Very first attempt at outlining PHTLOSOPHY AND REVOLUTION {then

celled SUBJECTIVITY OF SELF-LIBERATION) bplus commentary by

Herbert Marcuse, Dec. 22, 1960, #nd reply by Raya Duncyevsksya,

Jen. 12, 1961,
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""‘he Algobra of Rewlution"@ tho Dialcctic of Thou;,ht and Action.®
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TPhe nfrican Ravolut&ons;be:w opened m new page in the dimlactio
ol thought a8 woll oo in world hie ry.»na reformxlati n :&th%" ralationphip
-

y ~3
botween theory and pmotiea ls imperative if thgﬁ' limited treedon}mn m be .
-devoloped into the fomrd rovenent of bhwoanity, F‘ar fron thia baing a’ naed

Tor intellactusls only, - 14 M need the masses theusslves fa#/ oot daeply.

it is they who dﬂmonstntad th.at thare is & novament rrom pmotioe to thoor:

a8 wall an from theo:.w %o preotd 36. M the crosaroads thay f&und that vdthuut
the unity of these' movezentie 'k prodgess of suoction mnnating from tho two nucleaz-‘ o

world powera would pull then away from their very resrson for bedng, as %hey have. -_-
.nom in the Censo. To use en expresgion of Hegel's, who had the imch easior ‘ ""-'- b
job of unifying theory and praitice in the restricted resim of’ thousht, “emch f—‘
sf these by itself ism one-sided end contains the Idea it6el? only as the Bought ;'

Deyond and unattained goal® (Bo:l.once of Logie Vol. II, p. 466). .. "-J"’ o
‘ ] .,"T'. '
i
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(‘M ‘Tus decads af the -%éal-mnmm_u_thma “kiads-of-revolution:
_@\) The African Revolution sscking froedom fiom hstom‘iﬂporialim snd sygbolic

of the ravolutions in all underdsvelopsd aoononie-, -trctohing t'zwon Africa to
O~
Latin America, snd confronted with the alterostive o %"tm chm Road" dn Asis,
{ Qo 203 1o. -&e,,.an-a}
sonupe-ail &f thess ura . .

-

or “"the Ruanian Road" in tho Hiddle Enq{a: and Guha&-
/M RV g LI R T -.Mw__...L
1naepmhh-ﬂnrth% '\ Mmm:thl ilnii';d Btates, I;om_
W,«mog ,ntt-'l'.
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The Fast Qerman-and * . )
. \i‘he Bungzrinn He\rolu‘uona eking aadom from Russian t_otalitarian!.sm

\
and_pymbolic of mot only Eost Furope, but of the revolution within Russis

merqu@\{mw slogun of

itself, o5 witnese tbs revolt in the forc’;d labor casps at Vorkuto) /*DBread
end Frosdon"iidriwiprdreskcrtex  spitomized the igsepambﬂ:l.ty of econcaics,
politics and philosopby with ité dirsct link to +he amanima of Merxism, even
an the Russien counter-ravolution traveled with both tsnia and‘the ik
_ideology which claimed it was fighting en alleged "revisioniemn. That thin
ground was nouepted. by the intelleotuals of the West who nﬁcuid bave known -

was the true origin
that tho ho.mnim/ot Harries, which the Gmun:l.stu were ohoosing to pervert

pqanam ?‘w}’oW discloses a gmc-ter theorstic void

z‘amm at Kom.

—" ‘3' “'
ho—Suoend, Industrial Revolutlon in the teohnologicanyw.dvanced. uor"'d

an e
of Amer:i.ca, nunaia and waatem Europe, @mbﬂﬁo‘-ot—- (m"one-

Ui -'/f—ﬂaM-:—-
worldedness” of tho epoch followlng !forld \"'a.r I1 1, It 14 trde that eutomation
io "only" the 1ogioal ‘oonclusion of -h"l’nd.untml Bevblution that gave
birth to our ma.uhi.ne age &t tho eénd of the 18th Centlhyys, IBut orce we stop .
for a momsut to oonsider and contxast &1l the revol 10:1.3 produced in life
.'e.nd. in thcught ii: the na'arly two ocenturios pinos % revolution, wa will
see at once thot thore is something so totally d.u' atent in the present
teohnological :'wolution tﬁt & con b& no means ¥e subguaed as "only

the 10310&1 conolusion” of the firat Ind-.wtml vo, ution. Thue, sl
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Froa that point on, bave no firm division between o demopd of the
workera' movement} 4 kixx Harxian thought. Thus the sirugele for the

shorter working is recognived by Marx ss & philosophy grcatar, because
w==tthe first eelty of freedoa" -

139:'5 concrota/thah eithor the Doclaration of Ind pendonao or tho ocl
ga"‘l/

- B -JMJ‘ Jie liEs ATl
“"of the Righfs of j 13 o 0o, S
e Rights o m'/awr é&ﬁ'l_&/’ o s

_lwi th the "-*"-1 Tooertiof capiialisa
Tros oanpntj.tion {0 monopely \*‘C"

to state-control, we hud no less than two World Wara, the first resulting P 'Z

1n the Russian Ravolution, and the sooond in ihe golonial revolutions of
. 8Chrolo,

today. By 1950, when automation was bom, the n%tuos

in Ai‘rica, not only teke the center of the stnge avay from the Asian and
. Eantei o Rpbumigit yaamitiots, but mtoh in profundity the attitudes, both
.ol the Amgrioan workers to autopation and the Hungarisn workers to lebor
‘under Communist totalitarianisn. That ie to say, they raised the question

of the alienstion of labor undes capitaliotio conditions of production in

ihe mavner in I'h.iﬁh Narx firat raised it in pnraly philesophio tcms. Those
who did not heer the voice of the American mrker asking “Fhat l...tnd of labor

