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PRNENTATION BY RAYA DUNAYEVSKAYA: "I*EGEL. MARX, LEHIN, FANOW, AND THE

IEC'I‘ICS 0‘? I.IBF.:RATION TODAY" - DEGEHBER 5 1975
Good evenirg, Ve uant o bag.‘..n J.modiatoly with both nas

- mnimn and the m._:mmmm_qmn_gn. in oxder to stross that

thewre is 8 single dinlecticzl process 1n both thought and activity. And
that singls dialectical process ie the Absolute Method, that- is,the
dialsotical method of revolution, whether in thought or in fact -~ and
in both a.s nhat we're after.

A.ml S.n ordor g 1 s-aresa that fact. it 1& important to sec that even
-though. tisgel was what he wes -- a bourgaols philosopher, the gruatest

. that ever lived -- he was not es abstract as his great philoscphlc works

‘make hin appear if you follow only various stages of consoioiusness, ox .
-if .you £ollow only the phllosophic categowies. In fact, every philosophic

- category. stands for a strict pericd in history, all of which covers the
.y vast amount of 2, 500 ysazs’ of history. (In other.sords, se fax 23 Hegel.
..is-goncexnad; "44°631 Vagan in 500 B,C. with Greok philosophy, and t!n:ough

the “ranoh Revolutl.on. uhiah is tha pmd.od in. uhich he .u.vod.)

Nou. bocause this singlo d!.aJec'Lical prucess As hiatoric, and beca.use
I uant you to-mee-that it isi't sbmething that Y% "added .on” to what .
' Hogel sald,. but 1s in Hegol, I want to begin with & ‘Guotation whioh’ axplains
whythat 1s. to documsn'- Hagel’s ‘statonent that no 1dea is woxrth" bo:lng called
‘Adea unleas 1t's an idsa of freedom: “Whon individusls and nations have

: ;'.r:mce gu'h 1:: ‘their hesds the coneept . of full-bloun ‘Mberty, there is nothing

ke it in"its uncontroliable strength, just because it is the very assence
of mind, and that as its very actuality. .The Greeks and Rorans, Plato.and

" Aristotie, ‘even tho Steisa did not have 1t.... I -to be avare of tho ides '
== to'be miiare, i.0s, that men tre aware of freedom as their essenco. aim,

and objest =- is a matter of speculation, silll this very idea ‘Ltuelf is
the actuality of mon ~- not something which they have, as men, but which
they are.™ And this appears not in an 1nco'lseq'uontial essay, but d.‘l.rectl,;

™ his highest book, Philosophy c” Find,

. Nott, there hns o be a reason for our study » lot more urgent than

what 4a encompassed by the word “"relevance” ~- "Hegel's relevance fox our

day" = and that is the todaynass of the Hogelian -dlalectlo, and of Marx's
new continent nf thought <hat emergns out of two clements, both the movu-
ment from practlce to theory ~nd the movement from thoory to practico. And
in oxder to get 1t, to grasp it, not only at its roots, bUt its rarificatlons
for our day, we have to grasp Marxism in 1ts original state, in its origlnal
phllosophy, vwhich by no scoident ilaxy called "a new Humanlsm”, We must grasp
this free from all distortions of Marxlsts, whethor 1t's post-iiI, or post—
UNII, or post-Marm (in other words, post-Commune) -=- and along with that we
2lso have to got the origin and specificiiy of Hegelian dialectles, Lecauspg
again, 1% 1a no accldent that lMaraism ls based on Hegollian dialectlos, and
that Maxn considered that the source of all dlalectics, his own ineluded.

. And for us, .Mam:'c Humanism is on the basis of our day, which began

in the '50's, with the upsurge forr the first time ever from under totalltarilan
Communism =« the East German Revolution -~ and -this spread all through the
globe, Iatin Amoxdes, Africa, and so forthe And the concrete specific form
for ouxr day of the Hegelian dlalectic, and our original contmbution, is
Absplute as new beginniner.
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Those thrfaa 1ittle vords, "as new beginnings", tell you that it's
our day and no other day, and we will have to como through and understand
this ~.not only because. dts: our origin&fl. theora a.a contribution, but. be~
cause th&s :!.s tho, roa.l!:by of ﬂhat_ua.ppansd Anlife;- “the momentous norld ,
mao*f:ic venta of the:last tuo decadic: ' "Absolute as nou boginnlags" -
hajppehsd inlife when the Hungaszien” revolutionarles. and fizst. te Bust
Gormahs, trought Mawi's Humanlst essays 'from ihe duaty library sheives onto
the Historis stage of now frasdom, and they were alsc so 1n thousht -~ maybe
not quite the way we aro saying it, though you will seo that 3%'s not too
fax removed,. but es uss-alesr to those who recognizod this passion for freodon
snd operatal as mvolutiunarias. "And I'm referring spoaif!.ca] 1y to I-"-antu
Fa.non. T
'I‘hero ym:e two- ata.gss dn FrawgFanen’s dovalonmenttha.t concexn us, and
these are exactly in the two poriods ne a=s conagérned ulth, the 1950's and
‘ti;s 1960 's {and our:oun coutritution is of com:sc An the 1970's, aven’+thoush
Vg l?mad. a. gr:ea:* deal beforo then). . New, someth.‘!.ng nad- emexged :froa below,
with a.ll ‘thess ovonte - ocgewrring: 'hl':r:ovghout Esst Ewrope,-and.the baglnnings
- of”the’ new M‘rioan zavolutinng, and'in thought what ocouwrred was that Fran
Fanon, in Biagk Biack Sling, Whits Masks, had oha.lleuged. Sartra:(even thotighhe
_hiwself .gonsiderad . himzeir-an E:.isten'&ial‘l.st .on 4o, grounds. . Oue ig’ tao
'aectioq "of B3UM.where.Fanon takog ug "Hega.l. and the, Negro. Queation" ¥ o,
Jqu’ k'non tha.t Hogal:didn 't take dp the’ Nogro quastion, and -that.'is reviactly
. -"‘n‘w:b ‘Fa.nox;‘ sald yes.grong, - What - Hegod toolt ! ‘up An, the, Phcniomenology 3¢ Mind
RS 15 the relationship. ofs dabor. to the mactosy “Hegel's, groat,theory of .slienation
' uas ‘f‘hatilrgaoiaelw'becausmthe slave 'was! "ncrl-.hing" and. had £0, do- nverything
' "1:- o, naster, 5aid, nad: to:do.all the labok,” ‘presisely  throigh hie dabor:the--
glav ’eg__dt a_mind -of -his oun, aniztiitude 6" objeativity of his.own -=;a/challenge
to 'thg‘ .ne"aon 1ho was. everyt,hing “but siho’ really had’ nothing. .But Fanont sald,
nevert 19&13, these two opposites vierd not'as’ total.ly Absolute as -thoy sould .
have bech :had Hopel consideréd ‘the Black ‘dirdnsion, _ Tnvolved.in this dlalsctic
of ! 'I'.he T8 t!.onah.‘l.p of master tcslive, as Hozel postulstes A%, nea-stilltho
essEhce somo roolprooity -- someuhore on the wey. to 2 mind of -your oun,
you siould” bo gble to forse Some rocognition of yourself, as men, as woman,
and not just as slave, from the master ~- BUT, says. Fanon, Hogel-dldn't
consider, the Bleck, and it isn't the least bit'trusthat the macter.is’ inter-
ea'bed. ﬁ.n '&1"0 Bleak.at' all, "The really A'baolute. whers. tharo is no reciprocity,
13 %his Bla.vs hho-in.addition to being a slave, in a.ddition .to ‘celng .the explolied
Ja‘bor, is Bla.ck, and 15 not at all ragognlzed by the Other.. Thercfore, the
d1alectic would. have to ‘be much sharpor, and see a certaln: Bre.nsformation of
_.'-oa..uty sthich was doqpar. than that of Hegel. Co e e

o For a:.aurple. in my aga (I'm taliiug as if I wera Fran!z Fa.non) 'I:hera is
Sartre, and he is Jaft, and ho 1s a.good friend, and he 1s trying.to. extablish

