
,,. 

.. 

·,, 

-~ .. , .· ', ·,' 

June 22, 1955 

Dear' ;t, D. 

I wn still in the rniddl,. of :r.nv!ng fror.1 !;cw York to Beeton · 
- which explains my utter neglis:nce· in ·ar;ewerins your :letters. 
I still ckn 1t do its l wn·un,acklng 50 caeea of booke, ~nd my 
fill)f< are hiC.dcn oome•vhere, Let me Just tell you t.hat I read 
your draft ro l!&.rxisrn and State Capi t&.ll Prn end found it 
moet needed and useful. The whole idea is excellent.- but my 
pu).'lieher Just wouldn't undertai:e !!Uch n j:roJect for the . 
time being. :oe eure that I keep after hi,, uod that l shall 
dis cues the ;problems with ;.•ou c.e coon c.s l set around a 11 t tle ·better. · 

·.Your c~swcr to my brief remarke ·re Hegel cioes not. satisfy rue. 
Cert.dnly you do not suspect me. of ignoring the eubsh.nti ve · 
·connection .between philoe.opily end praxiE. BUT 1 t 'i e - sit venia 

· verbo.- a dialectical connection, not an immediate ··one. \\'bat·· 
is the rneanin~ of the explicit.·or implied ":Is" in your etate­
mcnt.s·l·"the dialectic or the ,\boolu'te Idea. ie the d.{alectic 
o:f'"the prletariat or whatever ·it ~r.ay be? Ie this a. mere analogy': 
;.n e:;uetion .or identi:l'ica.tion? You cannot ~ust "apply" Hec;el's 
tcx'•· to an eaE.cnti ally di!'ferent tphere without demons t:"ati r.g·· 
why ::.nd ·how." .. 

But this is not supposed to be ·an argwaent - just to show 
YOU: th<;,t I &Ill really thinkinoi about thete problems. :::! nee you 
requested return or you1• drd't, I nr.: enclosing it • hoping 
that at a later time l ~hall have another opportunity. 

With best wishes and greetings, 

12051 


