
Dear HMI 

' ' · . Since you once uked me why I "tranoilate" Hegel when 
I know "the original "(Marx) wol.l enough I uaume you thoueht 
that ainco my wrltin~a and actLvlty were polit1cal my v~riteble 
obaeadon with Hegel 11 Ab;olut.e lde10 waa •• an obaeul.on, I Al!l 
exa.ggeratine, of aoura~, but !t 1a only b&a:mne I hope you'll 
pormit me to write .. in thh !nrormal. way an outline or a chapter 
of my new worl: (which I nov lean to calling "Phlloaophy and 
Revolut!on)that deala with "Why P.egel'l Wh,y Now?" 

I 

The chr.pter h to have thrue aub-11eot 1ona1 l~o.rx' s 
Dobt t.o Hegel} Lenin' 11 Antb1 valence toward Hegel and Shook or 
Eecognitionl the ph1loaophioal problema of our age, The fir~t 
aub-Aecti.n will connect with M&F but greatly expand why Marx 
couldn't "ahake orr• Hegel aa eaail.y aa be ~hook ott olnoalOQl 
po11tioal econo;;uoncee he tranacended it, then h1a"eaonomica• 

I beoc.ae, cot 11/llBU tical economy, but Y.ar•xhm, a philosophy or 
hWllan activity. l'hia waa true l.n every Qingle re11peat from thE> 

, theory or value 11nd aurplus value, through rent an a "deriva.tive" 
rather than 111akl.ng the landlord olaaa aa fundamental a one 1111 
the .new oap1td1at clua, to capital accumulation an~ t.t.a"lw 
or motion• bringing about ita "colla.Pae," In a.ll th£ae. labor 
waa seen"aa .the living subaect bringing all oontradictiona to a· 
heltd and mald.ng aocia.l1am '1nevitabl1!.'11L at no point were t!Conomic 
laws independent or human activity, Regarding the HeseliRn 

-d1dcat1o, on the other hand, deaplte ita £!Orea.tion in Marxiam, 
or what you lau;;hingl:r refer to an ·~verllio!l"• that ia to aay, 
tl!'ana:f'oroation or d1alect1a from 11 a ac1:ence 6! logic" to ·~ 
acieoce" of revolution, h1a •attachment" to Hegel r•emalned. Thia 
waa not becauae ~!U'X be!3an Ul a "Left Hegelh .. ,", ncr evon because 
·the Hee;ellan dialectic speeded him cin hh own voyage or dicaovery 
( 11 thorough;;o in_g llaturalhm or Humanhm"). Indeed, when his break 
.('lra;;t OD.IIIe from Hegel, he used claaaioal political economy 

r-)1• 
I 

to aounterpoae reality to 11 1a~>al1am", eapecially or the I'roudhonin 
variety, Y!!t the adieu to cla.acice.l pol1.tical economy wac 
complete; th~ adieu to lleeel1aniam wa.a not. 
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Take the ver·y !1rat, and .moat thorou~:h and pro.rouncl 
attack on Hegel'• Ph1lo•orhv or R1"ht--the vnry or1t1que whlch 
led to nothing ahort or h a grea.taat dlaoovery--th~ materl,·lht. 
conception of hiatory--a leoa«r man, a leaael' Hcsf!l1•n then ~iarx, 
wou~d a.t that poin·t hbe rtnhhed with Hegel, Marx, on the 
ccn·trary, proceeded to the c1•itique or the l'HENOMEI'IGLOGX And 
the ENCYCLOPAEDIA, ~~ when he broke oft at the laet aoctton on 
":rhe ·Philosophy or Mind" to st1ck with ahat he called "that d1am~ 
ac!ence"--political economy--and engaso 1n cl.aas •trugglo cct1vitl 

