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2. - I-was sltc to get your uoto of naaonbmw 22nd end 8OrYy -
Y you'Bad ‘no chanod to develop your 1dsaz at gramtsr length. I am
”1oek1a5 forvord €0, a0elig you.and hove you eipand on this in person,
.amoture, in, aostonhsall through, . but I do have a eeries
2 Epringfield the 'tzss” wnek in Petvuary spd the firet week
-Pivaae. lot me know wher a4n roach yeu Yy phone and when
@ I'll Zake 1¢ buliqena to cons up to Boston for at least
- 'th.‘ wan _n:hau!t the Abaolute IYdes, will |ake a 11ttlo

v“..

P 4 lhnnla lik- to divtdo what I havo to Say into tvo parts.

tht‘t&rat @Gealing vwith your:¢usation e» to why I "noed ihe Abwolute
) 1T YK .translate 1Y you ocsn apeak the originel leaguage??® I
- dlcagreew thi you when you say that "The very aonsept cf the Lbsolute
T0ea'- 45 altogethas ticd ¢o snd justilfios tho separatior of nneorlnl
. and Antalleotual ‘produotielty at the pre-tecbnologlosl stage.™ - It
vnnfnet*the -tochnalozlopl etage that igpeiled Bogel to the Aboolato
Idsaa*tltho e Jeriainiy ilved 13 2 pre.technolegioal era, it was
the Laot that thc French Rsvolutlon hafl not bpought about the millenium--
Rnauou. Fractom, 3¢lf-Litersiivn--which impelled hinm taunrd- the Abso-
luie Xdes. A9 we xuow from hie Firet System, ke couldn't agoepnt tho

- fledgling prolottrlut as Lthat abloluto negativity which would reaonstruct
sooloty, tut he d1én'¢ Juut"slve up”® whon he stopped short with that
work, .Insofar a® he compromised with tha Prusslan 3tate, he g_nggl
“to; havo acovpted the Btate as the ibcolute snd the cpportuulst in hinm,
0o donit, ¢id, -Mohepne Xarx. in feot, was transformed from tho petty
baurgetls latellestual inte the Narx we know by a0 profound & aritique
of the Philosopby of Right that the mwterlalist conosption of hilatory
wad hcra. But, 1n all feirness tc Hegel the philcacpher, he just .

 aoulén’t otop eitker &t the State or even Religion o 1ts Art €Forma)
of the Bpirit, but prooecded on to the A, I. Way? W¥hy,when you ocon-
sider that he had broken with ail preceding philcsophy and had no use
uhatloovnr for the empty Abaolute cof Fiohte, Sohelllng, Jaocobl? :

Lot'l ‘approseh this from another way--¥arx' songtant return
to atgol and oongtznily breeking from him, After Marx Critique of the
Fhilosophy of Right cese the Oritigue of the Hegellan Dimleotio. There,
where he breska with the Adsolute Ydes--and he jed to break from it
or the dicoovery of the Materiallast Concepticn of Hisiory would have
baen Just lupsrioal, rather than dislectlioal, copprehensive, total
‘and humen--1%t 18 no longer Just magerlsl foundation vs, super-strusture;
it is against tho de-humenizetion of the Idea, znd whille he 1s at 1t,
he rightly rcjeoils the phlloscpher ap the yarélglok without forgetting,
howaver, also to break with Feuerbsoh's anthropoiogloal materialliex
and vulgar comaunism, By that tizme he has barsl{ sentioned Abmolute
Mind when the whole essay broake off. With the 8483 Revolutlons,
Harx cortulnl naes no further uuc‘ tor Basul. and yet in 1P%9 he is
baok £ you ocontrast the "aopylng" of Hegsl in ¢the form chosen
for Cp ‘qua of Politicsl Eocnomy and in the lengusge of the Grundriasse
with kls reqresiion orf the Dialeotic frow the life of the historlo period,
1851-07, you asee at onoo that ihis breask froa Hegel, the final transzoenden:
the Absolute reappears but ia this time apllt inte twolafor capitaliom
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e .general absolute law of gapit end,
Vst tn o tHEivedut ion"iithe 'new paceiona and vew: forces, And; ,
i whenyhe returns to Cppital after the French Revelution (P.0.) and .
ol inserts ochenges of indepencent "solentific wyalue® both in Chapter Cne.
‘on the- 17°0f, value and in the part on Jdecumulation its uiticate de-
ESHCY yelopment 1hithe concentretion of Capltsl 1n the hands of & single
. AL gorporationiiheat the .ssme time mekes the “purely-tashnieal® changze
. YEI or elinthating/art Fight 2e a separate pavt, subordinating 1t to s
N ér“$?chcptct}toxlpu ng Supitslist gccumulation, ‘Thst ia to say, the his-
¢ - -torieel tondoncy, the whole movement frop primitive sccumulstion through
{ capitalistis o the expropristors -beineg expropristed, now 1% not
cJustimioegition. of the negation "in genersi™ tut the sp2olficslly eelf. .
C devalopligirdbject, in ity logloal philosophiecsl, historlcal and ,
' {ndividuelrdevelopment, You ¥il) 'remember that- he msker some orecks
¢ - at tHRFOTestachnologlcal™ prolaterisn.-the. artissn-~to the fully-
7 develuped inéividual "who will have absorbed: the technological satileve-
Vgéfnautﬂﬁaggﬁvgiilll £2% o thie’ Subjectivity when we return to Hegel agein,
A . "‘."f'c‘*.“' n L [ P o AT fol . . Loe .

