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t;Flrn let us clear the decks of all Imterpreters of Marx
=»motOnly of Gentile and Lukeos (not to mentlon ‘the lesser ownes
. of our era) but even of Kogelo#- gud desl with Marx himself. It
1g ¢t the espeonoe that we do not get diverted by "evlidence" of
‘8 @acopndary nature 3o that we sterd up to the cnallenge of the
gosaliue. who trsnecended Hegel moi by oproxing his idealism but
by givimg it tts humen rsison d'etres[What he cppomed in Hegel
was hle do-huzanizuticn of the ideaw,feke d1d a0 not merely :
as. a msaterialist who'proved" ideas cou’d net floﬁf‘ﬁetween nesven
and eirth but rather cswe out of the brain of man —-wo've had
altogether voo much of thet type of vulger aaterlallsa floating
about, Mérx 424 ao.becavse sven the seif.dsvelopment of an 1deg
cocurred nlstorically, az aone iknevw better them Hegol wher he
wished to know 1%, whem he traced through the history of 1ideas,
., vhen he let axn idea sténd for a whole historic spoch, whea he
¢axs to the olimax of hls system oniy to find that it was after
- ‘a1l Bubjectivity, the I,dividusl but "purified of all %hat inter-
“feores with its univerua?ity." in & word, Hegel knew Abt, and us :
;2hi10|opner. iived by it, but as politician, us state ghilosopher-
opportumist, as retiros in 8 sclf-comstructed lvory tower sfraid
. of i%he personification of the "megatlve prlnclple"--the‘fnﬂapt
'~prolet|riat--ha closed his eyes an t1§ht, or, &s Marx put it,
“established “the 1lle of his prinoiple of having consclousneas and
-gglf-gonsoiousness and sllemsted spirit be bereft of a per-oxallty
. and' therefore exist orly in the mbstrast, arx. as vehe-ently
opposed sateriallam, mot omly the vulgar materialism of the
Gommunists;-not-only the abetract meterislism of the "solentista®
(poulitical economiats 1nc1uded) Tut alse thet of Feuerbach who
first hHelped put Hegel on his feet, who could tell you all about
. clrounstannes making the manm and religlon reflecting or pervertlng
" the thought, ete.ete, but mever zaw that before you started
educauting “otherl“ "the educstor must himaoelf be eduosted,™ 1Im
& word, Marx's Hunanilm was nelther s rejection of idenliom or
materialiam, but the unlty of both, not merely stending en’
sarth, bYui emanating from & Human Beins vwho, vhile he had hiw
feel planted om this eerth, felt the pull of the future om the
present so passiomately thot he was a multl-dimensional heing
refusing tc bow to "rezlity", that is to the glvenm, but imslsted
that, with oind and body, he would trasnsform 1t 1lato something
very differeat, the world of frecedom, of the full development
of &ll ths telents of wen %o that he could ilve hils lifes innteed
o bLeing ocompelled to reduce his self-aotivity merely toc & mesns
te llve,

