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For "The Materialist Friends
of the S -
Hegelian Dialectie" : ' '

NOTES on a Series of _Lecl;u:les: .

LENIN on HEGEL'S SCIENCE, OF LOGIC

Lecture I, Introductory

- Thase nctes are sddressed more to. the tecchers than to the puntls. Since,
however, each member of the cless 1s both reasher and nupdi, it.4s addressed o
211 and the demands that each pecson, who is to iesd & class, has to vead these
notes end the relevant material before the session begina., The nctes are hardly
more than indicstions of where to look for -the nroblem.. There rare: no M 1lurions®,
At best they hope to, lead to a conception of. method which one.aan oractice,-. .
. e : R : W It e B

-, The grect Qifficuley of blunging iare Hagel directly mskep i1t necessary
to establish the historical.ppinrs ot deparrzure, nut only for Hegel bt for cur -
life and times. We, have, .in feez, tour points of deperture: (1Y the Frenci Kevo- .
lution,-which formed. Hegel's point of depoarture, elthough he most often would refer
to the writings. in philosophy. during that-period rather then to the period "in:
and for itself".. There.is no doubt, however, both in his histérie: writings and . .
in the Phenomenslog of Mind thst it s the historic evant that, he considered the
greatest and cha weisure of philosophy itseif, (2) The 1248 ravolutions and the
1871 Faris Commne which were the gresc histpric. events of Haruts time.. (3) From
World War I.to 1924, the decade Erom the.time Lenin began to re-read: degel's
Science of Logic until his death, ' #nd,- (4) our own post-World Wer II.world,.

A good way to prepare oursgelves for both the historic periods and

Lenin's notes &3 well as Hegel hipself js by way of. reoding the following sectlons

in Marxism and Freedom: 4

Dialectic®, (pp. 33-37) which relates Hegel to the French Revoluticn and cites
Marx on Hegel's Phenowenvlogy of Mind.. . o

o ('l)'-'."l"helPhilosophef's;é‘ﬁgl; the Revolution: Freedom and the Hegellan

Q) '“Hage‘l'u #bsolutes in our Age. of Absolﬁtés,!‘ (fnp. '37-ﬁ3);-:e§pecially'
the references to Rysmlan Comnunism's 1947 revisions on the dialectic and its 1955
attack on Marx's Humsnist Esgays, e, '

(3')."Lénln snd the Tialectic: a.Mind in fscc-ldn".(]ip. 168-172) dealing
with the break in Lenin's thought caused by the outbreak:-of World War T and the

collapse of the Second lnternational, .

(4) "The Trish Pevolution and the Dislectic of -Hiastory" (pp. 172.176}
which {2 the historical Instance where Lenin applied his new conceptions of the
dialectic to an acturl revoiutlon and forued the center of his theories on eelf-
determination of nationa, that is of the essence, for our own age.

(5) Above all, you must read through, 88 a whole, without stopping to see
whether you 'really" understand, Lenin's Notas on Hegel's Science of Logic as they
ore sbbreviated in the firat edition of Morxism and Freedom (pp 327.355), .: '
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The two-fold reeson for reading through the whole Abstract without ques-
tioning one's understonding of any single polnt In it is this: (1) to have at least
a glimpse of the whole, it is important to get the rhythm, to follow the movement.
(1) Since all of the rest of the month or six weeks will be taken up in the detailed
studying of Lenin's Philosophic Notebooks, alongstde the actusl pasgsages in Hegel,
to which Lenin referred in his Commentary, it does not matter, in & firat reading,
thot we have let muny undigested passages pass us by, The important thing is to
hold on to some reality, to the comcrete as one works his way through the under-
lyfng philosophy, not to let oneself get bogged down by the Hegelfan "language®,
Renenber,slways, that it was not an abstruse philosopher but -a practicing revolu-
Llonary who felt the gompulsion to go to the original sources of Marxism in Hegel's
own Works at the very moment when the world was collapsing all about him in the
bolocavst of World War I, ‘ i .

. When Lenin asked the editors of Under the' Ssmner of Marxism to congticite
themselves as a "Soclety of Materislist Friends of the llegelion Dialectic" and to
print excerpts from Hegel's own works, he did not mean anything as simple as the
Vi lgar explanation of the necessity for standing Hegel "right side up:, The

- materialist reading of Hegel, the need.to stand him "right side up" neant te Lenin:
thot Hegel, although he had been standing on his head; had so great and objective
8 valldicy in and for himself that he simply must be read, must be allowed to speak
for himself, no matter how difficult he sounds, but the editors could help this _
process, must help beceuse, as he put it, "dislectics is the theory of knowledge 'of
(Hegel and) Marxism,"” . : . - ' : T )

~ Let us round out this very crowded evening of discussion by grappling with
three quotations Erom Hegel's Preface to the Science of Logie. The firs; is a chal-

w—vaa:

lenge to the structure of loglc to're-orgonize itself:

The complete transformstion which philosophical thought has-
undergene in Germany during the last five-and-twenty years and
the loftier outiook upon thought which self-conscious mind - - '
. has attalvied In this period, have hitherto had but little in-
fluence on the structure of Logic. (Hegel*, p, 33, I.) .
The reference to the 25 years refers to Kant's work on the eve of reva-
lution and after the revolutton, but in fact he is referring, as is clear from
the following, to all of the philosophic writings:

«++ there are no traces In Logic of the new spirit which has
arisen both in Learning &nd in Life, It i{s, however {let us
say it once for all), quite vain to try to retain the forms

‘of an earlier atage of development when the inner structure of
apirit hes becowe transformed; these earlier forms are like
withered leaves which are pushed off by the new buds already
beirg generated at the roots. (Hegel I, p.35). :

liegel then spells out that e philoscphicd meeting of the challenge of
the times demands & totally new methodi :

* Ln chese notes, Hegel will alwsys stand for Sclence of Logic, Volumes F-and II ‘
and Lenin will slways refer, to hia_Philosoph!c'Noteboyksuwh{ch constitute Vol.38 of

his Collacted Works. . . - ..
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sse this movement is the ‘Absglute Method of unowledge and at the
. 'same time the immanent soul of the Content of krowledge, It is,
I maintain, along this path of self-construction alone that
Philosophy can become objective and demonstrated sclence,
(Hegel 1, pp 36-7)

The movement, the imminent or inherent, &nd what we will get to know as
"the path of, zeif-construction™ will from now on form the pivot of o1l that we
will study in the rest of the course.

* * s * I’

LECTURE II. -- The first book of the Sclene of Logic: The Doctrine of Being

It i{s necessery to estallish the limitation of this Course on the rela.
tionship of Philosophy to Revolution. It is, of course, impossible to deal with
Hegel's Work in so brief s time ss we liave allotted curselves, -Therefore, in-
stead of dealing with it ‘in terms of its pwn development, we are, In fact,
limiting ourselves to reading only thosz passages whi¢h Lenin singled out, snd
even thase in very abbreviated form,. Lenin, in tura, gave very unequal space to
the various books (the two volumes of Science of Logic conatitute three books,
the Dnctrine of Being, the Doetrlne of Eggense and the Doctrlne of the Notion),

Tiue, Lenin's Notes. gl__ “the quotations from Hegel cnnatikuhe 159 pages
whereas the two volumes of Hegel number nearly one thougand ‘pages, especially. -
when you consider that Lenin included also certein quotations from what is known
as the "Smaller Logic". {Hegel's Logic in the Encyclopedia of Philosophical
Scimnces) Lenin gives 15 pages to the prefoces and introduction which teke up some
45 pages. Yet the whole of Book i, 325 pages, t take up only 25 pages of Lenin. .
To Book IT (190 pages), arve given ao pages of Lenini while to Book IIT (275 pages)
Lenin devotes as much space as to sll the others combined, 70 pages. Clearly,
not every.section was of .equal importance. What is most important to us of the
tuentieth century is that Lenin devoted the most {imeg’ to the Doctrine of the
Not:on, or what I have called the method, the way in which 5 new soniety 15 barn.
Since the last section of that book, the Abeolute Tdea, will be the point. of
concentration in the new hook Philosoghz and Revolution. 1t 18 as well that we -

"begin with a quoLation Erom part I -- Yhy Hegel? Why now?

