Nove30,1961

Dear RBg

, Ho doubt you saw the HL of 11.27 where Mr. Blooker publishen slmast one
sentence of my letter. Coasidering thut bim to me on 11/2. said "J? you would
1iks to. join battle, we would, of couree, be heppy ts mrint your lettear~=proferably
within 300 words., TYour mota to me conteined what I sssume would be your sajor
points, and, if you 1ike, wo can axserpt pacsages from thut. If Iou e not

too tuay, however, perhops you woenld prefer to draft Four own letter for pubiicatiorn

<~ocaslder such explioit and ocurtecus invitation ead then contract to it the X
failure sven 0 show that that § sentence wax not all I had writien ——eud I believe |
taat even a professor out of ths dirty world of *politico™ would cae what I mean

by “oonepiraoy of silends” around Ry work {Tes, nota thai®ay work™ is not

1dentifisd as MAHXIHM AND FREEDON 4n tiat rricsless kalf cratence made {o appear

88 a cowpletud sentonoo ani oompleted letter)s 8o the "new geasrntion® that wishes
to re~ovaluatc Harximi takes its ous —-ney, its monclithie gutdance—=Lron tho 214,

&t witneas Tamniel Doll now beciming on snthusiastin expotwnt of Sucikerts pamphlet,
and , wo are informed by editor; that the Christmas Book Irsus will Carry an

article by flook on aliexation. Hot Lavirg dizoowsred it either in the 19300 er

1955 (cf. his anvil orfginel "The fmbdgaous Leguoyiiary and the ¥arxigte®,

. Note nlwo that Tucker in & Fooinots on pell goes sut of his wny to

Tofer to & book thut will be published=PFroma’se~—in arder to refer ths resder to
en Englimh trenslation of thoos Barly Works, It imn't thst ha didn't know of my
putlished work 3 yoars before®. It is, I'm acrry to sy, the emsiasi wy to
avoid faving the arsunments in & book that doss pot aeperate thy young from the
. mature Marx not, as Prof. Tusker prefers to do, by making it appsmr thei all of

his mature woTk thus bacome & "myth", tut by proving throughtout hiz mature works
$hat philosophic mirain to be the centrul point.{ Of that mors later.) You lmow
.that the 15 years to whick I refer in oy letter tint wus not published by the NL
as being the pericd in whioh X searched for & publisher for those 6éesoy2 is aotunlly
an understateaent as 1t refera to the point when I had them trapslated in typeuritien
form, Bofore then—mat the very point when I broke from Troteakyiem and returted .
40 the stuly of the original philosophic essays of Harxy (1940)~I wasm extrecely
modest on the whole question of philesophy sincs thut wae not my field. I ssked
& friend of mine who was well.aoquainted with Hook whether Hooi wouldn't constider
the tranglation of those Lssays & worthihile projacts I thought perhaps he didn't
know of their existonce since it Loimed no part of his interpretation of Marx,
His anawer to wy friend wasi "Yor, I remd those Essays. Thera is nothihg in thex
of value, * I tall you all thim mot besause X'm 6611l bent on-establishing who
wao the "firat", but to show that it ip impossible to be "First® vhen you ses
"nothiugdpd yyiwe" in thems The first to revognize their "walus® werv the Catholios
in Franoef Protestunts in Qomeny and Switzerland in the postwar world. They
dug into thex and msde their type of interprotation in order to be able to
fight Communism which was & mass movement in thein counirjes, A whiff of that
06 t0 me from & middle-sged wowan at lows University who had bean trsined
in a Catholioc oollego, She seid "The Sisters told us that Marz, Lenin, Troteky
snd Stalin were all evil meuni But that Marx would turn in his grave Af he caw
what they were doing in hie namo in Bupsis." When X was in Franoce in 1947 I spoke
to many who oalled themmelves Marxists and bogged theam to &0t off discunsing thove
rematksble espays on the ground oreated by the religious oritios with poiitiosl
motlvations. You guesned it --I was again unovcoessful. And now thot the Americar
profesmsors are diecovering the Humenism of Marxisn =-they are still to catoh up
with the politics of Commmist totalitariene =~thare is not a aingle refersace to
Xurpushin's attaok on thone Esgays that would ses what I gaw in thew—an anticipation,
not of an academic debate, but a revolution agninet Communiean, ap I predioted that
1955 would bo followed by a revolution scmewhere in the Fast Eurapesn empira of ths

Communiats.

