Qct, 22,1964

Doar Morgani

" Yeurr letter aame the day ber cov,
wlth whioh bhenomencn 1 had to dezl berop L { egpecially i
®inge I had the chance to comment for the dally preas in Detroit (ua
doubt by now you got the copy from the office; I happen to be in NY.).
‘ the anawer to )
To make/your quemtlions ag direct ond brief as poasible,
I wlll not roally deal with Hegel till aftervarda ;1) You sesm to
think thet state-capitaliam hag ohenged the rature of the proletarigt
It 18 not 4rue, Whet i4 true 1s that ever 8ince monopoly in 1tg

1

" Amperialist aimenslons sec of the proletarigt

into 1t9 oppoalte--ihe d every form or stage of
capitalizm cu Marcuse geema to.
uployment; machineg would

coze “intellectuals“_qhoae

et¥. To the extent %o viiioh
this i3 due etation of Maxx's grundrisse, here are
the fyoteg . .

. ‘s)Marx, 1in fighting for the "abolition" of labor, 1,e,,
ot-v;lue-prpduslng ldbor for & -durpluswvalue exploitaiive 2oolety,.
atated thet the only memsure of "wealth" in guch g Soalety duw laber- |
time, wherases when _ L3 thinkiof true wenith as the nes: .
humen dimension, onger hold, (Grundrisge hag never

———

" basn tranclated, into English, so, uﬁfortunataly,\the only quotationg -
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Jou can work on are those used by Marouse ena myeoll; howevor, my

8lo quotstion from this version of~$aeltn1 which ~ |
e reworked into n we know.and from whlch I use "

s Young, n; alWways atresssd the
"the muchine, ) ne was the
06 Diter rpguoflonlwhich 1a no
n_the aohorets 1s itgelf but
Tavor, He simply did not go in for
trying to go into regarding whether automation can be or cannot e
Tully realizable under capitalirm, Onpe thingﬁhowever, he never

varled from and that was that no mechine, no thing", neither
automated or otherwise, ocan dlg cepitalism's grave; ‘only living
being aen, only those strategloally situated in production can be
dscisive in that grave-digging, . .
‘ . ‘theory to

You seem to think that the moy t from/concrete
&nslysis woulad be mowe fruttful than working on pPhllomsophy, (Concrete
analydes. are &lways useful, and cap never be stopped=eno dlalectiolan
was ever a grester euplrical men than Marx {or for that matter Hegel
inagofaur as higtory waas conerned) onm both economics and bigtory, I
worked on "the" Bnalysls of TNEC, eto,etc, for years on end, but
then decided that at this stege they do not change matters fundanen-
telly wheress philosophy can throw new and profound illuminations
atill, (Incldentally. I dld return to eoonomles in ay TW for the
losue of XgL which ig coming off the preas n but 1t hed to be
removed becauge of Ehrushchev's fall ang China's atomic explosion,
80 1t will first gppear 1in next iseue,)

Now the rsason for this attactment to philosophy,
hore speolfically and only Hegellan Philosophy and Marxian hunan
1g that, in thig 8phere, abatrastion is & help becauge 1t 1ig not
abatraction from reallity but g ganmeralization based on reality

future, Marx gnd Lenlin
a8 well as Marx, but he
to the new though 1ife became too short at
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_the point of releution 1o heve developed zll the implicatlons of
that new,) We have to do 1t for ours, Marouse csnnct Lield besause.
"ne haa diverted both toshmologlcally and politically, although I
have Lo mesns glven up oan hinm, {I have a Pperasonsl" lettor from
him whlsoh etates that, on the one hand, m rxtlnssf this time
referring tg the one on Sartre, give him “groat joyM, amd, oxm the

othey hand, Ygreat irritation® end he just has never met wuoh a "oase, "

You: ,cau;d help 1f the attiliude to Hegel was not
dsmandlng the 1mpossible, 1.@,, that 1 prove to you what you can
only prove to yournelrm-tnnt Hegel hes something profound to tell
this aga, 4ll I cen do lu tell you that the "oeses™ cited in M&F--
rsanrdims Herx's debt to Hegel 6n dlalectic au self-development, and

_5@ nnalysin of the 1955 uttack on Marx via Hegel helped us
pase the Hungarian Hovolutlon--and the conmstant referencas to
. hlm'in,:laftheﬂes ote,point to the nwed io grapple with him Zfor th
- agke .of this age, today, speciinally,%ihe“Doctrlme of the Hotion
the categorias of reif-development--the relaticnahlip of the unlversal
40 the particular and individusl or oonareiej the reiationskip of
~objeot1vm to. uubzao*ivs ind v,v,, or the constsgnt reappesrance. .of
- gecond megation noc only for Mthe day™ but Eaiixy-ara tha categoriaa
of frcadon, or attainnent of new soolety,

' - - Perhaps: 1f you reread, first, the Introduction amd .
rroliminary not;on, wid then nkipped to the Doctrine of Notlon, in .

V1AL e e My

~what 18 knoun ag_the"smeller™ Logio, you would get something from
At you d1dn's ‘get bafore, and we would have & brals for.a dlalogue
‘on how you ¢an held if you wlsh to; or perhaps. rereading the sestion

-'r-on the Three Attitudes to Objectivity which follows the Introductiocn,

:and 4hizking ¢f your own attitude to objectlve world when ‘compered
""to those empiric, oritiozl, intultlonal,etn,that entered history,
“you would ‘com2 up Wwith your own answers o your own. question, Try.

Ybura, Aﬁ“/

"Do you hava Paul Goodman'e phone? He is not llsted, 20 I cannot qall
him and I do want to; I'1ll be hore for = week, so drop me a carde/o
Hotel Webster, Rm.58, 40 W, 45th sSt., New York, N,.Y,l0036,

I'11l be back home 1p Detroit by Nov.l, -
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