Branpbeis UNIVERSITY

WaLTHAM 54, MASSACHUSETTS

August 8, 1960.

Raya Dunayevskays,
4993 - 28th Street
Detroit 10 Michigan

Dear R.D. :

1 feel pretty bad for not haviing answered your various notes and letters,
the main reason being that I am neurotically busy with my new book znd equally
neurotic about the slightest interruption. Please accept my apology. I am
surs you will understand. I should even feel worse about it beceuse I am writ-
ing you now to ask a favor. I may have told you that my new book with the ten-
tative title Studles in the Ideology of Advanced Industrial Society, is sore
sort of western counterpart of Soviet Marxism--that is to say it will deal,
‘not only with the ideclogy but also with the correaponding{oality. ne of

- ; my problems will be the transformation of the laboring ¢lass under the impact

i . ' of rationalization, automation and particularly, the higher standard of living.
I am sure you will know what I mean if I refer to the discussion among the Franch
sociologists in Arguments and espacially Serge Mallet's articles., It is a ques-
tion of & changing—--that is to say-—-a more affirmative attitude of the laborer

not only towards the system as a whole but even to the organization of work in

the more highly modernized plants. Mellet¥s field study of French workers in
the Caltex establishment in France points up sharply the rise of a highly co-
operative attitude and of a vested interest in the establishment.

Now, what I should like to ask you is first, your own considered evaluation as
far as the situation in this country is concerned, and secondly, if it isn't ask-
;ing too much---reference to American literature on this problem pro and contra.
74 know that your own evalustion runs counter to the thesis of reconciliatory
integration of the worker with the factory bubt I would also like to know whether
there is any sensible srgument for the other side.

I hope that I do not intrude too much upon your time. How 1is your own work coming
along? .

With beat wishss and greetings,

Sincerely,
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Dear HM:

It was good to hear from you. (Your letter was delayed tecause
you sent 1t to the old adclress; please note new onci 4482 -23th 3t,)

Your letter of the 8th came at an suaplciocus time since the
spceiel issue of NEWS & LEITERS, wilch will be 1asued as a special
pemghlet, WORKERS BATTLE AUTCMATICN, has Just come off the press and
should e of value to you both because you wlll see the workers speaking
for themaclves Wddr on the conditions of labor ané the alleced high
stendaré¢ of liviny, I know, from the time I last s:ga8 to you, that you
consider thesc views gas bclny the result of my influence, %While 1t is °
true that Cherles Lenby and some {by no memns all)of the writers of this
pamphlet gre Marxist Humenlsts, you would mebe 2 serlous mistake Lf you
consldered thelr views 8o exceptlomal thet they d1d not represent ths
Amcrican prolectariat, They regresent a very importent sezment of the
Ancrlean workers and in z!l besic lndustrics--aute, ateel, coal--and
the conditlions thcy descrlte are what they experience on the line, not
what some soclologlsts sec Ip a "flel@ study,” I would like to uall
your attentlon also or esgeclaily to p.6, ™thich Way Cut" tecsause,
contrary to the monolith not only of Comzunists but radlcals tho think
they must have a "united volee"” when ticy face the putlle, workers here
dlsarree openly, Angela Terrano, Wh m you may reczll I guote in MARAISYH
& FAZEICM beczuse she has ralzed the guestlon of whet kinpd of letor
io the truc Marxlst sense, anéd who then uscd the cxpression thot work
would have to be totally different, "eometning completely new, not just
work to vet money to tuy focd and things, It wlll have to te completely
tied up with 1ife” (5.275) here rejects Automstlon altogethcr whereas
the edltor inslsts that 1f the workers manazed the fgetdry 1t would not
te a Houasc of Terror and works slong the more treditional channels of
workers' control of praduction, shorter workday, ete.

Secondly, I hapren to know a Jaltex ensineer who says some
very different things than Serie Mallet, I had him add e apeclal
parasresh on the questisn you ralsed, but hls study of "0il and Lator"
published in the FI in 1948 wes quite o ecoprebenalve cne & as I doult
you have it I enclose that too., (But when you have finlehed plepse
return at your convenlence) At the same time I am not sure th:t you have
my srticle in Aryuments on "State Capltalism and Bureaucracy™ which deals
with some of the scclelogists you no doubt have in oind as, C.Wright
Milla,who 8peck on somewhzt 8 higher level than the esiphenomcnal "Organ-
izatlon Man®, and contreets that to a atate caositalist analysis of the
times we llve 1n, Since 1t wsg slmultancously published also in Enclish
I am enclosing the Jocialist Leader ¢f January 2, 1360 which does 8o,
I will also try to locatc the "Two Worlds™ articlc st the bdbectnnine of
the year which dcalt with the American economy in the postwsr years
g8 it coes from rccesslon to rocession,

Now then the American literature on the subjecty I have
lonz elnce stopy,.cd paylog attention to soclelozlats who have rather
degenerated into the school of "soclal psychology™ whlch the workers
in the factory rightly call "head shrinking” so my llst cannot be
exhaustive tut I capn give you the malor refcrences. Slnce the clasa
strugsle was never accepgted ln American sociology 28 the {ramework
of gnelyale, your reference Lo those who sgeak of alleged cooperative
attituds of worker to management and even “wrganizetion of work"“(!),

g'ilt must have in mind ex-rallcals snd nesr radicals whoae recent

toutlinga of the virtucs of cazitalism are sort of summcd up in the
oerson of Cnnlcl Bell sré his strumamout artlcles called a book, "The
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tnd of Ideology" by whilch they mean, of course, the end of the class strugs
Certelnly they sre atrusglling no longer now that thelir phllistenlsm cannot
even assunc the vencer of the West Turopean enders of the class struggle (K @
only the French but even the Erltish “MNew Lert“) but #fe the crassest spolec

for State Leportment "culture”, (low, 1sn't that s better euphcolsm than
"the line"?)

’ kerhaps tnc npost Bolld of those 18 Seymour Martin Lipaet,
His\ "Folitical ¥ans The Soclal Bsses of :ollt;ué“iIB"aﬂmrﬁ‘tuﬁ"u; uis

attempt to “"Cocument® tihe attenuctlon of the olzss strugsles -*The modifica-

tlon of late capltellem by welfare leglslation, redlstribution by taxaeti.n,
xhsx:nn:utinxzx*xxxx cowerful unions and "rull Zmployment" legislation,

revolution have btoen solved; the workers have achicved industrial and
yOlltical ecltizersici:; the conservativea have acacpted the welfare state;

\ Lipact's thesis s that “the fundemental polltical problems of the industri 8

sower carries wlih Lt more dansera to freedom than solutlens to sconomle

\ and the democratle left has recognized thet mn increass in over-all stete

sroblems,." (Zven here the Americen s very different from the French who

| when gheg espousct the attenuatlon of the class strugele gd” for the Plan

| with a cepltal P whlle the Amerlcen rogpalns "the free enterpriser” altho

| the State Deyartmcnt itaell when Lt s a questlicn of export of ldeology
. soes for "pecplc's ca:itallsm.")

4 book thet ngs recontly sSottén a lot of attcontion both
becnuse Lt 1g new and Burt of suamarizes Lo bright Journallstic language
scme half century of secciolosy 1s "The Fellpse of GComaunity” ty the

Princeton bnivcraltj acc*olcr st, Maurlcc R, Steln., There arc all sorts
of shouting on "The Ind of Induatr‘al Van“ (Beter Lrucker), the end

none olalm thet thc end of tnis economih. lndustrial, soliteal man, even
a8 hla thinkins tco hes been tahen over bty the electronle braln, 1s happy
or contert with hls werk, In thot reapect the antlvalence 1s seen clesres
in Canicl Ecll's ™ior: ané Ita Dilecontenta" whose clald™Is that the
atteduztion of the 2lasa strugssle has ncvertheless occurred, ifnot inm
the factery, thar Ly “the new hunger thecandled cnrrct” tew much have
we heerd of those TV acts aré "occuprtlonsl wobllity” end David Rlesman's
£11p slde record frea the Lonely Yan te"fhdividusliem Reconsldered”
of the need "tc lncrease autometizatlon In work--but for the sake of

' pleasure end consumptlcn and Bot for the sakxe of work ltself,"™ At least
Eell has one sood cateh phrasc that the descerlptiona that lssue freom

the so-callcé "human relationa" projects are "not of humen, but of cow,
sociology."

If you take the egonesists, you also hgve g cholce of the .

