Nov. 30,1961

Dear RBs#

. No doubt you saw the NL of 11,27 wiere Xr. Blocker publishem slmast ons
pantence of my lettor. Coasidering thet bis to me on 11/2. said "Jf you wouid
1ike to. join battle, we would, of sourse; be happy to print your letierw=prefarably
within 300 words., YsuT nots to me conteined what I assume would be your major
points, and, il you like, we Can axnerpt pacssges from thut. If Iou are not
too tmay, however, psrhups you wenld prefer to drsit your own letter for publication
wocnaidor such expliolt and oourtecus invitation enc then contract to it the
failure sven to show that thot & sentence wes not all X had writien ——eud I believs
that even a profescor out of the dirty world of "politico™ would cas what I mean
Ly Yoonspiraoy of silence” around kY work (Yee, nots thaiPay work™ ie not
1dentifiod as MARXIHM AND FREEDOM iu that pricsless kalf siatence made %o appear
a8 a coupletud scntonco ani ocmpleted letter). 8o the "new Seastmiion® tiat wishes
t0 ro~svaluatsc Marxism takes ita cus —ney, its menclithbic guidance—from tho 2ld,
ar witneza Imniel Bell nov btecxming mn eathusiastin sxpohont of Suckerts pamphiet,
and , we are informed by editor; that the Christmas Book Irsus will carry an
articls by Hook on alieration. Hot havirg dizoowerod 4t either in the 193'c or
1955 (cf. his anvil original *Pho imbdguoun Leguoysiiarx and the Marxists®,

. Rote slio that Tuoked in & fooinots on pe.ll goes out of his way to
svofer to & book thut will be pullished=—Freua’s—in order to refor the reador to
en English trensliatfon of those Eariy Works, It imn't that he didn't kiow of uy
published work 3 years before®. Ii im, I'm sorry to scy, the eaniast way to
avoid facing the arzunente in a bock that foos pot separate the young from ihe
. matiure Marx not, as Prof. Taoker prefers to do, by makiag it appsexr thed a1l of
his mature work thus bYetomo z "myth", but by proving throughtout hiz mature works
that philosophio mtrein to bo the centrul point.( Of that mors later.) You know
.thut the 15 years to whick I refer in my leitter that was not published by the NL
as being the pericd in whioh X mearched for & publieher for those ssspye is aoctually
an underatatenent as 1t refera to the point when I had them translated in typewritten
form, Before then—at the very point when I broke from Trotskyimm and xeturaed .
0 the study of the originsl philosophic escays of Marx (1940)~~I was extrecely
modest on the whole question of philosophy sincs thut wae not my field, 1 ssked
& friend of mine who wag well acquainted with Hook shether Hook wouldn't oonaider
the tranglation of those Ussaye a worthihile projact. "I thought perhaps he didn't
know of their existonce since it formsd mo part cf his intorpretation of Marx.
His answer %o wy friend was: "Yom, I resd those Essays, Thera is nothihg in thex
of values ¥ I tall you &ll this not becausa X'm gtill bant oh-establishing who
wad the "firpt", but to show that it is imposuible to bDe "first" when you ses
"nothingdpd yaiyy" in thame. The first to reoognize their "wvalus” werv the Catholics
in Frunoef/ Proteatunts in Jemeny end Switcerland in the post-war world. They
dug into them and made their type uf intexpratoiion in order tc be able to
fight Coonmunism which was & mass movement in their couniries, A whiff of that
oo §0 ne from a middle-aged wowan at Iows University who had beom troined
in a Catholic collega. She said "The Sisters told us thui Maxx, Lenin, Troteiy
and Stalin were all evil menni But that Marx would turn in his grazve Af he caw
what they were doing in his namo in Bupsis." When X was in Frunoe in 1947 I spoke
to many who ocalled themeelves Marxists and bogged them to got off dlpcumaing thoie
remaTksble esmayas on the ground oreated by the religiocus oritios with poiitiosl
motivations, You guessed it —I was aguin unovcneszful, And now thot the Amerinan
prafesmsoxrs are diecuvering the Humepiem of Marximn =-thoy arve still to catoh up
with the politics of Commmist totalitarions ~~thore is not a aingle refersace to
Xarpushin's attasck on those Esgays that would ses whet I eaw in then——an anticipation,
not of an academic dedate, but a revolution sgninast Coumunicn, ap I predicted that
1955 would bo followed by a revolution Bomewhere in the East European empire of the

Comruniata.

