13777

Ocioher 25,1260
Denr Zauls

I asguro, el 1 an e correetly, fhot yowr brief note wes
sierg acknowledguent. not resporge %o my varied letiers on the philoooe
phie foundations of the aimygples for Treedom in the underdeveloped
countrieg, which io the sublect of {he new book, 1 want here to coow
tinme on <the same subjoet, this time imiting mysell fo our met aince
1947, whiak wng the ya~r of publication of iMarx's Zasays and thus
open unfoldment of chilogophic, not just noliticsl foundations, ¥e

. had actunlly dove that before when we fought Retrogresezionism, but, ae i

e3¢ 1% now, for all the correct politlenl reasons and all the wrong
philogorshlo onsc, L 4o Yo asy, tho dialoctie wus gunerimpoged in 4
nmoat psuperfieinl manner, wanich 1 assume ir how "the new" G was Tiret
brouwghl into the state capitalist tendeney. In - word, vkile fighting -
the thoory that the workesre, with fapoisz, had meved so far backwarxd
that they would now need to fight for dourgeols damccreey all over agel
wa csmo out with the theory that thore e no such elemont an retropres=
oloxlam in the dimlectic. Thig is not only wrong tul fanteastic ~-bmth

in hiutory snd therefore in the dislectic thers 1s one stor bwckward

bofore one leaps 2 steps ahend, Ko wonder G oouldn®t explain to ms why
Hezol had to-aseixn 2 whols of only 2 attitudes to objectivity %o :

‘Jacebli Bui that is all in votrogpect —-and we did reemiit on the basis
of the Torward movemont of hmmanity, Hed ws had aingle pulse on Acrice

wlere the struggies were thon going on full blast (HIGERIA By James i
Qoleman, which detailo the General Stirike of 1945 is of key luportande
hore), we could have seen live dlal-etic instead of Torced dialeectio, -

-{And that 1s why precisely it is so all=imporiant not to leave the y
philomophie foundatlone to the intolligentsise-not even if ours i3 not
the two—J=2—btut at once have the all orgenization in on it.) o

- Now in 1947 when we published thoae Larly Leasaye, you will

‘tecell that the Preface reforrwd o the ome on thr Critigne of the
" Hegelian Dialectlc as one "owr {raasiator would write on leter," But,

&g usual, J eculdn’t wedt for ¢ who didn't lmow, but had immediately
o plek fmr brain and "apply”. The yosult was that this waa followed
with the easay, "Dialeotic and the Fate of Hamnliy,” the egzencd of
which was the quetation from Hegel on the corruption of the Catholin
Churehs  Yor _ this, we threw out part I of my hussien study, leaving

in only the conclusionas. 1 tried hard 4o get gome French intelleotusls

to think that that Egeuy by J woo a contribution that merited trensiaticd

into Frencn, and whon I couldn't, I thousht thev woere backward. Tho
truth is we worc for tho Hegelian analysis of the corruption of the
church, profoend ag that ig, do not on 2 par evon with the lows of

development 4:0t wo had alrgady used to annlyze much wmore than the"cor— |

ruptiofl” of the idcplan soclety, that is to eay, ite transformati
-nie onp_gsitg, I night o2y here that J was forever coming out wit
some dialeatieoul principle that browsht uo a ghtep baclmyd Irom our

pelitioal analyeis. Thus wo wore entoring the UWP thon, and he escmped ‘

t0o Newedn 40 work on hig Ialeetlic Noteu. I wish to heck you would
try once nsadin to find G'a lettors to him objechiving 45 gome analysig;
I don't care if thoy wora foow a "hourpecis” poiuvt of view, That gird

wan for surerior to him in her grasy of the dimlectic-—-ghe siaply always

wont off the deep end beceuss she hed neither tha diseipline of the
proletariat nor of a party that would h~we atood on sclid philosephic
foundations, so her petty lLourzaols mind imndered, but she know hex
Hegel within the context of the philosorhic enemics of his day,) There
he earmz up with "grror asg the dynamie of truth.," (mtaide of the

fagt that orror is not tha but "a” dynanic of truth if ...!n Hepel,

that digecovery wng, aiain, only o rationalization of why we reente-
thg' Trotaiyist movenent when ve hnd alvoad:r develored o0l Ay




