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Dear Herbert Marcuser = . e .
: . Your Frog.and Gi‘g;igntigz_z_ hap broken dcwv: my sdanent
refasal lasting tw"decades ¥4o bave 'n positiuva on sex®,:: Becaune your work
1t of sush an origiial chiracter it of recessity inwalidstod the self-dafensive
gosturs of sn 0ld politico vho feeln 1t necessary nay $0 got anbroiled in every
question Tintsllectvale” fasly;callsd uptn to thragt.iate o volitical arguneny
%o deflact from thej‘_:?nin point, - I Y .o

el
o

. e ) . . T T e . Cae -

' . "Iz the use of the word, origiral, to describe §he charaster of
your Yook I do not mean to 1imi% 4% to thoe contribution of your owa yhilosophlc
thought (though 1t i3 matwral that my favorita chapter i the “Fhilosophical
Interlwde). I mean that iz the reinterpretation of Frewd you xasousd Rim ne$ only
from the eplgoncs bt from himself, mo that anyone can sas whers he 4o penlus and
original and where lle the eleuwents which gave rise to ymackary, Although in ns
fundacental wense 4§ Freud responaible for that, the ambivalence of his theory has
of necesslty obacursi the great critical contributien, You kgow, 1 au gure, that
there are radicels who consider a reinterpretation of en origina) dectrine ss if
5t wars more repetition, a carbon copy of the originad, I knev one radical who

. hald that Leninig te and Ravointion was a. "rewrife" of Marx!s Paris Commome -
(Civil War $n Francd)! Your original contribution Ydes &n.your extraction of
"Eros" from being in a field by itself and placing it wighin the histories) .
contaxt of Westera .civiligation without in any way deflecting frem the spacifie
fisld, Quite the sontrary. You thereby flluminated ths field of peychoenalyals,
That is whet I meant by tho statemsnt that you separated;whot was genivs mnd

+originnl from that which Yecams transformed into revisiopigm, 1 not cutright
quackery. -Fromm‘s Rnswer %o you Se'n good example of the meaning here. Here

43 a pan o dhres Upeak #m highly moral tones about “the enllousnses tomards

moral qualities in Political figures, which was so apparant in Laninty sattitude®
while his own moral’standarde do 2ot stop the man from dragging in Yagisnm in the
hope that its stench will keep readara away frox Freud and yeu, Fomsee NP

"' Belntedly I congratulate you and will see what I can do to
got the Yook in the lande of frepds, workers ms wall as intellectuale; I may
try %o quots some “easy" parts on alienstion 4n Fewa and Lettars, which will
reappsar soon, ) ) !

' Hov was your Europeen trip and ara gou back! I had oaly one
month- off for concatitrated work but I worked 21ks a Trojan (Did they work 7130
e.o, to midnight daily?)and finighed the draft of the book. I sncloso the thiae
chapters you have ndt yet saen und the now contsnts page; You will nota that I
also ‘changad the Appendix, substitutlvz for the ssctionron Crises frow the Thoories

 gi:Surplue Valus 2 of the early Essays, Frivate Property sud Communism, end Critique

of ths Hegelian Dialactio, In p month-Y will get down to tha final revisica or
writing of text. 'I have no pudlisher's signaturs on the dotten lins, yat, but Y
do have a promise from Proeger that ££ no publisher will dare undertaks thin he
will"though uvnwilling as 4t 1s & complex aud worrisome book snd will dring a lot
of criticisn down my head.*  If Preeger does yublish the pudlisation would be
sinultanecusly American and Englieb; I understand he alpo hoe 4 publiehing houae
in Frankfurt but he'eald nothing of any German translation. ; Instead he usked xe
to keap submltting the outlina to other publichers, 1 wondered wheilher you knew
;.‘rtxyono at Hyrvara Universlity _Prdgs'(l_tu_ni&n Resoarch Canter) to whom I might submit
¥hen do you think you wvill be Feady to write your
intreduction? - Would you require the completsly retyped NSS before you 4o .sot

Do let me hear from you, Sincs ¥'m not mure you are bacl, If1l reglater tuts,

Youra,




