Mar,.10,1960¢

Dear 81t (gopy t0 REB-NEB) ' |
There is & certeln philosopher 1a Fraunse, Maurics Merlisue-.
Ponty, who hgs done gome very gocd things on Marxism, ospecially
its Hupaniem, One artiele in partiocular, "Marmism and Phiiosophy",
printed as far boaok as 1947, pave me a new fnaight when I rererd it
with sutommtion in mindd . . . .

: g0 I deplded to write you a letter and malke coples DFf HEB--
howeyer I 4dc not wish the REB to. disouns it, a&lthough I &c¢ not
exeinde delng thet after you have donc yousy first drafi.  XNow,
however, 1t woqld only be talk., Nor do I wish you to Aigeuss it ‘
with latellestualp--thoy would only put in mcre abstract words what
I have slrsady sald abstractly enough.

- You may, however, disouss it wlth & worker, whother 1t is
ims or Ines or both dessn't mettewr. Tie point ipg vhether the
kaxr 1g neW or an old hand at Merziet Rumsnism like Inez, they
might be able to help bessuse even when = worker seys "I don't
erstend®, ho adds gomething consrete.

- In any case do noi worry if yocu de not grasp st once or L
- 8lL of 5%, If Just a little sinks down sopowhers in the unconscious;
ou may ged help when you write the ocnorelte sbout Automation, even |
L 1tigonly on the question of what to pat in and what to leeve cutd .|
1. 8o hépe they saul 1z helping cut out, neatly and only those . & -
ee'biq:).\stlmt matter, of both your artloles and Shorty's, especially
JOurs, | o o e
, ‘Now then to philesophy, I'11 begin with the end of that
rticle I referred to in my first paragraph. The point that he
4 &t the end is why Marx at one:snd the samo t )attocks
yhiiedophera {“Fhiloscphers have infarpreted the worldj the point
‘s to change it,") and you (2)attacks workers who would tuyn their
back 'on yhilosophy “and by, ﬁiﬁns 1t softly and with averted glances
a fe w ill-immored phrasez¥* S

" It 15 because you pannot. "negste", that 1s, abolish philoso-

by ovading it, And the philosopher surely cannct be used as -

he yardstick in any case,® But,"says Morlesu-Ponty, if the philcso-
pher knows this, 1f he gets himpelf the btask of follwwing the other
experiences and the other existenceés Instemd of putting himpelt
in.thelr place, if he abandons the i1llusion of contemplating the
totelity of fulfilled history end feels himself, lilte other men,
gaxight in it, and before a future to build, then philosophy realizes
Atself and vanishes as separate philosophy.

I neod not tell you, si, that "other experiences and
the other oxistences™ are thome of workers, and that when philosgophy
"vanishes as separate" it measns that thought and existence have- '
be come. girce it le Autometlon that is in tho back of my mind,

I would sgay that when workers pose questions, not answers, but
out & road 1o the

quegtions, they are well on the way to hewing
Iimgﬁ!ng of philosophy az “separate® and to unite theory and prac=-
ce. ’

But you have to asik tho gerious questions that .point -
to a new direction, In Hegellan vhilosophy "pathway" is & velry
important word, & "category" whioch, vwhether it is only remembirance
or desoriphtlon of the moment, it neveribsless outs through a daric
forest and lets you see the light, the path, 12218
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: I will not Jump baock to the middle of the artisle whore
the subject considersd is why Narx was not a vuigar materialist, .
InGead he never e-ven use 4 the word, materialist, by 1tgols,
to describe his philosophy. It wae the unity of materialism and
idealism, the mtmar factor. Just as Marx refussd to dansider
gexlously "property forms", but insipted Anstead on production
ruldtions of men tc men, wo when ho did use the expresslon " prac-.
meterialist” he meant rractice pure mnd eimple. ar, to put
it ancther way, human activity, You have often haard me say .
"shilosophy in the Merxish sense of humen sotivity", But let us
never forget that that hunan activity was all-comprshensive ond
meant not, only practleal work but tbs work of thinking, whish is

r——

Just as hard lsbor a3 anything else,

. Herleau~ronty says that this intr oduction of the "humen
© obJest™ into classical philosophy "wag sarrying to ite conerete
@consoquenoea tho Hegellan sonception of a "spirit-phenomenon®,

. Of all the myaticel words, the one that get the grectest
Ula.ugh out of what Marx calls "wvulgar meterislists" and whet we

had &chumenized the idea end inptesd of eeeilng workera, oy oven
yoorls in géneral, nav aome sori of "SpiriitM or God doing the work
of Risbory. (T so, he says, The truth is, his Rmr.oso:phy 1ives
todRy bacanae warx hal ceon through this "spirit® and saw it

and deing go ‘on the basls of a very conoreie Lype of produoction,
capitalistic production whioh “"negated personsality”, made men
irto parts of machine, and therefore prodiuced WORKERS' RKEVCLTS

o , . At this point thig French philosophor has’ something
very wies 4o say for he stresses the fact that the so-dalled ;
objsctivity of meclentlists ie itmelf a form of "allenation” and
~that 1t enterad the Marzist movement "only when revolutionary
condeiousness waues", and he points to the rcvisioniet Bernetein®

What he 1s trying to do here is to sum up Harx's .
onception of the Gialectis as TOTALITY, which not only Aenies the
dowoalled"eternal” nature of man, and takes & ach speclfic consrete

econcmio epoch up, and vhat re lations men are to emch other in

thass historie -period of slavery and capitalism, but ‘even though -
or

egonomics was the foundation of all thought and his peof'y i
Jrimocanot "eannot be reduced to coonomic skeloton," The  human Tactox:

ig the declsive factor ard if that is ao it ip the tobsl human being, ,

not any single porticn of him,

And because this 1s so0, and bocause all historg
is the history of the struggles for freedom, Hogel's "Abasclute T
.was In actusllty TOTAL FREEDOM. Thet is how Hegel and Harx met,
80 to gpeak, and why Hegel's abstract ideas are in actuality
the reflections of thia historic movement so that, as I put it in
MARXISH & FREEDOM, Hegel's FPHENOMENOLOGY OF MIND is in reality the .
philogophy of history established by the "indignant nesrts" who mede
the French Revolution. : :

Finally, to get back from the history of the
Fre nch Revolution when the machine age had Jjust begun to %he 280

122 19 of Automatlon, when the machine ig the full master of man and they

st111 don't have toth: freodom, we have to face the smpeeific ,
concrete, dally experiences AND thoughts of workers on the job,
Yours, ‘Z.n-\,t

know ag "old radivcals® is this werd, "spirii-phenomencn®, Tor Hegol

Wag. in actuslity living kistory, or collacts.zemen shaping historyy ,:
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