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Dear Colleaguers

) In prepswation for our philosophical disoussion at the end of the

gonth on tho thres lstters dealing with problamp of tks new book, I'm alme enclosing

oopy of ths Tevier I just wroie of Marsuwe’s One-Dimenpiontl Mesn, On the Pace of it

thic might appear wriiten on so different a level-—for colless wtudents—that it would

have no bearing for us, espsoislly since my oriticime of Marouse ie; for thin purpoae,

mck toned down. However; in thas orusial »aspect the clams oriticizs i5 211 thsze

aod once you hawe stated thet the irtellectual's horison has bson narrowed by not

being within runge of workerat atititudes, you kave stated your oppesition fundecenially
- encugh, though not all its implicatione have 2esn sxpanded as they would hovs been

had tos raview toen written for Mavrist-Ewsanisis.

: There is one enslysis of Hegel--Kroner's "Hegel!s Philosuphical
Develupmant" whiob appesrs se Jntroduction to Hegells Sarly Theologionl Writings—
wiich Lus elways elirs died me bscause hn undersiood how Jexy olons s phailosopher
cexes in collaborating with ancther of ths same psrivd + at the v mozexnt whon
tho brreak of tbs Pwo systams come nhout, In thiw cazs, 3% i8 & auemtion nf the
collaberstion of Sohelling and Hegol when their writings were so similar thst thsy
wapined mistaken for each otler for a centurye That wes in 180203, Then, sudicaly,
Esgel divazted so widely thut it led {o & total break with his PHESCMENOLOGY CF MIND,
1307, Cn tho psviod hetweon Kroner wormantss “hut, in spizs of this olose 0oliabora~
tics, thsre vas & definite divergencs Letwesn tho views of the two mon, and the guif

- #idenad tho longer their association lastsd." (My emphasis,)

D Nethodolugically this is how an "eneay" is borm and, since it is
always, from those vlozest to you philosophioally, it appsars as Af ane were a
"setrxyal® of the'other. Aind, of course, cns always has to be prepared for wuch an
. eveainal polijlopl develooment, tut, pbilvscprical thers 1 no othexr way to dovelop
“and this im s on the one hand, I'm IO‘EEE thut E bave re-eztsblished & certain
rslationship with EMarouse, But, on the other band, I want you to kaow the ope
#action I 44id not briug for criticism in the review, bui whioch will become the

zoal baeis of the gulf as ogregses. It is thims '
' ’ -After ¥arcune states hin thosis

-that autaestion bas allegedly containsd the antagcnimm batwesn Jabor and oapital, he
econtinuost "In the evbysnco of demonsirtubdle agents and agenoies of wocial change, %he
oritique is thus throvn back to a high level of gbotraction. There is ro ground on

vhioh theory and pructioe, thought and sotion meet."{xiii)

Now, ouiside of the fact that his whole appeal for “nsgative thinking®,
ibat im Yo say oppositional thinking which tries to negate the conditions of simius
quo, ia precisely rocted on the faot tbat the empiricists are “taken ic® by "deseptive
objectivity®, when, in fect, the cbjeotive world is itmelf the product of both objeative
and subjoctive factors, thai is to ooy, man-made ,it iz fantastio of him {0 ask for
proof®, for "demonsirable agente™; in a word, for revolution at his bidding. Such a
request does moxs than either reveal his pepaimiem or undo his own thesis of not beilag-
“alisn in® by appeararces. It cuts £lom under you the very ground you siand both in
theory and in pracilice, A4bove all, lovever; as an intellsotusl, it meana that you
are saying you are foroed to phbilemophirge,"ihrowmn back to a bigh lavel of abstrastion"
WHEN, IN F4CT, THE HIGH LSVEL OF ABSTRACTION, POR WORKER AND INTHLIZCTUAL ALIKE, A7
THIS HICH STACE OF POLITICAL MATURITY, AND ON A WGRLD SCALE, MEANS 10 FIND THE JUMPING
OFF POINT PRACTICALLY, THE FEW BEGINNING THEORMPICALLY, THE FUSION FACTUALLY, FOR
TH2 NEW SCOIETY, It im this philomophio preperation for underatanding the coming
revolutions whick is, precisely, the reascon for ithe nsw book.

Tours,
Raya