. -2-

poeition in opposition to it hod been worked out, and when the objestive
. . situatlion, precipely dielectically, i.e, the molf-aotiviiy o the mreses g
- © ealled for indapsndent activity,. ' - . -

Tho beat place theng to look how far we hnd reached in the
Dialectic, 1s to moe what ¢ hat done, and ths best work wee, of course,
o#0sWEe  Sho there nct only Had the boslg of the eccnomie and pelitieal
o . snelyeen 8% tho highest point we hed rsached, but wes given freedom to
: write "The FPhiloeophy of State Capitalirm” exactly as rhe saw Lt How,
17 the 1947 publiostion of Marx could be said to have boen yis ,
tlhe Dirleotlc ingofnr as cur comprohenslion weo voncerned, the 1950 woe
the Dizleetio without Mnuxl] love io what I mean. Mareimm, liks truth,
: ‘ is 2lwaye conorete. AL each parlod, you say of thet rich, manifold
o haritasas of Hegsl aud M -rx, this is it for ua., ZLenin for his pericd

' ahose "transformation 1ritc oppoaite"; we went not frmox forward fron
shat tc the Absoluie Idsa we had talked so much about in uwnwrititen form,
but bagkwnrd to its ggmen‘gm principle of econtrudiction. Bub what
was pay in the pericd, it not In production which weo heve since seen .
with Automation, at least in ths way 1% was reflectsd in the ideologies.
we, had to contend with? It wes Chuistian F This is vwhat she
rgjeoted out of hand as "fasalam", even though she should have lmown,
thiat fasolom heving falled, the reaction=ryy forees would absolutely
look Tfor a nesr form , a_wvictorioug form, like the state capitalism of
Rusein whioh won, not the state capltalism of Hazl Germany which' lost.

Wy

Christian Humanism ahowaed mich grenter perception of the .
~realitics of the enamy thoy had to fight than we dld., They started i
" not only with Ruceien Communiom, tut went back to Marx, disecvered hi
© Hnmandsm, and tried to use that amainst the Commmniste, | the worka
of .that peppod--ani lasting unio ours which 1o why I am still eoncernod
vith itethat were solid studles on Marxiam were done by the Catunlicn
in Frznee, the Evangillsts in Germpany, the Jeewitr in Rome —-and they
%id ?ot Just limit themﬁlwéeﬂ 1;? the "1131 gangm%;, but ag to -how the .
usglans vere applying o_HBelenca, v rejeoting morely, instead of
- Toorrecting” (as liogel correctod Kent, by overthrowing him and yet
incorporating the element thit objectively hold up), we lost out of
sosing the essence: the Humanlwum of Marx applied to our =2ge and we anlone
cowld interpret, not miginterprot & la 5%elin or a la the Christlans,
Inetoad, that section in 5C&WR exhorts, denles, and eseaves the truth,

Nov in 1953, /f2cin8V8e1r-developing masses moved from
Africa to EBast Germany, I finally found my way to the Abgolute Idea,
and ¢, before J oneg egnin took her -round the wrong cormer, did sonse
the new, only ghe was limiting it to the way it appeared in "super=—
structure" {(i.s., our broak with the concept of party to lead)and not
the individuellistic, humanistic ground which wme to become allve in
Hungary and in Africa. ’

I will, in my first presentetion to the group here, work
over the whole oi Hegel's works to hreslt dowm the sinsleo slemaent that
we must s8till e neretize for our meriod and thut will hecomo the link
of advancsd and underdeveloped cconomlcs. After you listen to that
in a couple of w8ska, and I Jisten %o the whole discussion both in Ia
& Detroit, I wili first work cut an outiine, Or I migat dseclde to nave
an "in person” meetins with wiD in the middle of lovember,

Yours,
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