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letter from Peter Bergmsn Sccember 14, 1972

llear Rey - Thanit you for the Xims greetinzs, 1 -don't know what you smnt.

Right after you inderwed me about yowr succsas with Dol I had writton you
& nots mmt;htin.g you, Yos, this 1y an achlevenent o be proud of.
that elss?il still do not bolieve in ilegol Now., I tatnk it can onty load
to mors confusion. Sure, I az aigo for studylng Hepel now as I wes in the
20's wtar Lanin’s Notes :ppoared. Put not much moro than for studying
dpirosa, Herder, etc, I an afmid 1t is ammin a sanzgling pway fron Herx.
It is the sams, oxkotly the saze as whan tho groat intellactusls starked
0 go tack to the “Youny Marx". I enjoy, and will sgree with, every womd
of the “lowng Harx", tut I 4o not noed the “Youny dsx=" (ha reglly mueent,
ahst he e91d nhout the * 5 mtee”) sinca I have 2 zuch batter (ooporats)
cne frou the yeav ¢552 on. [Gngela hii 3¢ right when he at the funaral after
- aumepxining the great theovetloal, vhileosophicel snd sclentifis schisvonents
aaidi "For Harx was Dedore /1 oleg & rovolutdonist.™ ifou ure the oav who,
‘Tightfully, epsaks so such abunt theory &z prastice——mshere s Hogel's
praotica?® fig-Fegel—zar avayj maybe you v Gon't krow that Hegol wes fivst
a jowmelich (spruction) sud thentookrefuacm ths miveraisy wnlle Harx
{«“turming Hegal om 1ts foot") etantad to Letons a professor Wt decided
to_ssoopt the editorsidp of the "Rhoinische Zeltung™, You-cax-gjump-4o-the
" 4p It 1°@a @0t holieve, without ever havk to =89 .ymr boa!c, that you Imow
. ¥z Hegel botter: than lagsulle did. lesmmlilo went to Birmaaiz, il
.wia’'not & renognde, it wig the Iagmofuogal to gn to Bismarek.>
“irroush the streots 1n Bawh Germany I s&w plomty of lassallian mmum.
‘and nevhere is ‘Hegel faught aw mich an at the untversity in Leipsig, Svery-
~whgre At tha walla you ses the good lagelinn wond “pegple” (=Volk) tut not
onea “pooletariat”, I-agese, Hegel introduced tho idex of fresdom iunts
thllosethy by sayings “The _paople will leamn {o feel the dignily of man.”
FBexw txply 1s the genius of Hepols but “Hemel Now* when ho lived 0 and 40
yoarw aftor Kavat and Sshoeuf-and ntill 444 not go as far as thoy=7 iis
hezeos rgpinat then is aomewnat the same #a yours agrinst Hao,®* Hbat othex
affeot can youyr !egalianism have than frisnds for semothing which
iz awecrand Lecinerda-fron the poml Y¥arx? [What tho resd Marw is, you Kiew
from his lotter to Yeydemsyur fron iB852--tho declolwe year, by the ways)
vepdn wan right that on should stuly Hegel to be lutter able to undoratand
Marx, Wt one Mummﬂe@l o understand Marx. Lenin spoke to reyge
Iutiorzaion whe fell for iguteky eto. like he himself tafore he hed siundiad
Hegoly you, howesver, speak--through the Dall camparyv-@o poupls who at best
meton the vy to bomne rowlutionsyy. Onp can bo s ravolutionary without
Hagelf Flanqul and Karl Lichicvicht wore the "Heart Brain' of the French
and Garasn prolotariat, ut complete "Anti-larxista™, obicml.cht who wao
“the greatect revoluticnary, yes yxolstarian vovclutionary of thiz contury,
" the mpeaker of ths proletarien ymuth, was sleo the anitboxr of

"p & thick sonistic work, olesrly anti-farxiat,)

T aan't halp 1t Tt for uo word and deed go tnzether. Parvia ws 2 gonlal
relitician with great mowlutionsey idoas tut s scoundra), and therofore not
worth mading any noro,