& new’ philbsophy for our age, which ho ealls Ixistontialism. But' look'wha’s’ ha

does’ uith those threo major. categotles of 'all of ‘philosophy, Individual, Partie-
ulay, and; Universa.l.- How, there is a movement from the abstract-Universal th-cugh
the Pai'ticular. supposedly to the concrete, the Individual, who would be abgoluiely
fraé, and the only proof that tho Universal was a reality and net just a thouzit,
But what does Sartre tell me in Black Crpheus? He tells me ‘that Black 1s only

a Pe...-t!.cular. a minor term in these three torms. So then Fanon does tuo thirgs
“in this particular section ("The Fact of Blaciness"). One 1s that ha quotes

the other West Indian, Mime Cesalre, in which he tries to show the differonce

cf the dia.leo'hio when it comos not from knowledge but from ahguichs
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"“Those~" who invented nelther gunpowder nor the compass/ Those who never
learned o donqier stoam or sledtrietily/ Thos9 who never explored the seas
or ‘the'skios/ Bub thoy jmow the farthest cornors of the land of anguish,”
And’he goes on tookplain thet that is what makes thom tho revolutionaries,
“and’ihat nzkes then strive for this phllosophic exproscion as one of revo-
lution. Whoreupoa he then quotes Sartrs, on Bleok being only a minor, .
-particular torm , and he sayss Sartro uas reminding mo that my Blackness
was only a minor toxm. In all tzuth,in all truth I tell you, my shoulders
“8lipped out of the £ramework of the woxld, my feet could no longer feol tho
“.touchioftha ground,” ' : L L

7 How’after this very beattiful thing, do you think Sartre changed his
-+ mind?iiWe will 8o nhat h3 becamo. But the point is the fact that at
~momontous histoirlo moments;ihat wo call & passion for philoscphy is astually
“the’ pasaion’foP fresdom, whieh’ sirives to scquire, to £ihd, a philosophic
. ienprossion-that Would not sepacite it trop the trancfoxmatlon of reality.
. -hnd7vhon e’ Look globally at sordbhirg, wo.realize that 1t's no acoident that
.-:-_m'-.'hp:':"e':‘-i'e"‘='.‘52-,'"F‘rémiFé.ﬁbh"isr;t_ipg'foh;I.S__', and here ls '53, the Dast German
+ “iIRevolutién; and hores ‘53,  Hemel's Absolute. Tdes ‘boing .intorproted as the
Uity oL TthadEy and “practlcs, the’ movomant from practice to theory; on the
partof thoss yho iore dlacovering larxist-Huminism, So.what is:the dialoctic

but ‘Lhe movenént 'of ‘both ideds,and of ‘masses in motlon towards the. transfor-

' ‘mhtlon of 'Fedlity?: And this is Lncontrsst to the lack of -all method, which
“odgtreagtionary ) and nhat Hogel'callod the third attitude to, objeotivity.
By $oarpenr O Dol anloT o i -

NN I s . EaT LR
Srervic e glidys speak -~ and 1t 's’ easy, because 1t's so.nice to speak.of
- revolutlond, ‘right? -~ of how, .inder the impaot of the French Revolution,
v Hegel had-put to nethod the actual activity of masses in motion, the sans

‘oulottes In'France, and so forth, and calied it tho dialectls, But An this
*paricd theéde vas not only revolutio:n, but eounter-revolution, and -we had
- ‘ot the millenium, but Napoleon. 3c why do we only talk of the dialectlool
- method In Hegel, and not speak atous what haspened on the quostion of coun-
. ter-revolution, ofi'the guestion of uhat Hegwl himsalf called reactlonary
noves? ‘And -as the phllosophic ‘expression of this tondency, this spocifically
conderns -Jacobi, - : : . : X
-~ 7How, in. 1807, when he wrote the Phenomenology of iiind , he had, so
- 1o speak,” leughed at Jacobi, he dldn’t take him very seriously, or deal
uith kim at’ great length, ' He mentlons Jacobi as part of the culfure of
what's called the Beautiful Soul, whers the people had already gzined minds
-of thelr oun, and they have civilization, and they have the Enlightenmon,
--and they have culture -~ and nobody's happy anyvay. Instead of trying to
find out shere there was the rift between aztuality and philosophy, the
peoplébegan to say, "My soul (the cultured ones) 1s beautiful, but these
bagiard -messes, thoy do not undevstand," So it is in passing that Hegoel
talks about Jacobi, as part of the Beautiful Soul, part of the Romantios
he’s denying, if you're really golug to transform meality. By 1812, whoen
he wrlies Lelonce of Toglc, Hegol doesn't any longer just talk of Jacobi
as the Beautiful Soul (because at thai timothat algo ineiuded Schelling,
and he was just breaking with him and all the Romantics up to hia tlmlt;ﬁ.
Now he does say, "Perhaps you have already forgotten Jacobl, he was just
2 minor philosopher, nevertholess it's important to recognize what he
rapresented.” There are two movements in Selence of logle: tho historie
and dlalectlcal movemont of the self-determlinatlon of the Idea, from
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Iieing- to Eseenes %o Motlon, and thorois the 'polomical_movaman# -=in
- othey words, he. no-sooner says something, like the first two parugraphs
on Bolng and Nothingoess, tha® hs 18 off for twenty long pages on-every
. i)hﬁgaophar_ who ‘had ever said something on these tuo categories that: -
yes quito different. ' 9o that in tho polemical movement, you alrsady: see
that ‘even though he's denying any importance, he stopped. .

