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Dear Kerbert Marcuses o o IR N
' : _ Your Fros and ofgy.gnugg_ hag troken dcwu ry sderant
refusal lasting two"decados "o have'm positiun on sox”.:: Bacaume your work
ie of sush an origiinl character it of veceasity inwvalldstod the self-defensive
gosturs of sn old politico who foela 1t necezoary ma¥ $0. got ardroiled i every
questiox Tintellectvale® feelujcalled vptn to thrage-date s political argumeny.
to deflact from tho__'_'_:;.-nin yoing, - L e e .

' " In the tse of the word, er!.ginsi;.,?; descrite {hq charaster of
your Yook I do not mean to 1imit 4t to the contribution of yoxr own philoscphic

- tel
T

thought (though 4t ia astwal that my faverite chapter i the “Fhilosophical
Interluda), I mean’'ihat 1a the reinterprstation of Frewd you rasousd Rim ue$ only
from the eplgoncs bit from himself, wo that aryons can sae whers e 49 genius and
original anf wvhere 1le the eleuents which gave rise to yemcicry, Although in np
fundamental senge i Freud responmible for that, the smbivalence of his theory has
of nécesully obscured the great critical contribubdon, You kjow, I am gure, that
there sre radicsls who conmider a reintarpretation of an.original Adoctrine an if
it wars mere repetition, a carbon copy of the original, I knev one radical vho
.held that Leninis State and Revolution was a "rewrits® of Marx!s Paris Commmme °
(Civil War in Francd)! TYour original contribution Ydes &n.your extraction of
"Eros" from being in a field by itself and placing it within the histories)
contaxt of Western .civiligation witbout in any way deflecting frem the spacifie
Tiald, Quite the vontrary. You thareby flluminated the field of peychosnalyals,
That 1s whet I meant by tho statemsnt that you separated:whot was genivas mnd
+originnl from that which Yecame transformed into revisionigm, if not outright
quackery. -Fromm's Enswer to you s 's good example of ths meaning here, Kers
4d a man wio dpres Upeak #n hipghly moral fonec about Sthe gallousnses tomards
morsl qualities in Political figures, which was so apparant in Lenin's attitude®
while his own moral‘standarde do not stop the man from dragging in Yaziam in the
hope that its stench wl1l keep readarz awy from Freuwl and you, Fape. b/

! Belatedly I corgratulate you and will see what I can do to
g0% the Yook in the hande of frerde, workers as well as intellectuale; I may
try to quote soms ¥easy" parts on mlienstion in News and Lottars, which will
reappsar soon, _ _ !

' How was your Buropesn trip and ars Fou back! I had oaly one
month of £ for concentratsd work but I worked 1ike a Projan (Did thoy work 7130
e.m, to midnight dailyl)and finiched the draft of the book, I enclose the three
chapters you have ndt yet naen und the new contents page; You will nota that I
also ‘changed the Appendix, substituting for the ssotionron Crises frou the Thoories

" ofSurplug Valua 2 of the early Ksasays, Friwate Eroperty snd Communism, end Critiqus

of ths Hegelian Dialectic. In & modth X will get down to the final revisich or
writing of text. ‘I have no publisher's signature on the dotten linme, yot, but
do bave a promise from Prasger that ££ o publisher will dare undertake thip he
will"though unwilling as 4t {e & complex aud worrisema book snd will brirg a lot
of criticism down my head." If Preeger does yudlish the pudlication would be
simultansously American and Englfsh; I understand he slmo has 4 pudliehing houes
in Frankfurt but hs’satd nothirg of any Cerman tranglaticn. : Inetead he ugked me
to keap submitting the outlina fo other publichers. I wondered wheiher you knew
anyons at Hyrvard University Press (Bugsian Resoarch Center) to vhom I mlght subdmit

it. * g w .t v

¥hen do you think you will be ':'-udy to write your
introduction? - Would you require_the completsly retyped MSS before you 4o .so?
Do let me hear from you, Since +'m not sure you are bacl, If1l raglader tais,
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Toura,