The structure of the Science of Logic shows no straight line

to the Absolute, It i3 a circle in which esch realm -= Bzing,
Essense, Nbclon -» has its oup, absolute, and each ntarts af:esh
on new ground. What 1s of the essence is that .each group of
categories "perished" beceause it could not express the concrete
totality, Thus new "names" weren't merely superimposed upon
them, HK:zther they emarged out of the objective pull of history.
Insofer 2a Hegel is congcerned,tc accept any category at face
value 1s an "uninstructed and barbarous procedure.” Conceptually,
the absolute that srises for any period has a relstive in it even
o8 there is an obsolute in every velative. This is mo, not be-
cause the absolute in say the Doctrine of Being is of a rather
lowly kind -- Absolute Indifference -- which, though a transition
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to Essence "does not attain to Essence." ‘Even when wé have done
with the categories of Being -- Quality, Quantity,Measure -- and
reach the Doctrine of Essence, there too the absolute is rela-
tive , The new categories -» Identity, Difference, Contradic-
tion, Ground, Appearance, Existence, Actuality ~-‘no doubt
express the essential nature, as against whac we may call & mar-
ket appearance, nevertheless the Absolute hare cam, again, not
just be "caken over™ by the Doctrine or the Notion., And this
despite the foect that the final secrion, Aztizelity, begins and
ends with Abselute, it Is not this Abzcluze wiich “carrizs over”
into the Doctvine of Notion, "the reelm of Subjectivity or Free-
dom, " . :
Mithout understcnding why this is zo0, the tendency would
be to'dismiss’ Kegel's Abgolutes either es being no more”than a
"natural for each "pinnacie” rcasched, or to consider chat the
movensnt to the Absolute is mo more than a cigredsion to the
absolite. ideaiism of philosophers who hide from reslity. The
truth 15 thet, procisely because it is'the pull of objective -
history to@ard real freedom, esch subsequent age reads Hegel

_d1fferently. .

. Ve are finally reedy to turn to: Hege! himself, beginning with where we
ended in the first lécture on the movement and tha path of 3elf-construction-
‘that Hegel himself underlines as criticsl and that Lenin singles out as the
quintessential directly aftcr Hegel's statement, "it is the nature of the content -
and that slone which lives in philosophic cognition " (Hegwl I, p. 36) 'Whei -
Hegel writes that "it is ‘alcng this path of self-construction alone thst. Fhiloaophy
can become objectlve, demonstrativa science," and telks about the movement of
consciousness "like the development of a1l natural and spiritusl life", Lénin
wri:es: A . B . N B L . il T L —. .

Turn it aoundt Logic and the theory of knowledge fust 'be

derived :ré; “the dévelopment of all “atﬁFal.5ﬂd,spiritua1j"“
life.* (Lenidy p, 88) 7 | T R

In the preféc'e':p the second edition of Hegel's 'Work -<'two full

decades seperate the £irst .prefece from the second, written at the end of: his
life -- he speaks about the-rise’of philosophy presupporing "a long stretch

of road already traversed by the mind of man! so thet, on ine one hsnd, "those
_interests are hushed whi¢h move the 1ives of peoplé ‘and individuals" and thet,

on the other hand, theie ‘catesories of loglc are indeed ™abbreviations", words
that’ epitomize "the endless multftude of particulars of external existence." :
This universslism of a category stirs Lenln's mind and will biing forth the first
rafevence to what ls ‘concretz for Lenin: isrx's Capiial, expsnding Hegel's

expression of the relationship of the universal to the particular and stressings

A besutiful formulas"not merely an abstract universal, but
a'universal which compriges in {tself the weslth of the par-
ticular, the indlvicual, the single" (all the wedlth of the
particular and single!)!! Tres Bien! (Lenin,p,99)
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Lenln hidd already summarized to himself the £irst "definition" of what
a pategory is; h

‘Logic is the science not of external forms of rhought, but of.
the lavs of development “of all materisl, natural and spiritual
things, " i.e, of the development of the entire congrete gontent
of the world and of its cognition, i.e., the sum-total, the. cpn-
clusion of the Histery of knowledge of the vorld. {Lenin, pp 92-97)

In a word, in studying the categories, the principles of. logic, we. are,
in fsct, studying also the objective movement of history its2lf, and Hegel hime
self keeps talking about "the strong knots", the "foci of the arrest &nd direc--
tlon" that are formed in the mind out of & whole web. Lenin asks himgelfs

How is this to be understond? wan is confronted with & web
of natural phencmena, Instinctive man, the savage, does not
diatinguish himself from naturéc. Conscious man does distinguish,
_categories are. steges of distinguishim, i.e., of cognising the world,
focal points In the web, which assist in cognising and mastering

je. {(Lenin, p.23) ' ‘

Where the significence of categories preoccupied Lenin as he read the
preface to'the second edition, the question of what Hegel called "the necessicy
of connection™ and "the {mmanent emergence of distinctiong" is what appesrs to
him most lwportant in the Introduction? '

Very important!! This is what it @eans, in umy opiniont
.1, Necessary connection, the objective connection of alt
the aspects, forces, tendencies, etc. of the given sphere
of phenomenaj - . '
2, The "iwmanent emergence of distinctions” «- the inner ob-
jective logic of evolution and of che struggle of the .differences,
. 'polarity. (Lenin, p.97) Lo

Riding becomes much tougher For lLenin-as he approsches the  specific
sections of the Doctrine of Being than when ‘he read the more generalized prefaces
and introduction. - But he 'keeps being very pleasantly surprised, after the msny
notations to himself that he is reading Hegel "materialistically” thot Ge Einds
germs of this materislism in flegel himself. It is Hegel who writes: tihat is first
in-science has had to show itgelf first, too, historically." And it is Lenin who
writés?: "It sounds very materialistie”. : : e !

. " There are passages when it would seem that Lenin already knew the
_whole ‘of the Logic since what whill appear at the ead, that is to say, if one had
to surmarize the dimlectic in o single sentence, it would be sufficient to say. it
is the unity of opposites, 1s gsaid right here: . . :

_ Diategtics is the tesching which shows how ggnobltes_can ba
and how they happen to be (how they become) idantical, under

itions they are tdentical, becoming transformed into

_one another, =~ why the human mind ghould-grasp cthese oppesites
not as dead, rigid, but as living, conditional, mobile, becoming

what cond
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transformed invo one another, T . (Lenjin, p. 109)

And yet, it would be totally wrong to think that he had grasped all
the ramificattons of what he had written., We are, after all, only the realm of
Being which, translated in terms of economics would be the “market™ or commodity
exchange rather then in productioa. He himself realized that, daspite the '"correet
definition" of the dialectic as the unity of opposites, be hdd then not worked out
all the implications of this, This 1s why he had written to the editors of the
Russian Encyclopedia, Granat, to whom he had just submitted the egssay "The Three
Sources and Three Component Parts of Marxism™ which had, lncdeed, bteéen the First -
time that a popularization of Marx contained so much on the philosophy of Marxism,
csking the Encyclopedie editor whether thay could not return the esssy to him for
come new additions on didlectics. &nd it is indeed only wh2n he comes to the realm
of Notion that he will insist thac it is impessible to understand Marx's Capital
“especially Chapter I witlout understanding the whele of the Lezic."

