February 9, 1970

Professor J. Ne Findlay
Departaent of Philosophy

Yale Univarsity

New Haven, Conmscticut 06520,

Daar Profescor Findlag:

. Thank you very much for your kind note of January st. You are
absolutaly right whan you say that "the contradictions in communism are much
rore deoc-set than those of our confused wixed scolety.” Indsed, to me, those
"dogpesct” contradictions have transformod communism into its opposite, siate
capitalism, Which i85 wny the philosopher of absolute nesativity 13 a contempere
ary of ours, made wu, riot only by the intelloctuals tut by an sotusl pavesent
fron practise by the new Subject. Sinoo T alsc agree with Hogel that the total-
ity of "accideats" turgbut to be the cowrse of history, I 4id not consider it
--avoidental that the.mid-1950's, when.this movement from.practles_aesusad the .
Torn of revolutions in Eastern Europe, happened alsc to be the ysar in which

my work on Marxiasm and yours on Hagel were published.

I heve an espocially warm gpot, for the Philosophy Jepartment ot Yale
because way back in 1947, when I conld got no educational institution to be
interasted Jn Merx's Critique of the Hepelian Dialactic and Lanin's. Abstract ‘
of the S:::i.aanl;%i@| i thereforoe just mimeograplf them, the (hairman of the
Department o CX od quito a fow of them, plus seniinz me a note of con.
gratulaticns for dolng that work. Somewhere, yellowad, you will find that
mlderable nimeographed copy of those early essays {under a slightly dAfferent

~name for the iransleter but not for the author). In mid-April I have some
lecture comaitments in New York amd would very much liks to mest you, if you
happsn to have a free hour. May I ask you for your phone or how best it is
to reach you when I get to New York? . -

: Your work on Hegel, as I wroto to you before, has been widely used by
me in classes for stidents, Vhat I didn't write is that l-alcc ueed it to
worker tudlences and that since then I have developed the whole question of
philosophy and revolution in much more strictly philocophic and less political
torma than I did in Marxism and Frosdom. The central section, concerfing ~
Why Hagel? Why Now?, contalns three chapters, the first of which %z called
HGjel's Absolutes as Now Beglnnings, has the followinz sub-subjects: the
Phenosenology of Mird, or "Experiences of Jonsclousness'; the Sclence of logic,
or Attitudes to Objeotivity; and the Philosophyof Mind: a Movenent from Practlce’
I, then, go through the davelopment of Marx, also through three periods ~

from the Critique of-tho-ilepelian Dialectic to the Communist Fenifesto n.nd--t,he—---—-—l .

1848 revolutionsy the return to legel and the Gruundrisgse during the quiescent
1850%ay and ‘thé Fetishism of ConiinditTes or Capitsl as™ilistory and .as Notion.
‘The part -1s concluded with Lonin's "Shock of lecoznition", part of which ie

in ny previous work. I have besen an unperson for a couple of decades to the
communists, and I'm doubtful that academla will greet, with joy, ay "subjeraton"
of Hezel. Yet, bullwve that you mizht be interested. In uny case, if I do

goet to Jonnecticut, I hope we will he able to moat,

Yours,

14087




