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DiTRaDUCTORY lTOTE 

The REB has voted to reiosue "Tho Newness of Our 

Ph1iosoph1c-H1ator1c Cont 1on11 , n Jwe 1969 
. . '· .. ~ 

D1aauaa10XI·. BnJJ et1n em. e· dmf~ lll!ll;lUBCri.pts of . 

"itiuosoMY ~d. Revolution, alth~ ;the J:Brticular 

iiielrmar tc WhOm 1't was-addressed bas dropped out 

of the orgahizat1on. Par from dimin1sh1ng its ra- · 

i~~ •. ~he .f'aot is that. th9. polGI:Iiccl mture of' 
'· ' •• , ' ·, ·.' ·,. • • ·• ' •. ' J • 

th'!_art1Cl~ does not depen!l on: :!;he. '~racin1 o name. 
Now that bas moved from • 

• 



f.sya Dur>ayevskays 

,, 

Let me confess at once that I Am not at all sure that I understand 
. p~hat .. it Is you, were-trying to do In your talk to the New York Philosophy and 

1)_1-~evolution(~tudy·group; You stated that the sessions of the class wereJ,O-. 
1:\ ·~ibe a "twQ-way road" between author end the class members who were to become 
.. < !tt e . ..---, 11 hors11 • Sine~, however, your talk conveyed neither what 

.,,~· ~~!}II had conceive n · ped) as the introductory lecture, and since (outside 
\)r'();' of a reproduction of the contents pa~e) you made no textual references to 

the book, the draft of Ph!losonhA and Revolution became,. it seems to me, 
: no ,11\()re than, as you put· !t,' ."a dumPTns-@ poi'!n> ·for our own theoretical 

_.,<self-development.". But can'the ~ever ·be fully Internalized 'i'f it is 
cc::m!!~i:ved ~s .no more than ••a ·.jumping-off.- point?" ·.; .. 

··, . :' 
'' ; ' '," :; i ; 

,· .... 

major 
Philosophy of Mind thou~h It to so, our. . 
Is· the first Marxist work thnt grapples with oll three fundamental. . , .· · 
of Heg£1, (Outside of his Philosophy of Right, which, by being an "appli­
cation" of his fundamental philosophic thoaes, Is, t11 me, not strictly 

11 i; ",', ... 
I· \"~ 
I \\ 

'.: l' 
·-·..::.· // 

~. ~-:.:~' 
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philosophic--and which In eny case lOBS already analyzed by Marx, his 
very flr~t grappl.ln~ with llegellan ;>hllosophy when still o Left Hegell~n 
and which led directly to his discovery, historical materialism--all other 
works of Hegel were lecturee~o~eerly drafts that hod not been reche~~ 
by him before publication~.)' 'Rather, Philosophy and Revolution ta"'"/sO"'ne.) 
a r } erpretntlon of Heg lla dialectics, so totally belonging to~. 
an .so frik-, o the revo \1tlons-to-be, that none but Marxist-Humanists, 
8 ec o l u ,could hove written It, 
'---·----

So much for Introductory remarks, except to ~dd that you, Dick, 
are by no means the only one that hasn't C8ught ~11 the new. But you alone 
are so~s to let the cat (thot all others merely peered 
at) out of t~~he ;~ferences, therefore, are to your formulations, . 
although In fact, t om addressing ell study groups. I will limit myself 
to the philosophic section of your 12-pager -- pages 6 to 8 -- singling out 
the_ two most se_r!ous errors, (Frankly, t believe It would be best for you 
to eliminate those three pages since even where the argument Is cogent, 
It Is so intertwined with that which is not, that they cannot lead to any­
thing but confusion.) 

* * 
. ' , . -~then, to t~e two s ous ph( o~s [j} your sunmat!on 

.of Len.l,n ll•~~'l-larcuse on D!a ct!cs. . . em, it appears to me, from your 
too great desire St popularizAtion;. abbreviation, impatience to reach ·a 
conclusion, one that is easily explainable by "examples". eg!n with 

recommend. his "A Note On Dialectic",'~ . 0 •Pref c, tf:A his . 
,,~~~~~~~~~~~w~~' ·was f!rst·-pubHshed in '1 •• You· make~ dis-_. 

·, editions as: If' all' the· political changes !'n· Marcuse · 
•. , .. <,.;,f•v~'f.J t_hose .. t:wo decades has: not affected:rh!s ''def!nlt!ons"· of"the i11al~ct!c.· 

,y_ol!,,seem to. b.e concerned. with ls·that,,'!n one· case, the' participants in 
--.•n .... s,tudy. group ·w.ould· have to. read fully half• of the• book· to· co'mpreliericf H~gel, 

><::w•)>,Lie_. by, r,eacj!ng,_the new. Prefece, they· can q·rasp• the· -Hegel'ian· _dialectic In· 
.-:,z ... !h·P.lJges,, .. ;'!Oul'.preoccupat·!on with brevfty dulled· your ·se·nsit!v!ty Yci'where 

l!'.·J:ha_nges .in the-i!'deflnit!ons" ·of the d!alect!c'were'· al-
clear beyond: ·any-· 

!fled as the ~es-of. 
·the establishe\il~Ystem~"(p.xlv) 

