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With the except1~n ot five ur six p~go~ in which he eposks 
specificall;y tf )'~U and th~ book, Professer 0'Noill grinds his owa phile• · !; 

.. _.:~::_AI 110phic ue, vith n11t onctl;y glitt&ring clarity. I llo think wa could do 
• ld.tbut it.> Ullloas he'~- be willing to allow us t• cut it aeverel7 to allke 

': ")rJil-'J; it liucb eon pertinent. 

I guesa ';you llill han to· &ppl;y to Allon & Unwin for por .. itoeioa 
· ,_)l,~.'/to u.~• the l!~gel extract. W'e caa 1 t hav~ ropercussbns _afte,r publioatio_il. 

:~ .. 
I. did comj>lote the l"eading of Book I I part 1, and the saquol 

~a my ob&~rvationc concerning it. 

. • ~~line~ 6-8: "!t .. is not true., .an;ythillg b;y l!ogal. 11 Thie 
V\ ~a·not eaay to credit. Where ia the evidonce beyond yeur 

BBYiDg "Nothing olse can account for th& today-ness ot Marx•s 
Bnmauisaa"? I think it ia incu~:~bent upon you··to adduce aare 
tegiblo testillon:Y that there ·is videspreod rea.cli!lg of l!og<>l

1 
ani not morolj that of hie interpreters. 

p.ii, iSYt line. trom bcttom: "the concept ••• 'to a man.'" 
The meaning here is not clear~ to me at least. 

p.i:t:l, 9111 line from bottom: "those oppoditea, intolloctual.aad 
worker." Of course you do not mean to eay int"llectuals ud 
wOrkers are mUtually exclusive conditions, except in a special 

,· . - sense. I think ;rou ought to indicato 11hat that s«nso is. 

11_-·.)~0) ) (An interesting aside::: \t.lhy "l!hite" and .. _11£!lack11 ? Wo~ld . :1 -/ :Y you. write "aan11 and-"Waman"?) .:,,, \Y' .. 1,1 ,,.-,.' .·•· . . \ ,.· 
Chnpter I - lbsoluto Negativity As Nev Beginning 

~ Abse>luto negativity needs defining and concrotbin&• · · 

~')~~-~ seq.: The section of Abs. ~lute K!lowledge could ~-e_'aado _ ; )j{ ~ clearer if you wer~ to show_ a._concret_~::!lJ..!'-~m·aJ. exampl.i!..-
1 1 of "the method or hew the opposition- between ae1'f•·em~>r_;GC1- ;1 

)-' nes$ and its object b transcended in life." 
I think this ie true Gf much of Part I of the book. I an 
afraid that almost 200 pages of aoetract explication 
of one at tho me$t 6btruse Byatema of thought in Wester~ 
philosoph;r will begin to discourag$ elmost all but tho 
already initiated l!egeliali scholars and students. If a 
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pictu.re is sometimes toiorth a thousand words, an !flXa.mple 111&1 · 1 ..... ;vr4V 
cxpli.c·at~t a doze.a abstractions.- -~~"/._~ ... ~- ~ 

(~~-ih&ra ia a need f~r a glo~~y~·of~~qj_;;geiian-·tez.iiis such as :~~:~?:-
~ ------- abeolute negs_tiYit;y, llol:-ioD 1" Moment, conCret·e- univors'nlt r.-_.A.- ,-._ 

concrete totality, absolut~ ide~, etc., oach detined in a way 
thiilt whole sor:tions of Hegel' a srstem Suddenly ba~ome illumi .. ~-
utJ~~td. • , 

p.2o: We are aissing spt:cifie: page number far footnote.1..,:." .. 
p:45, laet sentence: nxe: it just ••• wh.iC':h !:)en d:us7" As it 

stands the a~ntence seems to be a disjunction in ~bich 
,OO::fL II/ ~only one <>f the alternatives ir; possib1e. But why can't 
-t· "\,\,1 · it bo ontological ld.ea.1isc 1 s "delusion" to think it ca. n f\ #['~ 

'abae~~rb' the objective ~orld into itself and at the s.&.me .( . , .. 
. . \!""' .!:!!;!!' have it aa an ideal toward whicb man sica? ~J ; . r y? · 
.. -~ ~ .Q).,.. . · .. V,I)J . .r . 

i• • • .. ···~.VO. · P• 57., 1st line.: "jwmed. up." Thi" is not a felicit.cous ' 1\ · 
.·_·

1 
.• .,._ •• ,.. : ·_ • phra.e. lJo you mean 11 conden~ed, 11 nconcezatrated, 11 ;'·-," l}' .. · 

· ·;_.]n · ':_rct_duced," 11incorpere.ted.,n etc.? Take your pick\~r _ .. · ~~~ ,0 
jh~J~ .• .,.,~ up ..s.th. ono of you':' own. . '-·" M·~ If" . (' · .. 
'gi)\~V'· · (!rhd burden of .the proof that Hagel'" philosophy is "not ·' } 

