Edited Draft: Raya's Presentation on First News & Letters Cdﬁmiftees“
Pamphlet —- Lenin's "Abstract of Hegel's 'Science of Logic'“ and Duna-

‘yevskaya's 1953 Letters on Hegel's Absolutes [Janua%y 1956]

First of all, let's get ourselves up to date. As I uiderstaind ii,

when we began the discussion on tlie Notebooks the last time, John intro-

duced it as "very informal," and this one is informal, teo. He tried

to study very closely the circumstances under which they were written,

rather than goiny into the Notebooks themselves. This time T want to go

into the Notebooks themselves. But I want to review, so we know how

‘;;'ﬁﬁtﬁihéé'beén said before this.

John traced the perlad in which Lenin wrote his Notebooks: the

cclla e o; the Second lnrer1arional at the outbreak of the First Werd
The Bﬂ \k that Lenin had undergcne [was] in’ seeing that the Wbrking—

B.Interhauional which WAS supposed to have fought the imperialist

war. voted war’ crediCS —_ the leadership voted —— for che’ Ka1qer., It

g

'-;waa this transtormation of a working class organization into one that
ﬂsophic ‘foundations of Marxism. They cannot he Marxists. And yet I
have been with them in [the Second] International, and never recog-

nized that this was going to happen.

Then [John] traced the same circumstances, but a different peridﬂ,

for the second part of this booklet, that is, the letters around the

Absolute Idea that I had written., That was the period of 1950, He

went along more swimmingly in that period, because it's the period of

automation, ans he had made 2 study of automation, not only when it was
- introduced into the mines, with the continuous miner in 1950, but in its

very first stages in the auto industry,
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But partiﬁularly in 1950 was it imporLant. because it had produced
the 3reat miners' strike of 1950 which, fur the first time in a serious
manner, separated Lewis from the miners. That is, the strike lregan with
Lewis ~- no: gcptract, no work. But Lewis felt that he could not opposs
-automation; thqt's supposed to stand for progress. When the Jjudge slapped
that million-dollar fige on him, ﬁe told the miners fo go.back. And the

minérs didn't go back. They stayed out.nine months,

F:om-then_on there began a period among the miners, which fotetold'all
,of,thevperiod'of the American working class and what would, in chrea years.
Iater be the German and the Russian worklng class: doing their own thinking,

not followlng the Ieadership. It comes.in the period of automation.

th_‘book on Cagital which is the resson it had a double s;gnif*cance. In
1953,'yhen the EasL German workers rebelled .against the totalltarian rule
of Russia and took matters inta thalr own hands, and there was a revolt
also of slave laborers in Russia itself, then ail the world benau not.
;Imwggelyltnrhreathe easier, but to see that the. questicn whether man can Le
free vwhen there's é totalitarian rule is up to man himself; It isn't & -
pHilcSOphic question with an answer in a book. They took matters into

their own hands in the period when it's worst, under Russian domination,

in East Germany and in Russia itself,

It was in that period, when the fermentation ang thinking in the

masses occurred in such an independeni and pathbreaking way, that the

Yetters were also written on the Absolute Idew.

On thz whole, therefore, the only philosophic principle that was

dealt with by John was the major one: transformation inte oprosite.
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How did it happen that a workingman's organization like thé Second [Tnter-
natiqnal] was.transfofmed into its oppnsité and beérayed the workers in
19147 And how can man transform thaé opposite —— the workersa sté:e which
'had become the Russian‘tyranny —- into z new stagé of freedom? The Russian

workers showed some way by the strikes,

Innz had pointed out that, so far as sh;ﬁﬁyld see, Lhe th1ng thar wes

most outstanding in thesge Philosophic Notebooks of Lenin was the fact that

Heverything was connected with everything eise -~ the interconmnection of

‘2ll things in this world,

- I want to émphasize that it is extremely important for method - thét
ts a way’of doing things —- that yon pick out that which impresses you
most, and not bEgin with all that which you do not understand. I; 's only.

.“'when a *hin& is made concrete that people begin to see. ThaL's why wh;n

a great ‘man writes. ever) single age can ger something different Erom him.

In the statement of Inez, even though she didn't quote a particular

thing,-I do want to relate it to what was in Lenin's mind about the con-

nection of everything with everything else. And Lﬁat is the Nationai

I3

Question, nationsl self-determination.