;.'.,, .. : ·:·:·;~~~~~:;,=:·plea~~- (!f,.you;th~ught th~t' this was ,.on~~'' his politics 
'''"''!lrici; . .,v'!ryone,knows we !l!Sagree•w!th Marcuse 1 s .politics) that this ,!!!l!S 

J d':'s~,.a,.gu<;!s~..io!I-Of !'poJ!t,!cs" ,, · Msrcuse;; is -making sure that his readers 
·• ;\!!!d~;:.~!:~l;ld~~=~. h1s,te2:c~!of~the· ·proletariat' as-. a· revolutionary·· force 

. ~·::..r~..i-f..Z::~ " .. !' .... . , ........... ":"' aJ:l!!l•and its concept ·.of "the forces .of negation" 
-as,. of course, tl'iese will be reinterpreted .by him,· rn : """d he ·Is : ~ 

. . making this statement after. he had made n~~l~.!!!Jm~~tlo'!'i!:;> the 
,. •:; 1" 1<;lM1ax,,'?f, IIIBny n'!a.nc!!S, he· had introduced w! thout bo.tller!ng toteiT'the 

. · .., .. •.r,I!S..<!"'rs .. ,that t!teJ-Iarouse o.f .. l96C-·is.r-ot the Marcuse of ·1941 on thls.·very 

' . .-~·~.~;,~1'\4.,,:~~- .. ~: ·~·:.:..::.)l ·.-= 
;: ,,'~ ..... • ..; ·;•:' ' ' J -'(' j '. 

··, ... 
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pivotal question of the d!nlectic, 

