~=80%
of our era) but even of [ngela#- oud
1s of the esponas that we do not get dlvertad by “evidence" of
‘a ascondary nature
geaius. who trsnscended Hegel
by glvixg a3
was hiu‘au-huzanlzat{on of
™ as a N
and esrth but rather Gsue
altogethey
about. X.
cocurred Historically,’az moms knew _
wished to Emow 1%, ¥hen he treced trrough the hlstory of idearn,
~ when he let as idea
. game to the olimex
all Bubjectivity,
‘fores with 1ts uiiversa

" proketariat-
- establlsbed ngne 1ie of his principle
;:Qelraabnlcioulgell and allensted spirlt be, bereft of
and' therefore exls
opposed mateniallam,

' olrcumsiances ®
" the thought, eto.€

#I have never gozé into R

who insiat, as
collaborators and Merx could no

that therefore.they are

June 25,1963

MP.A. James Greger
o/o Prof, J.D.J.Eofmeyr
pep't. cf Genetlos,
University of Fraforia,
Pretoria, South Afrloa

Dear Mr. Gregori

‘i;First 1ot us clear the decks of all lumterpretera of Marx
the lesser ones

aly of Gentile and Lukaos (not to mentlon
desl with Marx himself. It

s that we atend up to the cnalienge of the
not Ty oppoeing his jdesllism but

14t its husen rsison 3 etre,s JWhat he cpposed in Hegel
the ldeas,.Re¥m did 8o nat merely

teriplist who'proved" ldeas could not flost bLetween heaven
out of the brain of man —-wo've had
voo much of thet type of vulger oaterialisa Ifloating
Yerx 4id sc.baeause gven the seif-devolopment of an ldes
petter than Hegol when he

sténd for a whole hlatoric espoch, whea ha
of his system oniy to rind that it was after
the Ipdilvidual bub vourified of all thet inter-
Elty." In & word, Hegel Inev At, snd s

a py it, but as politician, as state ghiloscpher-

philosopner, ilve
‘opportumist, as retiros in a self-construsted ivery itowel afraid.
otathn“pgrioniftoation of the tncipiet=~the ‘Iwayt
—he closed his eyes 8O tiﬁnt. or, »
of hgving consciouanséds and. ]
a permomslity .

"nagablive pr ‘
e Marx put it

t+ oply in the abstrast, arx. as vehemently
( not, only the vulgar uaterlulisn'ﬁr“the 
aﬁwnu3§ttt;¢not@unry'ihe apotract meterialism of the "golantists®
(pulitioal sconomists included),but alsc that of Feuerbach who
first helped pub Hegel on his feet, who could tell you &ll about
akling the man and religlom roflec
+¢, but mever E&aw thet hefore you started -
"ghe eduoator must himaelf be eduoated.” Inm

educsting “others”, !
rejection of idesnllom)or

g word, ¥Marx's Humarlsm wWes nelther a
materiallsm, but the uplty of both, ot merely stendlng ed
Husan Being who, vwhile he had hie

sarth, bui sganating from &
feet planted con this esrth, felt the pull of the future on the
present B0 atsionately thot he was & mulii-dimensional belng

refusing to pow to reslity", that is to the glvem, but insinted
that, with mind and body, he would. transform %t Tato something

very adirtereat, the world of frecdowm, of the full developaent
of &ll ths telents of men so that he could iive his 1ife inntead
of belng oompelled to reduce his gelf-activity merely o & means

to live.
emes --those, lllke Marcuse,

jther of the two oxir
denying Marx tapproved"

