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_ 5.7 - % hope that T will recelve from you before you depart
for waeation abread that chapter on Ohlra I was espsoielly interested,
"Mean¥hile, 1 felt you should kmow more gbout the ocontext in whisch I .
- .Antenad to put in, both the political and philoeophic centext, I trust: !
. :¥ou have Tollowed the adRtlons to the British editlon of ay pamphlet
~ .onsA~S. but-actually as.the Afro-Asian pemphlet waes in lta 1959 o
: L Treuefork; I put suffiglently on "ithe Qhine Road®, to show how I mean
"L tplesintér-pose the self-wotlivity of the Africsn revolutionsries %o .
' - the administrative and motual explolitative shagkles of state
Soupitalizn plus the mibnamod "oomaune® militgrized forced labor,
.- Thig,foxpanded grestiy, will bte oy first part of the new book on
| Hnrx{stfnunsninm and tke underdeveloped saonomies withlin, howevar,
- the 'struggle for world pover hetween the U8 & USSR context,

L R Now then herstof'ore I corcentrated on PHENOMENOLOGY
. inmy létters to you in getting that "hgughty vaesal®, Mao, set
Chrdghntiias . the mow type  of bureaunrat wbs has “amorficeA" for the
.atste; mnd doemn't spprecolate that thz people equate his "sbaolute
[ fresdom® to anything but “gbsolute terror.® I may have also told
- youithat I had asled another friend of ‘mine who was worklng on Viet
‘. Nem'asito the allegedly bsokward psasgnts who naevertheleas recognized
the buresucrat in that tender vissge of Ho-chin-mink and fled south,
‘though rorth was a much more likeable "entli-imperialiet”. ‘

. It 1a time to ‘go Atraight to the most¥abatract™

. part, ‘eszence, of Hegellian phllosophy, "The Absclute Idea® of hias
SCIENOE OF .LOGIC, +to show how Wwe live in the gge of absolutes, and
that the "subject" (Xan, though he is d&ehumanized 1in Hegel as mere
thought }has elready absorbed all"objeotivity"(sclence, world atage
of technolosyf past history) and now the new soolety dependa all his
"aubleotivity" (not petty-bourgeois ego, but what Hegel calls
"the 1ndividual, purified of all that interferes with hic universel-
1ty%, and Marx calls "the soclal individual" who, however, is the
only proof of the freedom of all, eo that never sgaln are we to
cougtera?ae "soelety" to the "individuasl" elnoe he'is the social
ent t,y‘ )

Follow through thet last chapter (Vol.IXI,pp.466-486), the
moat exciting 20 pages in all the worid's literature, philosophicsl
or "real";

1)Hegel begine by meying that we have reached the Abaolute
Jdea {from now I'll jJust refer to 1t a8 A.I,) which "has turned out
to be the ldentity of the Theoreticel and the Practical Idea" and
that this can be seen in the faot that "The Hotlicn ie pnly Secele
but also 18 free and subjective Notion, which ls for ltself and there-
fore has personality." (p.466)

Now many have stopped here and therefores I must wern
you aﬁalns thet word “personallfy", so popular & word now both
with "African ivaders and De Gaulle, In that very aame paragraph,
nay, aentenoa,?ﬂegelﬁ goes on to explein thet thls peraonelity
"1g not excluaslVe individuality, but 1z, for itself, unlversality
and cognltion, and in its Other has Lita own objectlvity for object,"
The key word is "Other"., It will turn out to be "its own Other"
for otherwlse we would once gzalu be confronted with & subjeot
and 1ts “other"(or oppoaite} as object wheream the whole of the
Loglo depcnde on dolng awey with the onposition of sublect and
obleot, and the greatness of Hegel is thet, although he worked
only with thought, he got that “other" worked out not as a “have"
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"a possession, gn object, but a8 an ™1s", that 18 @ dimenslion of bdHe ~
~human being,  Until we do reasoch that point, and we astlll have 19 pp,:
to go, the "personsiity® 1s not much higher then Pilchte's Absolute WL
- Eg0, - The key word, “Other"™, then will turn out to .be the universal- '
ity of tha lndlvidual and until thkat moment we are barely on the ;
threﬂE§1G”°f‘th8 new ocelety (thet ia whut Absolute Igea ias, you