·-~ . I cannot here go Into detail as to how many times~Marcuse of 
1960 has written the exact 2J>_p~slte of wh•t ehe _!I!IJCUse_yfQJ4J.lha.s...written 
on the nlationship_.of.....,llfl.osophy (HegeL) tC( "Social-·tneory" (Met:xY. on · 
the lSD'e-~ Hit e lian dielect~cL.fDJ." Ma:tX•s_.concept of revolu-
ti separ romhistory or class strbgg-Hi~--but 
neither was It separate from dialectical development. For our purposes, 
it will suffice to 's'lnf!le out the cruc!nl violation of the very beautiful, 
pr~Q.U!!!l..t..ll~d _ _integt:(lted tltle:Reason and Revolution, Now, homer, Marcuse 

~~~),.~ ... 
~--- "I bel~e that It Is the ldea-.. or·!fi!ason itself whl9' 

~~-~.1-~An-H~~ philosophy." (p~--~!JL .. · 

Marcuse, who is a very erudite "specialist" on i:he dialectic 
knows very well how perverse such 3 conclusion will sound to dialectlans 
in-general, and to Marxists in p..•rtlculer. Therefore,·he turns to'"reality", 
e)lldently in the hope that the shock of confrontation with the concrete 
world .. would make thereader forget not only the anachronisms involved in 

. c!t~ng,conci!!Jtration•cemps, gas chmnbers end nuclear··prepare'dness In a dis­
c.ussion of the a·ge•of Hegel,· but ~lso the· phno·sophlc concept of Reason in 

. HegeL and· in.Marx;•• In any. case,. whatever. be: the reasCin for his turidilg to 
'•" . :'!real:lty'.'.: at, that. moment, he· writes: "It may even be justlf.iabl~,"'l'oi!ically 

,.,,a~;,"e.l-bas. h!stor,icaUy;: to. define' Reason ·in" terms which 'Include 'slavery, 
the 'Inquisition, child labor, concentration camps, gas chamb'ers''ii'rid''nuclear 
preparedness .• ••· (p.xii) 

~t!;i <.:! t-- ,,,_.: ~:,;_; ;~'G :: '!' '·;;: ;.,. . :· -,.:. ·, '.~· i.:J 

·-v.: .. ,,,., :;· ,-,·.:Marc.~~·-'s--shock trl!ai:ment;·!'if,·ilori:y to say; '!i'ick'·'succeede'dl 
Evidently·: total-ly·; unaware' of'Marcuse 18 ., periier•iion· o t ·cept"'or'1Reason, 
you disregard not only his view that this Is 11 th • ialec.lcal element in 
Hegel.' a PhUos.oph)"',' but' also'wh~t I. am sure you know·very'wel.l -~. tl_t!> £2-. 
lect ive compt.ils'ioni. which ·causes ~in reuse • s • p'oli tical · de'viaHcins·;· h'iS iticom­
pre.hension ·of the objective world, that is to. say, his fail);lre to see that 

'·'.i.t.COinprises<rioi: i>Myi.capital and· au omated milch'inery; tiut' 
':. c·.: doriary'•PtciletP.riet·•that:fights this ""techno- ' · · · · r on<ifit • 'Instead, 

,''you•yourseH:JfaH';into:·the''mire'of· subjectivism an ·wr te: · ·<"" '':··:•: 
·-;,.·. :·:..-'t:: < ti.:.o. :!:•rf'j_'11•:-'.!:.:. :·i•:_;;~·:. '· --~~- ·.-J:~·-,:· --~: _J·/·:.-r: r_):;•. !:V .. :"· •:;:s 

. "·(: :! !.!' '·"'· ·''"'' i "Freedom 'then: appears as this"cont ii:\UOU negatlbn ·'of"j;illf wl\~~d 
7 ,,.,.n"untlball,alienations 'are·'overcCime,. r.e~'. ·until 'the !Joild is,,so .tra~~~ormed 

that it no longer exists independently of the individuaL" '(p,B) ' .. 

::r'<><'!';c1' 1c ' .•>Since the world wl·lFriot·dfsappear",'not even wh~~:sll.l!lie!l~tions 
.· .,~ve beeti eliminated; ·•Slnce•the 'lndiviciuiil;' 'to achieve''universa'llty"i,n a 
. •c:new··soc!etyi ·-has :.!!!!.2i<of•'that objectiivii'belng ~~·the wort'd J_:_,:o·· may):liumbly 
. •''". •tel:kyou,thst ·.you "never>w6uld •:haver 'cciriil\i tted such a ·seilous •'erilor··Jiad"you 

.. :· ... ,adhered to.rthe<text ·of •-Phi tosopny and Reirolutlori;' 'retaine'd Y.our'·'s'ensftiv!ty 
... ,_to cl£.! :-logic,· oso-::t'iiat you ··nt '.-leas·t··realiz'ed that it 'was ,not' acc'fderitii:'' that 

n , o ll.•,ne.ver·.refe:C •to· 'the·•-1960 ·Ms'rcuse· hiroT.IIbly? · · .. '· :· ... _j: .. U,·.'::.'-';· 
' .I • • ' ''1• :, - .. 1 ·';:'! :; "! .• 
. ~0 1. ·~~:·;:; '''.~·:, :•:'1' 'I 

'. 

I 
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And, please, ple~se, be not so preoccupied with brevity that 
you "automatically" choose brief summations over the comprehensive ones. 
Take Lenin's 5-pager, "On Dialectic." It is an excellent· piece for a 
brief a·unmatlon (especially If one tAlks to himself as Lenin did there), 

.provided you have absorbed the whnle. (Did you know thnt Marx categorically 
forbad . the· pu_bllcation of his absolutely magnificent lecture, Wage-Labor 
and Capital until after the publication of Capital?. In the subject we're 
discussing, Lenin's "definition" of dialectics, all·you have to do Is com­
pare the single surnn:~tlon of the dialectic with the 16-point definition 
end you will understand at once why brevity will not do when something very 
new has to be explai~ed,) · 

Incidentally, may I ask why you posed only two v•riAnts •• 200 
pages vs. 5 1 What about the 27, very brief pages that aooear as the 
Appendix to the first edition of Nflrxism.and Freedom1 Those 27\ "loose" 
pages contain nearly the whnlc of Lenin's Abstract, and, though it does 
omit Hegel, cites the pagin~tion in Hegel that Lenin is cornnentlng upon 
so that readers who wish to grspole with Hegel as well as with Lenin; ·can 
do so •. Moreover, this Abstract has been tried out on workers even before 
the publication of Marxism end Fr~edom as they were mimeograohed by us, 
precisely in orde.r to try them out on workers and students, so that by the 
tlme.M&F was published with·this Abstract, workers and students.actually 

... "ega ... ;o:'!&e some philosophic .categories to analyze conditions. of labor and 
,·, -.~·· tru .. o·r .. fJ:eedom •. Why- do:you show-~~. 1~-~~~~~d .. !_or. some o~.--~-

' '(:. .. ni.q':'~ ~;~blic!l,tlpns1... .. . . · .. " . · ., · · . · · .. ., ' 
. --· ~ . -' .' ·. ..... . . .. · .·.' 