·lrevolut1on2, Firat Internetional, which took the rest or h1a 11fe, 
he aUll hungered to :return to a preaenb.t1on or "tl1e rat1onnl 
form or the dialectic." Indeed, at every turning po1nt, he 
returned to "the a ialect1c." You recall how hiiPPY he aounded, 1n 
1858, 1n h1a letter to Enc:els \lhen he explained thot he "~tcc1don­
tally" came upon hia librAry or Hegela'o worka and there got 
aome •new davelcpmenta• which ~e helping him complete Critloue 
o-r Poll tical :S:ocnomt (and ot course ~\1 ~~~ see the rcaul ta ali 
tnr!)UGh tho Grunclriau). Again, in 86l-63)'Ahen he !Lrat reworke< 
1 t as . CAPITAL and ~!Jake a the moat _c_ruo P.l eG1aion oo tho economic' 
presentat1ou--npt merely t.o break w1 th Ricardo on land rent but 
to take out :!'rom Volume: I. all tbat would become VolUIIIa III and .. 
thuir::el1minate ·au· rel:~.t1ona. batween.lP.ucnorda IUl<l workera, .. 
l·ea.vtns.- them "puro" wi ~b··aap1 ta11ata alone. And ;r.et ~>.gdn,1n l86c 
...... 1 •. .11.\· ~4······ ····· ···~·-··-··· ,_ ... • . . . 
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~hen he reat~cturcd CAI'ITAL to include T~~ Wor~ing Day a~ ao~ually 
break v!th the ver1 concept or theory, toth the move to the p~tound 

. analyde or rel!loe.tbn at the po1nt or produot1ou rmd the re~hh1sm · 
or co:~~mod1t1ea, ng.2.ln 1l1w1ned b:y thtt real. I'&rh Commune, were at1l.l ~ 
1n the ttghteat wre.Ppingll or llegel1an lam, ' 

Tbia io exaatly why Len~n wrote that it waa 1mpoaA1ble 
to underatand CAPITIL, •aapGo1ally 1ta tlrot chapter" without the 
whole or. the S~IENCE OF LOGIC, .An~ ln that tirst chapter, wheu 
you need Hacel meet 1a where Stalin, tn 1943, decided to make h1a 
theoret\cal break ~ aaking that that chapter be el1mlnated in the 
"tc~chins" or ZE~ CAPITAL. And, again, the laat writing we hve 

·- _/·I ....... tr 
.j• 

tram the pen or Marx (Notes on Wagner and the analyaia at tho 
cr!.:tle<uea o:r, llh ow economics) the. conutant repetition h to "the 
411\l.ectio, ~ l):n a word, ~arx never rorso.t. hill indebted~1en to Hegel 
be~auee tt waa not a debt to the pgat, but a vital, 11vins present 
expressing a11 well the pull or the tutut·e, 

. . 
The nB'.t I wish to b1•1n13 in he>•" w111 bring in a 

Juat1r1~Qt1on tor the abatrectneaa ct Hegel ai~~e there are pointa, 
or1tionl pointa, t~ing pointa, wben the abatract auddGnly can 
become the coilqretely universal, OA~I'!:AL ia conc:•ete, llll emp1r1o 
atudy, a phenomenolos1cal as well aa logio&l-oconomio analysis 
.which ."exbausta 1taeli'" in the one topic it 111 concerned w1tllJ 
cap1ta11am, :aut LOG:t'O 1.11 "without eoncre'tion or uenaa•, "applies• 
to &ll IIOiencae, taetual atud1ea, ao that when a audden new otage 

· .1.a reached, and the old ce.te01lr1ea won't do, tl1ere ia alwaJI!I a 
new 11et. or categor~ell 1n LOGIC ·aa you move rrom Blllne: to za;ence to 
Not.1on, 'l'hat 1u why Lenin, who long before be knew the whOle of 
the Logic, knew the whole or CapLtal, · aml wrote moat pr.orouncl:y of 
all the· three volumes, nev~rthel.eea, aunddenl:y, when tho ground 
~e way before h1m aa the Second coll~aed, found new •only" in . 
LOGIC. That 1a toaay, tmt abatr ... ct category •unity, identity, 
transformation into opposite•, and IIUoh ot.hera aa •aelt-tranDc•ndeno• 
meant something ao new to him alao·tn the understanding or CAPITAL 
and ita late11t ataee, 1ruper1aliam, t~t he waa willing to say·nane, 
including himself, bad underGt.and CaP1 tal at all bei'ora thAt speci1'1• 
moment of grasping the Doctrine of the Notion in gener~l, and tile 
breakdown or opposition between object1ve and aubjeo~tve that he 
EOt rrom the syllos1~m 1n p..rtieular, ___ ..... --.... 