£11p side so thet Louls M, Hacker now. touts "The Triumph of Caplitaelism”

and while everyone is ashamcd of such past as "The Cecline oY Afierican
Capitalism” which, 1ike all sc-ca.lcd Marxist books from Corey to
that 3tallinist spoloslst who pesses for "the" Marxiet suthority (even

' Joeeph Schuapetcr monumental btut qulte lopsided or, as we say more
appropriste 1n Jewlsh "tsldrelt", work, “History of Fecomcmlc Anclysis"
rcfers to Blo as such)Paul Sweczey are one and all underocnsumptlonist
80 that, whether you take the perlod of the 19708 wacn "all" were
Marxists to orc degree or enother and scpe serlous works were dome, or
you take now when nesrly the only works acalnst capitalisz are lssued
by the Stallnists, there really ls no genulpe Marxist aualyaia of the
American economy either historicelly, soclologicelly or ss economlic
works. But, at léast, from thc economlsts wne docs get {lgures and they
4o show that io "The Afflucnt Society" mome are very much more affluent
than others, Ctherwlse the soclologlzeal werks, even before Hccarthyism
- for uhpm?iay yroatrate, were spe2lallzed ntudies of one or another
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espect, llke occupational moblllty by soclolo: 3ts Relnhard Bendix and
S.M.Lipseet, or the Lynda' "Middletown" or Llo: . VWarner'as “Yankee Gity"

or Louls %Wirth's "The Ghetto" orFlorian Zmaniecki on the Pollsh peasant in
america, Even the more brogd dislocaticns ss "Clasa and Caste 1mn- Southe
Town® Ly Tollard had no comprehwnsive giew of American Boclety as a whol

¥hen btoth the muckrakers before World War I (Llncoln Steffens'"Autoblor o
1f you haysen not to have reed it willl do for thet) and the apecclalize.
studlies of the 13735 snd some inm World War 11 stopped rlow'ny, we then

went into the most fao-use Zlton Mayo's Howthorne studles on "The Human
Froblema of an Industrial Clvilizatlon", which were to repleace, I suspose,
the statlsticel Btudles of sharecrcppers, breadlines, etc,

Kow averything hes moved to Automation, In additlen to se
I 1ist in M&®, there 15 now "automatlon and Technolosleal Change®,
Hearinzs bcforc Joint Co:m, on the Zeco,Rezort,B84th Consress, Wash, D.3/.
B,5.Jedcbscn and J.5 fAoucek "Automation mnd Society” (2hil,.Lltrary",
C.Wplker'n "Towerd the Automotlic Factory”™ and “Automstion znd the
Work<r" by Floyd C. Mera snd L. Rlchard Hoffaan, which, desglite ite title,
is not wnat the werker feels tut a spsciallised study ln powesr planta by
the U, of ¥ich. There 1a a gcod bibllography, lssued in 1959, nixthes
BrxExERt¥rxsity celled "Zecnomle mnd Soclel Implications of Automstlions
a Biblliorcraghle Feview, Micnlgan State U,, East Lansinz, Mich, I doubt
any of thege arc rea:ly what you wigh to waste your tize con, btul it ls a fact

tkat the n%w gaince 1158)"The SOcien{ for the History of Technology" with
v

its Journa echnolzy and Culture™ {Vol.I,#l,%“tnter 1353) at least doesn't
wrlte with the gullt complex that the socclologlsta do and therefore can

toth be somewhot more objectlve as well ga free“ﬁfom the attempt to identify
the end of 1ts ldeclogy with that of the "massegl, Not belns concerned much
with the kx3ismessaes (thelr outpoat awsy from the publlshing center h ere at
2xd Waync 3tate U. and its eclitor Melvin Kranzberg of Case Instltute of
Technslogy , Clevcland, 1s really Chicago snd the"Christisn Humenisa" of the
soclpolosiat-technologiat U, Nef) L1t can pay attentlon to the technologlcal
bzBe a3 1t lmglnges op other fields, TFor example, 1t would definitely

be worthwhllc 1f your tock is not golnz to preas right thls mlnute to xwatx
gets its mext issue which it premlses to devote entirely to that monumental
5 volume study "A Hlstory of Technology", which 1s edited by Charles 3Singoer

and which serles of articles on 1t, critical and otherwise, willl te prefaced
by him,

+

Now then, as you see, I could not zlve you the listing of

the Acerlcan lltergture on the subjcct without glvips you uy views as

weil,. I wish now to suzmsrize my considered eveluamticn not mercly of

tooka of thc Amcrican soclety as I see, which differs very radically from

your views, If I may, I would 1lilke to say thatl hope at leaat that you

bave not, in your preoccupation with "the transforzetisn of the latoring

class” fallen lnto the trap of viewing Marxlen scclallsz as 1f 1t were

a dlstributive phllosophy, I do not mecan to insult you znd put’'in the

underconsumptlonlst category btut such §reat revoiutlioneries as RosalLuxembu

werc in 1t, desplte the fact that her "Refors or Revolution" was based

precleely on removing the question of the class struz=le from its 2a%Xx

reductlion to z queation of "pcraonsl fortunes” to orme of producticn

relaticns, ©Engels certeinly wrote meny works on praduction relattionsa

88 never waB even conaclous of any deviations, and yct by notbeipe

the dlalecticlan and huzenist Marx was, wrote tracts that were far afleld,
. Hiflerdlng had uncdertaken his "Flnance Capltal®™ as a btrincing up to date

of "Caultel™ yet the "or:anlzed coyitallom” with its®stability” '

incllinlations reducec soclallsm to 8 matter of “tsking over” not reorzeniz
- from the ground up, least of all by the ajontaneous sctiona of the worke
-.Cf course, you may ssy that 1s exactly where Msrx was “wronz™ and you

I .gourse-are not only entitled to your vlew tut writing probingly forzan
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greet injuatice since I do not have your
M53 at hard (I do hope you wlll send 1t to me 80 that view can be concrote -

lnatead of besed on assumpticns}btut I Just “ave & feeclling that this
standard of living shlfts the welghl

from vwhat you yourscif state in the Srcface to my took as "the lontezral |
S unlty of Marxiasn thcory et its very foundetion: in the humanistic phlloso, .

Tercfore*_allow chFn.ca.:ltul.ate goac fundazcntels
altbough all sre famlliar to you, First you no d ubt recall that on pl2¢
of M& where I quote from Car, VoL, I, 2p.To6-% oo law of seougulation I

b el B

. arsue azelnat the sopular c:ncept that now that the worker 1s “hetter off' p

etc., poloting to Mporx's stetement that "in proportion as czpital 1is
gecuzuloted, the lot of the lptorer, be his oaypent hizh or low, muat _
srow worse, "(Exphansis added.) That his lot has :srewn worse is evidenced
in the condltlons of letor under Autcmatlcn end in the uneagloyment 1t
has produced., The "sockels of deprecsion™ may ssund very Lncldental to
thiose who do not have to llve Iin them tut when,in 1960, even a Jack

i

conditions in VWcst Virsinle where actual cases of mcthers sellling themsels
into prostitution tc try to keep from starvation, Isn't it time for the
exzonents of hlzher standard of Living to take a treather and look 1into
the lot of the 5 mlillon unezployed wno with thelr feallics pake up

13 mil-{lig &nd it isn't only the uneamployed, nor even the snell pace

(434 t.h oel{h of the fmcrican postwar econ:ay which hes produced 3
recesai'\ns. but the ss-called noroal conditlons under Autoastlicn, I have
Been miners’ ghacis who had an cuthouse iLnstead of a tsilet But had s TV
on the insta‘ lment. plan tut that did not slznlfy elthcr contentment or
that thsy “chose” thus the "candled carrot™, but only that TV could be
lnateiled whereas tefore plusmbing could be lt would need 2 great denl
more than a ;S down szyment--you'd have to root out aldogether those
hovels, lnelud'n: the miscrabtle excuses for roads leéading to then 1 thia

@ust rogd-conscl:us industrially sdvanced free land,

The answcr of thosc whno 8ess to tele the opsoslta view la
that,l, thcy heve ncver even tothersd to bulld e L2, 2, tiae lakor
legdership taey have thsy "deserve®™ since they wanted for the Reuthers,
¥eanys, Hoffes, and 3, theat they are not "aectlive”, i.¢,, rechasnging
scelety thla very mon=nt., Strikes, wildcats, and orzsnlzatlion of trelr
own thinklng seczd not to count for very much, “ror the momcnt I'll
agcept Lhla noen-acccptatle view and ask whether that ls nnJ more than the
“bourreo!.a;rlunt'on of the Br!.t.l.sh proletarlat" ¥sarx and :n _cla eo temoan

or "tho " arlstocracy of letor™ that Lonln saw e8 tac raot cause of the
colleysc of the Second Int,

Thie Yringa me to the second tasle Marxlan view, an the
queation of zclns to ¢ver decper pnd lower strata of the proletariat
for its rcvolutlionary os.emce.  You may recall thot on p.137 of MaF
I brinc Marx's speech of S5ept,20,1871, after the collapse of 2C and the
cowardly runnin: even before t‘u:n of thc Britlsh trades unlon lesders,
{1 have seen that Speech only in Russlan, but 1t may te avallable in Jers

-1 don't ioow.) .I-there also show thatle=w “adn't “dlscovercd” this

which he now 2&1166 'the guintessence of Yarxism" until he himself wes
coufronted Do only lt.h tke betrayal of the Second but with the ultrs
lcrtiam o Eyiharin yno was thercupon regdy to_castigate_not only the
ershl. tut the proletnrlnt itaelf, It is the laat par. on
that p 187 where I deal with Lonin's a proach on two levela, the real and

. the ideal, thast I would now 11( to call to your attention, 1f I msy.