iy Fades

%iﬁiﬁiu'iliﬁwardupitallat accumulstion, and for “the

O o1 {&Ea!n, why the Absolute Ildee, onilyithis’ time treeing it
mu’s With Lenin's nead,! It would, of course, be gonsense Lo :
siderithst without Ma trensformation into oppoalte™ thet he found
Chgh e in Begel, Lenin wouldn®t have xnow what to do sbout the tetrayesl of the
r4iY - Bscond Internstionsl, That man pever wnyered for one second on what tgo
"~ dg vwith or without Hegel, But the need to bresk with his owrn philosophlc
past, that vulgar materializm to'wvhich his "Hoterialism and Eepirio- '
Critiolsau” gove the green light, the need for jelf.liberetlon in thought
must ha7e beon overpoworing for him to have falt so veéry mugh st home
with thet 1deallst Hegel, and indeed he learneéd that the freedox, the
*ggg}te:freedon one gets fros & geneiclization is a relegsc from the .-
mperlecal, the fretusl, the deed to where one truly rescher g new humsn
dimerieion., Think of his writing, and s#ll to hivsael? st that, "man'as
cocgnition not only reflecta the world, tut crestes 1t", =
B B ) ' p * .
. - . T will take only one single centence from Hegel from the
Absoiute Idea chapter which so pracacuples my every waking moment,
. and "trenelete® 1t sné you will see ot once thot though ell translustions
are.'oorroct' and surely historicael, they are by fal from sxhausting
vhat f{aze] weant, and thersfore, the constant compulsion to return to
him, - The sentence is, *The self-deterwinstion in which alone the idea
~ 1s 18 to hesar itself speak”, If any man understood self-detersinstion
v 1n the Marxian sense of self-determination of natione, 1t certainly is
“i7 Lenln, - At least there you would heve thought he would have no.need for
Hegel. Yet, 1f.you contrnot what self-detorniration of ngtions meant-
to Lenin pre-1914, when 1t wan wersly a prineiple, to whst it meant
poet-1914 when 1ife and theory and philosophy combinod, it will be
4;"plear that two different worlda, not contradictory perhaps,. but different,
.- 879 B issue thare,. For, by 1916 when the Irish Hevelution had oacurred, .
7 self-doterminetion waarn't something that wes being given by prineipled
. . Merxists, but something that the wmesces were gattine and giving to
. Mapximes, 2 new beginnimg for thelr revolutien whick haé Yaen bDetrayed,
© ' the baoiliva thet would bring onto the stage. the proletariat in action
- onge agein: end sfier 1917, when it 12 the Boisheviks whe had. to be
-doing tha giving, end when e Bukharin was willing to teake liberties with
it, besauss now we were at a "higher™ stsge, how that revolutlonery
dialection, Lenin, hit out, and in the Will ke wza to repind the world
] thathanhkprtn.nevor'truly understood the Dislectlic., Jen't thet something
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; rorc Y mmmstnoum 20 Tuther. hin nh on his dying bedz

'-‘f(n 18 ?o: Xnow thet 1922 Lenin omce. usn&lis! 1's loglo and with 4t
-that rolieloul philcsopher Ilyin , in hla Gommentary on tShe ioglo -
wan o0 1liuvinating or the qumtion of donorete; that he 1nalsted that
ny..n. the reneuomﬂr. be freed from Jail?) .-

i Im ‘a1l tzat meant seif-dcterminntion in 1914-2A and if
,;, x to@t ons.) the politioal transieticn, hew was I to heva gecn the
. husenion idthe beif-deteraination of ihe AfFiocn Dsogde, 1950.607
. Hopg. Self.daterminaticn in vhlon slane. the %dea s is o hoar Ateelf
- spegk”, sud. S.t Apesks with a 4A1fferant volae now, and to bo ahle to heay
i¢ Mo ie's ueoswity not oily £or the prectise of huaring tcdey®s nun.
at m tm‘y of Hegol's phuoaopw