‘\

should man pertom?"; those who wers lillins 10 &gree I’i.th the Runs:um

meologintn that the Bunsarim ravolutmnnnu mrolding of 4$he bamn aaé ﬂ ,l
Hmist-nummin \E& "revisionists” are ths ver:r ones who

the ;J.-o}ans eaanating from the African revolutions ss "bmkwq,f‘d". It m&x

bo true that when you tuke tha ofriainl slogans iuuod by

whathor 1% be Nkrumhai's "seok Yo first the politisal " o:.; Eaunda's

- brisf |
“one man, one vote" or the wiapks but deolsive "no" of fittle Qutnoa to i

m reasining pard of the mighty {but not slmigh: )
moasurs up to the ohnliom of the mass movenenta oy lpad, [yut neivhar




warld In a pingle decade, -but they are the result of the provious decades
of thinking about African freedom, which knm:xf._ wore of & more advenoed
nuture than the nationsl freedoms. For enmple,EE t?e;:;:iuet/wm'u
AzMwo was writing of continent-wise,or at least Wost-Africen, freedom,

rather than freodon of single countries. In the not-so-quiet‘ 1940*a, the

methods of clese ctrujgle, whether lerge Kigeria or litile Guines, were like
advanced
thad of the/Fegt Turopsan px‘olotnria.t. that of genoral strikes and mees ? .

' polit_ical dmonstmtiqne. b; the 1950'5 &e freedom wap b-ing whn, we h.ad

the theorstical unfoldment of Marxian-Humanism, though heamed in by epologetics,
of Leopold Senghor, and the ‘oonéept of Universalism for both teshnological apd
15901;:;1331 know-hoﬁ of Seko;u Toureo. Thoss aro abstract vhnn} ccapared to '
the subjactivity of selfwliberation of the maee. thoy ars nevertholess so

© greet & leap forward thn.t we oan gain pnrapeotive only by both meving forward
.i}:;ea_nv::oe of the rank and file and ‘baclcw.rd_ to the dinlectic method which
Hegel had eliéitsd frou the, French Revolution as thetAbsolute Hetbod'of

_ "’houaht and that Alnmﬂar Hexrzen rightly called "Tha al b:m of revolution.”

. @/S/ﬂa«: How, aley phenfRenzs ) 3ppiea aud c&«w:lf’_(__ ?:
% Q’ i, %ﬁaﬁi@l%ww lég)c pd it 1945 f

Lack of oonﬁdmoe in those mescen Xi‘ the oomson .t'eot of a1l the objactxona

to "a‘astme, idealistic, myat.loal Hegalimiun" frau tho Comn.eta to tne

noadenio Marxistsé” ,

oa-HmMm—is—ir.-IutM.&ti!&k._Qp tha ‘ a0 oi‘ Marxisa Tﬁ& whols

otruggle with nrevislonim® ever Binoo nau—M&dh rnvolnti.orv&nd the aotuzl

'Iung.nr:l.m anolut:l.on is M thiz theorotioany aven a3 the aotunl .,r|‘5 L‘.h

cnpitnliat.to preduction relations within Ruanin 1- proof of it fectually. 7(

On the other hund, tho acadenlo Marxiat would rather &rgus with other mtollootua.h

. 43%
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on "techniclity" ve. "ontology'" and thus appesr to be againat both

ponitiviem and idealisa while raotaining the theoretic veid resulting from
tho coxbination of not listsning to‘the now in the workers and consigning
Hogel's Absolute Idsn to the "pre~technologloul® atege of oapitulisn which

Sty £l
nllag,cnly conpelled Ho‘,elryl‘o}u;tha oentologioal trsd.ition.wu

A
e Sore
Hegel's A‘hsolutaa Lave &g n}\\“.‘n to do with Platonian philosophexu.inga a8 the

slavery which chardoterized GraeL. sooiety haa -t—o do with the {readom esteblisched
in the Franch Revolution.

point of departure had this actual ground of »evolution, his Absclutes enadle

& sorigus Xarxiet to build on thé inherent logio of the present—day revolutions,
tholyr. subjectivity and the "philoaophers“ submption so that the whoie of
humunit:' csn realizo patlosophy, t}mt 1a %o say the reao@.ttion that they hnve

a future to build,

. Tho ons element of truth that all thess, _ 1 =

"nhsm&t\):iahml'.)_dotrautors of Hegel express i& ths need to break with
hourgaoia idealiem, maludins that of Hesel. For, without Ha.rx's'discovery of

the ma.teri.alist foundationa oi’ histery, Eegelia.n dialentioa remained imprisoned
serve as for

in an idealieu that was. absiract encugh o Eamdesk apology Ix ths Prussizn
atetBeageys - Had Marx not broken with the Heg_e;l_.;m_; abosolute's .h:l.storio !ﬁ* e
in the Prussian state, we wouldn't have disoov?rod the algebraic formula of

" revolution hheront in it. But Pmanian_mz prisch . bouss for Fegelian

dislectios wae 20 worse {tban S.D.'s and vulgar omtmi.sn's'f}mauionn of the

Merxian dialeotic, (with or without its fellow-travelers)

DR Y
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Where the mature Harx returned to Hogel, declaring in CAPITAL
that Hogelisn dialectios was "the source of all dimleotie" (Vol, III, Capital,
Pessse)y The present—day Uarxists throw out Hegel end, with it Marxian dislecticn.
Becguwo Ha-;;—roomted. ths dimleotio on the ground o‘f the olees strugglens of
‘A day, he was enabled to split the absolute into two, thereby gaining a
new dimension in his enaylis of capitalismi (1) The absoluta general law of
capitalistic davelopment and collapoe -- the unemployed exmy - azd (2) "The
new pagelons and forves” —— tho elements of the new soo:loty sabedded in the
0ld —= that would auhicv:h; new Pnegution of the negation”, not through mere
abolition of the old, nor thrnugh mere esiablishment of "itrue™ private ptopartj'
of 4he artissn, but rather to -the construction of a new sooiety, whose reason

for being was the "all—roxmdhg iﬁd:lvidml‘?, whose freedon was the "basis for

* the frsedom for all",

But ihat '
a5 only eluent of truth that a&ll these detractora of Bagol (:’maluuinu
oxpreassed ——— -
thons who expounded what Marx called hbstract paterialisa” *) mthe
with
nesd to break/bourgecis maanm,&u transforaed into the wholo truth that’

_Gguite shat out the 'fo:loo ot thore new "foms and hew pasaiona“, a8 lenin:

' found out when thew)eaon’d. oollapaa ‘and hs had to xeturn to the Hogolm
dialentics. Paonlo who have mmpx gdmitte.d tho objeotive ,base Zor the o‘ol‘lupsel 7
of the Secend International failed to follow Lenin in his freeing the subjective
idesalism of Yarxim from its naxTow confinea o.f Yhigher wages" and towards o
sclf-movement in the dialeotic of thought l"bh.at would mest the objective of the

dialevtio of action.

