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naar Bo;n and Eusenca

: ‘ . Now thers ls a new combination :‘o- rhilosophy 73
I thoushr. pince our lsut coavereatlion was on some of the philoeop
fioel problemy of the new basck, and Gince Eugene lad also wiitten @ .
on the 1960 Pratace by Harouse to tho paperback edition of hla :
-~ REQNO tevolubion, I ehouwld raresd the Prersce and ses wvhather I
oan .’-‘ii?;ﬁ&ni Ege Philosophic polnt that Saparates us, 408 I found
14 wae bigger than 1 housh'E at the tiwe he and I fought since the
Tighting scemed toc be "only" over pol'tlan.

o ‘ Beok 1n the } when 5, @ & I were dinonnt!ne'
Rk anong ourdelyes wo dié note tha .e soemed to heve slipped on . AR
tha quastion of "politics", This time, however, At had nothing to do
with a political line on any currsnt sltuaticn, not at ali, The
poiltica conoernsd the goncgg% of politica. uonuvtnI{ 1t oonaerned K
the 1220-21 trade union dispute and Lenin's atotement in 1t that-
pelitlen took presedence over eoonowles. We Telt then thst Lenin
= had used the word, politles, in the Gxgsk sense of evarythlns froe .
nethcdology to pkilosophy, as was obvlious Iirom ianin's “epeateﬂ R
.relerence to "Alalectlioe™, and net Juat the narrow question of . 7 .
"the golitlaal line agal nnt Trotexy'es "econowloz® whom LY reslly. mean
t6lling the workers to go on working when tliey d4dn't wish to work
'wlth thie act of bureauornta." In any oade,. we dropped the’ quaeti'
L ‘ . Now, suddenly- thic Jumps &t me in the new
Preraao: {xl-xtt The negation is determinate If Lo tofsis the -
eatahlisned stutd of-aifairs to the besic feotors & foroes which
“‘make for ita deatructivenen-, «8 well gqu for the possible alternut»
- ives beyond the status quo, In the ‘human reality, they ere 3
factors & foross, and the determinnte negetion 12 ult;mlto?a
‘negation:"J mphesls 18 Marouse's, and, though he tries i
next sentance to warng agalnst also "the tntire dimension of; .
(ngtx§:§i>tmoom B an integral part of the statua Jquo", it is dlear
thai not only does that wurning &oply to"west” tather, then Aggth,
and,;” furthermore, not only did it in the rast" take'Torm of “soviet'
Marxisp® but in the "Weot™ "One Dimensicnsl Man', tut, adove gla :
to- say that gg%;gggf%; @ negaticn 1s ‘_11$ioa}—i1 utterly fantastlio. -
or, to put 1t in philosophioal terms votiondisty A reductlontixt
'AFIS one who reduces everything to a "“comuo or to a oatter
of mahsnics when humen foroes are involved, and*historisel fadtors
and foroes" certainly are humen, very specifloglly the numan or ’
claga forces that aotually destroy the etatus quc. By oomparieon
with thie, Trotsky's belief that "all" thet wap necessary in FRusais
was & politliogl, not a soolal,revclution sinoe gtate property re-
mained the malc foundatinn, eto.eto, ia positively brillient X»

The phllogophioc question, however, remaing, That is to
88y, Msrouse may thercby choWw his lack of confidence in the mapzen
and his embrace of "politlice" to foree a revolution wha

teariat Has Talled,—or-,es8-he pute-tti(xivi"Thoes acclul group
(/ 1ch dialectloul theory identlfied a8 the forcea of nega‘lcn are
elther deﬁ_aieg,_gmaonoued with the establiehed aystou," . —

g’

50 once agein we murt return to the ﬂtrlotly phllogophlo
dart of this Prefade which he entitles "4 Nots On Dialeotlc", And
here, cn p.x1il, we roadi'For reality has become teohnological
reality, and the subjeot lg now Joined with the obleet ao olosely
that the notlon of object: nececasarily lacludes suﬁiﬁoi "{¥y cmphadis)
T used eophasld in order to etrese that wnet founds llke what 13888




«lm

we S2y. BEYS, insteld. the axact oppoﬂine. And hel'e 1nths proox that
Merguse 18 making the objisot, the ma,hins,~sua=* ha gubjle
* the mens (viiiy i obJuuto—tnEs ‘contein’ subjeotivi vy in 'jﬁ'
tl.e !’m&—‘mc’ “m@
"Now what (or whe) ie this subjectiviiy that, in & \
ilte gg& aenne. corstitutes the ob@aotlve worlad?"(My scphacl ns

. —— I b -LhTE point-whery-tegslbogtua—to RSN 3 as
hTEEE'ES;EiE_i T Tokesd of the meterlalist Marcuse, for Hegel
‘ £ ibjootivity is sught, Reessn, Hpirit & HM hiageld
must ﬂpecify that by epirit H eane 4pirlt of an epooh, world .
higory, ete., vherems Margiso {irst s%atea that "Since we re longer
hava that fluent accepPgc, theke coneepte.,I shsll try to sketch
Hegel'n gpnoeption in more familler tems", 4hen{xii) states that
®ths 1dsa ¢f Remson itself , the undisleotical element in Heusl's
- phlicsopby®, then brings 1n ‘politiod into the very center of; ths
 explanation cf Hegal'a oofoept of progress in freedonm int uhgﬁr, :
by adding “progross -in fraetom depends on thought becoming-Golitia 11'
in the ehepe of o thoory which deponstratéa negation as a
alternutive implicit in the hiotoricsl wituatlon" ONLY TO END U? WI?H
\THE TEPE OF ABDIOATIOH oF PHILDSOPPI AS DID J & G3

"Mars's nateriellstic ‘subvorstm' of Hegal.
thsrerore,wna not a-ghlfy from one philOBOyhlﬂkl Daultion %o nnothar.
nor fiom philosophy to svoial theoiy, ... (P.X111)This "irmoocent®. =
denisl of whet hisz own work has am a subtitle "Hegel and the Risde of .

"'Boclal ‘Theory™, .is in fact reduotﬂg igzn philos not fjuet . -
Lo -ogial theo;y vhich he now den el;but to ﬂpoiif%cﬁ‘.} In _a word,’

thsrsVaupooeadly, aw & put ity "no longer iy pRT10BOpRical entwels

It 18, in faot, the par, right after that wo had the olimax,bul whieh® .| |
" 1a this nots, I put at firet sbout reality having begome " ohnologica
fng.thun, wheve wo esy gublect hes sbsorbed objectlvity, Hp says . i

notion of objeot neaeaagyrily includea the subject )

7 No wonder he suideply leaves both to go 1nto
quotations rrom avante gmrd Literature to ahow the “gommo P of
the lenguage of poetry acd tho languase‘vr 'the Great Refusal®, vhich
i his Interpretation of Hegel'a("ebaolute ﬁesatl!&f!:#‘_ﬁ-“’ :

Now the lmportance, the and 1mportunce el this for ua,
more @speolficelly for my new book, is that I do not have sny one to
garry on a philoaophic dlalogue efter all, what BpPpearsd as optimiasm
in his lstest book--at leaat he ween't wllling to glve up altogether
though he hei given up the proletsriat as the force--may be Just that
#nd no morei unwillingness to glve up though 211 of hla philosophy -
{not polltlsa)leaves no basls for seeling new subject, and yet our
enever too muat not Just. be politiesly it must show zubjeot As
abaorbing objeotivity--world, sclence, technology--comlng etralght
out of the striot lozlosl soeygence of ths dlalectic of thought as
Hegel elabereted it in Notlon, the Abeolute Idex.
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