December 13, 1961

Dear Riohard Poriens:

One or the recsony for tho delay in commentiag on Jour peper on .
Hegel's FHENQMENOQLOOY OF MISD #as, I cust sdmit at onve, 2y anock &% the approash
0 that moat engyulepedio mind of cll of Muiopt=—U.W.H. Hegel=- taught at Yale.
Poxbaps that proves that I am not a"full" Heyelian becaume I lgck hip petience aa
wall az full soguicaroo of the pettiness of the ntadmio world oo peif-styled
Yevprezontatives” of tle mindeof mali « I Lave now reroud Regel's attitude and will
sexuplevnly follow ittt *9s msy rect sasured thet it ip the mature of truth to Jerce
- itz wmy to recognition when tho time comes.s..it is very cfien rnevessary t5 dis=-
tinguish tho public Siom thoss who 4zka upon thamsalves to be its represeiatfves
and spckomnen. The publio tskee ap an attitude in meny reepsots quite diffevent -
feoet the lavteT, indsed, even opposcd to them. Fherems the public good-paturedly
and gmaerounly will rather toke the blaac upcn iisell when a philovophicul wirk iy
not quile asoapiedie or inteliigitle to it, thess “representatives*, en ths consrary,
cunvisoed of their owp compeitsnoe, put all tas hlame on the autbors. The influcnne
of the work on the public ip mois silent than the action of thaose 'rapresentativss®,
vho are like the dsad hurying thoir dead.” (p.129-130) '

Fire. Inetead of teing oouncerned with aiyle, I will go direstly to

She sim, comtent.ths histaric sweep of {he PUEKOMERGLOGY which Hegel oslled his

"yoyage of discovery.”" Unless you are resdy to embark on suoh a voyage, it is,

of ‘aom>me, imposmible to ses wist he discovarsd.. Abetractions will not do. Fer

sxmpls, you write thet "Begel intends to lusad ua to his own fommuiastion of an |
all-meoapaseing ‘abealute idealiem," Whet, precisely, to tho words, "abmolute.
idsal iz man? Iu the INCYCIOPARDIA OF PHILOBOPAYCAL SOIENCES Eegel bamodnts the

- fayt tiat ba aust call the Yerd" of his system th: "Abualute Ides” bacsuse *It is

 osrieiniy pomsible to iudulge in a vast amowit of sonselesz declamation about the

idea absolute.” (rar.237) Kon%, Jaoubi, Sohelling, Fiohts wera sll fsbaclute’

, 1dealista* --and yet Hegel broke from then all, hrecking mure dooicively Lrom some
thyn from cthers, but hrsakihg with all booaupe of the introversion of Uemman
tdsaliam, cacaping the realities of The objestive world. He approciated"the
grsat merid of Xant", iia rediscovery of the dialectic, his apmreviation of the

- dignity of thought as agninet the Enplich empiricists whe saw only the sexsuouws,
the tangihle, "oxpariscnoe®—-hut the dichoteny betwsen thought and thing recalnads
the chailenge of the times were not mets "“there are no traces in logic of the new -
apirit waloh has arigon-hoth in lLearning and in Life." (p.35, BOIXNCE OF 10GIC, VoluX)
A3 for ths other philosophors I mentionsd,Schelling ard Ficht2 ocame to the aboolute,
cays Hegwl, like & “"skot out of a pistol" (PEEECHINOLOGY, p.89)-with nons of the
"strenuous toil" and "k feeling for "the imanent rhythm™ needed to unable
philecophy to meet tha challenge of the chjootive world while Jacobi wac an outrijht

Wraactlonary.” -
- aven

If/you 1imit yourself to the Prefave, just the Treface, of the
PHINOMENOIOGY you oamnot ezcape his concera for the objootive world,"the thing,
and hia diegunst with the subjevtiviem of the philosophers: “our spoch ig a bizth-
time, and & period of tranaition. The apirit of man has broken with the old ogdex
of thinge hiikerto prevailing, and with the old ways of thinking, and is in the
mind tu 1ot than nll aink into the depths of tiw paost and to set about ita owm
trapsformation. It is indeed novdr at restes.."(p.75) It ic impossibie not to
sss tho concrets, the historic mnd the presant underlying Regel's eimplcat abstractions
Ho is $alking of the pardod in which he iived,(and s he put the finishing ohapter -
to the PEFSCMRNCLOGY Napoleon wee approaching Prussis)--the break-up of frudsliea,
the Oreat French Rsvolution, the birth of new gode, "Frecdom", “"Neasen" to whiak
all the intellectuals dranlk great toasts, only nover to acquire "the serioumneus,
+he suffering, the patience, and the labour of the regutive" (p.Bl)ﬂmt WiS RECSHIATY,
te b as creative iy tlhought as the masses proved to be arestive in action.

