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Jo wndo that hatlerica) toristiis ¥ pages tnds wyy Ve Mive
to pet hold of the Notisn, of the Al tefoce w can wos thls relatlon
batween grgaataation and speataselly ! i4s ccncrete trwlh.™ {p. 119}
Outsida of evary single word of that first paregruph on Xotlon dolng a
felsehood and these overly-tasty traaslations of scae Hegolian categoriss
into the politics of tho poment which azf’?.‘fov v go over ints the

/)
¢ Kotlon. The objest ia no longer Plain sad atmple belng. It 1o '

longer divided into thought-daterainations, It's a shole p=ce nore,

but a whole enriched by our previous wrostling with 1t.” (p. 119)
mwwm-wnw
"In 14&SsE Doctrine of Boing, wo doalt with thought as it -mtched and £olt

axore complex proceas, objucts were 'reflscced’ by thought into thovght-

deternminations, representing parts of the objeot; transition from stage
L to stage,

D A

And on p. 121, J, writes; "In Dialectics of Nature, Engels had what
5'in ny modest opinion a very satisfying passage on the Judgement,"

@ the inflvenca of pinc1e dodnemroaa objucle, Iniwssance, we exaatned

Aad on p, 13%, he enbtarks yet on another diverslon, this time on"Leninisam

and the Notion" and. &% complains:"Toda:} our movement is not beyond Leninism."
But if you think that ne is going to go beyond, he is busy showing how absolutely

great is the Invading Socialist Soclety in following Lenin's Stats and Revo-

lution and then praises, without a single word of eriticism, the whole

| PEMRRRS poriod of 1017 to 1923, so that 2t the end of that interlude,REH
S - | are
"Leninism and Ovrselves” , he is tal ut'Ehe workersp

j 7 | u LEAP, Lm,' LEAP, IEAP". R R s
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Vhich tums oat 1o b0 & promise about the “Universals of 1948<,
bat evidmtly Yefore vr 22z & ULl s lave o gol ek to Logls, bat
Teally not to Loglc tut to Trotekyles, which he calls Synthetic Cognitions
"In the last section of the Logic, Hegel takes up the cliaax of his systies,
the Ides of Cognitica. Priefly, it 1s for us the @lucidatien of sclents-
fic nethod,.. ;
ntion I have reforred to which I am ntill worizing out and ho is mixing
up what 1z on Synthetic Cognition where Hegel rejects rathomatics, saying
that at 1ts holght, the Synthetie Cognition there 1a building a theolfh
and that is unsuitable and rejected by philosophy. J. thinks that
way Sypnthetic Coonitics i1z 4aken up In 1t inadequate expression at the
height of mathematical develupment and what the Synthetic Cognition in
the fiinal chapter oun AI which is &E&% part of Dialectic Cognition, and
then diverts back nerg understanung in the very early sections of

AR 3 period to desigiase Troteiyian
: a.s Synthetiﬂ Cognition., Since we were all rejecting Tmotskyisn

7 becauze Trotsky wes
}’ p-oliti.cally, specifically/cons! d.ering nationalized property as EEY¥

"‘,-

v‘ what ma.de Russia & workers' state, we acceptéd the philoz:cphic

équa.ting Synthetic Cognition to understanding a labe}.lhlg Trotskyism -
as Smtheticﬂagniﬁon. All this.is but a way of & saying why 8% we
snou.u'l not be "impatlent" about the AI, necause we must begin at 'I:he
beginning, and the beginnii.ng is the F‘rencn Rsvﬁlnticn, vmich tu:ms out

1o “be the heginmxfg of the Puritan ;ievolution.- ip Englangé and 'bhe French -
RE:Volution already shows us -- sta.te-ca.pita.lism: This goss on NSRS
m and. on , su that when we reach some sort of conclusion o:E‘ what
m the JFT ta.sk is e get hack to Marx' s"ﬂiatorlcal 'Dendency of .
ﬁapita.li.st Accumnlation, Lenin's Stats and Revolution, and hms (ps 20#}

& "gsmatimes ynu ..a.n Work hackm "I remember gelling Rae ore day Go and
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search for an indepondent Negro movemsnt., It sughl to be there,®

dhe found 4t in & fer hours, over & Alllion Negroes buried and forgotten,
Over and over again I have to look for an inportant missing link or links,”
In any case, wo den't get much of AT because what he xetums to is various
parts of Essonco, Form and Content, Cause and Effect, action and NPRISNEEER
reaction or reciprocity, ending with p, 226-227. "The only propaganda,

the only theoreticalff principle of Marxism that is worth any attentien

13 the anelysis of the bureaucracy and why it should be destroyed ...

I think of the Staiinisis in Gerwany 1n 1933 and in Spain in 1938, Taey

tha
too explained/thelr ireachsxous comprémises ave due to the faet that the

Workers arv not ready.

ldentity,”

Now, whereas these are the last words, it is not that there was
nothing on AL, After he told us not to be Inpatient, he did go in Jo'a.
little of Hegel, but, believe it or not, mainly on Kant. (pp. 164-17%) and
ever quoted the paragraph fron the Marx's 1850 Address or "revolution in
permanence”,. But the point is that tilnem are "so many di'versions to politiéa.l
naedz that the AI, too, -- and there is very 1ittle on the AT —— no more than -
the _pages of 16{4'-1?0, but t_hat was introduced by the reversal to Kantianisn:
" Lant in 1781 had done for thought in its day what leninlsn had dome
for the m‘miutionary movement. And I for one neve# think of Hagsl as.a |
e.inéle individual, Kant had made the French revelution into a @hdosophieal
method As Hegel says somewhere in the Introductim to the Ica.rge oglc,
Kant had ma.de Thought the intermediaxy betwsen Us aud Things, Kg used.’
m__qggl_t o *‘izui ou‘h abou‘c ‘1‘_?%_ __ggi_.gg vas in thought s8¢ tba.t Being

-iie;ht be d:.scm'eﬁad in its truth. Engels has sumsed it up once and for ad, o
| -':'deagi'be all tha‘&. md.e:m philﬂsophers mte see” (p. 162)




(transpose to saction where J. quotes "revoiution in pirmanence”)

The contredictory and, in a cartain sense, necnfiigless way that
"revolution in permanence™ 1s quoted is that it i3 preceded by the question
Fartys" Today and for uears past, thers is no fear whatsver that the pro-
letariat will not form 'a party'. The question of 1948 is what kind of
varty, what is f.he charactex of the proletarian party in 19%6", This
kind of party that will be all proleiarian and all whatever hangs on what
is attributed to Lenin as the party being the knowing of the proletariats
"But, fox the mroletariat, ;hhe most im:porta.nt, the primary thivg ie the -

withering away of the party. For if the party does not wither away,

P ]

the siate never wili.

“Tals 1s our Universal -- the questicn of the party, Lenin could enly
5p6$e'it by implication... * After which, he gives the tendency what
‘they arne to do as students of Logle, as Marxisis, whereupon he_ diverts
again on the Frengh Revolution at mich ;en%thier spaca thap. pﬁ the AIé

{p. 172) J. writes: "The party is the knowing of ths proletaj;i;t as }
being. Wi thout the party the proletariat knows nothirg. We arc here at
the ciimax of a development chazcteristic of glass societj._ 'Ihe.p;-oletaxia.t
1s the ouly historical class to which the party, the poliilesl party, is

ésaezﬁtia.l_. Before t.'nis;, a1l political parties were mere approximations...”




