‘February 1, 1972

Ta the NEB

Dear Bess; Eﬁgene.'Alleng Richard, Otis: {(copy te organizers)

IT ia finisbed! IT has been mafled of f to the publishers! IT (s time
. for us teo become fully aware, now that the work is finished, of the urniqueness,

. originaljty, and difficulty of Philosophy and Revolutiecn. It can under no cir-
cumsiances be treated as if this was the week that was. It pust under no gir-
cumstances be considered as the wajting period for it to be published. Tt must

" under all circumstances be recognized as not oaly this is the decade that is;

.but that this perjod between submissjon and publlcntion is not a period of walting,
but a period of projecticn as well as {ncernallzation.

L.  ‘Let's begin with interndlizatlon, The reason 1 am addressing yu three ia
that you must listen to the tape, not together with locals as a whole, but -
separetely.: There are times when Teadership must act like leaders, and’ especially ¢
.80 when this 1s not ‘a question of giving & iine, but internalizing a higtorie’
-transition point. By historic, as you will see from the tamse of the REB presento-

" tion, we mean not only -- and that would be a very, veyy great leap If even it S
. were only & "not anly" -- an attempt to fill the theovetic vold since Lenin's

" death, It ig scmething that 1s bullt on the heritage they left, but it. is also
.. Man assignvent” that they gave us that thpy themselves did not carry out.  With
; thla. we feel we have carried out thelr assignments history will be the final
judge; or more precisely, if we make the history in our lifetime, that will be
the realization of that philosophy which the young Marx defined as the idea of
freedom becoming a reality on the basis that the needs have already been ful-
filled, and-the humun power first then begins to be the end In ftself, - o

: Perhaps I should speclfy even more concretely the assignmenty 1- in 1844,

- Marx stopped at a paragraph in the Philosephy of dMind. Hegel had just firshed
defining the Absolute, and Marx intended to "expose him™, Since historical
nateriniism that he had then discovercd was something altogether too great to
turn into 2n appendege of ©he aryguments he was carrying on with Hegel, ke cut
off and procedsd with all the works we know. lHowever, It constantly bethered
him, and he kept repeating in the letters Co Engelas cthat if sometime he found
time, he would like to put "in rational form" ilegel's econtribution, As so -
much 21se that his helrs never understood, olwsys violated and forever disregarded,
the German Social Democracy, at best, interpreted chat to mean "popularization®.
And they didn't even do that. But (f they had done it, we would have hod something
else to live down, so it's as well, perhaps, that they hedn't. I've surely always
bean happy that Lenin did not know the 1844 Essays, or at least did not know the
section that would have inhibited him, and that is that Hegel's indication that
the next book would be on Nature was the proof that llegel was an idealist, had
first to go to the "outside" (Hepel alyays defined Nature as exteriority.) after
he hsd already supposedly reached the .height of the Absolute -- Absolute Knowledge
in the Phenomenology and the Absolute [dea in the Sgience of Logic. In a word,
Marx took Hegel's word at face value, &nd of course argued against the idea of not
starting with reality, with what is,but instead making World Spirit and the
Absolute Idea"manifest itself" in veality. And Marx was talking down to Hegel,
telling him chat any child would know that first there is Nature, first there Is
life, first there is mema and papa and world, and then comes the ldea,

Lenin, on the other hand, since he wasn't breaking with'ﬁégel.tut firsc
getting to know him, and since the people that he was breaking uich vere the
"Marxist" leaders who had just betrayed, welcomed Hegel's "goiog to Nature" after
he had finished the Absolute Idea, Interpreting that.to mean that Hegel was
stretchiing out his hand to materjalism, lt isn't that Lenin didn't know that
Hegel said the Idea comes first and thep nanifests itself, etc., etec., etec.} It is
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thet hl siwply pshl oo sttention to it. To him, what wvua fxportent was that che
fyon tha 1dea Included pragtice, “andsd™ with practice, ond thet tharefore

ragerdlans of what Hegel meent comsclously te do, the sbigctiyity of what he 316,

sctually showed thar the clesants of historicsl catarislisa wre in 8«“1. dr,

an lu pvu u. f"n ‘guass of & genjus.”

!mtm, to hza. uhst W swm aaa 26 g5 frus thary vcamhare elog.

fad tho Soocaviere oise™ wis ¢het XEXEH ¢ho dinlectis should be cavried thyough,

or Father, intet science, mchntque. sad Wigtory of ehmshe. !t'n tisa hmm of
; tmh: m,.m!ad.shrwsh.

m:. hy avalyzing all of Hegelts wirhs (lr. is s!l. tmu the cthwze that

I do ok ‘Gsaeidar #70 trctures, ¥hich caTry ot end suxreving the jdexe of ghe
- S cod Failesaohy of ¥ind, ) o following thst

- sarenphreith 2he eltersstive, ue sgdually roseled oor Gen pariod by “Lasrirg®
ovoryihing i ehfought thag Hagel thae praoedad Bing Usgel's zreat