The ivory hells are toou bent onm abstraciions, eager to skip tho concrete,
and prooceed to "the next" generalisatiions to stop to lidten to"the immendnt rhytm"
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of the wslrd abhout them, much less tho musiv of Heysl's dialeutio. You write -
that with Hegel "Subsiance is Subjeat, aad Guist the Aosclutor, and no.doudt a
quick reading would mcke 1t cppesr dorrweth, odb.  waem you oonsidor that Hegel'a

kneyladge of komanity's daveiopmunt —-its biziory &2 well as tho h:.atary of
thought or philosopby -~ was us profound as it was enoyulopaedic, one must -

so=diet the teaptation to moe the gonl uhesd of the road ot gett.’mg there "For

the m,m-utm- is not exhauvaiad in iis purpose, but in wurking the matter
out s {Pe63} And ngrin "Impntiouce amks for tho lmpowsible, wauis to reesh
the gnal without tha means of getiing thewe. The length of the journey has to da
Yerne witl, for evory momunt 18 neceesgry...” (p.90}

And"the length of the journey", nnd tha imowlsdge thut to
‘Hegel "Wke truth -is the whole " must msks up pouse at laast o see how he raletes
mteatence tc subject: "iIn my view—s view whiock tko devwloped axposition of the
pysien it=slf car alons Justify--evaryihing depends on grasp 2a axpresaing
tho witimats truik, net as Subntance but e Sudjest as well.” (.80} Tn & wod,
ho doemn't thro¥ out subsiancs or abjeot cr the thing for tne "sudbject®, alihough
it 12 ths sbjent, the the development, tha limg dialeciic whisk
ig iagking in &1l othsy, BRI8%mst ocoury tha cemtor of the Whrnmskmas!
Yuilesaphio singe as 1t deas the histordc stuge. The ansencs 9f Goundaponiog
mbject to mdatarces is Dot to dlot the lmtber out=—though it will get "ebsorbed"
dv monts gaining & new dimension raiher thav in "thing-in-Ateelf" oxiz=ting ontzid.m
of us ~= dut tu point te method—mupthod af analysis, metkod of developasat,
‘methcd of soring, lintening, hearing, muelling, thinking, eadh of which smnmes
cannot be BaprTated fron +ha whole. Donft forget Hesnl‘a subtitle for kis
mmm; it wes “Bolsnce of the Experience of Corsolousaese." -

. A fay "Geist" being tho "Absolute™. Yes, but...Jmt take a look
at th- coptento peage end see where Spirit boging. It ia page 455, havdly more theph
a hulf of the book haa yoi bean covemed Bofore we gut to Absolute L’.nnwlvdgt
on p.508, whsra theory and practice are iinally united, and history and solonse
und subjest and ohject become one, we have guite a pathway to go thrwught "The
gosl, whioh im Abmoluto Knowledge or Spirit knowing itmelf as Spirit, finds its
patlimay in the remlloction of spiritusl forus a8 they arc in thesselves and as
+hey goccmplich the orgapiesstion of their spiritusl kirigdon. Their conmervation,
loakad at from the aide of their fras existonce eppearing in the form of
oontingsnoy, is Historws 2ooked ot rom the side of their intellectually ocsupre—
handsd orgenization, it io the Bcoience of the vayo in whiok kmowlsdge apypeaTse
Both togsther, ar Hintory (inmtelleatuslly) comprokended (begriffen), Zims fum .
a% orce tho recolleotion and the Jolgotha of Absolute Spirit, the reality, the tmrth,
the oa’:ta.inty of its throne, without whicL it were lifeless, solitary, and alone.™

Bow then if we went cur way baoci from 14808 to p.455 o2 the
has.’mn.’mg of spirit, we £ind the mopt prorouad oxiticisms of sivil soniety,
of culture, of life and literaturs, ¢f eblightennumt and the French Rovelution,
of Morality and of Religion, which prompted Marx to say thai, "to the extent
that it (PHEROKENOLOGY) holds fast tbe aliemation of Han-even it Mon appears
only in the form of Spirit—io that extent El elemerts of oriticism 1lie hidden
in it and nre oftek already prepared and worked out in s mennexr extending far
beyond the Hegelian standpoint," (Uritigus of the Hegslian Disloctic, Appendix
to MARXISM ARD FRELTON, p.308 —and follow through also n.311 whers Harx deals
with this "absorption' of the Mobjeot" by the"suhjeot" , that is to esy the
“all-pided transcendence of the objeot of consoiousneas."

