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Daar Mormant

Athough your "Dear Narrist-Humpnisis® letter of Auguet 23 was not & pareonal
latter S0 @8, X chomld 13ks %o reply %0 1%, I do not intend, however, nither ta
Grace 5o a $20 looss ucc of ths vord ! cowmttoreremolationary? we pou do, muzk less
take icwud tith gush an wdjectival nsceulé as your ®sompuleive, lypocritfcal, Gog-
matlo, ¥ ' Instead I wieh S0 1imis nyssif to vhat I eonsider thn twe fuadameniel
poinssy ths mode of produation, on the one nand, and a thilosophy for the §0's on
the other, ‘ ‘ ‘

 Bot tecause I have a prodileciion for 194k ccntury philoscphy, Tut bscruso the
points st iasve were froated o0 Banically by Harx,l should like %5 bagin with ks
os208ption of iy producticr ic ths deteruinent of all elss, - (I do hope, Horgam, that
vs hawy sofficens 1a comvom that I need nct hury to explain that by Ythe detervinsnt®
I saan nothing so vulgavly materialintic ae eitisr the Commumints or the capitalinis
nesh 3% el use of this torug Both for Mapx and for Jegel ¥iae whols iz the frutn?
sxd 13%g only within that fotzlity, wiich incluwden ouiture an well as esonculcs, that
_duterninaat & mescd,) In hig “Intredustion to the Crlédqua of Politicsl Beonaxy® -
" 1im yeferring not 0 2o Yook an a vhole, but to tho fumoua introduction that actually
wai pat at the ond of ths book -~ Marx gays st goms peopls point to the fact thad
. @y ssaietier live by pluuder; others by polisice; and otill othere Yy religice,
‘Nevapihalous, for people $o hove somelniung %o pluider, sowething had to be 2t hand
A0 plenter akd taat womething' at hand Aiffered in wvurious sooisties depending on the
. mod6 of productSom, You may reonll that uhaa ke reposts this thought, im s footunote
. &n Ornftgl 1%wslf, at shich point ko eluo briags in Cervantos'lion Ouixote, as sboving
- “ovl) gppteelation of the fact that modern mocloty 424 not liwe ly knight-errantry,
ohn:and only feals with the land-gwnerehip by the awdiswal churew; it alse the vory
" supericr=teuaapitalisticematarialist nolitice, tae Orcek 23lia. Jost reosutly, 2
. Zasd A ook, & very walghty book in which ths ypecific sentence I'a rofarring %o was
“sui€ 18 - YOTY casual way, as if not dvesrving of more thun the phrage he gave 1¢,
the faol that in the gread Foloponzssian Yars e declalve battle was wob by tho -
Dok curuman, ‘Thaze oargman were $he lowest of tho low category of working men,
‘Demuss, howevar, of the viotory of $his crov thay wora entitisd not only to the spolls
of rictory, Lut also to a say (2 the nenner of rusning the Greck state, including the
foreigs policy with Persian and all otusr contestenta for what wus then world yower.
And once thees carsven werd given volce in the polig, there waw Do one ysu could woneidly
lsave ou¥ exospt tha slewves, S0 the great biz Greck philosophy exztsnding %o the pree
leterint cemm about 42 as simple a mavner as vhen the sana-oclotte, by perely reasinieg
in the gullaries aftsr the graat inlellectuvale decided questions of war and peace, and
contizuing fo falk avong $hemselvex on whe$ thay ghould do, were #he real discoverers

of democyracy.

Now, you can say that ths orev produced nothiang, and indeed thoy didn*t, cxcen$
vhen stgngad in flohing inetead of military oxploits, Ané Vhat was pracisely Yevx's
point wvher ha strasesd that vheress our world livas at the aoxpenwa of the prelstariag,
the gnclent 1ived at the sxpaise of the slaves, und hecaups the sinves wure the oaly
ones who did produos and the prolotarias did not, the Greco-Roman world was broughé
nst merely to defoat, btut to e total Aostruotion, Furdhermors, Marx continved, the
slave rewltg, as brave as they were, could not Wring oh & nociety of a higher order
EEIZ mtll s differcn® mode of production nross, and the rezeon ke "preferred" capitale
ten on agoinst feudslism or slavery was that thio mode of producidon had within 1tseld
not alons $ts Yinewitable" collapoe, buk the clnos that could reconstruct it on newer
and totally different beginnings. You may think that our proletariat i a minority
class, and purely by virtuss of nunbers if noibing else, con no lovger verform the
revolutéonary rols either history or Marx, wvhichever you profar, amsizned to the clase,
A1l I wont to stress at this point 19 the faot thst some very fundemsntal lookins clnesee
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exizted I Marx'y #ine otlisr than worvers and mpitcliste: the vary veisghiy lamdlora
615as on tha cse hand, oxd the 2ob-co-welghty Yt vory vociferpus petty-torygsols
lateliscivale on the other, It fook Marx YOIy nearly 20 yerrw bYefors ke dzsid=d thot
6 JeBdinrd class would Yo deslt vith ng eariisr than Vel, XII, as & gnb closs,
sharing with tha oapiteliet, the swplos wlue crentud by the wrolsterict an4 ths
Déossnt, And 1% took oll hip sk1))l me a historifan of so &mconsecuontisl & hare aa
"1483le Kagoleon™ e Iha Firiate AZL ~- to sottlo mccounts with the B473iant
intellachuuin wiy wera weving to bin Bov far recoved thuy wore from the votty grocesy
2rm to whod Harx seaxed to have likenad thna, whoreupon Marx answered thet thay nay
inteed be, 13 statos and 4y brililsne® se far resoved vy thay say aud arog neverthelsas,
ey camot, {n Sowdht, rove any furthsr then the petiy groser doas Aq gotion,