IS T mast fuptder Sust ayssif, X lmnd @ay thet, fraakly
eu-la; th- i54G%s, when I L£irss. ﬁm snamered with the Auzeluts ldes,
1% wasS Junt.ous of 1@3;1@ o uu: md Lﬁaul Bexel wae still Inrdly
wore ‘than s'bber!.mh‘ alibo ef his languzge got %G
me sven if T eculdn’t read the mion. on¢s the new technclogiosl
.period of Actematica go%. te the miuers s Lbey started ssking anestions
abeitt. what kind of 1abop, the rejurn to the sarly HNarx asant aZss the
leto Hegsl, Ao I asid, I dc ned m with you t the Ataoiute IGes
relstes te a pre-technolegioal ot #e leng a8 clasces siiii exist,
the dialoctis will, and A,X. wWild orwor ahow new facets, What I do
sgree with is thet orse oz the worlé ssale, we hxve Feached the ultimate
in teghuologleal daveloraent, thes ths reapconees of the manzes in the
pre=technoiozical undar-deweleped socnomisng ars the spur to soslng the
soaething new in tlis 2bsolute Idea, Be 13 Laokward Ireland in 1916,
or boskvard Russia inm 19317, or backwaid Africa in 1960 somanow ttm.
absolute negativily of Begol comei. 1ato play.

. Opbe fizal werd on why "tFenslgtion” 1s mc substitute for
Hegel, It has to 8o with the 1ialts of the age one lives with, which
orsaates the gonorete, Mt sl2e cxhaustn 1%t and thers 1as need for resurn
to the abotrads, the nw !mlvmr.l. which will beocoze the agw gonarete,
For sxampla, for Lenin‘c age “trensforsation into opposite™ waus {g?
oatéegory, while cognition,nnt eniy retiecting dut orcating, was t
:1:::.“!0 get to e zew re).nt-!.onlhtp or thaory ud pnouoo. on & nw

curdation, : 1 ;

s

7

~

© - Now to the seoond resson for ihis letter. an shd you
agres that a reforsulaiion of ¢he yrelation baiwoan t.hoory end pysatice
apd the potion of & mew Bubleot 1a the k.I ¥ithout ¢ new formaletion,
the seoond negation ocould be diverted am it in by the Btaliniats, to
BAAR & AeY 0bJject--p technlque, & spuinik, ever e&n ICEM-.instead of the
self-developing subject. Of oourse, toohnology means the aonditions for
universaiity, tut without a maw gubjeot one would automatioally rolapu
to ths state or "dolenge” deing it. I -4c mot Xnow whetlher you happen
to have 7esd the latest issue of "Teohmology and Culture® (Winter 1961.)
whero A, Zvorokine, the Eiltor-in-Jhief of the Russian Revisw of the
History of Yorld Civilisation is attespting to do the same thing with
taookinoloyy that Lecntlev and Ostrev;t:anov 414 with ulun. that s te
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. s“aﬁ‘:r;m.%‘mucuoun‘um‘%h’-u: ?l%tﬁé“tho* Sounal ‘e lettar, '
whioh I ﬂ;ll enolona for you, The polnt I want to msgko here is that- -
“.wulgsy. nntcrtallnﬂ. whloh rests upon a oontemplative attitude toward
roality,” 320, ‘when it i3 in power, s very vindicative attituds .to the
‘self~@eveloping subjeat, This it tries’ %o hide, either by diaragnrﬂlns

-cthuf ubjegt or trnnuroralna thn{bh@lot Snteao- into’ 'aubjaot .