It may sound as if I am waylogt you cennot have an opinion
ahout Perception, which is the sudject of your paper, unless you have goxue
through tie whole of the PHENCGHENCIOEY plus the SCIENCE OF L0GIC plue the
ENQTCLOPAEDIA, not to mention the PHILOSOFHY OF HYRTORY AND Tl HISTORY OF
PHILOSOPHY ms well as all critiques of mame. Dut in truth X am asking yeu to
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limlt yourself to your subjoot~matter vithou! withing to dgs the
qrhfau, and for thet curly pluge too it was usoassary to x;ul th;‘h;r:gc:ta:r ¢ saxly
Iniroiustion . Mo rchool will dsack you tha ristoric, much less {he Marrisn
gibberish out of the geeateut of Western philosephers.
ke % your reading Chapter T, MTha sos = Heveinmpionss
inl-Pulitionl wnd Intemiusly” of my MARXISM AND PREEDON 4o gvt a
uwnl age in whick Hogel lived as woll as the Wt in which we lise
ol : xan Cozmunimz o exorcise tho ghout of Argal; becnuse I do -
mtmggﬂ?g.h;pdxgﬂmm‘ﬁ wl::: M‘t 1was afior vhem hs wrots "mants mind
_ .n aar t s
bave them raisal above that level.” (p.73) By that o Temire e like pever t:

For from » ok battle,"a farce drawn out to unmeceazsary length for its result
is olsarly predofierwdned”,; o any "cbaturing of perticularly and esphasiuing.
creuting exivermlity”, Begel, in approaching the seotion on "Perseptionh, is
printing o that all ticdd syproaches at univsraality wers srased beosuse theve
vag not even any steaility in this type of commoioustess, muoh lese uaiverexlity.
Witk "Percepticn™ we may {inally ast the faint cutlines of & form wiich tho umiversal
agoaman, bui Imewledge is a greut deal moxre than mers perveption, and £o we remain
barely &% ilie thrashold, vhich renains "substunse™ of the provest veriety, thst ia
327y incapalle of uzdargeing ohange through the negative or uny fum of daveiopaent,
self-dovelopaeni, suif-activity, solf-kkaiwedge, or any sort of process which is nod
static. fou seem %o thiek thot the discolution of an objest is jossidle ealy -
through trickesy, and straching and unlversalisiag it where 1% ie nothing dut
Mpare thougks”, sxaething tht Hegel as a philosopher of the ebsolute began with in
ks first plage snd "thovefore” didn'4 rewlly iake a lock at "the thing=dir~itself,”
-GQuite the oomtanry dis the truth. Hegel locked mot only at ithe thing objeotively

trae cbjeotlivity however doss not mesan thul the thing remaiuz ouiside of us, having
a"lifs* of its own we. San Dever penstrate) tuf he at t iteslf the
Yy, -What be hed gpainst "purest thought™ of acniamporary phil !.%v its "ahsa..trtin"
was that il didn't sufficlently panetrate into ita own objsativity, its hielory,

the refalotion of Terlity me past and as prapent &3 woll as artisipation of fuifure) -
in » word it plet Aidn't xeaguro up eithar %o thse ebjesiive weld ar tha gd_%os:fy
%ﬂ@rﬂgﬂdmo ons "3cience is not that kind of Ideali

at inte tkhe place of the Dogurtiem of mere assertion and isek chapye of o
Dogmatica of oere agsumnos, ths Dogantism of mere self~icerteinty, Rather aince,
.knowlsdge secs the contonmt go back inmlo ita own proper inner nature, the actiziiy

of. knowledge is absorled in that content..."(p.1l3) "Because the substance of individus:
pind, DAy, mcre, bsoause the mmiversal mind at work in the world (Wali ), has bad
the potionoe to go through these forms in the long stretoh of time's m%, and o
teke upon itelef the prodigious lebor of the world’s hiutory, whewrs it bodisd forth
in seok form the esmtire content of iisolf...” {ppd0=l —finish the peragTerh and oea
how muck more you oan get ocut of it whon you do have history, as zubetence and as
subject,in the back of your mind, instead of just a bunch of abstrmctions)

Dear Riochard, I do hepe you will use your wonderful talents in ihe philosophic
field to graap at whzt Hegel oelled the "life-nnvement of truth”, and Mavz called
“the solf-development of the proletariat™ who has nothing te lose in grausping at the
truths of thia axploitative scofety whish Zao md redfdsd him into a thing, and
mede the thing, the muchine, the master, mo that the prolotariat's “sesrch for
anjversality" signified the end of the"prs-history of man" and tho beginning ol
him true hictory. Ne doubt by then even a child will lmow how to stand Hegel
right side up, and pes that Man, not "Spirit}? is "the Adbmolute” , that is to say,
the new sooiety. I would love to work with you op some of those chaptare of
Hegsl. Won't you ask Joanathsn to give you one brief outlinc I made of ths
PHENOMENOIOOY7 And I nhope you don't mind it ¥ send him a copy of thiz, Let's
all swim togemthsr towurd new horizons.
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