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Dialegue - betweer Whom? Aug.24,66
1.7Two and a half week have passed since the Jonas letter was finish
I have done very little on this topic since,except the imprtant
trigl with the Dialogue.ind though the lack of response on the
part of Jonae damped xgi enthusiasm for a little while,it has not
made a resl impact so“far.0f course,the proof of the pudding will
be the reaction when he is here,and I cannot commit myself to any
thing before I have undergone that‘ordeal'in the true sense of th
word. ) -
In the mean time I have occsionally pondered a seemingly external
issueswho is to speak in such a dialogue?In fact,it is not entire
ly external - the nature of the speakers may influence the sub-
gtance.And so I have decided to use my well proven teehnique of
associating on this machine for some clarification.Other sources
may be Howard,who is due to-morrow,and Jonas himself.
1.what I have so far dug up is no good.Julius end Evagoras - well
I even tho@ghﬁof Abaddon - of Ego et Ille ~ all no good.I muat
try to'break down'the problem by first askingswhat are the part
ners_to_ represent? ‘ _ -
“a)all ancient paradigms breek down,unless I find a paeir who was
confronted with similar issues in a similar age.This is quits
unlikely,and I shall probably be donfined to the present.Now
what in the present are the two to represent? ,
This brings back a probkem,which I solved the other day,as
it were,in passing.It concerned my partner and his role,l
decided that he should not represent any definite position =~
this will only create trouble and harmstring me in the free
flow.He is to be no more than an'occasion',giving me a chanc
to'move on',to deal with'side issues',and especially to let
matters rest.So my real problem is notswho discusses? But
who is me? The pagrtner will fall im place once i have de~
fined myselfa” ' ,
b)Now obviosuly I cannot'represent'any one,since I do not ar~
gue for any established position,l really argue for myself,
and in a way for Camus,but with reservations,Now is there a
disguese in which I can appear? '
In what'role'do I appear? Which'side'of mine speaks there?
“Jould going back to those autobiographical notes of 51 be
of help?
Put it the other way arounds:in what roledoI not ap~
pear: as economist,agman of action,as Jew,as German - thougk
of course all these factors have contributed to msking the
speaker who he is - as does Mother and Father and the rest
of my personal history.Sheets 28-5 of EXPLORATIONS contain
good material,though I rightly say there that I have not
b¥ken through as yet.But 1 must not let myself be diverted
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into p%Gblems of substance.Who am I that speaks?

I talked several times of my'spiritual testament' - whose testament?d
I recently remembered my old symbol,reaching back to 1914;Moses on
éggaggﬁggggngpelng the land but being prevented from entering it.
In the present case the situation is somewhat different.it is not
that I am being'deprived’of something - rather would I feel an alien
in that new country - perhaps this would also be true of Moses!(I -
hardly oan speak as'M@ses")Ne - it is the p081ﬁ10n of some one whe_e

o o4 ’ ,,“Iaa a meanmng.(Boell says qulte nivelysone cannot
talk to athelsts - they always talk about God!)Only I realize that -«
not only is God dead,but the whole world from which I come.And ~ this
is rather remarkable - l_reallze'this”without,reaentment”and even af-
firm basically what eomes Wi  The Same g blindly uto=
pian with regard to eithe? the ‘unlilited possibilities'uor the real
dangers. if this position could be symbolized in a name,even if it
were a constructued name - this might be the answer,iho else is there
who takes a similar stand? Karoly was probably nearest to it,though
there was somethlnghtopian in the'tonus',and a tendency to underesti-
mate the dangers,with the result that it all came out so'pat'.Bloch is
utopian in another sense - he really is a dreamer and poet..Lf Mann- »

" heim had pat solution)for the real issues,Bloch never gets near them

Paul snd Alexander were two'reactionaries',though of very different
persuagion - ¢ nas himself has not yet worked through to a'position’-
L may well help him, and were it only in opposition. reople of greatei
distance will not help either - weoffrey,uliot,Horkheimer,niezler,
Goldstein - they all are 'reactionaries'in their own ways.Funny - Bol
is probaly the nearest to my position - as it were weighted in the i
other direction: another generation and therefore nearer to the fu-
ture,but as dpen to the 'past'as is probably possible for hlﬂ gener-
ation.

This'survey'has not helped much as yet,but it has brought home te

me why Jonas and Bob,besides some'personal'readers,are the two with
whom I debate there - a very funny comple - but for obvious reasons
important °touchstones'.

Janus occurs as a name.It is not what I need,but it 901nts in a di=-
rection: I am looking for a symbolic name whieh expresses my'positiol
Now! position'may mean many things - Janus points to my'historical
place'.ls there a symbol for my substantive position? Immanenz I!

Tt must not be a'big'word — modest and transparent.
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- 8o why not stick to this,by meking the partner a foil?The answe]

bialogue -~ Between Whom ? 2

ups and downs following Jonas'reaction have settled on a more or
less firm resolve to continue.The next'judges'may have an effeéct
on this,though I doubt.Much more ikportant will be the success or
failure in solving the actual Dialogue issue - at the moment I
talkke it for granted that this is only feagible form - in agreement
with Jonas,whatever else is hidden behind his affirmation of this.
1.Now there are several'dialogue'problems
a)there is the issue indicated in the heading above:who am I, .
and who discusses with me? T |
b)there is the'outline',that is,the sequence of the discussion.
mnd it seems obvious that the oitline is not independent of
who. ig going to discuss.Thus some clarification as to a) shoul¢
preceded further mulling over of the outline
¢) a third issue is the'level'of the Dialogue.There are two
"1imits’ sapproximation to the'essay' and,on the other end,
the!loose'writing of the Jonas letter - almost a process of -
'free'namely unplanned association with many loose ends.Of
course,it is easy to say that the true level is somewhere be-
tween.Maybe, this too is not independent of the'partners®,.If
my partner is colorless,the burden of exposition falls on me,
incl.opposing points of view.If the partner is there in his
owk right,the arguments een be distributed in the manner in-
dicafed in the Jonas Critique Notes,sheet IIT,
2.these deliberations seem to speak for pondering the'partner’
issue,that is,the topic of these Notes.At the same time,as the
remaxks on sheet 1 show,the associative technique is not very
conducive here.The issue has similarities with finding the right
title for a book - a problem of'Rinfall‘rather than of intellecs
tual'Bemuehung' .How many years of pomdering had to pass before
I spumbled on QEK?
Another methedd might be just to start with some set-up,e.g.
myself talking to a young physicist who worries about the re~
sistance of the old.But my feeling tonus at this thought is ra-
ther negative,and I can even say:why.This will compel me to
consider seriously an opposing position - in itself a good pro-
cedute,but one for which I am not*ripe'.This was the beauty ofy
the Jonas letter,and the basic reason for its‘'coming off',that
I could forget about anything except my own position and its
clarification. ' 3

id:lack of foous.This is quite obvious in the J.L,:it starts
somewhere,and ends somewhere,m&#¢ng in the meantime in all PO8=
sible direction8.gan I find a foous when speaking o a'foilre
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3.,0ne thing is clear at oncesspesking to a foil permits many

more answers to the'outline'issue.Bven s8o,the outline of J,K-
if. there is one,will not do.The dramatic effect of 'mit der
Metaphysik ins Haus fallen'is too high a price for starting,as
it wre,with the'highest level premises!.,I somehow must work up
to them,amd best from some concrete issue of'practice!.This
brings'emancipation’ - 'Atlas' - ete.back as starting point.Or
the confusion of the age -~ what does it'mean'? ’
a)perhaps the J,L.. can help.l started with Metaphysics,but came’
down to earth around p.20 - avoidable evil - emancipation.
ls there an inner logic which would go the reverse way?
{1)the confused struggles of the Age on meny fronts - their
common ' chiffre' :Emancipation - must now be explicitly sub-
divided:
L. emanc. fron Ra%8rs: Eeonomice HovealPHOS ution - taming of
the unconscious - the new Art
2.emanc.from Manssocial revolutions- anti<colonidhism =
new education -~ parity of women and children
Se.emanc.from Gods: Barth-Tillich-Hemilton-Camus
(2)danger of utopianism - avoidable evil(an hislorical categor
(3,danger of self-destruction: '
l.physical dangers: atom war(chemical war) =~ tampering with
geneg - subliminal psychology

» a consequence of anarchy.
b)I stop here - clearly this is the outline of a'paper!',perhaps

4.3ept.11.This is written in connection with the Nobes on Jonas ang

. implied by what I am going to say,thoigh of course the'objectiong

2.super-chllectivism Mankind rather than Man) - pogsibly as

not a bad one,but certainly it lacks the'opennesg'of a dialo~

gue.It streamlines section I - section if;is already stream-

lined,and will be more so when I mend its defects,

(l)is this accidental? First of all,the weight is now differw t
ent - it lies almost exclusively on the 'real'historical |
issues,present and future.In the letter the emphasis is on
ideas - remember the, possioly,disproportionate space which
is given to Camus.Is it ecasier to discuss'ideas® than'facta®
though this is not a fair distinction here? Disecussing mean-
ning dialoguing.Perhaps I should try it after all, just to
see whether there are any blocks and where.

Staud.Critique(breaking off on sheet VI)I am pretty sure by now
that the partner must remain a foil,and that the'focus'must be

L,

questiong etc'of the partner are a vehivel to push the Dialogue

along.But somehow all his doings are'loaded',namely as support

fro an argument that is set by me. oo

a)so I am back at the questionswho am I?0ne promising ides in th
foregoing refers to JANUS, that is,the man between the times km
looking in both directions,this is really the strength and we
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¢quent letters.Should he reply?There are external difficulties in thi
“because he is too busy wdth other matters and,probably,not that in-
iterested in this enterprise to sacrifice semething else.The alter-

DIALOGUE - BETWEEN WHOM ¢ 3

ness of my position,and is a quite general characteristics,mich
more so than'Immanentist', 'Rebel'with Trauerflor,partisan of
Emaneipation,not to say:sATLAS,which I am not.Incidentally the
title question muat be left open until I have advanced fyrther.
This Janus idea helps me in my polemics'backward'and'foreward'. .
It is & position of'distance'which is good.What | say here on
sheet 1(2) about the absence of'resentment' and'utopianhés' f£ite
in well.All I need is a symbdl which expresses this idea of'in
between'.What historical figure held that position? Erasmus -
Montaign(?) - Pascal - Mill(how good the comparison is between
Mill and myselfigas far ag the'position'is concerned! )-Tocque-
ville = Bycho(?) = James(?) I am pretty sure that there sre name
from the end of antiquity,though L am not sure whether they meet
the requirement of a positive attitude toward the future.MILL is
probably by far the best among those mentjoned so far.But T oabe
not do what Riezler did with Aristotle - Sor this I am not enoug
in accord with mMills'substantive viéws.l will make sure whether
he ever used a symbolic namelperhaps a telling pseudonym.{ Inci-
dentally,I should read some good rlatonic dialogue to test the
possi.ilities of the formjbest those where the partners are foil
rhig idea of a pseudonym actually used by, say,1ill , Bragmug, Toce
queville,is not had.

What abéut the Jews? What was the position of RAMBAM? Are bhere
other'wise'men? I[s there a less smbiguous symbol for what I seek
thanJANUS? It is quite interesting that Paul alwaye dely to be
'ouf der Grenze',that is,a spéial symbol,whereas I look for &
temporal symbol, '

December 1l.I don't know whether what I write% down today,is just
a passing fluke or a new beginning,Anyhow,in more or less abandone
ing the idea of a uerman trip in May,I may have'vacated'the next
8-9 months for a return to these concerns.

1 had best bdgin with summarizing what happened since these Notes
were written.rirat of all, Bob's enthusiastic response to the J.L
and his rejection of the Dialogue,coupled with the invitation to
write letters to him.rrom what was esaid here before,after the demiwe|
of Jonas,he remains as the ideal "partner",Aind though with one excer
tion begides Bob the Dialogue idea was welcomed,I should try a first
letter to him.Perfiaps I can start out with his Last book,interpretin

HﬂﬁﬁﬁwﬁJﬁiiiﬁgiehaa a substitution of the science elite for the role
of the §%E"%ax§ax with a special class monopely and the need for s
special morality,and also'subastitute metaphysics'.This first letter
might contain a rough outline of the whole,to be filled out in subsel
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. thus can I discover whether his image will fire my imagination,as

native would be that I imagine his answers,and thus treat him as
my foil,as I have treated Helen Taylor.The troublé with this is

that I will discuss)igsues which are far removed from Boh's thinkir

such as'sanctity of being',prbbably all'illuminatiah issues.Still,

be- i -roduoe%' olemically' as warning against .
%%ggjj%gm c vn.%.rj'mf ee?‘bainly should try - only

the - wrong - image of Jonas obviously did.And I probably should
try the first letter without bothering about an outline,though I
can hardly continue without first having one.

Decs.27.Not much has happened during these more than two weeks.The
other objector besides Bob to the Dialogue has withdrawn the obw-
Jection,but L might yet have a try with a Letter to Bob.And the
passages in his last book from which T might take mybearings,are

}

clear,actually the last three pages }32-4.I probably will also fol-
low the idea of putting down,as it were,the oberall outline of the

whole enterprise,culminating in the notion of s new'clerisy'.