.... --- ·~ 
What I 11.111 trying to say 111 ~hatfthe m1!JUte the actuiO.l 

cannot be expreaaed,.1n old terms, evan wbohrtlleQe ter:a11 are Marx1nn 
f· ones, 1t. 1a beoauae fi. ne~ atage or oogn1 t1on hll~ net kept \IP with 
1 the new challenge rrom prkctioe wbl.ch pnlz ph1loaophy ueema capable 

or illum1nat1ng--old, abatruse, abstract Hegel1aniiM made h~m1n 
: 7 &t!e what the oonorete terma in CAPITAL did not--that monopoly cap~h 

w11a not only a "atase" or oentra1izat1on or c~>.pl.tal, but a 
"tranatormatton into oppoaite" which demanded a total reorgan1aat1on 
and undet'l:l1nins or old ca.tegoriea, 1naluc11ng that of labor, 

Tbia uectl.on that ehould load to the aeooncl aub-ao~t1on 
on Lentn'a ambivalence to Hegel, both before the shock of recogn1tio 

¥ in 1914 and, unrortunataly, arter thllt shook, r.t least publloly. 
{,The duality in Lenln'" pb1loeophic heritAge can no longer be put 
~- into a :footnote, as I did 1n IURXlSM AND FREEDOM, 'l'hb amb1VIi.lence 

baa allowed the Oh1neae aa well aa ~aLan COmmuniat& to pervert 
Marx'a Human1am by quoting both Lenina alonga1de or eaah.othar ~) 
aa 1r they were ona uncllllngeable LenLn ~ho nevel' .exper1enoed a ui'.Jip 

1389'9 break with hia Ol<l! pll1l.oaoph1.o paati:~'· On<i.e1 however,· tbb 1a olearet 
.Lt. 1a. prec1~~~Y L~o-~~~ j;ll• .. ~1~ .. ~~-:~9.?::~.1W.!,who .-:1~~-~~~~ t~-.l~ 

. ,. 
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orr· from the 20th ratheJ: th&n the 19th century prec11!ely becat~ae 
h1a moat startl1ng and mcQt meaningful ap~rium~ were expra88ed 
in "SubJ'.Icttve " LOgic and he i8 s1:> entbuaiut1c u be equz.tell 

~(with literal equatlnn a1gnu) subJectivity vlth freedom, You'll 
"''\.reo all alao tllat ·Len ln' u Notebooks atreu that J4"'1loaoph~ (Logic, 

18~) e::proned "the un1vorsnl movement ot ohange 11 ·f1r8t, and · · 
only afterwarde {1847) did Marx·eApreaa it 1n politics (The 
aommurt1at Maniteato7 whereas natural ucienoe (Or1gtn or species, 
1859) oame 8t1ll hter. Ana '!!hila 1t rem.:.lne fN:· ou:- aGe to · 
concretize Len!n'a reatatement or Hegel'a ~ppreciation or the 

;;I ?r•.ctlcal Idea "preciEely in the_ theory ot knowled!!e" for 
· "Cognition not only ret).ecta the obJective WOX'ld, but creat<'R it", 
1t !a Lentn who put out the marker1 "The oont1nuat1on or the 
work or H~gel and Y.arx cona1st 1n working out d1alect1celly the 
hi~tory of human thollght, 8C1onco; and technology," 

