May 16, 1966

Daﬁn V¥

.. You may -eonstder the intrusion into your thitking on your new work as
& bit fapefetchad, buz I tyust not irrelovent, Socehow, ever since yuii mont ipned
dawsloping the fdess of Marv's dumanism in the payshoeanalytic fleld, I hava feit
~ (and 1 vrume not waly begavse 1 do not know paychosanalyals) that certain historicale
philesophicas analysea by Marx and Hehal covid goTve ant only o fllurinsta the
Zield; buc &etzally co inspire epaning new cvemias. The work of Marx that I was
. thinking cbeut in this Tolationship 13 onc chat 1a hordly evet mentioned and hse not
-~ et Crenslated, Esmgvar, 2 good selection of quotations does cppear in Lowith's
i Ha Histreld, I am roferring to Marx’s doctoyal thasio on the diffoxrence
Ehe philosophing =7 Demsevitue and Ppimimug, ‘ Marxls nrofound insights
S gﬁ‘hl:’o_,npu.miy to the twn pailosophies, ot to those turning pofats -In higcory
SEES. & great philosopdy having Vpexished”, the epissne srise becauce they heve besn
Iz, to. 6xa) . aktogethey nav baginnings and se tise chip evay (interpret) at
S8t great padlcsophy, I'm e0ITY to say I don't fiugithds work of Megy, bat I
L pure thot If you don't have it, the quotations yni'will find in Lowith will
stimalatsi you sufflclently to want to read it in relstionship to your ape¢lfic work
W TALL Chen A8 Bart of Marx's development, I%n sure also thst you will not be

he le6st diverted from this pleasant task by the fast that Commministe, Trorskysisty

b 2ther oid radicals hald this thasis to. hawm been “the buurgeois Marx",

3 -0 How the seotion §n tlegel®s Fhenomenlogoy of Miad which I consider ine
dispeénsable fjvp ary seztous nnaiysis of peopla in powver and thora who hungar to gat
©ehare 14 opattlad "Spivit §n Self«Tatmngemant «» The Discimling of Culturs”, The
- ~"Uzhapoy Consclousnass® is much moxn famoue than the "spirf: An SelfeEstrangenan:®
. 'but in“fact’ this "higharn srage of allanatién is tha mogt intevesting for the analysis
", of “cheieters Liks Mag Tsautungy or Fidel Caatro, for :hat matter, What I%q trying to
£ay im, thac whereas the "Uahappy Consclousnans™ comgs at 2 time when the vorld ia going
. Lo pleceés and the in einnot £ind hia place in scelety, either with tha old or.
 the new, tha"Spirit ia Sdlf-Estrangement” comas st 2 timn when the person har gatten
posrex and should ba most bippy, but, but, byt -- Just lsten co Hogel himself:

* Spirit in this case, thereflore, construets not morely one world, but
8 tvoefold wortd, divided ond solfuopposad,” (p.210) "The noble type of conseiouoness,
than, £indg itsalf in the Judgwent, velrted o the statgepover ... This typs of mind 4w
the hsroism of service ... The rasult of thic action, binding Lhe essentin! yreality and
aclf indissolubly togethor is to produce ¢ two-fold fctunlity - o self thot ia truly
actuslived and £ stacespowar whong sutkority i3 accepted as erue," (F,526-7) "Such a
type is the houphty vassai  (p.528) "This cstrangement, howaver, tekes place in
18nguage . .4 Speech, however, hides oha in tta parity; it alane expresses I, I itsclf,”
#1,529-30) “This typs of spiritu-] 1ifa 1s the absolura and universal inversion
of raality and thought their antire estringement on> from ths other™ (p,541).

For & man as erudite ag Homel Eo have “his mevellass atrack on"gulturat
1s one more of thom naradoxes which show the diality in degel as @an, ag a Prussian,
and Hezel, the gonius, who could S=ep acrosy class aad histnrie bareiors - snd with
very geod humor at thac,

-
-

Yours, /!

FuSe I don't koow whathor the latter above could pess ns g congratulatory note for your
gettlng che Guggenhatm grant, but I uas diverred from sending regul ar vongratulazions by
the fact that, an expected, T did not ant 1t o cay orbur foundotion to sponsor Wy “eube
varsive” study and thun I must do it and vork snd serounpa for pennies at the soma tima,
“nyvay, I know you'll understend, ‘ '