What is comprehensively grasped in this £irst section of fook I is move-
ent and ell-sidednz2as5.0f tie dialecties
Hegel anziyses concepts thet usually appzar te be dead and shows
that there is movument in them. Finite, chat means meving to an °
end! Something, masns net thae which is Other. ‘Being in general,
means such indeterminatenews that Being=not-Being. All-sided,
universal flexibility of concepts, & flexibility resching to the
identity of opposites, that is the essence of the matter, This
flexibility, applied subiectively = eclecticism and sophistry.
Rexibility, applied cbjectively, 1.e. reflecting tle’all-sided-
ness of the materiasl process and its unity, is diaiectics, is
the correct reflection of the eternal development. if the world.
(Lenin p,.110) - . : ‘

.  The most important new "discovery” that Lenin makes in this section is
the relstionship of the ideal to the real, We must remember that Lenjin 15 reading

" this at the outbreak of World War I, when the betrayal by the Second International
made it clear that it just wasn’t enough 'to be Mmaterialists”, that -something
was very wrong in having concentrated on the "economics” of Marxian dectrine and

to have acted a5 If idealism is purely "subjective™ rather than a unity of the. -
subjective and objective. Indead, In a certain sense, it could be said that it

wos the new appreclation of the significence of the ideal that had sent Lenin to
read Hegel's Logle. Thusy it is nor only the history of man, but the history of
thought which has significance for Lenin and he notes -hot meny "Obgervations'Hegel
mekes after he hos stated a certain position in order to relsce that positlon to sli
of the other thinkers, The first chapter of this book, for example, has only three
shert pavagraphs, called Being, Nathing, Besoming, after which Hegel mskes no less
than five observations stretehing over 25 pages, tracing philosophy from the Orient
to cthe Greeks to Spinoza end Rant, In Chepter III, Being For Self, which happens
to be where we are now, 1t {s the observction on the Ideality of Leibnitz (Hegel I,
pp 173-176) that makes Lenin speak out both for the profundity of the transformation
of the ideal into thit real and sgainst vulgar meterialismi

The thought of the idecl passing into the real is profound: very ime
portant for historv. But also In the personal life of man it is
clear that this contains much truth., Against vulgay materialiam.

NB, The difference of the ideal from thes materisl is also not une
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conditional, not inordinate,

Obviously, Hegel takes his self-development of concepts, of
categories, in connection with the entire history of philosophy.
This gives still & new aspect to the whole Logic, (Lenin p.ll4)

(I stould else add, since we are doing a great injustice to Hage! by skipping so
mych in this book end by not going into the categories themselves, that I do have
complete outlines of each of the major works of Hegel and it will be possible for
those who wish to study the work in grester detail gfter finishing this course to
consult thesc notes, 1In the case of Science of Logic, the outline was made on

January 26, 1961)

The £inol section of Book I, Measure, 1s where Lenin mekes the grestest
" leap forwsrd. ' I sm not copying Mao but-Lenin- himself, who, in this section as he
apbroaches the Observation on Nodal lines, writea the word "Lesps!",. repeats it
three times, further atresses it by ‘'writing: "interruptions in gradualness”, and
further surrounding these with all sorts of Intricate lines I cannot describe
(look them up yourself In Leain, p. 123} end.the essence ia contained in the follow-
ing quotations: : ‘ : - . L. e

1t i8 said naurs non facit saltumy.and ordinary ‘imbgination when
it has to conceive en arising or pessing away, thinks 1t has con-
‘ceived them (as was ment loned) when it imagines them as a gradual
emergence or disappearance, But we saw thet ¢he changes of Being
were {n gzeneral not only & transition of one mrgnitude intp enother,
but a trsnsition from the qualitative jnto the quenttta,%rphnd to
conversely; (Hegel I, p. 389) L

_ Here what we should hold in mind is thet the leap' is where quantity
révedls that it s just quality superceded and dbsorbed but not annihilated even ag, -
to use words we know better, abstract labor degrades the cancrete laborer but
cannot destyay him, for he is "Subject™, that 1s to say, thi active human being
whose "quest for universality" ia only the more intense by this degradstion of the
copitalist process of production. -The point is that even before you come to the
essential process of production (or whet sn Hegel s the Doctrifs of Essence), the
dialectic of development, the transformstlon of quality into quantity and quantity -
into meastre (which 18 on' the very threshold of essence) is present, - .8

You will see Lenin get along sﬁimmingly'hs soon 48 we redch Essence, ‘ahd’
so, 1 hope,<will we, . D e T e e




Lecture III « Book II, The Doctrine of Essence
llor"
Actuality and the Theory of Knowledge

I decided to put 8 sub-title that is rot in Hepel because Lenin keeps.
stressing the relationship cf the theory of knowledge te oac:eelity. It is charac-
teristic of Hegel that, where others would have consideres whet, with Essence,
thay have rcached what is "bahind" appearance, Heg2i not cniv «mpbazizes the re-
lotionship of the twe, but the one flowing out of thie cther cn_vhe way to a still
furcher self.devslopments

Essence is midway between Being and Notion: it is the mean

between them, and its movement constituter tue tvansiiion from
8cing to WNoticn ... Essence first ﬁh{gﬁﬁEﬁﬁLjﬁz?1l o i3 Reflection;
next it gupasys; thirdly, §t manifasza dvseif.  (kegel, TI, p.17)

) In a word, every stage; even uﬁéssential-shnw, is‘not to be disregarded.
Or, oz Lenim explains Hegel'r statement that "Show then is the phencmenon of
gkepticism' (Hegel, II, p22):. : ’ .

f.e. the unessential, seeming, superficial, vanishes more often, does

not hold so "tightly", does not "sit so firmly" as "Essence." Approximately,
the movement of a river -- the. foam above and the deep currents below,.

But evern'tle foawm id en eZpression of essence! {(Leain, p,130)

And again?

This N B. Hegel is for the "objective validity" (if it may be called that)
of Semblance, "of that which s immedistely given"™ (the expression that
- uwhich is given is generally used by Hegel.) The more patty philosophers
dispute whethar essence pr that which is immediately given should be
taken as basis (Kent, Hume, all the Machists). Instead of or, Hegel
puts and, explaining the concrate content of this "and”. (Lenin, p.134)

The profundicy of Hegel 11es precisely in this, that even when he déalt -
with kst is unessential, what 1s mere show, he disclosed its objectivity. Appears
ance {s A higher stage than show but et that point, too, we &re yet to get to
Essence.” One of the most pregnant sentences in Essence 1s that, despite the dis-
tinctions and even oppositions between Appesrance and Essenca, the crucial is not
the opposition between the two, but the fact that Essence, too, must appear.- In
8 word, no stage con be "skipped", Each of the stages is a necessory. "moment", an
element of the very development of the essential, of the contradictory development,
In Hegel, far from upposites never meating, it s the ceeseless meating of opposites
that io the easential movement in life, in theory, in practice., Hegel has nothing
but scorn for “the lew of the excluded middle", whereupon Lenin commentst

Hegel anys wittily -- it is said that there is no third, There is
8 third in this thesis iteelf., A ftself ig the third, for A can ba
both #A and -A, "The Something thus is itaelf the third term which
was supposed to be excluded." (Hegel, II, p.65) -- This is shrewd
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&nd correct. Evary concrete thing, every concrete semething stands in -
multifarious and ofthd’ contradictory relations tn everything else, erzo
it i3 icself and some other. (Lenin, p. 138) Co

The real lesp, s we have known £6¢ sometime end havé constantly quoted,
comes with the reading of the section-on the Law of Contradictiont ’