It  is true that Automatlon and state capitallsm jare not
only "qumtltatlve" but uallt.hn\va cahanges 1in our ecnuenpory aoele
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and that that predominant fact would also affect & part of the prolelarl .
7But a part 18 not the whole, Inde:d, the fact that gives the appesrance
of gn sffluent acclety not only in the bour=eols xmziizn asector but ]
in the mzases --the =zilllons of employed Bo that the 5 milllone unemploy . -
lock "llttle"-- does not show that those unemployed are_predominantly:

in the groduction workers, MNo suburbla here, It ls all concentrated

in the lndustrial ceutcrs, asong an ory ranized but wiidocatting proletarila
and gssrevsted by the Negro Question walzh is by no means gulescent -

and amons a youth that has shown that they are not rcbels without a

cause but with one, I know you do not nocept wy view that thcy are

in searsh of a total phlloscphy and are ool getllng Lhemaelves ready

for the dustbin of hletory. But 1t 1s a fact that not only smong the
proletariat and the mllllon that were atrlking just when Khrushchev was
visliting and Elscohower wanted him to show American aupcrlorlty in ,
_industry, not Industry at a standstlll, 1t le a fact that in Just the

feéw mopnths that Necgro coilege youth bezan altting in the whole questlon
*[...0f fresedom snd youth “uumina up to the level of thc Weat Zuropean”™ has
-ﬁean moved from the atage of the future to that of the prsaent.

That will dc untll I aotually sec your took in manulcrlpt _f
gnd set the development of your thousht, I should be very heppy to
write asaln then., Heanwhlle, my work —~and I atlll lasbor wlth the

Absolute Idca desplite the ectlvist pressures you are free from -- moves
slowly, btut 1 do hope nrter t.ebtor Pay to Zet more tlme to ezncentrate
on the book, Perhaps I'll uc¢t to Foston 1ln winter--I digd get there
lagt March but I wza there for only iwo deys and two lecturca and had
po chance to try to contact you. If the luvitatlon to speak wlil be
repcated thie fell, I wllli try to secand talk with you,

\.‘f\/‘;?
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Branpe!s UniversiTy

WALTHAM 53, MASSACHUSETTS

August 24,1960

Déar R, D,

It was wonderful to get from you such quick and good help,
I read at once the 1lsaue of KEWS AND LETTERS, Don't misune
derstand me: I ggree with practlcelly everything thet 1s
sald thers, and yet, somehow, there is something essentially
wrong here, (1) ¥hat 1s attacked, ia NOT sutomation, but
pre-sutomstion, semi-automation, non-sutomation, Automation
as the explosive achievement of sdvanced industrial soclety
is the praptically complete ellmination of precisely that
mode of labor which is depleted In these articles, And this
gemulne sutomation is held back by the capitallsts as well
gs by the workers - with very good reasons (on the part of
the capitalists: decline in the rate of profit; need for
sweepling govermment controls, eto.; on the part of the
workers: technological unemployment), (2) It follows that
arrested, restricted automatlon seves the capltallst system,
while consummated automation would Inevitably explode it:
Marx, Grundrisse der dpitik der politischen Oskonomle, p.
592593, (3] re Angela T.: you should really tell her

about all that humanization of lebor, its connection with
1ife, eto, - that thls is possible only through complete
automation, because asuch humanization is correctly releg-
ated by Marx to the realm of freedom beyond the realm of
necessity, 1.e,, beyond the entire realm of soclally ne=-
cessary labor in the meterisl production, Total de-humgn-
ization of the latter 1s the prerequlisite.

But all this has to be discussed orally, I hope we can do
80 in the winter, And agaln, my grest gratitudel

I am sending $ 10.- to help NEWS AND LETTERS,

-
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. Cctober 16, 1960
Dear HMg

I hope I may intrude upon you wlth some on the Absolute Idea.

You may find it useful even for your present purposes g|nce you are daalin‘#_ -

with soclology and technology and Kikolal Bukarin is ths father, though

I doubt he would like that stranze progeny of Mills, Hosslter, Mallet,

of all menshanists, and these are ny "Pmemies" as I proceed to work

out the philosophic foundations (the Hegellan Absclute Idea and Marx's -
Humanism for the present day strugzles for freadom in the underdeveloped i
econcmies, a aort of counterpart %o MARXISM AND FREEDOX which limited :
Atoelf to the present-day descent from ontology to techihology, it should ke
to sharpen up the edges, )

At once I must make so bold wilih historic bac und as to 1nn1u®i,
both the Afrlcan and Hungarian Revolutiions, even as, suddenly, thout
anyons bothering to explain why, Latin America too 1s included among !
"backward Gountries,™ although their populations are not African buf cf
European stock, nor do they lack cither an “educated class" or railroads
or aeroplanes thwough "jungle country.®™ The one element of truth in E
ths des tion of “backward" pertains to the scomomy but since I take pan,
not the “economy a&s.such,” as subject, I would 1ike at once to make clear |
yhat is.the “thesis®™ I use from Hegel's final chapter, It 1s to be founmd
on p«A6T1 *The self-determination therefore in which alone the Idea is, is

Bl il Rebiint P il

‘hat » the Petofl intellighitsia, and the Kungarian Workers Councils &ll
fought its ideocloglcal battles by unfolding Marxist Humsniem and this same -
dlscovery appears 1n Senegal where Leopold Senghor, for all his apologia fox
De Gaulle, unfolds the sare bamer. (I do not recall whether I sent you :
my review of Senghor's “Afrigsn Soclalism,” but 1'11 find a e copy scme-
where and send it to you,) g

¥ow, in t:!.et,tl..'c_l.‘I to the unfoldment of the Absolute Idea in Hegel's
Loglo, 4ll the way ghancing at which point in it, at the various historie °

stages in the dsvedopment of the Maywist movement, the Marxists "got caught,
The significance of that firat paragraph on p. 4€6, for Lenin at end of 191%
was that the unity of the theoretlc zfaraotical 1dea“a:.>p11ed not so much

in actlon as “preclsely in the theory o Emﬂﬂ&iu.l. You ray recall that i
Just 5 pages before ne reached that ohaplcr, where Hepel deelt with "The Id¢

of the Good," Lenin stressed the actuality of the Idea and “non-actuality !
of the world" by writingt “Allgs Man's cognition not only reflects the

objective world but oreates it." But-Lenin aid not develop precisely that -

aspect, as we shall see, vhen we reach the end of the chapéter.

That saize first paragraph of the A.I. contalns the stopp ng polnt
of today 's African intelligentsia, If you ars versed in their constant -
reiteration of the “"African personzclity,’ you will recognlze thez easily .73
enough in Hegels "The Motlon ip not only Seele but also is free eand subjeo:
Notlion, which is for itself and therefore has not exclusive individuality,
it 1s, for itself, universallity and cognition, ard in its Other has its
own objectivity for sbieet,® wWlthout that personality too would only be ™}
“eror and gloom, opinicn, striving, caprice, and transitoriness...” Sy

All tho arxists of the 2nd Internatlonal,(Lonin up to 1914 .
inoluded) at vexry bdest stopped on pe 467 (if even we give them credit tha

1s of having grappled with Hegel himself instead of soce tertiary s

4
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of him) when Hegel speaks of "the universal element of its form--thet is the!

m o Ag t0 Vulgarization of that "method" surely had not only the .
Cynics and sSPhists in mind a few pages hence-(p. 473} he says the dialectic. . -
"wag often quite neglected by those who were fullest of him in their speech.: NN

(-1 S 1 S
Ths Sscond Internztlisnal not moroly nsglectsd the disleoctlie, but perverted

it into a sort of polish for their organic Kantianiasm. .

N

. Because all Marxists, not eoluding lMarx himself, do llke to
stress method rather than AI, thus pinpointing the putting of Hegel t
side up,” it is necessary to linger a bit hers. Although he stress:s (p.468
that "nothing is elither concelved or known in its truth except in so far
a3 1t iz completely subjest to the methed, " h3 seperatss himgelf si once

those who wouid degrade method to a tool, 2s analy)sts do: “In in-
quiring cognition the method is likewlse in the positlon of a tool, of a
neana which stande on the subjective side, whereby the method relates it-
gelf to the objects In thisiyliloglem the subject is one extreme and the
object the othery..The extremes redifin distinnt because, subeaot., nethod,
&nd object are not posited as the one identical Notionsese"™ (ps469)

In contrast, therefore, lHegel proceeds to definae method for true
congnitions "1t is the fact that the botion is deterrined in and for
itself and 13@1&%511 only,pesause it equally has the significance of
objective.se” The ition here 1s to get back to the determinationf
5
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£ the method. "First we mubt begin from the bﬂﬂm’g_‘{i" and the

‘ » Hegel informs us to the constermatlon of philosopher and
e, “must be inherently defective and must be endowed with the impulse -
of aoir—develomeht.“ i