Thus everyting is there ~ except theimpetis to write.and contrary
to the advice I gave a few weeks ago,just sitting down at the degls
will hardly do - I need some inspiration.
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Reaction to Jonas'Critique Sept.l,66, b
I.0m this memorable day of the Julier - 34 years ago! - I am trying
to take stock of what was the main content of the last two m@@thsy
It may be useful %o make explicit the variohs'mmods' in which I °
responded to the responses and non-responses to my letter to J.It
began with a profound disappointment about his total silence after
the receipt and the somehow cursoaryf comments of Lore.I soon re-
covered and awaited the visit in equanimity.When it bécame clear
that they had come wmp here exclusively because of the letter - be
it Neigung or Duty - the rest of resentment disappered.Now from
the outset it became clar that he had not &seen the main motive
behind my writing this letter to him:is it worth my while to spend
time on all this - am I uwp to the maxk,never mind whether mx he
agrees with my position as a whole or any paris.His interest was
exolnnively'sachbezogen',and hls opposition was aroused because
of my anti-ontological stand,my disregard of his divergent posit-
ion in the book - where is the'discontinuity of emergence'to,be
placed,iy at all = and a number of inecidental statements whichidpe
ritated him.And up to the last morning the time was spent on are d
guing out these points.As will be seen presently,the result of ‘
these discussion is very fruitful for me.Quite a number of 1mper~
tan issues will have to be thought through again,quite apart of a ~
number of corrections - of substance and of foxmulatxon ~which are
beyond discussion.
Still,the real%g i gertant part of the talks occurred yesterday
morning ag a pnxiu¥ my direct challenge.ind it is dmpotant to
gain a precise understanding of what he really meant in his answer,
I must beware of my tendency to soften such blows by hearing more
and other things than have acthally been said - interesting enough?
falsigying the truth in an optimisfic mannerThis must be avoided
to the greatest possible emfdtent,
The first - unfavorable -~ faect is hig asking permission to go to
the johm fivst.lLegitimate Yas such a request is,I cannot help feel=
ing that this Modtimer kam ihm sehr gelegen.ind there is no doubt
that,when he started to speak,the mode was one of hesitation,Tt
‘may be good to list all reservations I can remember:
1.if I were 53,he would advise to let the matter rest for the tmme
being
2,the reemphasis that important sections need ‘thorough reconsiderse
‘tion,coupled with the admissiom that this @ean be done.
3othe implied convistion - 1 do not remember from what remarks T
draw this conclusion - that a systematic statement requirss more
4ofully eonfirmed by the obvious relief when I mentiomed the Dia- .
logue form,though he himself considers a stabepent which shows
the umbilical cord,as inferiot(as does Iris Myrdough).He probably
undersatood the meaning of'dialogue' in the Platonic sense - not
a8 a Gespraech between two only,and he might have been less en-
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Now it is only fair to myself if I list the‘positive'statements:

1.he weved aside the question whether topic and genmeral treatment
was'competent®, though - rightly- referring to the response of my
fellow economists

2.,he strongly favored the'CREDO idea,provided th at one sees value
in that enterprise,which he is not quite sure

%,congidering my age,nothing can be gained by'waiting'.,

1f T am to'imbtegrate'thesestatements into a definition of his'feel-

ing tonus',l would sayshe did not feel quite comfortable under this

challenge,but I don*t think that his qualified approval was only an |

empression of *humaneness',I made it as easy for him as one can to |

g N Eet g g Bakedod be mors mkeptiwal,that is,to express himself that way.lt certainly
i ookl i T e e A it was no enthusiastic endorsement - for this reason some $ther re-
wo elotw & wo coldinog i dily a0y sponses(Bob,Hans,Hilde) are importent ~ but his reaction does not

stand in the way of continuation.incidentally,at the moment I feel
thad\L should not show it to Nanda - she cannot help me in any po-
sitive sense,that is,her praise would not silence what doubts 1 hav
and her negative response might unduly block: me.Probablyseven less
that, Jonas,would she be able to take a detached view,namely detache
from controversial subs#iance,And this is exactly what 1 need.In oth
er woids,. wish that some one came along %o say:l fundamentally dis
agree with your position,but I am g lad that you formulated it,and
T am co fident that it will help in the discussion.this is not
| quite what Jgnas said,quite apart from his reservations - probably
well teken - against thetoriginality'cf the position.uwe both agreed
that this itself ig a minor critexion. - : :
Speaking in texms of a Gallup Poll,I would have wished for a yes of
75800, but got.probably only 60,if that meh, cennot know what thi
will do to my uncongcious,considering that I probably have to leave

B ik ASREF e AL it alone for 2-3 months if not longersBut at the moment I feel that

°f“@35§“ Qs aae _ - T should return to it.I do not know whether the better procedure
A ‘ o will then be to write a number of clarifying notes on the major eon
iy ank of - . troversial topics,or to start with the Dialogue,entering the correc
w gl R o - A tions as they come slong.It is not a bad moment to irffersperse this

'fallow'periofi.When I have noted down the topice which need further
clarification,I really have come to a point where it may be all to
the good to leave the matter slone for a while.Il shall anyhow accus=

midate more reactions during this fallow period.
Septs3 In retrospect L realize that I forgot the most important re-

sponse,namely a total absence of response to thetwurféas such.lt cT

tainly did not'hit'him,and éf it did the hit was negative.But this
is more an indication of his attitude than of the basic quality of
my, thinking.Under this aspect Bob and Hans,esp.Bob will be import
Jonas after all belongs to the'old',even if he is open:not to the
new,but to the wesknesses of the 0ld.His dream is to mend these de~

fects rather than to march into the new world as a responsible cri-
tic but supporter.There indeed 'die Geister scheiden sich' =
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. 2.Substantive problemss (I note tham in a random manme

JONAS CRITIQUE II

IX.The critical topies can be subdivided:

l.Epistemological problems
(1) Exfahring versus Idee
I do not intend to enter into a substantive investigatien.
But in ordex not to forgetithe alternative its_elf,in spite
of its honorifie ancestry,may - from my poimt of view = be not
so clear cut.ly two cases of'illumination'may offer the best
test cases,especially since in the first I deny the'effability
or{eonceguability'of the experience,whereas in the second =
moral illuminatiin - I assemt(without any proof so far)that
we can know what the experience’means',Where then does'inter-
pretation’staxrt? What does interpretation mean?Paking my true
'primary experience'smy life with Ottilie Loewe,was it an -
'experiencetthat I was'alone',or sn'interpretation.Is the woxrd
'alone’in this context just a'oxy®'representing’the experience
in a non-contestable manmner.or is it an interpretaztion open te
'digcugsion' and an allternstive answer? Jonas threw doubt on
the experiental nature of the'unappealable death sentence' =
leaving alone the allusions which'sehtence'imply and which
are indeed an interpretation -~ ig knowledge that I musgt die
an 'experience'or anf'ideat?
)is the'logical chain'sHuman = Good = Content of the Ought ete,
correct? Is it a circle of a tautology? . viyhen.d e cm/wm
- there

well be a hidden'oxder')

(1) is Indiffernec really the supreme Evil? Do I use the term
tindifference *here in the same meaning I speak erlier of the
indiffemmce of the Universe?

Jwhere to pkace'emexhdpce’? Amoeba or Man? Is there mere than
one'great revelution' - this might compromise the issue,though
L do not see at the moment what such a comrpmise would do to

R TN

my Dualism,andto all what I say of'hybrid man' etc, '
ﬁt}m‘ role of the 'non-moral'in the HUMAN,o® even in the GOOD ~
 the place of virtues ~'insight' as a virtue

f4)is it true that the moral tesk is only'negative' -

autonomous growth

@) Solidarity tovnarrow a definition of the 'substance’of the good
Tt is jtself an'attitude' no'substance'.And it overstresses\?)
the'social'aspeet of the GOOD
Jmy treatment of'indifference‘of the Univemse hes o pesaimiat:.e
slant,in spite my reference to the'beitenden Boten' - should
be corrected:the sun warms,even if the earthquake devoures.
what happens when we have overcome the'emergency!situation in

GOOD as an

19 Bacon's terms,namely abolished all avoidsble eviil?Is there ub:

~ogitive task beyond,which can be indicated now?(T am inelir




to deny such a posaibility, though serenity etc.offer a'Vor-
ahnuy e LN

3,8 classification of the 7 substantive issues is relatively
gimples

(1) with the exception of(1l) and(6) they all belong to my
section IIsdoubts and expansions of my treatment of the
ought.In some cases I feel little'committment' to the po-
gition taken in the letter: (3),(4),(5).I am open o re~ '
examine (1) and(7)/In other words,as I can see it now,no
fundamentals are involved in these controversies concer-
ningETHICS : :

(2)It is different with the'emergence‘issue,because it in-
volved my entire'cosmologieal 'scheme,At the same time -
which is good - there I hmvethe oppdsing position right
near me.l certainly must come to terms with Jonas'ppsition
md I will hot hide behind the backs of the mic¢ro-biolo-
gigts - they would anyhow deny my peaition too.
quoting Hamilton,I em alteady willing to admit that some
thing very important happened with the amoeba - separation
of an'imer!from antoutertworld - self-defence of its bio-
logical fintegrity etc.What I must study is whether allthis
concerns'essaatials!for the human p r o b 1 e m s,nanely
for what is'aufgegeben'to him.He anynow cannot do(mach)
about his biologicak bagig. Therefore Jonag'metaphysical!
propositionssthe amoeba is the beginning oftfreedom'will

‘ be in the center. v ’

TI,From this my working program cean easlify be dewived,It will in=
deed be necessary to clarity issues T(1) and IX(2),before I can
do mnything else,I have the'materdal’for 1I(2)at Band - where and
what is the material fori(1)?

Another task to be performed before I return to writing concern
thse gther jgpues listed in the sheets of EXPLORATIONS phich
offer themselves as possl o candiates for inoclusion.But above
all,I must come to a decision what the weight is 0’ bef,or ra=
ther how the ‘weight*has fo be distributed between' philosoply!
andtpolitics'.1t would be nice if soemthing were to occur to
me concerning the'dialoguerst®.

1.Sept.2.In this connection two pieces of reading are relevant:
Bob's new Book and Lichtman's Toward Community(Santa “arbara)
The latter is not really interesting,but - by omitting to dig-
cuss it! = he brings home the basic question of all 'reform':

,Mégg in other words,who ha “l:aken"ovgﬁwJ
ctariate'? Bob's answe® 18:the Scientiflc
o o s o i Rer minority who"owns"the newly relevant
oohet st LA ' "menas of production":knowledge and know-how.And Bob ends witl

o ) - ' the warning that mere expertise is not enough,and that we mus

begin goday with preparing what is reguired besides.
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| is thep new world view to be of those who are to shape the futur

JONAS CRITIGUE CIIX

It is at this point that I come in.Bob ggeg not spell out what..
guiding rules should at new e ite.Is not my whole

entrprise “Goncerned with elaborating these rules? Not only in

the specific sense of the'cleric'issue,that is,of the moral re-

quiresents of the new power holders.sut in a broader senseswhat |

a)this broader range includes

(1) the place of Man in the Universe - La.fe and Death .
(2) his historical task:Emancipation - «

(3) the significance of the"aesthetic"sphere - Serenity
(4) the moral realm - "WE" - Good - Hvil - Qught - Llluminatie

- "1imits"of free decision imposed by the pastiSimmel pro-
blem, "structural "obstacles)

b )the list ig not mesant as exhaustive - for aaditions see the
various ligts in EXPLORATIONS.he question is whether this ap-
proach yields a 'focus'.Moreover it may help to determine who
spekas"and to whom? Obviously I cannot pose-as a member ofthe
new elite, though I +2 te‘adviwiﬁﬁe‘ﬁi"ji@‘”m& Partner a member?

_The objections are” onvioussit i shape it that way,.l cannot use
uy p artner as a mere foil.sut it may be worth examining whe-
ther the viewpoint thus imputed to the partner is perhaps  §
broad enough not to block me.Jsot d.own prelimmary items of
agreement and d:.eagreement“-

(1) Agreement

l.we are alone in a diagnostic sense

20 Con,juratio

3.fight againgt avcbmdable evil - pmancipation 1

4.non-metaphysical basis of"ought" . N
(2)Disagreement .

1lsDeath? ‘ .

2.Camus "1imite"? .

3.Man or Mankind as subject of umancipatién
4.the'non-pragmatictapheres of experience: Serenity - Lllum-~
ination as basis of the Ought-
*,the content of the'goodf:the meaning of‘we"(see point 3)
F . the structural limits - the'virtues' - what lles beyond
‘emergency’
6.knowledge and action -
7.autonomous and contrived 'ordez!

¢)I have before me the Sils Notes(sheet V ) ,where a similar ides
ig mentioned,though then the form was still that of the Let-
tere.]l was then thinking of a'young natural scientist",Considb
ering theAMOEBA probkem,it might nbw be a biologist.Aind ‘the
‘motive'that then brought this man in touch with me,wgs hisg"
concern about the'reactionary'attitude of the older generate
ion.My task would be to create the higher'synthesis?,with a




i

definite bias iﬁ favor of the partner:the arguments of the

'old'appear as medifications of the'new’.

If I am willing ~.and abled - to grant the partner an inde-
pendent standing,this might not be a bad way.I am afraid,it
will require more'sdvanced planning'of the dialogue that nay

be good for its free flow. .
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III.Sept.4.By accident 1 stumbled upon Coelin Wilson's QURSIDER.

“Friedman's Problematic Rebel.Its importance for me is twofold.

1.Among the points I share with Wilson is his rejection of the'ob-

}ghrxﬁxﬁnxﬁkﬂgxxxxkntvright «~ Ontology - but he puts the ¢ on t e nt
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JONAS CRITIQUE v

The book is now 10 years old,but I could not have found it at a
more opportune time.In a way it précedes - and largely expands -

It adds important names and books to my 'roster':Hesse(Demian and
eﬁpecially'Steppenwolf),Shaw(“ethisalem),Blake,T.E.Hulme(Speculav:
tions)and even the last Wells(Mind at the End of its Tether) .
Secondly,his stress on the pre-rational,though it seems to me g
badly confused with'ideas'.He'knows'much more about the'content!'
of Serenity than I.do,includes all sorts of religious dogmas etc.
As to the'positive'aspects I am probably much less'rpmentic' -

in this respect his attitude is not so different from Friedman.
But critically I agree with much,and I marvel in retrospect about
the response the book found when it appeared.

But the main thing reading this book has brought home to me,is
the need for clarifying,first of all to myself,the'nature of my |
position',I must try to do this while s?ill here - it may re-
veal not only"why I am so clever",but rather contradictions,lacu-
nee etc.which had better be handled before I go much further.

jective'approach in'philosophy'(he goes however much further in
his typical opposition to such thinking generally,with the usyal
biss against Science).This is paralleled with his emphasis on
"intuition',which however climaxes in the ridiculing of'action'
in favor of'contemplation',He rejects'objective metaphysics all

of his intuition in its place:Al joscha's awakening - Ramakrishna'
vigion etc,
a)ndw this raises the first question about my position,namely
the'nature’of my'illuminations',or rather of that which i il=-
luminated.Jonas sssured me that I stay within 'immanetism',so
long as I confine myself to'psychological'description.l am notg
happy with this answer.The very distinction between'prdinary’
and.' extra~ordinary'exprerences 1NtTOQUCES SOMS BOLT OF | LIARS~
endence . s TEeTIHE é”é*?é“éé?f&jﬁfﬂé“_a at NOTG ONLy
T5™these two types of experience differ as to content,but also
in the manner in which they are'acquired'snd by whom,lhere is
a radical democracy in the ordinary experience:every ohe seems
to have it.And there is an'active'element in acquiring them¥
one can go out on the search for them,though of course,they can
not be'made'pure and simple - somethihg must ‘happen'outside of
oneself.Ibh contrast the'extra-ord'experiences seem to be'aristol
cratie' - a point which needs further stud X carn ' hove |

s further Study:can one'learn‘have |
ing them? Moreoever they are beyond all'making' -~ this is the
psychological root of the 'contemplative'interpretation. W
A third point concerns their'effability'.® have so far argued
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ag if there were a gulf between the effability of ordinary
experience and the ineffability of the Meaning'of Serenity,
though I have insisted that the meaning of the ethical il-
lumination can be articulated.Something is wrong there.
2.9ept.1l - last day in K.L.I  theuean time Hans was here.My'diary'
Notes contain the pergonal aspect of the visit - here tne quite
congiderable return for my work is to be set down.
ajin spite of violent opposition to my'cosmic’views the response
in toto was much better than that of Jonas.ur I should say:ther
w a 8 a response to the total ide,an intuitive understanding
what this enterprise meahs,quite apart from all content..ind by
no means only inder the'privaté‘aspect-'jeder grosse Gelehrte
aollte seine .rundanschauungen auf diese Weise niederlegen'.
‘his was climaxed bﬁnis true enthudiasm when 1 read to him that
piece of a Jlalggue’ jetzt habe ich erst richtig verstanden,

un was es geht.All in all, a real encouragement,and another con

firmation that the addfessee of the Letter is really not the

best possible audiencelwo more'respondents'must be heard,but

their verdict would hdve to be truly devastating to make me

change my mind,or rather my feeling,that I should contlnue.
_b)Now to Hans critical comments on the content:

(L)on the surface it wgs similar to one of Jonas'phints,namely |

protest to my isolating Man in the Universe,and my'reducimg’
Nature to a secondary place.But it was not so much a criti-
que on the point where I draw the dividing line - Man versus
*total'Nature - as it was with Jonas - there lives in Hans
a bruly mystlcal feeling for the unity of the world,animate
or inanimate.Moreover,and this opens another vista which had
been touched only in passing by Jonas:a protest against the
‘ negativiem'in Nature in favor - well,the sanctity of Bexng
2)here now I touch a really fundamental poiﬁﬁfgﬁﬂwf¥“ﬁwah”@wr«
esting that Hons brought it home whereas Jonas,who may well
have felt the same when he reproached me for having emphasiz
ed the'gloomy'side of the action of the coqmic forces.
What happened,and what is a most important realizafion,is
. that I wrote that Letter in an exclusively'existentimalist?
f mood.It s indeed an exﬁ%rme formulation,in which - ag in
% Camus( who réally dominated me while I wrote this) - the abe
1 surdity of the Universe and,to use a ghort-cut,slde'beauty’
experience are both there,but utterly unconnected.In Sils I
knew bétter when I devoted so much gpace to the sanctity of
Being,to its relation with the Ought, the jarring interrelats
ions of both etc.What happened that all this was gomehow be-~
yond my vision when I wrote the Letter,condidering that whaj
I wrote in Sils waa by no means a discovery,but is old hat
££%§ the early days with Alexander?How this total blocking ¢
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Jonas-Staudinger Critique v
e)ndw this is,of course,easy td mend.But the problem lies else

where and is much more serious.I indicated it already in Sil
though I was not aware of the scope of 'the difficulty.
(1)obviously I was'honest'when I wrote that letier,and one

" can also not say ‘that I somehow 'oWerlooked' an issue,as
it happens in'objective'writings,The view on the other
world was blacked out emotionally -~ it -simply wys'over—
shadfbwed'by the Camus view.I w a & ‘“that person when 1
wrote this.But the fact is that I am also another persons
tnd this is different from'centesting'an opposing view,
say, the metaphysical~ontological approach. At the moment

T am rather unwilling to concede anything to this view-
point,But it may well be that I grow'mellower'and try to
find some middle ground or what not.lhis is something-
quite different from what is at stake here.I never'for-
got'the ontological view.But I'forgot'the sanctity of be-
ing though -~ different from the ontologocal view -~ I am
aware of it and affirm it - if I am aware. ‘ '

But it is still worse;l am not sure whether I would hawe

;g been able to write the letter,and with the'punch'it has,

. had I been aware of this contrasting feelingsind be it

+ said at oncesthis is in all likelihood just one example,
even if a rpather essential one,for such'forgetting' of
the'epposite' . In the course of the york,possibly again
stinulated by critical reactions,other such blagked-out
vision may resspearsind agein it may be true that I would
have been para@ized had these views been open.What does
all this signify? _

(2)Clearly it points to gomething' subjectivetwhich far tranﬁ'
cends the pésonal eguation.The latter is supposed to be
to foruulate the character indelebilis in all its limita-
tidns,perversions'and what have you.But it is supposed td
be'permsnent' and'total',What happened in the letter is

that a'fleeting' and'partisl Lebensgefuehl usurpod the

visiof Hom=ann 1 guard nyself against this,without fal-

| guar

Ting back into the position of Buridan's ass?

and be it roted:it is primarily not even a question of

being'fair'to the'object' - also an important aspect.$ix

First of all,I want to be fair to the'subject' - if the .

enterprise is to establish a Weltbild as seen through a ¢

temperament,at least this'termperament'should be reflec~

ted in its totality. ‘ .

d)One can say that'time'will be the guardian.iy tmooddgd,if thil
is the word,change,and thikg the vistas,If I wait long enougl
all the esswntial vistas will open up,permitting the proper
balance. 50 will be the critique I receive - my critiques re-
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presenting other partial vistas.ind at the moment it seems to

me that these are really the only two safeguards - that there

is no'systematic'way to solve the problem. {

At any price fﬁust maintain the attitude of listening %o the

tvoice of my interior'.My reason - not my 'listening devise -

mst know that the'counterpoint'to which I listen is'incomplete

Now the Dialogue form will help a great deal.Not only can- the

interlocutor bring up the alternative view - the goose form

makes it possible to intersperse even afterwards what wag over-
looked to begin witheis an example,pt might be possible for

Tvagoras to raise the quellsion of the saontity.of Being,after

I have quite one-sidedly stressed the other view.This will com-

pell me to modify,but there is no parm in starting,as it were,

. with exaggerations,if only they are modified inr ** . of
the process. '

e)Summarizing I come to the following results as to ﬁne'techniQu&
of handling this problems '

(1)collect the ideas in all the Notes which are relevant,espe-
cially in the Sils Notes.I may find there more'complementary
vistas. . : B ¢

(2)it may be neccessary to include also vistes which I myself
do not hold,that is,positions which are worth while refuting
or criticizing.Consequently,l should probably show parts to
respectivetexperts' and provoke criticism.Altogether there
ig little polemies in the Letter,except incidental remarks
which could well be omifted.This should basically remain so.
sut of course,there are exceptions which myst be taken care
of. o

(3)at this point tiis problem is Joined by a more general one:
how to break down the mass o be handled,which is equivalent
to sasing:I must have an outline.lhere is much mulling over
6P this problem in these Notes and,especially,in EXPLORATIO
It will probably be wrong to try to'improveon the ideas as
gtated in the Letter,sSuch inprovement may not be independen
of the Outline,that is,of the manner in which the fundaments
jdeas are to be applied.ind after the probleqbf‘form'seems
to be solved for better or worse,a survey of the content is
the most urgent task.l know that even the outline.of OFK
changed almost up to the end.So it is not a question of *lay-

. ing down the law for all times.But I gimply camnot write tes

| without having a provisional outline.

j I khow,and restated it yesterday in my personal Notes,what
the big issues are:Philosophy v.rsus Politics -or ' pbatract
versus'concrete' ; the personal equation;the'clericsg' - perha

g% as The'goal'of the ighole enterprise -

nresentine navts ol v adoo o P e 15 8
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JORASH DTAUJ CRITI’UE VI»

(4)1 just saw(EXPL. 22(2) an important passage,relating to my 1

tdiscovery'of the Dialoguesl could not have done it so lonﬁ

as I did not knaw what the confent was.Does this mean thatj

I shall have to write more letters or expositions of the |

ideas,before 1 can transkate them into the Dialogue? This

j may well be so and creates another difficulty.well,ogly |
practioe can show,but it is good to be warned.

ZeSeptel2 ~ last morning.All the time I wanted to write down some}
points in which I distinghish myself from representative ideas |
in the history of philosophy - one of the reasons why my point-
of view is both eclectic and,in a way,original
a)here are three aspects of importance
(1) Tmnat¥isn versus Transcendetism, that is, Plato
(2) #etivisi versus contemplative living ,that is,Lucretius ||
(3) Intuitionism versus wéksu® oluntarlam,that ig, Ixistential
1 ; Watsemnnfon % i
b) the xaxﬁuun works, since I share w1th each opponents two charag
. teristics
(1) with PlatosActivism and Intuitiviesm
(2) with Lucreziug:Immanentism and Intuitionism(?)
#°(3)with Camus & Sartre:Immanentism and Activiem
c)on the other hand,time honored ideas:Revelation - Rechatologyt
- Gotteskindschaft - original sin - even God turn up in modig
fied form i
(1) God as omnipotent power
(2)Revelation as Intuition and Illumination
(3) Esachatology as Fight apainst avoidable Evil
(4) Gotteskindschafit as my conception of We
(5)0Original Sin as ‘nti~Utopianism and Finitude :
d)what is lacking is naturally all ideas bound up with transcens
dence and Ontology |
(1) Incarnation - Resurrection - nSuccess Stoxry"
(2) Platonic Ideas - "Essenced"
(3) Moniem - Rational'System'
e)I dotbt that this list exhausts the issue,but I quite like it

t

At one point I should bring this parallelism ect.into ghe ope:
I might even refleet a little more about this ~ there may be
a clue to the Outline in the arrangement of these'principles'
Some other !principles - less fundamental,ones - need further
considerationsFreedom-Order as a'relative'Gestalt - autonomou
versus contrived order the Bmergence stages in Evolution -
Ormuzd and phrimen:the proper'mix' of Op%imism and Pessimism
(is in some manner implied in ¢ (3))
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. o : 17.Back home I want to add to the foregoing an important
i od opddeler wuseang Jusdroomt me (8 )S5,.049%0 jwee gt T(h) 4.8ept,17.B , - egolng an. imp '
N ob oven fon bluvs Tiousolait ofi Toly.e i consideration.I have repeatedly said to myself - at the momatit |
B Q& 800D ove, ML DINOS Q20 LaLl O Yryrevennld
3“0% v ot 9?1 - ey < BN L I am nbt sure how much &f this has Found its way into these or
dndd peem nidd Becl.asn fasTaoo ol Jadw womd dom bib I re ‘
' J to anobdisouye 10 areddel evon edivw of eved Llsda I other Notes - that I am a typical -$ranition person - well,my
&) 5 2 ! =) x - A4 B
?J ¢o {Qf i@ chJ otk mend ofeleasd iso I eroled.anehi comparison with Mill pointed in the same direction.lNow it seems
% TANES v O U088 i ’\x"‘ BHGT
el ?? ﬂ\jjdyL B dl ’Qj : o o8 od Jf:w N important that I am aware,and even mention it in the Dlalogue
R'a LB . orLx L 3, Gy BOND L ¢ RS 13313
Lo+ f oLt i)-}QIJChb a JﬁgJJ. !ii) o g)jjgxé where it fits,what the features ar8™WETES betray me as‘ﬁuc
BIILBW § F hoog 8l Fi dud.wonda nsd 9olloey , 0 ‘
sPOMTLEN 90 07 Doty 8L TL TLG.wens O B . ‘Men in between'.t“H1BS" ﬁegﬁ?”%%%%M%ﬁ%%“%%”ﬁ?ﬁ%?%g%ﬁﬂh P
smon wob oflvyw ol bednpw 1 emid edd LlA«amirrrom Jush ~ Sledqoed.?

Porentayyped P YT éatures: definitely transitional ones,whlch
are likely to disappear even if all goes well - and certain'un=-
fashionable'ones which may disappear to the debrelment of the

aesbl svitelusserger mort Yleaym daidyunidelb I doidw ab efoloq
~Frbog e glw enoasex ey to amo - yduomolldyg Yo vrotaid sdi ool
iaﬂigiﬁoqy;v 6 nibus oitoelos diod al welv fo future develoment.
sonsduogui 10 ayoegas sordd eus o10d(a é a)transitional features:
o¥sld (ai fond amitobooosnstl ausyev me s (I) & ' ny stress on'being alone'.It is quite amusing to realize in |
autdornil gl Feodd, wuivil qvijgiqms+noa aguayey malvidop (%) ] ¥ retrospect that my polemics against'eclipes','éxile' ect.
~sidnode il gl J‘“fe"mi' in a way hits myself,The very emphasis on this being alone b
' : betrays the past when something else was believed,hoped or
what have you.For the truly 'modern'Man his'loneliness' is
s0 much & matter of course that he w111 hardly start out
with this emphasis
(2/perhpas the same is true with my'ambivalence'as to Death.
The horror of'nop-being' is related to a very special con-
: ception or exp@éenﬁe of'belng' the loss off which ig felt as
£ intolerable -
the concern with'we'as something not obvious again a consé-
#uence of an'individualist'past.(I will present}y show that
this is a subtle issue,in which also the second type of
features enters).
[T moidqeonon i @ d&BﬁuﬁbﬂIA&GJJOQ (») b) 'unfashionafibe' features
DUJi“fW bug mainefgodU-Ldic as it IanigizOld (1) to continue with the above,the Seaborg issue is character-
-peopnsyd ddiv gy bovod geehi Ib vwileruiag al pouidosl el dedwih ¢ istic:Man or Mankind,that is,the danger of'over-collectivie
' zation',of which the'modern'Man is little aware.
(8)my emphasis on the 'infuitional'sand 'illuminational'basis
of all knowledge and,moreover,my‘valuation'of the mental
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states'thus defined,as opposed to the'actibe‘sphere - vide
WFE odil ediup I Judowusal odd stemadxe Jeil eidd Jsdd ddwob I(e % Hamilton's attitude.l can also saysthere is a definite dan-
nago ey oimn¢70u JOE riqitkuu ardd guivd bloods I dalog omo JA ger of too much'Martha' relative to the over-emphasis on
od wam syedd - sidd Juods evom ofddil g toslley gove didgim T 'Maria'in past ages.lhe overvaluation of'science' belongs
Vaslgionitg 'eredd Yo Fnemenstvs odd ol enkidu( odd ofF ewlio e in the same context - as does the under-valuation on the pan
¥ yorrind boer - aono, fednemebust aaol « aolgloniig? woido omol g of the real'reactionaries'.
avomonodis - Fisdaesd'evidsler's ag wabiC-noboeyT ioldpioblanos

: ¢) on a different plane lie those strange omissions in the J.L.
w OLduLont ol asz&ﬁa oonegiond odd webio bevitinos avarey ? like the diergard of the'snactity of being' or of depth psycho;
- mminisesY boe seimitg0 Yo 'ximfueqowq e tasmivdd boe bysur0

logy,which zare simple’ misbakes',but must have a reason in my
(€) o pi beilamd <enopy smos nof af) personality.ihe extreme hiatusiMan-Nature may also belong here
(€) § g




. Juncture, the alternative danger looming large thereszan arid treatise about matters

PIARY 1.