O.K., we will follow your procedure and limit ourselves to the 
: 5,;.1"!/lll!':to;OF.:l;"~!;her.-Jo:what•,tha.t· l!mitatlon:compellecl you·; to write when you 

'""''·!l.tr~ve .. fo!',·~· forced, Identity- between ·the •Individual. anc: the •Universal"; 
:. :/ I . _·_: ~-: ,,~:..vr·-:{-J : ·:.::'.t: . .... --- . .... ·,· ·· 

····" ,, 0 .. :;.):T.hl),.only.way we c11n kn<>W the. individual," you write on P•l; 
\;o:~(,is ~~oughthe,u~.ivers!'l, the, cctegory~ the mentaLide~:'' ', ...... . 

• · ·· e ·• · r · - · ·_ '· : - - · · ·· ,. · · ·· · · _., ' · · · ·~~'' 
· ~::,, .·.:~ , ·,.;,Yo~ ... ca~!t po,s;!~iy :'!'.ean thPt .. the Individual doesn 1t e~iat unless 
.-,1. , ~-. ~av~"a :lllj!ll.~al, idea C)f ,.)II!!'.•· :As for, '!knowledge" 'about·, him; that ,·:too; would 

mean utter abstra!!U~n i~: ~~,were: .wholly -dependent upon· '1the :·Univers8'1", 
and could only serve to justify' the Existentialist claim that their phlloso­

•· ph)l .. alone. recognizes the .uniqueness of the .. indivldual;··hls "irreducibility", ·•' .o.- • Jl •J!o ~ '"- .... '' .-. .. . . • . . ·.- • • . . 

, . , .. 1~};~a~, ~~ a,gi}I!\St.~today,',s Ma.,ists!', Existentialism alone·can·"reconquer 
·man into ·Marxism, I' •. 

•• . •• l .' ... '·' 

. .. : i "•c.·, i , , 1-.I :.m. sure, .. you, know th8t, the. individual is the very sou 1 of Marxism; 
,, t~~:~~\)1)!.,;843_ whell.,MI!rx,,flrst broke .with bourgeois society;. Marll nvver . 

. , , .· , stopped reiteration. thee "the Individual is· the social. entity'\; •·that·;· •In 
· ·· ;,., :a'Mt,~ :t'l }-ii_S,: flgh_t·,·.;aainst capj tsl.ism, ,the. fight against :wlgar·.conlnunlsm, 
, .. ·: ., .~~}IPP.OJ.I,ed the ,c;qu_nterpos_itiC)n nt,1t only of .'_!;he ·ata,!:~,sgainst the ·olndivl­
..... d!Jiil., .but J'reedom .as. some" sort~ :of sbstract'ion," a "universal"• or,.: :as tbe , •• ,. • !\," ~ '' ". • ' -· ' .-.. • • - - . ~· 

Communist ~!anifesto put It; .''The free1om.of the .indiv!duat·•fs·the·c·ondltion 
for ths freedom of all," Far from t.he universal "proving" the truth of 
t.he Individual, the reverse was the c~~e. 
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. Just as Marx never depnrted fro:n his "new Humanism" c_oncepts 
40 years later as he lay ·dying after he· sp~lled out man's "quest for uni­
versality" In- concreteness, transcending' Es!sterit!al!sm's wordy rhetoric, 
so Lenin never stops stress!nR that, just as such s!mnle statements as 
"John !a a man" reveals the "ident'ity" (2) of the individual and the 
liniversal,· so dialectics as n theory of knowledge, "absolute> human know­
ledge", Is the process of the development of everyman. Insofar as the re­
lationship of the indlvidu&l to the universal Is concerned, Hegel himself 
had phrased It m"st beautifully: "the Individual Is free of all th&t Inter­
feres wl th Its universo llsm, I.e. freedom." 

Knowing all this, as I'm sure you do, how could you have written 
so sloppily and in the section on Lenin at that? I repeat, It's all due 
to your impatience to get: to the end, yaur desire 11to know before you know. "(3), 
a ~~~~-~ _mer~_fo_llC>¥er as_ __If originality for .':!arx_ht'!_B_t_l!,t.s 
t,!lere ~~:_~.'!, ~f ",l'th ll ~.estP.~E!111f1.nt __ f()Lth_e. specific ege. Even Extstential­
l&i'iMurn oeen forced·to· recognize t:'IBt "Independence" (when the problems 

sed by Ml!rx have n~~ y_e.t .. be~reaolved _11_nd wil~~nt ll a new society 
oes arise,L can mean anything Q!!t....§_!,eturn to .2!:!-Harxism.' Therein, pre-

(U sely, is the genius of Marx, the superiority and·tnc'is nsabtlit of 

:'-: . alectical. philosophy, * * * ~~f 

·- Now then, for ~rrc)r to occori,e a· dynamic of truth, .wh~t is:.~eeded 
,fa ,a confrontation, wtiS:t. Hegel called. "the .suffering of the'fieg'ative"·, and 
· fient'n ··a'· shedd ins of over· set f-conf lcle~·ce. · The case 'Lenin .iss ···ref'er:r:'i.ns to 

_. _, -·~· .• •·· ,-1 : 1 •.• •.• ••• ,·,: :·· :· _ -·· : - · ~.r.r· ·)·· .: 
.... -·Trotsky ·----came from the type of genius which, in. military t.erms, .sa.yed 

the young workers' state, but would endanger it ff.·exte'nded 'to· relations in 
the ,trade union and political fields, Fortunste•v, we face no such.serious 

"~,; ,.',~rob~~_ma; ·'?.r <!angers. :re ,maY eye~ sound f~"tastt9 tp l:ook 'at,. ~\\c~ .~t,storic 
. ·and phllosophic developments for illuminAtion on such small matters .as . 

.. '.,~probl.e~ of '',j ~tudy group in !i!J.toa'pity lind Reitollit ion; f!eiierthel~S.-~• dialec-
._ ·:,.t1~. me:th;<ld_olo~~ .!iJi!st ~c"m~ our ~a 1 ly prncttce, and ,tb_e problel1J u.~de;: discus- · 

, ·. ;sto.n "·~ · h~ t~J:'al(,e. p~esent.ed ~;~e newness of our contribut~o'! ~.ithou.t tak-
.. · ,tn.g ~·_'short.ciit t~~oligl'i':a~~r.'!vlat.iori3 ·and ''defin!tio~n .of -()~her~ o'i\ ~talectic,. 
· _ "does·.c.all,- for histori·c confrontstinns rather than pre.sentin~:the·J!B'!·at the -: .:., 

·le.i,t'lerldi. · "DuriByevak·ay: ts ·suggest! ng that • Absolutes a's new· bagtriri~ngs' is ' 1 

·. ''the'one :to't'ook'"af'for-:our.time." Period,· End. The time has !ieen'spant · ···· 
01, •• , • ,, • ' ' ' '\ • - ., -. ,.,_ , .• '·• - ' '! • 

_. ·~ri the ilbbrevfattons wh(ch fed to 'errors, and now there' is nothing to do , .. 
'· . ~~t s~y "U We Aon't .. b~giri~ who wU~·7 11: (pocl2) .. ·•. . . . .• '.: 

• ; ' -· - • • . • • • : '! 

Thiit,"'D'tck, ts' ·where you should liSve :begun. Let'• a· d·i,;.;; Into the 
~~~fr~t~ta ... n-_by .answering, wh.st, SJ!!!C!fically,_ philosophically, marks of[.; 
o'!r a. e from that. of Le in~, By the :time of the collapse ·_of th~}'!.C:~}!!l In­