X The self-determination of the ZREx Idea, as that of peoples, fax
from being world_s apart, cannot be seen in their fullness, "in #nd for
itself™ apaxrt from each other, It is %&is respect that I-just get fed
up with Marxists who keep harping on " ® ag if 1t meant opposition
t0 AsYes OF, bDetter put, want “to threw out God and the Absolute Idea" so
4 ea ({dsas) too 1s burled., In “Historical Materialism,® for exeazpley
\speaks of “soblety" as if indeed it was matter, dead matter o
P8’ I better follow the way of Hegel ir this too and e to have
anything to do with wulgarizers. His admoition that the vulgar refutation !
Iks "we left to itoelf® (p. 474) reminded me of the Ghost of Hamlet's father:
telling Ui all about the corruption of the court, the murder and the o
vengeance he should seek, nevertheleas admonishes him against taking

action against one of the con.?.mtors, hls mothers “Leave her to heaven,® !
If only we had come "heavenT.de : i

What le 1mportant.; says Hegel, 1t ihe source of tiae "prejudkce”
against the dlalectle, 1le,, that 1t gseens_io have only negative réeulisg

and therefore what is of tih: cssemee 1s YTo hwld fast the positlive ink its

negative, and the content of the prasupno tlon in the result, ls the most
icportant part of rational cognition." ' (D.47€.) It l1a hera, where He

deals with the sccond negative, mewj the negative™gf

4be positive, and includes the latter " where Hepel &t¥wBses the subjective
Toy the tranacenddnos of the oppoaltlon between Hotlon and Reality and

that unity which is the truth, rest upon subjectivity alcas,™

We are enteringz the whole sectlon where even the Lenin of poat
1914 found “not clear™ and I believe that the fact that we live in 1960‘
not in 1914, and the faot that we witness both the advanced proletariat's
ttles with automation as well as the colonlal freedon struggles, can
s bresk it dovn. I am not underestina Lenin's conception of "the
sitive in the negative." Ons who led 1517 needs no zinor Reague def
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Long before he read Hegel on subjectiyify, lenin saw “Hasses as Reason, " &11
4if he saw that truth as long back 2571905, was preparing to repeat that !

on & much grander historleal scale, phy then/did this turning point of the
movement of the MNotlon appear obac to ?

Hegel, on his part, hit out against t.he whole trinlicity construc—.
tion of the disleoctic here, saylng "If number is applicable, then the whole '
course of this second immediate iz the third terme.. now, since the foymer .
{the first negative) is itself the second term, the third term may now be
counted as fourth, and the abstract form of it may be taken as 2 quadruptl i
city in place of tripliclt¥esee” (De 478} Lenin's note heres "The distine-

&tion is n.ot clear Lo me; IY not the obsolute eguivalent EX to the more
‘Q\Gvn&uuuu’ T —————

is & e begliifln
he subjeot " r-hs -
X potdt in the movenent or the motion
ssing mnagendence of opposition between Notion and Reality,; -

and that unit.y whlch is truth, rest upon this subjectivit; alone." He flrst
stressed that tyanseendence of contrediction which "is ¢ths inmermst and
most objeciive moment of life and Spirit by whwmiss.virtue of which a
subject 1s personal and free." And a.a Hegel moves to the climaot.lc, uter
m iz extended to system, mme Glic .
D EREEXEx and sven though you muat enter other aphms-ltatm and
¥ind-«he eannot refrain fron aaying that we have onded with transitions,
have entered “absolute Llh!m&n (pe485) "The transition here t:.srefore
mytrt rather be taken to mean thet the Idea freely releases ltself in fom

of its determinate Lo utterly free...the Ndtion erises as free sxistence

that ouf of oxtemauty hne paased into Ateelf; arlises to perfect its
selr-1Aberationsea” (p.486

w all th.‘l.a
- Beruonnl and free" "individual," "liveration,”
"release,” free®, Mself-liberation" cznnot poaa!.bly mean only the
philoasopher finding his absolut.o, as he shows In the Philesophy of Mind

when his own mind r8 to the strugrles a%
8

4 einst slavery. (Nor do I feel
.. like fichtlng with Hegel. over whather Cnristianity or actuality brought

! edom of man into the world; the 0ld Man was great enough & even if he
d1d realcde in ivory towers, tihey were awfully crowded ones--so nuch 80
hat todays freedom fighters in Africa find room there too.)

In 811 #ffakiness to Lenin, I must hers lwrp to Khrushchev and
his atate phllosophars who are supposed to hava, according to Wetter and
Klein and all the opeciallsts in “Sovlety Survey," “reconstitused "the
law of the negation of the negation,” which had baen thrown out as a
feature of the dialectic" by Stalin. £o doubt 1t is true that "negation
of negation® was tco cleose for coufor® to a totalitarian soclety--for
Ehrushchey &s much as for Stalin, xanonewwxex howeverg What is of more
specific note 1s that Sococlet golence, in 2talin's tize, had ot yet achieved
that brenkgj.brouch that 1t hed need of that law.to justify "acceptance of
theory of relativity and rejection of ldemlistlc interpretation in Bohr,"
¥ Lth misalle thrust anl autonated productlon achleved, they haove need of
the law Mwmmmm
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i
Sclence 1s not my fort, and in any case, subjectivity is not for  §
i

the vulgarly materialistic. The self-developing "aubjact”-—-—t.he _
proletariat--not just negation of negation "in general is the 3
anenmy, -and when Karpushin asked that the Early Essays of Marx be i

i

once again-included in the Complete Works of Harx, it wan o
"re-eptablish the law of the negation of negation", to attapk

s dest if he can Hm?at. Hpzanlem where irxan.,
» Decine the subject of all mmanityle-

development
and the QM;% of Ideas be once and for all stopped when

even ac grect a phillosopher as Hezel must perforce return to
positlivianm,

Now then to return to Lenin--the jump to Khrushchev's
R&aala was only to show what can happen to a non~worked-out aspect
f dialectica-—Hegel made him see all the leaps where there was
ualness, a:l tha self-movement vbere there was external -.
reflection of the "Internationsl® or eatablishad socialist perty 4
the wvalue or & theory of knowledge that has within it “all the world-
conmctlonn the motive f‘c-rm 1n the idesl ne well as-the reel,
but the MLEL. the "perscnai and fres", how could thet ordse

g_ﬁgmg untilg after 1917 did not being a new world aocial-“'
ords Something has to be left for our age, no?

In any caee, wh warin remained in
Aenin passed on as saw ilegel laying th

W"W ter ansfoyration of the subjectiviiy of purpose

_ negating object; opposition of subjlective 3
ad to external o'bjao as only first negation, vhile second P
negation taltes place M%g% I_ thls relation between
first and second negation, ead, resides tHe relation between
vulgar and dialectical materialism, for the vulgar meherialist
never gets heron opposition of subjective and to external object.
But the materialist in Lenin so overwhelmed him at this point of
historic revelagion that, you willl recell, he wanted to gtop
where “Hegel stretohed his hard to materialism® as he “ended" with
Nat\t:’re. Since that was so in the .u'r.l:tll::'l logic, but th;re ;:a
another-very lnportant paragraph to go the Sclence of Logle
'i%ﬁ:%i§§§§;§;2%5§§tf°’ our opoeh 16 srecisely on this freey g

liberation who show, both in thought and’ atruegles.
what they are

us and thus compelling me in any ocase to read B
and revead that Absolute Enovledge, Absolute ldea, Absolute Mind _

as each developing s;ruggle on the weorld geéne deepens.

'

I'11l stop 2t this point erd tell ¥ou that if you
are interestaed and wich to corpont on this, I'11 continile to

forward varlous thoushte=in=process ac I work.on oy new bocok-==and
ar Just"dying" to mo to Afrion,

Yours,

Rayax

Bedibg st IR B i A




Nov.22,1960
Danr HM:

Talking out loud eglone is certalnly no substitute for a
dialogue,but the fact that you are in Mass. and I 1n Mich. 1is
permitting me the lliusion that some one 18 in listening. In any
cage 1 feel lapelled once again to return to Nikolal Bukharin's
_-".H*Latoncgl,.&gj_’-eglalisl}_\' My phrase that Bukharin treated soclety
as "depd matter? sounded slanderous and so I turned to his chapter
{IV) on *Soclety" and there (p.B4) read: "We 8ncounter not onli
slmple bodles, which at once impreses us as constituting units (for

e¢x., & sheet of paper, a cow, John Smith), but also mest with com-
pound units, intricate quantities.”