| Mow, in the final year of his 1ife, 1831 -- 1830 was the last thing
we have from kimsthe £inal throo syllogisms -- at this late polnt, Jacobl
" gots an entire caction, the Third Attitude to Objectivity. What had hap-
péned 1n those 4 years that made Hogel ohangs his mind? What prompted
. Hesel to devote an entire cectlion to someons.who was supposed 4o be so
~ mitor that he may have already been forgetten? Vell, you not only didn't
‘have the'millenium, you also had the £irst.capitalist crisis, 182¢, Thic
‘. wes-guite & 'revelation for olassical political economy, which was alvays
- -eaying that the reason for the brisis is faudallsn, our little.crises are
- “Just:feudel blomiches, ‘as soon s #e got rid of foudalism.sll will be. ..’
© “happys’ But nom,’ it isn't quite so. .And Hegel sees-that.the movement isn't
| Falweys tpwaxd and onwardi, there is a vetrogreseion.,  You come. to s, sertaln
T, peint,"and dnstead of really traisforming reality, and giving:your 1ife
weEee A% “suddenly you begin to say, "It's r8ally, faith," and go. back: So
-~ thatlded,’ that this late in life, aftor "the, Enilghtennment, .alter the..
- ++Frefioh™Revolition;’ you can stlll say, "Not ‘philnsophy, out:Faith, God;lot's
“r-7g0:back’to- that"-- ‘that'is tho reactionary movement. And., legol resogniged
- <this; "and-in 1914, “in ‘s mich shaxper way, lenin recogulzed the seme cuing
- .also, ulth.the brealdonn of the Swsond Internationali, counter-revolution
:8%ithin ‘ths- revolution; ‘something is crazy, and wé veally have ibo-trany-
<-f6pm all this through vevolutionary movemsént, So thet vie have to therefors
keep:An mind ‘that in this singlo-dfalectical process, that revolutionary
- iprocess,. the lack of ‘method; the lack of-trying to see what you should sc-
 “tually-do’ == suddonly you're glving it back to faith -~.that is tho rean-
© 7 tlonayy movem@nt, ¢ o ) . C e e
- Boali‘of thesa teautiful syntheses that ave supposed to_be in Hegel
- == the Absolute Inonledge of. the Phenomenclogy of Mind ss the unity of -
':Solence ‘and History, tho Abzolute Idea 1n Solenco of Logic as. the.unity of
Theory and Practice, and the Absolute Mind in Philosophy of: lfind as the

“unity of the objective and the subjective -- and yet, _what happens,. if .ther
is raally also rotmogression? Yhat ie.going to be dons. to stop 1t, to,
overcorzs 1t, to transcend 1t? ind thus even before Marx. had brought in-a
whole nen continent of thought, and showed that it's all diremptions, and
hot syntheses at all, and spoke in cloar lauguage -- instoad of Just “"eon-

- tradietions” he spoke of alass struggles, and so forth ~- still there was
an alement of this in thought, in Hegol, and Hegel had recognized this by
Just saying, "So-and-so thought so-and-so,"and hitting on Jacobi as.the
pareon end the attltude that is shoun when tho revolutlon has ‘not been transe
formed Into & new scelety, ’ . . .

S0 w@ have, therefore, in this introductory preseirtation, the masses
in motion, the self-detormination of the Idea, to hear itself speak, and
hout 1t develops; we have the single dialectical process of both of them.
ind let us sec where we actually got shon we come to todayness, and try to
recapture not only Marx:, but alse legel, and within Hegel capture what wen
Just an eloment, just implicit, nct quite clear -- bacause this Absolute
Idea as now baginnings means ue havo soen something An Hugol that no cthova
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_have seon, bacause thoy didn't live in our ago, and eack age brings out
~"sométhing ‘new, -1n what the people from below have donse, what has happened
in-the torld historie events, ‘

- ) E *' * * * *  0» #

' ‘Okay, Haturaily we won't he able to cover all of iiege.l.'s works, and
e will be omphasizing tho : ind, the Selanco of Iogle, and

i 118 s - 11 those ulth Vayx's original contributions
.'%ﬁg m&%%%% Ca %&l? g\nduae :Ilﬁ 1%’5k at oa.%’ﬁ one of our age '

© - 9hS hed trisd a new phllosophy =-- whether it's Sawtre, whother it's Lukses,
whether 1t'a Adoxmo, whother it's Althuseor -~ and Althusser reslly goes back-
... Naxd! .Compared 1o.him, Bernsteln was practically a revolutionary; Althusser
. wants t0 "drive Kogel bask into the night," he reaily wants to do more than

, Just. got rid of the "dialecticel scaffolding, "

Lo Lot us now then ses what 1s luvolved in tho rovoment of Hegel's woxks, .
You_have the . Phenomonology of HMind 28 difforent stages «f consciouness:
.. ....Conseiounans, .nlf-Consclousnoss, Reason. - Then you go inmto Spriit, uhich

.+ 48 suprossdly the new soolcty, ‘but you find out that Spirit too is in Sslf-

. Hsbrangement, and -culture really transforis into opposits the relationship

" of reality 1o thought. And when you therefore woarise into Absoluto Know- -
. .-dedge, thorw 1s somoMing that ie: roally abstract -- and Hegel thought so
+7.t0oy  but ho, wanted to_come to a certain ‘conelusion,  Now,. sven - though every-
\ong, Harxists, and non-Marsists,. and’ peopla who don't believe: in anything '
Hegol virtt's, recognize that: 2ga0rding: to a machanical vien of things, the
#0xk 15 Yory chantic. Hegel. originally thought he mas only writing on Con-
sciousness, Self-Consciousness; Reason, that's all he had outlined, .

“ -+ 'planned this as a Little Intwoduction to what he would write in Sclencsd of

Inglé.’i'uha:e he would write in actus) sclentifie, ‘1,e., phllosophlc categor-

.1es, "But what happened is that tho Phonomenolopy strotohed for 800 pages.

.;‘,-Tig__e‘,_point, however, is that thg Phenomenolary ref lects both the movement in

- 1ife. - in this case, the French Eovolubioh —- and Hogel's disgust with his

. 0llsagues, the philosophers, who were using all of the same old ‘categories.

~ Hegel vas saying, 'for heaven's sake, look how the world has changed. e
Germans just keep talking, but the French have really done overything: they'vs
abolished the monarehy, they've abolished ths ropublic ~- or at least pari-

| way = they've gone through things and done it, and what have we done axcspt
talk?' And so at this point «- loving the French and hating the Germans ~-
Hegel was gvon welcoming Hapoleon, thinking, ' well, at least he'll get Tid
of foudalism in Cormany' (he changed his mind later on). So that Hegel wasn't

- the lasst bit sad as :Phanomenologx of Mind went to Press, and, as editor of
& dally paper, he wes also witnessing Napoleon ride into Germany.

Ncii,there 1s nothing that so excites Inlstentialists as Phenomenology of

_ 1ind;  they have bullt thelr Eristentialism on it, or at least they think so,
And they've tried to apply it, BUT, 1t is impossible w= it is wrong, in ad-
dition to being impossitle -- o try to apply Hegel. You have to see,if i:

" is true nhat he descrlbes, that thero s a duzal rhyttm of revolution and
counter-revolution, that there is a cual rhythm of thought and actlvity, 1f
it onerges from below. You have to work out the dlalsotic for your age; you
can't just "appiy" it. But evoryone has tried to apply 1t, larcuse, for
example, has writtenon "“The Conguest of the Unhappy Conscionsness® that you
get very unhappy when foudalism falle, and yon oan'+ find a ney place for
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yourself in tho now society. And this 1s uha.t he does, mstead of follouing
what the stages cf tho dialectic were that made Hegel go from the relation-
ship of mastar and sewvant, in otharwords self-consclousneas and soolial
ralatious , through un‘:appy cnsciousness, through Stoloism. Iastead of
being very happy and thinking the Stolca are great, through suffering and
not capituleting (but actually capitulating), Hegel seys Stololsm is &
philosophy in a stage of slaveny, You havy ascepted slavery, you are not
‘going_to overthrowthat slavery -- Romans. conquering Greeqe. Hegel wan

. trylng to see all these stages. lercuse has-a ssotlon in Ore-Dimensional
Man (whieh actually shows his one-dimonsional thought), and it's beautiful
=="you can laugh your head off. It's about the Band Corporaticn, ard how

 they have a big map shoming who would ba overthrown, who would be destroyed.