_kmow) _ , .
570 Hext hé squateslogic to "the melf.movement of the Atsolute

 fidéE...Tha.nelr-detormiuation therefore in which alene the Idea 18,
is fo hear itself speak." (p.457) '

v s .. The Ldemtity of hbtory wilta logle sv that the whole of the

" development hes merely been the unfoldment of ithis Absolute sounded
. a8 the plnnacle of 1deallism in the 19ih century, Indeed, were 1% not'
"Tor the Tact that Marx turned Hegel right slde up and we could see
. that it wasn't"Cod"who “"poasitzd" himself on earth and the freedcm
. of men same A8 & gonesguenos, bui, vices verse, that the struggles of
- man. Loy freudom ochanging with each method of production to be on &
. ‘blgher level, finally oreated the msterlianl foundatlons for totel

- freedom and a new aociefy vis the claes atrugple,{those two shaoluie
“ioppesitedlabor and capltel)that thue get resolved through abolition
yof-the ohe)==until Merx, in-a woxd, Hegel couidn't tear himself out .
of theology, desplite the fact that in his phllosophy Religion takes .

& brok smeat to Phllosophy.

. / By the be@lnning of the 20th century "Self-Determination" becamg
: fr;uch more fawmous as pelf-determingtion of Eeéple. rather than ldess, - |
But this shouldn't meon, either that aottlon"takes the placé of" ideas,]
< or that anything less. than the unity of theory and practice can :
Wevolve into" & now soclety, .IT all we'll hear 1s .Castro's volce,
- and not the peopls speaking , we do not get elther the self-deter-
-mination of the Cubens a8 people or the Cubans as thinkers who have
finglly overcome that most monstrous fact of esllenated labor that
Marx showed got lte aspogee in the divieslon between mental and mrnual

) \la‘bor_. ) .

- It is .because thought 18 so clgse to life that Hegel could,
in leclating thought but carrying itsWevelopment through to ite
logle concluslon, come to-the concluslopn thet 1t is sll a questlon
of method, The Second Internetional was fast on the trigger, and
tried to 1solate method as & tool that could be "used" by anyone,
and therefore could never creats or, more precleely, have the
proletariat create a dlalectlc of its own, tut retreated to
Kigpinaism and "men of good will" molving contradioctions ~-and
ended by sending worker tgo_shoot worker acroass battle lines drawn
up by thelr bourgeoisle, J Hegel here streassea that becsuse loglo
ia self-movement, that therefore M“the logical Idea has 1tself
aa infinite form for content,” I a word, you ¢ A
dirfference between content and form unleass this{(self-aotivit
is its content. Only then, does contentVes subh" vanish and
Ythe universal element of Lta form" is "the method" (p,.467.)

And  only then ean Hegel drew the conclusiont™The
method therarpre 18 both soul and substance, and nothing is either
conoeived or zuown in 1ts truth except in so far as it is complete.
ly subject to method; it is the peouliar method of each individusl
fact because its activity 1a the Notion, ®(p.468)

Activity, self-motivity; determination, self-determination;
movexent, selfomovement; method that 18 movement, source and action,
Lthought and praetice t:us beocomes Abeolute Method, not 1n heaven,
but awong the earth people etruggling for total freedom. 12
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LR Huw let's breas thie Absolute Method AcWn to see how it 18 subject
- ‘\ \ method, and oblect, and not a merse tool"to be used", Hepel esys ths
D “* while we "must begin from the beglnning,"(p.469) the beginoing is _

T nothing »e almple us ia uuunxly izagined for it muat bs both dluple

KR and’ unlversala and not just Yabstract universality" but beYounorete .

g universal," thet ia, that Hhich in 1tself the concrate totslity,
R but rot a8 Twesited or for 1tnelz {p 1;75‘; for "It is the tabsul‘ute )

- only in 1ta completion " {o. .

. 110 ‘reach completion we thererore begin with an immedlate thnt .
has been mediated but etlll 1s one-azlded, - You can eall 1t first
"negaticn or anelytio but you know that to be objectively unlversal
1¢ must also be synthetie, It 1ls iv the uonliy of the two momentsa
, thet we will reach the "dallectic modgot”, and it 1s here too, thst
we ¥1ll first meet "Other® aa®tte own Other", thuss

“This equally

[ . eynthetlc and anslytio momen the Judgment, by vhich the origlnal
| © . universel determines itself (0 t TEELD to be 1ts own Other mey right-
- L ly bu celled - the dialeetic mement. PA4T3)

