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‘hard-headed /and peremptory. Today it is apt to be thought

Kremlin would startle the world, It is equally/dlfflicult

by a'dilemma. Knowledge ls power., I% 1s power to/do and
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old~fashiofied and uninaginative. But, perhaps, this diffi-

culty may be evaded by mim offerlnzr two anewers,

To thosse, then, that are slow to change,

od of phllosophy

feellng. : /

Stil1l all are not slow to change. I
it 1s eomevhat difflcult to meintgln that philosop

merely academic pursult when a renunclation of Herx by the

to suprose that, if the Kremlin did renounce jarx, it would
place its falith 1In automatlic progress. Aftgr all, 4o we
ouraselves any longser belleve hmmumtme thay progrees is auto-
matlc?
Wherse, then, do we staqﬁ? For ve are confronted
J
povier to control. As natural sclence ylelds povwer over
nature, s0 human sclence ylelds power over men., 3ut 1f
philosorhy exists, if an organization of all_énawledga exists,
ﬁhen 1t must be the basle and immanent source of the direction
and control of power. Are we to say that philosophy does

not exist? Or are we to acknowledgs that philosorhy is
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the most significant of all practic&l pursuits?
: \-
In fect, philoszophy does exdst., Other depari-
ments of kiowledpe settle particular fanges of lasueg, but

philosophy exerts Lis sway over all.

[}

reality of that

limited to such expliclt and militant philo-

(i

Influence is n
sophies as that pf Marx, It is merely olscured in an age
that sgettles all nlitinm~te issues by anveslding tq o philosophy

of lalsger falre, tolerance, and of autonatlc, evolutlionary

_ Progress.

\

\
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\It 1s not whether vhilosopny is supremely practical., It is

The issue is not whethsr philogophy exists.
i

whethsr we can succeed in sc revising the philosophy dominant

in&the West that ilts essential insﬁiration iz retained while
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its\obvious inadeocuacies are overcome, We beran by deserting
Then we witnessed ©oo aany
Niwcrters to renain convinced

FoX we are witnessing a challenge

2rac icél lsvel there is the
unpleasant guestion of now far ve i folerate thogse that seen
to have no iNtention of tolérating us. On the theoretical
level there 1g the power §& over men offered by numan science.
Are we to supuogpe that thet pover will not be used? %Eﬁ;ﬂnd
if it is used inda deliberate, communal m&fing of man by aan,
in whﬁse image and likeness is man to bte made? ‘

A Stﬁdy of human understandiné ig primerily

a study of methods. Its bearling on concrete policles isg by

implication rather than by direct pronouwncements. S5til)
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