- 'if theye uks .an A-bomb and an H-bomb and so forth, and everyone's sup-
posed to’ be so unhappys hers we are in a -soelety that could just destroy
manking altogethor. And then after they get through with the lecture, thoy

. all sit dmm and have. coffse,; in this beautiful room, and discuss beautiful

things. But is that the sonquest of the Unhapry Consolousness? That is
csrtainly not uhat Hegel moant, nor cen you see.any.dialestical dovélopment.
*“Becaise 1F you 'ze opposed to that -- and certainly Mawcuse was ppsed_. to

' ‘ha.t - you “dan only get to the G:.'aa.t Refvael, and. thnt is not Hegellan,

he' sasd tha.t +the gr:eatsat nork: sinco the Prwnomenology
af Mind yas, Cagital. But Caplial is not the application, =0 to speak, of
" the’ Phenomenolon ‘Sartre aays that the fetlshism of commodities, In Chaptar
ety af Capital, is the greatest thing, but 1t "just begins owr trouble, Fach
one =="even Engels ~- by. trying to apply the relationship of Hegel to Marx,
instead of ‘saeing how each arose in iis time, on the basis of the dialoctia,
s.nd that vhat you have to do 1s recreats the dialectic for your asge =- sald
".‘that Being and Essence and Notlon axe equivalent to the seotions In Capital:

‘ -commcdity and exchange value, the market (Being); tho produation process, -
the agtual exploitation {(Essence): and the overthrowu,- tho objoctive-aud-
“jeative movement (Notion)s The point, however, is that when wo will look

©- at Chapter'l, that Mam: had to create an entirely new continent of thought
- t0 develop all of those cateogories, plus other matcerial that 1la vory orig-

inalJy texx and only Harx. Now tho idea of trying 4o “apply® means that
' stppooedly you are so unhappy w.th just abstract categorios that you want
to ‘go ‘immediately to the conorete; in fact, houever, you haven't yet grasped

Iook at pwhat Hegel does after hu even reachos Absoluta Knowledge. Fimrsi .
" of all there is the Golgotha of the Spirit -- so much for synthesis. He
says it's so beautiful he makes you think you're up in heaven, but it turns
out that you've just beon crucified., So he says, ‘don't sorry about bolng
erucified, thls is just phenomenony watt t1ll you get to the real scionce
in the Sclenge of Ioglc. ' Now after 800 pages of the Phenomenclogy of Mind,

- and Splrit in Solf-Estrangement, and so forth, he bogins Sclence of Iggic

1#lth the question, "With what should one Legin?" as if he's just brought up
this question. He decldes to beghi.. with the abstract, Being, whether you
think of 1t as God, the human 'boing -- something quite abstract, and wa won't
develop that here. But now let's look at a person who is a rovolutionavy ,
mho isn't trying to "apply" Hegel, but is trying to figure out what is hig

+ ags, what is happering: Lenin,
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Lenin reads the Scisnea of Towls and gets very aveited —-'oh gy
‘hoavans! Tiat Prussian philosopher, averything is self ~transcondence,
self-aotivity, solf-development; what is this? This is weal revoliution.

. How coms we nevor say it before, or at least I Aidn't? But when he comca
to- the ond of the very first section (in other words, Boing has Quallty,
Quaniity, -Measure), he gets to Mezsuro and ke gots even moro e::aitog é 122‘:,5

he.uritas not just "salf-developrant, " but “leaps! L
sea for juat ;‘jmoment, vhat is the _pamicula.r sectlon ‘that Lenin was so

Crazy about. (Inoldentally, roople ave aluways mistaking "Quality,"” eaying
.~ the ¥ransformation of Quantity info Quality, Quallty is the firat term, and
Ahatls fyou're something’ us against just mothing, Quantity 1s the higgew
Mng, ‘sause non you've a lot of paople, and the movoment &5 to Measura, you
ow have so many Quantities that it boecomes the Heasuro of man, the Messure
3-.-: The, partloular ssction that. got Tenin a0 exeited is uharo.
3 of arising ie besed upon the idea. that that
’ milse, actually thers, and is im-
nly. on account of its csmallness,... Understanding prefers to
-2y and ‘change to bo of that lndifferent and external kind which
20 5he quantilitive.” In other sords, Hegol is saying, - 'Lf you think -
gradual. change is the same thing, so to spealk, asa revolution, you're -
» lan't true that 12 you only naited tv0 more days, or if you had
nstead .of 100, ‘you wouid really have & new quality. - The NMeasuro

et b

ing about such a revolution that you will be on the throsheld of an

‘ en‘hi::oly“nm; yorld, they wadd of Essence,

TR

So:Lenli, when he wurites, “Loaps! Leaps! LEAP!" 1s thinking here

| of: soniéthing Very concrobo.-'this world 1s crazy, It's 1914, it's going

. .73 pleces, the workd war has happened, and what the lell do my comrades in

' --the"Sadond International do about 1t? That original discussion with Bern-

. .8teln on "Bvolution ox Revolution® vas poppyecocl compared o whet wo're seeins
© 7'howu. 30 that whon Lenin is readyr to see Measire es tno threshold of Essance
- Bnd of the Revolution, he will broak Srom within, and not only against soms-
thing elge, or think that it really nas thore and he didn't see ity and Lenin
sald, I had no »ight not o sea it,* : .

) - Now when you get to Essence, you ean again bo vory abstract if you
uant to;  you can take contradiction and strip it of both 1ts objectivity
and what Mar: sald it vas, the class struggleo, and make 1t coutradietion in
the Maolst sense of ‘anything', that you will docide vhat 1s contradicted

uith something olse, And ihen you get to the top of that book, you have the
first appearence of the Absolute, but as Substange; 4in othor words, it's God,
So you've saen the actuallty, and you've seen what was behind the phenomenal
&ppearence, but Hogel says, 'nell, iFf you think you've got thors, you're
wrong, It's as high as Spinoza got., But so long 25 you don't see it devel-
opix.lg and emorging from itse y,and how 1t rodevolops and transforms itself,
you're not going to got thera. "And now Lonin Tor the first time caid, the
opposition is not appearence and reality, bacousg roallty too must appear;
and this is the reallty that I face, thia horrible world with all my comrades
capitul&tin_g.’ And he gained a ney Zporociation for the idoal as real, for
the. subjective and not just objective, for a new rolationship of theory and
Practlse; for thg Doctrine of the totlen, which ho docldes 1s roally the ob-
Joctive and subjootive vay of overcuming tha nld apd ostablishing the new
elassless soglety,
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" Mow ust as Hogel sald, if he had to put-all his phl.loac:pmr in one
singls s::nganca he siou’d say ‘bha.‘. uhat distingulshes him f£rol all othors

' i that the sea.rch for trith, the attempt to get to tho U timate, 1s not

just Su’batanca. that is,a statlc thing, but Sublest, self-croative and
vaibp:l.ng, 80 flart had sald that no mattexr what pou do, there is only one

