September 28, 1986
Doar Raya,
I really found interesting Lowith's discussion of Mirx's break with Hage)
and its rootedness in the doctoral thesis and the need for rhiloscrhy to found
n nev Athens, on the sea if nscessary. Regel has been on ny d lately since
I d:ld a gection on. that in a sociology class I am teaching
read chap. 1 of m*and then Pindlay cn the Philosophy of Right ahd a br:lef
pasnage from Hegel'a PR, W truck by Findlay's statement that %—w,u
" trensition frem Consci:ntiousness to Wickedness is quite scandalous, since the moble
of .- Consciencne is surely cne of applying the Rule of Right, or of giviang
. contont to the vague notion of Welfare, whereas the rrinciple of Wickedness
" 48 .o thmt of rsjecting these notions root and branch"(322). Findlay then o

chides Hegel for finding no @tter instanca of perverters of Morality than the
or Jesul ..EB Tuis the P R uhere

nwe groblen arises not from  explicit hypooriey, fEfD)tron
& situation vhere®'the moxal and the good are determined by aut;hority, with the .

result ©_x that there ave as reny reasons are thers are authom Zor supposing
\f pd that e\n.l is good, @theo;ogiaﬁs, Josuits especially, have worked up

these cases of - conacience tnd multiplied them ad infinitum,". SDoes thie type
of cr:.tiﬁue of the establ hed Church, which you of course hc.ve roferred to
e

eanecm.-.ly in PSR as ha..mg a reiatmns:u.p to the needed critique today of
the Party, have any reht:,onshn.p to the rew hook? :
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Deay Kéving

¢o« Now then, back to philosophy. ' Findlay has bacome
ny*main enemy" , Philosophically, I was so impressed in the
BN €78 with his Re-examinntion of. Hazel, which made Hegel
Very aiive, very neariy contemporsry. wnen i met him at the
HSA Conference where I spoke I was quite dissppointed becguse
he ig a Scuth African and wns ¢txying to be for tha Blacks but
"understanding® of the whites, and what I consider daring (I
‘really mean having tha gall) to say I should understend those -
characters since they are like the R sgsians who lozt their
Cherry Opchards, and then mai‘tioning everyone from Chekhov to
Turgenev, etc. etc, But I dxd not FBKEINE make of it a
category, end doubt I even menticned it to any othsr comrade,
Now that I am deeply back into philosgophy, I have remet sil
his stupld, -arrogant, psrverse “Prefacss® to all of Hegel's :
works, and realize why I have kegt px-eferrinf the old transla=-
tions to the new Miller translations. Hera is why, ' It is not
Just language. It is not just the arrogance of a P,B.A. .
prefesaor.: 1% -is actuaslly attempting in. s very tortuous dut
serious and scholarly and erudite way to totally reverse Hegel
and meds his Absolutesthe equivelent of God, God, God, whethsr
i1t is the Ehencmenlogy, Science of TLogie, %cxc;c‘m,edia {his
fovoritsl-- anything that i3 e gystem or s Rierarchy is his.
favoritei. end of course, Philosephy of Right. -

i Just love what you caught him in by looki'ng up

.. «.What Hegel actually sall on p. 257 of Philoscphy of Right,

, ... Witich i5 the gost profound, heautiful descriptio of Jesuit
casuietry, as egainst Findlsy’s crying for thosE poor theo- .
loglans whera ha chides Hagel.®For finding no better insiance
Qf -Hew&w+ﬂhm Gf Wacom & deve  dolumne . A ” :;;a n ﬁisﬂ
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cugs this further when I see youes

.o Lat me say just one more word on the quastion of
the goelology of religion. Or whatever it was called way back
in 1947. W#hen I worked with the worker~priests in Franca
at that time and the Christian Humanisti; were so famous and
actually conpeting with the Existentisilste ahout whether Qod -
was dend, CIRJ &nd Crpce immadintelv used thet nonmense ..
- to fall %o aet upon Hmxist<-Humanism. On the other hend,
when 1% came %o 1959 and I was supposed to have a discussion
with AlSadals UasTntyrs and-¢hs Absolute Idca, hio told me ha
had no time for such nonssnse because he had to Ye up .t SAM
- to distribute leaflste for the Trotskyists, All this suddenl =
.. --G0brace . of Trotakylsm after the sudden break with Gatholieism,
nappenad ir. the &i'weeks that it took me to get to England after
@R he had reviewed so enthusiastically my M&XF for the University
gnd Left Reviaw, oailing atinetion Lo the great rangs of being
- Both for ths miners® struggles and for Hegel and the Absciute, =~
Skip a few more decades and wa have, on the one hand, Dupres .
2 whoe I am surs,-nust have besn in the Beligian Resistancas, and
" no doudt o priesty <the mesting with many from LatinAmerica on
.- Liberation theclegy end Mirandm actually inviting ne to ettend
~_the counter-conferonce of the near-Marxist priests, If you ean
- maks eonse out of &ll of this in order to bs in Chicago at
Lol - Lovola A% will be grent. - o . _ '
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Hegel, when he was first asked to be an instru tor
,1n tneology. Briefe, @ 1 - pp. 138 and p.- 172

“To write a logic and to be theological 1nutruutor is

as;bad~as-%o be whitewasher and chimney sweep at once."

"Shall her who for mdny long years bullt his eyr

the & rock beside the cagle and 1 *“ned td
the . £ the mountains, now learn to feed on

arcasses of déad thoughts or still-born thoughts .

e moderns and vegetate 'in the leaden air of mere babble?®
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