Movement and "self.-movement®(this NB! arbitrary (independent), spontaneous,
internally-neccssary moviemeat),"change”, "movement and vitality", "the
principle of a1l self-movement,"” "impulse" (Triev) to "movement” and to
"activicy" -- the opposite to "dead Being"~~ who would belleve that this

is the core of "Hegelisniam," of sbatract and ebstruge (ponderous, ab-
surdT)Hegellanism?? This core hes to be discovered, understood,

rescued, laid bare, refined, ‘which is precisely what Heyx and Engeis

did. (Lenin, p. 141) : ’ : :

From now on, Lenin shows the highest apprecistion of the idaalism in
dislecticai ‘philosophy, The thought has its own dialectic snd what is crucial here
is that Lenin is not merely seying? Let's read llegei materielisticelly. Let's never
forget that for Markists, for revolutionaries, the highest contradiction is that
- between capital and labor, the ciéss struggle. By now he has taken that for granted
phiivsophicelly 2a wall es in life, and, ingtead stresses that the idea of universal
movement came first with Hegel, then in Marx end finally with Darwins

The idez of universal mevement end change (1813 Logic) wae conjectured
before its application to life end society, 1In regard to society. it
-'wag oroclaimed errilér (Commnist Manifesto) than it was denonstrated
in application to man (Origin of Species), (Lenin, p. 141} .

. ' "He'will not develove this thought, {n full, until the third book whick
deals with Notion, and we, tod, do not want to rush shead, Instead, it.is impor~
tant to show how all the Stalinists end, later the Maojists revisions, centered
precisély around contraftion. 'Thot is, o say, the counter-part to-their class com-
promisist actlong in 1ife waa the revis!ons introduced into theé Hegelian law of
objective bont;;l@éons. By claiming thet there no''lénger were .any elasses in
"gozialist ‘lan a“,'they'bbnclhdéd'that “therefore" thare weére no contradictions,
When Hse introduced the- coricept.that tlhere were no contradictipis emong "pacple”,
that in China, "therefore" what di fferencea that theye ere can be handled by a
"carreot policy"”. The headlines throughout the world that he earned wich that
speech on how to hendla contradictions emong’ p2ople, * hoppened to have been uttered
just as tné '£irse editinn of Marxism ‘and’ Fresdoh wetit to press snd here 15 the '
footnote (#17) that I addedy’ ' - - - : R e oA

v e . . -~

" The lowest' of all todey's gophists is the head of the Chinese Communi st
Party and State, Mao Tse-tung, who recently {June 18, 1957) ‘caused a”
world sensction with his spedch, "On Contradiction", in which he Pro.
claimed, “Ler a hundred flowars bloom, Letr a hundred sthoola of thought

.contend.” "Mzo has ridden this single trick, which he calls "Contras
dicifon™, over since 1937, At that time, he directed his attack cgainst
"dogmatists" who refused to reduce all contradictions in the ant1-Japanese
struggle and subnic to "the leadership of Chiang Usi-shzk." In 1952,

Mao introduced a new set of definitions invo "Contradictions," this time

TN
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applying it to those who opposed the Chinese Communtst Perty taking sole
pover in China, By June 18, 1957, after editing with a heavy hand the
speech he delivered on February 27th to the Supreme State Conference, he
reduced the struggle of class against class to a contradiction among
"the people" while he became the champion, 2t cuve and tie acme time,
of the philosophy of a hundred flowera blooming Eaii one and o.ly one Party,
the Chinese Communist Party rullng, Outside ot a2 exploiténive ciass
rclations theawzclves, nothing so clearly exposes the new Chinese ruling

- tlass as thejr Luresdbere rhilosophy. .

The concrete. that Lenin had in mind, the one that he refais most often
to is Marx's Capital. He will soon be saying on the whole relaticaship of Ground
te Condition, or the relationship of history to thought: "end puvely logical
elaporation? It coincides. It must coincide, as induction and deduz=ian In
Cap:tal." (Llenin, p. 146) .

The point is that lenin, throughout this first section "Eusence &s Re- .
flection in itself", is strcusing Lhe eritical importance cf contradicrien, without
whick it is sbsolutely impzsuible co understand any developmant, Axone who bluuts
ceniradicticn to either the point of mere difference or. tc not. seeing the transivion:
from one to the other has no conception of what Hegel means by negativity or the
inherent self-movement: oL S . S

NB*

(1)} Ordinary poreeption grasps the differance and the contradiction,
but not the transition of one to the other, bur this 1s the most ime
portant, ' o . ]

(2) intelligent reflection and mind. Reflection grasps the contra-

-diction, expresses it, brings things in-relation to .one another, com-
pels the "concept to shine through the contvadiction” but does not

express the concept of things end their.relation, : .

- (3) Thinking resson (Mind) sharpens the blunted difference of vari-
ety, the mere monifold of imogination, to-the esgential difference: to
0 pposition. Only when tlie contradictions reach the paak does manifold-
ness become regular = -  and lively in relation to the other -- ac-.

quire.chat negativity yhich 18 the inner pulgation of self-moverént and
Ilg . . ° . ' B .

‘ Again, the atress is both on life and thought. Hegel himself concludes
the section, not with the law of contradiction but with the movement from that
firat to Ground, then to Condition, which could be translated as history itself.
It is impossible to develop at length these quintessential points in so brief &n
outline., For the time being, it will have to suffice to strass two thirgs. One,
that Lenin bere brcught in, as we already quoted, the relationghlip between induec-
tive and deductive method in Capitsl. /’nd, twc, to keep In mind that what Hegel
is arguing for is the need to get vid of the conuept of Ground aa & sub--atratum
and to know that when you have got rid of this concept of something being "behind®
the immedjate, the apparent, you have by no means gotten rid of the fact that the
tmmediate, too, is the result of ¢ madiating process, Hegel relentlessly

* 1 have used my own translation (MAF Pe 331) because the "official" translation(Lenin,
p.143) uses here non-philosophic terminology in the queation of perception, res
flection and mind, There ere other places it is &qually *loose" in ita translation
but for uniformity!s sake, I have umed theiy translation generally,
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restates his thgseg,;hat_?The Fact Emerges Oyt of Ground.," And that '"When all the

Conditiens of a Fact are present, it enkters into Existence." (Regel II,.p. 105)
vhereupon Lenin comments: o

Very good! What has the Absolute Iden 2nd 1dealism to do with 1t?
AR - B ' Alenin, p. 147)
. AIselet us not'forget that when Lenin referred to Capital, he at.one,
and the scwe cime, stressed what was grest about Hegel'’s concept of Ground and °
Condition -- "Tha universal egll-aided, vital connection of everything with everya
thing end the réflection of this connection in humen concepes," And, then pointed
to the direction in which both the work of "Hégel and Marx nust contlipue:

Continuation of the vo;ﬁ'of;ﬂegel and Marx must corsist in the
dialecticnl elsboration of the history cf human thought, sctence and
" technique. (Lenin, p, 146-147) ‘ ' | '

R

We ‘are, £Irst, now, in section 2, Appesrance, which, "in tura, is ‘divided
into Existence, Appearznée, and Essential Retstion. Though we cén, .by no means,
claim to have deslt with it in the few reforences we made to it in the First section,
we nevertheless must here limit ourselves to but two questions, that of .the Law of
Appearaiice ' 8nd the-workd of appearantd. " If you wish to practide’dialectic by
going off-'into, your ‘owr’ enalysis in theé real world, let me give you a hint:, Lenin's
"playing down" of the importence of law i8 dus'to hig underlying critique of the
‘economiami thus, on the one hand, he shows that law is the "enduring (the persisting}
in appearences” but iz not beyond'appearance;_and. on the other hand, that "Appearance
is now LK f- e her ‘than 13w." (Lenin, P 152)  LetLenin sum it 'up for, e,
The essence her ‘d’that both the vorld of appearances and the world
in itself are moments of men's knowledge of nature, steges, alterations,
or 'deepenings” (of knowledge).’ The shifting of the world in ltself fur:
ther and further from the world of appearances -- that is what s so

far etill not to be seeri in Hegel, N.B, Have not. Hegel's "moments" of
the copcept-thé-s!gﬁifiqap@eﬁo& "momenta"* ef transition? (Lenin, p.153)