* 70 be distinguisked from "vulger materinlism" which Harx had used to
saparnte hiusoelf from the communistg, of his day. The "abstraoct maserialiaa”
he attacks in CAPITAL (Vol. I, pf:.*:gis the bourgeois materinlisa;that leaves
out the "historio procesa" which rssolves contradictions, that is to say,
the actusl nlass atruggle. e

P i
L &
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Hengaforward, Lenin's re-embrace of the diasleotic did mot
stop chort of the Abeolute Ides itself. Thue, of the last obapter of
Hegel's Soiscnoe of Logio, Laniﬁ wrote the following:s "It is renurkatles
in the whole chapter on the "Absolute Idea" there is almout not & aingle
word on God (scarvely & ngodly"™ "notion” glips out eveu gcoidentally) and,

goreover — this EB — this ohaptor almoat dsop pot oonteln i denl item

spyecifically, bul its @sin objzet ip tha d 1 & 1 e ¢t icmethod. _Tha'm‘

A —————
I

and summatvion, the iupt word and gloch of the La:ic of Bogel is tho dialectic
method = that is extrenely remsrkable. And another thingt inthism o8t
44 e‘ ea1iastioworkof Hogel, fhaza ig mopt materislisa. *C-ohtrndiotorjlf

- tut & fact} i

Itte true, navé.rthalaae. anci thera wpuld'ba something MBH if it
wor'e othotwige, thet Marx and Lenin solved the problem of their not ours.
Lenin did,cisswmss, indicate politically mmm what
- ghould bs the po}nt o.f departu;'e fgr our ‘aga as‘wall,-‘ gince it dealt with
under-developed countriss. I'nm referTing to the thrao- new clémsnts in the
‘thesis of the Ssoond Congress of thetﬁl These are: (1) the _w_o_:g._:_‘._ role and
relntinnahi;;‘-“a.-victiorﬁ.oua proletarisn rovolutlon to the te‘chnolc;_gicullly un-
developod oo{xntriea #; (2) the wole of national 1ikeration movemants in the
context of the imperislist world) aud (3) the revolutionsry role of the
pesssntry withic the countyy fighting for libeTatlon. '

# In the advanoed role that a rhaolorard® group plays 28 inpuige to world
revolution, LESs theory of permanent revoluticn could slzo 1lluminate wiat
I will call "ths historical law of ocompensation™. Unfortunataly, 1T failed
to develop that aspaot of his theory and procecded %o develop fortures theat
wers proven wroag over and ovar again — the weckwerdness of the poapsntxy.

. 4323
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¥ith that and the deeper revolutions of our own erz, we must
now turn to that most rsateriaiistic, ideelistic chapter in Eegel's Soiénce
of Loglc, "The Absolute Idea". Wechrmtimtkrieadi> Up uniil we roach the
xxi seoond negation, the Absolute Idea zoundc zlmoct fanilier, or at least
doas not orcate insurmountable differcnces to ncademic Mrrximte, Although
the "sranaiatlon™ [ron thought fo act way sound a bit more bruzeh tf;ua.n they

"o‘D.lld eore to indul.,e in; nevertheloss, "Self—detamine.tion of the Ideal and.,
ﬂ"

.

suli‘-detamination of nations are d‘hfim&teig not @o—h'a—tpartg a.nd the corollary

w (3w Ny
wﬂm}lv—w that. the- -people as woll a.n tha Ldoa muss c&go e heard

und out of LL)A’ new d.ta.loctio would Raon . .Tust as Marz saw that only

with the transcandonce of i‘irst nogat:lon ~— gbolition of capitalisa -~ wu.ld
there arise “positive Humanisn, so if is with "transcendenoa of the opposite
betw.en Fotion and Bes.lity". Yet, .ii' they based themselves on the negative
force, tha proletariat, that is preciaoly ‘where they ahould begin to "tranalate"
easily Hegcl‘s A,. md tha.t mxﬂm salf-liberation. Thus "“the word negn.tive...
{p.478) parsonr.l and free." Ehjf_e_ciscly is the proof, the énl:; proof, that
there ks been o true transcendence of oless soclety. Only where "the individual
ia the soclal entity", to borrow from Marx again, is aocioty not counterposed

to the individﬁal a8 opposite. What, tharefora, was only potentisl ("in itself")
or implicit becsme actunl (“:I.’ér itgself") or explicit. All division between
inner and outer hs_u come to an -end ani"Bach new stage of exteriorigzation®

(that is, of further determination) 4e 21s0 an interiorization, end greater
oxtension 18 ¢lgo higher intensity.” (p.482) = A.I.) ‘
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Sinoe all proof is in the subjest (unn) g sor‘bing a1l objectivity y ™

(a world outaide of him, ocience) tho move towards .8 new society czanot bo -
Padpaod } e,
& mere iransitlion as if it were only “a paffaoted baco; 1ng ¢ The key im inBtead

"absolute liveration eee ™ (P.4B5) [The greatest ferce for the future is this

total relsase. Totel relemse io not only releasa fxom exploitation, but the-

releass of all his thoughts, Ireoing i‘f. froz fetishim and making m"h q.'g_ﬂthn "