;asde, noodlaus to lu: nat from tho
o hapo. i8 what jou a.an by "ihe seld.
« ket e Petuls once sgain to Hegol and
kejp#asesgo on the. uncona !bsstton and Bubjeotivity: (Page 477}
“ha uogntlvxt{ vhish hes just boon consldered is the turning-point
of-the /movomant, of tho Rotion. 2%, lae.the simple polnt of, negative
nolt-ralatlon. the inderesst uourno 0f all aotivity, of living pnd .-
tp!ritas; 6slf-ncvement; the dlslectioc soul whioh &1l truth has in 1%
néthroush waloh it slonc A8’ truth; for tho transocendencs of the
9990!1230: betwasn the Notlom and Ronlityi sud’ thst unlty whioh i the
tfﬂaﬁo’ﬂ#lﬁ upon thtl ‘subjeativity alone,
) :";'
Co T e overoolc ths ltpertoauu of tak!ng the given conorets to
ba. the Tasl ode had to do moro than Just to sontrast easenmos with
appecranss, Lenin, in bip notehooks, 1is heppy when he geis over the
final szction on Esgence (Causulity) becaume it permits hi@ to bresk
with ibconaistent imparloiom, which lnclucdes "¢ne 1lisitations of the
sofentifioc method, that ia to sey, the category of osumality towazds
explein the releationship beiween zinZ and matter. The categories by
whlch we will galn xnowledge of the objeotively resl, Lenin seesd, ure
fresdom, Bublectivity, Wotion. Thess, then, are the transition, or
bntter yet trsnacendence, of objlective idagllism intc matericliss, as -
well ‘B of vulge? matorialiem 1into true subjectivity, which has gbworbad
the object. 4And yet, 1t L& proolicely frowm tho passage- of Hegel which
I Just quoted that Lonin writes that this play over whether there is
s triplioity or quadruplicity in the dlalestlc, i3 unolear ¢ hlxm,

’ (Incidlntly. quadrupliolty, inetead of sriplicity, hed slso’ ]
Py lpﬂolll. though & Seocondary interest for me becsuzse I uesd to be quite
at a loos to urderstand why Hegel, in the Encyolopedias, lints Three.
attitudes to Objectivity, whiabh exoludes the Hogelian 4islectio, sinece
from Kant you go,not ¢c Hegel, nt backward $o Jacobl. It wouid then
.mean that there 18 a svtrosresalon in history end the famous tripliicity
of the dlaleotic must really béoone a quedrupliclty hefore we flnally
regch the Fraedom of the Absclute., But here, ln the Bclence of Loglo,

- we are desling not so muah with attitudes ¢{o oblectivity as to sell-
developnent of aslf-activity. 1u gny casd, tho real Eo!ut to uc here
is the "immanent Getersination*--the ‘nolt-nadlattns' movenent snd
aotivlty (¥age A9}, . ,

The tolloulns and last pages are all on self-relation,
"parscnal and free”, free rolssse, 3clf-lidberation, and it is all done
via the three moveamente of Universal, Particulzy, and Individual, which
bis characterized the Bclonos of Loglo ss a2 whole, as vell as 1n snoh of
ite seoctions, Let me retrase my step once again to Peg? 4T79: "The
beglnning vwas the unlveralll the result is the individual, the conorete,
and the subject™ .
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S ARy et tbeidaloatiormithod 1 the mathad  of truth®,
e There éktendad itcelf into.a Kyatem. Unless one fully holds .
. oprto the'Zagt that'it-ia only Decause the result has besn “dsduced
S and demonatrated” (Page 480), he im like to give wp st this point
.+ and says;that's whers Hsgel muot really be stood ob his head because
ke 18 bothing woxs, then an idcellat, after all, who hatv yet one other
aysten:to present s the "AbScluie™, and his own et -what.  But, neither
the "syeten® nor the Poumdatieniis any langer a =503 assumpilon., and
wo have:dot atepped golng to the objeotive for gmoro‘ I% doas not ¢cma
out of the philosopher’s head ut! all, elthough “ecash new astago of
exterigrization {thet 1s, of farther dotermination) ia also ex
- Leterlorization, .aund sront-rfu;toqlton ir glso higher inteneity”
(Pege 453).  JNo donbt, Lonin here ugain took heart end near the yory ;;7
next sentence, "the riohest ‘annssquently is also the most coucrete”, [
'ro:omﬁ;g:_?zck_'to‘ Capitel.: Iedeed, it 13 at thiv polnt mos3 ilkely
when N6 e ﬁ ‘@6” frantically ‘td the Gramat Escyciopedias, salking whethor
-, he eouldr’tialter alli still &dd momsthingo on the dialestie, oven as
. he B3 eopoluded ‘to bimeelf what no Marziat in the pszt balf-century
hed underctood - Gapital, whish 1t 1a isposcuible to understend withcut
ths wigle.of 'the Logla. History, hawever, putting barrisrs even before
& genivs. 1ike' Lorin, he rovained happlest when he sculd (prstsad® thet
the 1ogio ‘ended with Kegzel's extonding a®hand to matorielisn,® beogauszs
at & totality the uni:{ of Hotion end Reality, after all assumed imxikisx
‘the form of Natwure, vhioh Lenin “"tranalated®™ as "fractice®,