Ineredible it sounds when 2 revolutionary Marxiat
speaks in one and the same breath of*a shest of paper" aid
a humsh being as a "unjt", but it ia the actual, irresistible
ultimte from one *whopnever quite umderstobd the dialesiic® (%o _
uee Lenint's phrase), If soclety can be turnad into such an :
abstraction, 1t shouldn't surprise us that sclence too 1s made into
an abstraction under which human activiiy 4a subsumed., Hegel had !
the right word for that method: "For this reason determinlsa ltself .
suffers from an lindeterminateness which forces 1% to go on to :
infinity; at any point it may halt and rest satlsfled, because the
ObJect to which it hns pagsed over 1s rounded in ltself as g formal
totality end te indsffa-ant to determinntion by another.* {(Lhagter
on“Nechanism®, Sclence of Lozig,ip.352)

Zn place of self-activity, Buxharin, as all good —
determiniets, looks for a:;a‘vﬁm&lim_un; "lsws* of development, ;
uniformity, Indeed, his Mcstllity to delf-determination 1s so absod
lute that he conceives of 2 forms of uniformity, teleology and

causality, and caugallty, for Buxharin, 1s one avent, cause, being

!

|

followed by another event, effect.His thinking is confined within i
i

intellectual planning or what Hegel would call "eelf-determination
applied only externally" (Ibid,p.J391)

Having defined sclence as cblsctive content in and
for itself, NB can classify'bourgeols®ecience and"proietarian® .
aclence according to the abgiract{ univergal of usefulness or yhat
would noewadays be called “nsutrality.* His cholse of *prolatarisnt )
sclence 18 therefore quantitative —it is more "far-sighted®,
Even as today's Soviet #s well as American sclerfey,Bukharinis.
Sslpszkiax keeps using catagories of a lower order, partisularly )
matMematical categories which preclude self-movement and transfor- -
mation into opposite for he seems not very oppresivelymare of the |
fact that specific contents have speciric formai of movement, and
man'e self-activily cannot be subsumed under sclence, whebher that |
is "near sighted" or *far sighted,® Not -nly far d4lstant but ;
ocompletaly unapproachable with Bukharin's categories stands the

young Marx: "To hsave one beeis for ilfe and another for sclence is
a priorl a lie,*

M
-

|

1

I ne-d not tell you that, in ecntrast to Bukharin's

( mechanical materialism {wvhich characterizes pr-cent-day solence), :

dinlectics sees the subject —and-for its~lf determinatese -

wilehi has aprrduvriated ohj-gtivity "Conassuently, the notivity of the

e s not direcled avainst 1teeli‘, for the purpose of absorbing o

and agaimilating a given determination: 1t alms rather at positing

1ts own deterrination, and by transcending the determinations of =
the external world, at giving ltself reality in tne form of

sxternal actuality.” {Logic, II, p.461)
: e
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The fact that present-day sclentiets and soclologists cans
not shine Bukharin's shoea only further emphasizes the fact that
once you identify men and things you fall into the trap of the
fundamental alienation of phlilosophers in class xmmmk socletly

from the anclient Greek dlchotomy of form and apelron, phidosophers
and slaves to 1ts culmination under automated capit aliem where,

as you put. it, ontology has bean transformed into technology. [

Lzst you oonsider my contrary strees on subjectivity as jj
*pure* 1dealism, will you oarmlt me Yo sum up what it 1la I have
been dolng slnoe 1953 when I bacame 50 preoccupled with the Absolut
lIdea? Themm essence of those May letters wae that there is & :
movemsnt from practice to theory ag well as from theory bo practice.g
The reason that it stirred up such a fuss in the eectarian movements:
is that heretofore 1s that this statement of fact was made esuival- 3
ent' to instinclt: workeys, of courge, had t “Pigitt instinct’ and
Msrxiem, "of course,” had correctly generalized this instinct into
a revolutionary theory, bu»...wi thout Marxiet theory the ravolutiona
ry practice would get *nowhere.," Sbove all, 1t was streseed, only
Marx could hsave seen thie where Hegel's 1dea of practice wge for
the theory of knowledge %“cnly.* Therefore, to deduce this movement
from prectice from Hegel's Phllnaophy of Mind ren the argument
sgalnot me, lg elicer gbandonment of the real warld for that of S
ivory towers, & return from the world of action to that of taslk of -
nhiloaophe'-s“ The *philosophers", on their part; were as little
inelined %o be.[nd their ears to the earth and listen for any new g
impglses for theory,fxem A short month after my lectters were dia~
patched the rirst revolt from behind the Iron Curtain staried wkik
8o that both the man on the street and the philosopher, not to
speak of the vanguardists, had to clange the quegtlon: Can man
gain freadom from out of totalitarian atranglehold to Wi 111 he?

From 1953 to 1956 (Hungarien fevclutinn) we were

confronted, on the theornuical frent, by the sudden attaoks
| of Russlan Communiem on Marx's humanist writings which turned ocut

to have been uaed by "revisionist" Marxzists as the banner under
which they foughl Communlsm not only in veslern Europe but In far
away Africa where, on the practical front, the most significant :
revoluticns of our epoch were unfoldirg., As my ldeae on the $
Abgolu.e Ides got vorked up in MARXISM AND FREEDOM they were cuite <
gensral, It was clear I «as walking glngerly net because I found

myself cutslde any'recognized"” zovement but beocause I wna ﬂealing Y
mOré with Marx's age than ours, MXore than 2 100 years divide our ‘
age frod the period when the foander of Marxtiswflret stood Hegei -
right eside up and very nearly diemissed Hegel's com gulsiin to go i
frem the Absolute Idea in the Logic to Hature as "“boredom, the
yesrning for a conteni,® on the rart of "the gbetract thinker who,
mede ¢lever by experlence znd enlightanel beyond its truth, has ;
decided under msny false and 2till abstract cenditions, to abgndon
himeelf snd to substitute his cthe=rness, the varticular, the -
determined, for hls gelf-centalned bntng, his nothingness, his
universallty and hic indetermincteness.” (Critique of theHeﬂelian
Tinlectio! Neverthelpge the vounz Mary casnnot ston there and does

follow Leg,el rrom Nature to Ming, brscking off, hevever, 1k very
short order,.*

Curlously my letter on rhilosoply of M¥ind began uith per, 385, -
without my ksving been awere that Marx had broken hia nss orr at
par.i84, | w | |
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From then on the Marxian dlalectic 1s the creative dislectic

of the actual historic movement and not only that of thought. The
continuation therefore resides in the three volumas of CAPITAL,
the First Internstional, the Civil War in France and the Critique
of the Gotha Program. A rich enough herltage not to get mummifled,
but the objective world has its own way of megnetlising so to speak
a single point in thought,

Only with the collapse of that world does Lenin feel the
compulslon to return to the Hegelian origins of Marxism wigiisut
the Russlan Revolutionhas a world to remake and no time for abstract
dlscuselona on the Absoiute Idea. {Lukacs limite Hegelianisam to
the ginzgle Tield of consclousness a2g organizaticn, or the party as
the preletariat's “"mowing". In any case the period between 1923
and 1953 ia a perlod of standstlll in theory so that the mcvement
from practice finds no theory to match 3% even aa the new stage in
production finds only In the workers battling antomation any new
pointe of dopasrture for theory as for practice,

Now those who stop with *"knowding”, whether they sre
neutrsl pertisane of & technology sens clasas nature or thought ‘
embodiment, or Communist adherernd to partinost, (be it ideellstically
a8 la Luksecs or eynlcaily a la Kgdar), fall to grasp that both in
Hegal and in Marx the question of ihaxskExremskyxmdrtzaiceikain
eognition ir not an cvstract question bul a conorsts, dislesiical-
empirical one of the hoy thought wmolde experlence or gives actlon
1ta directioni, If the whole governs the Parts even vhen the
_.vhecleg 1g not yet fact, then surely,vhether Hegel knew 1t or not;
~— the pull of the future on the pregent also tugged at hia'system
¥ith such overvhelming force that he could not escape 1t, ivory
tower or no iVory tower, any more than personal ospltulation
to the Prussian 3tate could compel his phllosophy to stop there
to genufliect instesd of rising out of it and ever out of rellgion
intc the sbeolute orthe new society he as perecn could not emklsage,

Somelkere D, B, Lewrence says of the relatlonship of
griist to the vork of art: Artiatas are the plizgest llars and are
not to be taken at face value. But that art, if 1t i3 really
grezt art, is Truth pnd wlll reveal both soclety and the ¥ision
of the artiat he hurliez in iz explanstory llies, It is even .
truer of Ehllosonhera in general and Hegel ip particular, = vig
/ uo_fl}_ggt ¥ity sbaorbed is rot for the ohiloscophers, but for tI :
macnes 1T 1e TFe7 who are writing the new page of history which
1o at the rame time a nev slupe in copultien, Even as every previous
gredt gster in philosophie cogniticn was made only when a new leap
to freedcn becamc posslble, so presently the new strugfles for -
Freadon the world  over will certzinly shake the intellacfuals out
of the stupors so that they toc can create freely a new "category,"
7hile I may not be walting bresthlessly for theese ldeclogiete, T am
for the “developing sublect® thut 1ls the "negative factor, " on
can't really mean ihat Jjou are "giving up® the wasses, cerg you?

Yours,




December 22, 1960

Dear RD:

I do not want the year let go without thanklng you for your
letters, I read them several times, but I am unable to dis-
cuss them in writing = there 1s just too much to say.

To me, the most lmportant passages sre those in which you stress

jdgg need for a reformulstion of the relstlon between theory
prectice,{and>the notion of the new Subject, This is
indced the ke§\~End I fully agree with your stateksnt that
ike solution 14es 1n the link between the firat and second
negation, Perhaps I would say: in the gelf-tranaceundéncs of

msterielism, or in the technological Aufhebung of the reified
technical apparatus,

But agein, glthough I em trying hard, I cannot see why you
need the Absolute Ides in order to say what you wsnt to
say., Surely you do not need 1t in order to demonstrate the
¥arxien content of self-determination, of the Subject, etc,

e very concent of the Absolute ldea is altogether tied to
and justifes the separation of materlisl and intellectual
productivity at the pre-technological atege I Gertainly you
can "translate” slso this psrt of Hegel - but why translete
if you csn spesk the original languesge??