*I don't woun to gossip —but the man told 2 friend th.t he admized my work and wo
like to meet me "in person" —eaven as Fromn now writes me he?ll mention in the nr

cditicz;x of his book soon to come out,
0




Now then to Tucker's "Failoecphy and Myth in Eerl Marx®, I'a 8oITy to smay
ur high opinicen of this bock, Bolinve mio, 1t is not Lecauss
: iztcrpretation 4s different. from ming, much. lass that he £o)llowed
tite path of Shoneszs seholarahip" Ly keuping ¢ilant on &y cantribution, 2
Parsagss in it that mxw emellent but it is not un origipsl oontribution, An g
whole,it in the opposite of tho same Goin distributed Ly those who thirl there
hwmlhntbﬂmnt-tmuphﬂom-houw
abolished, but,as he £rew mature, Merx tixgw his haenisn
Harz ressinsd a huaanisi thronghout hio 1ife bt
&nowing the preletariat
therefore ho hed to
lnﬂ.}capital was Horx's fing)

6 83 & Lfast of 1ife, not as A% thh,
when Le had not yot met the proletsrist
&ivo one the improssion thet he oaw
thd olass strugglo, hin zaparstion feom Fouerbaok is
§ that Fousrdash sean the individunl 28 if he wera a gingle
=an3*Peusrbeoh resolves the Teiigious esaancs intc ths
himan essense iu po sbeiraction icherant in easch single

v sibjoot Ahnt preccoapicd e
yanra of his lifes vapitaligm.® Thare is not
8 eingle cocnomist, fos es well us friend, wbs dcesn't admit
an eradite economist but kad foretold in bold sirckos the ari
s in tha Creat Dopression and adnit
theorics based thamse

M¥arzr as a serious eccnomist who bod mich to sell thex even today, thay would continus
"o nin a losing vaae with Siomeryry history." Who apoke of monopoly and "ooncentration
and. dentrelisation of oapital in the hands of one single capitalisi® —-in 186
but ¥arx? If you try to Juotify Tucker on the ground thaé he meant to coiapare
the influence ke ozerts today by Marx, you would be ovading the gusesiion that
Tucker edmits Marx was “not,.a poor economist™, there is not any attenpt cff his
part to analyee the 3 volumes of C; FITAL as the gonoretigaticn of his sarly huuaniam,
this, however, upless one Tivst stope treating Yarxim
ed in 1844 vnd the rest of his life
what had already been conaludedh, pu.l}ruh tis voltminous writings thut
tried®to prove™ that VoloIIT was written as an afte hought "o fuptify" Vol, T we
and when it wnz chowa that alil 3 volvaes mare written Lefere over Vole I wan published,
then the answer came back "Ho should have begun wiih the real worid 0f Vol.III instead
of the abotractions of Vol, 1" = but & serious yuxex oritic ooannot begin with whot
Yought" to bew=but with what 18, The whole struoture of CAPITAL wms reworkad on
the Wmois of the actual happenings and partioularly so thy clasas
struggle world of the fight for tha riking dzy =-tharein ie the humaniem
of Marximm, not am "giloucfm * bul a6 reality, which corries through his "ides of
theory" as impiige proletariat, end the gansralisntions the theoveiician

can then elaborate, |

Othorwise you must descend to tho abeuxdity ol the epiphonostenal "secretivel !
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ettitude of Morx. (p.172) I wouldu't presume to give any final or facile arswer

. such as Dr, Pucker offers for the roasons behind ths failure to publish thosa
Essaya by Marx hisself. But it seoms to me that the answer is eimple and kas
ncthing much to do with ®eeorotive." RE DIDN'T GETF A PUBLISHER, The {eot is that
- those essayo were not writiesn as saparate esssys but were s dreft for the very
Lixat formulation of all his Philosophy including eccucmio views and thut ho had
oontrroted for threir publicuation —-snd it fell throush, as several .lotters, bitter
lotters tesiify. {Bse enpecially the Russian Tottsrs on CAPTHAL {Piemz oXapitale)

‘and ucte the. one of August 1,1846 to Leske whioh 2ays "Heveral capitalists in Germany : [P

sgresd to nublich a series of works: aiso, Engels and Heas...Besides, bhrough ons " .
of thess gentlazeni, I was almost guarantecd publionticn of wy "Oritigus of Poiitical ® §
Esonciy”™ e%0eeveX d0layed working over "Poldtisal Econoay" becauss it appesred to :
me exirexaly importath to praface my positive exposition ¢f tha subjoot with &
yolemical work agninst Gormen Pullosophy and agninst German gocisliem zp it
oxlated until then, Tais ia naceseary in order to prepare ths public for the
pointsol view which wers diameirically ppposits to Gexrman soience g8 it exinted
t111 them,.." '

