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Doar Herbert Marcuse; - e R

It was good to hear from'you, I'm wure that you are well ac-
Quainted with the fact that 4t is puch essiar to writa 100, 1f not
500, peges than 4t &x to summardgs the glet of & book on whlch onw has
wurked for szome 15 yeara, iz & page or two, But I will try.

I, Ihe cantrsl point, e plwet arowni vhich everything else in
HARXISM AND ¥RXEDON revolves, 14, of sourse, the philovophde foundntaon
of Harxium, Ag I gmt % 4n ry introductory note, ?The aim of this .

o-sxtablinh the original form of Mayxdzn which Marx
callad 2thoroughgoing Maturaliam or Humang g, 1 :

Tals runs like 2 rod thread throughou’ the bsek. Thus Purt I
Doging with the Franch Revolution and Hegal and ends with Mars'g
¥arly Ecomomic-Philosophic Esrayst A Now Humsniem, It constitutes
hio ansver ¢n eleresical liticel sconomy me well ag to the vtopinn
vocialints and vulgar Communicte of his day and establighes & nov
world outlook, Harzisn Fhilesoshy, vhich ig dietinguighud fron the
Hegoliun dialentic and elosaly kait with 4%, What $& estabtlinhed ng
the theels af tha Foung Marx thaa reaspears in Part IIY, Marziem: the
Unity of Thoory and Practice, vhore, is The. Dislactical Humanism of
Volume I, I show that not enly are Marx's economic vategerion socinl
catogorias tut they are thoroushly permeated with the bumanienm that
camo out of the workingclaus strogolee for the chortening of tha
working day, As Mare put it, the more quastion, vhen doss my dny
bogin and vhan does it ond, was on a highor philosonhic level than .
"the porpous catalogus of the Dacleration of the Rights of Man,® vhme
is-true of Voluns I of Capital is Yrue of the Logie and’ Scops of
Volunes II and 17, ineludine M™oeorise of Surplus Valus, vhere I ghow
that ‘a1l of history to Marx wee the strgeles for frasdom, shich, as
its basle, 1y the shortening of the working day, and only from there
do we go from the realm of noceseity to thut of froedom, -

- lLenin Yearned the eriticsl fmaortance of the philoeonhic foundations
the hard way~—wvhen the Second Internationa) uctually collapuad end, do
reconstitute hie oun reason, had to retwrn %o Logel's Science or Logte,:
Ihe chapter, A Hind §n Action, then trnces what the shilosophie founds.
tions moant tn Lonin and the Rumslan Revolution and ends with the
thought that Just ag Marxiem withsut 1t5 pailosephic foundntion ia
boaningless, =0 is Lentnignm, Relther 1s an "acomomigt, * Finally
vhex wo come to our own age, which I eall Automation and thg Xew
Humanism, I show the mothodology of Marxiem und the compul gion of owr
ovD age for a totel outlook, N 5,

. Buberdinate to this mein theme of the Yook, and running
porallel with it, fa the division betwnen the radicsl intellectunl
1ike Proudhon and the Marxipt intellactual, I contend that ‘Har s
fe= 10 not omly the theoreticnl expression of the worldngalass strive
ing to ertadlish a new soclely on mocinlint boginninge, but 4t i that
whiich gave Sntellectuals & new dimension, %Yhat noy dimension aroge
precicely bacause he did not divide theory from hietory, including the
cwrent class struggles, The relationship of theory to history 4y geen
ak & live alawsnt that changes the wory structure of Marz)s grantacs
theoretical work, 1In 1863 and 1865 whon he fvndamentnlly revised that
structure and 187275 vien he vrote the Pranch edition of Capitel-~tha
period from tha Civil War in the Unitoed Statos thiough the Paris
Commingeis proof of thig relationship of theory to history and at
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the same tire shows that wvhat the younz Harx establiched in the Xariy
Eggsaya vhen hs held that never again must soclety Yo counternosed
to the irdividua) and which in 1845 he emtlasoned on his Communisgt
Hanifesto as the thesie thut the developmant of the individual 1a
the condition Zor thy development of all reappears in his "zost et~
nonic® work which 4c preferrod Yy the academis sconomigte~~Volume XXX

of Capital,

Aguln, vhen I move from Marx's timg o that of Lenin's time
I shov that the contribution of the Sscond Intarantiona) —- Organiza~
tion - was t2kan ovar by Lenin in his concopt of the do-callsd Van-
gvard Theory in 1902-03, but as the actuvsl Russisn Revolutions agourrod,
he threv it overboord—or ag lenst radically rovised his theory no less
than 6 times no that &n 1917 he cayrs the workers on the putuide ure rxore
revolutionary thasn the vanguard party nnd by 1923 meyu that tnlesc the
rarty work ie checked Yy the pon-party masses the bursaveracy will yet
tring the workerns sipta down nnd thay will notrogress tc espitalism,
In any cnsa, dur prodlem ig certainly not will thera bs a revelution: but
xiat ywill haouen afteri’ are wo always to ba confrounted with a Fapoleon
or a Stalin? In » word, without relating the spontaneoug sali-organization
of the proletariat and its quest for uiverselity in the mauner in vhich
Karx did¢ it for his time, we can expect nothing but totaliha:ianlnﬁ resulisg,

