June 9,1964

Dear- ERugenot
- however ) '

: First, Congratulationa! Do not/forget thst, besides the
exhilaration- of the experience in both fighting for freedom sad sealng
it oreatlvely as the philoBophny of freedom which aust be extanded fax
bsyond Misaslssippl, thers will be the hardneas and narrowness of both
the law end some of 1lts cpponents, &0 alwa;s be 2 good Hegellan and
"hold fest Lo the positive In the nugative" snd the vialon will carry
¥ou through Lo the polnt where: you experience pelf~llideratlicn amd
 therefore are immune to the little palns and great deulness,

. L Now cn to Marcusge's Preface to the 1960 peperback editlion
of R & R. The year ls lmportant because it is his transitlon peint.
rrom totel pesaimlsm and spologla tarough the nmldepoint of the%Great
Refuaal™(1260)to the present almost-optimism of "One Dimerslonel Man"
cerhaps working hia way out, Now the phllesovhic liefhs that the
areay Rofuuel 13 the answer--it is the moerest bLeginning, Just as con-
trediction 1a recoagnition of what 18, and, while it 1s the nacessary
step to overcoming, 1t la put the tranguence. Only negation of negatlon
is- that trencoondence, is the new sveiely, 1s the Humanlam "teginnlng
from 1t8<lf" and ‘18 the positive, l,e,, the Absolute Idea, In a word,
Hegal doee not stop at Gontradiction, He begins there and after suffering
“tbrough many unity of opposites, allenatione, diglectlcal develcpments,
-~ 1egps nhead, gome rearwsrd atepe but then two steps shead, he finzlly
| RERRESuRAx reaches the resolution.of contradictlon, 8Slnce HY has no-
. M»os nopgativity" {like the proistariet} in whigh{whom) he has confidesce
" he:must reesort to. that I calll "the phlilosophlc.ile”, whet NM oslled" -
: “the 14e of hls principle" when he attacked Hegel for dee-nuzamizing
““the 1dea, In a woerd, KM was saying, 1t is not your dislootloc that
iR wrong, o even your abstractlcna when neceasary, and cerinlnly
.. .the yecognition of contradiction {even when Lt la mot yet called class
... atruggle) ‘exposea - the truth, the slien charaotericf this soclety, but
“it . ip impoesilbie to dsel with ideas only ae if ther could be removed .
from the brain of ihe pexrson who fs thinking them, and uniesa Man himeelf
is the subject, the %ruly negailng and oreatlve. subject, then your great
phllosophy had howhere to go, had to contaln thls gk lle, and was your
-downfali, or at leust mukes 1t necessary for us to contlnue on a humsn
" basla and save you from yourself,

I will now ke up the points ycu ralse, polnt by pelnt,
instead of grouplng them, The reference to p.vll where he says sclence
purges 1tssalf" is correct, however, in thc sense that it ascugulates
only tnoge facte neceasary to it_, dleregards sll the rest of the oon-
tradictlons in society ss & whole, and thus 18 at pesce with himaelf
though A-bomb comes out of the eplit.of the atom lnsiead of ‘he greatest
forae En¢ energy of oreatlon, He 1s here using fact in the stetistlosgl
senae, an accumulation of data, inocldents, outslde of the whole, HM ls
confusing only because in other places he uses fact in the llegellan
eense of aotuality, that 1s all the facts and thelr relatlonships
to other facts, to history, to the whole live confllet in the world
of the status quo, If he had only bascd himselfl more explicltly on
Bi'a statement %hat "to have ono baals for 11 e and another for sclence
18 & priori a lie", you would have kad no difflculty lo understanding
him ot t point, Also, HM elther dows not know much of solence or is
o "opposed" to 1ts complacency about other flelds than 1ts o¢n that
he does not even wish to grant 1t a place within the dlalectle whioh
1% certalnly hes both in its own risld end In {tself likewins rubpgy
historical, that is to say relating to nature and men ln thelr develop=-
ment, It nlso dates back to his resestmeant of Engels' "Dlaleatic of
Naturz" which, whlle not on the level of EM's own work, ls ocertalnly
trug, Instesd of confronting the Communist mi:uae of it hesd-on, he

1388£rerers to muke his digs at sclence itself, Of course, thero la a
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and dieleotio to- the deveIOpment of aoienoa. and, lu fuot. it oou;d be
helzed in its own fleld if it dld wmderstand the dialeotiual ph¢1osophy.
It is no acoident that the theory of relatlvdty oans Iln the historio
period of the RR, nor that of the wifie)d fleld thecry at the wime of
dutopstion and Humgnlsm. I bLacame So exclted when the formila WS
firat published, though I 41d not and do not understand & single

pars ebout 1t. that I relsed hezven and eartb to try to mecet Einsgieln,
By the tims I met nis zsaistent, Brurls raufmen, and convinced her she
should introduce me, he died., I have zl.ays wanted a Bclence chepter
1; my new book, The divislon of the "two sultures" cripples essh ef
ther, .

p.viil, Knower and doer are used in the sense of trylng to mee
the %totallty cr urity. 1t oan be the very same psrson who knows and
doee, Xf there 1s a seyzration between astivity and bnowlng, 1if knowled
ie used se 1f it tor had wo observer; anaglycer snd partieipant it ie
dafeative, Other with a canital © 18 one of the post difficult and
important concepts In Hegel gnd here HM ia corrsct in the way he fries
to use it with a little "oP ac to spesk, What he is saying is that
.nothing 18 alone, it is always releted to other, %ven when 1t 1s not
‘& person ut @ thing it 1s e, For oxample, the dostor analyzee the
. #3,ck peracn no% only in terma oflhlmaexf and his disaase but in terms
" of "otner"--the st{sie of health, That all would be fairly eaay to

‘a“unaeratnna. The 4ifffoulty comes in the faot that at the end of the

“dialeotlo process Cther turns out to be "youraelf," That is to say, -
© 34718 ene more phsse of your own aelf-development, and ‘4t inkereg in
you, and not out of fome external contact, .Mankind certsainl ¥y Lo strug-::

~.glipg more than to meintain iteslf; Lt 18 struggling to put down its =
own pre-history, and first hegin its true-history, the human dimenaic

which needs not only to ba freed from subjugatlon, but to begin toT

*dove;op the "is8",not the "have", -

You are abaolutelx right unless you pinpoint "prcareas
in the consclousness of freedom” as KM had done, you cmn gst nowhore,
and with all hils kacwiedge of Hegel, thls ls what otten happens to Hie=
his aoncept of the backwardness of the manner, thelr plleged Callure
to be that subject of transformatlon of reslity Jjust has him desfened; .

Pielx-x, You have aaught the point on positive and
negative, and HY precisely there shows how far he musi recede frop
Reason when he suddenly mocuses 1t of being the villain, Thera 1s
-no substitute for Humanism, and XM pinpointed the Tundawoental ervop

*the lie of the prinelple” in Hegel when he said 1t wae due to his
de~humanizetion of ldeas. It stlilil ip that., It is not Reason which
ia at fault, it is the men who resson so poorly,

I meant to tell ycu that rot HM but Hegel h*mself
especinﬁly the Encyclopsedisz or"8mall"Logle jyou should raally always
have with you, first because it ig kesher, and secondly begause HOW
that you arz getting lato it, I bellsve you wWill resally socon be
swimming easily -~which 15 whon your self-ilberation, in thought, .
vill gs!n that new dimension which will mske i1t 2 collsborstor in the
new book, -

Good luck!

Love,

{Jyﬂj