'bh!.r‘g ‘that mattexss labor!, That has produced everyting. It 1o Subjoct,

‘and not only an activity that producexl;d'b: tl;g laboror‘.m ha:o 1:agoigog“to_

edigger oclety. sreforg, we have

gg ha“%r:\é revalu*g.ic‘m:gigssugo b%ln:goois torna, ::ommo dity, * J.f‘ that's

really 'At? “Why don't we see that it's a fetish? And Marx had aometh-ns

to nay on this. a.t the end of Chapter 1 of Capital,

. "But first I uant to break down this ildea of "application;”™ why was
Engals srong, or ot least not fully appresiative of ell thst tiars hed done
~in that chapter? Take that commnodfty chaptor. The first threo pages say
- avery commodlty 1s .z use'value ~- you wear it, or you slaep :ln it, eto.—-.
" and: a.naa:':chs.ne;a yalue. But If you think that thet‘a it, you've eresy; Marx:

.18 88ying,*28°s true I won't Le ablo 4o explain to you 'n:f.'ull tha natu‘re
- of -aiplostation till we get to. pmoductiou processes, but yhat £s 1t that

-cuestes the two~fold character of labor?. And that is so ipportant, Lhat

: .,_18 iy ordglnal uantribuuon. so.I must imnediatoly in Sectlon 2 of this

~-ohapter talk: ‘wbout this, ' . Wall, ithat ls this two-fold sharecter’ of labor

. that Meixn A8 so iroud of having d.soovm:ed that he insisted is his origi-

" nal contrdbution, what ho dis and no one else did? 1Iabor, too, 1s a usze-

- value, concrete, spocific -= you'ra a tailor, ‘or a minér, or whatever, and
youi sreate something that you're ablo to creste, and uhoever ‘buys what. you
orea.te uill Yy it besause Lt's useful to him," But how do you' area'ba valua?
-How.oould allithese. difforont laborers just produco congoaled laboxr?. You
..B8Y YOiur.nevar san an abstragt laborer? The eapitelist did; At's: his fastory
cloak that .pounds you all, no matter what your s;a0lfic ability is, into
~80 -muoh. socially nsceasary labur time. That's what makes this exchange of
one thing for ‘another possible, how much labor you put into ‘this thing and

. how much labor you put into that, UNow, 1en't that fantastic that you

suddenly booomo an abstract laborer? So if it ia tho capltallist, Af it is
hla faotory elogk that pounds you doun, and makes of your congezled labor
‘velue’, eould ho have made of you e thing too? Whal are you selling? Your
ability to labor. Can you teke your hands out of your bedy? They wouldin't
‘be.any goed thon, they siouldn't bo abls to croate anything. The po!m: is
that of -211 the milllons of commoditles that-are exchanged, there 1s only
one that is alive, the llving Jaborsr; &rd when he or she gets into the

- factory, and that factory clock tolls him ukat to produse -- yes, he beaomes
nothing but an appondage to a meshipo, That's what capltalism has done to
you, - So, the capitalist has transformed you into that appendage to & muchlne,
and made you into abstract labor, and gottan from you much more than you °,
have been paid for, bocause you definitoly ere producing more than he. pays
you; - you're goilng toproduco as long as ho tolls you,

low, inoldeatally, Hogel takes vp 2,500 years. In Chapter 1 of (apl -a.l,
-on commodities and the various forms of exchange value, Marx takes up 8000
years. Ho takes up every society that has ever oxisted, and shat has besn
lts measure -- what did they axchange, and how much labor went into :Lt? J'md
ho brings 1t up to this fiml mashins age, where the machinc makes At
easy for you to bo "abatract labor". ind Marn contrasts Aristotls, the
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Zroatest thinker of analent soclety, to .an ordinary worker who, so to
Bpeait, knous "nothing", Map: says, ‘look at thig Aristotle. . He kept
;-28king questions O T T ‘a. et archanged for-a dyess,
. @9t ‘exchanged for a bo What, ‘ And Hlax:
© 83y8, 'because thig Ha8..4 slave soclety, -and the frag laborer didn't
JProduce anything, Arig otle gouldn't think cf the fact that what makes
. them all exchangeable is lator, So becsuse you the laborer are pro-
. Quolng, sven: fhough you don't have a1l of Aristotle's great knew ledge,
look how ‘q‘u;em you kuon tha anawer to thoso questions, aAne now tho
- oepitalist uith the machine,alec knows,' And then et the sud of this
Chaptay 1, he brings in the fetishien of" commodities, Ho ssks the simple
‘little auastlon, "foy in the hodk has everything got a commodity form? .
- VEat 15 this fetishe Look ~- that table 15 made of wood, it's mado ag
.8 tabla, but 1t bocomss a commodily to bo «wichanged. Suddenly ti's a
. Meosurs, suddenly 1t's something alse; this has moye grotesqua ideas than
. Baythings* And Farx: even has a footnoto  where he contrasts’ the diffarenca
. betisen’ the wood and the tabls when 1t beeo
""“cl’fa',t‘\séd.‘toi:_. something olse, to 1
Heo maysl’ "Ik B Bhat,

é.u"d'_"ap'f'_r':gn‘fuq're dolng nothing -- this 1g the qui
418 the 'Ghinese, pho Ve think are ‘bayburiang’, do? The
'It's to'zicourage us not to be so dumb in the '60's, and
‘something,' - o : : '-" R
SRR - @ tha ‘brings in, firet,. Boing -- the commodity. as uso-
¥a.1e8" dng bg.nge-‘-‘.va.lhe';rl then ve have Essonae == productton, labor; and
_np‘r’a'vﬁa“gq:he"}tbj“thq Doctrine of. the. Notlon ~~ all in one chapter, this first
b "._"-‘_-nﬁé'.pté'z:jofjtﬁa’.f_etiahis'm of commodities,. Ang in llotion he-says 'what i
:“tHe-Etupid foym? T know what czpitalism is, I know 3t's exploitatinn, so
‘why do I‘use the form?® nd 1t turns out that, even when he finished the
"’ chapter, he ddn't answer that single question, "what 1s the fot 1ah?', as
'81mply’ as he did after the Paris Commune, £2ring, 'Ai's in the form itselr’,
Ir‘a_.qthb_r vords, he yasg saying, until you'se froe iabovers, until Yyou
havo a"non-at'a‘_t:a Uke the Papig Somame, until you make your- onn decisions
! ‘h-and-such should be our
bor and so forth’, wnstl
v what makes 1t g fotish?' And after
'the comnodity fopm itself, the specifi~
, C t system -- ang 1t wlll be like thig untll we can rip
this- systen up.* So hers wa have this tremendous Chapter 1 of Capital, Angd
-it"is not an 2tion" of Hegelr jiarx hag found a whele naw continent
inding this ney eontinent of thought, Harx: found not
e source of all valus, but that 1t ig the Subjeot which
7 of soclety; and uiin labor as Subject, there will
bo a new -classlese soelety, where Humanism. is 3ts ouy end and its oun form,
And thus what Mary: haq said in 1844 ag g young man, “just boing enthuslastic, "
he 1s now saying at the end of Chapter 1, ‘

Marzism?", by Saying that it 1g 5
Hegol, to dismigs Hegel as a mys
couldn't havs been wlthout Hegol
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* through contradictlony not only at flrst negation--that 1s, when you say
1o and . ovorthrow what 1s -- but on through second negativity, the astablish-
ment of someéthing nevw. lowever, intellectuals are very funny; they got
50 in love with their oun thought that they meanwhile forget all about
‘the mass movement, And mow the Second Internmaticnal has bsen destroyed,
and yon've shoun that any kind of ‘veformism that trles to pass as revolu-
tionary but doesn't have the dialocticmethod is wrong, and you've shoun the
connection botuean cconemics and dialectios -- beautiful] "But yhat doos
Inkaes do now? Woll, Mar: talked about the reificatlon of lator -- the