It was alw;ys a principle of Marxists to be for the freedon of all
nations. But it was just something you put in a book. . Nobody disobeyed
it, but it wasn't real. In 1915, after Lenin had written these Notebooks,
he began to fight for the thing he had always fought for —— the naticnal
self-libefation of the various natloralities oppressed by the Russian
czar -~ and demandad that everybedy throughout the world do that. Thet's

when he mentioned that the Negro Question is & National Quescion.

He said it wasn't only a principle. The war gave it an urgency which
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madq it so important, that far From. dividing the National Question and
the working class fighting for total freedom. you have to see that the
hatzonal Question could actUu ly be the bac111us -~ the fe mentation --

to bring the whole proletarist on the historic scene.

You can'ﬁ jus£ gay the workers will do it. [Lenin] gave the Polish
[strﬁggle} &3 vt way he thoﬁght that it éﬁﬁld be started, the Negro, and
thrdughout the world. He deéandeé that from now, instead of Just making
it a. principln which you could agree or. disagree with -— Bosa Luxembure
dlsegre;d with it —- it had to assume a great urgency. As we know, it
became the inportant question it was throughout. That was one of. the

' 1nterconnectione that hadn t been seen before -- thau before had buen

o

f; avowed as a principle, but hadn't been seen In its direct relation to.the

': working class itself=

I remenber that [Denby] had said that what he liked most was the

idea of tne creativ;tv of the working class, the self-movement and the

B ”self—activity. Because -that is the whole essence of Hegel and of Marx,

ihat will occupy most of the time later on. But I want to spend one
mindte on what Leroy had brought up: 'can't you translate this into some

sort of langnage that would make sense?’

It isn't only that it's important to study whaf a man says in his
own words. The book® will certainly not be written tﬁis way., It will
be written, 1 hope, so that the average man can understand. But I do
want to emphasize that it isn't as difficult as it appears, if only

you put out a little effort,
For example, I want to read the first raragraph on p.1%#*, and then

% The book Dunayevskaya was writing, Marxien and Freedom, from 1776 Until
Today, was published in 1958,

**Page reference is to the first jews & Letters Committens pamphlet,
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show you that if you read it in & certain way, it could be one single,
very simple sentence:
Logic is the doctrine net of external Forms of thought but of the
laws of development "of all material, natural and spiritual things,"
chat i5, of tho developmont of the total, concrete contencth of the-.
world and of its knowledge, that is, the result, the sum, the con-
clusion of the history of the knowledge of the world.
1f you will take that sentence and just say, "logic is," and then
avoid all the "buts" and the "that is's,“ you will see that the sentence

reads: Logic is the law, the sum, the conclusion of the history of the

knowledge of the world.

Ia othér vords, philosephy is actually the same thing as history, ex-
Z it's of the very essence. [Lenin] doesn't sepa-
::ﬁrﬁté [them]. Tha;'s why Hegel could be so great. He waes bounded by

'.ﬁistbry“éﬁén~thoughxhe_had'[drawn-ponclusions 7] Ldgic is the law, or

“;iﬁém,'df the history of the knowledge of the world. ‘

" Take [the sentance): "The idea of the transformation of the ideal’

e , : . lenind
_ into the real is profound. Very important fov history." Then gays,

'"péte," it is "against vulgar materialism.” Vhat is saying is

- that.you think the ideal of sociaiism is just an lpeal.: Everybody says
it's really when a man has ﬁoney, and all bhe wants is wages. ff‘gou

.watch history, what was ideal in one period became tfansformed into the
real. That's what made it important, The ideal of tie slaQe who tan

"away, who followed the Horth Star to freedom, became the reality. It

was the impulse to the Civil War.

[Lenin] emphasizes that not omly iz it a truth, but if you're sup-
posed to be a materialist, and only the money in your pocket defires

your thinking, you are completely wrong, not 6n1y in relation to knowing
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what this man wants -- his hopes and aspirations --'bu\f in relationship
' to history. The fact that the ideal has been transformed into the real
through the actual activity of man is what has moved history forward

throughout the ages.

flere is a nan [Lenin] who througiont the period —- and we, knoz_.'.that
all Marxists do -- emphdsizes that it's the ohjective, the real world,
the actual world that counts, not what you want subjectively. But he
doesn't really mean that in relationship to the activity of the prole—

tariat. -He means that in the sense thet it's a fact, that it's the move-

ment of history objectively,.

l"or example. even though he emphasues that Lhe world is real and
objective aan ar;d ir § not the thinking of th:l.s man Hegel that has made i‘t
: ‘sa, but his thinking merely reflects what has already happened in the world
‘ and vhat is real —— he says: '"Man's cognition not .only reflects the cb-

jective world but creates it "

In other words, 7you don't only-through your thi_nl:ing' refléct_what:

“you've seen in life, but you create ancther vorld because you have- de-
cided you don't like what you've seen, and you change it through yoﬁr
activity. Now lool:

The activity of man, composing for itself an objective picture

of the world (first you have to have an objective picture of the

world), chaoges the external activity, transcends its determina-

tions (transcends what's real before it, ‘the obstacles, the state),

changes these or other of its aspects and qualities, and thus takes

away from it the traits of show, externality, nullity (nothingness),

gives it being~in-itsalf and for itself, objective truth.