Please don't mind my all too brief and inedecuate reaction,
T am still too much sbsorbed by these snd other oroblems,
Put one day soon I hope there will be more,

With the very best wishes for the new year,

e

A ) ki
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-\:\ 2s doubt, did.

'athat:cevar rcr the eopty Ablolu“c of }‘ichts, Scheluna. Jr'obn

e S

" Idea, Althouzn he cortaluly livsd in 2 pre—teahno‘aefcal erg, it waa

"_ or the dlzcovery ¢l the Matertaliat ¢ '
. .. tees just Copbrleal, rather than dlalectical, coaprehs=naive,” total

e e te e e e R A T
. P . :&_”t . .

I ru blzd tu set Jour note of Da exter z-znd azd uérry': .
')'ou had no chaace to dcvelop Jour ideas at gr2ater leogih, I az .-
~ leonlag forward to aesinz you 282 have yau expacd oz this In perionm.

i« e The January lecturs in Boston fell ithroush, tul I 40 ha7e a seriee .
: j;_;ot three 1n Springfisld the last wesk 1n February and the first week

‘An March. ” Plsase let 2¢ know vhere 1 can reach you bty phkone acd whan

I got there I'1l maka 1t my Lunlneas to coze up ta Eoston for at 1nst”
-8 8sF, and while that won't e

A

_ _ aust the a'::loluta !cu *wln azke & 11:1..
dent ln lt. N

R

e, 1 nhould 1L 'xs; to dlvldu wiat I hau tc say lnte tao pnrts.

t fo-2irat dealinz with your questlon as t.o why I need the .n:aoluta
Id9a... wbr tranalsia 1f you can ejesk 4ha origizal 1 laczuageti® I
disazres with jou wienm you say thal "Tha 7vary concept of the Abzslut
" Ides 12 altousiler tlad tc and Juatifies t‘.'.e s=ps-atlon of ::"e:".at.
and 1ntallectual .reduetirity at the pre-technclczlical stage.® 1t

was not the pre-techzologliceal stazs that lagelled Hezal to the Atacluta

. the Ffast trat the Treazh Revalustlen had not Irouzht akout ths allleniuz-
Reascn, freedca, 32if-Literation--walch lapelled hio fowards %hs Alaa-
lute Idea. 49 we Zzaw frog hlz 2iras 3zsisa, hwe coul2l'd

SV ‘tcuyu t"le
Lledslin: ;rolstarial as tha.. abzoiute n"zsuvi:y which would recon

soslety, but. he didn't juat™zive u;™ when he stopped ahort with th.:t
wori.

to khaye acc9,ted ths Biate =3 the

Iniofar as he ccauro:und vlt.h the rruatlan State, he 3 ﬂe*gg

Atacluta and tha ﬁgnc“‘“-'az in "iu. v
-REaTrae Yarz, 1a facl, weg transforssd Sros tha pat**

wurgeeis 1otalleqtual lnto th2 Hatx wa raoew U7 Bg ,.r.rcund & crit 1..'.10
of tthe Fhilosorhy ol Rizh% that tha materlallst comooptlioa of history

was bern. But, in all fairneas ¢o5 Hegel the pklleaogher, he just -
couldn't stop either at the State or e7en Rallglon or 1ts Art (Torasi
- of the Spirit, but procseded o2 to the A, I, Wky? Why,whsn you 2on-

_slder that ha had troken with all praceding philoaophy and had no use ' |

-

- Let's sparaach this frea anotha.
ta Hegel pnd constactly treziing from hinm,
inllosophy of

y--v.arx' eon-tant r-m."n
AZier Aarx. Critlque of t=

Right ¢age the Critique of the Hes2ltan Dialestle,

“whre he breaxs with the Absolute Idea--and he hed to treek froz 1t

:meagtlon of History would have
and huaan--it 1s no longer juat ssterisl foundatlon wa, ayper-struciura:

T it 18 egsins® the de-huzanizatlosn ¢

% 2 tha Idos, snd while he is at is,
.-he rightly reJecu

Mind wiey the whole camay trasis off, ¥ith the 1848 Revolutions,

-t B e e Sman e S

¥

L
’ . APPSR PP
e A rabiabase

[

. te phllosopher as the yardatiok withcut forzetting, :
% however, also to Preak with Feuerbach's snthropologicsal materialisa

: .2 and wulgar coazunisa. By that tlue}pa ka3 barely zernilonsd Absoluts . "

- Marx ce"ta!nly khas po further use for Hsgsl, ard yet in 1059 ne 1s° e

tack szaln, If you contrast tie "ooprinz® Tof Hagel in the fora choaea"

5, -for Gritigue of Pollitical Eosnoay azd ln the language of the Grundriace "
“iwisth hls yecoreation of the Dislectic Irom the lifo of .the historle pe*lod;f
'S nr.-anco thn.t. thla tosak troa Besal. t.hn tlnal trsn:cerde

185].-67. Jou Aaad

" .
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,fr 2 3% S
the " gemral a‘.:solute hw of cn.-italis* ace -umls on. a!:t! ror "he
Teggtion ¢f the nezatlon™ the new passloes and new forses, And;
.wnen e returna to Cepltal afier the Prench ¥ am‘ution {7.C.) and
.' inaerta chanpes - of hd-;:e'aerx' Faelentiftc value roth in C‘.‘.epter Cne .
-ofl the Too2 of value and 1z the Dart on Accumulatlen 13 uliizate do.”
 7elogment Lo the ccncensratlon of Zaoital 1n the handz cf ¢ n*-wl-
- eorporaticn, - he at the same tize makes the “rurely technicsl" chence

_‘, of elimineting Bart Kizht 235 o npsrgte ,srf.. ‘suterdirzating it to s i A
- Chapter follzwing’ u;mnsz sccuzulatica, -TEat 1s to eay, the Ris. ~t &

.Ftorisal tendsncy, the whole mavegent' tro... prizltive sccumulation: thrcuah
c:pltnnst}.c t.q t.h-z atropriators taing exproprtnta" ‘now 13 not. o

- "Just a mezatlon of the:nezatlon "in geveral® tul the szcelifically selt.%‘ |

derslopins sudteat i 53 legzieal phi 1s9cohtsal, aistorical and
i:dlv!.dua.l developmert,” ‘!ou wi1l remsaber Yhst he makes scTe grasiy o .
at the" ;re-’ec‘wc", rics. prelstarian-.the srituan--tc the fully- '
de-.fa.o;w. tudtvideal who will Rasva’ stsa:-‘.:r:! he ‘aah*c’c.ﬂc... aahieraa
enty c".d wa w!*l ret to "ﬂ.ﬂ' Sub'.er:‘.‘.*:"‘ when W2 TRtutn 43 !-‘.'«»e.. azzin

-

: . -Aznl::. w the .!."*Eoluta "dﬂ:. m‘v t."'ls t.'.:-.a ‘*-*t-t 1‘
throuzh with Lenin' s nea:.‘. It would, af sourss, be covusevxae tc
esngldar that without Ma transfor=ztian inte c*posi*! * TR3L he found
ir Bazel, Lexin weuldn't hoave kncw what %o do eloul the ‘?t""al el tha
3acond Iﬂt-r::-.lansl That =an Nevar weqered 7or cne zecord on what V3
"do with or witrout Hegel, Eut tZe ne2d tc breaz-with hla own zhllcaszale
Teat, that yulzar msterislism to which his “¥aterisllsz znd E-..;lrla-.
Crlt.!.cia" gaTe the green 1lzht, the need Tor asalf.lilerstizn in thegan!
Zust tsve teen ovaryewaring for hizm to haye f21t 20 7e¢ry much st heme
-with that tdeslist Hesgl."a3d irdeed ke laarnad thaet the fracdoe, the

‘n" 2 freadam "-'-a .'.":..3 Tavea 2 veneraiizasicn 1a P rﬂ'l eMP f7cs thne

X T=;erleal, the factusl, tre deed %o whes-2 cnme truly Tescker 3 ney nuzen

I

dl:-rl'.on. ‘rh'.nlf of hls writine, snd ell te hizaslt ..t thae, "2an's
c»‘n‘tlan nu’ o':.y re lectl the world Tul crastes 1 . R

A o e
.

e I will take on ly oue Bin gle sentence trn: :-!eul “roa tha .
At:aolute Ides crapter which so prscecupies sy every vanm =caent,

and Ttranslate® it and you will see et orce ths: though ail iransistions =

ere "correst"™ 3nd surely-histcriecal, they sre by fer-fres ezhsusting

v . .
Ju e

-

-t

N

t

what Hasel meant, 24 therefore,. t.he constent compulsion ts return to . 'j :

~ hlm, -The sentance 13, "'!:c salf—dvt' tnptlan In Wwhish 1l3nz the 1dea

18 18 to hess itsels s:en: “TIf smy wam undsratagd 22lf-detsratostion o

. ip the Marxian sense of self-cetertization of natlona, 1% certainly %e '
Lenin. At leest there.you wculd have thou:bt he would have no need for
_' Eegel. Yet, 1f you countrest whal self-dateraination of natlons mesnt
%9 Lenin pre-mu, when it wss Terely 3 prizcisle, tc what 1t zesnt
o ;ost-.*)’# uhen 1ife snd theory srd okilosoaphy aczblaed, )t will te

~ clépr thet two Aiffsrest worlds,. nét contrsdictory nerhaps, but .15 ¢ rcrent, '-»
T sre at . lasue there,, 'or. 771916 when the-Iriehk Revolutlon had occu"red '

Lo
‘.."

solf-Cetersination wasn't sozathing that wss telne ziven by princinled.