. Petishism of eommnditles, and tho fact that you bacome an apponiage to a
machine =~ and now Lukaos wants to show that 1t's rnut only reification of
laboy, but reification of thought. So he doesn't want to use Harx's idea
of false ideoiogy -~ what Murx: says, that the capitalist hes a false ideo-

. lagy becauss ho cannot see through these things, this is the Spielt still
_An Sslf-Bstrangerent, (Tncidentally, those tuo last paragwaphs, the foot-
notes,in Chaptor 1 of Capiial, s the Spirit in Self-Estrangement) Iukacs

develops the reification of thought to such an exteant, as if that is as
inportant as reifieatlon of labor. But how ecould that change the world?
-In,that case,; what will you do? Belong to the Third International instead

. -of,the Sesond, in other words a political answer? What is it that you're
arguing with? How will that change the 11fe of the worker? Well, Lukacs
doesn't bothor wiih that. And the lragedy i&, not only did he copltulate
.to Stalimism, ‘but for-that one moment-in hig liTe wheu he broke from. -

.- Stalinisn -- in '56-in +he Fungarian Revolution -- what ho talked about

" mas Demooratic Sccialiem, and not -a chango in the actual conditions.of Jabor.
.And_when he comes to his grestest work, Social Ontology,{we don't have 'it
_ yat, ‘but :some-of the sestions were published In Talos), he comes back.to
the.fest -that once you supposedly have a workers® state, you don't have to

. Worxy anymors about the scolally necessary labox time. 'fhat i3, you have .

. to_produce,. and it's ckay, and ones again you heve absolutsly no right, or
any form of thought,or instlitttlons or anything to count on. low, Sarire
comas to Foland and attacks the "frozen lexxlen" of Lukacs, Ha's mad &t
Iukocs (shoses tho wrong day to be mad at him, incidentally), because .

. Iukses hed attecked Exlstentialism, and tried to rate Sartre's Existentlalicm
_ag If 1t's no different than Heldeggor's (who was a fecist),. .50 here ho
comes o .Eestorn Europe, that has just made revolution against Russian:

. totalitarianism, and he says, "thai frozen Marzism.,.” dnd eo foxth. Hs

" 'mays,-'L, Sartre, have brought in the human element, and showed the.great-

. ness ‘of the Individual, the Existential and not tho Essentlal; and nou thls -
has to be reconguered by Mavxism.' Ahd how does he reconguer 1t? '3t is
An tho fetiahism of comumoditlies,' he says, and he makes more mlstales than
"you could shale a stich at, {Rezd my chapter on Sartre in P&H; I can't:

. g0 into it all here.) You mes, everybody ocomos back to the fact that tho
workers are ‘backuard’, and they, the intellnstuals, are so great, And
Sartre ocomes baeck to a ntew category that is even vorse than the 'backuardnars
of the workers’, the 'practico-inert' -- you're all roaily dumb, and you
:eggr do what the Party tells you, or what the Stato tells you, and so

orth. T ,

Kou, how does 1t happen that they all return to that one 1little thing:
vhere 1s labor, and where 1s the laborer? And what is my role as tho in-
tellectual? I will quote from the end of the Sartre chapter in P&R: "One
sould have thought that Sartre, who returned to a work of philesophie rigse
after he had become, or at least was in the process of becoming, an ad~-
lorent of Parn's hlstorieal materialiem, would at loast in theopy sttempd
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- .40 end the bifursation betmeen subject and object, would:concretize his
- ‘projeat of 'going boyond' as the Subject aprropriating objectivity, not
" viee Versa, - Instead,. having laidafoun datlon for a métaphysioc of Stalinism,
Saxtre ceems.totally unconasslova of tha fast that his methodology s at
+ . -%he opposite poly, not from Communism, but Zrom the Marstlsm of Maxsy. Desplite
-all rhetorio about praris, Surctre's methodology devs not emanste from
‘pranke, . Far from being any  ‘algera of »evolution', Sartrean methodology
.--ie the abatraction which reduges history to illustrations and dnalog¥ees.

- Tha anti-Stalinist, anti-capitalist, revoliutionary potty-boubgeole intel-
logtual, himegelf. the vietim of ths abdoluts divisicn betnsen mental and.
~manusl labow, the oliman of eenturles of division between philosophers and

. - workers, ssemad alvays ready to hmsd over the rolé of wovkers' self-
- ..emanaipation to ‘the Party’, even though its 'philosophy’ amounted to crder-
- ingthe workeras to work hard and herder.s.. The philosophy of existence
- £alls. to morgo with Marxism because 1t nas remained Subjectivity without-s
-:Svbjont, .desirs for revolution without 'the ‘new forces, now passions' for
,"".':E;Q"ol!ltionun".-:'- ST - S . ‘ . ' . . -
Lo axerniNows-Atla dhees onoi:foress and new’ passions for vevolution that makes
i -8 roturn.to.Hegel's: Absolute Idea as leii boginnings. Even though ne aroen't
5 i BOW -a8.acblve as e weore, say,' in the '60's, what is so great in our.age
. 13 that.we: have reached a /stége vhore we are trying to work cut a new ro-
.. -.atlonship. of: thaory and pradtico, anew relationship of pbilocophy and re-
Sovotubiong oo, o T e T T v ' b - L
. i o What ape the new heglnnitige? They dvo on tio levels -- tha agtuzl
. :-Forees of zevolutlion, workers, Blzoks, youth, and womenj and thaa, only
..-.;¥hen you have forces of .revolution, gan you spaak of them on the second levcl,
-,.not only as.forco but as resson. Bubt now,.as agalnst strossing a human
forge as Reason,.ue want t6 stross Reason-as-a fored for rovolution. You
-oannot subdivide, or divide in any way, the thaory and the practice, and-
.., Bay. 1t's only in the practlce; -there has to be a unew unlty of the tuo, So
. .-3he "nen beginning” moans, 'What has happencd An our lifetime?' We want to
. talta up, therofore, what happened in tho last tio decades, and see at which
stege-I was; so to speak, forced to mothink, ’ :

Ve have taken up Pheuomenology of Mind and Soience of Logicy now

we're going to go into Philosonhy of iiind, bui I want to first say one
“ooncrete thing as to how Ihapponnd to g0 to those abstractions, Lenin
.finished Ids work on the Secience of Logle, and he was very happy that ln
the first half of the last paragraph, Hegel had eald, 'we now go to naturo.’
Lenin says, 'nature is practice, and hoorah! Hogel is stretehing a hand to