By changing the world, you also change your thought, so you created

really a new world with it. And that became the new objective truth.

Through your changing Hind, which is supposed to be zubjective, you have

arrived at a new objective truth. Tihen at the end of thac page: "The
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unity of theoretic ideas and gractice —_ this NB (note well) —- this unity

ggecisely in theory of knowledpe for tha resu‘t is the 'Absolute Idea'

als ./
He says Absolute Idéﬁé S0 far as he's concerned, "objective truth."

There's something I want to call to your attenrlon. "I mzke a nota-
tlon and say: "Later in thic samg ransLaLiun. thﬂt is to say, quoting.
Hegel; and side by side reparasing him MJLerlalisLJcnlly, Lenin cencludes

“on the certainty of nan 8 ovn actuality and of the non-actuality of thas world."

Look at the conce :‘of this man. MHe's just gotten through telling you that
cep : _

only when it exists in the world is it real., Then hé says, when man has
decided he doesn't like it, then his own actuality ~- h3s own thinking -
‘thét's,what's actual, that's what's real, and ‘the world is unreal because -
lii,ié's no gond; The non—actuality of the world is the most terrific concept 7
in all of society. Hegel said it philosoph:rslly, Marx. said it philosoph;— -

cally and actually. and the working clase has changed it,

You can't just be against’ idealism because it's thinking, Han'a

1dea1ism has made, ‘transformed the world, where the world has become

unreal,-and a nev objective truth arose,

Now T want to actually go inio tha self-movement and the practice
ihrough the whole definition. [Lenin] has 167 points, which he says
could‘bé 14, which give you the definition of ‘the dialectic, Let's 20
through every one very carefully. First, before we go through by reading,
I just want you to notice the words he underlines. Even just the words

he underlines will immediately creste a framework for yous

1. Obiectiviﬁz, the objectivity of the notion. 2. Relations .

3. Development, 4. Tendencies, 5. Unity of opposites. 6, Struapple.

Unity of analvsis. Then he says, each thirs connected vith every other.
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How let's go through and read them all, and you will see why I em—

phasize them.

1, "The objectivity of the notion (notL cxamples, not digresaions,
but the thing in itself)". We doesn't only mean an example fror hig—

tory, or from our personal life, He means all of the concepts, all

of the ideas. They're objective,

2. "The whole totality of the manifold relations of this thing to
the others." Manifold means variety. Notice the word relation is un-
derlined. You: remember when we discussed Marx's Capital, we said that
he had transformed the whole science of polltlcal economy from being

something that deals with things -- like money, wages and profits ——

into something that deals with relationu. ‘production relations.

\ ' .
. .

:N3.‘"The development of tiis thing" - any concrete thing that you would
have in mind we have the class struggle - "(respective appearance),
"lts own movement, and its own life." Not en external thing. You take a

“ party and do something with it, or you take even a trade union - your

-~ ‘own.movetient of the class,

4. "The internally bontradictory tendencies." Every single thing will
be a unity of opposites. You have capital and labor.- They are your op-
posites. In another sense, Hegel calls it & different attitude to ob-
Jectivity. Each one looks at the objective world differontly, depending

'
whether vou're a boss or a worker. But in this case, a tendency is within
the labor movemant, between the production worker and the skilled, betweén

the lahor bureaucrat and the worker,

5. "The thing as sum and unity of opposites." Ile begins by taking

for -granted there'll be opposites. But he'll show which of the opposcites

is tie movement, and which therefore he want to connect witch.




TN kL by e s s S T e -

6. "The struggleArespective the unfolding of thes= opposites, the f

-contradictidns of the impulses." HNow yoghot on1y have a class struggle,
but each one will have a certain impulse to do something. The Civil War
in fhe Unired States was supp05ﬂd1y [over] the Emancipation Proclamation
of‘Llncoln. I said, loox (2t] that misereble slave who didn't know how

to ;ead nor write. His impulse to frendom. his following the star te the

North — that's what produced the Civil War,

You always have to look at the impulse, We have paid a lot of atten-
_tion 1n oué@wn pap;r, because that's what News & LeLters is ‘built on;
the impulse of the worker, prec1se]y because he's over here in preduction

‘and everything s forced upon him.