#lat's not kid oursolven, Haael was rovolutlonary in Cexmauy (and iuesdad )
tut alveady for behind, I dere say "resctionsry” comparod to hin French and
Snglish contempererieu, fer behind St. Siuon ami avon lolbach., The tiroublo
with German philosaphy swms that it bocanms dopepdent on flegol and @id not
reglizo wbnt . ilcine had cadds “The philosophleal rewolution i at ito ond.
Hapal ha.d closed ita ciwle.” Tho noxt stop was Wolthing (Commmiam}, a

stop asay fvon Hepol. '
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letter from PO i : -2

: ¥Yhy Hegol ¥ow? ¥hy not Fouorbach How? After all, Feusrbach was just
& Aimportant as Hogsl. You-nhould read him; not only what Engels wrote
. &bert him, Feusrbach, and not lisgel, was the first in the whole History -

~ of Phllceorphy who Intpoducoed conscinusly the ides or "WE™ instoud eof the

“1%, .{Fex Homel ocver “tho pooplo™ wore 4:i1) “I"1) I bet Marcusa-and the
payoho-anslyats-never bothersd with Feuscbach, .

If you giws todeys intellectuals caly Hegsl (or at boat Harx via Hea:al
they w11l pever understand tho Prolaterint and Marx's snd fngels' discovery
from the “Holy Fendly™ ocn. Hore imporiant than ihe Mawxiasn ae o whole is
tho Jevolopmont of the thoughts of iarx and fnpels, and if you wish the -
daveloyment from Hegel, tut from many many othera than Hegel,w=[Can’t you
ses that ¥ 4 F learned much + much more {rem Fourlexr thun from the whois
Hegol? VUhy solag btack to Hegel who atlll-contzary to the French and English -
thinkers=ho th theology no matier what his GOD~-rezlly-axiataed of?
Todays intellestuals will never, and that was Luje®’s mistaks, wndaxstend
the Prolotaxiat from etudying Hegol. The tack is not only the Dlaleotia .
of Cliss Btruggle and hareby discover (as-f-sx-suvo-you-do-enphealas) owr
Freodor and Hmnimo-all_thntma dtaccnured-long before Hzrx though Marw

—~SRe—ths Bost-conmoyEens- weebut tho ROlo of the Frolotarist. That,

‘apd that alone, the:mmggmplehtva to bo tavght and that one czn oaly

- st fyom Farx &nd Engels snd Tomin and Taxenbusg gnd (don’t jump at we)
Trotnky ¥ ¥ao'| T for one oan say such things since I never, nsver
with ghything Sypleally Twoteky|, naver from Hegel.-%f
1 :ﬁvnlutiomriea tskag__m/ than the whole Hogel.
P-0f - £e2]-TOV+- MOVERthtecnnee
typﬁcal thl.t the. officin) intallectusls in tha Vest ag gg
: -fall for "Alienation", Suve, a gocd word, vory Hegelian pd
Ph.m:un, ‘thare is & vexy vory good reason why Hary since 1832 414 mot
uaathiawoﬁmmra oxcopt ih connection with labor in the predustion
recess, Every libeval you can imeess with the slogan "Alienation®, Wit
he will oti)} be a 1iberel, Imdseds the best way to become end feel a
1ibexal 1s the outory against "Alienaticn”, bwcause the best way to reduce-
(ot KEoli4h)~"Allenation” ia to make the Pellow “intorested"-if tho horse
ecr:ld only be’ Lntaras‘..ad in the besuty of its ha:mess, 1t would pull much
boatiex,.

"7t 15 true that up £471 the later Lenin, Hegal wag treated 2e Moses
Hendelaghn had treated Spinozs—as " "s but I also foll for it
xhan the Comiatern intxroduced the great "Campalgn" for Hoged., Yes, I
olited from 1.1:, I studiod Hegel at that time vory intomalvely with

e, s 1 eajoyed 1t and with the ™ ¥ I thought
Hegel tonthe tho stoze of wisdom. But when the war be@n 1938/39 T bogan
to understand ¥hy Hegel{Mow) is used by tho Russians g as the Prussians
. uced Hegol in the %ine of the Kings (Engols' beglnning words in “Feusrbech“),

I bear In rind that I have not read your ol btut you can say what you

went, I do not sgvaa with “Hegel Now" for whatever rosasons you might have.
For 4t 1o from me to suspect that you simply want to impreas. But "Hegel
low" can only lead to more confueion. Do you know the ilogol«dult of the