&th 21,1961} SR ' -

s qwaww“”This is another attempt at “getting at myself",trying te pick up the
piecékjkher@ the Jonas better left them,There are plenty of Notes searching for the
reasons which made that earlier attempt failzcr@den@&g}@f exposition which treated
Tho basic ideas without stressing their interconnection - omission of central points |
- but above all absence of"structure" and "directien",that isene anifying and thus ;

ordering theme,Transforming the Letter inte a Dialegue might have“its advanatges,but
it cannet cure the defects mentioned.Seme of them,absve all, the last seemed to be
circumvented in the scheme devised a year age under the name of"radii“issﬁﬁg from

seme "center piece"But whatever its relative merits,it does not inspire me at this

which,in my present state of kmiwledge,l can enly deal with impressionistically.
this admissiom peints to what is pesitive in both the Letter and the morsels of Dia-
logue:immediacy of expressien - a minimum of abstractness,though there is a good deal
of it in the latter parts - in a word the"confessional" tonus or the preservatien of
the umbilical cerd linking my observations to_their existential origin.It is te pre~
gerve ghis link that T Tow try the Diary form,which failed me oncé Before in fall 65.
The difference between then and new is that,however vaguely,l kavé a starting point
if net a topic,which should protect me from lesing myself in a limitless sea of iM=
pressions and reactions.It is the formulation of this"tepic"which is my first tagk. ®

But before doing se I want to assure myself against myself in what I%an '
embarking upon.The term'diary‘is perhaps not well chesen, .l do net intend to descri
wy'day' .Rather one or twe quite specific problems are to be investigated,without ﬁ
knowing at this time where this will lead to,and whether gnything will ever ceme
thig other than private ruminations.Knewing myself and the'my danger of"freesing J j
as soon as the'public’is considered,l shall have to guard nys¥lf again and again il
the i@tfhsi@n of extraneous considerations of thiis kind.what the notiem of'dig.ry'I
to convey to myself is the attempt to clarify the issues selected by a continueus
suit of ruminations.The"level"of ruminatien will have to be that intermediate stag
between'dreaning' and'thinking'.as which Eriksen defines ‘'free association'.1t is
open,and to keep open,the deeper layers,but while trying tovcatch what emanates there
that peculiar intellectfual“contrel"is to be exercized which I have applied for man '
years in writing notes - a strange'filtering process'or'steering precess',in which I
listen te the'voice eof the interior' but somehow know which tones'fit'. :

New the[igg}@j.lt really is two topics,or rather two aspects of a centrs

issue,an‘ebjective‘and a'subjecﬁive'@ne.Ln.a way the objective aspeect has been,pug-
gested by Holtonsthe ‘thematic hypothses'which underlie all'erganized'kh@wledgg?Thia

formuliation - organized knowledge — already goes beyond what Holton aspires te.His
problem are the ultimate'principles® - Cagsirer's term - from which every scientific 1

" statement takes its bearings,extended from the physical sciences to science generallsﬂ

EpiRl Blod  nc kil SXAREE) OF %V;;?ﬂg;‘_' oF @ pgnda,beymnd 'science! proper,to all



Now th e second aspect comes imto view if one asks for thelsubjectiveleripin-or™
.M%&w hypotheges. Assume that"least action" or'conservation"are found as suck !
nypotheses,founding in a particular age all bagic theories - what is their'rationale’
if they are beyond testing? One avenue of study would be the"sociolegy"of kmowledsze
with its historical ramifications.lt may enter after all my own cogerns.But these are,’
first of all,direeteqﬂe what can be called the'psychology"if noti"paxx psych@path@logxf
of knowledge.There the'sibjective angle comes {nte view.More specifically,l will try
to dig up the thematic hypetheses which underlie my"theorizing",first of all, in Econo-
mics,but beyond that in my general'views of the world".Then I will seafch for the Eeréj
sonality roots in me of these vieuws,utilzing what little I Know of *depth psycholegy",
“especially the mypotheses of Eriksen which I have just reread.

As 1 just said,under the Tirst aspect OFK will be a mine to be explored,but alse .
the Jonas letter which now serves as material for a more tfundamental study.If I ghould
got somewherefwith this expleration,the work 1 st swmmer would reveal itself as an in-
diensable stige of clarifieation, /fww(/vw % Tv’wujfvvw 4K U,wtgﬂ

!
{
|
!

Jan.22.

l Before setting out in a systematic way,l should perhaps ggggpgggagg to myself
‘my procedure on a sample.To stay in line with Holton I choose one or more thematic hy-
“potheses from Tmy ' iconomics.Its g@gﬁ origikal feature is its er ineering'aspect,in
which reality is made fit for scientific investigation by priertaction’.That this need
be done is a conséquence of‘ebjective diserder'as it presents itself to the merely conm

templative observer.In a word,there reveals itself a]@igigggﬁ{i@_tk@;aqﬁgggggggﬁgrder¢ﬁ

i) 4 BT

economic processedihat is important iseéggggghere ig hardly any objeciive test t¢ com-
firm this Rypethe

i8.] have made this " n the recent Pesitien Paper than im the
book itself.It is all a question of what size of the gtandard error of any explanatory
hypothesis one is willing o accept“aa'useful',namely for prediction.Not only is this
a purely pragmatic coriterion - usefulness for prediction - but thertis no fixed crite.
erion as to what'number'of the j%ﬁgﬁéfallm routside the pale'.Stated differenyly,it
all depemds on"how much diserde orie’is willing to put up with,speaking now in term
the actor or"passer"in such a system - again a judgment for which no fixed criteri
exist.fven ig-one is willing to admit the intolerability of ¢ertain'linﬁﬁﬁ,as e
represented by the ureat Depression - ewen this is not beyond dispute -~ there is a
o Soroad Y i lative to which there is disagreement as to the'line'b
7 ot ANBe 1t 18 really a
. . ation or potential output maximum.and qui
tewd to draw the line rather narrewly.

It is from this point that the second issue can be attacked:the undexrlying per- .
ﬁonal equatien.This equation comes into the open when 1 say that even small deviatiens
from the optimum,in themselves harmless, yet present a threat,namely the threat of
getting out of hand.And this threat exists because,another thematic hypetheaia,tgere
H088 nov & R t a_compimsating mechanism inte the system.What Harrod and
@g ‘n&agmnll il 'éﬂVié;;gééw”Eﬁi the path Of BLeady & pgmoume to be true

a eviation from the'nork!,whatever it . it i : A
to the perdongl dispesitien:there is ﬁm reliable fgﬁzebgnAggé%xo;fd?ggnwﬁﬁii 232 233{@

e
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'éfﬁere is an absence @f‘tggﬁﬁ'aa&*hqgg to use Eriksen's terms.And to follow his etio-

l

: late capitalism,]

i

1
1

;%pr at least the i ma § e of Man as it emanates from the theory them conceived,is

D TARY ’ 2
gghxrust the autonom@us tendencies.Order is only to the extent to which it is nade.
And the next stepf would be to askiWHIGH character Biructure tends foward such a view,

and what sort ef‘'conditioning’tends to produce such a character structure.Clearly

gy,aomethl has gone wrong in the first stage of human development,that is,in the
1nfant~methezfelatlmnshlgﬂ
\ Now quite a number of problems arise frem this'result'. .To what extent_does this
,ifaefeet'hlmnd,the ebserver,or rather: judge,in evaluating reality? Must the subjective
epia'necessarily arrive at a dist@rted view of the woerld? Or could the resulting
verdict en the nature of,say,cconomic processes still be'true'?Consi@jiring the'many-
faceted'structure of reality,might perhaps such myepia bring inte the vision importarh
objestive features which a*20-20'vision might conceal?
A dlffarent questl@h would be @ncerned wlth the! range'@f @bgeatlve consequences whlch

p@theses that the link be ween“'hé"“inI‘hgs of the different fields of knmwledge gan

be found ~ at least,for a given age and cul ture.

But it may at this juncture be fruitful to pursue first another avenue,Myﬁhypotheg;s'

of dangerous tendencies toward disorder in autonomous economic proesses 15 Limited be
L do not maintain it for earlier stages.now the ultimate reasom for

this restriction is enlightening.\hat has changed between 1800 and 1950 - so I say =

is"liberation"of western Man from some of the bonds and cempulsion which kept him

to an orderly path hundred years age.As I put it aﬁthe end Cho4,iian at that time,

a pseudo-particlecin analogy 1 mtlm subhuuan nature.
“NOW This Proposiiio 14 Tte VeMi.fy because of our ignerance
concerning secial causation - implies some more'hypotheses'.One concerns in animate
nature,for which auten@meus‘mrder is there acknowledged,in accord with oCience gener-
ally.On the other hand,1f 1 e the age of modern capitalism offers the firs
higterical instance of'human freedom* in the sense ef‘choicg of actien',a Ffundamental
dialectie is postulated betweem 'freedom'and'erder',at least so long as this'freedom'
is not itself under 'self restraint',rational or etherwise.Only in passing I refer te
my parallel propesitiomn put forth in the Price of Liberty,of which my present ecenomic
views are a systematic expesition applied to a different field,

Again raising the—suesbien the'subjective’question,which'virtues',to use
Eriksen's word,are absent from the @bserver who arrives at this diagnosis,but perhaps
alse from the ebject of study 1tsel§;mamely late capitalist market society?To pimpeint
the latter issue,l left it open whather my absence of'trust' fimagines'flisorder in ece~
fiomic processes,or wither my myoPia made me MOTe SRATDEIdSd foT an actusl dofect of
Jthe economic world.New,after havmng narrowed AOWnh By TREBLS T6 LRG!GCONOMPOTATY'eCo=
i@m;c world,I ask with mere comviction whether that whick,in my view,makes for disor
_der,betdhys not only a neurotic trait in the obSerwer, butks is an actual neuretic Trali
%%\jgg_ghggg§~g§ggiggg And my neurosis ~ 1 still do net know precisely what it consists

g!3";]1,131: heap,me to see the critical defect im seciety.




i
I have gifficulty in assigning any of Kriksen's virtues to what would be required
in erder to achleve that mixture 61 indight and self restraint hecessary te run the |
modern market'Bpontaneousiy’,or te achieve in the 6COnOmic sphere that kind of ‘spon- |
taneous conformity' to which I attributed the functiening of the English pelitical |
system.(it might be helpful te study the'forces' once more which in my hypothesis
have contributed te the buikding up of that attitude,including the counter forces
vhich,sincd the war,seem to dissolve it.) Wi 11l and Pur P © 8 e,a8 mentiened &%~
wriksen,have perhaps some conneection with what I search for.But cansiﬁ§ring the great
imprtance I assign to EXPEXTATIONS,the failure may primsrily be one af’cognitian',tha;
is,a failure of the prevailing system of information - an institutional and not a psy%
ckological,not to say:meral issue.Still,even if I give this factor its full due,as I f
do in OEK, there remsins a'purposive'problem of new action directives - an issue Shatil
will gain importance the nearer we come to a cwbernetic gociety with all its imphcatug
ions.(remember todays TV discussion with Theobald.) I notice that the term'purpose’ )
appears in Eriksem's and my list,but I am not sure whether the uses are commensurablel
There is,in other words,ne doubt that the capacity of purposeful actien is fully de- i
velped in the modern marketer - it is rather a question of the content and direction
. _of the prevailing purpese.l shall have to dig much deeper here. g
L Still, a preliminary summary smounts to this.In my theoretical work I place emphaog
i8 on a tendency toward grewing disorder ~ 'tendency'is a good word,remembering Marx|
se of the term.lt can,and has been counteracted - and the need for'making'erder,] new
onder whether this should be called a'thematic hypethesis' - is it not an observable
endency, especially if I apply the inciusive meaning of'order'which the Position Papey
as agsigned to it? What spesks against it is - perkaps ~ the'blindness'ef my cellea~|
es.put 1 can also say that thiér being caught in an ebsglete frame of reference - |
is this net a thematic hypothesis? - is the reason for their blindness, And - a problem
ito be studied - ot might well be that new thematic hypethesis arise from reinterpre- g
| tations of experience.Anyhew I can say that my particular diSpOSItion — absence of,
- Agp,mado Me especially semsitive to an ok Jee ¥ i v e feature of the con
i Tormulation the productive significance ef subjective digpositions, !
il even g@u;@tie,pnes,fqr»yhgmgaip'hé'éf‘qtng§ §”Mkﬁow1é§gé(comes well into the epen,
ARd” judging ~ premityreky -.Lhe Sraniloanca el T [aTy T, 1t LOOKS 88 1T 10 vas in :
the line of other Notes,serving my clarification rather than yielding any'@atensible(?
text.This does not speak against continuing along these lines,but Iféhews how far frows
any 'public'utterance I am. : '

4

R

“
|
g;. I restate the major finding,which is at the same time a modification of 1wy &
jinitial statement:my particular subjective disposition ~ absence of "trust'in the au- i
omdus 'ways of the social werld' - has made me especially semsitive to a r e g 1,by

noﬁmenn&'imagined',feature of the real economic process.lhe connection,and this is the
next i
o 8

Buy they all look
of the smith Scheol

_— , . : ; ng
%1n the directign of disorder.yith them diserder is the cgnseqnence of a "IOl:

e

the optimistic belief
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gity"rather tham of an - in itself 5r;fs§wor§h:.ekfrsed@g.And,c@ntrary to my
TS L TLmen el poLICy" Which is concerned With'taming benavior',the'action'which
ther critics prescribe,are all concerned with" anglng_the stage_s&ts",lncl. marx.

r This sense the apolegists as WLl as Lhe OrL CADIT I bolong together,as
pposed to my thesis that,at least as far as'erder'is concemmed(there are ether cri-
erma,suchﬁzéigﬂgﬁggg:beau;y - meanlng genuine'living' rather than accumulating ~which
y phint doea not c@verj, A

diagnesis is to be related.Does

ﬂ{lt too arise from the lack of &'trust' - this time not directed te'anonymous'forces,
but to the average marketer placed in a psktien pf freedem of cheice9\1n a way marx,

’fé.o take kim as protetype of the other greup,alse'diatrusts'the oOp fen of the market
fbut what in his view is ultimately wrong is the'crimes' committed in pre-~histery and
ince repeated ~ crimes committed agaimst Man whe,in his prehistoric essence,is'geed".
d we only need place kim in a proper environmemt,for him kikx to display his inher—
nt'geciality'(l wust net fergeb that,with all reservations mentioned in Vol.III ef
'apital , the new aeon is a'realm of freedom' ~ though he never spelled eut whether it

‘mn of its coming into belng

ut even this does net exkaust the problem,l am by no means taking the'Christian' pog-

# ition of original sim,which would exclude on principle that Man uses his new freedom

' fs@clally' I make it all-a problem of'learning' - as the English spontancous corfor-
Lty is seenley me as a product of historical learning, Tortified by a & 1ns Lrumen b

P formal ana 1BTOTmAL equCatloReT 4o envisage uvne p0381b11ty of a comncldenee between

icro«str1v1ngs and macroprationality through the learning precess. However - -this

is seen as the Rreduct of Contrel.,
dith this a new eLemen appears on the scene.l now feel that my subdivisions of Con- |

trol,esp.the one between manipulative and command controls,is net satisfactery for the
issues I mow discuss.fe tell a marketer what he has te'expeet' lies in a dimensien
different from'forcing'him to change his action direetive.in the first case a new toel
is added to the actor's arsenal with the help of which h e can better 'contrel‘his en-
vironment.Since it is left to him what conclusions to draw from new informatioen,it is
not he who is'contrelled’'.Cenversely,by‘educationg'him inte an attitude of meomeostasis
through mobilizing all the agenﬁta of'mind shaping'",he is made te will something which
| he originally did net will,

Now however this may be,the latter type of Control is very much part of my scheme,even

if I have played it down both in the Book and in the P.p,




i

Jan.24. - . e
s Again summarizing,l have so far these thematic Wypetheses: (1)an actual threat