tiona o Lenin:, was sufficiently disgusted with nmaterialists11 to .. stand .-u:>o 
'in 'awe· o{ ."fdeait·st" dialectics and write: "Cognition not only refle.c.ts the~-­

A'worll!~!:tiUt creatiis 'tt', 11 ".Yet 'thiS isn't what he developed; ThSt'task: is ours, . 
. ,; 'H!'i'waa, as you ,well know, t:riinsformr.tion into opposite.,. ~~'us', 'w~c{heve 

.. ''")(ve~' '~hr_.o_:u. s_ h_:·~~~l)nism_ ,t_ i>. ·&_peak of tr~_ nsforinatton J.Ji!;,ofoppc1!'1);'e_, ,_'_'co.Li.ld only 
... ,.evoke the' answers "So whl!t else Is new?" What: was ~as "thl!t 'the death 
"'\sf''si:al.'in hf'teCI'an inculius from the minds ·of work~rs an'd ·ini:enec'tuai.s, . . - '-· ; ,. ' •''--' ' 
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. but first of all and most seriously, '!rom workers. And preciSely cause 
workers _were girding for ac<t~al r oJutionary struggles~ revoluti nary in­
te llectua Is iJQ--lonae.t:__fearec:Ctbe ..!!)iQt a! ogl ea 1 -Abso lut_~, but_began_s~a_ei ng 

, 1 \ it:J_.liJ!l__tead,<._e-g-fli~ versih•, That is to say, the~ in the 
·~ -?V ~ :-!'Absolute as nunity of theorY, andpr?ctice wa_s that it was being disclosed 

as a movement from practice that was on its way both to theory and a rew 
-. ~ -;;:;;:;/ society. · ---. 

c.;;/ This is what I c!iscovered in H£gel's Absolutes ln~~•3; a few ~ · weeks before the first revolt from under totalitarianism in ~rlin on 
June 17th, which had put an end not only to the myth of Stalinism's Invin­
cibility but to the capitalist democracy's myth of "brainwashing". This 
was the historic breakthrough to that which separates one era -- Lenin's -­

? and another -- ours,{fprt proved~ to be the point of division .fiY'nthe-.:9'.-e..-· 1
7 state-capitalist te~cy which ~-founded and which had been ~t 

~<CZ.b\ /the. task of trying to break down that "last chapter" in Hegel, recogni ng 

/.

' ~was task for our age, but collansin as it was bein concretize . 

. Its first concretization was Marxism and Freedom. Phi sop y and 
Revolution begins where N&F left off by having singled out Marxlst-Humanisr,, 
as the philosophy of our age, and the American roots, with black as a new 
dimension, ~the !lirnllel of the Hungarian Revolution. Philosophy and 
Revolut-IQ!!(~n• -ll:.e...I:I&F l_eJ_t ofll and what we are a!Ldeveloping-as ... our . 

:.,·,,. theoretic pre~-~lllllu-t"t'on ls~~qne- !wind, the strictly 
,,.. philos'iibhic' !iidble~ ii) a _com!'r.ehensiyl!lless, ne.ver. attem9ted be_fore, and, 

,, ;··.;,o~},h.f'.o~~,r.han~; "EC:ci~?:mic .~elll!ty :a,nd :the Qialectics of Liber~.t!on" 
. · :_ -~-PP,ea;:~.N!.,i'!.S'\ vari~q, contr!'dlctory forms as to fai,l to me_a_sure. up -to the 

··"cliiiUe es of t'he ·era. , .. -" · -- - · · 
.-n <!r.r..~.~-~-, ·,-·ns;, ~~---· ,~·":J·· ···":~ -~~ .: • :. 

r·. You· 'told ·.;H; ~that 
!.. . ... ,, .. r ,,. 

. bu.i:' ask'; more or. le~_s, With 
those conclu­
poor poorer? 

j~,:~~~~~~\~~J!~~~~:~:~i::•, -- con-t n .. ry sense 'of 
that Lenin's 
of what .the 

11" -Le~i n was 

of. "object-ivity" 
at fashi'oning blin<Je•:s 

than bite size, · -

. I 

I 
i 

. ·I 
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Or we Ar·e confronted with the oopos!te side of this eclecticism, 
dogmatism, which refuses to recop;n!ze anything that doesn't bow to "the 
vanguard Party", whather or ncit that d!d Anything t'evolutionary. In this 
bowing to the "Party" there Is no difference, as we saw nll ov2r agein 
In France In Spring, 1968,. between the Stalinists who r>layed e counter­
revolutionAry role, and the Trotskyists who fought the Stel!nists. 