%ho wbole point 4y that profvetios, bo 14 outorated or otharsise, ssta thz cone
6243m of Both raletlons af =un n§ the voint of yreduciics, ns woll ag those not
haeving axything wbatersr o do with rrodaciior, but who novortheless must 2% a8 to
iloe, 70ad, ebeltar ant clothing atill rercin tha prisary ds 1n se edvanced s lapd
28 USh and as duckvard a cne ac ths dambdia, I belieys thatfve undorstand $his, then
al) o¥ar quentiong ubuas how medy are uwged in production now, and how mny xill be
uged Yefors ths muslear domd daztroys all of sazioty, cen euplily ba deait with stullge
tioelly. (I encloaw the report to the Conveation vblch vill dispose of tunt uention
. frox (he“statigtieal polnt of vhiew,)  Hors vhat intarsete ax 1g the methodology of Tt
v Geelding vhat sonsdttuten s slage, I cartalaly canmwot ses how you think that tho Fsate~
v ophtalist socldy ocan oreate n class that 2a not rojated to production aund one which
" ipeludes sush anlegonistis elemunty as the reoiplent of reliuf and the disponser of

Aslief, - : . ‘ :
Kov 1ot us get down %o the quagtisn of tha Philosochy of tha 60'3 and shother that

e

~7eelly 19 w0 diffarsud from the philosonhy of ithe 1950's thut somebow Marxiet-Eamuiste
wust, In-ordor to'prove* that they do mot beliafe in the thaory of. the “anfallibality
of s lezdar¥, ndmit thnt thay are wrong, nnd dtspose 52 thamselyea, I suppose, tn
e dusidin o2 hiskdry, You yoursolf atill admit that the hamaninz of Marx shouwld
certaily be discawsed further, thatwork oa solfenetivity and roalization of.all husan
Potntinliey 1s of ths 6aadncy, and that She relationship of axploitar and oxplodbed
an gertalaly not ba disponsod with evan though you are ready to define those tarma
K= 12 evidently new forme, "ho JXBYX truth 15, of course, that the hwmnien of .
Morziem was nok only sew in. tho 1950%a, or to bo more precise, the old (1844) that bad
0 e renowad for owr dsy, Bub that our day includes the 1960's as wall, “at ig

E#v atid what I have boon working on, ag you new, - for many years, 1g the 0elling-out ,
Ba% olther in blus-rint forn or 1n uncritically following *the war on vevariyt, dal
epelling oubt in tho meitas of deapening and expunding tha i2osophy of freedon, Thig
philosophy of freedom, in abstrxet forn, wys dealt with in the mort profoudd marnsy by
Hegal in "Tho Doctrins of the Hotion”, This fg the part of the Sad

8821 awnlte $o be tronoconded, It daulm vith the hows apd whys of the birth of a
ow woololy, 3ut 1t in doalt with fn ouch "Aualistich terns that tne romder Shinks
thot 4¢ is o quastion of Bere vailosophiz category, such an subfootivity, Jodgonmt,
yllogisn, teloology, analytic, eymthetiec ani dinlestiog cognition; al! ending iu the
Aboolute Idan, that the izpresuion given s that it $s o ~ywatian ouly of theughs and
not of actuslity, If -ver there was a neod of a "actericlistic® reading of the
Absoluts Idea 1t 13 now, und I mezn NCH, And 4% wouid be a very brave esten, desr
Horgan, if you onse %o my aid in this, for I huve no safe havang -~ not sven in Marx
snG Lonin,(becuuse their sroblems were for s, diffarent age) nor sven in Harcuse,

moch lecs any ol€ radicnls. And maithsr in nhilagopliy, nor in coonomics, s time of
nuch shors duration e you would ba willing to get a dariod to on the nwetion of the
African Ravolutions azmd whether or not they "lived ur to my provhaecy",

Y-:url.

PsS. Fleage forgive the invdlved style; I have Junt raturned to tows end am fall of the
Abgoluts Idea which I saw very clearly on the St. Clair Eiver, bu$ not on Grand River,