‘7. "The unity of the anaiysis_énd the synthesis, —- disintegratioﬁ

: qf]the parti;ular parts of the totality, the summation." Let's bresk it
‘down. You have analyLiral cognition or thnking when you ‘just say, 'this
- ig wnat it is today.' You have syuthetic when .you say, "this is what it
js today, but when it's related to what it vas yesterday, or what it is
in relationshlp to another organization, there is a certain moverent. '
Then you disintegrate all the parts. You break it down, and instead of

~relating it, you say,'this doesn’t hold anymore.'

For example, let's take up the Trotskyist definition: workeré?state
is supposed to equal nationalized property. Maybe at cne time workers®
state was nationalized proberty. That's your totality. Buﬁ vhen you
disintegrate, when you break it up, it was alsc soviets, it was workers’

power. You break it down to where you cen't give such a definiticn.

The "disintegration of the particular parts" means whatever is only

a characteristic and does not contain the totality of the thing. The
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"summation of theso parts together." Only when everything jives can you
say it Lclds; the workors srate has to be the workers having freodom and
ruling.‘ -

8. "Tha relation of each thing is not only manifold" - varied -
"but general and universal. Each thing (appoarunce, process) 1g cen-~
nected with everv othar.” I gave the example of the National Question
oeing.conoected with the international question of byinging the proletariat
: ooto the scene. [Lenin) specifically made it very general so that zach

' oné could fit in what applies to his situation.

9. "Not'oniy'uoity of opposites but transitions‘of every determina-

tion“ -~ every analysis or particular -- "quality, characteristlc, side, \
fuature intu every other." [Lenin is] now say1ng that not’ only is there
1unity of opposites ~- capital and labor —- but Lhere is a tranﬂformation,
a transition to bomethi1g, and the transition is Lhe most imporLant of
i_all becausc Jjust as you can transforn an 1mperialist war into a civil war,
‘or a workefs’state into & totalitarlan state like Russia, you can trans-
form it back again through the actlvity of man. The important point is

" the transformation into opp051te, and not what opposite you're confronted

with that exists in the world

10, "Infinite process of unfolding of new sides, relations." That's

the only significance of new, incidentglly,. all of you who had to suffer
from Johnsonism. There is always a new side that opens up and has ¢

oin -J'bud ¥
movement. If it isn't that, rhenkcan use ‘old" and 'new’ just to mean

nothing.

11, "Infinite process of the deepening of man's cognition of Lhings,
Appearances, processes, from appearance to essence, and from the less

profound to the more profound essence." You not only have a deepeaing
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of your [toghition 7], a different relationship. The essence of the

‘thing is that there's always e more lmportant thing, depending on what is
‘the concrete situation, He says, "the less profound to the more profound
essence, " Ynu can't ever stop just because you fou1d .the real thing,

betauen the real thing will change within the next 5 minutes, due to the

actgvity of man,

12, "From-co-existence to causa{ity." Somebody said the other day
‘that they .do not understand the word, "cause." the reason for something
Lbeing. Take the 91mplest thing, a dress. Ever}body knows it has a use
-}ivt}ﬁe, because you wear. Lt and it clothes. you; and it has &g value, a
";ﬁfife.} The Secend International s whole thinking was besed on the fact
‘that! they szmply menticned it. They didn't see a contradiction in it.

u;The ordinary man will ~agree, and even the boulgeois. that this evidently

has 4 use value, to wear, and an _exchange value of price. .

What they w111 dlsagree with is that in thar little thing there. is

not a co-existence- they fight with each other. So far as you're concerned
you're. only interested in the fact it clothes you. So far as tha man to

"+ whom vou paid_$5.95, he's only interested in the price., This iﬁ turn .
réfiects the fact that you have two different kinds of labor involved in
it, You, as a human being, juat wanted to make someth1ng that you can &o.
that you re skilled at. But that factory clock told you you must make
10,000, This set up such a murderous contradiction between you, that it

actually reflects the fact of the opposition,

Lenin says here that the greatness is that Marx, from the minulLe
he opens Capital and says a commodity is a use value and a value, has
already put the fact that it's not a co-existence, but & contradiction -

that is, the cause of all the trouble —- into such a form that in essonce,,
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or in'form; you see all of the (oéntradictions of capital, becduaé they
all arise from the fact that the worker 1s one thing when he creates
somﬂthing and does qomething creative and waats to apply all his skills;
and it s something else when he's Just made into the appendagn Lo a

machine.