. ~t;;;d-~;;;?~~sit~~ of· thls •• the glori_iU:.!'t~on of spoiltanJ!i-1:-y--·' 
t_hat ha.r'purged Itself not· juot of elitism~ but of philosophy a la Daniel 
oh~·Bendit, who thinks he can nick un theot'y "en route" •• only to end in 
plagiarizing" (his wor~,. not. m.ln.e) .. the rsbi.d, discredltecl .. ,. orof.essional 

ant 1. • .4e.!l.i.niB.t_, Chau 11 eu. (See Obsolete CommunIsm.) 

~ -~--r.; pl~~e, -~~. ':·; ~-11 · t~ese- ~h~_Jndu-~g~~l.n._~h~t -Hegel. he~ pro-
foundly analyzed a~ ArbltrDT"J_...capr.l~!lf-~phetic utt~!ence"yhBt 
we say is needed is·some~~nat!ence, serlousness~suTrerrng of 
the negative" which Is what PhlloM:>hy end Revolution Invites its co-authors 
to do, I trust, therefore, thAt you will Allow me to conclude with a 
\'f!'ef suiTIMtlon of that most difficult first chApter which, as all new be-

\'"~l~nings,Ota.ss.d~o~en·. so troublesome not just to you, but to the whole o_rgani· 
~~rL/"~ . . . . 

· :·;:,~:_., ,.), The -~-f.orms--of·tlte-llbsolute...!_n Hegel .. Absolute Jfnc>Wledge as 
, the,,unlt1f b~tory•anc! lt_;!~_m!1r~s:bm::3:n t~ PHENa.!ENOLOGY OF· MIND; 

•i· ,,·;the,•Abs~lut~l"c!ea. asr:lje unl~"o£.-.ot-he.Q.... · d . racl:!ce in t~_SCIEN€1!-65. 
LOGIC; and Absolute ~lind as th U'>ity of-t . ncmfldua·!and nrversal 
in PHILOSOPHY OF MIND •• are approac e as .ne . cause our age 

;, ;··tof,iabsolates ·sees :something in them·.thet'Regel'' just ·gu·~sse'ci ·at and. yet, as 
. "·: .. :L::genius1iJcaugli.t.:ln' the'· sir of .the BOOC!LOf .the 'F.rench· .. Revolution';": "Thus, 

l:beugli'ia"religious mnn, 'he ends the'PRENOHBNOLOGY'by it' 11GoJso.tl:ii. : 'solute 
. c.' Spirit'! ,rlthat is: to sau. to use··a contemporAr·y·· ·ihcpression''·· oF'is "i! ·a' ·u 

:;,,Ptilloiloph. : whi . · has.·J~een elevated ab.We.-re)Jg-iorH-Ias .'i:eache . iB pinns~l 
· li · " .. when ~u: 'unites wrtlfrffiitory·,--w!len ... the ·rerile~ance ·uf~hingif past 

:r .di~~los"s ''~a new:w~rld" imbed~ed in theoresent, an_ ·"th,.erefor~, 
·,;.' for. >to:'God his··g_wn I'Rfinitucle," ~-- ~ · · .... 

· · \';;?•.:'j (/1 :!'1);; •;•. I'•' < ·~ ... ~. ·-~:_:.:.:.__.~ ' :; 1 .;.:_:·~ 
..... - -- Marx, who hit out sharply against any "Absolute", neverthdess 
. stres~ed that· Regel, having grasped alienation as r cess labor as self· 

., ' <becclml' , :actliaH'y· created' the dialectic not only as method )?ut as ,a._~r~i~t3i~· ~~~~·:: 
"k o "re·al· :which, however-;·· ts: enveloDed in "myst!C:a 1 form"''arid · the'rel) ~~ " .. 

ir oliicsl mste'riaH'sm· to disclose. What' we did that wa's' 'new,'snd could · · 
· havei 'l_y•be~~ 's_!!!!· ··,'era, was t.o grasp th~'dlvlsion In .the .Drob_lems · 

·:,dea :•with fore ·and ·s'fte the Revolution, In ·Hegel's esse,· the Fret~ch 
ollit>lon;· in·'our :c~,s~'. ,.t. ·:.Russ Inn Revolution,"· ·, ·:. _ - ·. ~. : :t 

, . , .. ,,' ·;,:What· we had ·stnglad· out ~<s new In the Absolute :Idea 'tn SCIENCB OF 
. ·LOGIC: was· the· ma'nner >in ·which the second negativity becnmes "the ·tu'rnins 
,,-point•of tlie movement: of· the'·Notion ,., for the t1•anscendence 'of.'the··-·opposi· 

tion between Notion and Reality, and that unity which is the trutti;•'riists 
upon subjectivity alone." With tl.a IJ!rth of 11 new, thirtl world, the 
tion that had to be solved w11s: is the new subject of 
~El-Ute Afrl_!lan~.A~_!!!l;.Le.ti~.A;nor-ic8n revoluti ij~~~:~ 
~ ~".u"J'"'ti~l-~~I_':,n~t-~nly force of revolution, _bU.~. ~~~:~o~?.~~~~~~~~¥?:Jl 
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whereby 

Continuit'[,/we retain both the proletariat· In technolo~ically advanced 
lands, as well as the Marxist-Humanism they brought anew unto the historic 
stage •. 