‘The' tost 'exiting part in-the Doctrine of Essence is Section ITI, Actu-
ality, which Hegel defines.as the Munlty of Esgence.and pxistenca " (Hegel, I1, p.160)
‘Unity is not, however, "synthesia"; It is the very apex of contradiction,

The greatness of Hegel is that he wrote Logic freed from anyth[ng-con-
crete and yet t¢ containa the essence of ail concrete, Thus, if you are an econc-
mist,.a Marxist economist, think of Actuality as capitalist crises and you will

discern some absolutely maﬁnlftbent'develoqments and Eruths and"ghipg‘jt,couldn't
possibly mesn anything else: But "if ‘you think of ‘pliilosophic terms, say like a
Marcuse, the concreie thit precccuples you is thet you ere finally freed from being
enmeahed in phenomenn, tied only to "obsérveble frees™, are cepable of grssping
rRality as a cctality and ybu would be fuse as right ae whan you thought Actuality
applied only to caplielisc criseg, L S

When you'll be flying on ‘your own, and will heve to trace a development,
be it in literature, the aelf-determination of nations, or a general strike, you
will at once recognize chat the confitct is no longer & .questiqn only of opposition
between the existent and the os yet non-existent forcem; but between tuwo co=gxinting

*
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antagonlstic forces that simply cannot continue to co-exist endlessly. And of
course you'll be right -- and in all fields,
‘The point is that you simply cannot limit the "uses of this self-movement
through- contr erdiction.” Lenin himself began to free himgself from all residue-of
teking the empiric fact as the actual. You see Actuality first as contingency, then '
substance and wheén you come to cause and think you "really" get it chis time, Hegel
first tells you that effect and cause are not poles apart at ali, Let us therefore
follow Lenin and note also that at this point he goes back to the "Smalier Logle"
whexe "the same thing is expounded very often more clearly, with concrete examples”
(Lenin, p. 157) and he quotes from it (p.262) the paragraph on Possibility: .

Whether a thing is possible or impessible depends. altogether on the
subject matter: thzt is, on the sum totel of the.eleghts in Actuality -
which, 8s it opens itself out, discloses itself to be Necessity. (Hegel,
p.262) Lenin comments: "The sum-total of the elements in Actualiry,
which in its unfolding discloses itself to be a Necesgity., The unfold-
ing of the sum-total ‘of woments of agtuality NB = essénce of dialectical
cognition.” (Lenir, pp. 157.158) : :

. (one thing iy squ, it 15 wvch easier to reau the'"SmaIicr=LogiC” than -
. the Science of.Llogic and you now deserve to make it a bit ‘easier. for yourself, so
start veading, especiclly.the section on Actuslicy,) - R R

L

;. Lenin sihgles but the expression, "necessify is blind only insofar as ‘it
ts not uhderatood.? When Lenin resches the section analysing the relationship .
of Substantiality to Causality, he. sums it up in two ways:: ' )

On tle one hand, knowtédge of matter mugt be deepened to knowledge (to the
concept) of Substance in order to find the causes of phenomens.:. On the

other. hand, the actuel cognition of the cduge {8 the deepening of knowledge
from the externslity of phenomens, to the Substance, "Two types of examples
should expiain. this: 1) from the history of natursl science, and 1} from

. the history of philosophy. Mgre exactly: it is. not "examples" thet should
be here -- comparison 18 not proof == but the quintessence of the history
of both the one and the other + the higtory of technique. (Lenin, p. 159)

'

And againt

When one reads Hegel on causality, it appears strange at first glance
that he dwclla so relatively lightly on this theme, beloved of the
Kentians. Why? Becsuse, indeed, for him causality is only one of
the determinations of universal connection, which he hed already cov-
-ered earlier, in his entire exposition, much moye deeply and all-sidedly:
always and from the very.outset emphésising this connection, the .
veciprocal transitions, etc., ete. I would be very instructiva to-
compare the "birth-pangs" of neoemp!ricism (respective "physicsl ideal.
ism"} with the solutions or rather with the dislectical method of
Hegel. (Lenin, p, 162) o

] .You can actually feel Lenin bursting forth, on his own, prepared to
engage the real world as he approaches the end of the Doctrine of Essence and Hegeal
states that Book ITY, the Doctrine of the Notion, is "the realm of Subjectivity or
of Freedom" (Hegel, 1I, p. 205), Lenln writes joyoualys
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NB Freedom Q'Subjectivity
("or™) .
| End,.Consciousneus, Endeavour
NB

l &
{Lenin, p. 164)

—— s — C——

Leeture IV .. Book ILI® Subiective Logic or The Doctrine of Notion

With the Notion, we reach, at one and the same time, that which, in
philosophic terms, {s oldest, most written about, and purely intellectualistijcy
and, from a Merxise peint of view, lesst written about, most "feared" as fdealistie,
unreal, Ypure" thought, In s word, a closed entology. . -

~ fnd yet, it ts the Doctrine of the Notion that develops the categories
of Freedom and, therefore, should mean ehe objectivé and subjective mesns whereby
a4 new society i3 born, It is erue chet, gonsciously for Hegel, this was
done only in thought, while 1n tife all contredictions persisted. But what Hegel
did "consejously" does not explain awsy the objective pull of the future on the
present, and the present as history {the French Revolution for Hegel), and not
just as the status quo of an existing state., Be that as it may, let's’ foilow
Hegel himself., A sweeping and: concrete historic senma gavad Hegel from both the
introspection eng empty absolutes of hia philosophie tontemporaries and from Kant's -
Critique that, nevertheless, kept object and Bubject worlds aparet:

Tt will slways remsin » matter for.astonishment hoy the Kantizn philosophy
knew that relatfon of thought o aensuous existence, where it halted,

for.a merely relative relation of bare appesrance, and fully acknov. ~
ledged and asserted a ’ he Idea in general,

end, pgrticularly, in the idea of A intuitije understanding; but yet
Stopped dead at this relative relatian and at the assertion that the
Notion is and remaing utterly separated from realitys.qo that ¥ affirmed
as true what it pronounced to be finite knowladge, and declared to be
superfluous and improper Elgnents of thought that which it recognlzed

s truth, and of which it established the definite notlon, (Heg&}r fk226)

On the relationship of Hegel to Kant, Lenin wrote!