13. "The repetition at a higher etage of certain features, charac-
teriqucs -of the. lower." You don't per rid of it when ‘you've ma&e‘a
struggle. For erample in 1914 the proletariat was confronted with the

betrayal by its leadership. You think you're rid of it when you made the"

1917 Revolution, because Russia definitely did not betray, Then S#qliniém :

‘édmea ahout and all the petty -bourgepts intellectuals say, what good

T

did it do you? [Lenin] says, every stage repeats certain things of the

‘f other stage..untii you have total freudom. It wasn't a world revolutjpn.

It was one stage, and we will start it on another stage.

The repetition's ektremely important, because in all arguments,’
people will say, look at what it brought us — another labor buréaucracy.'
You have to see that despite the farr that it brought a labor burezucracy,
there is always the movemeht-forward. Ve're not what we were, even
though it{é a repetition of cebtain'things before, and the worker has

learned from this and is moving forward.

14, "The spparent return to the old." TYou only apparently return
to the old, but you're in a higher stage. "Negation of the negution"

is, of course, the complete fall down of the society.

15 and 16. [Lenin} repeats "the struggle of the content" and "the
transition.” He scys they are the same thing as [® ?}. Look at how he

sums up all 16 points: "Briefly the dialectic can be defined us the




_doctrine of the unity of opposites. Thereby is the kerrel of the die-

lectic gnasped. but that demands explanation énd_development.“

It most certalnly does, hut you have it all. When he nays unity of
opposiies. all this he had in mind, and more. The necessity to navg ic

sometimes in general terms, not in a particular w2y, is because if he

_ Bntdenediit down with exnétly what it was in 1914; you wouldn't really

understand it as much as you think you would. A1l you would nnderstand

'is the facts. You have to learn to app1§ it to your age, and that is the

only way it can possibly be proven.

. He gives another definition of the dielectic: "The dialectic of -

:nHegei is thelgenéraliiation-of ﬁhg history of thought.” It isn't onl}

*théihistory of.thought. The reason it applies is ‘because the history

of thought, 1n turn. reflected the history of the world, and they're

not separate at all: They're interconnected. That 8 why tﬁc-dialecticp

‘or the movement, the developmnnt of any thing apvlles to all things,

fwhathe; it's thinking, the world, objective forms, or nature itself;

[Lenin] has also the criticism of llegel: - .
Hegel, the exponent of the dialectic. was incapable of undersianding
dialectically the transition from matter toc movement, from matter
to conscicvusness —— especially the second. Marx corrected the
mistake (or weakness?) of the mystic. .
Now let's go through it very carefully, and we know when we'll add,

"from practice to theory."

You have a certain development, and Hegel sees it very, very clearly.
de lives in the period of the French Revolutien, 1789. It ended in
Napoleon, in other words, dictatorship, le's through with it. But he
thinks. MNde's seen the laborer, and he says, 'that alienated persen, I

don't knew what we'll do with him. Only the professors will be able




i_is what it means. R

to finally get you an ideal world, which is the Prussian stete.'

His wenkness is because he doesq t see the' p.o;etariat = he ceuldn t
have s seen it; it was Jusr the very beginning, 1816 -- as'ipe active force
in history. it maekes hin see only thlnking as the importanr thing. He
beging with coneciousnqu. But befora you think, Marx and Lenin °ay.'

you ve done something. You've acted 502 way. You have beepn scmewiere,

You have related.

The fovement is not only from thinking to doing something -- there is

that m0vemenL ~— but there is from doing something to thnklng. Yuu

thjnk in the fl“st place ‘becruse you' ve already done qomething a nil]ion

tlmes. Finally you ‘say, I know what I ve been doing all ‘the time' this

PO Lo . . . f

[Lenin] says [Hegel e] weakress was ‘the fact that he djdn t see the
development from something that's dead,. stat1c -- at thie tlme, even ‘the

proletariat at the very beginning of the Industrlal Revolution -~ to an':-

actual mnnement. When theL movement becomes, you hava something. And

'"fiom.netﬁe;," that is subqtance like the commodity, to a relatlonship,

The greatest of all is from practice to theory, That's the age which

we are in. When a worker says, I've done these things, now I'm going to

"do my own thinking and I'11 transform these things, that is precisely

where Hegal stopped, where he .found his h1stcr1c barrier, rot only as a
bourgeois, but because at that time the factory proleturiat had just begun,
and all you could see was hlS misery. You couldn't see his activity -
that he is the one that will make, just n few years after Hegel's death

