" October 27, 1969

Dear S.
My bout with gurgery 18 overy I &m houe and well ard by wnida
Koreabear, I sxpect to return (o work on the btook, I do hope by then I will

have a lotler fromx you on the question of philosephy, that 18 to gay cn the

draft of my book Philosophy ard Asvolution as well as some questions that.I

will rais» with you here ontke question of Philoesphy and Reeltly in Cgechow ‘
elovakis, b firgt,; you meke referonce to the fect of an Introduction to Hogol
by Erugt Blsch, I auvery, very interested in thet, Could you plecss summarize
his introduction and include some direct guotstlons? Thanks very much,

Ever sirse 1956, when the quosiion of Philosophy and Revolution

becans thes reaiity of Smstern Burope, and the 1844 memweripts of Marx the

center of the pkilossphic discussion of Bumnism, ny interest in philosophy
. becere botk irtede and twofold: to vhat exrtant wos the dispute & queation of
working out the problems of & new coclaty, and to w¥hat extont wuas it & mere
Juoping.off point for devistionn in Heveclom? For cxample, exlstontialism seomed
‘to_ve sowething a great deal more acceptablo to the Easi Muropecns fhtn to me.
Kolakcwsk) geemad the moot orlginal and .yet there wis almays an anbivalanco

in his writing. To xtat exten? was this deliberate and nedessarily evesive,

and to what extent Had it due tu tho usuval profsosoriai isclation from the nasses?

A vo:',',r noew ntage was reachad in the midel960s, eapecially in

Czechoslovekia vhich excited me very much, mainly becsuse it wes cloeer to reality
and the philosophere sesemed very conscious of the fact that they must, under ne
eircumstances, be isclated from smes activity and mass reasoning. It happened
that at firat the main attractlon to ms was Hsrei Kosik, He soemed definitely

to bs mre llezelian, more profourr! and yet whenover a question became too concrets,

" ho someliow seoad to bocome deliberatoly abstract, Then it was sald by some

that he wag, in fset, closer philcaophlcally to Heldegger.and, moreover, tos close
to thoee who waro coneldered Ykosher'. Only one of the philosophers had soze
direct contact with the proletariat and I'm not% now sure how sincerely he meant

it.

Whet I would like you to help mo trace is the development from
1553, tho Xafks conference, and, espocially, the development of Milan Prucha,
Ivan Dubsky and Peter Korvas who had then declered that 'topmatisn is todzy
disloyalty to Marxlsmeloniniem'"? Amd when theoy spoke of alienstion and "cult\.u'o"
and "individuality" to what extent was it a deep, historic program and to what
extent an intallectuel®s czcape? In & sense, all of them were anticipated in the
works of Ernst Bloch, especially in 1953, 1In that respect, I would like to know
when had he writtan the Introduction to Hegel? s is so difficult a writer to
tranglate that I know 1% will not be easgy work for you, tut beliove me it would
be very crucisl in my work and I thank you very much betorehand,

I have mt yot returned the Grundreiszme because tho Huspian
Voluma 46 that you eent me is not the complete Grundrelpze. Thet volume has two
paris and you sent ms Part I, Cowld you ploase buy me Part II., for which L
enclose pRyment and many thanks. As soon as I chenk the tranglation of tne part
thet I am doing for the book, L will bo gled to raturn your ruwirolgse., I ao
hopa that you can got ewey for & llttle vacation. The whole family sends you
their very warmest reza.xde,

Yours

14073




