L T

Octy 20, 1960

Dear JB:

1 hope you'll ermbn vk with ne on a little "voyege of diacover;
vig Hegel. It mey seem odd. that such a letter is addressed to you
Tather then HM, who ic the general reciplent of these typed of latte:
from me, 3But you may recall thai e couple of times before I address:
myaslf to ‘you, espocinlly when you outlined in your book on Viet New
how you intended to follow up on the current scene., In sending you
some mzterial on Hegelt's PHEEROMENOLOGY, I stressed two opposites
thot I thought epplicable to the present: (1) The type of Alienated

irit or "Homorouble Consciousness”, whick ifdentifies itself with
s ate power end thus leys the foundation for new and deéper contradic
tioms than the ones dealt with under sllenated Sopl or'Unhanpy
Conscigusness", directly after the bondsuan had gained 2 '"mind of
his own" only tr be confronted with a world of slavery where Btolgs
endured and Sceptics scoffed but he could find no new plsce for him-
gelf, (2)As against the new rulers & 1a MNao, I esked, what about -
ihe "backward peasants" who fled Ho Chin-Mihn's land daspite
hnorouble words =nd noble promises? Had tgix recognized tha bureuecres
in the noble visege? What new stage of world development could we
gense . in thoee refugees? . : ST,

- I'm not sure I succeeded in clarify g my thoughts even
afte; the briel in-person talk we had in NiY. I want to try again,
eppecially since now I am working on the. philosophic foundations of
the struggles for freedom In the underdeveloped countries.- 'So great
g leveller is the machine ege that it doesn't matter that I will -~
work mainly in Africa whose history and culture is very different
from Asia, which was. your field of concentratifn. .

' " Though it mus’c be very briefly, I do wj.sh to -ba.ke in
‘a11- three ma;jor written works of Hegel: the PHENOMENCLOZY OF MIND,
the SCIEKCE OF L.OGIC and +the ENCYCLOPARDIA.OF PHILOQOPHICAL SCIEMCES.
84 is obvious Ifrom the {itle of his firet great vork, Hegel is
dealing with 8 Sppearances, Imowledge as it appears ia 1ife, in history
_in natione, in relizgion, in philosophiec systems, (La.ter 'Ehey will
get worked, ouk, in'hia'iecfures ‘on Aepthetics, on Philogophy of"
Higtory, on Ristory of Philosophy, on Rellgion, on Taw but ﬁey will
lack the sweep, the thrill of the “voyage of discovery" whan he saw
a.lJ. fields as one unfied field of the Absolute Reason and Freeuom.)
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Some Aetradtors have veed-mo foolish as tp edll the
PiENONhLOLOGY 8 "psychology of sorts", but the expsrfencés ' “»
consclcusness glruggles through here {The subtitle of the wovk'was,
‘you know,; "The Science of the -Experience of Cohsciouaness") 'is the
;human s irit throiigh ‘some 4,000 years of civiligation, : The Center
‘of a1l & princinal stages ‘of .consciousness is the- praetic&l'aotivity
‘of Remson 4o the point whera the worid &nd s?e are not two aeparate
worlds, but unité, and each stige of unity bringe with Ers nes, Y
contradictions.until Absolute Enowledge ‘is réached, ~ The po:lmf ‘s he
rraches that stage in opposition to ell previous idealisms £i%a .
Ariptotle to Schenﬁ?mm—'ror resks both with slavery and. hzwer-
‘giong™ The thla, the entire.:ixiﬂ.rea:ity Ancluding pld ;
.the future.!or:*divine”, pull at the present and. -bring At ity fha
forward movenent pf. historyq.a Of ‘courge'.itle at:L'LIl h:l.q‘tm;y t-,pf‘ R
'—“&"‘b'u't_fh?'uni"varaal mdnd A opposedq&g.d?a )
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‘that firei system, which Hegel pu.. away pever to return to again,

- where he openly said "The absolute moral totality is nothing else

then a2 paorle", (Aad Marx didn't know these works and yet grasped
the ravolutionary impuct from the dialectic ia the PHEROMENOLOGY),
one souldn®+t poseibly miss that this aotivisgt spirit is the human
spirit and therefore hes today's freedom struggles in 1t.