in 1831, the great 1848 Revolutions. Tt was Marx vho saw the 1843 Revo-

lutions,

I want to say only a fev words on the other part of the bool:lat,

12082




and that is the Absolcte Tdea. It says here the Absolute Iden means

the new society. Ve said here the fact that'tﬂera has becn a move-
ment in the 19505, on the oné hand, of a new stage in production .- Aauko-
"mation -~ and on the other hand, a stage in thlnhinl by the Geréan
workerq and the Russinn workers who challenged the totalitarian rule.

' The worker doesn't only want higher wages. [le wants a new philosophy of
"1ife} ,He'wants‘to see that evervthing changes and there is no divigzion

any lenger between theory and practice, leaders and ranks,:and all movis

to total freedonm.

When l’egel comes to his last chaptcr. the Absolute Idea, he began to

‘talk nhout a_WoAld Spirit. In his conception, a World Spirit moves, ‘and -

o

.that’s .why you think Marx seid it s because you work, that's why you

think, and not the other way' aruund

W

"The point was that even Harx and Lenin, _vl.rhen they came to the Absoluts

Idea, said liegel is plenty good. He has now come to say that all of the
theéry he thas had:?] has to be in practice. He goes baﬁk to Natﬁre.‘ You
have Lhe elenenr of what you wuuld call materléllsm in Hegel. [Harx 7]

_ stopped there, even though Lenin did not stop there [and] went considerabl 1y
further. They thought that Absolute, therefore, is only Hegel's escape

from the- proletariat into the philosopherfs world.

It is true that he escaped from the proletariat. But his concept,
that man will be so great as to absorb all of the kncwledge of the world
before him, and move it Forward in his own little lifetime; his concept
that man would be so great because he would have knowledge, beth human
and divine; his concept that Jesus was greeter than Cod, becsuse he was

both God and man -- made him carry all of his theses to a logical conclusion.

It's true he didn't say the proletariat, but he said freedom. And he
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had to go back Lo history and contrast the difference‘between'jﬁst having .

freéedom ~- aither Just because you're an educated man, or having freédom

;because you're rich —- ang being free, that is, having all your natural
'capacitieé;' Instead of stopping where they stopped before, in the last

chapter, Hegél went. ‘back to history,

I want to read you une single paragraph from the Absolute Mind, and
we will stop with that [from lecter of Hay 20, 1953]:

When individuals ang nations have once got in thoir heads the
abstract concept of fy 1-bloun liberty, thera ig rothing like it

in its uncontrollable strength, just because it is the very essence
of mind, and that as its very actuality. ‘Whole continents, Africs
and the East (it's no: true anymore), have never had this idea,

and are without it gfill. The Greeks and Romans, Plato and Ari-
stotle, even the Stoics, (id not  have it, On the contrary, they
saw. that 1t is only by “birth, for example, an Athsnian or  Spartan
-citizen, or by strength of character, education or philosophy --.
the sage (the philosopher) i free even as a slave and in chains —-
that' the H“uman being is actually free. Tt wasg through Christianity
that this idea came into the worild. . -

,_Lgt hin have his Christianity. It's tha Tﬁdustfial Revqiution. Now here

“is what I say after T quote Hegel:

. I'11 be darned if for us T will need to stop to give the material~.
- " istic explanation Rere. I'm not fighting Megel's idealism but

trying to absorb his dialectics, Anyone who can't think of tha
Industrial and French Revolutions as the beginnings of nodern.
society, or know that when will to liberty is no longer mere
impulse but "permanent charcter," "spiritual consclousness" it
~Just means and can mean only the proletarlat that has absorbed all
of science in his person, that persen better not try to grapple
with llegel,

It can't mean anything else, and it's right in Hepgel. H= leaves it at
Christianity, but he doesn't leave it in the next world, brcause we know

what he had thought about Christianity before.

Vhat I have tried to do in the 1950¢, in vringing Lenin's Philosoghig
ilotebooks up to date, is to show that the struggle for total freedom, in

our particular age, is the realization of tha Absolute Idea, That is com-
pletely understandable to the average man, snd the worker, because thst is
what he is doi every single day of his 1ife. ALl he has to cdo now Is
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gain consciousness of the fact that he's doing it,




