- RANDCH THOUGHIS ON 2 RESPONSES T0 MY LETTER ON THE IDEA OF COGNITION
BY DUPRE: AND GA KELLY., ghough they both sep \
-with ms-bscause’ $hsy ars non-Loninisis @pa’ reLigiou

they are very different when it comes t0 what they 7 -

agree with,

~ Thus, Duprgr=says that he has looked at the Hegel : S
text as well as my interpretation and disagreement in relationship -
to Lenin being wrong. Hg nevertheless sees no conflict in Hegel — =
between ihg Logic and Smaller Logle, aince even in the Smeller
( 35) Hegel makes™1%t clear that though practical will
overcom&d the ons-sidedness of theoretical, ths Absolute Idea.- -
does a lot more than ... achieving will; - MR S
FEREN Hy; 599, "1t leads to the Absolute Idsa," ‘wheroupen
ha_quofes gara. ® that says that only the unity of subjecgive
.and .oh antiva P> a0 o a s i mm se oo L gy Onhe:” e
concludes "hencéﬁnéf%hggafégfg 3ﬁ§p%%é fgg{g's ig_gggggtationa

That is when he gets into &% my interprstation ot . ... -
“Apsolute Spirit which "is 2 more complex issue. I do ot) think
though some intergreters do, that the Absolute Spirit cdn be so
‘radiecally identified with the Absolute Tdea =zs I thought you were
willing to do." Nevertheless he agrees with me (which is more- "
than GAK will do) that “the sternal idem is Besseless motion, the
movement itself,"wherapon he begins disagreeings "But I no
‘longer follow you when you call the eternal idea 'revolution
in permanence'. Your social interpretation is, in my opinion ,
not supported by Hegel's text, The entire concept of soeial
revolution belongs to the practical order which itself is naver
absolute, I suspact that the real answer to your question ligg*
in the Philosophy of Right." Fx
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graph, whieh-elaims that Marxzism is(%a reduction of what Hegel .
places Within} the Absolute Spirit % L mere” "ideoclogyl <= as Marx @B
openly admitted, At that point,hhgyﬁxszlﬁénterpreta on bvecomes

o W/ ~ ( Be very sure to re-read the Izt Ppart of %his para-
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3 %ﬁﬁi' “ tation with para, 577 as being an{'s "entrance %o the
S Q§¥/5°§i§§y'- I would rather read it as an entrance in
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iri with "that not being a "Leninologiat“

S and no't ‘having rsad his notes. on Hegel for many years, ke
isnt't really cjearinbutffeels,he*agrees_with .|me on my. critique,
dnee’/"practice and voiition were of higher value 16 him-+%
' ie' or indeed Das Denken", promising ms_hae wil

write in greate 3 er he las ha‘.‘d 8 chance "to ma.tch

" the thoroughness.,.” that I supposedly achieved . Whersupon -
he mekes it clgar that di s%grgemenf 'gith me o? Len%n s

- not eny scrt of enfersement of my interpretation of Heggels
. Juho, for pe, iafol) ?‘- revolutionary philssesh@%in The sense
o compranenulng The Absoiute either as ‘the new soclety’Em ™
or as'ceasoless mation eso that permanent ravolution'. He

is a revolutionist in his claim for kyowing and the manner.
of thoss claims; JEstRimoecamoiazioe saed they cannot ba
“denieéd a presumed impact on soclety,® “After wm. shy "he

begs off bacauﬂe we would just be rehearstng ou old
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uﬁ.K then says that what he is real;y 'talking about
is the question of the relationship of % ® objective and
abgolute and that oblective to Hegel is history, politics, »
social and "as such it seems a part o_i:;na.t@rggg preponde*‘antly
0, and lend%uli,j&the Marxist vergion'®, He gives
'eredit to Marx“in only one el arnt” Hegel's true
nterest is not the Philosophy of Right but Logig .., Lngic
is not used to prove the nature of the state, but’ the state /%__
is used to prove the Logic," (Kelly is referring +o O'Mailey's
translation of Marx 's "Critique of Right,"p. 18 )

(This lamt para. ghows him more religious than
even Dupré‘ and even than Hegel, Work it out.)

: He also quotes in German from the Philosoznhy. of Right
the Z. ﬂam para. 13. I will leave Gieﬁcowski be.
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