass:l.ble to indulge in a vast amount of menseless deolamatica about the ;
idua akaglute.” «237) Eant, Jacobi, Schelling, Fiochte were all fabsolute ’f
"™ idesligta® —an yet Hegél broke fram them all, bresking mora. deoisively fron Eomy ¢
thar from others, bdubl bresking with all besause of the inbrovarsion of Oerman.
idea.l:l.m, ssgaping the realitien of. the objestive world. He appreciated®the
% merit of Kanth, s refiscovery of the dialeotio, his appreoidiion of the
digu.ity of thought ea againot the English smpiricisins whko saw only the sensucus,
the taupible, Mexpsrience=~hut the dioc ny tetwsen thought and thing rasaineds
the ohallenge of tha timea were net mots {'there are ua. traces in logie ef thay newy- -
-Bpirit which has arisern both in Learning n Iife,"Yp.35, BOIINCE 0¥ 10GIOD,- Vol.I)
As for the other philosophers I mentioned,Sohelling anl Fiochte came to the absoluta,
asys Hogol, like a "ghot out of a pisiol" (PHENOMENOLOGY, p.09) with none of tha
fgtremuons toil" and %o feeling for "the immanent Thyihm" noeded te enable
. padlosophy to meet the ohanllenge of the cbjective world while Jacobi wes an outright
"renctionary." N
even)
I#/you 1imit yourself to the Prefmce, just the rreface, of the
PHEROMENOLOGY you ocannot esoape hie conoern for the objeotive world,"the thing”,
and his disgust with the sudjectlvism of ithe philosopherai "our epoch im & birth-
time, and & period of trepsition. The spirit of man has bToken with the €13 eider
of thinge hitherte prevailing, and with the old waye of thiunking, snd is 1n the
mind to 1et them all wink into the dopths of the past and to set a'boutﬂtu oWy
transformation. It is indeed nevdr &t roste..."{p.75) : It is impossible mot to
ges the conciets, tle historic end the present underl;ring Hegel's oimplest abstracticns
Hz ix talking ef the pariod in which he lived,{and as he.jut the finishing ohapter
%o the PHEROMFNOLOGY Napoleon was approaching Pruasia.)—-the break~ap of teuduliex,
the Great Premok Revelution, the birth of new gods, "Fro"t{mn "Heamon" to which
a1l the iutellectuals dranlk great toasias, only never to e.cqui.re " seriouaness,
the suffering, the patience, and the labour of the negntive" {p.Sl) + waB necemzary,
to be as oreative inm thought as the masses proved to ba oreative Ih sotion.

The ivory dalls are too beat on abstractions, eager to ekip the conorete,
and proosed to "the next" gonercligzations to stop to lisien to"the immandnt rhytim®
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of thew)gd ..hcut them, much laas the music of Hegel's disloctic. You wnrite
tint with Hegel "Substance is SubJect, and Qeipt ths Absclute", sad no deubt &
quick rasding wuld mske it appear coxreot, but when you oona:l.der that Hegel's
knowliedge of mmenity's developmert ~=itg history as well as the bistory of
thought o philosophy —— was ac profau‘ﬂf an it wus enoyclopsedio, one mu :
resint the teaptatiom ‘to see the goel ahacd of tha read vf getting thexe "m

the Buhden‘t-aat or is net \exhausgted in Lts purposa, but in working the na%"ﬁz‘K
cout «co¥ (pe69) 4nd againfV'Inpatience aska for the impossible, wanis to yeach
‘tks geal withoul the means'ST getting there. The length of the joumey hes o be
borne with, for ovesy momsnt is necessary...” (p.90)