L Han, heving™ mo-smnte&-au—of scisnce ﬁ/éi alowm
knowlcdge, the latter can no longer cxist "as mero ob;jec.ivity" but "arises to

perfoct its acl;-lihera.tion" in tke "new sphare", ths.t is to say the new Bociety.
oolf-
All the exmltation about I‘reedcm,/liberation, relesse, absoluts Liverty is due

to the leap from neaeaniﬁ inte the reslm of freodm or, a8 Harz put 1t, positiva
_hmnim starting frem itself." , . \ ‘F\ v—*h‘/(

] f .} -‘ ':.‘:( f\/‘ 11, . L&*fl\/(
P e gethe™ T T

Any other ‘baais. &ny other basis, whether thn.t be the Et-ate, asg

"nollective propeé?‘: or leadera as soxt of "mental rapoaitories" that would

"represent" wew humanity instesd of be it, wiuld onoa agein signify cntnide

tyvanny., : ' ‘ gl

"It that's all you moun, why can't you say it withous leening on
the nyatioal, abstract, idealistio, ontological, confining language of Hegel?"
Even if no superoill'iouanaaa would be involved in the g phrase"if thot's &llv...
the question is a trap that would soon unfold its many and varied hqu und open
up endlesa door:\ lea{‘:’l’ég nowpere.! For to rob thought of its historic link 15‘
worae ihan not finding "“ihe ni.ns.tng 1ink" in man, since man at lsast is obviously
hors alive and kicking, nnci nssds no other proof of his exlstenta; wherecs Kwowglek
the continuity in thought noeds inter-oommunication botwesn tho sgag for ite

yroof. And inter-comaunioation betwwen the 8gom is not quite ew tangible en

4325
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when
tapping out = Morse Code, and Xakyremrr you drop that himtorio link, then

truly as Hegel Ion,_, &go saw, we would be in for nothing bui Yerror, /gloon, @
opinion, at“iﬂng. oaprice and traneitoriness® (p. A€G). Or ao Maorx put it

Woers t);are is cc'mtinuity, the logic of Thought and the Leogic of
Objective and Subjactive Davelopment are not ag far apart as would nppear—an :
the surface. At the mozent of the opening of the Eacnina Ago end the gelf-
t—.ctivity of the French ma.ssea, &as wall ae in the Hogelian dialenotic, we con-
frint the self—develomnnt, or negntiﬂty (Wit e nFsunty both of eliensted

ndred
ceneclousness snd opprasaed. men) that has ‘as proof tuo/years of masn nmggle

on the one hand and ope thousend closely-woriked out pagea of categories on

the other. Wiother you consider the da'l:n.ils of 197 mxi categories a.nd stbe
.quintosgentinl

oatasor es, or toke them onl;r in their Yomwmucin movementa-of Beﬂ.ng, Engence .

und, Hotion.




December 72, 1960

Desr RD:

I do not want the yeer let g0 without thenking you for your
letters, I _read them several times, but I em unaeble to dis-
cuss them In writing J there ic Just tooc much to say,

To me, the most important pasrceges ere those in which you ctress
Ahe need for 2 reformulation of the relstion between theory
-)Qand prectice, ‘and the notlon of the new Subject. This is

ind:€¢ the keyrand I fully asgree with your statekent that

the solution lies in the link between the first and second
nezation, Perhaps I would 387+ in the self-trenscendence of
metericliem, or in the technological Aufhebung of the reified

technicsl spparstus,

Iut agein, although I am trying kard, I cannot see vhy you
neec the Absolute Ides in order to sey what you went to!
say. Surely you do not need it in order to demonstrate the
larxien .content of self-determination, of the Subject, -ete,
(e very concent of the Absolute Ides is altogether tied to
and justifes the sepsration of msterisl and intellectusl
preductlvity at the pre-technological stege: Certainly vou
cen “trenclate” slso this pert of Hegel - bu why trenslste
if you cen spesk the original languege??
Please don't minc my all toc brief andé inadesouate regction,
I am =t111 too much ebsorbed by these znd other oroblens,
Tut ons day soon I hope there will be more,

1

With the very best wishes for the new year,

&




- Janiary 12, 1961 .

I was 5lzd %o get JOour note of Decembker 22n8 nnd BRIy
You had no chancae to develop your ideas at Erzater length, 1 az
looklng forward to B6eing you and have Jou expard on thls Ln peraan,
The Jacuery lecturz in Eoston Tell through, tut I do have a gerice
of three in Springfield the last week 1o February and the f£irst waek
In March, Plesse let me knoy where I can reach you bty phone and whan
I got there I'il pake it By Lvviness %o come up to Boston for at lezst
& dey, atd while that won't e just the abaolute{tcea;“vill‘mnhe‘g 11t
dent in 1it, - T o e

4

(T L SR WA A

PN

I should lize %o d1vide what I have to say 1nto'{v07p5}ts; -

the firat dzalingz with your question aa to why I "need the Abiolute
Idsa.,..wky trasnlste Lf FOu ean sueak the orizinal lanzuagerg" I 0 -~
dicagre: with you when Jou say that "The very concepi of the Aboslute -
éen L5 sitogeiner tlad to and Justifias the separation of materlal .. =t
end intellccotual sroductivity at the pre-technoioglcsl stage.®. 1t . SR
¥a8 nou the sre-technologleal stage that impelled Hesal'ta-tha_abooluta'l
- Idea, .4lthousn he serialnly lived in g pre-teshnological ¢re, 1t wao D
tke fast that the Frenzh Ravoluilon had not trouzht ebout the 3lllenfius-.
Beason, Freedaa._Sel:—Ltberution--wnlch'impellod hin towards the Absoe
lute Iden. 43 we know frog his Firat Systen, he couldn't aceapt the

Lims e dia avmaa

r

k]

¥

4
‘fledgling prolsiariat ps that ahaslute vedativity which would recoﬁsirﬁé
aocledy, but he éldn't Just"zive ug" when be stopped short with that .5

’

wori.. Insefar aé he compromissd with ths‘PrusslanqStatc,fhajgéembg'

‘ ‘%0 have poea ted the Btate g3 the Absolutn;qnéfthd;quértua;sz,iq¢h;w.
- Ttp\”ﬂ¢ doubt, &id. ~EEETRE Merr, in fecl, was tranaforned Iroa .the pettr

Y Wwseols intallectual into the Harx we ynow by ao prafound a critijue

of tihe Fhlloacphy of Rizht that the materialiot ¢onsoption .of history .