1 ex certeinly ell for the praotice of the 1917 Revolution, :
But even as Lanin had to live alao with what “happens after", 1917~-2%, .
40 we Who heve lived with what "heppons afte=" fop nearly four decaden af,}

’:.:ﬁ) -

Lipd the gelf-dovealoping subject, the new nublect, und r
- only in a country and regerding a specific layer in She proletarist
‘ll agelnst our Taristoorate of labor®™ and for Maix' desper snd lower é*@ 1

etrata” that have continued the reyolutionsry impuise}, tut new that .
sebrases the whole world, That i uh{ it is lmpossible to " LooK TRLY

el the advanoed econdzy; thet 18 why 1t 1s neéoessary to look also at

the mout b aokward; and that is why the world must be our country, i.s.,
the govatyy of the xelf-doveloping subject, Baok then to that final
"paragreph of the A.. I,, tho insistsnce that we havs not just recohed

a new transition, that this dotermination iz "an absclute 1} ;

heving no further imaedlate dctermination which 1s not equklly

and oqusllg HBotion, Counsequently there is no trennition in this freedom."
TThe trensitlon hsre, therofore, must rather be taken to mean that the
Idea froely releascs itcelf 1in abaolute self-gequrity and eelf-repose,
By reavon of this fraedom the form of its determinatencas almo is utterly
freo-~the externallity of space ané time which 18 absolutely for itself
and without subjectivity.™

You see I am not afraid eithar of the "aystea" of HegselYian
Philosophy, nor of the ideallam of the Abzolute Ydea., The A, I, 18
nethod of cognition for the epooh of the struggle for Ireedom, and
Philosophic cognition is not a eysten of philosophy, but the cognition
of any objeat, anq our “objept” Dolnz lador, The uzity of object and
subjleot, theory snd practzceﬁta the transaddence of the first negstion
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St One minor werd om the questicn an to why Haxel continued
- ‘after Le"ended” with Maturs, which is the way ke ended the smaller
.. .. Logle and wiieh is tho logloal transition if you Afridrmxuprktsxagssagx .
Coouitransyorn his Solence of Logleinte a systea as he 814 in the Encyolopodis;
“apnd BOVe IPGa Logle 4o Aatume e Spirit or Hind., Havk, w92, had three |
~yolmes ta his Gapital and likewise was going %o end ihe firat solume i
- "leglealiy®, 1.e. without entering this sphere of Aecusulation. Whea =~ |
‘e daolded, hawever, 20 extand 2% ths Buok to _inolude the Notiom, not .. .
o8 mere"summationtof all that proseded, but, Lo uee a Hagelian rhrane
onde ‘&sain, “the pure ¥otinn wkich forss a Notlon of 1tsclf®, hs zlso
included sn anticipation of whet Volumec XI and III would contaein,
-Volume 11, as wo kmow, is far from buin¥ Wature; on the centrary,
it is thetl Tantastio, pure, isoluted "single soslety™ ("smocislism in ..
one -goxntry, "1f you plscase, only Marx thought-it was stete cepituliew), . !
‘It wan. 80 pure snd sc logloel and 30 unreal that it comslegely dis-
orgsalsed poor Rosa when rhe contrastod that phenpaszsgoria tc the i
_-Tapaclcus” laperisiiam living off gll those undor-develepsd countries -~
1t conquered. And, finally, he telio us aisc ithat ho will indeed’
come dowh from those heights to fgae ths wiiole concrety. seas of
capltallian and rates of profit ané speculation 'snd ‘cheating, but we
- would only loss mmxwhplieragthedxtx pll knowledge of what soclety
reslly 1o if we raversed the method. And aven thoush Voluwe IXI -
astopped before he had a chance to develop the ohapter on Clescses,
ve krow that it was'not really ths olsws but the full and free develop-
sent of ‘the individusl that would slgnify a. nezgation of a negation - N

J

that .was-not meroly destructive of ‘the oid, but sonstrustive of the new, .
-In this sense, and 1n thio mense oniy, Hoegel's last sentonce about

the Jotion yerfecting "1ts seif-libsration in the philesvphy of Spirit"
aust be translated, stocd right-side up. 4And Hegsl wil) certainly

help us a lot inthat book as he goos on to desoribe freedom, not gs

a "have", but se an "is",

. . i
. O

e
-4

. I hope we will sct-: chenos to discuss all these ideas and
mOre when I see you elther the laat week of Fabruary or first weok of

- Haroh, Let me know which 1% .more scnvenient for you,

Yours,