Eggentially, Hegel 15 completely right es opposéd to Kert., Thought
prevonding from the concrete to the abstract ~wprovided it g eorrect
(N3) {and Yent, like aly philoraphers, spesks of correct thouzht) -=
dnzz not get awey from the truth but cones closer to v, Txp abstrac-
ticn-of mauter, of a law of neture, the abstraction of valum, ete, in
shor: all szlentific ?Esrrect. serious, not ebsurd) abstralisons reflect

———, — ) . .
* Book IIT 1s with Book II {n Volume TI; hence the reference to Hegel's Sgtence of
Logie will continue to be, almply, Hegel, II p,
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nature more desply, truly and gompletely., From living perception to
abatract thought, and from this to practice, -- such is the dialectical
path of the cognition of truth, of the cognition of objective reality,
Kant ¢isparages knowledge in order to make way for faith: Hegel exalts
knowledge, asserting that knowledge is knowledge of God. The materiallst
exalts the knowledge of matter, of nature, congigning God, and the
philosophical rabble that defends God, to the rubbish heap, (Lenin, p. 171)

On the very next page, Lenin agein shows that the concrete he had in his mind in
rending Hegel was Capital and its economic categories. Thus: ‘

“Here, too, Hegel is esgentially rightt value 1s a category which dis-
penses with the material of sensuousness, but it is truecr than the lew of supply
and demand."” (Lenin, p. 172)

Indeed, where, in the Dectrines of Being and Easence, Lenin had two
refsrences to Capital, here in the Doctrine of Notion, he has no less than 13
- veferences. Not only that, the references move from seeing parallelisms between
Logic and Capital to the break with all (including himself) mevicus interpreca--
tions by Marxists., It is here that Lenin will write the categoric aphorisms:

Morxists criticised (st the beginning of the twentieth century) the
Kantians and fHumists more in the manner of Feuerbach (and Bichuer) than.
of Hegel. (Lenin, p. 179) : : ‘ : o

It is impossible completely to understand Marx's Lapital and especially
its first chapter, without having thoroughly studied and underatood the
whole of Hegel’s Lopig. Consequently, half a century later none of .the
Marxists understood Marx!! (Lenin, p. 180) )

. ) ‘But we are forcing Lenin to run ahead of himself, so we better retrace

- our steps.to the end of the introductory section, "On the Notion in General", as
he enters Section I, Subleectivity, The first thing he meets the specific cate-
gories in Book IIT -- Universal, Particular, Individusl -« and notes: "These parts
of the work should be called: a best means of getting &-headache!"™ But . he no
Booner said it than he began develaping ali sorts of - new ‘concepts:

Obviously, here tee the chief thing for Hegel is to trace the transitions,
From a certein point of view under certein cohditions, the universal is )
the individual, the individual is the universal, Not only (1) connection
and inseparable connection, of all concepts and juigaments, but (2) trans-
itions from one intc the other, ond not only transitionsa, but also (3
identity of opposites -~ that is the chief thing for Hegel. But this
merely "glimmers" chrough the fog of extremely abstruse exposition. The
history of thought from the standpoint of the devzlopnent and application
of tha general encepts and categories of the Loglc -~ That's what ia :.:
needed! (Lenin, p. 177) - :

) By the time he has reached the third chapter {(The Syliogism} in that
section where Hegel could be gaid to have broken down the division between objec-
tivity and subjectivity, it is a8 i{f a whole new world has opened up before Lenin. He
veads Hegel'a stotement: "All things are a Syllogiam , a universal which is
bound together with individuality through perticularlity; but of course they are
not wholes consisting of three propositions” (Hegel I1, p,307) Lenin not only
diaws the psrallel beiween Cepltal and Marx, and rejects previous interpretations
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of Hegel, insisting that (as ve quoted previously ) it was impossible to under-
stand Capital ‘without understanding the ‘Whole of ‘the Logic; but he also gets a new
appreciation of ‘the Logic as' sometHing £hat cad be used £or his age1 -

. .- o . . 4 . -+

NB: to be inverted, The formation of (abstract) notions and oper ations with
Merx abplied S “themr already included idea, conviction, consciodsness of
Hegel's dialec- 1< the 1ww-governed character 'of the objective connection:
ties In its o of the world,..Te distinguish causality from this connec-
rational form * tion is-stupid, . To .deny the 'obiectivity of notions, the
to political "1 objectivity of the universal in the individual oand .in the

economy, particular, is impdssible, Consequently, Hegel 1s much

- 1 mére profound than Eent, and others, in tracing the re-
flection of the movement of the objective world in the move-

ment’ of notions. Just ss the simple foym of value, the
individusl act of'exéhange of one given commodity for snsther,
already "includes'Bn undeveloped form all the mein contra- |
dictions of caopitalism, 80 the simpleat generalization, the
first and simplest formstion of Eggiggg { judgments, syllo- ]

I
!
t
!
i

gisms, etc.) already denotes men's ever deeper cognition
of the objective connection of the world. Here Is where
T l- one should look ‘for the twe meatiing, significance, and
%" | rolé of Hegel's Logie. This NB, (Lenin, pp.178-179)

2

For us to be able to see those objective world connections, e must
tarry a bit more with those categorieg -- Universsl, Partlculay, 1ndi dual. They
characterize not only the movement of the Logic &g A whole and in its Individual varts;
thzy also characterize the movement of all development {n theory and in life. If
yau write, for Uniﬁersal.-SociaIism; and for Particular, you assume a'specific historic
pariod 1in wﬁlch, say, the Russian Revolution tuok the form of nationaljzed property;
and for Individual, that is to say the concrete realizdtion of a Universal, you write
the self-activity of man which makes the population "to a man" the controilers of
their own ‘d2stiry in production and in the ‘State; you cen see what a very big gap there
is between not nnly the Universsl end the Individual, but between the Particular and
the Individual, so big a 88p, in fact, that the Particulsr ma3y never reach the. Indl-
vidual, may get trensformed into {fs Nary opposite.’ Thet 1s why Lenin, even before
he summarized the dialéctic as the unity-of opposite, paid so ouch attencion to
Lraagitions: ':_.112-_q_' _::-f ; ) :

. The' Eransttidn from the EyF16gism of analogy (ahout analagy) to the
ayllogisn ot ‘necessity, -S"from the syllogism of induction to the
"M syllegism of -anclopy, -- ‘the 8 1logism from the unfversal to the

individual -- the syllozism from the individual to the universe?!, -«

th> 'exposition of_connection and trangitions (conrection i3 cransition)
that'"15 Hegel's task., Hegel actuaiiv provid that logical forma and
locn ave s an empty shell; but the refiv:tion of the chisetive world,
MarE sorrectly, he did not prove, but made @ briliians auzsz. (Lenin, p.180)
Et Iz noc as easy to follow through the t-ansitions, te sk out the re-
latjonships of Universal, Pirticular, and Indivisuai as ‘it appears when scmeone elue
has worked out scuethiny that haa already been proven by hiszery, 7 revoivtlonery
like Leon Trotsky "got stuck" in that Particularform because it wes o nerezaary form
and the actual historic appeavence in the Russian Rgvolution. It is this .which has
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ug by the throat or rather had Leon Trotsky by the throat, and he never did re- .
turn te test what the Individual was either legically or in the concretz 1ife

of the population; he meraly took for grented the Universsl and concluded that
“"therefore™ it was also so in the concrate, or was on the way to being so.

Measure your comprehension of the logical development against a. concrate
subject, For example, we consider the question of self-determinstion of nations
tiow, related to what Lenin wrote about it after he 'had gone through the Logic
(recd those articles either in the ZSelegted Works, Vol.V, part IV, or in the
Collected Works, Vol, XIX.) And then reread it 811, after you have completed the
Logic, always keeping before you Hegel's statement in the Abaolute Idea, ".he
self-determination in which alone the Idea ie, is to hear its21f speak,"”

Now return tc Lenin on the Logic as he comes to lection I, Objectivity.
You: must read for yourselves, pages 1587 to 188 slnce this is one of the times
when he divides a page in two and on one side writes directly what Hegel says,
end on the other side, "translates" it ints Materialist Djalectics. I can only
quote one phrase from it: .