" historigal materialisms ho was.a preoyrsor of historlcal materialism.' Now,
that is true, but we have to look st whore Lenin stopped; 1n other ttords,
vhatwar in the last half paragraph? Now, in '53, I was rercading this foxr
dif'ferent purposes =-- and, you know, '53 was a lovely time for me, right?
Stalin dled!  What could make me happler then that? So I'm in heaven, and
thinking, 'ell, that must ve a now stage of something, or othery what
ulll the masses do now?', and all that sort of thilng. So I come to whers
Ienin stoppeds he says the Jast half paragwapsh is unimportant, after Hogel
strotches his hand to Nature, I read the last half paragraph, and I write
a letter about it, This 1s what I says But my dear Vladimir Illylch, it
is not true; the ond of that page 1s important, Ve of 1953, we who have
lived throe decades aftor you and tried to absorb allyou have left us, no
can tell you that., Listen to the very next sentence from Hogels 'But this
dotormination is nct a porfected becoming or a transition....' {in other
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words, .Hegel 1e saying HMature ls uot a transition,)  Remembexr how frans-
1tion was everythingtc .you in the days of Monepcly, the ave of soplalism,
Well, Hegel has.pzssed boycnd transiilony he eays this last determinatlon,
" the puro Ides, in which the determinateness or reality of the Motlon 1s
is itself ralsed to the lavel of Fotlon,:is an absolute libauation, having

“no’ further inmediate dstermination which is not oqually posited and equal-

1y Notion, . Consequently thave is no trensition in this freedom.... ‘The
transition horo therefore must rather be taken to.mean that the Iden freely
reloases 12ablf in absoluto aglf-aotivity, ™ Whare Lenin siressod the objc-

_tivity, ve 8dd tho emphasis, 'porgonal and fres'. .(In other words, a

quotation fron the next eentence of Hegel.;  Where Lonin had next emphasize’
natarialism, we stresc tho transsendence of the opposition bstueen Notlon
and Reallty, -And vwhere. Lonin siopped a pexagraph short of the end cf the
;?_559. ve. progeed to ghow that Hogel's anticipation of Voluwnes 2and. 3 of

"Tho, Bnvleopedia of the Philosophionl Selencos was similar to lamk's antlol-

pation’of the Goneral law of Cap.talist Accmnulatfon in Volume 1 'of Capital.
(Those of you'who Imow Capitals In the last shapter, on the Gereral law of
eapitalist Acoumulztion, .ne gives you vory nearly everything in' Volumes 2

 -=nd '3, right there, bedausa. he.ventures to show that these.now psssions and
falney foronm fay 'the kesonatrustion of o non.sooloty will.be Human. posior as

L
Sauiy Lrunt 1ty 2O loty

w:At§-oun-endy). We conclrded that what logel is showing in the movement
.~ from logig.to Nature to lind was thisy ‘the-movement:is fromilogleal-prin-
*7 piplo or theony, %0 Maturg, or practice, sud from practiec not alone to

theory, but to the. nen soolety sthich is ite .essence. - low, that was written

"Ai-*53, and I'thon seld, I must go to Thilosophy of Mind, - (¥nobher wordg,
-after'the Solonco of Ioglc, .after Hegol finished. the Dostwine of the Notion,

'he-had 'the Encyolopedia of the Philoaophioal Seionges, whore he-had first |

'11";!1’6"-10'@.’0'.’ then the Philosophy of liaturg, thon the Phdlosophy of Mind.:

- i!dir'."_‘in_'th_d la.st yeax. of ';115 l!.i"o. Hégel dﬁcﬂ.dad that' eonething vasn't

" koshet,” onding uith Paragraph 57%s So he sald, 'Wo havu threo syllogisms:

- Logic-Netire-Mind 1s tho first, Olay -~ that sounds 1ikd he's merely re-
peating the titles of hila bools, dousn's 1t?. That's what they are, the

logle, tho Philosophy of Natuwe, anc tho Philosophy of !1ind, But, what is
moxe Impoxtant, and shows the nou here, la thet Kature iz the modlation, the
middle texmy - 1t's therefore not logic that's the most important, it's
Nature, because mediation, dialectically, 1s both objective and subjoctive.
Naturo turns o Mind, and it looks back at Iogle, but disrepards it, bocauce
it's now turning to something elso. So T wead this and say, Vell! Hegol
is not only strotching a haud to ilature, which is practice (and I'm willing
to accept that from Lenin, and think 1t's greal), but this syllogism sShous
that there 1s a movement from practice -- that's what I was trying to point
but in '53 -~ that s iteelf a form of thoory., "het is 1t that the Eaat
Germans, the Hungarians ~= the whole of East irope == had boon showlng?
.Thoy not only took liarx's lHumanism from tho archives and put that on the"
historic stago, tut tiiey mado something nhew uith workers' councils and de~
contralization of the State, and so forth, So this syllogiem is shouing
that so far a Hegol was concerned, ilature is tho contral thing, and there is
a m?vament from practice which i1s itself a form of {hoory. But 1t 3imply
ien't true that Hogol stups at tiis polnt, as wo soo immedlately when we

got to the socond syllogism. Tho second syllogismis Natuxe -Mipd (it becomes
the contral thing, tho mediation)-Logic., (ind that shows he's not just
mentioning his books, bocause now he's turning around theix order,) Ohay,
vhat is important about w»aling it that way?
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"'find out that it was only in the mid-'60's that one of tho finest, Maurer,
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_Now 1'11 toll you somethlng fantasiic. lono. of tho Marzists had
Pl lc of Mind becauso we
alreedy had a now contlusnt of thought, Mersdsa, right? So there Gidn't
seem to be any use to go back to abatraction, vhen larx was so great in

' But there is one advamiago
to an abstragtion.-- if you meet a hew epoch and & now orisis, a new trans-
formation into opposite, 3f 1%'s too gonorete it Just doesn't hold any-
mora, (You've now met Stallmism and not just the Second International;
you'rs nouw mesting something olse, and not Just vhatever it was bafore.)
.So thesafore-the abstraction makes it essier to try and see what is rew In
Now, the scholars also didn't

1 was quite ahocked to

" ‘takos theso up. And here's sihat ho's trying to do wdth that socond syl-

-~ logiems.; ho says, 'Well, sctually it showm that this 1s the syllogism for
. -thd Phenomenols _
‘Phenomsnology. of liind isn't just phenomena, but a whole philosophy of history;

of Mind (you see, that Uesomes Mature), and after all,

‘It takes ia.2,500 yoars of history.' Now, thersa's only ona. trouble in .-

TP L -

trying to spproprlate this second sylloglsm for the Phenomenolcgy of Mlnd -
=~ uhy aid Hogel make +his great work of his so inconsoquential by the tlme

“~'he kote the Bneyclopedis of the Dhilosophisal Sclehges? He only gives it

“ong

,;ong aingle sectiou,;and under psychology, of all places! Hogel nould have
"failad anyone who dared io'say that that second sylloglsm was reazlly thz

* Pheneiterioloiy of Mind. :But lat's look at what Hegel did before this. The

- " “Intyoduction mever was in the 1817 ddition of the Soisnco of logls.. He took
7 all the attitudos to obJectivity, iun other words, jyour trying to say, 'Ges,

¥
I'm a Subject, this ie an object, why in the holl s thoxe all this fﬂ.ghting

““betwedn us, or why don't I conguer it?. I'm smarter than these things.’