' R It 13 at thls point thet Lenin, you Hill reoull from
tho Philoaughic ‘Motebocks 't end of M&F,  bursts into the definition
wof‘didiectic, singling’ out no leas. than 16 elements--objectivity,
manifold relstions, development, tendencles, uulty of opposites,
struggles {ivcluding contradiutlons aud impulses), unity of aynthealn
and analysioc, summatlon, totslity, the slogular end the univereal,’
each and the whole, transitlons, new pides, dsepenling appearnnce
end esscnce, causnlity and univearaellty, content oand farm: negetion
.of pegation, only to-aum up the whole at end as "simply" "doctrine
of oppoaitea -

When acmsthlrs 18 es rich asa the dialectic, it 1s
lndeed hard to deflne lt ae mny one thing, or a8 16 things, becauas
-for each age it 18 different, thst l¢ Lo say, 1t 18 oil the t-ings
and more, but ths one element that Jcts ainrled out a8 haviug gained
‘by comtsct with the pres:nt e¢an only be proven in life, Hegel himself,
Tor exampleTEio atress the primecy of Thousht einzles cut its unity
T

with Belngi e object in lts exlotence without thought and hotl{;h
i is an fkmage or m neme; 1t 18 what 11 1z in the Gute{minntlons of //’
(e thought and Nouon."j .

For Merx it wsase his 3 volum:s of CAPITAL plus the

Parle Commune. For Lenin 1t was "the transformntlon of opposite®
. of both capltal {intoc monopoly or imperinliem} and lebor (into
eristocracy of labor) which filnally however got resolved("negotion
of negatiosn”)in the Soviet, ‘or Russlan Revolutiongue "State end
Fevolutlion', For our age*lt is the unlty of thcory and prncttce,
or the Bnewer to the questlon of "what happens arter ptus “the .
- subjectivity thst has obJectivity in it." So let's. got to thnt stage:

First here we willl have to wateh the pegond negetlon;
all Lhe difference between revolutlonerlcs and compgromisers, which
mcane thoae who retrogrees ip the end to the old, not forward to the
new, lice in  the dlstinction between first gnd second negation,
thet is to say, 1t is5 not Just the avelltlon of the olé, or the
revolutlon, but the transcendence to whnti HMarx (pp.319-320,HEF)
cailed “poeitive Huuenlsm, beginnin;: Crom itoelf™, not stallins at
the lat negation, or tranacendencs, such as communlam, or athcalam,
for "Cnly by thc transccndence of thle medlatlon, whieh is nevertheless
8 necessary sup.oBltlon, does there arise gosltive Humenlesm from
iteeli." And why Merx inelstcd (p.3203) that “coirwunlem, as such,
18 not the goal of human development, the form »f human soclety,"




.....

B nasa.t.i.on ‘
o ' ‘ O.K. let's set t;o t.hat aeaond AdaiaskEy ge Hasel su.mu 1t
b upl "The negutivity which has Juat been aoneldered 18 the turnins
point .of the movement oif the Notlon, It 13 the simple point of
_negative self-relation, the innermoat source of gll sutlvity. of}
-"14vipg ‘snd apiritusl self-movement, the dialeotic soul whioh amll -7
~4mith hes in it and through whioh 11; alone L8 truthi for[thHe t.maaogn- }m
(z) dence of the cpposition between the Notion and Reallty;} and thut XNy
uns.ty uhich is. t.hn truth, rest upon thia auhjeot.i.v:.t,y alone.-, (§F 77)‘ ;
: S v N
‘we have resached the point in the A.I. which mo othex; "

: C age could qulte sce 1t in all 1ts oconcreteness as we 4o when we ltok &
! at the ifricon Revoluttons tbat have truly nought of "material roundn-;
: tion® ana yat ere o far advanoed a.a to fight for freadom without . a '
¥ single igok backward, acd while Moo's China's slortouts mey antioo _:_q
i thelr leoaders, it certalnuly doesn't them who know that abolition of ' 4
! opposltion of Rotion and Reality doea in truth rest upon them slene,
snd beosuse it does "rest upon this subjectivity alone™ 1ittle Guiﬁe&f{
da.red uy “No" to empire-bullder DeGzulle, ‘

™
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Lo < Another reason thst cnly our ege can ses 3o that no ono
praviously. not even Lenlh, -conld think of stopping to emphasige ;
this :pgssage and 1i8 paean to "personal -and free¥s gecond rie ativ Y
.10 No mors the motivity of an extarnal reﬂaotion "than the contradlos’
tion iss 1t - ie the 11nemo:t/nad-m@\:§éieﬁww Lire and .
Bpirit by Uirtue of which aupieot sonal and frae,
And ageing PThe beglponing wasTtne univeraal: the result 1s. the i.ndl.vi
Odual. the. aoncrete, and. the sublect; what the fomer 1s ip itself,
the later now is equally for itaelf . R(p. 479?}