. It ia obVioua to you, I am aure, that I do not 
take your pos1tton on technology, I am go HegeliAn that I utill· 
con;;ider thot uubJ·eot abaorba object, and not obJect aubJeo_t wbtoh 
then beoomea ito extension. M;y_prafllrenoe ur "ontology" to 
·~echnology" ~the ase of ~utom~t1on may be aaid to be due to the 
awe I feel when contront.od ~1 th the dhlect_ic ot hU!IIan thought, 
but thi;; would net be the whole truth since h~an thought ia 1n· 
aeparabl" from blnuan activity and both reault from the overpowering 
urge to frea~om, Allow me. pleaae, to expX'eaa th1a within the 
range ot the typea ot cognition 1n the dialeotic itoelfl 

'· I'n inquirlne ~ cognition we face an 
obJ£at1v&l world wHhout the aubjeotivity of the Notbn, In 
;;ynthatic coe;ni•ion, the obJective world and aubJect1vity oo­
ex1at ( ancl-l1ke the frlli)1lity_ of "peaceful ao.exiatence" :l"''>!!*""' 

, i" which te.e.r8 movement, 80 in thiu laying of the obJective worl" · · 
~1 and Rubjeativ1ty aide by aido, there can be no trau8cendonce,) 

' ll".:t now wo.toh, tbe idea of oogni tion 11.nd tllB-;pract1.ca:!:' !itl111. no 
. aooneX' unite, then we are re11Ciy tor t~•1nge to treroo\11,; Hegel 
. bee;1na at the bottom of page 475 ( SCIENI!E"'Or.-t.eGlO·rVOI:~"fi)'I.o 

review again, not dialectic. •cognition" but the Aboolute Method, 
the !OX'm ·ot the Absclute ld ee., tho ne\! at:l"'" of ld eott ty QI 

. .!ll!l.9t;f and practice thDt we hovo reached ae we leave behind the 
previoua forma of ccgnltton. (Dcn't foX'get, either that two abort 
Pas:ea after we view "the obJectl.ve woX'ld who8e inner gX'ound and 
actuel peral.atence iu Notion", we reaoh"the turnlne; po1nt "( p, 477) 
an~ learn that tbe "Transcendence between Notion and Reality,,, 
X'eata upon thla subjectivity alone,) 

lt ;~.ppean ·to me DJ.ao t.hot Hegel la rlsht when he 
roela it 11.baolutoly neceesary that the Metbo~ besLn wlth ebatraot 
un1ver8al1ty, ab;tract uelf·relatlon, tho 1n-1taelfnc8u or the 
Absolute, (pp~469-472), vh1ch leada, though "the concrete totality 

:· vh1cb,,, ccntaina as such the beginning ot the PX'OSX'eao. and or 
t\-<!evelopmcnt", to d1t'tcrentio.t1on w1t.h1n whnt I would cDJ.l the 

. \ 'i achieved revoluti-on, 1 might 11.8 well boX'e continue politically 
. ·. \~,</ ro,. I oee Hegel. :;a_Jl~ .. ~ini"hea w1 th aubJective 1d eolhm -~o be 

,.,·, 1 t1n1ah1_ng vi.th . .r~erc_!"_m1am :or whom thO goal la alwo.ya in tho futuX'e, 
, • ., • ,_·;; _- and 8blft1ng all lila ·ll:t;t;l!.ck on the int~itionaUota--:Jaoobi, 
' :..,'.,J~-·. i . · ·~/ schelling, Fichto, eapealally Jacobi whOiD he· calla & "reaot1o-a11ry" 
,: \ ,

1
_, .... .,. '\» ( Eno:rolooaedl~ po.r,761--or t.he type or abatraot revolutlon_hm 

