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Dear Jose,

1 have to begin with an apology for the long delay
in writing about your hook, Being and Death, Az you
know, I have been completely occupied for the past two
Yeara in getting together my own book, and also, in writing
another one == this time on Nihiliasm, Hence I have fallen
far behind on my many obligations, My friends de¢ not wait
for me to find leisure but publish their books anyhow, and
1 have a hacklog of volumes -- yours, Emil Fackenheim's,
Bob Neville's, Maurice Natanson's, ete, -- on which to
medisate this summer, ;
I have read about 75 pp. in your book, and alaso cheated

by reading the section on human death, since it coincided
with work 1 have been doing ayself, Let me say first that
I am very much impressed with your atyle. You really
write extremely well, and some of the sentences are beauti-
ful. Also, you know what you are talking about, and today
in thia country, this is a rarity. Our "ontologiata" seem
to feel that long disquiaitions on the absence of Being,
or on the character of their experiencea in the backwoods
of the Rocky Mountains, will substitute for learning and
diancia. 1 am happy to see that you share my distaste for
this sort of thing, without failing to recognize the harmony
of poetry and philosophy, in the right way and at the right
time. I also liked concretely what you say in the section
on human death, Your criticiama of Heidegger seem to me
eminently sound., So far as Your more general thesis goes,
namely, what you call "integrationism," I doubt that I
have understood it well enough aa yet to comment extensively.
I am moved in one moment to agree; in another, to ask whether
you are not moving tuﬁclnnu to "processualism."” My own
conviction liem in the direction of what might be called a
"harmony of opposites," in which a vieible structure perdures
and both holds together and allows to differentiate the
L processss within, I suppose in a real senae 1 am a Pythagor-

o san, of the Platonic variety. You seem to me at least to

o be ¢clome to this view, I have grasped that you want to avoid
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both partial "positiona" or weltanschauungen, and also
the untenable claim to Hegelian wisdom. I shall be
looking forward to your coming ontological works, which
I gathered from your remarks in Purdue, are forthcoming.

By now you should have received a copy of my bauk'”

on the Symposium, May 1 once again thank you for your
oarlier intersat and help in this connection, With
best regards for a proaperous aummer,

Shirlr,,
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