: . Nor 33 there’ any longer a dlfference between inner and
outers "Eachk new stege of exterlorigation {that 1s, of further detep~ -/
minaticn)is also an Mterlo"izstlon, and greater extiension 18 aleo ;
higher 1ntenalty. (p.4B3)

@ ' ‘Finally, since "“the pure Ides of Cognition-1la enoloeed
in pubjeotivity and therefore fore is en impulse to tranacend the latter; %)

and, a8 last result, | OORS of asnother = %
aphere and seiense M‘ THOAEFORE Sransition
ig no longer "“u peri®cted T TLng t "Ia an ablolut.e eratlchy,.s M
Consequently there iz no transiticn in thia fresdom.™ ( 485} !

@ All the reat of that last pa.ragraph aings ot
I‘reedom aa ("™he Idea frecly releases Liself" (p,48
d "By reseqQn of this freedon the form of its determinateneaa ia
N\ -t.he externality of, apace and time whleh 1s absolutely :
I‘or ltselfl and without sub;lectivity. Because havlns sbaorbed cbject-
lvl.t.y it no longer exiats "ea mere objectivity", but “arises to :
perfect 1ta@@ln the Philcsophy of S.irit".(p.486)

It 18 moat important, for cur amge, to understand why,
inatsad of golog on with the peragraph on llberetion, Lenln hsd stop-
ped gt the very first sentence in it, which resds "For the Jdea posits
iteelf as the absolute unlty of the purc Notlon and its Reality, ard
thus gathers Ltself into & immedincy of Belng; and in dolng so, as

o , , ‘totality in this form, it ¥s Nature, “(p.485) L¥nin disregarde the
e : - 7 rest of the persgraph, atressing that the "Smeller Logie" indeed ends

' 4 with thig pentence, and then remaris "Stretchee a hend to materiallism,"
o Furthersglt ie remarksble: in the whole chepter on "rhe Abaolute Idea'

LU there 18 glmost not a alngle word on God {acarcely a 'godly notlon
i 8lips out even accldentally) and woreover-~thla NB--the chapter almost
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'doec not npntn&n 5ggglggguapeoirxcally..
eotic method, - The sum.and suimation, the lust word. and’ 51Bp
he Logio of.degul Ls.the gln;esuig Eeghog.-thag la\pxtramely ‘PERAT.
; And ‘another; things:in the. E_T_!E. 2i s tloe work - orid@gbl
':there 1n mosg muterialtnm. ‘Qdon -

raot"

‘ That 1a true, out 1t is not thq whole truth, or, to boq
preoilc;wit 4a-p0¢ ‘the.wnole truth for gur epoch; - W6 neadn't: ﬁrbio't

" the metorialiam. of Hegelbut 'rather the fdealiam (mu&erialintloﬁhu,
" iCealigs) but idcallsm pevertheless) of Harx which-hg heen:dq. “pery
by the Btallnn. Maos. and : Xhrashohevs, When ‘the. "what' ‘mpppene gfier
revolution'a auocell ‘hat' bacome that monnt“ous opponite. utatoaalpl

:3g"freedony thePreleasel "the personal and frce", the truth - %

whloh'qaa s upon - "aubjaotlvlty alone“ that comés to the Torefront, ' .
end-all else are btut Zirst nsgailon which must agaln be tranecended
.and“only by bronscandence of this does there arige posiltive Humaniam.‘
. beginning frou 1taelt" Our taek 18 to concretize this, Just thi
Hn*xgst Humanlnm.,;;v AREA R T

K . . Jonathan, I truat yhla uill help aharpen up the poi t;
ot Huo'l chins 's8 no solution. uhatever eithér for’ 1tae1r or rorlthe 'E
roud“ou whluh ri.a must embark ) 2.

‘ : "'\.5 "
; f- IVERRAN Do you think you can rind time. to make ooplee of - thld?é

.~ letter for.me?. I would 11ke to use 1t as basis for gy actual uriting”

. of that chapiex on theAbsclute Idea 1in my book. I1f you cannot, then”
. pléage ghare thls copy with Dick. O, yes, 1 asked Allen please to
" Bhow you-a letter I wrote him 3o that you can cop -of 1he names ol

some of my friends in Yngland I went him {and you "to meet,.

Yours,