When Lenin finished reading the Science of Logic, he ended his 
analysis by stressing that Hegel, In hnvlng the logical idea turn to 
Nature, was stretching "a hand to materlslism", and th~t therefore, the 
remaining paragraph was unimportant. Back In 1953, when I first broke 
through on the Absolute Idea, I at once took issue with that, insisting that 
we who had suffered through Stalinism couldn't so dismiss that last para­
graph in which Hegel heeps praiSe on freedom, uoon the Idea "that freely 
releases Itself", "becomes utterly free" so that the "externdltty " of Its 
release in Nature Is but a step in Its return to the "Philosophy of Soirlt" 
where it will first "perfect Its liberation", In" word, we are again 

.confronted with how much more concrete for our age then for Lenin was Lenin's 
'lidealismn on the question of cognition "creating the world," 

Moreover, Lenin didn't follow Hegel Into the Philosophy of Mind, 
Marx, who did, ieft the analysis unfinished ~s he pursued his thoroughly 
original discovery of Historical Hater!allsm, It did, of course, reappear 
as he split the Absolute Into two In Caoitel. But where it concerned 
"direct" contact with Hegel •s the latter was tracing a process, a philo­
sophic process, Marx· hnppened to have broken off after he reached paragraph 

··384, ,though I· didn't know this in the exhilaration over Stalin's death, 
.. )•hen I, chos.e to· begin my analysis of the Philosophy of Mind with paragraph 

'!'2~~s .•. r;. -··.: 

'~'~ · .. :,·FT~!"·,.who,l~-·pqint !s•that·each-age hAs a.task,.andthe•drive; the 
, .~te~f-m?~.e\""l)t,.from practice and ... from theory, :suddenly makesrone• see,.points, 

, ., , ; . ·:l!tet·;V~):IIJlll)at~ons for the., t!'sks .. that,, confront· that epoch,: even from: .. so · 
" .. ~elj1Jlif1Sly.,clol!eqan ''olltologlcal .system".as. Heg~.P.s "'"The .truth. is.' that It 

, ,i[ ,,. ,JIB~ at :;hat,. point, tl)at .HegeL had reached the unity of the.- In~ lvidual"'~nd 
· .· , ;.,c,):h!! .. Hn.~ver~al i11"a way t~at it. se~med .no problem at BlLto, d~part...from 

,,,;Hegel wh'?rU~E!d, the .• , Phi ~()Sopher ris . yardstick. for '!'Ms.url ng ·the· development 

J manklnd,where the true Subject Is the mass.in•motlon, · But without this 
nternal dialectic it' would have been Impossible to work out the concrete 

.. niversal. .. 1 'J 1 • • • • • : , -

• ··' • ~:..>: ~-·· -,. :"~'. ;.~ ·••·. . ..... ·.·:. ••.. :' ·. 'c. ~- .- , -· '; L· 
j( .,u,..;_:,.,,;-::·;~:-:;;·:,Na~iJ~IiUy;thls. cannot be ach!eyed·.tn thought alone.;•l>IIJ~U_rally . 

:' :r:" .":;:--~:~\IIE!Il'l!.t'!·Ct,~c;>,ns .alone ·CArl .reconstruct society qn new. beginnings_, .. can end the 
'::I,,._.,;· '" .Prf!,7J~istor>:, ()f mankind,. ,,Net\lra.lly Narx 1 s concept· of praxis --.the ·act ivl ty 
· .,,.,'?~~men, ·ll)E!ntal.l!nd ,.manual, -• and not Hegel '.s ''Absolutes",· contains the 

,."J'~~e_r! 1; ,But. ,ei!.i!r:yql)if from 1-!arx~st;s to anarchists. n~v:er · t lrl'! of speaking 
of praxis without ever, .at least not since 1917, Achieving a social. revolu- • 
tlon, So e ~ ~i'l!!.ing, a .~o.j_nt:_..of dep!!l'ture, a .ne~ unity !:? . .V ' 

·,,j ~-.p)li,l,c;>,S()P,hy !'~d-;re:v,o't\i.tlon must .be wof!<en ~and It Is thts·-we tnv1te all 
,{J:~lP, .. )lS• acljie~e: so tMt freedom finally; becomes ·reality. Now that we 

.. ,,,.:, •. ~!!e_.,~ye,to_.eye, !,!It's ·begin aglil.n.wfi:h a view to finishing the book this 
•::l;Ye,az;!, '",. 

:"1-"·', 
. ... . . " 

·· .. :. ·Yours, 
, :.' , . :.r.) '~? : .r ·,' ., , 
~ -~-·---~ .. ' -· ·.-·-- .. _,. 

' I . , I 
.'_l..C . .. .. ..., .. ,] 

l ' I ... ,. 
i 
l 

173561 
''.t, ~',I\ .)o !f:,~,j~'~'-·'~ ,; ~}fl. 
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FO<YrNOTES: 

(1) I am using Lenin's own title, Abstract of Hegel's Science of Logic, 
In order to stress thllt r. am dealtng with this, ahd only this, work because 
It Is this, and only this, which dlsclo·ses the ~ In Lenin's own philo­
sophic development, What the Stalinists call Philosophic Notebooks (Vo1.3B 
of Lenin's Collected Works) contains, besides this Abstract, a typical 
hodge podge of anything philosophical Lenin wrote, except, of course, the 
over.ly touted and whole book by Itself, Materialism and Emplrio-Crltlclsm, . 
Neither the latter nor Vol, 38 makes it possible to see how Lenin changed. 
To this day there has been no work, or a good-sized article, that has graopled 
with Lenin's philosophic break, Trotskyists, as well as Stalnists, are all 
too anxious to take undue advantage of the fact that Lenin made "only notes 
for himself" as he read Hegel, and "therefore" .there !las been no break In 
Len! n. ·Academics ,olay the •'!me game, 

