June 9.1954

Dear. Bugens:
- howevep ‘ '
vangratulationa! Do not/forget thet, bvesides the
¢ experlience in both fighting for freedsnm padl Bealng
g he pPhlloBophy of freedon which must be extanded gy
bearond Misalssippl, thers viil be the hardneas ang narrowners of both
the law 2nd aome of 1ts cppononte, so alwais be = good Hegelian and
"hold feat to the posltive in the nugative” snd the vision will e’rry
you throwgh 10 the point where yeu experience Belfuliberation and
therefore are ifmmune to the little pains and great dsulness,

‘ ‘ : Now cn to Marouse's Prefuce to the 196G peperbavk sdition

°f R & R, The year is lmportant because it is hle transition peint.
from totol pessimiag and apologia tarough the midepolnt of the"Groat
Refueal™(1960)to the present almost-optivism of "one Limerisionel Man"
perhaps working his way out, Now the philcsoukic lieths that the ,
areai Refuucl is the arswer-—it 1s the wsrest beginning, just gs sTo]
tredletion iz recognition of what is, and, while it is the necessary
8%ep to overcoming, it in not the transcvence, Only negation of negation
1uathntﬂtranaoondonce, is the new soelely, is the Humaniam "veglnning
fron 14821 and ‘18 the posltive, 1,e,, the Absolute Ides, In a word,
Hegel doega not etop at Gontradiction, He begins thers &nd after sufforing

.tg;oughfm;n§'hnity of opposites, Rlienationa, dirlectlical devalcpments,
-leaps ahesd, eome rearward sleps but then two SBteps alead, he Tinelly
CXEne :reachea the rgsolution of contradietlon, Since HM has no
.+ 202 negativity" {1ike The proletariet) In whigh(whom) he has confldesce.
" Lhe:must reeort to. that I call "the Philosophic.ile”, what WM eslled” -

i;;3“tpoglip'of=h15,prlncipla" when he attacked Hegel for de=hunanizing

.- 3the 1den, In a werd, KM was saying, 1t 1s not your dlsloaetie that

© v ‘iBowrong, er aven your abstracticns when neceasar » 2nd cerinlnly
_;‘,;ﬁthw;rpca 3ition of contradioticn { even when Lt 1s mot {et oalled class

.atrugsle} ‘exposes . the truth, the &lien charsoter of this socletly, but

‘At le impoesilie to dsal with ideas only ae if they could be removed .. _
from the brain of the bereon who s thinking them, end uniesas Man himeelf
is the subject, the wruly negaiing and oreative.subject, then yowr great
Phllosophy had howhere to 80, had to contaln this px lie, and was your

-downfell, or at leust zmakes 1t necessary for us to continue on a human
basla and save you from yourself,

I will pow take up the points JOU ralse, polnt by point,
instesd or grouping them, The reference te p,vil where he says fclence
purges 1tsalf" ig correct, however, in the sense that it aococupulates
only tnose facte neceasary to it _, disregards all the reat of the oon-
tredictions in Soclety es & whole, and thus is at peece with himself
though A-bomb comes out oF the Bplit of the atom instead of ‘he greatest
force gng energy of oreation, He is here uvaing faot in the statiastionl
8enae, an acoumuletion of data, incldents, outside of the whole, M 1s
eonfusing only bocause in other olaces he uses faoct in the legelian
gense of wotuality, that is al: the facts and thelir relationships
to other facts, to history, to ths whole live confliat In the world
of the status quo, If he had only bascd himeelf more exi:licitly on
Bi's statement %hat "to have ono basis for 11 @ and another for selence
is & priori a lie", you would have ked no difficulty im understanding
him ot that point, Also, HM either doos not know much of solence or is
8¢ "opposed™ to its complacenoy about other fleids than 1ts own that

ven wish to grant it g place within the dlalectia whish
1% certainly has both in its own rlald «nd In Ltself likewiss
hlatorical, that is to Bay relating to nature and men in thelr develop~
ment, It also detes back to his resentment of mMigels' "Plaleoctic of
Naturc" which, while not on the level of KM's own work, is cartainly
trus, Instead of confronting the Communist mi:use of it hesd-on, he
1388£rerers %0 make his digs at sclence itaslf, of ¢ourse, thereo is g




. understend, The 4\fficulty comes in the faot that at the end.'of the

: w2 :
and dielestie Lo the developmeat of gotence, and, 1a fuct; 1t could be

holood im 1ts own field if it Ald understand the dlslectival philosophy. ot

I% 1s no aceident that the theory of relatlvhty caume in %the hiatorlc
period of the RR, nor that of the unifle}d fleid thecry at the timo of
sutompotion and Husenism, I became =0 exclited when the formuula was’
firat published, though I d1d not and do not understand a siagle

psrt sbout it, that I reised hegven and sarit to try to mcet Einsteln,
By the time I met nie cenistent, Bruris raufmen, and convinced her she
should introGuce me, he died, I have zl-ays varted a solence cheptor
in my new book, The divislon of the "two csultures" cripples eedh ef
ther, . ‘ . ‘

p.¥1il, Knower and doer are used in +he sense of trylng to seo

the toatolity cr unity. 1t cen be the very same porson who knows and
doee, Xxf there 1s a seyarailon bLetween astivity and kaowing, if knowled
{g used se LT it toe hgd no observer, anglyser sud partleipant 1t i
asfeative, Other with a capital © 1s one of tre post difficult and
important concepts in Hegel gnd here HM ias correct in the vay he tries
to use it with a iittle “of so to_spesk. what he is saylng is that
xothing 1s alone, it Ls alweys yeleted to other, Even when 1t 13 not

“g. person put -« thing it ls ee, For. oxample, the doctor analyzee# ihe
elck peraon no% oaly 1ln terms of himseif and his disvase but in terns
" of "otuer'--the stale of health, That all would be feirly eaay %0
&laleotic process Cther turns out to be Myouraelf," That 18 to say, S
7.4474a ono mors phese of your own self-development, and ‘1t inkered in !
you, ‘und. not out of eome external contact, Mankind certsinly is .5t ,g;
~.gling mors than to meintaln itseclf; it ls struggling to put down ite - -
own . pre-history, and #irst hegin its trve-history, the human dipensich, i
whiok meeds not only to be freed from subjugation, but to begin to*
~doveliop the "is",not the Yhove", - . ’

You are abaolutelx rigit unless you pinpoint "precaress
in the consclousness of freedom” as KM had done, you can gst nowhore,
and with all his knowledge of Hegel, this is what often happens to Hde= ..
his concept of the backwardneas of the manner, thelr glleged fallure T
to be that subject of tranasformatlon of reclity Just has him deafened

Pu.1x~x, ¥You have caught the point on positive and
negative, and HM preclsely there showa how far he must recede fxom
Reason when he suddenly socuses it of being the villain. There 18
‘no substitute for Humanism, and XM pinpointed ikhe Tundamental ervoR
“the lie of the prinelple" in Hegel when he sald it was due to his
de-humanlzation of ldeas. It gti1l ip that., It is not Reason which
ig &t fault, it is the men who reason 80 poorly. :

: 1 meant to tell ycu that not HM but Hegel himself, :
especially the Encyclopaocdia orsmall™Logle you should really always
have with you, Tirst because it ig kosher, and secondly becauge now
that you arz getting lato it, I belisve you will really soon be
swimming easily --which 1is when your gelf-liberation, in thought,

will gsin that new dlmension which will maske it 2 collsborstor in the
new book, .

Good luck!

Love,

ﬁﬂf/
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