, Hungarian "Herxigts” aftor 19457 1 mean ote.* It should be a
M.i_ggl { 0o oan acosnt every woxd in ilegol, and 3111 not ba a Tovolution-

ary, Hautsky oto. txied to do 4t with Marx--1t did not work; the Partei-
voratand hed to out out semtences from Marx and Pngels, "oxplain" ALd in

: + I don't mean Lukacs. He at that time gnt awey irom 1t, Lukaes always
chauges ovary 5 yoars,
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letter fron FB 3=

the end o say operly that Marx and Engels, after 1) they were humana,
© wazen't ihey, mado aletaes-or wars valld for a certain time only.[ Trus, -
ey vara riding with the flag of Movrxism, but Hilfewdig in 1927 on the
Farty Gotgrscs bshaved alxzedy like a very aick or fallen horse and ,
;---\mwmmmwammsom tha word “clasy struggle”

. { fxom the i'?sﬁmmm. It doga not work. Tha Auastsas still talk Marxism-
Laniniex (too tad Htalinlem was taken tuts it will oome back), but the
inerodustion of "walus® etc. in “Socdalist Hoonomy®, as you had shown, -
clxahed too much with Marx's Fatish charscter of ocozmodities. Don't tell

Aegel underatood the real oeening of Napolecnu on the white horse,
think ha &4, but sven Lf he did, the whole Hegel can not reach
pages of seotion 4 in the rirnt chapter of“Kaplial". Agaln,
noed Hegel for? Vhy Today? /1€ tan iulsed Be of govs'; evcite-
Heoel tofdmy, As 1t onn be emart (it im meediy done today, &
to piad Clausewltz--he is terilliant, witty aad & gucat Hegelian
~tien o quota fyon-, btut who can teech (launsewitz to nilitznts

GonoTute Homantxm stayis with Marx, with molody elsel Up t411 Marx it
groat fresa! IUWRI Wofore ¥awx an abstraction, alao for Hegel
btadly wunt aftar the experience of the French Revolution
i all Hwanists (wFhilosophy) hefore him. /I can take Hexdex
i 851 Frenddz As mitcn s you take lvgel and aa much as
_ Bendaudn Franliin (Herdar oalls Frenkiin his idol of the canigry
1 of hig ")e Hhy Hagel? Why uot an anthology |
- of Fresdom and Husanitisa, But vhy novrish Idealiem?/I will not glve up ,
Wt I losrned in the Haxxisn "Oheder™ that Hegel was an Idealist, Hore ./
| than $at; fust the eans se with Spincas gtirted Thilosophy (as Hegel
TFighttuliy sadd) and therely started the and of Yheology=-just the saus
- staxted with Mavx ths'emd of Philosoghy, Wiy god@y Dack? A
7 Yeu Jnow that Farv had planned t0 write a "Dislsctic” similor
| “Kapital®, I ewosz that 1t would not have besn a “rhilosophy" or 4 "systen”,
i 4% wauld have been 8 gigantic Criticue*; exmotly as his exitiqua of Ricaxdo,
Yau, 8 ! (if this word weans enythirg than not Hegsl Fow). I oven
vismlise titlee ("Me) Dimlegtic--Gritigue of Soaisl Philoscphy” and
Qe 3 Adam Baith and Rioaxdo would have been here, Spinoza, Kant end
Megel (and of oourme &1l the vulgarists), Would you for exnmpls says "iil-
iy Fow™? Read tho vulgex esonomists and you will see that Ricarde was
Bt move tuat not loss revolutlorary than Hegel. Iike consequent Hegel jJust
ths seze 414 conesgquent flcands le2d to xvevolution, Bub NOH?
A1l thisz bacauas you scened alwuys to Insiat on my opinion. You mighi,
Af you wisk, use this latior and sanwer publicly. All the bast, P.d.

JE e A AL I LR

VN SO U’ SR U SRS P,

* Marx never accoused the young Hagelisns that they oould not read-and under-
stand-tiegel--thoy wore usod to his lunguage better than Ray Dupaysvekaya,
what he said 4g that thoy were "dependent” on ilegel [MADHANGICKEIT VON HEGEL“l
and*that was the remson why thsy had not even txrled o glve a i

ariticue of the Hogellan system, though every onc of than claimed o have
alrsady surpasged Hogel," Cowmmmdism neant to got away from, to oritleize
radically, Hegel, and not HEGEL WOV,
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