You might sey: but if it ic phenomenal knowledge, then i
pust be what Marx would have desisnated as "supcrstmcture." Tes o
no. Yes, if you mean appearance ai creciive moments in history when
the class struggles have not yet so sharpened zs to bring the whole
syaten down as Art in the time of Greek city-states, claesical
political economy 2t the time of the industrial reveolution, German
idealist philoscopby following the French revoiution, ete. HNo, ir
1t means, the superstructure at the point of the social structure's
.breakdown when, as Marx put it, the ideclogists became "orize Xighte
.foxr the bourgeoisie" like.Senior's defense of the 11lth hour, or the

-present "end of idaology" philliatines.
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Nov, W i*h the SCIDNCE OF _DGIG, Hegel becomes more

.ahstmct 8t1)1, even in relationship to thought because now he cnnnc'

with how it appe rs in consciousness, nq§ even the seperate
disciplines, whether they be the gZocial seiences or the natural,
mathematics or art, religion or bivlozy, sthics or physics. Each

‘has-its individusl catego“iee and they 21) muet be broken down.-into
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one gingle, ‘wvhole~cmbracing ene that covers them 211, not to mentior
keeping higtory in mind as well. _ .

At the risk of sounding like the most idezlistic of

':l.dealista, let:me say that 1t is good for our age that he was

gompelled to be that abstract as-the.categories of being, assence,

‘notion and the.dozens of categories each igz in {urn subdilvided as

4t goes . through the process of negativity for otherwime (1)1t would
have -been impossible to work through to the logical end the develop-

men% of each: etage,' That is one reason Hegel insisis that principle
‘of nil ratiocnal kmowledge.is through the syllogism (shlusse)}; and

{2}42 the concrete and epoch development had.been analyzed, then it
couldn't have comprised further developmentis beyond his time,

. 0f course, the faet that he lived in "z birth-time of
history", when.the three revolutions opened our machine sge and,
thus, in germ, not only contained the contradictions of our age,
but allowed that great genius the scope needed to work out these
stages of self-dsvelopment. Only one word of cauntion, if I may
quote my MARXISM AND FREEDOM, let's not ever forget that there is
nothing in the mind of man, not even that of a gonius, that has not
previously beea in-the activity of common mans In a word, man's
actual stiruggles for freedom long preteded Hegel'a working out .of
the Idea of freedom, and will follow until :f.’reedom is no'!: an idea,
but tThe reality, e L - -
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other wora of cau,tion Ma.r-x who ould _and
d.id ‘Bave Hegeliﬁn ddalectle from its ‘fdea1istic tre,p ‘When e &ouldn'
h _ HEY No gi ty of ‘labor, and not - just of though'r
3B g h 111,'1 intalleghmlig igd thua)mgve%hfrom
g his ouzat - {po ¢al,. e¢énomy g case) to.the hteto:
9%’ i:rodtic oy roint éng "y ‘“Bu'ﬁ gt dldn 't $hrdy "to thb. winde",. not‘
even bourgeois ;thoyghf=— merely put over "t ‘&hq and ‘or’all .

volumes, inatend of the center of CAPITAL. As for proletarian ¢
thought. there i& never any sharv diviszion between action’and tizcr
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When he said that philcosophere had interpreted the vorld, but what
. was needed was to chenge.it, he certainly didn't exolude thought.

U Bat fﬁ.return Xo' Hegel and his contemporaneity, the process
of beooming and. passing awny,: vf negativn and yet xmgzx retention

of ‘all” previous systems-of philosophy as the truth of their day

a8 Hell es.the exrror ss A dynamic of the Fforverd movement of
nind to our dey srnd freedom for man a8 man , ae his destiny and his
881.f0Pulfilment, we have & pregrant:sensé of relativity of all
?ields of-imowledge ss8 well as all historic pericds of man's actual’
dévelopment that has Einstein's theory.of zelativity snticipated
despite the fact that the actual sclences he deali with have long
sincebeen proven wrong., In that respect I certainly egree with
Haldane who, in his Preface 4o the SCIENCE OF LOGIC, writem: "It

