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Feb., 1, 1986
Dear Lou,

Because I was anxious to congradulate you for the good piecs you

did on the study of dialectics and to try and clear the way for you to

get published in John W.'s jourmal on philocophy, I rushed to tell-you
~that without really going into detail on the technical aspect. So-I
continue with certain changes that are necessary for submission to an
acaderic Journals ‘ C

1) 7o begin wlth this should not be part III; it should be something
. that is a totality itself. 4nd as I told you in the little note I suggest
you have three guotationg, not only Hegel but VIL and FF, ZEverything has
to be _specifled by source and page number. Thus when it you begin the-
text Lt-will be considered roman numberal IX. . . :
, 2).0r Hegel you ean never just say Logiec; it has to be specified -as .
Sclence of Logie cr the Logic from the Encyclopedia and always pagenated,
© Also, quiside of the guotations at top all references should be in - .
- footnotes instead of parenthesis, Paginaiion in pareniesis is only permit-
ted when it iz ¥m all from the same book that -nas been specified. . .
'3) Now to continue with what I call protecting your flanks., Let me
begin by emphasizing that you cannot say such extremes as “dehumanize tha
- idea” inless yéu say Mrrx says 50 and Turther whether or nol you agree
with Marx®s -claim. Hzxmexixintyx Hegel certainly rmmpmmkenged did not
lzave out reality fopm ~development of the Tdea &g is clesr Irom
i ess in relation to history, - T
, %} On the otherhand do not credit wkxk Hegel with “history and its = |
‘process®, But history to Hegel was "contingency" that is to say %a it Y
happened, it didi't have tha permanency or ideas; he needed ideas %o prova/
which of history was not conjingency but became a category.- S —
.2 5i Ok Lordy, don't Rimixmen@ndX"dethrone God® and thengét,t'ipibute it

to that Leutheran Hegei. What you could say is: It is tru 63 been
accusged 6f pantheism-and ~.2n atheism and %hat oub§t that in
his pHiilosophy the apex is not reached by relig bui, 1080phY o 1o '
Nevertheless as against Aristotle's universa S Et o oM, AR did ok
human reagen -that universiiy abgolute activitydmd Lenin: centaindy=did-. Ly
‘| not only SBEER that, but it iasSTred him to br ak with his own vulgar
- @ateris‘,lisw.~and 2055 0n e Cnelacter ALY "l fee .

6) p.3 final paragrank -Leging with "Clearly" .l propose you
say I.think or that(This w‘rﬁiﬁﬂjhﬂ what could be called Hepel's
enpirwecism.,. L S ,
o P.0 Gereets -- and I am going to ask you to cut some of the
references out beuagse it begins to sound as if the whole assay was
just something against Geraets whereas you should have in mind, as you
indeed do, references to several thinkers -~ should be citsd by exact
my references. - - ‘ . -
8} p.7 refiective is not any sort of "synonym"™ for intutive and certair }
iy no res; Decarte, Empiric and scientifie is what is generally used -
as practically a single description und intuitive is kept for Jacobi,
i.e. intukitionism, .In any case that sentence from paragrapp_2 after
Aristotle, just cut out both adiﬁniixes@il%gtlve and intuitive™
8) p. © we come back to this question of history 61 philosephy and. :
. what you attribute to him as considering it “the true scimnce of cognition".
" Hegel would rise yupuxand xmmmme scream to this age, nothing, hothing, e
‘" nothing is ¥rue history excapt philosophy. Herzel considered history of = .
. philosonhv a manifestation of varicus siages of gsli-Cevelgplient ol the~ ~
" Jdeag which no philosopher dareé disregard,because <ag what he was "2,
ormy from. And therelore-also sut out the woréd (actual science 0
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; Ls o _hzve that expressior\ I told you 'l:o watch ou'l:
i‘ongurnin averything nrround®, s -
about ourse)ves. that something in the objective situa.’tion s.,ampell ER
- %o do something., Hegel didn't foel oom . 3 i 1 ok 01 T G '
- ideas, - And th Mmssﬁma-pe}a%e_alsuml_to that a'i.atement

5t Jacobl, You will have noticad that the one time that Hegel -~
“actu ET) ‘word reactionary (and even there never rstoogressien) -

¥ it A more as@ffecty I believe the more appropriate expression for
that 1last sentence on page 8 is something like this: Jaccbl®s -

intuitiovlalism...xm went S0 Mty nst the grain of philozophy ag
&‘: nESl - | reac‘ricmﬁry T'Een continue on
page on w -

- grasp ' -
“9) 'p,6-T: think that ihe weritba.‘t we use ao mich and you use

on Hegel, would be more. modestly: stated ag th and sometimea
should receeded ‘wiltheEkatwkxxaiy (ibelieve he an

i0) /p. pXv) ican “be mostly aumz.na'cea with no ore.tnan f.*.rﬁt 5 ‘and iﬁ

limes an the word articulatia j te thet pavegranh and i
‘next. HEIN use only : T p.ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁisaﬂm

And th
Lo UL Tadlcaliy ooen UELU.&SE T.RBI'G are TOC many quotationg of me “and
. oviously, you: man, you sgree too much with me, You have %o have a *s‘a.v

of saying thal you think that RD made zn "original contribution® and aft a
thg_q.ég %1, on fr rou gk aunder of the page mlx ;

n-page 130 : 4
: from which aho. concluded"?xn'ﬁe?‘ ba.pg
rerﬂrgnaﬁ ﬁhﬁﬂiﬁ hﬂ +n A%'}‘ g_t'iﬂ T.rere) 52wk

e va*\' o TR un.v.:. = uua.u. .l.!
—--lz—--u—..q...__.x -
tﬁs" %u@a“a 135 : :

1n&iden’i;ly T don‘t believe that part on me even though i should
have qutation frem me should have its own part. just gkip a few :!.:Lnes.

‘“\1 - It should end with s sentence of your own, not quota‘ba.on. w-:ich

would modestly say I hope that this opid tique is an intepretiied as a w
to expand the discussion on the Hegelian dialect ¢ in. oug age whioh ay'
~\.does have the habit of 1iking sociology rather than philcsophy.

' consult
jourx]':tagug:ng?:at youtin{nm{led Kansas John and z=mzwind Kevin, By the way
accept.sinzle space and you have 1o submit axt ..
As for us, we Will minmeo dur ing workshop taﬁg i cOpies '
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