€310f digerder,endangering both'living' and'knowing';(2)imputation of this threat te the
Ahistorical novelty of emamcipatien from pastexternal compulsions of natural, social and
ideological origin - disorder ariaes as onseququg§g£:g?sorlented freedem".This dig-
hientation has itselT Two Toots:inevitavle Iimitations of micro~inforiation under the
sggial and technelegical conditions of mmdern;ty(nmta benesthere the'stage set'changes
.ntergﬂn s general way they arise from the same phenomena which create'freedon'~wealth
creating thchﬁnol@gy - but they refer to different'aspects' of these phenomena:preduc-!
tivity versus immobolity) ,and"arbitray" cheive of AD.This leads then to the third ‘
thematic hypethesis:establishment of'order'is conditional on macro-contrel in a double
% sense:widening the range of micre~information and,mere critical,streamlining AD's.
what maks thege e:stulatea“theuatm hheses"rather than empirical findings)

tremeuoesitimn,seelng,as it were, dls@rder a'.'arouni - aséerting a Large qualltatlve
difference between dmserzentatxen&n the earlier'state of nature'and the modern state
of freedem -~ advecating,in spite of cenfessiens in faver @f'nanipulative'contrals,
command controls as ever present'threats'.Te put it in psychelogical terms:l worry

| about diserder;l distrust spomtaneous behavier;l prefer'servitude to well meaning -

i masters" to the risks of micro-autonemy,ind speaking of 'knowing'rather than of'livipg'
’ I limit the pure%& "gbservational"procedure to the randem wotiens of blind natural

irticles, invokgn n%l@n“as the creator of'"knowable'"phenomena whenevyr Man rises
above environmental compulsion that zpproximates him to'Matwral particles'.

g Looking now at the character struct am trying to relate Eriksen's cate-
gorieg with Abraham'g.lhe table in Frlk 7%ﬁié& can. help.It is the only place where
he relates his'virtues'te the traditional Sategories:oral,anal,phallic.And it ie ine
ter sting that the virtue'will'is related‘tm the anal sphere.Speaking crudely,Il can

v that,together with Hope,the OTGL CHATACLOLLOLS are w.iéroévelqged with me,whieas

he anal %@E%ﬁ?ﬁEMEEEEEQTo”””*Rlgh development of Will,with Badistic undertones
xt’fﬁ‘ﬁow easy to cosrdinate the'QSEéz?ffiﬁm*tv“disordfffto4thewweakness of Havs, where

w.u”antlngwéiiuﬁiﬂbéﬁ"fd”hsaﬁlﬁ’“
.Sjgh,lz is not slmply'dreamt up: there is a distrust acai

: desire for mjcro-autonomy,that’quarter truth'of the.
' 4?#% my instinctive revulsion against'conformity',when I myself am concerned - my as-

| ‘sent 10 Paul's statement that we are LuCky not naving to live under Socialism,and all
1 ny inst#@%tlve rebellion against the admired conformity-in Britain and,conversely,ny
., tove for American'anarchy',Furthermore the often stated hunch that »deep p _down,I am an_
’ yfinarchist in human terms who must'control'himself so as not go to to o pieces.

| "Now what comes to mind in trying te'explain'this is that the"will phase" was ‘really
! X - %

; Now I should.not st@p her@a ,the main point in
er! ,and consequent-

wsteldAnd do not for-

¥
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mastered no better than the'he@e-phase'.As my overdeveloped $upereg@ ah@ws,my n@txon

oLl in the end - Marschak's trust! - the'elementary paticles'of my being mever achie-
'ved the spontaneous order that could dispense with compulsien'from above'.l‘could in
, £ it.0r I have béen de-
ng to myself all LHo Cime whi "‘Apfop@se”'éj{é'"a”“ eteAnd quite possibly,as
1 case with Qamus,lydwarnlng against_jhgé; i @a'pot 80 much from

vows given as the price ef"contr@'%ing”éf"ei"peoie”sw' Nay 1t is @nyy a
pointed form of a generally accepted pestulate:only if Man's morals improve can the
world be aaved.I speclfy this by rea1121ng that whatﬂma@ﬁersklgrtheymora g i1

“f

ween' 1d 'lism'and recognition af the ant

&

problems

! (rltual ete.).5uch ideas would hardly oceur to ne spontaneoualy In other words,I do
not find in my psychological equipment tools which would open up such insights.And

' probably quite naturally soswe deal there again with'spontaneous'developments in

which Nature ~ through natural selection ~ achieves in the individual what socially

good.It is quite interesting to see that I am willing to'learn'such things,but they _

do not come naturally to me. '

' %ternoon.l must pdéue this idea of the’&égggxéﬂfurther.Not only is this an und Qs
f Tic elite,but its members somehow are'tr lities,even if by their ¢
will.There is something of the Glasperlen "= bit,a8 I just ascer gl
T must go much further back:to Plato and the Paedagogische Provinz.There is probef
a huge literature about this idea,including all Xm utopias,not least the socialist
. utopias.Now all this has two basic aspects,a sociological and a psychological one.
i As to the former,the elite is identified with its*role'.Instead of playing many roles,

as it is regarded sstnormal‘',aef which the'professional'one is only one to be discarde(
routside proi@ss1onal actnv1ty,t£g§gng}1né elltes are supposed to sacrlflce all”otheﬁ

S — e suboWdinated to the dominant role'communlty of

i
i” wives and chlldrenﬁcommon property ete.The aim in this'emasculationtof other drives is
'dualls 'ea to develop from these other roles,namely




i e
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which, it is as&umed the Jnd1v1dual is unable to control spontaneously,Therefoxe instlm

tutional ‘'protection'is required,because of the assumed weakness of the'rational'forces
incl. any'educatlon'of the 'passions' which would permit tnese leaders to lead'normal’

liveg.ALL this fits well_into the views of Christianity. coneerning. buman nature, fearing
o

the appetites of sex,possession,and'simony’ .But what shall one say about this from the

kowakxxsxumakkex ke xgank PVITALS LT Ve d
g%%%%%*”?*?%e“§¥§%ﬁ§§§§ﬁology,dng the st%ess on gen1¥x¥x%ﬂ

Jane25.

In a way this problem of the'clergy'falls outside the issues 1 am discussing
here.Not only have I not mentioned it in OFEK - it belongs in the sphere of the Jonas
letter.But it algo falls in the realm of proposed solutions rather than .of the Schau
of what is.True,there are probably also'thematic hypotheses'underlying proposals for

i‘solutlon,and the above discussed mixture of'distrust'and"exaggerated superego'fits well |
in the analyS1s of this pr0posal And agin I must ask:does my! neur031sﬂseemmore clggrly

C It drastlcally reduces the pracblcal choice of econdmié°ﬁa¢}oFé0a S on the Surraes it
contradicts the central place of'distrust'and'exaggerated will'.For thls,dlctatorlal con
pm131on rather than spontanecus consensus seems more appropriate.Of course,one can read
" in my strict limitation of goals to Stabilization and Balnaced Growth a digtrust as to

’the feaaibility of furtherwgoing'reforms',e.g.redistribution of wealth and income.l am
. trying to"play safe",and in this way"weaken"Control in the interest of spontaneous con-

formity.There isgyin other words,meh ‘sﬁgnquﬁ;n on the one hand,aggeallgg

h analyses I Operate with the EXTR.PR.as universal AD.My apologies for thid
{ T do not know how to go about with another #d,and I want to emphasize the EXP aspe
not meet the main point.This ig that only with EKTR AD will the weak'conf?ols desIr

J‘Bpeak of revolf*“'f T 0 th ' fﬂ%TMWWMFTM:WTy’ fTstrust in autom Te working of
1 unoontrolled soclaty,but also in the effecta of"oxces&lva"control.And 1»am w1lllng té

iunllkely to establlsh order,the statés"a tlated cannot be subaected
g0 'theory .Therefore I knowledge without
gption, by saying; & M thout ning' an dor promotine
i ction.In other w us social kr -

ess al firmation'of ﬁﬁgmiartloles can be achieved.they will behavelin a disorderly mannds
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| and thus make the research obgect'unknowledweable Th;s xesult is 4uxuc ‘in 11ne wmth

general eéxperience -~ one camnot generalize about the course of reveltions. On the othé
hand it introduces another uncertainty:there are no general'rules'as to what destroysI
. consensus ~ British Reform Bill or post 1945 British Welfare State — what privileges |
! 52 rullng st@rtum is wmlf?%o fight for etc.Thig the reservatlon'only guch controls wil
i hmeve their goal of order and thus of an analyszable research ‘object as will not
destroy consensus is true but of a Pythian nature.By ralslng/mlcro«aufonomy"to the

two alternatives,or even for one among many. What will strengthen or violate this
'coordination'of wills remains an open question to be tested only by practice.
It lu there that my'tlmldlty comes 1nto the open namely my dlstrustrof wilfullness

’__>7 "My ADSence. ot
* ~ the fear of basic disorder arising

*oy“‘“é availability of control generally - eveh
“the choice of contxols must take into account this underlying negative potentiality,
which ultimately frustrates'excessive'contrivances of order.

Now again,"wrong"as all tuis may be as a psychological make-up,it may well point up.
1mworjhnt !'roglity'phenomena.There i s a danger of ‘'reaction'to excessive CONLIrOLS
which will frustrate the aim of these controls.indeven if they succeed in totalitar-
ion revolutions,the victory may be temporary only.More important, while the victory
lastgthe'partlclasz¢are thrown back into a'subhuman'state - Russia during the %0s;
China new -~ a fundamental dilemma,to say the least.Lenin and Mao may have been'neces
sary*for the final'liberation',but not to include their case in the'generalizations’
of economic'ordering',but to treat them as marginal cases inaccessible to theorizing,
may be a correct procedure.

I have just reread Holton and also Iric #eil in the Daedalus volume.This offers the.
following idea.I say that knowle.ge requires'ordering action'.But the choice o
action is goal-oriented. So I must choose my goal'tlrst which melles a Valué Judgme
or a bestowal of meaning to. one goal over otherB.Thls'meanlng necessarlly attacheS—
via goal to the ’orderlng actions! and thus to the resultlng structure of the research

e

that a gﬁven action is a suitable mednq for a chosen end.But why this action and not)
anothegkpne can be justified only to the extent to wanich the goal is justified.What
has alX™t is to do with Polanyi's 'personal ‘compoment in knowledge?

Febr. 4

The long interval was spent partly on Folanyi,partyy on frusﬂartlon. irst P,
Much too late I realized that he is,of course, the man for Heuristices! Thoug,if one

looks carefully,he has no more to say that) I knew “beforehand.But the assertion that
the differnce between Science and Art or

R
eligion is,at begt,one of degree,as far as

f
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the 'objectivity'of the propositions,verifications and validations is cbncem’ed‘,isL
along the lines here explored.But he does not try to unveil the underlying thematie
hypotheses - it all boils down to the ever repeated assertion ofg 'personal commite f
mdnt'Very often one does not know whether he described psychological phenomena,or |
speaks of substance.Thus the actual return was meager,and I am slipping progressivel:
into a state in which I do not know any more what I am doing,or should do.It is a !
nadir in the more than two years of struggle to find myself g topic.With the belated
insight into the failure of the Jonas letter more than just thed attempt has gone k
out of the window,These sheets bear witness’to my attempt to fall back of more'obe
Jective'issues,studied under a'non-existential'aspect.l sugpect that this wavering

.betueen the'detached!study and the'committed' confession indicates mfore tHad just

a temporary fliystration.It is itself a fundamental problem,and I simply do not know |

where to turn between these alternatives.The writing of the P,P.has amply shown that ||

on the level of'"scientific objectivity" something'flows',whereas all existential pro-
fesgion is blocked at the moment.These Notes here show this unambiguously.They are |
anything but a'diary':they are just notes,as I wridte them down over the years.They
may contain valuable'material' worth preserving - but 'material'for what? It might
be useflul to pursue the idea of my own'thematic hypotheses'in connection with the

philosophicdl papers for the Conferences.This would then supplement'objective'analyni
sls'by carrying it through to the'foundations'. But *6 thajbxtent these Notes belong |

to the'past',filling out a gap.They do not contribute to the future ~ I am at the
moment an author on the search for a topic.

What al86 frightens me is a feeling that all I have said and have to say is somehow
trivial.l thoughtwhen I wrote those 6 challenging pages in K.L. after my return from
Santa Fe,that I had found an Archemdi point -~ a'platform'sufficiently distant to
allow me to survey all the essential] o¥ the present situation.I do not believe this
any more,and am really again on the search for just such a platform. At the same time

I wrote a few days ago that my inner feelings are those of a man who thinks that he :‘
has the decisive word'on hig toﬁngue'.How to go about to'remember'?going on with th .

search?Emptiying my mind? Just waiting?
Pebr.6. ‘

I just reread what I wrote about"elements of my permament make-up",which I noted downv

on the very first day when I started these Notes in 51.There is much that coincides
wit dealt with here,but also a few useful new hints: insecurity and protest agains
the prevailing order coupled with demand for!justice',but tempered by ! conservatism®
fear of my personal future coupled with'Pelagian'hopes.In other words,the existing
"order",even if acknowledged as such intellectually,is attacked morally,and my own
"present state"is seen as precarious,while an'iﬂdeal future'is imagined.

|

i
|

i

There is little doubt that I have got hold of something valid when I relate thi#s{per~

sonal traits to my objective vision.dnd were I to write an autobiography,this relati-

‘onship would be interssting.But considering my aim - what is this anyhow? - what can