And the first attitude to objoctlvity s Falth -- everything that mas pre-

" Kantlan oxr pre-empirical, Then the second attlitude to objeativity is when

you' reach the Industrual Revolutfion in England, and the revolutionary philo-
sophy of Kant, his introduction of dialectlcs, low, if you were belleving
only in synthesis, your third atiitude chould be vour dialectie, right? fo.
The third attitide to objestivi’y 1s the rolrogression, onoe you have met a
now crisls within that great big now beautiful elvilizsd world of tha Indus-

* trlal Revolution and the French Rovolution and the Kantian dfalestie. So

you see, Hogel is not warting teo give to Mind -- as great 2s it 1s, and as
tho modlatlon -~ what Muurer now is saying, In other words, Hegel 1s now
saying that by itself, as great ss I‘dnd is, and it certelnly 1s great, it's
1iko ordering somobody suddenly to wallk on his head. So what is the use
of trylng to tell you to walk on your head? It lsn't going to help, unless
1t 1s united with something, And what is 1t going to Le uniied uith? If

. he was going to follow ¢through by constantly turning the three catogories

around, then Iogic would nou become tho medlation, And he spont all that
time on tha Science of Loglc, but now he wants to throw ILogio out altogethor!
That was just, so tu speak, the excuso for you to know the categories which
would help you explain reality; now you really have to do something. So

he throws all of it out, and he says, ‘'Well, it's really the Self-Thinking
Idea’, "the self-determination of tho Idea, in which it alone 1s, is to hear
itself speak," -

Nowi, if we listen to what the Idea is, and we know that there 1s nc
differenco botwaen Idea and freedom, then it will be equally the nature of
ths faot and the naturo of cognition itself, and that is one of the forms
of getting to the transformation of renlity, what Marx called the realization
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of fresdom. That's why Mamt stuok so much to the dialectic. WQ"rg not
going td';‘uhrou'philossghy out, we hava to roalize 1t; that is, "Anytead

‘of an Adeaof froedom, ‘1t has to boocms the reality,  And this reality ‘
means tkat when the- Solf~Thinking Idea and the welf-movement of masses unite,
then and only then will %0 have a now way to transferm veslity, a new phil-

" émophy, & new soolety, e must begin, howevar, wlth ibsolute Idea as new

o -‘aegih_riings'.' and T siant to end with thut in the foliouing way. _

: These throe ‘14ttle words, 'as neu boginnings' -~ lat's go through all
of theso Marzists thet I yas speakiug about bators, and seo why thoy didu't
got thero. IVkass tried to soy, 'Well, since we don't balelwo in Absolutes,
lot's sbo whst Megol memity he meant tha. bnity of theory and practice, so
than the %ey 1is totality.’ Obay. Totality is very much- superior to empiri-
olsm, 1t's vary much superior to teldng only ons singlo question; dotality
‘meansyou look st the relationship betneon the Third Horld and the First
-Hopld and the Second World - you look at the relationship of vaxious ideas.
But, ‘1t lan't good encugh. . Tt's just totality as tna opposite of singls
Adcas, ‘singls setions - you kuow, a strike insteaq of a rovolution, . That's
, greﬁt',i‘ibut‘-it*jﬁsn'-'_‘t'_ golng to givo. you any ney ideas. VUs're ving In a
. ~morld that hsa’ geen: the vounter-mevolution wlthin the xevolution, has seen
thqf-tmﬁaforﬁa‘.ﬂ,b'n of 'the £iras workers' stato into its opposite -a state
.= oapltaliet iusolatis, ~hias 'pebii.j}bha'neu,jb!nt_‘iias',_brcught.uit.h Yao " beaoms Itn
+ i Opposite,’ besause abstract Sdeallsm. (as just the Chalrman’s Thought,” and so
forth), - 1ike abetraot materldaliisn,. is vulgar, and can only. halp-ths -bourgeos.
. 8le4.2% caniiot POSsibip halp the. revolutlon or-a new soolety., So'li 18 not
vier lHhat did Sexrtrd say?’ The "totalizetion -~ he vants to make everything
- i totallzation, ‘Okay;. b dld it bolng 'hin to, this ‘totallzation? 'T¢
.Mmeant. you ‘aro just a serial, Just a number, 1ike walting for a bus at a
--bus -station, you're 1'and you're 10-and so forth, end you uill get novhere
3 here’s no difference botyweon the tne. So someo.sd has to ooind in
‘f.‘fxpmthe:owl:sldo',' to oxder you abocut, ang the Farty is botter -
~than tha State; or something. So 1t isn't. totalization, 2

What 14 Adorno say? How, Adorno was the groatest of the dialecticlans,
£0-to speak' "pure dlalesties”., And ko made & roz) mess of it,- You fmown, I
iias never:looking formaxd to anything so greatly es his i tive Dialoetios,
i was dumb enough to think that that meant dialectios of hegativity, Hegel
says there ars tao negations, and the sacond negation 3s +the really positive,
und Marx says that that's tho nen society; I thought that's what lw would
talk about, No., He is talking about negative dialectics becauss the fotish-
A3m 48 not just the commodity: he makes 1t how the feblshism of the gongaypt,
Conesptual fetishisng you've got to thyon it out, What are you going to do newsT

I talked to the Hegel Soolety of Amorica, and there were quite a few
Adorno-1tes ang Frenidurt School reople who wore trylug to prove some of
“he better parts of Adorno. 8o I saldq, 'T'1l ghote’you the good Barts of

© ddorno (from Aspects of tho Hogelian Tigleotig): "Subject-object cannot
bo dismissed as mere ‘extravaganco or logical absolutism,, +1n seelng through
the latter as mere subjectivity, we have already passed beyond the specu-
lative 1dealism,..cognition, 1t it is genuine, and more than simple dupli-
oation of the subjective{(inothor nords, the photocopy thoory of rodlity)),
Hist be the subjoct 's objectivity,” 1In othor words, you have to beliove,
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Lacavse you're iving in thls world and you want to transform it, that
your sub?‘]rﬁcti.vity 126::031@ a reflegtion of this objectivity that you
wani to ovoroomo and destroy, the cther nowld, You don't think the
other world is soasthing oppeslte, encent cpposite to you in . the senso of
‘that's what you have to trarsform’s but +his roprasents somebody's
sutleotivity, the subjectivity of tho capitalist, Clay, geods tha.jb’ he . .
sald that. " Why then, I ask, the vnlgar reduction of absolute negativity?
- Thereln 1o the roal tragedy of Adcrno (ard tha Frankfurt School) -- the
incscapable ono-dimensionslity of thought once you 'give up’ subject, onoe
- you do not liston +o the volces from bolow -- and they certalnly were loud
and clsar and demanding An that docade of the md-1950°s to mid~'60'3 -~
oncs you roturn to the ivory touor and reducs to your purposs what all this
means, "the purpose (Lhis s Adorno) of dlscussing ley coneepts of phil-
‘o3ophic dloaiplinas and centrally Artervaning in those diselplines...."
What doss that mean? You're golng to just see that you deacadsnize all
of these catugories, ord dnstead of hevirg philosophy saparate, and soclology
 Baparate, and eccaonlcs separate, you'll make thom all irtu one. Thet's
- -supposed to be gruat? Irresistably come thé next stup, 4he substitution of
“ & permanent oxitique nci alons for "abaolute negativity", but for what is
a lot more important, absolu'e “permanent revolution". :

. Nowy -bherofove, iihether 11's t4e totxlity as Lukacs san it, tho ,
totalization as Sartra oxplainad it, the concepbual fetishism that Adorno
. -develnpad -~ wo raally heve %o begin tho Ahsoluba not cnly as & totality,
- butias & new beglundng on tho btasis of sihah comes from tho movement from

. balow, 28 wall as from the Idr., and it's ihat unity which will finally
rea.;l.!.zg' the Idea of Freedom as i3 reall

n [ 1
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