.)l • · ..,._., ro,. whom, once_ an: •end , a revol.ut1nn -htua been reached, there 
~ .~'\ f_\C: 111 no mo~e nega,t-1ve-devlllopment or mediation, ·'All th&t, to th811! , 

i '"* ·/ that ,S!Ulm8 t_o,·,-·lJe.,•-doxut S,a ;Nl orgall1~11.t10'!1 ot what baa been achieved 
J and they so· a~ ~hl,!l_ orsan1zation.:._1n' uo total a vay they clloke tha 
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apon.tancoru: revolution, ar.1d with it all further development, to deat: 

liegel, on the. other ha.nd. move a tram the overoorotns (.r. the 
oppoaitlon between Notlon and Reality, reutins on subJeot1v1ty alone 
to paeanii about. •pernonal alld- r.reto". and "aol.r-l1berl'-t10u"~. the 

·/ .£!11loaoph:r or M!!l!!,, wh1oh1 to m11, h the now goohty and 'DO.t.:the 
.'. rotu'rn to metaphyaioa, I m not Baylns that Hosel may no~ .hlrre 
· · oonacioualy atriven to return tp metaphya!oa (he certaLnly <lid 

QO peraonally in hla apology tor- the Pruilabn atato) but ne1ther 
these who have tried to mftke him out a complete reaot1onarr, aa a · 
at~tlat, nor thoao·who have welc~med hla glcrltloation or 'revealed 
rol~d~· ('!:hr111t1an1 ty in seneral, Lutheranlum in part1oular, orr 

.j,_o.& (BOchenak!_,J.he msry Tham1at, to"delam• 1t not veri table athei11m;, 
· can ~iiiii away why. hh Abaolute h uwaya Iclea and l~ind Qlld not 

jqa_\ GOd, Yery obvloualy, the !.deal toward whleh humantt.y, the"" 
Elliin!ty of tho Frer.oh Revolution, wall utrlving toward, a~d tim 
i.!;:,&l to·~p.r<l "blob the ph1loaopber Hesel WhO wiahed thOught to be 
-~ so i)l'eat a det.erutnant l.n t.he tran11:t'ormatlon or rcallty_, were 
not ao tar apart sa elthcr the ord~nary ·br·aeientl:t'ic mind wlah to· 
make out. For Notion h reyolllt.1on,ry po1lt1c11, not ln tllenarrO'.rly 
pol!ti~al aenae AD "thllf\lll:ils!i&Zd21iU"• would ho.ve ua bel1eve, 
but in the aenao o:r J.917s tree creative pewer. ----···. 

(When V.arx 1a in the market he laugh& at, and llnka, 
"Lll:lel•ty, Equality and Benthaml wh,·n h" la ln prolete.rlan polltlcn, 
it 1a"t.h1nlr.lne, blee<line; Parb", 110 rluahc-d _wlth excitement at 
.the "incubation a! " new aoc1ety", that lt 1'a1la to aee the 
counter-rEvolution, eto,eto,) 

The greotneu or the "Abaolut.e M&thod", the fle;:ellan :v d1alcct1o, is lta univera\l.la, and tllnir cl1at1not1·•n rro·m tho 
senerallzRtiona or abatraot underutandln5, ao that eaoh univeraal-· . 
Deln~ as auch, Eoaenoe aa auch, Notlon ag auch--1a a nev catesor.1, 
a leap into thdivlduallty •purified or all·that lnterterea wlth lt 
unlver&ali&m,• Aa Lenin put it in hla Notebooka "The rormlng 
or abatraot notlona alre8dy include OOn~c1ouoneca or laW .DO that . 
the almploat forming ot ·notlona (Judgmenta, ayllog1ame,etc.! sis­
nir1ea ever deeper knowledge or bbJe~tlve world conneottons, HHra 
tho at~::nirtcanoe or th1: liegelbn Loe;lo," Tho important polnt, it 
aeea:a to me, !a that the n!lw ca.tegori<'.ll ar1ae at certatn turning 
point a ln .hhtory when men have 11\ICh overwhelminG experlrmce thP.t 
they az·e ~rure alae they have roun:l "the truth," ao thot, a a 
Lenln ,>ut l t, "the oon;ol.ouneag or the l"w of the obJect1·;ve world 
oonnecti~a" become tranamuted into "new categorle.a or tho.gs~ta, c 
ltnota, • 19~'• wol'd, tho Doolrine or Notion 1a revolut.lonary' , 
pol1t.toa, contalna the oatc>s:oriea o·r Freedom, overoomeo tho '· 
oppoaltion between IIUbJeot and obJect, th~ory and pr&otioc, notl~r 
ancl reality,·reaohea "the aooond noeat1on•, not only "in general . 
aa revolution agalnat exlating aoclety, but 1n particular aa the 
new aoo1ety wh1oh haG Zka not merely the atlgma ot the old tram 
which 1t came, but ia too ready to tr~arorm the unlvcraal into 
a•rtxed particular" (be that atate property or plan or even aov1e 
.instead of mavins rorwar<l to thC! al:olltlon or the div1111on betwee 
mental and manual work, the n~ humRn d1mena1on, , /r" 