ig a mistake to suppose thet Hegel deduces nature from his categories.
‘Thought for him toes not make.a thing, It is exemplified in Ngture
in_$he form of externality, .But mind in this absiract form is not
yet actudl, ‘It only hecomes'eo ilh’'a logical development later when
both Loglec and 1is ‘other, Natiure, in which both become actual for
the first time,....It 18 the ‘came -single process throughout. Nature I
ahd™ thought imply each other, but neither creates-the other,” :
I . JE T RN .,‘--.-— -.l, —.:,-—..-“.1:-.‘ 'h. . ',,-”,- EET .
Lo T Agiyow see, I've plunged intc ae ENCYCLOPAEDIA which
consists of what is known as the "smali-r Logicl, Pbilosophy of
Neture, and Philosophy of Mind, Now the "Smaller Logic" is an
abbreviated (using abbreviate in the Hegelian' tradition of abbreviat- |
ing a whole span of higtoric development in a Eingle category)
"Science of Logle, with something new added, . That something new is
the Preface which contains the Three Attitudes to ObjJectivity, which
is not present in the Science of Logic. Here he again"abbreviates"
all systems of philosophy into but three different relations to the
objective world, When he reaches FPhilosophy of Mind, he egain
summarizes, this {ims very badly, his own PHENOMENOLOGY es well

ag Philosophy of Right, but it doesn't metier not only because you
Imve these worked out in full im separate volumes, butl because -
they are taken only as forms .of appearance to come to the reel
objective, Absolute Mind, whieh, if you recall my letiters on the
Absolute; was equated by me with the new society. Now it ls this
self-daveloping subjact as real, the masses who can and do change

the worid, which creates the philosophic foundaitions for deagling
with the underdeveloped countries in our era: .

1)Both because the problems there and the froblems
underlying Hegel's thoughi at the beginning of the meehine age
have pimilarities in development of consciousness, and

. 2)Because of the great dissimilurities because our
age ls the age of absolutes which Hegel only reached at the end,

How Hegel labored sc patiently through all steges of
self-development, alienation, negation, fulfillment, realization
80 that he reached that stsge thet has become such good sport for
our empiricist phlllistines and pragmatic opportunists I'1l never ., .
"really" know, -But what seems to me cbvious, es I look at the Amergan
worker confronted with the absolute of Automation and compelled %o:7"*
raise the quesilons of breakdown of dividion bgtween menual and mentals
or as ¥ aence the Vietnamese peasant regognizing tctalitarian Plen’ .
gven when garbed in Marxist phraseology; oI the Afriosn aﬁpzxpd Loy
4 -. . - 1+, LN ._e'l. .- - ‘\! 3 e «'-:..",.": 4
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'Eﬁngafinn. very neacly gimiltenecusly, raising the question of
' the Bumanigm o% ¥Marxism in cpposition to the Ruseian stands of
$te "ldealistic Hegslianist tone” and "inadeguacy Ior our aget——
vhat seons o me obvicus, I repeat, is that the self-development
o:;.’ mind istsgholglse to ,g:e igelf—deva"iopmezégg of fme%om-,astdcstiny |
.. of man thalt the fure gsjnml on prasen so strongly
that it propels i% fToreurd, “fr. Thet way the 1dgal becomes real
a-d in that way, end ia that way only, 3TE wes Hegel inpelled to
an ‘Absolute. S e ‘
| v that had not been tha 'pull", there could not have

been & aielectic method which sti3l bas the ngnswers.” Or so it
mppears to me. o :

- As 1 work thmough other stages in the more concreie
world of today, the,.‘phﬂ.osophic foundations shouid become ¢learere
HMesnvwhile ¥ yigh.ry ‘'wvacation! aidnt% stop at the end of this week
“end 1 could . proceed unhempered with my book. One %thing, wnfortunately

. i not Tor o world, or as leagth mine, that was true Zor thilospphers
whe 1live i?;ﬁ gure: "In the gt311 spaces of Thought which nas come .

%o iteelf 2 is purcly gelf-existent, thoge interests are hushed
“which move the lives of psorles andé i.pdividuale."