Engels, who was naithsr the nriginal thinker nor rrofound dialectician
that Marx wes, correctly, howover, put & priority over the incomploted volumes of
OAPXTAL., I wish then that he had decided to publish not his "Feusrbaok” but sa
Eary had writien it. -Put ho too wasa'! "mcoretive" —ho merely stated that they
(Marx ard b} were' still young and hadntt known mich of aconomics in those years
and therefors ha followed Marx's distmts of leaving those writings to "tho gmawing
of the mics and us produced pPhilosophy for his epoch. He incluied as a .postoript
those Zamous origival Theses of Marx on Peuerbach .and we had firat ghimple of .the
¥original Mavrx." Thutaky and Bernstein who bacame the inheritors of the unpublished
works nevor appreciated theome Early works AYY THEREFORE DIDH'T UNDERSTAND THE
IATTLE ONE AS FINALLY LEWIX SAW WHEY HE RETURNED T0O THE ORIOIKS OF MARXISH IN
HEQZLTAEISN AFTER COLIAPSE OF BRCOND INTERNA'PIOEAL. It took & proletarian revolution
—plus cach to pry theos lcepe from the "Avchives™ so that by the dime they finslly
saw light——1927~~the diepute began with Trotsky and Byazanov was soon mocusedl of
"Protakylen®, while their publication in Germany coinoided with the ysar Hitler
would gain pover. Thay did not come into their own sdmem until history demanded
thee, 8o to ppuak, in the post—war pericd. Rugeian, Oomnan, Prench, Ytalisn
Communism and Catholicimn and Protestaniem ghare one thing in oommon in that period
—a view of the tackwardness of Americen thought. S&o we do not get them until
sone M pragnatists f£inally do it"for themselves™ and for thair own purposes these
lest few years. Scholarship, bourgeois scholarship, just siclkens me cometimes
with its inadaquaténess, not to mention ite lack of honesty.

Finally on Tuoker —=I believe he does & greant injustice not only
to Merx but to Hegel. If Tucker's ¥The Self im Ood in German Philosophy® and
"The Dialectic of Agerandizement" is o stand Lor any serious summation of Hegelianiem
——Hegel needs even more help than Marx from the hands of our modsrn acholars. I do
hope you will allow me some day to spesk to your classes on Warx's Debt to Hegel
andEegel's Atsolute Idea, Really, Marxist-Humanists cuertalnly do mora justioe to
Hegol when we stand him right side up ——than those who follow Hogel on his path to ;
the Absolute as God, Hegel did stand on the basis of classical political aconomy— -
he saya so openly—but ihat did not mean that PHENOMEROIONY was degraded by Marx who :
i
{
t
1

saw that olearest to being "a criticimm of political economy" (p.126) What Msrx says
in his Critique of the Hegellan Dialeotic is that THE PEENOMENOLOGY ie therafors tha
hidden, still unclear even to iteelf, and mystifying critical yvhilosophy, Howover
to tho extent that it holds fast the alienation of Man=--aven if Man appears only

in the form of Spirit-—to that extent ell elewents of oriticiom lis hidden in it

and are often already prepared and worked out in & manner £ar beyond the Hegelian
standpoint. %he seotions on 'Unhappy Consclouenesa', the ‘Honorable Conaciousress!,
the filght of the noble and downtrodden oonsciousness, eto.otc., contain the
critical elements —although still in an alienated form ——of whole spheres
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1ike Ruliglon, the State, Civie Lifc, wto.™

T batter atop right here or I'11 write a auole new books

mm&#'m.httor
X 4o zot resain
oras intc e ke

" FeSs —Re Daniel Bell apé him 4 diffzrent versions of his fSuy on Alienation, I expeut
N ary $ime & 5ih versicn which would now sonoliie ke haétalweye"ceen that "aspeot"
) ir Mary w—and asmcithubnnso*slm", why refer to ED? After all he did
vory well avoiding any “eferunce in ths econcmio field, relegating sven bis
suddenly beloved Hilferding to o footnote 30 that he'need not take up the -
- theoxy of statg oepitali-m or the valus contzaveray which would have compallad
& roferonce to RD. Do ycu suppsse X Yenlly wear horna? : .