T ude this for? I must be clear that the topio:thematic hypotheses, interesting in it-
self,and possibly a challenge for that meeting at Nanda's in March,is no topic for
?e to write a book about.It might come in handy at some point - but that very*point:
18 at issue. .
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(||~ Bloch in a linear perspective,Pelagian,historical,in ofher words,
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DIARY - o e g
Where do I stand - what do I want' to say,or to speak about? What do I have to say
that has not been said many times,and probably better? True,other people also have |
the chuzpsh to burdem the*world'with their mediocre visions - Huxley is a case in
point.But I have my standards of excellence which I must meet,whatever others may
think.I did meet these standards with OEK,whatever legitimate critique may be put
forth against it.It says something that had not been said before,certainly not in |
that manner,and something which I think woffh saying even after the lapee of almogt
three years since the completion of the mgnuscipg. ) :
Compared with this,how can I defend the Jgnas letter? Reading Pglanyi has somehow ||
taken the wind out ofuthe 'intuitive'sections.Moreover,whereas 0EK may need modifi |
cations and supplementations,it ig a whole.Not so the Letter which,a8 hag become
clear,reflects a passing 'mood' in which certain issues overshadowed all the rest, |
Not only is it at best'half the tmuth’,but the other half is somehow in conflict wit)
what I said there.This may even be true of the'intuitive'parts,which after all had
a polemical -~ anti-theological - intent.Do tney not reflect the contrary,nemely an
ontology,even if I - rightly - refuse to go beyond the'"experience "7 To put it blun
ly:what I am hinting at there,is this not what others call the'divine'? My polemics |
against the narrow'activiem'of Hamilton -~ sobn to be tested in a personal talk « ig|
it not alse an implicit recognition of"something more"? And was Jonas not right in
being embarrassed - an embarrassment which has not been overcome to this day.
At the same time,because of these sections,Eﬁgggggggg;igngp_@9vanpen@eyong the Bloqﬁ_
plece.And it aleo implicitly formukates my position vids vis Bloch more clearly than]
the earler piece did:we both in different ways interpret the'divine'in immanent termg
Hegelian and Marxk
ist - I myself in a strange'vertical'manner as a Kingdom which is really'at hand',to
enter which'!grace'must operate,though not the theological grace.All the less 80, sinc
contrary to Bloch I do not postulate a'happy end*'.Not even Optimismugs mid Trapqufi s
which scknowledges the p o s 8 i b il i _of failure,but not the'certainty' as
do in historica"ﬁé‘sPéé”iﬁé.w'at'néﬁéf?"éiés$'SGparétés me from *ITTTCA 18 The Do-W
D T T T Ve T I provenent or defeat of avoidable evil - a'semi-utopian'attitu
And above all,the severance of whatever'serenity'and the 'good 'may poift to,From &
ditional religion and certainly from Chrigtianity.It may well be that the polemical
interpretations of his theological opponents - as Pantheism ect ~ fit much betﬁ?r in
to my frame of reference,though I would always shy away from the word. (Q,
Thug my position ig a complex one after all,resting somewhere in between Tillich =~
Bloch - Hamilbon - the'Moderns'.Is it worthwhile to clarify this further?, Is this,in
other words,a position which I would like to'propagate'? Is it one with which'MaN’ g
can live? Do I live with it,or am I deceving myself again by taking another part for}
8 whol.e?
Bebra 11 o
I‘havg reread the last part of Polanyi.Though it gets more mystical by the
page and,in line with thig,mor e dogmatic,there are a few indications of importance.
Li%ﬁ myself he related all criteria"for gc

hievement'in the biological field to decis-



 ions made by the. obsnger(p,342) But. much move 1ﬁ§oxtant 1$ Yhe @oétulape(jBO ff)

that'values are ultlmately not a problem of'compemplatlon',but of'aotlng'.And thls

can we know what a value is,and what thi the'rightiviiue is.0f course,as a consequence,
all our specific 'actijng'is dependent on values thus chosen by commitment,which in-
cludes the'activity'of thought incl.science.This,however,is nothing new to me.What is
new,and needs deliberation,is the more fundamental ﬁgp‘%gﬁ ngmggg xq¢leue re-
lativism.not on the contempbative, level,but by an action.T mehow comes near to
the Marxian posltien >tien. plays in OEK as a means,
not off"opening one's eyed,but of establ shing afworld which can be'seen',that is,be
understood,interpreted etc.in general terms,or reduced to more elementary principles.
Obviously there is a parallel to the theologwcal circle'sonly'believing' means'seeing!
Believing there is an act,in the same sense as P.'s committment.
But - is one free to'helieve'or to'commit'oneself?It is there where P.,in spite of all
his protestations,falls back into the subaectmve'sphere.There Christianity sees more
deeply,as does Marx:in the latter case it is the'interests'(incl.the unconscious mo-
tives of the non~proletarian sympathizers - take my own'reduction'of my thematic hy~
potheses to my'neuroses'etc.)In the former case it is'grace' that presents me with
tfaith'.Whatever the truth of the con t en t of these two answers,they point to
a deeper level vhere'commitments'are made or'given! - with P. it | looks as if they
were a case of'personal'decmsmon.And ‘all the sophistry concerning “Fhe difference be~
tween"personal" and"subjective"do not bridge that gap.The'universal intent'with the
help of which the ‘personal'is defined,does not help explaining how one gets there.
When I fell back on'compdbion neurosis'in that famous talk in Frankfurt,l may have
talked nonsense substantively,but I was barking up the right tree,as favas the pro-
' blem of the'source',the'oripin‘ar the driving'force'was concerned.
Afternoon.,
Another letter from Hamilton,accompanied by a review of Norman Brown's newest

book.l wonder what will come of that meeting with him on March %o, '

But to continue from this morning,my Jonas Letter hasg,or 1mpllea,another _solution to
& the problem of how to' dlscover‘valuea or what is rlght‘ There i% 1 s acts of'contemw

platmon which'open the eyes':my two kinds of'illumination® - the aesthetic and the
moral one.And in each case it 1s"psychological evmdence" or the self confid%nce of.
"the emergent noosphere is wholly determined
as that which we believe to be true and right e~ it comprises everything in which we
may be totally mistaken",
Thus it wag a.misd Lo D1 : ter, i ) G

- f&ther'tﬁéwTét ﬁﬁstworlentmltseifﬁin

t J‘B not tkue that'Im Anfang Wa&‘ dle-atl
(l;l.ne Wlth thQ insights o*alned emd held tO be 'tI'lle‘-. ,,,,,,,,

What then is the mean;ng ‘of the con contemporary emandipation? It offers for the first
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X will the oppgrtunltes cregted through emanz;pation m@tuxyﬁ;n'fraedomc rath@r than in
ia narchy.This raises anew the question what is freedom? But even more urgent is the
Vel lly'meaningless‘? Must L go that far in my protest
gainst the'mother'? Is a world'mn which I can have the Figaro experience really'mean-
ngless'? Of course,it is a healthy counter force that I am just reading again Melraux
here all the negativities show up without disguise.But remember,this is all'evil' in
he traditional sense ~ how can I meantain my fundamental condemnation of 'idifference
,,f the 'indifferent universe'turas out to be not entirely nagaétlve¢

Febrol6n

The above is a fundamental o@allenge to my fundamentals.ls it s sign of stxength or of
. weakness that I question again what should be firm? More 1mportant is a precise form-

ulatnon of the issue.

, Frniy progess?The latter 1s"chaotlc",and"%herefore‘%ad‘,but it Can be "made ‘good", Th
the same sense the universe is indifferent and thus'bad',namely"irresponsible",but Man
can improve on it within his sphere - I call this in Jonas Letter the process of'human
ization'.At this point my hiatus between the human and the subhuman world finds some

|| Justification.Whatever may be true of the 'transitional'nature of every stage of evolu
| tion from the stone to Man -"responsbility" arises -"emerges" - on the human level only
I will have to tune down the radical hiatus which I stated in the J.L. between the
‘human and the subhuman levels of animate nature.But there simply is no"freedom" in the
. subhuman sphere,sufficiently wide to allow for genuine moral choice.There are the fuzuy

borderlines of RLSA etm,but basically freedom'emerges' on the human level.

March 20

) After six weeks of complete frustration - partly fostered by Bea's illness « a thought

* has emerged today.L was rereading these Diary Notes with an eye to the Nanda meeting

, tonight ~ a mere ritual as I said to Jonas.But still I want to state my pogition in
accord with Holton,who is supposed to be there too.
I was surprised to find a number of interesting ideas.But the"brainwave"occured when
I read on sheet 5,2 bottom about the significance whuch this pursuit of the subjective
roots of my thinking have on the formulatiobn of theory,and of a theory which may well
have considerable objective validity.what about writing an intelleotual autoblography
af ter all? T o
The reason why I refrained from this - since 1951 - was the emphasis on"biography",
that is,the personal aspect pure and simple,the questionable nature of which became so
clear again when I read Arnokd Brecht.But could the emphasis not be on“lntellectual"?
Could not the personal aspect serve the enlightenment of objective issues?
The Preface to OFK contains a sketch of a_ urely"dBjectlbve"oourse of mental develop-
ety tRCTEI -SSR THEd 0 Colrse 1o HooHom o8 4 Tha BI85 LB EE ty which Foliswd” veidted
 14fes ~ as is stated in these Notes - is disregarded,as is the book on the Universities

| my congérn with the Jewish problem,the Bloch piece,and perhaps otaer'extra-curricular"

; producs,which I fail to identify at the moment. Anyhow,0EK would be

\

in the center,and

|
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late them to other work,This might give me a chance of elaborating on such hypothedes

“

_kugust 28,67, K.L.Just a brief note of another bainwave.. reread yesserday the uonas

fnor a diary,no Pascalian Thoughts nor a Vialogue.But the implicit”confegsional"charac«'

the firstﬁproblem would be to,identi the."theﬁatic:hypbiheé@srlandeéfh&bSiibhié—

generally,along the lines of HoltoneAll this wouldremain in the"objective"sphere.The
question then comesiwhat are tne subjective roots,and I cannot in abstracto determing
how'indiscrete' I would have to be.Somewhere the transition would have to be found to\i
the 'metaphysical'problems,as indicated in the Jonas Letter.And there is mo reason why kl
1 should not take up the issues which stood in the center of the"search"for the last 2%
years:interpretation of the'"meaning of the 20th century" - my"utopia" - the ambimguity ,
of the meaning of freedom etc. \
1 must be careful:in the emotional atuosphere of the'discovery' I am likely to minimi zej
the difficulties or even insuperabilities.But at the moment it appears that this would
take fron™¥ two burdens:(1l)the excessive subjectiavity of a purely existential cohfessio
and(2) the obligation to be elaborate in the discussion of the objective,esp.the poli~
tichl-methphysical problems.Perhaps the"light touch"for which I have been searching
all these years could bgrealized,without falling into the trap of an existential outbux
along the lines of the Jonas Letter.

To gain perspective,l would have to try an outline.Obviously no outline conceived ear—
lier ig of any help.fiven the outline would have to be the product of a happy mixture
of'controlled free association",It would be an Essay after all - no gerious of letters

ter might help to keep the style fluid.Though the umbilical cord to the personal would |
be more obvious thanmin all prior attempis,the major topics would be objective.And the
relating fak of the"objective"to the"subjectivé" would be an original attempt.

The immediate problem is:when to start? I spent the last two weeks on collecting meter-
al for a Schuetz paper.Should I continue with this,and leave the elaboration of this
idea to the vacation?There may be merit in letting the idea sink in,and see whether
the steam will go out after some lapse of time.And it may even be that the Schuetz
paper might clarity some objective problems,which are relevant for the bigger issue.

lg%ter,and Tound it to my great surprise much better than 1 had remembered. ot that it
is in any way ripe for publication,or even could be used as a first draft.But it con-
tains a number of interesting ideas,worth further elaboration.(see also sheets 38-9

in my refular diary notes) .Now again the question is:what form,And I am REWNONOW MOV-
ing away from all artificial tricks in the direction of gtraightforward essay writing.
ONlyith one big difference,and this is tdebrain wave to be explored:no longer do L
think that it should be a“systematic"piece,driving home a special point,such és the
prediction,affirmation and reservation with regard to the wave of the future.Rather,
and this leads back to 65,Montaigne now appears to me as a useful model.in other words
the"whole"might be a collection of smaller essays,dealing with quite different issues:
all of them related to me past experience and thinking.in other words,it would b fin-
deed an"intellectual autobiography",but without any chronologoeal pretenses,and with-
out any’systematio sequence.My experiences in the political realm,in edication, in
sepintiiticonesh phue teihadeloss, ke Tehelinnsyha tiioreraotal smabatepsunan, sadstiens,
LH this context the Jonas letter could fit in as an excursion into'philosophy“or what
thisg '

“y@present.het me mull this over. / [
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August 3L.67.These are strange days.After weeks of running away from anything below
the meerest surface,the rereading of the Jonas Letter has reopened the'depths'.put
theyreally look like the region of the"id" - utterly confused,contradictory,so far
unmhnageable.he subjective tonus thatl. accompanies that exploration is not gayer or
more affirmative than the malaise of the preceding weeks,but I prefer it yet.

If [ try to give all this a'direction' -~ maybe a dangerous and even murderous under-
taking - it concerns a new line which the struggle witu e xistentialist ideas - Bloch
piece;Atlas;Jvnas Letter - might take,‘here is a good d eal about the psychological
background of gll this in my private Nptes,sheets 39-4l.tere I am trying to draw from
this"objectiveconclusions,with a hope that a new "work program'"might emerge.mven if
most of the coming year will be filled with"chores"of one kind or other,it seems to

be almost a question of intellectual life or death that there is something else,how-
ever remote as a topical preoccupation,which gives "meaning"to my being around still.
rhe difficulties with which L have been struggling now for the better part of three
years,relate to the fact that L know full well what this X is not to be,but the notion
of what it is to be changes continually.It is not to be one of two'marginal'enterprises
Neither a"detached —"scientific" - study nor a purely personal autobiography.But it is
to contain elements of both off these extremes.In"tone"even if not necessarily in sub-
stance,the Bloch piece went todfar in the "personal'direction.The'Bquality" probings
of 64,and most of the"outlines"sketched after I thought I had solved the issue in Santd
Pe,went too far inthe other directions.In some way the Jonas letter came nearest to
what seems to be a balance,though it toqf retains one feature of the'"objective'extreme
that will have to be overcome.lhis is the"preaching"quality,or the"didactic'eros,try-
ing to"solve"a problem and summon the World to accept itewhat makes the Jonas Letter
appear”ionesided today and not really"true",namely reflecting what L "really"mean,has
to do with this didactics.l might formulate the"theme" in this way:while acknowledging
difficulties and even worse,l want to elicit an affirmative attitude toward the“trend: s
ghechnology ﬁ large-scale organization - increasing planning on all levels.True, I have
knowledged the problem of who is to plan the planners,and have even placed it in the
wenter of some of my later outlines.But in doing s0,1 have not only taken for granted
that we should ride the wave of the future,but I have committed myself to an increasing
ly"speculative" emoBasis..fter all, what else than wild speculation is all this busines
of a new clergy:etc.and though this arose from one of my"good"characteristics yhamely of
not being satisfied with"britique"alone ~ opposite:Horkheimer and Co, yincluding Mar-
cu@g - it somehow does not participate iu that"life blood" testimony,which otherwise
this presenttation is supposed to be ~ unless I do what L tried on some earlier sheets
of these Notes,namely to relate all this to my private make-up,a doubtful and ultimatel
not very interesting undertaking,when seen from the'"public'"point of view.

