: tho zaferaden; tolthe (153 1ettara g Tabas,
At us g ok the FWhR and.
Y, & gToup -theifers che with uz fox'so many yea

;10 a5t nean thitTBL dlrprise; orirather T mdsn 44 is & eurpria
bappeasd ofter eucugh im history'so &St it i3 cartslaly rob ‘Gnpres

edonted, but I mesn wzat objective rescons Beferc-ihs batia ) kept he group’

en ‘ rayE
e irom Tiking (ke philosophic Ereak-through, aspecially where You consider how |t
Ti‘nea.:s ‘to tho break~thrcugh the group as & whele bad been. - SRR

© }

‘

The reason for the failure to break~through is rooied in the objective situation,:
which before June 17, 1953 had not emphasized. itself in & precise subnlectivs fora.
. 70 ug, ‘our object was negative — counter=revoluticnacy Stalinisn.  Thet was by
neniy 4nd remains the enemy. The point howaver, what is Lig bppoaftat. A11 we'
::,qqld_;‘s_hy,;bgfqra,' 53 wae tha worker would find ‘their own .Torm of:revolt) and'.
Lerefofe, the opposits to Stalinimm was merely workers' rsvolt ik, the-
form ol eit er ‘workers' councils that bsd sppeared in Hungnry in
sphilosuphy, of hnianisu, : L e T '

nethalass; that wes whet was "in the air® in 53 o tae.eva of the, Jun
;revolt, ‘and it i3 this which I caught in the May 12th and May 20t &

tathe" Absoluta. Idea.. The proof (not proof in tha censs. of ‘emplrical proof, k-
SEDX00Lin - the historic sense of their beinz mo accidents in history]-is #n’
Z/4ACt " that' the. paragraph with whick T began the discussicn in th ,
ot Mingy ¥&8 the oné that directly followed ths braak in the many o

h‘ﬁfé’f Critique of the Hegelian Dizlectic. Thit Marx could siop there in.
fand X could, without being at all aware of the coircidence until afterwards
begin -in 1993 from the samr place, as if ctage-divected, shows the historic
roscts:and limitations, ss wéll as a leap forward at & time when the masses -
thenselves are preparing in fact such 2 breai-ihrough. Lo

ji‘f_-'_this"explains why the Johneonites couldn't break tkrough bafore 153; .
'#l39" exp,ains that they must have indeed gone far away from tke class path
oce the bresk-through was possible for tham not to have taken it," At the -
-sa0é time, we must see why that first statement in '53 is too genexal for
“:What s needed in '61. There was bBuotween '53 and YEljMarzism and Préedon,
- of: courde, but the philosophic cheptsrs had to be muted. and now they muet
-bé expanded because the second book demands it. I wil) return %o this point
‘after T follow through as to the series of letters that we are dealing with

~-today. - -




-12; 1960 ‘fresents an acpect that'we had not - .
‘conéidered &t 8 ‘aud that ig Seience. . I do not knaw that e will. .
p-'dgrelop such a‘ctapter.-yet — it depends on: whetier we have s scientist:
“glay aiMarzist-Humanist - but' 1 do lmow that ths wacle "lezp Torward" on
t“of Rusbian scientists, and thersfore also Russian proguction afker .
a‘3dtimately related to the Fuct that thay had 4o Tid themselves
1 wlges materieiisn in order to desl with science in.a truly dlalectical |
fooklos.. What -bad kept them on the other side'cf larxisn was the Tact that’
h;gw&mieriui@ cul@_hava meant Humanism, end thei %hey certainly
gare nat, going to do. Conmsquently, untsl EEey AFT-abld to put’ onz anre divisgion
“into dialectics. dividing tha world of acleaca from the world of Tuiaaf-boinge,
‘couldn

“get the thaeory of relativity. Bus whl they accdmplished with a
diviéion will only prove in the and the end of siate capitelisn.

‘
| P

“The second Letter on Jotober i6th was to Jarcuse, and tust one pin-pointed what
i_a__n_ay"fp -ug -in the present appreach to the Abaolute Idea, the paragraph on
Subjsetivity. That is what also ssparates ue from'Lenin, who thought that the |
: of ‘"theory and prectice" for Hegel relates only te the - theory of mnawledyge
1 Tn” this ‘letter I stresaed tha’ the n.frican personaiity” alsy stops
t 4na very beginning of the Absolute Iden, The vhole divisicn beiwoen ‘the:
it ‘and ‘secénd negation is whai pe:must break down. H.MG pees that’in re~

pETH

[

5

fonehip to the Hatiyalisdiences, but not in relatienship to the "subjett" -

sz-aileast not insofer the subject is a live and kicking worker. Thatoie how h
! Tind -the anawer in teckuology, gﬁ'@_@_zummm_;um_

a . L

crviQctober 17th.=I wrote to Saul and tried to draw the political conclusions - - .-
from +h3 ‘so-oslled scientific letters. The essenca is what I called discontinudus .
dsvelopment, the background for which was the 1940-%0 combination of seisnce ’
and "the:military and its production comecemidant in 1950-50, ‘'tha suqﬁnatian}f of