At the beginning, man's ends appear foreign{"other"} in relatinn to nature.
MHuman consciousness, sclence ("der Begriff"), reflects the essence, the
sutstonce of nature, but at the same time this consciousness.is something
externsl in relation to nature (not impediately, nor simply, coinciding
with it.) ({Lenin, p, 188) ’

which again gets translated intos

In actual fact, men's ends are engendered by the objective world and pree
suppose it, .- they find it as someching given, present,  But it geems )
to man as if his ends are taken from outside the world, and ars indepen-
dent of the world("freedom"). : : o '
((NB ALl this in the paragraph on "The Subjective End." NB)) (217-221)

. . : (Lenin, p. 189)

The point throughout Scctlion II, Objectivity, is that, in his "translations"
now, Lenin, far from atressing that he must ‘read Hegel "materialistically” now
emphasizes that "the germs of historical msterialism™ are in Hegel, Thus, Lenin
capitalized and bold-faced, and wrote!"Hegel and Historiea) Materialism"alongside
the statement from Hegel: "In his tools man possesses power over externs! nature,

" even although, according to his Ends, he frequently is subfected to it." (Hegel
I, p.388). Once again he relates the categories of Logic to human practices

When Hegel endeavours -- sometimes even huffs and puffs -- to bring .
man's pursogive activity under the categories of logic, saying that this
&ctivity 1s the "syllogism" {Schlub), that the subject {man) plays the role cf
a "member” in the lugicol "figure" of the "syllogism", and so en, THEN
THAT IS NOT MERELY STRETCHTING A POINT, A MERE GAME, THIS HAS A VERY
PROFOUND, FURELY MATERIALTSTIC CONTENT, It has to be inverted: the prac-
tical activity of men had to lesd his consciocusness to the repetition of
the various logical figures thousands of millions of times in order that
these figures could obtaln the significance of axioms. This nota bene.

. ) {Lenin, p. 190)
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Remarkable: Hegel comes to the "Ides™ as the coingidence of the. Notion

end the objeet, as truth, through the practical, purposive activity of

man. A very close approach to the view that man by his practice proves -

the objective correctness of his tdeas, coneep:s, knowledge, science,
(Lenin, p. 191)

This does not mesn, as Map has internreted, that all that remains is prac-
tice, Quite the contrery. Lenin no svoner reaches the third ssction, the ldes,
when he stresses that (1)this section contains "the very best of the dialectic,"
and (2) that not only for Hegel does practice refer to practice in the theory of
cognition, but for Marxists the theoretic has an. objective validity all its own}
indeed, without it, the practice would be inaufficieat to bring abmit & succesaful.
revolution. (Be sure to read poges 304 to 308, "The Philosophy of the Yenun
periods Mao perverts’ Lenin" in Marxism and Freedom.)

.

) Although we will ieave the last chapter of thls section to a separate
lecture, it-is clear here that Lenin no longer counterpos bjectlve and ob-‘
jective 8s the twaln that never meecss’
Logical concep:s are’ aubjective so long as they remsin "abstract" An their
abstract form, but at the same time they express also the' Things-in-them—
selves, Nature is both concrete and abstract, both phenomenon and essence,
both moment and relautcn. Human concepts are subjective 1in their abstract-
ness, sepnraLeness, but objective es s whole, in the process, inm the sum-
total, in the tendency. in- the saurce, (Lenin, P 208).

Because ‘of this profound grasp of the inter-penetratlon of ob;ect!ve and
subjeetxve, Lenin makes the leap to recognizing the ‘creativity of conscivusness?
“Aliss: Man's consciousness not only reflects the-objectivesworld, but creates
iei? (Lenin, p. 212}, which he further extends to the trénsformation of reality:.
“that the world dees not satisfy man and men decides to- change it by his activity."”
(Lenin,-p,213). - Again and again, he relates activity fo trensformation and on
that note will approazh the Abselute Idea--

_ The aetivity of men, whe has constructed an objective picturs of the world
for himseif, changas external actuallty, aboiishes its determinatensss °
(= alters cow 01G2s or other, qualities, of it), and thus removes from

. it the fosturas of Semblance, extecrnelity and nullity, and mokes it as
belng in ond for -itaelf (- object!vely true). {Lenin, p. 218}




Lecture V -~ The Absolute Idea

A full lecture s being devoted to.a uingle chapter, the lest ln the Logic,
because the working out of this is the task of.our age énd not only the task of
the book, Philosophy and Revolution. This separates us from others, al.l. others,
including even Lenin. It is true, of course, that we could not begin to carry
out this task had Lenin not left us ail those stepping stones, It is true that
we must firat internalize what Lenin had done with the chapter before we.can
make any steps on.our own, But it $s equally true that no one can work out the.
problems of another generation. That task has remained for us. . et o :

Speeking strictly philosophleally, the. working. out of this chepter in 1953
is what .led, on the one hand, to the. split. in the Stete-Capitalist tendency, ' “and;
on the other hand, to the extension of thst anlaysis into Marxist Hunenism, . In.
. 8 word, even though we ourselves were not conscious of it at the tiwe (ae can be
seen Eron the fact that the Letters on the Absolute Ides of May 12 and May 20, 1953
‘wers sddressed to a co-leader in the State-Capitalist tandency) it is, in fact,
this groppling with the 4bsolute Idea which led to our singling out the Humnn!sm o
of Marxism as the emblem of curselves as a theoretieally independent tendency, . and
a3 the unique expression of the sge. Therefore, it will be important for you to
consider thase letters as part of these notes. . If you still £ind fi too difficult
to follow .that psragraph by psragraph interpretation of the Absclute Idea (s well
a3 the. chapter on Absolute Knowledge from the Phenomnology of Mind) then study
only thoae paragraphs which are the gubject of Lenin's notes.

‘ Hege}. beging the chapter with this sentences

The Absolute Idea has ncw. turned out to be-tha identity of the. 'l.‘heoreticel
 end the Practical Tdea; each of these by itself is onesided and ecntains
the Idea itself only &s @ somght Beyond end an unsttained goal; each con- .
sequently is a synthesis of the tendency, and. both containg and does not
contain the Idas, and passes from one concept to the other, ‘but failing
to combine the two ‘concepts, does.not pass beyond their ¢ontradictions.,
(Hegel I1, p.466) -

. And in the next paragraph, Hegel hﬂs a statement which we singled out last
as the underlying thought which should guide your study of self-determinationt "The
selfdetermination therefore in which alone the Tdea is, is to hear itaself speak.”
Desplite all that Lenin, in 1916, that is to sey, the year after compieting Hegel's
Science of Logic, had written on self-detecmination of nations, it was not this
sentence that he singled out in-1915, What he was concerned with was the dialectic
as the whole which first, now, after neerly a thousand pages, was once agsin
sumnarized by Hegel. #s he was to express it at the end:

It is noteworthy that the whole chepter on the "Absolute Idea" scarcely
says & word about God (hardly ever has a "divine" "notion" slipped out
accidentally) and apart from that -- tpts NB -- it contalns almost nothing
that is specifically iderlism, but hrs for its main subject the dialectical
method, The sum-totsl, th: Last word and essence of Hegel's logic is
TR dalectical methed -« chis {s extremely noteworthy. 4And one thing
mores in this :ost idealistic of Hegel's works there ia the lssst idealism
and the most mnterialism. "Contradictory," but a fact!

(Lenin, p. 234)
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It is this dialectic methed, which at this point Hegel calls the Absolute
ilethod, which preoccupies Lenin throughout the chapter, .and which allows him to
summarize it for himself in 16 points, that stresses the totality as well as
objectivity, unity as well as struggle of opposites, co-existence and causality
s well as transition from one to its oppesite until the whole self-movement
appears to be but a return to the old, but is, in. fact, the negation of the
hecarton. Studying the whole 16 points very carefully (Lenin, pp221-222 or
in rarxism and Freedom, pp 349-350), he is then ready to summarize ell of the
16 points into a single ome: "In brief, dislectics can be defined as the doctrine
of the unity of opposites. This embodies the essence of dialectigs, but it re-

quires explanations and development,.”