-
a

And®ths length of the journcy", and the lmorledgs thatl $o
Begsl "¥he truth ls the vhole " must make us pause ot least to see how he relates
wirstance to auh:jeots'l_"In 2y 7iew—s view which the developed exposition of the
Bywtem itsely can alens Justify—evosyihing depends on grasp and sxprassing
the ultimate troth, not as Substance but as Subject as woll." Xp.80) Ia a word,
he doemu't throw cut subctance or objest or the thing for thé "mbjsct”, wltbough
it is the mubject, the 4 am Egiﬁthe devalopment, ths living dialeotisc which
is lackinz in all other, "must ocoupy the cexter of the

phiiesophic stage es it does the higteric mtage, ~The essance of amtn:posing
subjent to mubsiances is not to hlet tho latter out—ibough it will get "abscrbed"
1s gants ga.:ln:l.ng a uew dimension rather than in "thing-in-diself"” e:iating ontaide
of us — but te point to methed—mothod of anelysis, wethod of . dwﬂomsnt,
~mathod of meeirg, listening, hearing, molling, th:lnl::’ws' sash of which senvon
dannot be separnted the whole. 'Dontt forget Heaal's sui*itlo for hiil S
PAENOMBROROUY 3 4t wae (*Soiends af the Ex;perienoe of Conuciouanaaa. Re RN ‘T
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‘ ‘An for %Osist” being the "Absolute" Yes, 'but...Just take a look
&t the omitents page znd ree wheas Spirit begine. It is page: 455, ‘hardly mere than#
ha ~of %he boolk bas yat hesn novered Before we got to Absolitte Knawlodgo ‘
re theory snd practice are finally united, and histery and ence
ot and object beoome ome, we have guite a pathwey to. go thoughd “The
goal, which i Abeolute Knowledge or Spirit knowing itgelf as Spirit,. finde ita
pathway in the reocvilection of spiritisl foms as thoy ars in theuselves -and as
. $hay acoomplish the organization of thelir spirifual kingdom. Their conservation,
loakad at from tha aide of their free eristence mppearing in the fomn of
osontingency, is History; loowed at from the side of their intelliectuelly conmpra-
hended organization, it is the Jcilenoe of the weys in whick knowledge appears.
Both together, or Histcry (intellectunlly} comprehended (vogrifien), W form .
" bt once the resollectior and the Golgoths of Absolute Spirit, the reality, the truth,
the certainty of itm throne, without which it were lifeless, mclitary, and alone."™,
' How thon 1f we went cur way back from p.8GB 1o pe455 or the
uginning of spirit, we fir’ the.most profound oriticisma of oivil soclety,
-4 'aj;lturu, of 1life and J__itera.ture, ‘of enlighterment and the Irench Revelutlion,
of Morality and of Religlion, which prompted Marx to say that, "to the extent
that it (PHENOMENOLOGY) holds fost tlhe slienstion of Man——oven if Man appeaxs
- only in the form of Spirit—to that extent all elements of criticisu lie hidden
in it and are ofteh alrendy propered and woTked out in a maoner oxtending far
beyond the degelian standpoint." (Critigus of the Hegalian Dimlentic, Appendir
to MARXISM AND TREFDOM, p.30R ~aond follow through slao p.3ll where Maorx desls
with this "absorption" of the "object" by tho'subjeot" , that ie to say the
"al]-aidsd tmace.md.enoe oi‘ the objeot of consciousness.”

It tay sound ws if I an sayfng: you ocznnot have an epinion
abuut Paroapiion, which is the gsubject of your paper, unless you have gone
througk tue whole of the PHENOMNNOLOGY plus ths SCIFNCY OF LOGIY pius the
_ ENCYCLOPAEDIA, not to mention the PHILOSOFHY OF HISTORY AND THL HISTORY COF
. FAILOSOFHY as well as all oritigues of same. But in truthk I am aeking you to
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limit yourself to your tubjeot-matter wiithout withing to Juige :

ALag8, RIC Lol tont early Biage too 1% was nsanw;g tocrgn.d th:h;r:;;:tl::n ¢ el

Introdustion » Ho school will éeech you the kintorio, mush leas she Marxian - b

;gn;oach, ant theroby they make gidberidh out of the grsstsst of Western philosophara, '