- Phenoménology and the Science iz not so wuch for immediatz-iig as conetantly™. .
;pin-poinbing what is new -~ tpat is to say, wiat becomea *in a apecific '

‘. historic period. That is why the letter from Marcuss on efipor 22, 1960 is

‘80" very important. As an opponent, he immediately got the point of diviaion,

."tha':nerj, the inescapable, the absolute, which is not really abtsclute in any
metaphysical sense, but on the contrary akbsolute in the actusl sunse-of having
something concrete become abscolute for our age, our {imes, our geographic
framewoTk — in a word on thic eartk snd this hour. an? it is the philosopher

' not wanting to make it concrete who like any politicien knows thut the best
.. . -datesse -is an offense and who says "Why bother with the Ahsoluie Icdea whon

you translate it in the political terms®" ; Beceuse without it,

it would appear that there were chly two d

“ whereas, in fact, thers are not two point bw equally valid, but only one
point of view which is appiicable and on dhe sedie path as the mass movement itedlf
and tha othel one a derivation from it. EVerfthing will be conceptrated in

tbis single word I referred o besfure as™when . :




fersmont, when Hogel, veactas the-Abaslute.’ he does L
.2nd: the negativity inherent in everyihing, including the ahsclute. .
t 38 why we meet the Negativity hers first as tue higheet oppozition within
golf ~= in ‘Personality. in life, in {dea -.subjectively and cbjcctively, .In
B wond,  everything ia subject tc melikod — i.e, the form of the Absoluta Idea,
Ao the new stapa of identity of theory ‘and practice; not previcus, lower, . ;
- or other Torme of cognition,. bui..iha Abaolute Tdea itself, sc thal the dialectinal Pty
\'mument ie that it Jslte own othert) ' '

o - .
R " . .,‘
0

To'ba "its, om other" meens that the plunge into froedom occurs from a new

beginuing after one geeme to heve reached the bighest point, which im Just a -

oV dead—end.” Thus, when the universel and the individaal, urder capitalism, bas

: a'oh%" ite bighest, whether that be centralization of capital, or something 7'7 :

o‘% like vauzality, or imperialism, you get down to 3eli-determination of .

nations, lower angd deepsr strata of the population, self-relation in tlLe sense -

(oL ong oiun 1ike Lanin to the whole of Marxist philcaophy,_at.the point wanen all”

3. tohave B ost, and finelly in our own.poriod the new that. aroee yhan.

ian Revolutions burst forth on tue historic-spage, Just when
ed nothing come out of World War .. Qséa '

Ra LT S

[

L

R T T .
At happened when technology in the form .of f
sotel capicity of mutual self-destruction?  Is that the
8 on both sides =~ Staliniem or KcCarthyime —— apposred on both world'
‘and_yet ihe new stimulus cams not -at &#ll fyom a techm‘glog;ldallyf,_advahqed
gountry. : bt from the poorast of the poorest of the poor,’ Hami't (bat always
beek true?’ 1917-1923, 1925-7, 1937, 1943, 1953, . Cd

ighest point, came =zt a time
_ _ : ropoan nations? If,.as Marx stated,
; . 15 the very backwardness of Germany which, nut abzorbing it minds in indua-
20 trdal production, gave them free aelbow room to think thrcugh -to the end, tkehn
. .wouldn't that mecount for the fact that thought is a6 much nearer 1o life than
-any ‘of us supposs? But life7dt-5 very srecific ana pivotal period? Thus, Hegel

s

" working in backward Cerma ¥: bnt &t a time when in Western Eurape we had Teached, -
zJa fact elready l;_s.;?sed thrauyh ‘rench Revolution ® .
- 3 n .
™ 7 \ =Y
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AGEHDM I. Hinutes.
B Tho Papor.’
Half=hour intemiasion.

Vs .D}gcqas;on on ‘philosophic lettwrs,
G . * NEEHA LA . . .

ot L) IR

I. Hinutes réad“and filed. ﬁ'-;-‘-' N (-

lII. Saul* rea.d ‘l:he Lead in draft fo*m. Them waz general d.isc.msiun relating
aspeoia;ly {0 the form and space 4o bé given to ‘education and segfregation
in thé South, mass demonatration to celebrate the Lirst-anniversary of ihe
sit-dom, the ‘action- of the few whites who did brave Southern sagrogationists
anil the world contact, especially’the -African:Werldd, in which the self-
eotivity of the Negroes in Americe is taking place. Saul 33 to somplete
the Lead and hand it on Monday. C.D. wade the report for the sub-committee
going thrm.gh the paper page-b¥-page.’ Because of the wish to reprint .