. Wan bern, But, in all falrpeas o Hcanl_the_philosopher, he Just - .0

couldn't Btop elther ot the State or even Roligicn or 1ts Art (Forazy™

., - of tha $pirit, but psroosedad o3 to the A, I, [ Wh . Why,whon you con.
+' 7 " alder that %he had Troken wlth all préceding philosophy and . had ne usze

Uaswhetagever for the empty Absolute of Flchta;'Bchel{lns;ﬁﬂaoabiz

o ) e ) EERTR ) ’.P"'Y'L et L N _-,‘.'.-:_“‘_r_.__'-
ST e ULatY g gppraach this from unothor*&ﬁ;u-ﬂarx'\oouetant”returq
... .to Hegel n:d'conatantly_hreskLnQ from him, ,Arter_HaerCrltiquo'gI;th
',a;g_”Ehllqupph;,c:.ﬂisht_aaue the Critique 1@ Hey lan Dialeotie, ' Th
} . “wh2re he breasks witih the Absolute Ideon--and he hod to break frow {t:
7. or the dlscovery o the Meterlallat Cuneaption orX History would have
e been just ﬂmpﬁricnl, rqtherjthdﬂ_dinlectlcal;‘comprehena;vu{?tctaljjﬁk}
~-&nd huxzan--1t a no longer Just material foundatlon vn.‘nupcra;tructure,m
-1t L8 against the-ggmhumanlzation,pr‘tha‘Iddg;:nnd yh!lg;haﬁlq[q;;:tg e
vhe 'rightly rejectn the pPhilesopher an the‘yardstlgkdvithbu;{t",seqtins,
hovever, also to break with Feuerbngh!s;anphropoloslﬁalfgqtqrrqliuq?
Hand'vulgar,oammunlgmq‘jBy_thqt-;;megpa.haq;barely zentionad Abaol
“Rind wiep the whole esday treaks off’ With'the 1848 Revolutisna,-
MarX certalnly has no further *uag® for. Hegel, ‘and yet.in.1P59 he “1a, *E55,
“teok agaln,  If you soniraet the “eopying® ot'Hesqluln?thd1{ornwchnnenﬂn
for dritiqus of quittoal“Eonnonyrdnd=lnlthe-lansupsc;h f;hhrbrundrigq;qﬁ !
Jivswlth hia geogedglagfor.the'Dlnlecth Ifrom the'lqu:q:gtng’hilzprgdgpp:gog
”ﬁ1861-67,lyou:ggg;gg;ggoo;thnt”t break from Hdsol;mthb;éidqlﬁtraﬂlcendgn
lme split 4 Woosfol aapital e

hin.
-the Atzalutle o cars;but ‘is thie tin 1it into two. N

‘ H
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the genersl J-cc‘ute law o' ca*ltalldt aceumvlation, end for "the
neg:t‘on ot the r»v:ticq” the new rasolong ond new forcea,. And; .

whnern he return?a to Gp;itul afior the Prench Revolution (Z.C.) and .
iﬂue*t° changes of tndegandent "gelemtific vnlue®™ toth in Chnpte" Cne
cn the Fora of walue and In the pzrt on Accumulnation 1is uliimete de-"
yelozment tn the coneeantiratinn o' fapltal in the hende of 9 gingle -
corporation, he st the seme tlme maxes the "rurely technicel” chence

-af ellmlnstin* part Elch: ss & separnte part, subcrdinsting Lt to & . -
ehepter fellowling canltuliﬁt secuaulntion, ®hat 1a to eay, the hia. ' f
tor{zal tendancy, the whole govenent froz prinmlitvec sccuzulstion th'cuah
cepitalistic fo the gzpropriators beinz orprcpriatsﬂ ‘naw Ya not- o < iepn
Just ¢ ucLa' an of the nczation "in gene1al rui the greclifi cal:y selr-q;
guys ir L3 lewlenl nnxlcgc'biuah. ntetorical end .

in nlOﬁanL. T¥euw w111 Temeabsr thst he 2ekes scTe crn 3
nnclegiesl® prelesarian--the a.VEQHﬂ——tc the Fulil; o
1#1 2] Wwho w1t Ervo ghaoobrd the tachnological rcn'eve-

o9
O e
%) 2IWSH
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Agelu, whv the I b:alute Idos. cn’v ‘his t‘&e tre*lnm 1t
through with Lenin's neod, - 1t weuld, of course, be gongenss to-
corzidor thet without "e trensformation into osvosi*&'“fﬁqt Tha” found
in hezel, Lenin weuldn't hsave know what to 4o etout the rtrayal of the
Seczond Iﬂ*ﬁ*qvt'onal Trat ®on never wegeted Jor one second on what Lo
“do wilth or without Hegel, Eut the’ aeed %o break-with his own Hhilcucphlc
prot, that vulgar meteriallsm to which his “Materiallsm end Emplrie-
Crltlcism” gava the green light, the need for zaif-1iterstion in though
-huat have been ov-"pcwnrtnv for hia to have 1514 =o iwery mueh et home. .
ulth thrf tdestist Heeal ' and lndeﬂd re leaTnzd that. fhe rrncdom't*hn
lemo to freesdoz ST zTis “tvom a gen!rolizq icn is - releqcplfrnm “the
¥ 1one Ai=nerieal, the frotusl, the deed to where one rruly Tercheaz o nev honen
‘dizension., Think of his writing, and all to himeelf. st thet ?manfu
crenltlon no* ovly rﬂrlrcta the worl d Ctut ”re?tﬂa 1t T