40 blame all vuigarisaticn on Engels,
works, includlng Dialeotice of Neture,

the Corwmunists do, that jJuat bec
% pave livcd without the supp

ause they were lifelong
ort of Exgels,

"one and the same," I have N0
relationship when he sald thatb,

I o+ (Engels nigeelf Wwai summed up thet
C Marx wes a genlus, the original thinker

he and othera were Wgalented", tut
whom the others followe, And Engels was & follovwer ,mnot mnly'feﬁgﬁﬁq. but
' o & s

ting or pervertimg

st leest as motea; noT those

t dome becsuse I belie
at best,

{
i

|
1

1




» ' -Da

- Now them yoy 83 that wy amalysis of the Hegellap conospt of
iubject-objaot and your analysis of the 1844 Maruscripis ars sinilay,
This i» true, apd 1% 1s Why your artlecle interestea me ac When 1t dealt
With ths cognitive brocess, Where we disagree, sharply,
1s that there is a fundacental difference hetweon: F 184y T
1867.1883, "abundonlag ORLOLoOgY wwX ap
totality, as world o
bure thougnt"-- Marx cp

By totally new, 71 .het mean he dbsadoned Hegel, tut that
he tramacandeq him. and by trannoending I do not nean. anythin
‘a8 elther the Sonlal Desooracy or 4re Communists
10 mean being "matertolimt" and "mot ldealint",
"mysticel." Ratper I on
absorbotion of ¢
not Question 1t, bui Jou. then gzdd that
where he thicks be hay tranecended all ers
;Jﬂ%:iﬁii.ﬂ&b'°1Ute'é I con;ﬁ:ernnunx P ::d-huaanitx-ilrlv;gﬁl

axr o Iregdos not gs a ~A8vVe", & posiesalon,bu a3 & dimension .

o?'BIl=beInéTwhich SZ;. onca and for all, overohuwa the’afﬁhoiony %etween K.
aental snd winual labor fg "gne absolute," " ‘

- .

A W do I "prove® eex 80 confident you have
“nonsideﬁ&blglevidance" £ Ove. thy oslte?: ‘well, all you have to de
is to tug:!tq;OAPITAL. ; the same langug 8 (even though ;
thoreJ;lin?stqgt-déal of that .thet usqd,Lp,lﬁ#ﬁ-Manuucript&,but'
lodk.n3¥131tqldifor.what‘1! t ity whicn Kegel £p ledrto*fgdq:

did; " Hezel's ge; ted In the patience Wwith.viich
-ha'tradeab.“,m‘ % 03 all orms Of*00&3010#8!5!!.“!91f30016
calavane - redacy; pirlt,j;dea,_all the way.to the,ablolute..

e &2, cRly he does 1t with labor, ‘ e
hLed wheyn, Watesd of using ths word,
'thrdush’;o the,depth-'or,the_humau hai
has, tlrl%,‘gplit the category,
pqwertasido-mq =¥} Wwhen your ve
sowmodity, -
your person and let ¢
farn you a ‘living--is
ienation is sg complete that

O retain the ward, labor, elther, ge
nger belong to yournelf at ql] by siving you
to the machincs, capltal, only why e
varigble", that 1s‘to.aay,, ou wxd
and"that surpkug that .you.proagse ;

from yod:, ang beléﬁ@"tﬁ'wanother“.

Tshynus mvtmga., . .
#{ftn,cont'd.rrop ﬁ.l)understandine. But he wasn't Marx and anyone
who tries to "prove® Marx by quotaticns I'ron ogeln, whether &ppProved
Or not approved by Marx, cuts himgelf eff frog meeting the shallenge thst
& geniuz gets up for the age, Some empiricistg ~=I have in mind the great
economiat Mrs, Joan Robinaon who 1 am queting "in the plurgl .. have tolg
Be that they wished Marx who was"to0 Hegelian® bad told all hiz 1deas
"to Engels who krew how tc write stralght Fnglish, Instead of
Had Engols written them down, . sebC.=wpz IT the
can be Beparated, or the language ang the thought,
"statiatical" rtenographie wachine, 0, for automation!

r though I ask yug to have done wlth ali lntevpreters, I do hope you
will allow me to call to your atten the following cheptera in ny

AND FREEDOMj III, on Marx's Early Fesays; VIII, on the Humanism

of CAFITAL, Volume 1; ang VIII, on the Loglsc and Scope of all 3 Volumes, ;
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. only becoas enalaved to another man, the ospltellst, your alienatlon
- of aotiviiy or laber has &agraded you to the peixt where L1t ia not
you, though san, who ls master of machine, bui the marchine ia waster
of .you, srd thil'thlnﬁ. thls wetorialised ladbor, this dead labor
“suaks éry +he 1iving.," Telking ebout "slienation", what L8 x0T
perveras 1m pll of Hegel's foras of allenation than this "fantastio
relationahlp where thing mazters wan"? :3