It is necessary, once again, to return to those categories: Universal,
Particular, Individual, keeping in mind else the definftion Hegel gives of Indi-
viduality in hig £inal work, the Philosophy of Mind¥ "individuaTity ...purified
of all that interfere ... with freedom itself." In.the Sclence of Logic he
wrotes . . . .

Lo the absclute method, however, the universal does not mean the merely abstra
. but the objectively universal, that is, that which is in_itgelf the con.
crete totality, but not as posited or for itself. Even the abstract uni-.
versal considcred as such in the Notion (Ehat is, according to its truth)

15 not only the simple: es abstract it is already positedids affected with

a negation. For this reason there is neither in actuality nor: in thought
anything so simple and zbutract ag is comionty .imegined. ..Such.a simple
entity is a mere illusion which is based on ignorance .of, what .in fact

s given, (Hegel TI, p.471) :

Once agajn, Lenin keens stress;ﬁg to h{msélf that there.f& here a "clear,
important-sketch of the-dialectic? singling qut the following Hegelian principles

.To hoid fast the positive in. its negatlva,-énd the content of the pra-
supposition in the vesulc, -is the, most ,important part of rational cog-
ftion ; alaoonly.the.sim plest reflection.is needed to.furnish con-
viction of 'the absolute truth &nd necessity of this requireament, while
with regerd to the eramples of proofs, the whole af Logic consists of
thege...: (Hegel II, p.476) .. oy '

Upon which Lenin- comoantas, , ,. .., ..
Not_empty. negstion, not. futile negation, not samisel nepstion, vacilla-
tion and doulw. is corraciaristic and essent:al i: Jialeczier, -~ which
undoubt.sdly sentalas the element of negatlou snd indz2ed as its most lme
portam. alem:it -.:no, but negetion a&s & moment of somtectlon, as 2 moment
of devulopmerti, retaining .the positive, i,e,, without any vaciliations,
without any eclecticism.” (Leain, p. 226)., . .. ;

“The Philosophy .cf };ygg is Volume IIT &6f éhelgggvclogedié of Philosophicd S¢izncns
of which Volume | way published as Hegel's -Legicy Volume TI,the Philesupiy of ‘
Racure hea never been translated into Englishj.and.Volume II1, or the

Ihilosophy of Mind is mblished sepsrately.
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The next. two pages in Hegel Lcnin ccplcs pretty nearly in full, stress-
ing constantly that .t isg "¢ kﬁrnel of dialectics , the criterion of truth
(the unity of the soncept &y al}ty)“' Vhat he is referring to gspecislly is
Hcgel's description of the secand negativity an the turn!ng point of the vhole
movement, and yet. the self-mcvement and the objectivity predominstes ‘in Lenin
so thac when' he cofiés to the sentence in Hegel that we have reached the transition
of the Loglc to NaLure, Lenin notes Yit brings cne within a hand's grasp of ma-
terialism .., this is not the last sentence of the Logic but what comes after it
to the end of the page is unimportant.™ (Lenin, p, 234) We will be retracing
our stepg to the second negativity just as soon 88 I show what it is that I wrote
in my letter on the Absolute Ides under Lenin's above quoted remarks:

But, ‘my dear Vladimir Tiyitch, it I8 not true; the end of that
.page is Impertent; we of 1953, we who have lived 3 decades sfter
you ond tried to absorb all vou have left us, we can :ell you that.
Listen to the very next sentence: “But this détermindfion is not-
a perfected becoming or & transition...” Remember how transition.
wos everything to you in the days of Monopsly, the eve of Socialiam.
Well, Hegel has passed beyond transition, He says this last determina-
tion, "the pure Idea, in which the determinateness or reality of the
Notion is itself reised to the level of Notion” is dén absolute
, ~liberation,- hnving no further immedtete ‘determination which is not
equally posited and equa}ly Notion, Consequently there is no
trangition in this freedom ,.. The transition hare therefore mist
.rother be taken to mesn that the Idea freely releaces itself in
"sbaclute self-security and self-repose. ( p.7, Letter ‘dated 5/12/53)°

Now then, let us :eturn to the second negative as Hegel expresases it:

Tne negativity uhich has just been, consldered s the turning point
.of .the movement of the Notion. It {s the simple point of nrgat ive self-
relation, the irnermost source of all activity, of living ‘and splritual
self-movement, the dislectie soul which all truth hss In it .and through
which {t alone is truthj for the trenscendence of the.opposition be-
tween the Notion and Reality, and that unity which is the truth, rest upon
this subjectivity alone,

The second negative, the negative of the negative which we have
reached, is this transcendence of the contradiction, but is no more
the activity of en external reflection than the contradiction ist it
. is the innermost and most objective moment of Life and Spirit, by
"virtue of which & subject {s personal and free, (Hegel II, pp 477-&18)

Hhere Lenin stressed the objectivism, we sdded emphasis en "personal
and free". Where Lenin had next emphasized the mterialism, ‘we stressed that "the
transcendence of the opposition between Notion and Reality .., rest upon this
subjectivity alone.” And where Lenin stoppad a paragraph short of the end of
the Logic, we proceeded to show that - Hegel's anticipation of Volumes I! and III
of the Encyclopedia was similar to Marx'a enticipation in "The General Law of
Capitalist Accumulation” in Volume I. of Capital, of the movement of the law of
motion of cepitalism in Volumes II and TII, We concludad thet what Hegel ls .
showing in the movement from the Logie to Nagture to Mind was thist The movement
is from the logical principle or theory to natuze or practice and from practice
not alone to thaory but to the new aociety witich e 1ts essence. (Lo:ter. dated -
5/20/53, p.4)
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it is this discovery that there is a movement from practice to theory
as well as from theory to practice upon which the whole of Merxiam and Freedom
is built. No wonder thet, though Marxism and Freedom wag only an idea in my
head in 1953, T had written: T am shaking all over, for we have come to where
we part from Lenin, I mentioned before that, although in the approgch to the
Absolute Idea, Lenin had mentioned that man's cognition not only reflects the
objective world, but creates it, nevertheless within the chaoter he never de-
veloped it, Objective world connect ions, materialism, dizlecticael matertallism, it
is true, s what predominates, not the ocbject and subject as one fiilly developed.

And it s why I had elso written, in that letter: Now stand up and
shout, Personal and Free, Personal and Free, Personal and Free, es Lenin had
shouted, Leap, Leap, Leop, when he First s2w dialecticel development 28 the develop-
ment of both the objecrive and subjective world, It 1s true that Lenin, too, had
writtent "This MB: The richest 13 the moBt concrete and mast subfective " along-
side Hegel's statement: "The richesc consequently s also the most concrete and
subjective, and that which carries {tsalf back into the simplest depth is slse the
most powerful and comprchensive,” ' .

But the subjectivity, the gelf-retivity of the proletariat first became
soncrete and predominent when Lenin prepared himself for the Nevember revelution
8s the February had broken out. It was never to leave him again, There was not
& single important writing of his that did not breathe the spirit of freedom,
population to a man, worker as Subject, masges ag subject, from then until the
day of his death. Since this meanc not only “in general", as against capitaliasm,
but concretely even against his co-leaders, 'it iz of the utmost importance that
this lecture be concluded with: (1} the sections on the Trade Union debate
(pp 194-210), which includes also Lenin's Will; (2) the debate ageinst Bukharin,
that is to say.the pamphlet, State-tapk allam and Marxist Humanism, ox Philasophy
and Revolution. Finally, (3) you should now be &ble to get along swinmingly with
the chapter "Hegel's Absolutss as Mew Beginnings" in Why Hegel, Why Now?

In foct, why not practice all you have learned and more by writing

Philosophy and Revolutlgg?

RAY2 DUNAYEVSKAYA -
Detroit, hichigan
December 14, 1967