" vevelatise u'theught s Meva's, isg awd Chaa 2aalvy Rxistecritelisa &8 Marming-
&m&m_ﬂ ke epech in whigh m cosess frem hlm with thelr now msm end
sm hpdi-hemac R DOV mmtlamw

lbt ﬁal hvc o0 Mavutste ever oznofdered the m £inat lgllaum of
‘Bagel fn the W. bat nbither hevs sany of the assdeminione

untit soat Técentily. Theara ave very, wary fov $a Eoglish noma of Ghen are goodi
chare i one in Cermsz that fc fer muparicr to anyone c!.n. but it rensios &
thacdloy. theh is mﬂy what Hegel did act do,

Tha t!mn syllogisca thet wau Puat atudy Ly besrr, over ond ovar and sver

agein um . ] asp!s!au in doull ou tha tepe, ard T will heve mniy 1ist tlwm
Firee Syuqlm LEGIC - WTDE .. MR

Second Syllogisat NTUAE oo HIND -~ LOGIC -
Third Syllogical SELE-TAINEINS D24 1o 2bova two menifascaticns

(?h!lmphlul HEDIATION &s, at con end the sase tice, CBIICTIVE AND su;mcrwr.
_m

The #irst cyllogisc secas oepply to liat the crder in vhich ths booke wees
written by Bogal, but in fact chis is the very g2z BESE which, vy beck in 1933,
I uad stated mesnt thet hare wis o covesynt frow prookies ko theory, ss well sa
vice varsa., Outside of tho meturity of tha age, 2vd that ws ware su the vee of
the Juns 17 revele in Kéat Cermany, tha ressen I draw that comclumion was a9 to |
obe fact that tha widdle tara is clueys vhe cruclial zap in Eggelg it ia ths u:um
cut of which Chy whole s forxeds 1t's che mmdlstiong it is the oothody it t2 the
processt 1t is at oas and tha 2amp tiwe objectiwe end subjectiva. Yharsfore, 1
conoluded that if mature = prectice cam turd either beck to legie or forwerd to
Mind i€ mcans that we have vesgbed the sge that whera, instead of baing burdensd dowe
with tha veld e the acvemsnt sinse Lonin's desth, wo should leok forward to aosething

eristde foom pra=is,

The second syllegicm, the esdtating forca, ¢ HMind ZERM fteelf, ond that
sesnd nat orly theory, but philosophy, and wesns 2 grast dest mote than just the
movemant from thaory to proctics that wmid afim to unite with the covacent from
practice, hecsuse it's an actus] philosophy of hietory and history of philosophy.
And 1 question uhsthey that didn'e serually sleoo take in thw Phanowsnology of Hiad,
which Marr hod aluays cmldmd the birth of the dislectic and Hegel's gristest
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werlte  Clesrly 1o w228 mot fuct phencasnd, duk the rgience. the philenochy of
phonumaid, - 8o Ghat tb&'m_gmgg" of coaszisusnacd, thvough 41} its stiger
of . 2lieastica, endsd with on abecivte that wee 80 abaolute thet (F evan killad
offGods . “che Colgoths of the spmum!muu Low QKX Eegel asnoged to put

Ph!}l«uphy ‘alzad of veltglon.)

e B ¥be. thimi ynmm is vh:c necerialiogs hnm alweys diszmuatad, &zd thot
tm;qaim were vory Bippy 2o w2st, beceuss egel auvreby mwaauty ratusesd
. to She Abaivie Spivit. M if shat hod been go, s caplcm tha
- of tha Idez, whlad sver gimne tha fpluzge of Lealo. hod dafivad an uu‘-
m«wmuu. nlz-mm. e mgmz ’

_mn. Immmmlumum&wm-ﬁm-&ynmn

1iaten, ‘think, have s dizlaowe with Jaur eseloadirs (it treludus srganieoy) -
Mm ™ cﬂan ‘38 80 ¢he vhnheaxt.file, It lsntc his thn yarkesnd:fils xny
not by ahganeives Likowios 1tsten o 1t mm the foosl dlosusalewn;, Wk Che
provision sz ba thak 1f they.do 59, thuy cannet, snd % maan pat, dlesuss It.
This is-zaching you talk aboug off thy top of your heads, Tils ie sumithiing thet
rogiired touo-folé “sariouanssa, patlencs, nuﬂ'uiq. labor of the msuw" s
pneuen et the uunc ml!;lvs:y.

At che un tln, ovan ¢t the tioe we sre Teady to Aiocuss i%, this lcm’t
" anyshing wa “wota™ foz, It ig sowsthing which makos ug realize the graat sdvantoge
ve bave ¢» heve thise pocths (yosrl) befave publisaticn, vhen we Lave to fece tha
wegros with {2.. It 45 csmethicg chat wokas ug sac how much move thore is thim -
:Ium appu:-a to hn te theg laal pert, eapaclslly the iast chepter, of
» whars e would ol be awluning so elatadly wvich a1l other maw
gﬁ:lm:;ad ndy Eumu thut m anm lmnv ufora.. fron uhcn us have oilalm oe -
chy @ - _

Thke tepa hns Lem 'm to L.A., to skaye with S.F.  Anshher tepe will firse
he basré in Deirolt, and them ssat to Comawcticut and Mow York. By chat tlse it
will & Spriog end T will be there. Indeed, I vill be in Nexw York wery goom to
Nt stert having slespiers uights sbout publicetion. I will probably ke Chers the
1sat wesk ia Fobruary cod fivat wesk in Nerch., iave a greet tima with the eepaa,

Yours,
RAYA
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