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T Nov. 14, 1964
Tc the REB~NEB wnd Harry MoShane : )

Dear Colleaguen:

. In prepsration for our philosophical disoussion at the end of the

month on tho thres lstters dealing with problemi of ke new book, I'm alec enclosing

copy of $he revier I juat wrote of Marmiwe's One-Dimenpiontl Msne On tas face of it

thin might appear written on 8o different a level—for collv-a students—that 3t would

have no bearing for us, espeoislly since my oriticima of Marouse im; Pev this oUrpOae;

mick tuned down, However; in tha orunial raspect the class oritioizm i5 21l thers

aol once you bawe stated that the intellectual's horiron has beon narrawed by not

boing within 1wngo of workars® atititudes, you kave atated your orposition funlumenially
" encugh, though not &ll ite implicatione have “esn sxpanded a8 they would hove bwen

had the zaview boen writton for Marxist~Humaniets, .

‘ Thers is one enslysis of Hegsl—ILroner’s "Hegel's Philosophical
Devaloment" whiob appeurs as Jntrodustion to Hegel’s Sarly Theologioal Writinge—
wiich Lue slways atire cied me broquse hn undexsiood how vexy olons s pailosopher
oczes in collaborating with ancther of tiv same perivd St at the very mozsnt whon
the break of ibs dwo systans ocme nhout, In thiw caze, i% i8 & quemtion nf thbs
eolladeration of Sabelling and Hegol when their writings wers so similar that thsy
wapined mistaken for each other for a osntury. That was in 1802-03, Then, suddealy,
E3gel divaztel so widely ithet it led to a total break with his PHESCMENOLOUY CF NIND,
1307, On tho period betweon Kroner wormantss “But, in epixe of this olose ocoliabora~
tics, thore was & Jdofiniie divergencs Letwesn tho views of the iwo mon, and the gulf

- ¥idanad the longer -iheir asscciation lastsd." (Uy emphasis.)

o Methodologlically this is how an "ensay" ir borm and, since 4% is
always, from those olozest to you philosorhically, it appearz as Af ane were a
"setrsyal® of the other. ind, of ocource, cne alwsys has to he prepered for such an
. eveainal polijiopl develooment, but, pbiluooprical thers is no other way to dovelo)
“and this im why, on the one¢ hand, I'm lo‘gﬁﬁ that E have re-estsblished & ceriain
ralationship with BMarouwe, Iut, on the oiber band, I want you to know the one
snction I d4id not hring for criticism in the review, bul which will hecome the

zgal baeis of the gulf ams ogreuzas. It is thins
' ) After darcune states hin thosis

-that sutseation bas allegedly contained the antagonimm batwesn Jabor and capital, he
continues: "In the ebaenco of demonatruble agents and agencier of woocial ohange, *he
oritigue is ihus throvn back to a high level of sbeotraction. There is no ground on
whish theory and praotice, thought and eotion meet {xiii)

Now; outside of the fact that his whole appeal for “negative thinking",
tbat is to may oppomitional thinking which tries to negate tho conditions of siaius
quo, 1is precisely rooted on the faot tbat the empiricists are 'talten ic® hy “dezeptive
objeotivity”, when, lu fact, the cbjeotive world is itnelf the product of boith objective
and subjoctive factors, that ia to ony, man-made ,it is fantastic of him to amk for
"proot®, for “demonsirable agents™; in a word, for revolution at his biddings Such a
request does more than eiither reveal his pemsimism or undo his own thesis of nut belng -
“iakken in® by appsararces. It cutc from under you the very ground you etand bolh in
theory and in practice. Above all, houever, as an intellsoturl, it means that you

ara gaying you are foreed to philesophire,"ithrown back to a high level of abstraciion®
VHEN, IN F4CT, THE HIMH TEVEL OF ABSTHRACTIOF, FOR WORKER AND ISTELIZCTUAL ALIKE, A7
THIS HICH STACE OF POLITICAL MATURITY, AND ONF A WORLD SCALE, MEANS 70 FIND THE JUMPING
O¥F POINT PRACTICALLY, THE KEW BEOIENING THEORMTICALLY, THE FUSION PFACTUALLY, FOR

THZ NEW SCOIETY, It is tbias philosophio preperation for understending the coming
revolutions whichk is, precisely, the reason for ths new book.

Tours,
Raya