1 cannot say that it was these hotions,instictively felt,that blocked the continuation
of these Notes during the first half of this year.But they are certainly good reasons.
Now there came that'brainwave'of a few days ago,indicated at the bottom of sheet Ts2e




i

Now the main idea there was to take thedidactic sting~out of the whole, by transforming
it into a sort of intellectual autobiography,with emphasis not on the "courseof my life
or any other sort of narrative,but on certain"problems"or areas of experience,sgch as
politics,edication etc,namely areas which have been central in my life.incl.philosophy
and metaphysics.My first reaction,after a few hours elation Wecause something seemed to
be feasible after all,was one of'"resignation",most clearly expressed in my private Noteg
But perhaps this is again "extremism".Yerhaps it is possible to ?etain a"d?rectign“,e.g.
by placing the several sections of such a'"confession"in the service of enligntening the
"buring"issues of the age - all the issues which<fofggﬁy'were supposed to be handled
didactically.l do not at this moment see cleacly what the'form*would beiof this"synthe~ |
sis",but it shpuld not,in principle,be impossible.What matters is to find a way which
retains the"objective'slant without coumitting me'"to save the world".T suppose that in i
such a presentation many problems could be left unsolved,even if they were shown up witl
emphasis.li other words, w1 8 d om would have to be the outstanding trait of such
a piece,not a"call to action™.

lhe greatest difficuly I foresee at this Juncture isshow to achieve unity and brevity?
As such the enterprise looks forbiddingly comprehensive,even if I am not obligated to
carry each part to ist'systematic'conclusion.There is,in other wotds,a problem of"selecs
tion",made difficuly because it ig no longer a question of building up a systematic ar-
gument,as the outline of Santa Fe had intended.T suppose that much more mulling over
will have to go into this,before something tangibel arises.rerhaps not so bad in a situ~
ation in which only leisure hours can be devoted to this anyhow.whatever the outcome :
may be,at this moment L am certainly back in the button maker's spone -

Jan.29,68. in the midst of the preparations for oymposium 1 another brain wave,stimyla«:
ted by reading Mitscherlich.What irks me in the Jonas letter is the feeling that i lived
there far beyond my capital.. have made much too many dogmatic statement,esp.as far as
Morality is concerned.My general at¥itude is wmuch tee 'positive ya8 far as the future

OZ emancipation is concerned and,above all, as far as the absolute"values are concerned,
A t for nothing do § have the perverse feeling that I might well argue en the other

side - I could and - I should! In other words,should I ever return o this enterprise,
would § not be much more truthful,and would it not also be much more valuable,if I were
.to expese my“dialectical“pesition in mest of these matters.In the end the balance. may
well tmrn into one direction - at the moment I honestly do not know in what direction. ¢
But this should be the r e g u 1 t of many detailed examinatien of conerete issues,
not imposed by some abstract reasening. , .
uf course,my concern with the problem of Suzanne wanger shows my "longing for abselutes®
But 1 only need be confronted with a book like the pesthumus fiillich,to be in rebellien
against that'search for absolutes"./ust if i want to “exhibit"myself,aﬁ 1 really am, ¥
thig dialectics is indispensable,snd once more - it may be objeetively more valuable in
an age of extremes ~ where "progress ‘and reaction fight each other.i may have travelled
& long way since Sils in 64,and it may mean a retreat from positions of Bloch,Jonas,not

to say Tillich or Riesler.se it - cannot suppress real sympathy for mitschelich,




DIARY 9.
March 29,68.0bvioysly the days preceding a Symposium are "critical" - again I must
report a"brainsane".And paradoxically - it is the very opposite of the one noted on
the preceding page.lt came when I wrote a leyter to Bloch,introducing the German text
of @EK.On that occasion it became clear to me as never before that the book is an aca-
demic tract - anemic,scholastic,overburdened with methodology.But there is a substan-
tive position implied,w:hich comes out in my critique of not only the"traditional"
approach,but also Marx.in a wordxfOLITICAL‘ECONOMICﬁ‘demonstrates not only a research
technique,but a'"way of life".As * put it to Bloch today,one can base on it a theory
Qf"utogian spcialism' — utopian because the"law of development'is denied - socialism,
because more than meets the eye considering my stress on decengralization,it is a the-
ory of"mixed systems":But this means more than a detached study of an autonomous phe-
nomenon - the'mix"is willed and planned,amd in principle there are no limits to such
planning.But the anti-Marxian strain shows in the belief,and the appeal, to"reason"on
every level - remember the lasf paVagraph in Bob's review.
wha§ follows? Can I rewrite the essence of the book in such terms? 1t is impossible
to say at the moment what I can use of the old text,and what has to be added.More impoy
tant perhaps,there may be many thoughts in these Notes since Sils,which might find a
place in such a draft.Qf coubse,and this is differnce from what L was groping for dur-
ing the last year,or even since the Jonas letter -~ the biographical aspect would re-
ced@f,and would at mogt"shine through'as the"temperamment through which such a Welt-
bild is shown.Anyhow this is a much more adequate way of revealingmyself.
I took a first look into Galbraith,and it is obvious that I must ad the book.Rven if
all my instincts rebe} against him,he has something to say to my problems.It might
‘also be necessary to look into the original utopians .anyhow I pgt aside Moldenhauer,
Lorenz v.Stein,and 1 will have to look in the library for other sources.Besides Veblen,
whose"engineers" fall in the catgory of the'"leaders" a la Bob and Galbraith.l suspect
tht all this is anticipated in St.”imon.
now,of course,if anythingis to gome of th. is,the"utopian"strain must be emphasized
much more strongly than in the book.The conclusion of my Marx lecture -~ I refer to my
coursef~ gives an indication what this amounts to.And there will be the rubseven if |
could recommend my scheme as a preliminary solution -~ possible todgy because of out
knowledge of the New Lconomics %hke the presence of'key positions'unignown to older
Utopians,I could not pose as aW'optimist",This will be the touchstone:whether I suc-
ceed in amalgamating what I have to say on the positive side with my skepsis otherwise
In a word,how to synthesize POL HC with gglaa? It goes well fhe "ﬂromethean"aspect
of Atlas.But I cannot accept the gbch<hybris - well,this position will have to be
elaborated.But it might indeed be that there lies the long sought for Archmedian point
And as far as publishing is concerned,l probably cen persuade Nanda to take it into
the studies on Humanism,forgetting about CREDO. :

Now I am writing all this in the"heat'of the original conception,and I shall have to
see what this looks like in the cold light of critical evaluation.would it not be nice

if I could in this manner comnect the stages of my work over the last 20 years? Hven
the symposia would gain some meaning}
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April 1. ALl is over,and it looks as if my feelings were quite different this time ~
much mare positive.Of course,it is too early - last time the bad reaction came only
after a few days.The trouble with Morgenbesser was a minor annoyance,as was the re-
reated experience with Neisser.But more may come.Objectively there is no doubt, that
both seesions were much better this time.There simply was not that kind of defense of
fixed position.And the response of Nagel showed that even in this realm understanding
is possible.Of the other speakers L had the best impressions of Wartoffsky.Looking
through my notes,l recognize that not much useful was said otherwise.And yet at least
the tppice discussed were worth while.Unfortunately the discourse with Jonas did not
go well.The reasons for this lie deep * I fear that not much can be done,because in
his own way he is'fixed".But it is ultimately the fixation of the 0ld Testament.

However,in the mean time bigger evenVhavé Happened — the Président's speech last
night.for the record this is my guess:(1l) North Vietnam will declime.(2)thig will shoot
ﬁour"peace-oandidates”to pieces (3)The wa¥ will not only go on,but with popuar request |
will be escalated (4)for this a "war rresident"is required - Johnson will be drafted.

I dén't think that Humphrey will take over.Apparently he is only halfheartedly for the
war,and anyhow he has no public image.If I am right,we are heading for just those bad
times I have feared all through.L will see in the end my demand for direct controls
accepted ~ Heaven knows w h a t kind of war and against whom this will be then.in
Vaddition the growing tensift in the Near Rast -~ it could not look worse.

Now on this background I turn back to my"brainwave".lt has received support in
the mean time from tow sides.iirst,the idea of the students to hold another symposium
in the fall on the political aspects of QK -~ it is grotesk# that not a single word
was uttered about this in the Conference - it shows what guys our political scientists
are.l am happy about this plan.lt will strenghhen my wontact with the right kind of
studentg.and it will zmpikek compel me during the summer to,ponder the very issues that -
would have to be dealt with in auotner book.

( The second push came from my-fﬁlk with Kecske yfsterday.lt has deepened my insigh

{into the very two problems which I regard as ultimate]|unsolved;There is,first,the prob-
lem offgpcial causation",and secondly the #he fact that the situation for which my ar-
gument is built up is,in a way,no less marginal than classical capitalism.

'he two issuee are strangely connected.Taking a methodological start,it has been clear
to me for a long time that I must have some answee to the social causation problem,if
my transition from instrumental insight to action is possible.with this 1 touch my
Peloved innovation ol knowledge being inseparable from action.This now needs specifi-
cation.Obviously if there is no"knowledge"of some however loose kind in the figl¢d of
social causationsaction cammot occur and the lpnk with knowledge cannot be established.
S0 it all boils down to the fact that,in our marginal situation,earlier conditions of
theore%ical knowledge have disappered -~ what in another context\Notes for 2nd Symposiu
1 called the pressures of Nature and Yradition.ulys placed Control in the center.sut I
Emst not say thét the old pressures or ties have dpsappeared completely,and not only
because this is factually HOt S0.But 1} they nad really disaapeared there would be no

more social causation.what happened is
patterns have loosened in cer%gin fiéldg

[ (e




~ have not yet collected all the essential issues.So I had better go on in this manner,
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others.How this'breakdown"is distributed among the various realms of action,is a most
imporgant subject for futther study. ,
At the moment I say tentatively:in the narrow field of economic choices the breakdown
is far reaching - so far that we cannot generalize on any autonomous patterns.un the
other hand,the response to'controls",though by nt means strict and therefore also not
usable as a simple major premige,functions to some extent.rhis is what makes POL.wC.
possible ~ within the limits often stated.

and it is important to realize that here the goal problem enters.it is the breakdown
of tacitly accegted macro-goal -~ based on religion or fighting fatths like BENL1gn et
ment,early vommunism etc. - which has loosened the ties -apart from the issue of a{r
fluence which L rightly stress.uf course,
jn those"faiths",and for good reasons.In other words,the diggmesis of our time must
foe carried far beyond what I did in OEK.1t must include the whole nexus of social

ﬂyatternization,='d its partial dissolution,with precise location of the "we

and
%@?e remaining"strong"spots.All this will include the discussion of our contermpory -~

%o the hippies,that is,the exit from society.And,of course,the healing forces,if any.
But it is essential that the thesis of the unity of knowledge and action must be limi-

'Yanaly31se _
¥all this shothow important it is to move down"into the arena"of real social issues,
from my present lofty paaition of methoflological abstraction.In a word,the case ana-

gted t: marginal situations like ours,and cannot serve as & LeNeral PriNCIpIE Of BOCLAL

lyzed in OFK,will reveal itself as another'special case"for whichthe general Tule must ;

P (ig] case/ the "opposite 1Timit Lo early capitalsm ~ the hungry
#rat is replaced by the ndésocialized ManTin LTe many varIa%ion:compIe%e privatization

;%own??erhaps even Bloch's new book.m y book ~ will help heresKecske indicated that

;ﬁpcirfty”in an unspegified sense can be the sourge of a substptute faith ~ well,all
4hig will have to be discussed.

How to proceed? It may be too early to pla& around with outlines - I almost certainly

namely in "applied Heuristics",

April T.for once my pessimism has proved wrongsthe Vietnamese will negotiate,in spite
of the strange provocations of our Air Force.But in the mean time the tragedy with
Martin Luther King occured,and no one Knows as yet whatthe consequences will be.l am
strongly reminded of the murder of Rathenau.lt is not even clear whether we can go to
Washingtom, as has been planned for so long.

For the rest my brain¢ does not work.As a general'mood" myrbrainswave ig still very
much alive,but my hope that I might continue my Heuristics today,is not fulfilled.

“ Altovether my mood is not bad — so far no repetition of the depression after the first

SUDSIUM.T think T know what ultimately ceused it then.

Ve ToT acoumilation should be incruded |

Alrevolutions” - from the real revolutions int he Bast to the"revolution of expectations

mass consumption - hippy.lhus the Social order must be imposed - in a way a strange |

1
|

i
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April 9.An 1nt@r@ﬁt1ng rovmew by Lichtheim on some feceht Marxist
writﬂngs(New York Review),Tt brings home 9 me.that I cannob es-
wxkkings cape , discussion of the Materialist Conception of Higory
in relation to m§ Thought-Action problem.Nor can I escape the diw
scusslon of "idealism",s the basis of (oal formation,There is an
interesting relatienship between Max Weber and Kent in relation

to values Porbably I must reread both the Critique of Practical
Reason and of Judgment.
For the rest I will soon hgve to form an ldea whiech Ehoughta of
OEX are to be taken over and perhaps be elaborated,I” that respeet.
my three talks at the Symposia may help - after all,they discussed
some of the"underlying"issues:besides ?he"onbological"value lssue |
in Jonas the Wartoffsky-Morgenbesser issue of wheth@rvhhere is <RI
a”super»duger theory"- perhpas the problem of HeurigTi t
OC cure) - the durray problem of last summer:there 1 s 8 magni~
fieent dyngmics fﬁéﬁ*%i,f ey o ArTluence to loosening of Beh, -
Patterns to threat to Affluence ~ another dynamics,already Ilndicate]
in Marx*self-organizaﬁmon of Capitalism in the form‘of builimguof,
C@mmand Tong - obviously aldgo T (B 81 \
S8onomle lssues:the prob]@m of"dis@rder" logically and
hist@rloally(in this regpect correction seems necessavy:it 1s nof
r@allv}Lrue}thatvtraditiona] Leonomics 1s smmply a limlting ease .
of "Political HeonomITI,THIS I8 true only to CXLBNO GO WOLER
: PAeT 18 concelved=ds prediecatibukity @nly.If 1t is faken In the

wider senge of"livability",the lailssez~faire situation was not

"orderly" This bthought was sbimulated by Kecske,) - Logie of I.A
relative to other deeclsion models ? -my"conservatism"inr elation
to my striving for conformity relative %o goals,but at the same
time my method id indepenendent of this,

I had better go once more over my P P Furthermore reading of the
Eroofs might help too,

ut it is quite clear that the major problem is the Archimedian
Poinh - where to start from - where to drive to?There the overall
'disgnosils of our time" . end of Ch,5 and also Lucges Geschiehbe
und Klassenbewussrsein may helps the end of 'matural seleetion”,
Apothe? issue will be the temper"in which th#s is to be writtan.
At the moment I am "sctivistie" - beyond the skeptical mood whieh
selzed me last summer.More in line with the Jonas letter,though
1esg”exmstentiallstic"or"eonfessional"

I suppose that I must also review all the notes written since Sils,
There are most likely certain ideas stated which will f£it here,Of
course I must face the fact that T cannit pley around with thms
for another five years - nob to say:l4 years if I eount from 1950
one If the students bring the Symposium off,it will be a great help,
at least in raising the pertimment questionsg
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| the"openness of the fiture". gx firgt concernghould be to asecertain those trends wh;ch

J €
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? April 29. In the mean time a slight shift of emphasis has taken place,namely joward |
! the "year 2000".1 have just ordered the respective issue of Daedalus.In a way it is -~
a reaction against Jonas'paper with its strong Aristotelian tendencies over against

, seems unal terable:population increase - progress in industrialization ete.lt might be”
. “very useful to distinguish possibilities - biological,psychological ete. - from what

seems inescapable.

The general problem is to hold the proper middle line between being tough and being
soft.In this respect I am back at an issue which preoccupied me in Santa Fe.This re-
lates to the issues discussed earlier here via type of"Goals" .In a way it will be . a”
"substantive"reply to Joans,to whom I conceded too much the other day.Altogether my ‘
feeding grows that the book was not only"timid" and over~formalistic,but also much too
narrow in range.In a way it relates to what I should do,as Galbraith Affluent Society
relates to - later book.On the other hand,I must be carfful to keep it"snappy" - I
cannot embark on another year long project.