_an old-rather lengthy article on “Negro Intellectuals in a Dilemma" in

' oxder"to Bhow that we are no vecent’ adhersnts’' to the Negro movement,
‘but ag MurdstHuanlsts, have been' it advance of 21l other tendoncies

-4n our analyu:lp which; in this cass, stands up after fourteen years,

" we will be vory short of space for the regular articles. C.D. felt
that probably M.D.'s column and the one on Negvo History Week by Ed
since tho latter was on the sams subject as both the Lead and the big
article would have to be held over for mnother issue. The REB approved .
thig action; and felt that’ the issue would be a significant one and
shouid be widely distri‘buted and sold.

" The inasting’ bad convened at two and now i'!: was three-thirty and, there- -
fora, thers was an- internission fo*' coffeq, to- peparato the business
from the discussien.

Rae made the preﬂentation which she called "Why Study Hegelian Philosophy,
or the Urgency of Mar¥xist-Huménism for the 1960's"., Because the dis-
cussion wae taped for the NES, and it ig in genoral tiot easy to

summarize such, only the presentation and suumation will be made hare

for the xecord.

Rae sald that she was very happy to announce that she has finally gotten

a letter from one IZB member -~ Olga —— on all the letters and summutions
of books that she has been writing since Ootober, and since Olga oxpresses
it much more simply, she wishes to quots seme perts here (Olga's letter
will be answered in detail): "I think my first trouble was simply not
understanding the Hegelien word and getting it confused with the psycholugist's
tems. In other words, when Hegel spenks of subjeotivity, he meoans as
related to his "Subject". To me this ia objective subjectivity. Jub-
Jentivity meaning human beings actively doing sowsthiing. The gubjectivity
whick we think of asg "bad" is the individual who begins with hinczell and
daetarmines everything else from that narrow vantace point. The eubJactwity




-2 =,

which is the “ob;]ective“ kind: (to mo) is the. human. Lioing beginning.with
tho'world and: findiug . his unique and precious-relationship both 4o it
and 4o himself from that btoth. bhroad snd deep:. vantage point.".

M guddenly see. thu“!uhis new 'book ia: 8 "reoruiting? weapon An e way, ,
“I'd4d NOT see"}:& Ps What.J moan is thieg--the. whole. cophssis on
“s'ab;]eativi‘y“ ‘to-mé.placén an. equal' emphasis. on' the:importanca.of the..
2asponsibility of each individuel idn fhe, world to take his gtand, .
to: 2312 his: omn. shoes, ptc.iV.To ma. that! put Jt-moxe. sharply than ever
Before. -:Certasnly. more :sharply shan in M & F.where tho ttheoretioian
~wag:hallenfed to medt 4n.theozy the: ‘practice .and movement to.theory
won the pary of -the Mfreadom- fighters' overywhare.., I rather rael th;.t
he niav. book will ‘spell.out: tkhat Vchnllenge":mich more concretely., .
4o the: i:}teuectuala.. Even much mnore org:aniza.*;gnnlly.

coazinn A o Wi Paaumian e 2r g

£ ‘J.ﬂcmOJ.ga's use of theword: ":eoru:l:tser" ,fo; a theoretical booh, .
Yoocause .it. shoms that before ever it. ia.writtenm,.puch legs publishes,.
wo,must, recrudt; to ‘the prganization. on puch -80lid foundations. Hence,

. tha-eoture Series) hence the Lettors and -Summationg; hence, the need
*£or.'a ‘person in the office {Johnny will be ready to-etart February 274k) -
a0 :that.all -concentration -could:.begin this way,-that.-ia to say, where
therd im:mo division bafween-organization of thought, and orsanization of
speopla.mho thin}- auch-ideas. e . ‘ -

PRV NPT L

A diatinction mag made between tne nerzod 1947-53, and 1953-55 in order
to :show -that until a now activity cn the part of great masses of people —
1950 againat automation end.19%53, the East German ravelt against Bussian
totalitarianiss ~: is.either undertaken or at loast "in the .air', it is
~imposgible to tale a forward -leap -in cogaition by theoreticimns, The
£irst letter on tho Absolute Idea preoeded the aotual revolt by aix
rweeks. . -