DS & wlll takc oﬂ;y one sirzie sentence’ fro: Heaal from'tha-
Absnlutc Ides ¢t kopter whieh 80 preoccup'eu oy ever: ‘wakling moment. !
‘and "translate? it and you will ‘see at orce thnt thoush all transletlons’
egre "earrect® snd surely’ ‘histerical; ther. gre by fer: from erh:ustins
what [{szel meunt, snd ‘therefore,. re ‘eonatent _coupulsion to Teturn to
htm, -The. sentonce i3, "rhe 2elf- determinotion 1n yhtay-alane ¢he 1dea
“1a 18 to-hear 'itsely gpenx®, " If sny mon underttood’ aelr-de*erminntlon
{p°the Merxlan sense of peif- determinatlon of natiens,. At. ocertalnly ie.
Lenin,' At lepst there you uould heve thouzht he would,hnve nG need: ‘for,

" Eegel. ~Yet, if you contrant what self-deteraination of natlouns. meant

so Lenln pre-1914,- when 1t wgs zerely 8 principle, to. what it mesnt |

. post-1914 when. 13fe end theory end chilosophy aombined,’ }t will be .

ucleur thet tws difforent worlda. ‘not - aontradlctnry perhapu, ‘et dlffc*en;rrh

. are et .13asue there., For, by 1916.vhen: ‘theé: Irish Ravol 1utlon hed occurred,
“golf- eeterminutlor wash't aomo*nlug 4hat’ Was: ‘beipa ni*en'by pre nclpied.?
‘Harxiutn, Tut’ something, that the manses ‘ware, rrttinc and’ et*ins Lol

wprxigta, o new ggslnning for: thalr revolutinn which ‘had. been’ betrayed
zheabncillau Thei would bring’ onte the stage ‘the’ proletarlat Ty nction
onte again. end after 1917, uhan 1t 18-the Bolshevlks who had‘to "te.

“aoing .the glving, and when s: Bukherin was willing to. ‘take 1iberties: wu-.;f o
1, boonupe now.we, vers at ’ﬂhlnher stage. how. that rovolut!onary n',y.;ﬁﬂw
dlalectﬂbnﬂ‘Lenln, htt out} and in “the Will ' re was’'to: rnmlnd the! Morid: Mreras|
that Buhkarin nvor”trulx~ cratood th ; 5 :J,; in 't that, :omgthlngt?}

t
%.

<

nd we wil‘ cet to +ﬁ1=' b"bjectlv*‘; when w2 r"turn t: He-e‘ sgain.ji‘
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for o relgnicg ctatoesman to bothsr hiao ,L§ 1*h on hia d:ins bed?

(D14 you know that 1222 Lonln oncs agaln’fdZel's Logia and with 1t
that Teliziouns philogopher Ilyin, whe, ta hls Comaentury on the Loglo
a3 20 111uziﬂat1nﬂ on the question er ‘3onerete, that he 1ns£stad that
Ilyin, the reectionzry, be freaed fiom Jail?)

How 21l that zrant pzlf-daterainetion in 1954-24 and ir
]l took only tho politicel translation, how was I to have sson the
humgnlsz In $tke self-detarmination of the Africen Decnds, 1950-601
"Tha aelf-detormination in which alcne the Tdea L8 in £o hear (tsele'y
lpcak" and 1% gpepks with p different volce pnew, azd to ba adble to heasr -
4 there 12 a ncoocslty not only fop hs r;ctiue of heurlns today l nzsses,

- % H
t;. L .“.-*y 34 H‘scl : phllcossphy. . X o

I 1 vuzt furtier Justify awsolf, I would 2y tﬁnt rranklr
S gurips Lha 1343'z, when I firss becam* enz=erod with thse Absalute 'dep.

it wes Just ovi cf loyal Ly tn ¥arz snd Lening Hegoel was otilll rardly .
more than githerdah, elikouch by moy tho gysle of nils langusgs got o
me even 1f I geuldn't read ths ﬂotha. Eut ence the new technolegical | °
pericd of éﬁﬁasatiqn got to the zliners and they started ssklng questicna
avous wha% Xind ol lakopr, the returﬁ to the ear early Xarx nsent also the .
-late Hegel, 4Aa I sald, I do pot nﬁ*eﬂﬁith Fou fha*‘ the Absolute Ideag’).

t
i
r..l
-
o
»

ralates o a prs-;eanﬁloglan_ thagn, (3¢ long s3 c¢laases still exlist,
the dialectiec will, and A.I. will forever ahow now facots ¥hat I do -—-
agres with 1s thed oned on the world scalse, we have resched the ultimate,
in teohnolozlcul devslepment, then the respensca of the mirsges in the -
1. pre-toghnolaglcsl under-Ziveloped nsozomlcs are the spjur to ssetng thn-
Y somethlng now in thHe Avaciute Iden, B2 14 basmward IreTend in 1916,
cr boeziard Ruosaia in 1917, or taolmsard Afilcen i 19&0, nonehuw that
tacluts nEdetlvity of Hegel comes into play. : ,

¥
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. © . One final wofd con why "translatioa” 18 mo auba tuto ror
Hegel. XL has to 8o with the 1lipmlta of the m3e one livea wighi™ “Whigh .

. oereatos the concroete,-but alic exhsusts. 1t and thore i3 need - for retwrn

';ﬁx to the abotramot, 4he ngg TiGiivergal which will beaome the .new conaretc,

' Por expmple, for Leain'n age "transformetlon into oppoults® was”
entegory, whlle cognltion,not only reflacting but cruntins.,vac t .
- plone., To pet L0 & new ?Ql&*iunsh*p of theory and practico, om a ncw
roun*:tlcn, shar? wes e ned ooncreds in 11fe to orcate a view ptame of |
* fnllosachic cognition. 8 roturn to HeweI was neaeanary" Or at least

~1 noeded it,

N

' - Now to tho aoaoad reauon for this lnttar. P ¢ [ slad ou.A‘
agrea "that a reforsmlation of the relatlon betweem thaury aud pr nctioo
"and the notlion of i new Budblect ia the koy," Without g new: Torzulation