#T don't moun to gossip —but the men %old a friend th:t he admized my work and wo
like to meet me "in porson” —even as Fromn now writec me he®ll meation in the ne

cdrj.;tiop f his book soon to come out,
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Now then io Tuckerts "Fulloecphy and dyth in Eerl Marx®, I'a soryy to say
I 4o oot ckazre your high opinion of this bocke Bslisve msy, it ic not bLecauss
Prof. Tnokax's intcrpreiation is diffarent. from mine, muach less that he follwed
tie path of Shonect mehoigrahip" Ly kewping clloant on gy comiributivne. Thels ars
parragie in it shat are emsllent but it is not ¢n originsl comtribution, ix &
vhole,it 4 the opposite of tho sams coin distoibuted Ly thowe who thirk there
ers tuo Karxz{os)e Tho latter says Marx the Humnnist wes u puilocophor who saw
sllenwitica end vanisd it abolished, but,as he grew mature, Merxz tixyw his hunanimm
orrosard, Tualker is suylng: Harz ressivsd s huaanizi throughovd hio 1life but
sinos k3 oste to the glorification af the proletariat not by knowing the preletariat
but 8s the ond~puoduct of biz philoeophy of alieantion, thearefore ho Led to

-xen0xs to the “ayih® —ths ayth of warfare of lebez and cupitsl was Horx's final
answer t0 the protlems of man‘s self-plienation.” (p.259) :

onz docendt s0e the olzas mirug.ls &2 & fast of life, not as a™u th",

surely t attribute that to Harx! Evan when ke hed not yet met the poletariat
*iu peveon®, ovin &2 ho wrote thy emanys whioh give one <he imyrospicn thet hs cuw
the aliomation of esn and not tho olmes struggio, his ssparation frou Feusrbach is

suraiy based on the faot that Feusxbash seaa the individunl 2 if he wera & gingle
. & Beaial nani*Feusrbooh resolvers ths Teligious essence intc the
fraan ¢cssmces Bub the human essends iz no abetragtion izherant in each single :
individurl. In Ats romlity it i» the sncmmble of tha soolal rslations.” KNiove all,
hovever, bis mature work is just 28 permeatad wish the "freedom of the individual ‘
48 tho basin of the freadon of R1l™ a8 ale the errly works whinh tell us nmevar
smin to oomitexpode the individual to soviety for "ths individual is +he social
eatity.” . . . .

. I was sanged at tha oconclusion which ie surely witkout any basis in faot :

"Mrut, it sesms that bo bas very 1little to say to us on the subjoct kbnt Ireccoupicd [
hin all through tho middle and Iater yenra of his life: vapitalicme® Thore is not '
a eingle coonoxint, foo as well us friend, who dcaan't admit that Marx was not only
an erudite econcmist but had foretold in bold atxckos the origes that ocnfronied
us in tha Qreat Dopression snd sdmit thut, in part at least; varicus tusiness oycls
theorics based thamselves on Herx's anslysis of aapitel acsumuiations Underconsuwap-
tioniat theoretioiens like Joan Robinoon and buailness oysle theoreticians lika
Joasph Sclwmpoeter plesded with their bourgeois collsagues that unless thay traat
Yarr as a serious ecocnomint who hod much to ell thex even today, thay would continus
“to run a losing raae with fieoryrd history." Who aspoks of monopoly and ‘‘concentration
and centrulisation of eapital in the hands of one single capitelisi® —-in 16867—who !
but Marx? If you try to jJuntify Tucker on the ground thait he meant to coupare only y
ths influence ke oxartol today by Marx, you would be ovading the quomilon that while
Tucker edmits Marx wes “not..a poor economipt", there is not any atienpt ¢ his
part to analyre the 3 volumes of C/FITAL as the conoretisation of his sarly huuanism,

Onie oannot see this, howsver, unless one first stope treating Harxiza
o if it weroe =1l ocoppleted in 1844 vnd the rest of his life was epsut "to prove
what had alresdy been oonoluded", This iz on a th the voluminous writings thut
tried®to prove™ that Vol.III was written as an afterthougnt "o fustify” Vol, I e=
and when it woc choss that all ) volumes ware written befere ever Vole. I wan published,
then the anpwar came back "He should havg begun with the real worid of Yol.III instead
of the abotrectiions of Vol, I = btut & serious yexex oritioc cannot begin with what
vought® to ba~=but with what is, The whole struoture of CAPITAL was reworked on
the tasis of the aotusl happenings in the world, and partioularly po thy claea
struggle world of the fight for the shorter working day -~thorein is tho humanimm
of Marximm, not as ® uoucFy_J ' but_as reelity, which carries through his "idea of
theory" a8 immilze proletariat, end gonsralisaticns the theorsiician
cap then elaborate,

Othorwige you must descend to the absurdity of' the epiphencmtenal "georetivel 5
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attitude of Marx, (p.172) I wonldn't presums to give aby final or facile anawer

. such as Dr. Pucker offers for the roasons behind the failure to pudblish thosa
Espaya by Marx hixself., But it seaus to me that tho answer is simple and kas
ncthing muoh to do with “eecrotive," RE DIDN'T GET A PUBLISHER., The {eot is that
- thess esBays were not writisn ab saparate essays Dut were a dreft for the very
firat formulation of all his philosophy including econcmio views and that he hed
ocontreoied for thuir publinution —and 4% fell through, ae several Jetters, bitier
Iottecs tesiify, {8se enpecially the Russian Totters on CAPTYAL (Pieax cXapitsle)