(2) Your formulations on the category, ~!.-!'-"~~lniP.!:~-'1.!~-i·' First, 
insofar as the relatlonshlo of opposites ·are concerned, there Is, of course, 
not only i~.enti~y of opposites, and u11It~ opposites, and transformation 
into .. opp()site~~agte--oLimp_g s. Each has a .distinct meaning 
and none. is,'!liigher'! than the other; the· specificity of .the stage of ·develop .. 

cment, of-crisis, determines identity's "height", But, secondly, and.,ln this 
case,, more·.lmportantly, the category, .as category,. --.that ·is ~o.-say,-.when 

'"' ,it .Is. not crelated .. to :the very .high .stages of :oPp.osites -- is·,of, a, rather low 
· calibre. Thus, ln. the Doctri11e of Essence; _.the. three governlng,categories 
are Identity, Difference,' Contradiction, with Iclentity as the lowest and 
Contradiction as the highest. In a word, you shouldn't have· defined identity, 
abstractly, but only in relatlonshio to whatever was the Issue in question.-
! cannot go Into it any further here. 

(3) ''To know before you know" Is the phrase Marx used against political 
economy when it asked to know the conclusion before knowing the process by 
which one arrived at the conclusion, To this day, not only bourgeois 
Ideologists, but many radiccls, expect the conclusion to be stated -- In the 

int_~----------~- .. -~---- _ ~---~--~----- ... - __________ , 

·,fi;))Johnson made It Impossible to publish the original letters (May .12 and 
20, 1953) on the Absolute Idea not only by himself refusing to dis.cuss 

·them and stopping Ria Stone from continuing with her complimentary letters 
on them that she had written when she wes away from him, but also'because 
he had singled out for attention, not the revolutionary forces striving to 

born, but the counter-revolutionary phenomena -- the Ahabs, Hltlers, 
llns. It happens that at the moment he happened to be leaving the 

and <Preferred not to reveal his political identity, and to. keep 
Image kosher, Soon thereafter the class enemy chose to open 

on the Tendency whereupon he chose, from his safe English 
the co-founder of the stpte-cnpttallst tendency, and 

cal!l'-a~Rtlnizat ion. 

.. ,;; . 

1·' .. 

• 

'' 
. .J/A/1 We did, however, once we were free and able to establish NEWS & LE:TEUS; 

'0, .~ lish the first English transll't !on of L•mln's Philosophic Notebooks (The 
V /!batract, that ls,of Hegel's Sqlence of Loslc) as wet! as the Letters on 
•, 

·':: .... 

.I 
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the Absolute Idea. It turned out to be our very first "best seller". 
rerhs~s we should try to reproduce those letters since they are out of 
print and they do have a historic value, though we hnve developed a great 
deal more conc.i'ately wltti Phllo'soohy and Revolution. 

. -

., 

I should elsa add th~t C.L.R. James is busy rewriting history, 
Is signing, as nn lndlv"tdulll, documents written, signed and published 
as ."Johnson-Forest". 1 just saw an advertisement by the "Feeing Reality" 
group about a "forthcoming" public~tion: State-Capitalism and World Revolu­
l!E!! "by C.L.R.James". This Is the second ·ti:ne he has tampered with the 

· authorship of that historic 1950 document orlgin-~1 ~n~ed In to the SWP 
by our tendency. The tl!,al; . .tBllll!~ln8 occ'!t:red-_J -195 '. he!\ It s~ly 
appeared in England with a new prefai::eand(ji" Tist f sl.&na't"orH!s ·n a 
slngle.4!ne_excep't__.l'._R .•.. Johnson·himsetf., .. hed -anythln\! to do either n-creet- ·­

.-~the tendency or even agreeing with it. For example, Chaulleu was a 
bureaucratic collectivist, not o state-capitalist theoretician. The others, 
too, ·soon '"disappeared". 

·'We are taking steps to ·preserve historic authenticity. The 
friends should use 'this knowledge, and .. the foot not~ In the Mro-Aslan pam-

·;~.'· phlet• on the:•quastion:of. Johnson's apologia for Nkrumah, :should- they· sud­
.··~·;'·. "denly be·confronted''wlth other disguises'·of ·whilt ·was once a·:stilte-C:apltallst 

,:- ".PJ,i:;'· _ ahtliimi ··and now·•clalms•·to-'be ·Marx! st, "grouped· around ·author:·c•L .R. James", 
· .. :' r.)~·•···t i\dency butohes, after the· split, dislntegrated·.-tnto nationBlism, non-

:.-:· "" :ae'·Martln'Glabermen:tast·defined•.tt i.n the:Guardi<in.· · · : - :.-. · · 
-.· .. ' h;.;..;· :L"!::\.)t: __ , ;_: ,-, .•• _·: ;,i~·~•.;_ !~_';:··: , , . -- · . ·.<'-, · · .. :: . : ;·: 1_~·. •• '1 

·;~::- -;;,_.; ·c·_, 
r."=•v. ) J -~··, ,.;~. 
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