;;_"tha sedond negation could be diverted es it ia by tho Atalinists,’to

7. mean & meW gbject--n technique, a npuﬁnlk ‘gven an ICEN~=instead of the

.Belf-dcvolopling Aubjoct,  Of course, teoknology meane tho»oondltlons for

* waivorsolity, tut without a new subjeat cne would automatically rolap-e
-%o0 the steto or “Balengo™ doing 1%. I 40 pot know whethar you happen”
~to have Paad the latest Lssuo of "Technology and Culture®. (Winter 1961)

thera A." Zvorokino, ‘the Fdltor.in-Chief of the Rusaien: Revltw ol &ho.
“"Himtory of World Civilization ia pttempting to-do. tho

* technology that Luontiev ‘wnd 0strav1tyunov a1a;
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I
say, denuded of its clpss content. I a2 writing the Journmal a letter,
which I will enclese for you, The polnt I want “to make hers 1a thet
vulgar wsterlalliam, which resta upon 2 oontempiative attitude toward
reallty, has, whon Lt Lo im povwer, a Tery vindlcatlys pttitude to the

% e m oMb e sme eaneagyd

galf-developing sutject. This it trieo to hide, eltier hy 4% arenurdins DY

the eubject or tramaforalng the objszct Sclsnce Into “Subjbct

"& now toginning muot bte madse, noedless to say not froxm the
Oblect but the Sublect. That, I hope, 13 what you mean ty "the eelf-
tranacendence cf gaterialisa” Let, me return occe sgaln to Hegel angd
that kez- pzatage on the Second Negatlon and 3ubles tlvlty. {Fage 477)
"The aegativity whir& k35 jusil been oonsliered 13 the urﬂlsgmpoirt
I the poveaent of § detlon. It 18 the simple polint of negativ
celf-relaticn, the -n“e: oet scurso of n‘l setivity, of living snu
solritusl self-zovement, ths dialectic 2sul which all truth hss in &t
epd throuoh which it alone is truth; for the tranacindenze of the
ozposlition tetwzen ihs Hoticn and nculi.j, 1and thst uuity which isa the ..
truth, rest usop tkls sub1eca1v1ty elane, ", : ; o T

¥ N :

To cvercoms the Yaplrictar of taklng the slven cencrete tc
ke the resl ons hed 1o do gmore $hsn Just Lo contrest észence with
apprarance, 3’1. 1o his notebooks, 18 hapyy when he gots over the
firal aegtian on Eggenge {Causelity) Pecauss 1t permlts him Yo treak
with inccrnalstent Bmpyrlulsz, which 1lneliudas Lhe 1lmltnticna of the
sglentific method, that 1s to say, the category of cglizallty Lowesew

esplatn the relatiorahlp betveen aind and matter. | The satezeries Yty {gb"f'

which we will.p.ain knoxlrdge or the eblectivaly real. Lanin 2655, nre’
Fresedszm, Sublaativity, Motlcn. ) LLEﬁb, then, are the tranaﬁtlen, or .
tetter yet trenscendecne, of Gﬂ' fve ldeallsa into matarinliam. gz
-well a3 of vulsar matorigllan iﬁ Lo uruc subjeetivity, which Las absorbéd
- . tho oblect,  Aand wvety, it la precisely Zrom tke passase of Hegel whiah -
eI Juet quoted that Lenin writes that thls 3lay over whether thero ias.

A trlplloity or quadrupllci.y in the lalectic, is unale to,him.

o B (Incldantly QLnnrupliulty. insteed of tripllclty. had also .
ar apeelal though .a secondary intersst for ne because I used to'be qulte
at.a loss to understznd why Hezel, in the Encyclnpedla liats Threo . -
attituden 1o Obleotivigy, wh'ch Lxﬂlu the Hogellan dlalactiu, slnua
froz Rant J0u E0,not’-to Hegel, but bac%ward to Jacobi, ‘It would then’

mepn that there 10 a rutrusrasalcn in history nnd the rnuuuu trlpllelty'
of the dialsctie must really become a quadruplicity tefors we tlnally
resch the Fresdom of the Absolute, ' But hers, in the Science of Loslo.
; we ara desllng notl so much with pitltudes to objsotivity as to asls-
,i.developnent of- self-aotivit In Eny; 0ago, . the. real oint to u?fhere
-'is thy lmmnnent detarmlunt on "—-the ' palr-nediatlng ‘
T aotivity” (Paso 479). L

e
P'\ .t

Tha rollowins and laat paaeu ire ald’ on ualt—relation
g paraonal.ana free®, frao. rolesse; ‘sell-lideration; and "1t 1a’ nll done
.Yla tho threo movéuents of Unlversal, Particular, and. Indivldual,.uhiuh
" hhs charactorized the: Scienc- of Loglc as_a whole, s wall ss 'in .each’ of
;ltn seotions, "Lét me' retrooe. BY step once ns:ln ‘to Pageé: #TSsﬂ_Erho- Vo
. heglnning vas. the. unlvorsul; the reault A thc couareta
*‘and the Bub1eot ; srinba :
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4nd yet, the Alaleoetio wethed, "the method af truth,
hza herc extended itsolf into a 3xat2a, Cnlesz cne fully holda
°n to the Tact that 1u Lo anly becauss the Feguld has teen "deduced
and denonsirnlad” {Fage 480), he 13 1lkw to give uvp at this polnt’
end 23y thet's where Hegel must riplly e stood on his hend bacnuse
he 18 netaing more thapn an ldaalipt, aftaep ell, who has yet one gther
Ayeteam %9 pruaznt aa Lhng “Abaolute", wrd hiz own ot that. Eut, melther
the "azatoa" nor the rourdation 1a eny longer a pere aaguaption, and
we have nat stopped poing to the objeotive for Eronf. It dceo not cope
cut of {he shilosepher'a nead at all, rlthough Yegoh new Btage of =
£xtericrization {4hat 15, of further deterczination) is alge on
irteriorization, and sreater artonsion ie slso highker intsnatty”
Z ho doubt, Lenln dere 2g2in took hespt and prar the rery
*ihe rlghess sonzequently 1s siso the xont canzrate®,
X 12 Craital, Indsed, 4% 18 at this pelnd Zoat llielw
9 frastlcally 1o Lhe Graq;t Znoycelopedia, Reking wnether
ai* all =441} pog Eozelnings on the dlalsctis, even ga
n & Yo nimoelfl what no Morxlst in the paast helfucentury
hzd unders - Bapltal, which it 1s laugeognitie to undaratand without o
the whols,of the Logte, nistory, nowever, putting barrlerz even befors i
& Samius llke Lenin, Be rerained happlieat whew e could Porstend” that o .
the Logle cnded with Hegel's sxtonding ahiend o materiallum,” Tessuse. -
23 & totallty the unity of Notlon ang Reellity, efter gll assuned. Swegorsy
the form of Nntura, which Lenip Tiranslatéd™ sa "fractlce", .

