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April 4, 1982

Dear Xevim .
. This is a sox?t of p.s. to my letter yesterday; though
$hic has nothing %o do with yeur thesis, the point is thet I have
been 30 annoyad at the way Intellemctuslis treat ZLenin'a Motabooks
und go ah over Lukazce who knows a groent deal more of Hegel in
an acedemic way that they not onky miss 2 vary important -
pointes 1l)that his Hiwtery end Cls fand that, insofar |
a8 I s» concerned in " What ies Orthodox Marximx®, not in the overly M
pralsed "Relfication”™) Vecams so important becauvss of the timing,i.e.,
Lukepes got his Ilnpeirztion from an actual revolution, 1917, and i
hiz philogophy as rce-astabliishing diaslsctic asd ga g 2

das well ap in Morx led to his bacoming a what he wasn't,
e polnter of directiena to those who ﬂ%' capltulata %o
Staliniem; and (2jhe ps uvnderstood Zenin's - _ﬂ‘ilih‘lﬂhﬂg
oet just boci;‘we he oap. nted to Stelintem roliticaiiy wund amlxed
up Stalin with Lonin_nlug sinking also to Engela thn% he had
cricigedd in 1919 but net in 19308, 19408, 195Ca,ete. Lecauge
inherent i him nag "pure” intallectunl was Yelng ashsmed of moms
"aiotakes” Lenin nnde cn "pure™ Hegelisnism 8o that ewen wha he did
admeire =-Lifehitz who was erudiie in more than "econowi
wer incapable of working out dizlectios ng 5 20U
ag lator as active subject but slso pys plad g ®y

' Ko, above all, they don't even know how to make a truly originsl

noew point about this,"their owh” historic point =0 that Hegel
remains ag hidden from them ar is unSialinized, unLuckecsite Hayrx's _ -

Taks Lukacs*s "pure” dialeatics where he is so very profound .~

cn thoss literary works s and the nistoric perlod
oul of which Inkmxy emergedd and broke with all other philosophers

==THE YOURG HEGEL, Btudles in the Relations bstwsen Dialectics and

Economice. First and forewost it iw eheolutely fantastlc to
gingle out Allienation as the predominant, the core, the heart and :
soul of PHENNKENOIOGY OF MIND, so much so that one, he devote a whole -
sepakate, last chaptsr to it. It olmply isn"t trus elther for
Hegel or for Barx., Yes, Allenation was caontral in Hegel
- gEs in .a word, rather early in the work. Yes,
Mearz gingled 1t out ag central in shoewling Hegel fLrcx: the rinrd
Pejocting what is, and réddenizines contrs .one in evervihing
ARX STOPPED.,

& not whore we storped ae we argued with everyone from Existentisliex
toJdhnsonisn and singled out Humaniem, JQUITE THE CONTRARY. After i
all those “rilliant, profound, historic, firstednees of Marx's ;
singling out of Allenation, Marx btreakxs katkxx with Feuerbach,
returns to Hegel®s "negeation of thie neghtlien™ and hita out not
only egainst xemmmuxx capitalism but Axmixaz”communiem“which is
only "humanism sediated by the trenscendence of private rroperty”
wherens what is needsd is the 2nd negetivity for “Only by the
tranacendence of this mediatlion mk...does there ariue
Humaniem, beginning from itself.” (my tr.1958 ed.of N&F.pp.319-320)
AND THAT MARX WAS FOREVER CONCRETIZING S0 THAT in Vol,IXI of
CAPITAL IT REAPPEARS AS "HUMAN FOWER &S ITS OWN ITS OWR END,Y

If, on the other hand, you continue with Lukacsa's THE :
YOUNG HEGEL and finally reach the*Synoptic view of the structusw

of PHENOMENOLOGY" and keep expecting from "Subjfective Spirit* and
Obj.Spirlt which are quite excellet, that you will get %o what
Lukacs promlges “Absolute Spirit”, he TURNS OUT AND RUNS BACK TO
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Heligion which is easy enough for u Left to refute but not only
doosn't present anythlng ralsvent, much less new and original but
even retrogresses as to grasplng the full implications of the
"Golgotha of Abmolute Spirit™ but 1lst (begzinning p.51€) not

bringing in the CGogolgothn then mo that, instead oi Hegol's

subordiration of Art to religion haing the last word, Philosophy.

iz subordinmted oo that even when he finally geto to the
- Golgotha of Abseiute Spirit, it is not on Religlon & not the

spphasig tamtey on that, but raother wpen he is at last chapter

& hamn done with Abhzolute Kpowledge, having contributed nothing o

digring it out, & 1z on Aienation, ha quotes those petic 2 iines

on GCod and hin Infinitude{p.346) ne if thet ware dll Hegsk had to =ay.

. Lukpee neads to be reminded that the whole FHEMGEENIOGY

waz congidarsd both "Introduction” snd while it is Hegel's most

crecativa, it is phenomenon, oxperiencs, snd A K. only tw “introduce”

you to ) ; Jeof It l,0f K

Actuplly when Hegel coneludes tnat “This smounts to the self=annulment

of history® he is exercising pvre reductioniem both on PHEHODHANOLOGY.

and ATLYBNARION, No wender he stope with Engels--as the . avuthority (p.556

whose high point getting evggbody gtuck on ex: ctly what Lukacs
- gingles out“...vhat Engels led the contrrdiftion between method .
_and systen® sv none needing any .diving,

: ‘ O.k.let's stick more with Mikacs®s reductionismd-that
‘last ch, From the very beginning I diansgrea, though that may ba
translator's rather than his choice of deflning Mﬁv_

&8 "Bxternalisation”; estrungement would have tesn .a ne ght-
batterr, end gince Lukecs mays that both %myjﬁgnm and spdunE
(Alienption? are ssme, why stick so muck e to the le

e, tion of alfionation, which Lukacs 1s doinhg by suddenly going
into definitions of words. It only leamds him further to hls greatest
error, defining fetishism too (p.549) zs mere allenation., It mm
cervainly ien't true’ it las as 1f ideology, false conasclousness, was
made tho egulvelent of Marx's philosophy of revelution. Fetiahism

is after 81l what the capltallsts mede out of that commodity-fora

in order to hide hoth that it is spscifically capitslistice, and only
capitnlistic, and net, a lz Stalin.{end Lukzcs by hic last work on
See Ythat the commodity-form existed before capltalisa

and will extst after,incl.”=occialion.), apd because thet reiflcation
of labor iz what Marx insicted on what the transformation of labor
into appendage of wachine "sctually production relations are at

point of production.” Enufl

Youra,

Incldentally: you should both mention one of the latkest sui'veys
of Hegel literature (which evidently ha hnan't yet finisghed) by
Jares Schimidt, TELDS, 446 &il8,swinter,1980-B1 & Summer 1981.

Alse both in order not &0 look ae 1f I am 3he only one you rafer to
and arous? more interest in Archives, rfer,by name, to the 3=-way
correspondec, RD,CLR3, Grace Leo on A,I. &glve Vol.#. God knows
they tried hard to break through on AIb&tthat they couldnt't daos
point to (1l)ka whet the problem of the age of Marxists trying to
recapture Marx's Marxism, and (2} g4 going beyond Lukacs.

Enel.is Olga's letter to Wartofsky in Left Academy.
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