_ | March 19, 1580
Doar Sisters: (copy to be read to all locils) '
The dsath of Epich Fromm natuxally saddened me, the more so that when

1 looked Into oww dengthy serxesgendonos X found thad not unly Bed ib eenbinued
over two full decades, but thit he was mo magnifisently ohjsctive 2 person that
he would not be deterred by the fact that psychoanalysts wers evidently not my

favorite tweed of people. The first time I heard from him -- and it was upon nis

-Anitiative ~- was with the publication of MARKISN AND FREETOM, when he congratu-

lated me upen it and asked me to translate two more of Marx's Hgsiys, I said no
because I had been translating it from the Rusaian and it would have been a double-
translation. The point is that I had evidently made it clear that my admiration
was for Marx not Freui. He noverthbeless sent me hiz essay, "Maxx's Concept of
Man®e« and oven accepted my criticism that i1t was abetract, writing to me:r "As to

the substance of the poinis you nake atoufthe concrete natire of Marx's hunaaisn,

I natumily sntirely exree with vou. Also about what you write of the role of the

Pla.n'lg myoheanalyet and Da.nie_l Bpll'a position."

R The reason I singled out the Fform of a Deaz Sisters letter was that,
in warming up tc Fromm and re=reading the correapondence I found that he had qu:ltq

~&-bif to eay about the Man/Woman relationship;. he oven repeated the manner in
- viich I write it —- with both capitalized and a slash between. And, of 8ll things,
" he refarred beck to Bachofen, . Tt Lurns out that he found reading o2 Bachofen . . -
.. - congenial, not because he believed in any matriarchal socioty, btut because it dis
" give a vision of an alternate sociaty to the Jatriarchal, authoritarien, capltalis-:
‘:io‘, alisnating existing soclety, He oven had a word for it 1 ratricentric-aquisi~
V6. _ - N

‘ ¥hen Terry was worling on Susar Z, Blow I wrote to him about Blow's
sxperdence with M. Putnam, the Froudian psychoanalyst whom sho Interedted in
Hegellan dialectics, and who, in turn, tried to get the anti-Hegelian Freud in=
terssted. Here is what Fromo wrote me: " I find it of considerable histerical
interest, and Freud's reaction to Putnam's philosophicsl remarks is also an inter-
esting historical footnote to Freud and tho history of the psychoanalytic novament.
Why don't you write a note on this and publish it somevherc?" HWhereupon he tried
to get me to write for Contempovary Psychoanalysis or the Spanish psychoanalytic

Journal Rovista,

What excited me most was his attitude to my work on Rosa Tuxenburg:
"I feel that tho male Social Democrats never could understand Rosa Iaxemiurg,
noxr could 3™ acguiro the influcnce for which she had the potentiai because she was
& woman;  and the men could not become full rovolutionaries because they did not
exancipate themselves from' their male, ratriarchal, and hence dominating, charac-
ter structure. After all, the original oxploitation is that of women by men and
there is no social liberation as long as thors is no revolution in the sex war
ending ix full squality, which has never existed since rre-history. I bslieove
she was one of the few fully doveloped human beings, ono who shewed what a human
being can be in the futuro....Unfortunately I havo kmowm nobody who still knows
hor personally, What a bad reoak between the gencrations,"

Yours,
Raya