'and uote tho ome of August 1,1846 to Ieske whick zays "Heversl ospitalists in Gereany ' B

sgresd to publiich a saries of workst mias, Engels and Hess...Bsaldes, ¢hrough ons .
of thess gentlemeni, I was almost guarantecd publioaticn of ay *Oriiique of Political : W8
Ry® of0ervel A0lnyed working over "Politisal EooncayY bocause it appecred to ;
me extirexaly importatd to preface my positive oxposition ¢f ths mubjeot with o
polemieal work agninst Garman pailosophy and against Qurzan gocislien zs it
exiated until then, Tais is necessary in order to prepare ths pubiic Zor the
foﬂ:ul\t;ot view whick ware diametrically ppposits to German science as it axiated
. thom, . o™ - '

Engels, whs was neithsr the original thinker nor profound dialectician
that Marx wms, correctly, huwever, put a priority over the incompleted volumes of
CAPXTAL, I wish then ikat he had decided to publish not kis "Feuerbaok® but aa
¥arxz bad writien it. -But ha too wasa't “sporetive® —hs merely stated that they
-(Marx ard he} were still young and kadn't known much of sconomics in those years
and therefore he followed Marx's dictaty of leaving those writirgs to "tho gaawing
of the mics¥ and hus produced philosophy for his epoch. He included ss a postoript
those Tamous original Theses of Marx on Feverbaoh and we iad firat grimpke of .the
"original Mavx." @hutaky and PBernotein who bacame ths inheritors of the unpublished
works never appreciated thomse Barly works AYD THEREFORE DIDHW'T UNDERSTAND THE =
IATTEE OFF AS FINALLY LE¥IX SAW WHEN HE XETURNED TO THE ORIGINS OF MARXISK IN
HEGELIANISN AFTER COLIAPSE OF SEGOND INTERNAPIOEAY., It took a proletarian revolutiam
—plus ¢ach to pr'y theos losse from the "Avchives"™ so thut by the time they finally
saw light=—1927-~the dispute began with Trotsky and Byazanov was soon accusel of
HProtakylem®, while their publication in Germany coinoided with the year Hitler
would gain power. Thsy did not come into their own xiex until history demanded
thom, so to epsak, in the post—war rericd. Russian, Gorman, French, Italien
Communism and Catholicimm and Protestaniem ehare one thing in oommon in that period
—2 view of the taclwardness of Ameriocen thought. So we do not get them until
sone Mx pragiatists finally do it"for themeelves" and for their own purposes theme
last few yvars. ©Scholarship, bourgeois soholarship, Just sickens me cometimes
with its inadaquateness, not to mention 4is lack of honesty.

Finally on Tucker -=I believe he does a grent injustice not only
to Marx but to Hegel. If Tuckerts ¥The Self ém God in German Philosophy" and
"The Dislectic of Aggrandizement” is to stand for any serious summation of Hogelimnismm
~—Hegel naeda oven more help than Marx fror the hands of our modern scholars., I do
hopo you will allow me some day to ppeak to your classes on Warx's Debt to Hegel
andEsgel's Atsolute Idea, Really, Marxiat-Humanists certainly do mora jumtioe to
Hegel whan we stand bhim right side up —then those who follow Hagel on his path %o
the Absclute ss Gods Hegel did stand on the basis of c¢lessical political asconomy—
ha B8y8 B0 openly—but that did not mean that FHENOMEMQIOOY was degraded by Marx whe
saw thet clearest to being "a criticimm of political ecomomy® (p,126) Whuat Merx says
in bis Critique of the Hegelian Dialeotic is that THE PFHENOMENOLOGY is therofors ths
hidden, still unclear even to itself, and mystifying critical philosophy. Howover
to tho extemt that it holds fzat the alienation of Man—oven if Kan appears only
in the form of Spirit—to that extent all elewenis of oriticiom lis hidden in it
and are often already prepared and worked out in a menner for beyond the Hegelian
standpoint. ‘Ihe sections on 'Unheppy Comscloueness!, the 'Ronorablas Consciousrcess!,
the flight of the noble and downtrodden consciousness, eto.otc., contain the
critioal elements —-although still in an alienated form —of whole spheres
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1ike Ruliglon, the State, Civie Life, wto.™

T bettoxr stop right bere or I'11 write a wwole new booke

e Tou 21 woiocms 40 usa (arge m)wm{d"’m’-mm
er the vhole of 1 ;uaiehemwm~m-buﬁiéomiﬁoamm
- orneleas whan you %M 10 80 that I®d g9t oos Core sestomos intc »
L] EFZARY you're writing the reviews for, =W

" FeSs —Re Daniel Bell apé him 4 diffzrent versions of his fSuy on Alienation, I expeut

‘ ary $ime & 5ih versicn which would now sonoliie ke haémalwrye"ceen that “asprot”

) ir Mary w—and asmcithubnnso*slm", why refer to ED? After all he did
vory well avoiding any “eferunce in ths econcmio field, relegating sven bis
suddeniy beloved Hilfarding to & footnote % that he need not take up tho L

- theory of stato oapitali-m or the value contzoveray which would have conpellsd
& roferonce to RD. Do ycu suppcse Y renlly wear horna? "