e ol )

S e e i o e s, B

I a2 sertalily all for ths practles of 4he/1317 Revolution, '

Eut even as Lenln had 43 live alae wilh wiat "mapsens. sftep?, 1SL7a 268,

80 W who Zave 1lvad Wil wnad "hassane secged fwr nearly four decadus

mual t'ird ke ﬁelf-ievelopins gubjeod, the now subject, and naw, nat
cnly in a,aeuntrg and rezgarding a apecifis layer in the groletzrigt
a3

(23 ogainst our Maristocrats of Lober® and for Harx' dosper gnd lower .
Qgz;aggj_;hgzﬁhgxg_gpnzigued the revolutlonary inpulse), s new thas)
» ;Chnbr@éos the whoie world.,™ Thst 11 Wwhy 1t 13 lmpoosible 0 look only- - -
Tf Y\ ut the ndvarsad “ConoLT; thet ia why it i neoeasary ‘Lo look slao at:
-~ the ngg;nh;nckwar&;fnﬂdxihQt;iE"Nhi*tﬁﬁﬁghrld must be our ocountry, tie
2 T0untry of the nelr-davg;pplns‘subjaqﬁ. Bsck then to'ihat final -, -
pnrnsriﬁﬁ‘of"lhi“*?’:??”?ﬁz'1ﬁhtntanue"thnt W& hava mot  Junt repched .
& new transition, thad ihis determinntion ls "nn-abaolute-;itaratlog?%
heving no further iomedizie detérmlnnticn,which 1s not equully pagiteq -
und equally Eotlon: - Conscquently there 14 no transiticn in this Tyeade
&Tke transltion hera, thercfore, oust rather he talken to mean that. tho,
- Idea frnelyireleaseaﬁitselr in te selr-securitj'nnd-;olt-rcbOSo;n
By reavon of ' ‘ ’
Ires-«tho

AR ,!buqu';I"nm'nbt_arrnig‘qlther of ‘th ;
‘?Phllpaophy;jnp:ﬂp;ithq.;donllsgjbr~th6,Abnulu; . JINGCAL
lhe nmethod of ‘sognition for the eposh of the atruggle for freedem, "sn
Phllosozhlc cognition 1a not ‘s louo;hy,;pﬁtithp:cosnltlon
.0 .any oblect, god ocur Pobje 35 laboyw, ' The unity-of obj
ubjeot,: theary and practloq: ' 08.0r the fir L.
e " - e s

N




Lo regllzo liself 4n our tiz:,

Cou pinor vord cn the gueation a8 to wliy Hesgel continuud
ur heonded™ with Hueture, uhteh Le the woy he onded the smaller

Lozic amé which 13 the loglzal trenslilon UL jycou ui:tﬁ;«u:wh!iazgnzm=:=*

transfora ris enee of Loglie Inte a systenm ee ke dld Lo the ._..c;rcTogn
and meve froa esle Lo Mature to dpirid or Mind, Marx, too, haod tLree
volumes té& Lia croltnl and likowlese was golrg $o end the firai wolume
®Lorlcelliy", L, . without entoring tnls sphe«re of Accumulatlon, ﬁhen“
he declérnd, sy, to extend.&% the took to include the Notion, ot
23 nere"euzm:.' 2"of all that preceded, btut, to wis a dezzilan phrase |
cnee a2 51 Y- st Notiun whicn forma s MNotlon of 1t391'“, he aleo

' I want (olumea Il ané IXI would con.sin.A
11'011:3'5 % L 4 far froa -\Js.ho Natures; on ths cound 51"3‘. -

1t 2 thot Santweazia , locla%ed Teingls soslet ty" (Toealelliny in o
ons gountry, " ~lence, only Merg trauzh’ 1t was sinte cag ltal‘sn)
It was $2 sure ang ac logleanl and so unreal that it c-m,legaly digm
orzanized zcor Ecssz when 3he comtrasted Ahat phanfeszagoria:to the-
ropaclious faperinlliss i1lving off ell those upder-devalosed uounnrlea
1t conouered. -And, finally, he telle us giso “het he will indeed

come doyn frew thoss helghts to facs tho whole conarete mesa ofl |
capitallsne end rates af crofit gnd speculstlion and cheatina, bul we:
would . only loaa ZhaExwwsraxmoiandxix all znawlcdse of what"soclety
really 1s 1L we rever2od tne method, And even though Volume III
atopped before be had a chance to dovelop ths chagter on Clazues,

wo koow that 1t was nut really the olaas but the Lyil and fres develop
ment of the individu ~that would elznify. n neguti*q of & negation,

that waa not meysly 4=sc cative ol the old, Cit eoratrictize of .tae newt.”

Ia tihls sense, ard in_this-a:znzc _cnly, Hegal's last aentenca abous

tho. Notlcn perfeciing Bltg gself-itbersiion in the philoncphy of Bplff‘“-‘

suat e tranclated] atood right-atde up, And Hogel will certainly:'
help us 2 lot inthet ook o8 he soen on to dascribq freedom, :
'hava , but 85 an "is_ . :

DL I hope we vill set a chan»a to disounu all‘these 1dens -
more whan I'ze0 you ‘either the lnat weel of Fobruary or first. w
“Hereh,’ Let ae Rnow vhlah 13 more corvenlent Tor you. ‘

¢

l