XX, Innmy {ntroductory note I atate that the 3 boin strands of
thought in the book are: 1)Claseical Folitics) Beonony, Hegelien Fhilo-

_sophy, and the Xrench Revalutionary doctrines in ralationship to the

actusl goclal and econouic conditions of its time, the Indugtrial Revo~ *
lution, the French Revolution and up to the.first capitalist ericdis,

2) Marxism in i-nlnticnnhii: to the elace strugrles of his day, tha pericd
of his matwrity, 1843-188%, .28 wall ag Marxigp in the peried from 1889
1923; and 3} The mathodolosy of Marxisn to our ers vhich I call the
poriod of state canitalism and wilrors revolt, the analysis of the Five
Yoer Plans of Rumals pnd the revolte in Tegt Gormany, and Vorkuta follove
ing Stalin?s death; finally thes analysic of Automntion tut this is o con~
turstively froe mnd oasy essay. 1 %hink this teo in B wiy can be sunmed up
in the intreductory nota vhore I oxplain the method in which this bock

is written--that reseavch bYegan in 1939 when I broke with Trotuky orar the
"Ruselan Question® but that it di¢ not Rasume the fam of MARXISM AND
FREEDOM until 1950-53 when the niner's ririke on sutomation and the revoltis
in Eestern Burope fram tholr separate vantage points led me to present all
ry 1doas to groupe of workisrr whe chacked and discuagad the materiel, "No
theoreticien, today more than evor bafore, cen write out of hig own head.
Theory requires constant shaning end reshaming of ideas on the bacis of whst
the workers themsolves ars doing and thiuking. ¥ I return to Hegol (page

73 £tn 1n the Science of Logic) shiere ho ghowa thad thoue who took Fanttsg
results without the procesd.did go en o "pillov for intellectual sloth® and
that 4f the intallestual sloth shich has accumilated in the Harxiat myvemant
concernad only Harxints then we wouldn't he confrenting the H-bomb t-rest
without ideslogical backwardness showing, The noed 4s for o new vaivy of
theory and yractice which et begin with the new imwlses coming from the
workingeless, that this, far from being intellectual abddecation, would mark
the actusl fructification of Bhoory. Once the thooreiician gets that, his
work doen not end, but firet hoging,

In & werd, I hove no prescristions or thetorieal ecanclupions, I ghow
a method at work and eppeal to the intellactuala to wsa that dinlactic
metheod ab wilnals to view the contomporary ocene, to get out from ander
domination of either the Rusaian totalitarian or the American *demovratic®
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~bomd threate in their thinking, The wrkers Y thomeelves can do n lob
Yut they $oo huva not schieved ¢ new cocial order, but if the moverent
from practice to theory mei the wovemant from thoory to practics, than
& nerious gtart could de made,
‘ Thers are maturally othoer polats 1n the work--from the Anericsn
roota of Harxism to the Comtumist pervarcions doth of Marx's Early
Works and fapitale-sines 4t tries to Ceal with our machine age cince
the Iniuatrial Ravolution to Automation, but I do uot believe anything
germans to the book v lowt once ono grasps the eantral mint, tha
-vallonorhie foundatlon, .

I know the effect that your Renson and Revolubtion bud ir 1981,

- Thoy cowld neither treat Hegal ag an *old dep” nor Merx's Barly Writinga
as mere humanitarian adjunots $o "tha great eeientific coonomic theories,®
Iut then 1t sas a philosophér epeakinz and not "a solid eseconowiat ¥like
me, Wnea the two wers coubined, glory, hallslnjok-—thers wez havoc,

But the acadamicians need not think thewoslvas any emarier-~they all
121) into the "PBorular Frontf; it iz not possidle to fight Burgian :
totnlitarianeim or uny other kind without eoms solid thooretic foundetion
‘and social vision, -

I naturslly cannot ssy whether I succosded in doing vhat I aimed
&% bub 1f intentlon wers indeed nchiyvement then I cowld gay that what -
vas ney in MARXISH ALD FRERDOK was 1) the ra~eptabtlinkmant of the thilp="
"wophie founfation of Marxism in Hegel 4n so concraete s way that the
origing of cur machine age as well as the lztert pariod of auvtometica
came alivs; 2) the swmntion of &l thras volummas of Marx's CASITAL .
ia & manner that the reacer Jmows 'Mabxinm Both us thoory £nd as mathod-
ologyy ané 3) the nev dimsneion Marxism endows the intellectual with
becams so recl to him thot ho covld indosd diccarn the novement from
practice to theory and ae eagerly long for the wnity of the two as doag
the worier, ‘ : ' :

I hopo this in some way mnswers hos you wvantod me to de in ro-
capltulating the glet of the work, I slso encloss the intreductory
nots Yo the bibliography so thet yon ca2n aces 8ll my prodlamg there,

Looking forward to your Frafece Xery ecgerly,