S A8 for'picture-thecry of reslity®, my dear Mr. aragor,

17 vou will forglve me, I will say you aonldn't possibly be thinkling

of Marx; you must still be umder the Lnfluecnce of that awfully. vulgar

"iateriallsy and BEapirio-criticisu" of Lenia's which ha was cowpellad

to abapdow AT he were ever tu f£ind his own reason out of thefqg%%%g;e :
{Egingly

of established Marxism of the Jecond International he so fiwquis
"appiied” ir the philesophic fleld--or what passed for philosophy,
PThe dualism that persestes capitalism, that tears the Ilnsldes out of
itas reality, thet iz im constent costradictlon, whether in ihe

market or factory, whether fighting the clainm atruggle, or blinding
i%self with own fetlshisas so that all 1% onge--when 1t ¥was revolu-
tiomary and oreative-~kmew is nov so falae that even lts theoreticlans

. have bectme meught tut M"prize-flghters" for the status guojend '
apolcglists. for thet "1lth Hour'"--why where is this "picture-theory
of reallty" leadlug to axcept the "pbsolute" Only Marx hss broken
up Hegel's :Absolute into two -~the absolute of 2apitallsi development
‘48 :the coXlapre, the acoumulatlion of cepital.at the ome hand and .

- M"gemersl ebsolute law of the reserve army" at the other hund; ard, .
“in"total, absolute oppositlion to thiz, the very foroe that brings .
about "the nesgatlon of the xegation™ (ln Vol.l,2,and3 of CATITAL! )=~
ths proletarist--ah, 1ts "sbsolute" are. "the new passions:and foioes
for 4tko ‘roconstruction of soclety," Whatﬁ‘grhy, 1s "passive" sbout

such pasniciis ard how can such forcea.be contemplators”, not to )
meption. that "thinking, bleeding Paris" has had 1ts “ecgnitive procesa"
%o fully liberssed that they have "gscoversd ai last™ not only the
ecosopic and political emancipetion but reallzed tnat it.ls nothing
other then "its own werking existence" for the “"Commuwardsa have no
. )Jdesls %o realize but to 3t free-the elements of the new soclety,"
Plemce read the lsat paragraph of Hegel's SGIENCE OF LOGIC and soe
whether the self-liberation of his Ides does elther wore or less,

Enough for the time belng! I ghall look forward:
to meeing your manuseript whenever you send it to me, and I shall be
s concrete as possible with the "evidence," I hope too I will havse
the opportunity to address your seminar--I sure would like the
opportunity to give more 6han one lecture on the reiationship of
Marx tc Geruan ldealism, or, more precisely, as I prefer to oull 1t,
"Marx<'s Debt to Bugel." Meanwhile, I enclose a list of some of my

- writings plus a chapter, in very rough form, of my new ook, The
latter ("Subjectlivity of 3elf Liberstion"} you wlll please return to
ne., I have a grest desl also on Hegel, but I hesltate to overburden
you, I also enclose a plece on the place of your present sojourn,
vwhioh quite surprised me, Most of my friernds there are elther in
prison or im exile, Buck in 1932, mot only the Africane, but tne
Afrikganer were interssted in Harxlss, and during my stzy in Mexloo
Trotsky wrote the Introduction to the publicatlon, om the occasion
of the 90th anniversary of the Communist{ Manifesto, which had 1ts
pobdidation imto the Afrikasner language, But that scoms centuries
ago, and worlds agart from the present. It may be thst by thez time
you reach Argentina, there will be a Spanish edltion of MARXISM AND
FREEDOM; an Itallan editlon (Le Nuova Itelis, Firenze) has# Just come
out, and the Japanese and Spanisn editions are bYylag with esch other
as to whhcklcountry will be first, I look forwsrd to weating you
some time, and talking endlessly...Yours, ﬁ%' N . .
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