- Karxlsta, tut scmethins that the manses were’ cet'lm and -2lving to

S ¥erxists,” mw____'_w);sm::..nr for thelr revalution whiek had bean bctrayed
the Yantllyy fhat wauld brinc onto the staze the proletsrlat in _-.ctlcr.'
"or:ee ‘agalz; snd after 1917, whan it iz the Bolshavi.:s who had to de =
“dofad the giving, snd when 2 Euxhartn was willlnz to take lirersies with
1t, tecause wov. e, vere at a'Thlaher™ staze, how that rwolutloﬂpry -

Soea

d!ﬂectnu‘hmn o ~"b!t_out. arc,!.n ‘the Will ke was ‘to. rca!w' the worlid - °

dtocd th JDralectt c-u,I'n t t at |c~ethtns
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s for & relanl stn:an to 'both-r hlaz,j.i 141 on his dy' na bed'l
~ (D14 you xnow tb.at. 1922 Lanlzn ones agald? gel'l Logis and with it
that ralizious philosopher Ilyinm, who, 13 his Cozzan? tary on ths Logle . =
¥a3 £0 illuainating on ths gquestion of ‘Aoncrete, that he inalsted that.‘ PR
Ilyin, ths reastlonary, bo freed fTaa Jalil?) - : T

¥ow 21l that zsant pelf-dsteratnatlon in 19 4-24 m:d 1.’.
I took only the political traznslation, how wz3 I to huve 3e93 dhe _
.huzaalsz 1 the self-dstermination of the African Decnds, 1950-307 - ,. -
,®*Ths sclf.datarainatisa in which alone the fdoea is 18 %0 hear itself ™
.pea.‘.:". acd Li apeaks with a diffcront volce now, and to ta edle ’o haa>r .
1t thore 1s 1 gesessity not only f2r the pructlse of haurlnb taday's nusu.
Sut 43 theory of Kesel'a philsaaphy. "

-

IANX auas rur"\a* Juatifr gruelf, I would 3y t‘nt rrnnkl:
Surling tha 1343%a, whea I £irst becas: enizorsd witk tha nnluta Tdae,
1% was juat oul 2f loyaldy o Marz end Lenin; Hagel was stilil mardiy
wors than zitterlal, slihoush by =y the ms!.: of his languazs g0t to
ae ovax 12 I goaldn't pzad tas notea. Eutl oncs the new %techneloglieal
pericd of Autoaatizn zst %o the alnars and ’,‘ﬂs; atartizd askxing queatl:na
atout wikat Ilnd of laber, the Tebturm %o the early XNarTx Jeasnt alio tie
late d2gel, 43 I sald, I 4o 22% a3rs3e with you that ke Abtaglute Ydea 1
related 12 2 pri-teskacslosiscl atase, E_o long a3 clasies atill e::-s*.,f}_
%he dlalectlcs will, and 4.3, wlll fovever ahew now racotai] Taat I &0 -~
agres wilh 15 ihabt cpca on 4ae world scale, we have reashed thae u..ti-«.\'a.
in techrolosicesl ds7alapuens, then the respyonses of tha masses i3 the

. Pre-tiahnclezlsal wndar-207elozad viorncmlies are the l;"ur tc seelzg the |

S0RAEIALTZ Ny 1n the Avasivie Tdes, e 14 Saokiard Iseland in 1316,

sr beckward Rusala 1o 1317, or tacksard Africs 13 13530Q, scoshow tha.'
a530luiae nezativity af 5139.. asmead into play. :

mrm eweine & e b el

Cns flaal waréd on why "transiation” 13 no sudst 1tute Lor
Eeszel. It has to do with the 1iaity of ke a3s one livea wifith, which
. arestas the concrote, Lut” also__gxhnu:;,a_ u and there 1a need for retumm
‘;@( $0 the atetract, She B u::ivnr:al‘ﬁ!.ch will tascme ins nev ocnereta.
' TFor axasgple, ror Lenin's age "tranaforaation 15to oprosits™ was the
category. walle cognitlon,nct only reflectins tut eresatlng, was 1efs
-alone, To &% %9 4 nsy relal iarsa.p of titory ard practice, or a now
Foumdatlsn, 4RIry wss 4 _wbew consrwhs in 1ide to orest? s noyw 3%a3a of

™ §r1lon3-nic ccznltian, s rctur:: to nasei ¥a3 necosur; Or ab least
neaded 1%, , . . ’ '

.
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' ¥ow %2 tho ssoond Teason for this letter. I m ehd ycu
‘agres that a reforzulation of the relation Letween theary and praciice
“and the potion of a pew 2udjeci 1la ths Xey.” ¥Without g new forzulaticn, |
" tha s#00nd negatlon could Be diverted us it is by the Stslinlets, to © .~
mean & pe¥ objast--a technlique, s uputnlk even an ICEX--1nstead of ¢hy ' .
.self=d€éveloping sudleat, Of courss, teochnology means the conditions for
unlunaln:. tut witheut & nov subjeat ove would automatically relspes
-to the staty or “Salence” doinz it. I do not know whether you hsppen 7
.40 have reszd the latest issue of "Technolczy and Gulture™ (¥inter 196),}

” rwhere A. Zyorokine, the Ed1tor.in-Chief of the Hussian Heview of the

.. =His%ery of ¥orld Civilization is attempilng %o do the same thing with

. - Oitﬂvitymof aia with valus, tuat i- to
G
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na:. dunudei’or Lta clasa cantent I s writing the Journal a letter, =< -
which I'will ‘enclose for you. The polrnt I want €0 3axe hers 18 that |
Tulzar saterialliss, whish raats ugon 3 contosp’atlvs attituda %ovsrd -
reality, has, whoa 4% 13 in powdr, 3 7ory vindlcatliva at2ltude %o the T
zelr-davalo;lns subjact, Thias it triea %o hide, eliner by d*ar:cardins I
t&s subject o tranafc*:lnt ths objzct Sclsnce 1nto “Su‘jec‘

N _..

-l'.'a'-'_.“.fi- L

N
% g

L .. A nsw besinntns 3u3t te aade, needless to aaz not frog tbe :

o Object but ths Subdlect, That, I hoje, 13 what you 32aan ty 'tha gelf. .
tranacendance cf’ mnterlalln: . Let me return ooce agaln to Hazel acd
that k3y-paseages on the Second Negatlon and 3ubjectivity: (Fage A7T7)
"Ihe negativity which ka3 juai baen constdared is tae turaisz-jolnt
2l the povenent of the Nceilon, It la the sizple paint of neaativs
gelf-ralaticn, th2 Lnnerza:. 1zurse of all sativity, of living and
apiriteal self-zovemart, the dialestis azul whieh all truth has in It
zred throush which it alora 1s truth; far Lhe ”.nacunenn~e of ths
ospoaition teitwsen 4h: liotlon and Reullzy, 124 ihat Lﬂltj winich 1a the
trath, Tsat upon thls sub;e»tlvlt? slone,”

I

.
Nhmak s M

i

[-8
To overcorca the iég”rtc.a: 02 taklns e
te the real one Dad to o aore 4han Just Lo ¢csnirns
Appearanze, Lanin, ia hly petatoois, L3 Rapyy when h2 3ela aver %tz
rtnal leuslo* cn .aseqke {Cauzallsy) recausy Lt perzits hiz to breal
which iz2ludea 4he lialtatlons of tha
sclantifiu nethnd, that i3 to 2y, ke ua.essry,oﬁ:iauzali 7 lqeeomie

P Lt
-

..:'

#xzlalin the relstlcuahl, Letwesn mipd and zatter, |\ IEs catezorles Ly 1_:

whizh we will paln imewisige of the etjlectlzaly real: Tanim 3Rc5, mre

Fraedca, Iblaativicr,’ “a.‘an.\ Yaéde, thon, are Lha zra"altiu-, er

tetter y2i tranassndanee, o¢ ot lecsive -deallan ints paterlallss, s3 ¢
. -well a3 of vulsar matariallam 1nto trus subjeetlvivy, w ulch Zas a“sorted
* .tha oblect,  And vet, 1t la preslsely frsa Yhi: pas3ags of Hessal whioa

-+ 1 Just quoted that Leain writes tihat thls zlay over whethsr thera is

o 3 tripl olty or quadrupllsity im tas dlalectle, 13 unclear to-ﬁl:.

