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¢’ Dear 81: {ecopy to REB-NEB) o

. " There is a sertain phllosopher in France, Maurige
Kerlaau-Ponty, who has done some very good things aon Marxism,
especially 1ts Humanism. One articke in particular, "Marxism ang
Fhilegophy, ® rrinted as fur back as 1947, gave me a new insight
when I reread it with Automation in mind, : o

8o I d3cided to write you a MR letter onad make coples
r NEB--however I do not wish tne REB to dlsouss 1t, although I
do not exelude dolng that after you have done your first draft,
Now however, 1t would only be talk. Nor do I wish you to dlscuss
"1t with intelleotuals-~they woudd only put in more abstract words

waat I have already sald sbstractly enough., .

.  You may, however, discuss it Wwith a worker, whefher 1ts 1s
Hims or Inex or both doesn't matter. The point 1s whother the-
vorlter 18 new or an 0ld hand at Marxlst Humandsm 1liice Inez, they
might . be eble to help becsuse even when & worker says. "I don¥t

.“understand,® he adds somsthing conorste.

. - In any case do not worrry 1f you do not grasp at once or
all of it. " If Sust a littie 8inks down someghers in the unconscious,
Jou. mmgk may got help when You write the conorete about Automation,
aven if it is only on the quoetion of what to put in and what to
leave outs I do hope that Ssul 1s helping cut out, neatly and

only those seoctlons that matter, of both your articles and Shorty's,

eapac;glly'youra.

_ _ Now then to philosophy. I'll begin wih the end of that
-artiole 1 referréd to in my first paragraphe. The -point$jht he
mukes at tue ond is why Marx at one andkthe same time (1) attacks
ophi sophers have. interpreted the world; the point
A ' 1t, ") and yet (2) attamcks workers whoiwmid turn their
back on philosophy “and by giving 1t 80Itly and with averted glance
& faw ill~-humered phrases," :

It iy because you cannot "nwgate, " that is, abolish

philosophy by evading it. And the philosopher gurely cannot be
uged as the yardstiok 1R ary vase. "But," says Merlegu~Ponty, "1f
the ph®losopher knows t 48, if he sets himself the tagk of following
the other experiences and “he other exilgtences instead of putting
himpelf in their place, if ha abandons the 11lmsion of contemplating
the totality of Lulfilled blstory and feels himself, 1like other

caught in 1t, and before a future to build, then vhildcphy
realizes itself and vanishes as separate rhilosophy."

I need not tell you, 854, that "other experiences and the
ﬁther existences™ are those of workers, and that when philosophy
venisies as separfe" it means that thought ard exietencs have
become. Bingce 1t 1s Automstion that is in the back of my mind,

I would eay that when vorkers pose questions, not answers, but
gueatlions, they are well on the wey to hewing out a road %o the :
venishing of philcsophy as "separate" and to unlte theory and practice.

But you have to ask the serious questions that boint to & new
direction. 1In Heﬁalian pPhilosophy "pathway" is a very important.
word, =z "category which, whether 1t is only remembrace or .
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. deseript¥on of the moment, 1t neverthelesa cuta through a darik
forest and lets you see the light, the path.

' . {oow) 2 - : _

‘ I will not Jump back fo the middle of the article where
the subject coneldered is why Marx was not a vulger meteriellist,
(Irdeed he never even used the word, materislist, by f{tself, to
desoribe his philosophy. It was the unity of materialism and

‘1deallsm,. the Buman factor, dJust as Marx refused to ccnaslder
seriously '_“fproperty ferms,” " but insisted instead on preduction
raletions of mon to men, 8o when he did use the expression '
Npravtleal matorialist® he meant practice pure and simple. Or,
Yo 'pgt’i‘a‘fﬁﬁétﬁér way, -humen. activity. You have often l&eard me
8ay .rhilosopby in the Marxist sense of huwan aativity." But et
up never forget that that human activity was sll-comprehensive and
imeant not only practisel work but the work of thinking, which is
»Just as hard labor za anything elee,

" 'Mgrjesu~Ponty saye that this introduction of the“human
object" into cleasical philosophy "waa carrying £6 its concrete
‘f.;o‘bz;aéqgiex;deu the Hegelidn conception of a Yspirit-phsnomenon,’

E. 5 “Zof all.the mystical words, the one that geta_tgg/;eategr
" .rlaugh. out-of what Marx calls Yyulgar meterialicta™ and“what we

 Jmow a8 "old redicels' is this word, “spirit-hhenomenon.® For

" "Hegel-had dehumanised the. idee and lnstead of sseing workers, or

. even'people in genoral, saw some sort of "Spirit% or God doing .
“the:work of kistory. Or eo, he says. The truth 1s, his philespphy
‘lives today heosuss Marx had seen through this "epirit® and saw it
_“was'in’actuallity living history, or gollective.men shaping history,
~..and doing 80 on the basls of a vory concrete typs of production, "

. eapltalistis ppoductlon which "negated personslity, " made men: into
_parts of machine, amd therefore produced WORKEERS' REVOLT.

At thils point thiw French phllosopher has something wEENNmSs very
wise to say for he stresges the fact that the so-called objJectivity
of selentists 1s Ltself a form of "allienation" and that 1t entered..
the Marxzlsjfiicvement "only vwhen: revolutionary consciousness wanes,’
end -he pcintas to. the revislionist Bernsteln.

What he 'is trying to-do here is to sum up Marx's conception: of
the ‘dialgetio as TOTALITY, whlch not only denies the so~called
"eternal® nature of men, and tekes & specific conchete economic
apoch up, and what relations men are 4o each other in these historic

period of slavery and oapltalisp,but even though economiﬁs wag_ the
foundetion of all thought and higtory its proof, history cannot be
reduced Lo economle skeleton." ' The human factor is the deciaive
factor end if that 1s so it 1s the toal human being, not any =#® single
<3 portion of him.
Ané bocaunse this is so, and because all history is thehiatory of
the struggies for freedom, Hegel's "Absolute Idea' was in“hotuality
TOTAL FREEDOM.. That is how Hegel and Marx met, so to Bpéak, and
vhy Hegel's abstract 1deas are in actuality the reflections of this
histordc movement so that, as I put it in MARXISM & FREEDOM, Hegel's
PHENOMENOLOGY, OF MIND iag in reality the philsophy of history eatablished by
. the “Indighant hearts" who made the Frensh Revolution.,

Finmelly, tc get back from the history of the French Revolutlon when the
machine age had Just begun to the age of Automation, when the machire is the
full mester of mar® and they still don't have tobal freedom, we have to facm
the specific, concrets, d%ily exg;riencea AND thoughts of workers on the Job.

ours,