Ir may I would like to muggest your reading Shapter I, "Tho Age of Revelutionss i
vatrial, Soolal-Folitical and Intestualy® of sy MARKIBN AND FRELIOM to get s

o w22 0 10 ek Lot

‘b:dl:l.,v: ol u.ml.-m.l Yo exoroise ths ghout of Ly be X 4o

fud wutarest are ao Zewply rooted in tho sarthly

have them raised above that lewsl." (p.73) ,

- Far frem a wock battle,”e farve drmum ot 10 wmesessary lsngih for Ate remidt
is nlaazly greletcEmined®, or cry "obsmuring of partiocularly and espbssizing,
orwating nnivariality™, Hegel, in sppmvaching the seoticn on *Perseptien®, iw
pointing cus thal tinid approaohes at wlverzility wors srased beceunse thare
wss Dok even any stability in this type of comsoioumness, puch less waiversality.
¥ith "Poroeption’ we may Zinally gov the Znint cutlines of & ivrm whick {he wmiversal
LNy it dmovledge L8 & great dgal more than merte percepition, end po we romain
barcly st the throrbeld, vhich remains "substance® of tho peosrest wariety, that is
say, incapable of vrderaaing dlianxs through the negative er wmyy fors of dawlopment,
Aelf-developacat, selt-cotivity, self-Kndwuwlzo, or any sert of rrecess which is uot
698t10~ You sesm to think that (Ee dissolution of an objess is possible caly
through trickeyy, and stanoting and wivirsalising it where it is nothing but
*oure thougdit, something $#h.t Huge) ss a philomopher of tho absolute began with in
the first placo and “thereforc® didu't really toke s look at "the thingwin-itmols."

te the cortrary ic the truth. Hegel locked not only &t the thing ebjsotively

trus cajesiivity héwever doss not meen that the thing rennine cutsids ¢f us, having

A"1ife" of 445 ¢wn we Can nover pspetrate) bu he looked st ¢ iisalf the same
wEY. Wiat ke had apeingt "puresi thought™ of sonteuporery e its "ghaaluties®
wase that it ¢1de*t sufficlently penetrats into its awn objestivity, its Lisiory,

the refelotinn of xoality e8 part snd as prezent as well no antioipation of futurej
in & 4 4% 4idn't meamure oither to- the ohjeutive world cx the B0 ]
which ehenl -—and move ong “Holenoe 18 rst that o

ntepped into %ho Tiaos ¢f the Dogaatima of mero aasertion and toak shapa of e
Dogmetisn of mere. awsuTEINOE, ths Dogmntim of mere self-tertainty. Rother sinoe,
Imowledge szes tha combent o beak into its own proper ipuer neture, the sstivity .
of knowlsdge 15 sbsorbed in 4hnt content..»"(P.1131) "Becauss ths substanos of infilvidun
nind, nay, morc, beceune $he universal mind at work in the world {Neltgzeiet), hes had .
the patiezde to go through thems forms in the long wiretch of time's i, and to
‘take upon iislef ths prodigious lebor of the world's history, whero 1% bedied forth

in exch form the entire sortent of iteelf..." {ppP0=1 —finish the paragraph and mes
how much mors you oan get out ¢f 4t when-you do have history, &s substence and as
subjeot,in the back of youwr mind, instead of just s bunoh of abstractions)

Depr Richard, I do hopy you will use your wonderful teleats in the phllosophic’ j
fivld to gesep at what Hegel onlled the "life-movement of truth”, and Marx called
"the pelf=dsvelopment of the prolatariat® who has nothing to lose in grasping at the
truthe of this exploiiative woociety which has o2 reified him into @ thing, and
mude the thing, ths machine, the mester, so that the prolctariat's "oearch for
universality” signified the end of tho"pre~history of man" and tha bsginning of
his true history. No doubt by then even a child will kmow how to stand Hegel
right Bide up, and see that Man, not "Spirity is "the Absolute" , thst is to say,
tue new soolioty. I would love to work with you on some of those chapters of
Hagel. Wontt you gsk Jospathan to glve you one brief ocutline I mado of the
PHEHOMENOLOOY? And X hope you don't mind if ¥ eend him & copy of thism. let's
8ll pwim toguther towurd new horisons.

) Yourn,

12337