Pf Orlf"' ,only e:at~rate!J ~--~1':-~U...ty,, __ but livee, movee, trans- 1 , ~tyl'- -·, 
~ .Ia, 1 forma rea.llli,"-·!'•!lt_.,_upon yo~ •. I conte .. nd .that but for 1/\\ . IJ' . ,. 
· .k'l~ , ·a comparative !'ew Regel•·s·influence upon reality is, for 1 V,~. VJ 

,;.·.\"ll- \ the. v.ut iBajority who are &ware of tbat influence at.all, 1 l- ~~. ~ 
, ~\ recognized through a acant knowledge of the vulgari~ation 1 1' J 1 

V , or concepts of dialer.tica.1 movement, thesis-antithesiai. .. . i ! . ' . i 
, '~< synthesis, etc. r. believe that you will be aeverol;r ci::"- ' ~ ;1\) • 

\ ··-cum.!!cribing', and unnocesaarily. so, the prospectiVe audience \ ; ~,) · 

~ 
A- for the book by taking for r,ranted that the first chapter · : 

will be.comprehenaibl0 to those without previoua training ' 
in Hegelian thought. You'll have to root Hegel in the 

J c•ncrete, as MQr.x is rooted in the concrete.) -

' ~,J 
\"' '{\~ ( Chapter II - A New Continent ef Thought,etc. 

~~ 
0~r:f p.S3 

-~!lf '- "". / )( p.84 

\ ~-r .. i. 
')" 'i I ' 

~~ 
p.9l, 

;;.96, 

Check the two extracts, please. Either the translations 
or the elisions interfere with the comprehension o! the 
passages quoted. 

The first extract, with 11 Hegol 11 as subject, is not 
rc::.ll:t ~ a:ntcnco :md the thought i~ not quito cloar, ,. 
at least to me. :,_.\."'" 
footnote .129: Is '!Iring" O.K.?- ,. '· 

lines 6 and ?: 1'1t a.Lao analyzed ••• Greek a.rt. 11 'fhis is 
awk•ard and obecures the meaning. Ple~ae recast. 
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. -~ p.l02, la.et s&~&tence: "Alth~wgh Hr.rx •• ,c·oaoept ei' ·tbeery, n This 
eente·noe io not clear to &.e. P.lease clarify, 

~ .. 109, l:f.ne ': Don't you 11tean "tre.veraed"? 

p. " 
1 

line 14: "his da:y 1 a reality." Tbie is ublguouo. Ploaa• 
clarif:y. 

p.ll}, lst line: What i~atitut.o1You haven't identified it before, 
I don• t thiDk. 

pol23, line ,, What is tho antecedent r~r "the,y"? 
(Parol1thet.icall;r 1 I refer J'OU to page 1}6: "WhethGr it ><as 
bec;mao Man: had n<>t completed CB-oital, or the critique 
must be aupplea~ntc~ by the coAcr~te hia~oric ~orkd, such 
au The CiYil War in France ••• is probf ••• of the !net that 
Marx did not ga in· !or a.betractions, that-.tor his 1 the truth 

·.. ;-_f:'l is oollcrste•.~·" I s11ggest_"~--~JIUlat6 him.) 

.. Lfr.ff ')J p.l}. 6, la.Yt line: Can.you come up >lith a .,.re felicitous tera 
, . ". / ' . than ""tatificatiou11 ? 
' ,,___..,. . . 

Chapter III - The Shock of Recognition and the Philosophic 
Allbival.ence ot Leni.u 

P• 142, 2nd extract: ·ncause- aJJd otf.-cte~.devalopaent of matter." 
Are :you quoting tbie oorreotl:y? There seems to be aomo in~ 
eoaplot•n8ss her•, aa it some worA or phrase·wer~ miacing. 

p.l4'•• line 21: "jBIIUI1ing up opposite ... " ·Seo !l:f coW!Ient 
p.57, let lintJ. 

p.J-56, lioets ).0-15: '"Long 'oetcre ••• questil!lns o~ the day." 
'Thi~ is an incomplete sentence. 

p.l62, tirat line: is "rast" O.K. or should it bs 11reats
11

? 

above, 

p.l63-l6_':t "Ever cince ••• tbe hist~,>ric stage." One o! 14:y.intermittent 
rtiaindO!'!'_to you thata.bfltruse abstractioniam is to bO- COil-------------. 

'&tan~ ~usrded against;· It is up to jOU to carr:r our Lenin's 
dictum tho.t "theoreticians muSt bring dialectics to the lr&SII!Ie&," 
to ,uote ycu, and to otbara:-r-would edd. 

What _was it Roxanne says in "Cy:z-ann de Borge:rP-411
: 

11 Improvise! Rbapaodizel" 
I adcf.l 11Concratizef •" 

.tlll/jh 

Ever, 

l.f( ;.c_ 
Richard Huett 
Editor-in-Chie! 
Laurel Editions-Dolta Books 
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