/ ThAt la,w~~ the~m1dl 1n tho Doetrlne or tho 
'"! Notion 111 110 commporary, an relevant to our day. tlhen H013el 

atrikoa out QSainst tl'and'ormlne; tho· untvoraal into ·a 1'1xe4 
pnrtloular~_1t-doeDn 1t really matter whether he haQ ln mind, in 

13901 one oallll~··:~oo1fll:~•lll6 &."ld in the other 11tatltied preperty, l!! 
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'be poait<XS a. part.l.ottlar, out 1.1' tho part1ct~lar 1.a poa!ted aa 
the unlv&raal, 1.t becomes holllt·ed or, to U.ll<l ~!arx 1 a exp!:'e!i:a1.on, 
gab1a "the t1xl t,y ot a popular preJucU oe,N;:.· ~· · 

. . Even tho bourgeois philosopher, Jolln F1nclloly 
(who.lle book, deup1.te 1.te barba aga1nvt J.lal:'xiota, I round t'aau1not-
1ne:)aee. the revo1utton11.ry ln nesel u he conoludeu h1a pra!.ae . · ·· 
o! h1m · "aa the Ph1.loeoph~r of 'a.baolute !legot1v1ty '• the bel1ever 
1.n .noth111E that 4oea not a;,rlnE from the t'rce, uncommitted! ael1'­
o.owm1.ttine · hUUio.n ap1r1t," (Hegelt A.Jle-~B:::1nat1on, p,:554, 

We cert~1nly can no loneer, aA d1d Leoln, keep 
. ·~ur• phlloooph~o notebool:a Pl·ivate, we llve 1n th~ a:;e of 
abaolutca, and 1'roedom as the lnne~most Cynawlu or both 11te 
and tnout;ht demantla t,.o tm1ty of ph1loaor,hy end r~volutlon, 

.Youra, 

"The t1neat. o.ttaok on or;:nn1z•t1onsl vsnguanHata I havE rell.Cl 
. anywhere 1~ ln Hegel's "Phllceophy o: RelLsLon",ln ~1& ~ttac~u 
on t.l1& Chm:lch-&w·le.t a totd1ta.r1.an. monol1th1c ;>ar:y med1ev!Ll 
oathol1chw wu! w~.oevc,r lt was who adc tt.nt he who turna hl.a 

· back on h1stOl'l' 1G tloowocl to relL ve 1 t mu•t have aur age. ln rolntl! 

.P,S, ·rle&se ro;turn t.:.st chcpt~r 5·, or 14l:,stcvcr ! coaaC: the 
d1r.l~ct1ca or 11bl!:r6't1on, I' &E'Ilm to have m1Rplac<!!d my 
or1:;1nal c·. py--or had I oent 1t to you previously too~ 
In o.ny cnae I need· 1t, though wher< th••t one oonc~ntrntocl 

on JJ'~lcu,. 1 nm now all t·or the c·.-ntrr.d1cttono of Jcpan and the 
d rc an; to o;ct t!ler e, 
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