ani T

PR R Y. o

v

(Incldﬁntly. Guradruplloliy, %netead of tripllcit:. Rad a‘so
a lpeclal though a s=2ccnéary intarsit £3r pns tecasuss I ua'c ta te quite
3% a lo33 %o underataad why Hazel, in tha Encyelopedla, LLlats thres
Attiltudas o 0‘3eottvtt ’ whalch rx:lucec ¢ Eagellac d'slactic, :Lnae
Irea Rant you go,not to Hezal, Tutl Lachward to Jncoai It would ths
msenn that there 12 p feireogregalon in hletory and the fazous tri,llclty
of tho dialectic aust really Bacoxe a quadruplicity Yefore we finally
resch the Freedonm of the Absolute, " But here, in the Jolence of Laalo,
we ara desling not so much with altitudes %o objsotivity as to sslf. -
L dovelo,sent of - asll-gotivit I3 eny casa, the realﬁgoﬁnt to ua here -
= 1 the imuanent dateralupt on"--the “33&!-:#61:% uovexent and s
,f- acttv!ty (Eaae h??).r_:~.__::_ P R

e 1
. ¥

- LR e
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Thu tollovlns ard lnat peges are all on nelr~rela*ion.f L
peraonsl and fres”, frae release, self-literation, and 1t ia all dsae
¥ig th three novesents of Universal, Partlculer, and Individugl, which .
*BAs characterized tha Sclence of Lozl: as a whole, as wall a3 1: eueh et
its sectiors. 'Lét 34 reirase 8y step onee asaln to Fase 4791 -"The - &%~
‘beginnins vag the unlverlal: the result 1: the lndlv.daal. the concrote -
snd . the gubjeot™-.. SRS R o R
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, . ind yet, the dlaleetlo metzzd, "ths metzod of trutht
. haa here exiended 1te2lf into z 373tam, Unleas one fully }'olda
" on %o the Zaet that 1% 1s o3ly bacause tha rauul‘ haa tean "deduced
ard dezonatTatsd™ {Fage 430), be L3 lilxa %9 give vp at %hls ,oia*
278 3ay t2et's where Hegel muat rzally e :t*ce cn hls head Tesause
ks 18 rothing mere than an ldlaallsi, srfiar all, who has jet ons cther
. Rystea to prodszy a3 hina "Ataolutas”, and his own at that. But, nelih
the "syataa” zmor the foundatlcn 1s any longer a mere aasunjilan, and T
" we Bave 10t stozped zoing to the obj°ct1‘:a for aronr. It dcas not csze
~out of the philoasorher's nead at all, eltiough “esch new atags of
extericrizetisn (that 1a, of further dsterzinaticn) is alao an

lateriorization, and rreaf.er attousiss te also blzbsr lnisnaliy” :
" {2z3s AED).  Ho doubt, Lealz hers agiin tdgX heoart azd near the very
next sentana, Tih? rtches scnaeguently 17 -?aa\ tha uost ganarata”,
referved us task to Cppital, Indaesd, 13 is al ‘:lu acict zZe3 llze..
whaa My owrsh: 83 frantleallyr to the Jrapnd Incycleopedla, asking waos
me goulln't afier 311 33A11 odd sazsthltzs on the &lalicile, evan a!

rs-nsd aozeluded 42 nimsell what no Maralit in e pasl hu.‘:'-a”"“""

hod understcod - da,ltal, wilee 14 123 {oscaalibis ty underaltand witl
tre whala af tns L:.-L... £latory, howor:pr, putilng Sarriara even bl
n 5an4.ua li%e Lerln, he re -aln=d r:,.ples when he eoudd {zvstani” .ha:
he Lozls ended wish Hazel's extendin: a"iand %5 =a% e*iali:...." Teearude
n a tot :-....t.;r the u:“:y st .-o.ia:s azd Really, ;-..e all asau =2 &manhves

tha fam 0f Natura, whickh Lenis Tiraaslated® a3 "dreatlza®,

I a3 gertaluly 231 for tus ur;c'.lza of thr 1:LT Reve
Eut ev:3y a3 Lepl:s ha? o liva alio wiil wiat

30 wo ¥so Havd Lived -lu..: ahay "*:'.:-‘*:-::: -.:.':.;*:'
*n.a‘. ylod the sell.devaloslaz sus

44.-‘

u’..lcn.
Raj: P":l s’!‘.z‘.'“, 1517.2
fwr near four dosalas

<%, %he nye 3ulless, a..d nw, 236
13 iza cau::‘..‘.r;r and rasarﬁlng a aa-s-.:!.r!.- lagar in tae® proletzrial
(aJ gealna our “arisissrats o.t' 1abor* azd for Marx’ dcz;e.. and lcusr
-rrat.a____,.n;._ hzye goniinuad ihe re-m..ut.!.onar: tazulae), nevM thas!
. Zaptrates the whole warld™d That 13 why it 13 13p023ible to 169% anIy
lt the sd7acced wcotomy; what L3 why. 15 pegessary o loox ilso a%
ke nost_Y-ackwards—asd._thab_ls why- t“;a ® yarld oust ba our couniry, l.e.,
ﬁ:.:_f,,g;-..r of the self-devalsplas sub) jecs. Secx thec to shat final
raragresl of ..Eu"'r."'I"—_dE Tnstasence tSat we Rive mot Just renchsd
a maw treasiilon, thas ‘,hn écteraina'.ion L3 "an ataslute B i
heving po furthar immsdiate datsymizaticn whiech 13 not equally Dastted
acd equally Notlern, f‘ona-qt.m tly thers 13 no transiilicn in thle ryreadea.”
ALTte tranalilan hera, tharc.ore. puit Trailier be takm to mean thst tha
- 1dea freely releasss Ltaalf in atsc lu‘.e 32lf-3ecurity and galf-repoae
By reacox of this freedod 4he forg of 1%a detoruilnatencss also 1o utterl

free--the axtoraallity of s.»m.s u.:d tlne walek 1: abao‘ut-sly .hor 1tuel£ o g
nnn \r.thau. l\le\.ctlﬂ.?.J. B

- - 4 - “-.‘
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o LYou" sex I am not. afraléd alther or zm nzate..' of Hagellizn -
..ona..hz. nor of the 12eallsz2 of tha Abaolute Idaa,  The A, I, is S

_?.___ asthod of cognition Tor tha =700h of the struggle faor troadcn. o

,nlloso;hlc cogn.tion i3 not & sysi=a of ghilososhy, But the coux!.ti."a

- of -any object, g ou~ "oblogt" belns laler, Ine unily of cbjecs A

aubjeot.. heorx and ;r;‘.uca-;_bd the transec anaes of ths rtrat nosaucn s

'; . . n‘




bims,

Gne ninor vord on ths queation ts to why Fa:e.ﬂ csntlnuud i

mter he"ended™ with Hature, whlch is the way he onded the axaller R
Loglo and which la the lo.;,inal trensition irf you mngxﬁhaxm
transfora his Selesnce of Losie Into & sBystem as he 41d in ths th;,rclopedii
~and meve fros Logie o Nature to 8pirit or Nind, o
yolumes té hls’ Cazitul angd likcwige was golng to en:‘. t.hc n rei goiwse
"logleally®, 1,:. wlthout ~entering thls sphere of: Acoumulation, '
he decided, he. -
Ui s mere"suzmptl n of al 1 that preceded, but, to u,hsw @y e:a...ian phr‘ase‘.
'.- cuge. agaln, "tr . pure Nsilen walen: forms & Notisn of itserr® » e almo "M
.'ﬁ'n»luded en‘antlicl;atlon of wiat Volumes II and IIT would contaln, ST
. Volume -II, as we lmov, ia far from ..aina Kature;: con thﬂ contrary._
"1t is that ‘ante.at 0, pure, lacla%ed "cingls soslety™ {"aceclmlles in:
one country,”if yocu --leue, only Marx thouzht It was state cup Ltansn}
It was so pure and a3c loglcal and so unreal that c..m;le,sely din-_,
- organized pcor Rosa when she controeted that phanfaszazoria to the
rapac!.oun taperialliss living off cll those unler-developed co:.m.rien

-1t oonguered, And, firally, he tells us elao that he will indeed :

poma Anun franm f'ﬂgcn. ha‘f’hin te fags tha whols gonarete =383 of

clpitaliau nnd rates of ‘.rottt &d s.eculstlon ard ch"a..lng, tut we .
“would only lose iheasheiaxzm=idsixix gll knowledge of what soclety -
renlly is 1f we reveriod the method, And even though Volume IIT

~ stopped befors he hed & chance to davelcr the chagter on Jlasses,

“;: Wwo knoWw that it was not really the olaaas ut the £yl znd fras develop

- ment of the lndlvidue): that vould 8lgaify » negatdisn of & negatlon AN
. that waa” notm.-ely destructive- ol “the old, “But domastructize of tae new.”
-In tkis sense, ard in thisg szasze only, Hagel 8 1last sentence about . i
the Notion perrectlns "its self-liberatlaon 4in the Fhlleacpny of apirit"
~must be’irarslated; stood rizht-sife up. And Hezel will certalnly '
help un & lot inthat boot a8 he 505: on to desor&he treadom, not. as

AL

ROTY whnn I ‘see yuu elt.her the lnat week ¢f Fobdruasy v or 2% rat “ak‘jor;%:
: Hareh, Let :ne Jnow vhich_is more convenlent rox. you. T e