‘I‘he grentnens and. d:.alectic of timing — the ‘HHEH in Hegelian ilosophy
and that in Marxist-Humanisa in 1ife coh be seen by putting to. one side

--the-categorics of Hegel's Logle when seen from the viewpoint of ito

T moversent; and on the other hand mess movemenits. Thus, Hegel's logio,

. the calegories in each section — Being, Lasence, Notlen — do not
oxhaugt the movement through reaching an A’beolute, bat on the contrary,
al the end of each section g mew bepinning is firat diceovered and,
therefore, the categories change. To toke it easier for usc as politicos,
+o understand what is meant by not goinz to an Absolute, but atarting
afresh, let's think of the higheet point of capiialist development —
state monopoly — and then realize that when the workers achisvg their
revoiution, it is not just a matter of "taking over" the absolutes of
centraligation of cepital and siate nower, but on the contrary, smashing
that and starting on the new basis of the self-activity of the massec.
Dr consider the dialectic of self-deternination of nations just WHEX
there seems to be the highest point ol “internationalism", that iz io
say imperialism on the part of capitalimn. The whole movemen.. In Ratlion
{hrough Universal, Particular; Individual, is to stress thet developnunt
in our ora is not only through conitradiction, but through the spocific
contradiction of the Universal of a now svciety ihroughk the Terticulor

13840
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the Individual in
013 eo thot never a
1

to Lha'In:dividunl,

only proof of freed
be opposites for “tle individual is
The, reason that Hegellanisn, deppite
‘can, be 80" Tava. utlonary, in 4ts methed
I{qgal.;oons_id,equt_i,.philpsophy 1o bé the

W Tay
[ B

Bess of: frdedon, moréever, whick
Dot have fode  thought wher't you did n
that ‘iia condeption, his coxrect
XA L, #ts; time, applied ale 't
bions;, poditically und,. therefore
0%, the Frolétariat, as"the "Absoluté I
movenemt of'history iyselr, . "
[l ST Y D D T I S
,]q,"ljz_"e.atlgﬁ(otj tindng) Ih 1hs Marvis
2646 GHEY,. which_tdan
Ve ravolis in’ thi South met up
CGivil Wari" on “thé“othss
B .‘;rq',vg;_l,:t"lgzok'e,.:t"réf.n_;‘iqduaj;zjial P
- tHe. "a‘r.icH\,ﬁSyblﬁt:j.qn,"the;Ihz:agqs‘;’in
" Britdohphod Gtariat of . th3 i
takon. holdy But 1t Was the, French ‘who
1" alvays, pdoms that the lowest,  the
mosy. révolitionary, and: Yet that that
wherd i€ hie aleo’a ‘matérisl foimdati
that' 1o only the world's 'state of teo
Ra& then-deslt with the‘acthal letter
one” to Marduse on Fhilosopby; to’Sanl
ané finally 4o the Congo in iMe conte
Anerica ‘presently, fThe esseiice and n
to U/F bacause in the present cada we
but u world organization, ' W

point raised by C.D, ag°
the dialectic of practice; and dialeo
to directly from tha tape and will be
the next period. -

GCOD 'AND WELFARE:
meeting, vhich must
afttier the Clasc is-

e, cefitral

All 6rganiza.tiona
also concern itge
over, within two

s philosophica

not be pradigtad i
hand, the when 4

3 inoment” whére'

darz ingisted was the

ihe sense-that’
individund

gain ghould soclety and the
he social entity”,

its roactionary political”concluaions,
and historical movénent, is thnt
consoionspesa of freedom!. .Consnisug-
8a political feeedom; for 'you could
oF have fres ihstitutions: It 'is too
consepticn, that ke rhilogophy iy the
o bis om phij b found itg 1
on-fecognition
Jbe the Tormard

E

y
(1]
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thought
imi-
95%&1?5;}3'_‘ s which would

86, depenis heayily ‘on this -

n -advanea, ‘Tor examgle, when
th the industrial Forth, we had the"
n Guinea in 1959 was when their
9..,0r to, got back to the past,
1,WeTé much’ "lower-levellh “Yhdh the
ﬂ:é'jindustria_.l Tevolution had already
achieved the highest development., Indeed,
most "backiard; the doepost’ layer are the
revolution cannot be succéssful except -
on"for the new soclety, even if anky .-
bnology. ) ' :

8, the one.to Iouis on Scienoce, the
on’ some of the Politica) Problems,’
Xt o the fight botween Russia and
otion ] '

t ‘Gen
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. of 'the new book wag
. would,

ic of thought;
should be listened
the preoccupation for

to:
tic o
come,

(1) the dialect
f organizotion
of course,

ens were loft for the next
the REB as it will function
and Rae departs for the tour.
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