I expect that the Daedalus issue saves me the reading of the entire literature about
the'future".In a way the most immediate issue to be tackbed concerns the restmmoturing
of the governmental process.In a negative way,Kaysen's paper becomes ever more impor
tant,and I might say a little more in reply o it if we should ever get to a pabbicat~
- ion of those papers.

equa tion.What about”id.eology"? Is ; -
sonal equation,and thus a'step furthem "’ It would ’chen at
a level" a:eallel"wif;h A‘.(@@ﬁ;ﬂ‘@wﬁw’@%ﬁen aspedts.Bob nowadays = but
alread;y E exdiadh Prospect - operated at this level - does thig

oPrEmiReePnG %‘igﬁ?@*ﬁ?\%ﬁﬁfﬂ“%@?
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o I will certainiy have to d:.seuss ‘the ueamng ef ‘ag yeuraolf’.?erhpas I sheuld
offer ®oth intex(pretationaaneel ‘for se].f-affimtion aml siup}.y c;olden Rule, that

/is beth the donestie and the foneign poliey.l might start ‘sut with the GeldenRule .

‘ag the eouonsemse mterpretation.ﬁut the aelf-afiirmatun issue sheuld come up
’ 1? cause of the Simmel ppblen and what' I call the'strugtural 1imhtationa'to just

Ny actmn apd Just statep in a given histnlcal nonent.

(zgqerally I teel that this husiness of the'innqr splittis net fully thought thru.
.: There was in ils a eemi‘ﬁsim between 'aqlf»uapo'm'selfgjusﬁae'.I have new
deeided to intexmrat the bihl:;.cal camnand a8 referring te J stice -.se that re-
,ferenee te'as yeurself'must alse refer to. ;juatiae, 'bhat is"sélf«aafimtion acoerw:
- ding te ene's deeds toward the chera"giro the extent to which I am just iam ny
v 'foreign pelicy',I may a;t‘fim njrself‘dueatieally‘.But it is quito anether pre-
blew in vhat manner just foreign wehayier affects my'structyre! and,cenversely.
In aaying ee I pestulate an inﬂugnce of my deeg\en my heing.I.said befere that
in every Jjust act my yital fqrqaes are qngaged in a twofqld mqnner.thqy supply the
fuel' semergy fer the just act, but by put te. tha,f, hue they are themgelves'tamed'
. (which i rightly denied fer the nen-kuman cosmig forces) What dees that mean?
'Civiliging My ingtincts"? Is. this ‘the link betwoem Justice and Agape? Is NEI#
Gﬁiﬁ the result ef the' civilizatien'sf the vital forces? . Is liking'and 'dislik-
ing' or indifference the censequence of aqtion - Jnat or :Ln:just ~ on the vital
: fcrces?Findmg mdit‘fexcncp there rai,sea an entlrely new pxoblenq lpave 80 fgr
. dealt with EVIL and INDIFFERENCE as propettties of actxon,mt of boing - perhaps
~ this cveates all the tmuble.‘l,‘hia wust e thought thrqugh ence noro,taking in alse’
what I said abou,t Qhe 600D, ‘ S : S f e

s
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(6) thﬁs new finally raises the problen of the 'strucmral impediments' Yo preper-
] i T.there is what I can call the ‘existential'blook'being aware of our failures
4 concerning our. neighber,we camot be just to ourselves - is this true? A new :
insight opensswe cannot'like'ourselves,but we can well affirm ourselves im
the sense that we regard ourselves as w@rthy y of imerement,and ‘say so',that
18 sufimon good intentions,But ini this manner the acceptance of the imperative
bacenes itself a means to better self-affirmation,whizh in turn is said te = |
"be a conditien for acceéptance of the impertaive.i kmm now think that this is '
w:reng,hasad en the w:mng idea 'bha'b we sh@ﬁld. like eurselvee.

HMWM Wl abmiy
ol

refer to the'denestw ;palicy of the Self,but to its foraign poliey,and eata—- r
blish reciprocity.This'sober!interpretation fits well into the Spir:s.t of the |
0ld ,estament- but.what about the New?
I have so far been interestdd in my former ‘deiectic'interpretation because
of theSimmel problem and the pesitive feedba cks of goed or bad actien.New
these feedbacks have actually nothing to do with my attitude % my- |
‘861#,10%0g or hating,but with its ebjective®structure.Obeying the Command -
makes me into a persen whe,nemttime,can obey even better,and eanversely,'i’he :
‘eonverse'is especially impexrtant hecause it sets limits to ebe&ienoe.togo— |
ther with the "nen-existential" blocksipersonal -and socizlinyhow I,seem to
be able te discuss this important aspect without compitting yself to a pay~
cholegical theory which establishes gmpartmaeity between Selbst-und Fremd-
-Yiebes ‘
\7) there is still the issue,himted at earlier,whether the lmperative is always
.Aeencrte’ ,telling me what to do to be Jna'b in the given. situatien,or whether
it alao gontaing a general command 1o ‘make itself superfluoug'.l think that
this preblem falls away with my insight that,thr agapedic state camot be '
Willed er made,other than through the parallel,of the faithless prayer.in
other words,there is né ether way of"promoting" the state ofﬁeigung"thau act
. accroding to the command,

L&

e)l have said nething about RVIL .More and mm‘e 1 think that the pasaages on sheet 2

- ..of the draft shduldbe moved 1oithe discussien on GOOD etc. —~ there is a way of -
leaving there the passages about the dualistic split,ﬁut_ the issue is cardinal
“hecause of my defining the task of the cenjuratio as fight against a.e.By specify-
ing this fight as Emancipatien for our age,l seem to be in line with what I define
a8 G0QDsidnetificatien.iken EVIL is everything obatructibg this.

Now in.this co.mectien the problem of my two kinds ef rvil becomes central.why is
negation of G0Od,that is, 'ac&ive'EVIL less bad than indifferneey I think thét I
have gpt sddmthing there,but it is net'argued’eut. Ivan and Dmitry are geod sym-
bols,but for what?The anslegy with

t d A
to prove is ,either there is ne funggng{al%legggefng@hfggg Seﬁiffgg“ﬁgh“f oIr ey




* z;wi@i;fiﬁfma;l%ty"f*hﬁfn'ﬁéiié""iﬁ'”ﬁiﬁ":‘hi'storicﬂ “dynamics' isswidening intuitien

' these whe de the 'evil deed',not fer a‘higher purpese' hewever mistaken,but fer

the sake ef evil deing.'his meets the case of ilse Kech and the Jage symbel.nd
they may imdeed by subjects fer Pathelegy.What is evil in ally other' ne-geed' he-
kavior is the disregard ef the"we'relatienship,in analegy with Nature,But this in-
cludes e.g.vengeance,crime ef passien ete.- can these ¥e related te'callousness'?
They are failures of identificatien all right,wut the intuitive #lindness cemes fres
a'hot,net a'lukewarn'keart,Something is wreng theve.Perhaps I sheuld simply acknew-
ledge the difficulty snd my inakility te selve it. '

“Under T o same sheet)] discussed my twe kinds ef BVIL and the alleged ' primacy!ef
’ indifference. Applied te what I just wrete this would mean that seme one whe ep-
peses the Hmpleyment Act is'Better!than seme ene who does net'care','Care'must
then meanske knews of the plight f unemployment;lie knews that it'can e cureds
wut he ceuld net care less.Why sheuld he be 'werseé than ‘sexie ‘ene whe alse fulfils
the first twe cenditiens but oppeses? Under the xupe macre-aspect tle indifferent
msy Be less of a nuisance.What I Have said under 7 ¢ all refers &¢ the micre-aspec
Put differently, the indifferent Man may indeed We further away frem the hlessed
state of NEIGUNG,wut ke may well e a lesser dbstacle te theestablishuent ef a

JUST erder than tke eppenent.ind since it is JuSPICE and NOT AGAPE that ia'sufge- a |

geben'!T om in deep water. T . _
Anether attempt might We frem the side ef"lzck of imaginatien" If it is true that
the GOOD must first we intuited bafere it can be acted upen,if it 'is further tiue
that ence intuited we cannet deny the GOOD,seth the'fiend'and the"calleus" have
failed te'see the light',Can ene say that the'fiend'kas seen a'falsetlight? And
that it is Better to see a false light than te ke blind? Better in view of later
cenversion? All these are'clever arguments',wut this is met what I want. But there
are geod reaesn way I hesitate te give up my'primary evil':the equatien between
the indifference ¢f the Universe and that ef the keart.

In a way my distinctien etween the 'pesitive eppenent'ef the Empleyment Aot and
the en@&oe,s not care' is net correct.The eppsmsnt alse dees net care,that is,in-
difference rules his heart tee.Perheps I sheuld cenfine theactive'evil does te

Z

41  zekRkdkx rekindled,and it is not ebvious ‘that'aking better use of existing fuel® |

v ,
8,J4ly 28 “elatienship wetween MAN and HUMAN

are oursble.in a way this is what T have asserted so far.A 'dimex deeper' pro-

/ position is that the'life forcestare still awake in the pesitive evil man,and
therefere there is a'chance',whereas in a dead heart thise forces are gone.This
1inks up

with what I say earlier about Maechtigheit of the cosmic forces being
,the fuel fer the QughtPesitive Evil then is 'fuel aused',wherveas inertia of the
// heart means'burnt eut'.0f course,l cannet deny that even a burht-out fire ean be

e

‘e easier to sccomplish than rekindling.Still,there is the Biblical werd,and some-
how there must be an'existential8 experience Wehind my propesitiem, |
d)perhaps a concluding sectiongskiould deal with the 'dynamics’ef Man in the directien
of HUMAN.Again this fits in well with EmancipationesAnd ELSA camoes in handy to-
gether with the dreams ef the Prophet.. :

T ‘thought laat night that I was threugh with elarifiecatien,his is net se at the very
center, namely the realistic meaning ef HUMAN as eppesed to the‘lyhrid'MAN.The Aiffi-
cul%y arises frem the fact that no empirical netien of hewo sapiems is comceivable
in which'NATURE is elimignted.l have already sald ae on sheetl3 :even ‘redeemed MAN,
which is. theequivalent ef HUMAN,'lives'by the cesmee forces.What he has everceme,and
totaaly overcome -~ MAN evercomes it speradically - os the'indifference tof thosge for-
ces.ljew this is much tee vague - obviously digestien in ‘the HUMAN will not be sub-
ject te sgape.In other words,Nature will net,and cannet e subjeet te PLlicht er ‘}iei.-—
/| gung in the totality in which it participates in sustaining HUMAN. 1o other werds,l
iist pinpoint the sphede in which the indiffererce of tie cesmic férces as eperating
| in home sapiens can,and should be evercese R s o

| a)the critical sphere.Can I simply saysthé sphiere of i n't’s r relations? I thiak

: E “that 1 caniy'quarrel 'with the Universe - Natire ‘4% large - is entirely cenfined

% 4o its'interrelatientwith MAN - it dees by ne means refer te it as center ef Energy
|

when I said earlier that eur-ewn'relatienship'with Nature resesbled that ef 'push
- and pull,I was indeed using a symbel taken frem'inter-naturdl'relatiens.What I com-
plain akeut is that Ake Universe‘bekaves'teward me in the same manner as it'Wehames
teward'itself’,er rather that thic'elements' of Nature tredt us 'as 'if we were nething
“wut such elementsiWe a r'e indeed ‘a 1 8. @ 'such elew ents,bu we are alge ‘some~

t.ing else.ind it is thé degree te which this'semething else!,mamely treating the
| ~ neighker as myself,inspires eut interrelatiens R
flo)Tius MAN secemes HUMAN by identifying"with a 1 1 ethers"aus Neigung".Deing se"aus
Pflicht",that is,by ebeying the OUGHT,is & secend West, and really all that is cem=

' 9.But I am in treuble in anether respect:my usze ef EVIL in"zveidable evil". I ean defen
\& My termenelegy enly if(1)EVIL is the"anti-GOOD;(2)aveidable EVIL ceincides - neither

kS|
| 2ndseheve all, the technical

manded,nanely being j u st = spplying the gelden rile.Qr,as 1 can alse say,MAN be-
cemes HUMAN Wy aspiring te the GOQD = striving teo cstablich a‘state’'threugh a sert

- of thehavier' in whick LDANTITY is appreximated threugh identificatien. '

c)this means in this aeensEmancipatien teward a gembine 'we'

less ne mere - Xiam with"INJUSTICE".Injustice must then meansall actiens and emissien
which deny IDENTITY.xmdxssmmisxazkxiE What I called earlier the'flexikle* agpect eof

' the fermula comes into effect heresthe centent ef the INTUITION yidens(Negre,animals)
ability te'identity' increases(peverty,disease)*

R
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Revisitng the Jonas Letter €8/2/79i
A strasge decelopment, A letter by Greffrath suddenly made me think - as preparation
for an answer — of rereading the J.L. 1 was much surprised to find it good - even
the second part.And I wonder whether I should have it yeroxed and should circulatef
it - not only Gr.but Nanda,perhaps Bob,Marainne Marschak -~ why? Might it be a possible
Appendix to the book? Ov might T takeover some parts into my later chapteras?
This moraing | reread the extensive Notes which I wrote afterwards.l remembered them
as more critical than they appear to me now, though a number of issues are nentioned
there that would have to be included - modified - in a printed version.Whether already
before xeroxing needs to be exmained.
This is the list of major pointss
1.8heet I; of Noted: _
a)the chain of Human-Good -Ought ect -~ ig this an ontology? §T£~A§4¢¢
b)must I discess“emergenceﬁ" antedating the rise of Man? »
o)must I discuss"virtues". :
/ d)is the moral commaned really only"'negative"?
&)"solidarity" seems to"formal" an issue to s erve ag the substance of lwe good
f)my treatment of the"indiffersnce of theuniverse" is too pessimistic. This outs
aceroess a later issue: Heilipkelt des Seins
g) whathappens when the"emergency"situation is overcome?
2.Who is to be the active forces -~ substitute for Marx'gproletariat - Veblen
3, “ordinary" and"extra-ordinary"expemience Sheet IV
 4.8enctity of Being -~ have I really forgotten is,as I say in my Notes? Is not my
discussion of the second dimengion really concerned with this? It must be made ex-
plicit,but I think that it can be added, _
5eSheet V,1: a "partial Lebensgefuehl" dominated me when I wrote the J,L. Thig"subj ec
tive element may have colored the content and may have made it one-sided. I speak
later - Sheet VI,2 - of my being a'man in between" or a "Man of transition" -
This shouldprobably be mentined at the beginnig or the end.Does this not necessarily
1imit my vision,and ghould it not? I mention on Sheet VI,II some features that in-
deed would not be valid for the next generation.
Now looking over this list, there are few points only that need cor-
rection or addition, I should nention thoses
///1extension of my fulfilled present to include sanctity of being.But this makes it
necessary to point up ite dangers too,
2."partial Lebensgefuehl” and "Man of transition"
3e.perhaps”ordinary and extra~ordinary" experiences.
NWone of this is fundamental,and I even wonder whether I should start
making changes before xeroxing. The daugerﬁs that I mise the style of the letter,
and ruin the impact. ’

<
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