Mar,.10,1960¢

Dear 81t (gopy t0 REB-NEB) '
There is & certeln philosopher ia Frause, Maurics Merlisue
Ponty, who hgs done gome very gocd things on Marxism, ospecially
its Hupaniem, One artlcle in particular, "Mermism and Philosophy",
printed as far boaok as 1957, pave me a new fnaighd when I reresd it
with sutommtlon in mindy . . . ‘

. Bo I deolded to write¢ you a letter and nake coples PP HEB--
howvever I 4dc¢ not wish the REB to disouss it, although I dc not
excinde deling thet aftar you have done yousy first drafi. XNovw,
however, 1t would only be talk, Nor do I wish you to &iscuss it .
with latellssctualp--thoy would only put 1in mcre abstract words what
I have slroady mald abstractly enotgh.

You may, hovever, discugs it wlth & vorkeyr, whothex it is
lms or Ines op toth doepn't metter. Tue point s vhether the
kaxr 1g neW or an old hand at Merziet Rumsnism like Inez, they
might be able to help bessuse even when = worker seys "I don't
erstend®, ho adds gomething consrete.

- In any case do noi worry if yocu de not grasp st once or L
- 8lL of 5%, If Just a little sinks down somawhers in the unconscious;
ou may ged help when you write the ocnorelte about Automation, even
UE AtiEonly on tho quaestion of what to pat in and what to Yleeve cuty |
1 do. hope thel gaul 1s helping cut out, neatly and only those - .
ee'biq:).\stlmt matter, of both your artloles and Shorty's, especially
Jours, | o o e
, ‘Now then to philesophy, I'1l begin with the end of that
rticls I referred to in my first paragraph. The point that he
4 &t the end is why Marx at one:snd the samo t )attocks
yhiiedophara {“Fhiloscphers have infarpreted the worldj the point
'is to shange it.") and yot (2)attacks workers who would turn theiy
- back 'on vhilosorhy “and by §1v1.ng 1t poftly and with averted glange .
© & fe w 11l-fumored phrasepd : , ' - i

It is because zou pcannot "negate", that 1s, abolish philoso-

by evading it, And the philocsopher surely camnct be used as . '
he yardstick in any case,* But,"says Morlesu-Ponty, if tlhe philoso=
pher knows this, 1f he gots himpelf the task of follewing the other
experiences and the other existenceés Instemd of putting himpelt
in.thelir place, if he sbandons the illusion of contemplating the
totelity of fulfilled history end feels himself, lilte other men, o
couight in it, and before a future to build, then philosophy realizes
Atself and vanishes as separate philosophy.

I neod not tell you, si, that "other experliences and
the other oxistences™ are thome of workers, and that when philosgophy
"vanishes as separate" it measns that thought and existence have- ‘
be come. girce it le Autometlon that is in tho back of my mind,

I would say that when workers pose questions, not answers, but

guestions, they are well on the way to hewing out a road ’Eo the

Iimgﬁ!ng of philosophy as “separate® and to unite theory and prac=-
ce. ’

But you have to asik thoe gerious questions that .point -
to a new direction, In Hegellan vhilosophy "pathway" is & velry
important word, & "category" whioh, vwhether 1t is only remembdrance
or desoriphlon of the moment, it neverthselegs ouba through & davic
forest and lets you see the light, the path, 12218
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: I will not Jump back to the middie of the artisle where
the subjest consldered ls vhy Marx was not a vulgar materialist,
Indead he never e-ven use d the ward, materlallst, by itgelf,
to desoribe hig philogophy, It wae the unity of materialism and
idealism,; the muman favtor. Juat as Marx refused to dansider
geriously “properdy forms", but insisted ingtesd on production
rolktions of men ¢ men, so whern he did use the expression “"prac-
meterialist" he meant rraoctice pure and eimple. Or, to put
it ancther wey, human activity, You have often hoard me say .
"shilosophy in the Merxis? gense of humsn astivity". But let us
newsy forget that that human astivity was all-comprehensive ond
meant not only practleal work but the work of thinking, whieh le
Juat as hard lshor as anything elsa. :

. Morlezu~ponty says that this intr oduction of the "humen
objeat" into classioal philosophy "wag sarrying to its concrete
gonasoguences tha Hegellan sonception of a "spirit-phenomenon®.,

. 0f all the mypticel words, the one that gel the groutest
laugh out of whet Marx calla "vulgar meterialiets® and ¢het ye _
Uk:nov ac "old razileals® is thio werd, "spirit-phenomencn", Tor Hegel
hed dghumanizad the idea end lunstesd of egeelng workera, or oven

wo&l‘é' in general, naw some sort of "spirii® or God doing the work

of Bistory. (X 80, he says, The truth im, hisp Rmr.osophy 1dvesn

todry bacavae Narx had ceon through this "apirit" and ascw 4t :
: 1!&5..3;11- actuality living history, or collective men shaping historyy
“Hend doing 20 on the baglis of a very Gonoret *e'%-ype of production, :
Jleapitalistic production vhioh "negated personality”, made men

‘irto parts of machine, and therofore produced WORKERS' REVOLY

‘ ~: At thip point this French philoszopher has something
very wies 4G -say for he stresses the fact that the so-ialled '
objsctivity of sclontlists ic itgelf a form of ¥allenatlon" and

that At enterad the Marzist movement "only when revolutionary
congoionsnens wanes", and he points to the rcvislonist Bernetelin’

What he 1g trying to do here i1s to sum up Karx's .

cncyptlion of the dialectls as TOTALITY, whioch not only denies the
gowoalled"etornal” nature of man, and takes & ach specific conarete
gconomio epoch up, and what re laetions men are to eash sther in
thaas historie period of slavery and cepitalism, but ‘even though -
economics Was the foundation of all thought and history it cof; ¢
3 Ganot, "eannot bo reduced Lo economlc skeloton." Tﬁe human Tactor’
ip the declsive factor and i1f that is 3o it 1a the total human being,:
not any single poriion of him. ;

And hecause thls 1s so, and hoecause all historg
is the history of the strugeles for fLreedom, Hegel's "Absolute I
‘wag In gotuallty TOPAL FREEDOM. Thet 1p how Hegel and Harx met,
g0 to speak, and why Hegel's abatract ideas are In actuality
the reflections of this historlo movement so that, as I put it in
KARXISH & FREEDOM, Hegel's PHENOMENOLOGY OF MIND 1s in reality the .
philogophy of history established by the "indignant heamrts® who mede
the French Revolution, . .

en®

Finelly, to get back from the history of the
: Fre nch Roevelutlion when the machine age had just begun to the age
122 19 of Automatlon, when the machine is the full masier of man and they
still don't have totad fresdom, we have to face the pmesitie,
conorete, dally experiences AND thoughts of workers on the Jobs
Yours, 'Z.n-\,x