#I have never goze into mither of the two sxtremes ~--those, llke Maruuse,
who tr¥ %0 Plame all vuigerisaticn on Engels, denying Marx "apprcved" :
Engels' vworks, including Dlalectlice of Naturc. at leest asd motea; mor thola e
who insiast, as the Cormunists do, that Just because they were lifelons
co‘laborato“n and Merx could not have livcd without the suppert of Exgels,
. that therefore tiey are "one and the same," I heve not dome because I belie
Eng&ll himself st summed up that relationship when he sald thak, at best,
he and others were "falented", but Marx wes a goenlus, the original thinker
whom the others followe®., And Engels was a follovwer ,not mnly devo%ﬁq but |
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R How then you BRT thnt wy apalyals of the Hegellzry comcept of
-ubject-ob;aot and your analysis of the 1844 Manuscripis are similay,
This is true, apd 1t 1s why your srilcle interested me ac when it dealt
with ths cognitive procoss, Where we disagrse, ‘and very, very -harply,_
is that there is a fundacental differencs between the Marx of 1843
and the Msrx of 1867-1883, Far from "abundonlag" omtology --I am
susuming that we both mean ocatology s totallity, a? world outiook,
aund not as i cloced -yatan of "pure thought"-- Marx created & totsglly
new ome, By totally new, I do not mean he Ebsadoned Hegel, btut that
he tramscended him, and by trnnnoendlng I do nol mesn. anything as vulgaer
'as elther the Sonlal Desooracy or 4he Communists have redudscd the tera
6 mean bolng "materioliest" snd "not ldealist", "realist" apd not
"nystical." Ratner I um using it in the pure Hegslimn adnse of
sbsorbption of the past tc a polnt whéere 1t is Internallzed ané you do
not question 1t, butl you then add thal new dlmerslon ol your ags, only
where he thisks be Fau tranecended all other philesdphera and hil
systzu Lu Yabsolute", I consider Marx hes dome 80 and humanity irltha
for toial fresdow not 28 & Yheve", a pnsgesalonybut aa a dxuenu oR
of his being which hae, onca and for all, overchme the_EIEEoiony %etween.“
nental und laaunl labor g "the absolute,"
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Gﬁ! ‘do I "prove" that whem you meem a0 conrident you nave
"gonsidersbie ‘evidence" to prove the opposite?:  Well, all you have to de.”
is to turm 'to, 0APITAL, not lookiua for the same: lansu4ﬁa,(even though -
there is: a. srent deal of that %ov) as that usod in Manusoripts, tut’
lookins nstead  for whut s that reality which Hegel falled to'fuoe but
Marx 4fd; . 1'% genius s demoustrated i the petience with. wnlch

"fS‘h& traoea _ on through all the forms of. nopsclousncas,  S6lf=coN=-

E& zo&ouunanl =reuuon, spirit,: idea, all the way-to ths ablolute.‘ ‘Marx. -

.( does the* lhma, omly he does it with labor, !Does .labyr become sny less
nlienated wheh, Inatead of using the woird, enstion, Marx has- penetrat
‘throvgh to the depths of the huway being undsr cepitailsa so that he
has, firss, _pli the caterory, labor, into labor. as activity and labor
pover 'as.comnodily; when your very abilliy to labor-1s nothing bat a
oonmadity, aonethins you sell us 1f you could disjolmt your ha#esfrom -

- your person and let those onter .imto the factory all by themseolves and
earn you & llving--1s that not 2lienation, the mcat aogradlng kind.
g8eoundly, you enter the factory, and the alienatlon is ac complete that
Marx now doosn't even allow you to retain the word, laktor, either. He
now proves how you no longer belong to yourzelf at all by 1?1n5 you
the same nomesclature a3 to the machimeca: capital, only P
sere Yconstant”, you are "variable", that is to say, you or U’a
variation in masgnitude and thaet -surpkus tbat"you prodiice gets rurther
allenated away from yof:, and belohg t¢ "another®, Thirdly, you not

e YW
efrtn.cont'd from p.l}underutanding. But he wasn'’t Marx, And anyone
who tries to "prove" Marx by quotations from migels, whether approved

or not approved by Marx, cuts himgelf off from meeting the challenge thsi

& genlus sets up for the age., Some empiricints ~-1 have in mind the great

ecoriomist Mrs,Josn Robinaon who I am gucting “1n the plurel -~ have told

mc that they wished Marx who was"too Hegelian™ had told all hls ideas i

"to Eagelas who Xmew how tc wrlte stralght ¥nglish, inatead of German Eusllah"‘

Had Engoelz written them down, eto,ste,etc,=--a8 1T the style and the nman -

cgn be separated, or the language and the thought, in the menner of a good

"gtatistical" 2tenogrephic mechine, 0O, for automation!

{(But, though I ask us to have done wlth all interpreters, I do hope you
willl allow me to call to your attentlon the Tollowing cheptera in my -
MARXISM AND FREEDOM: III, on Marx's Early Fssaye; VIII, on the Huwan!em )
of GAEIr Ly Volume 1; and VIII, on the iLoglac and Scope of all 3 VOlunea.,
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. omly becoaa enslaved to another man, the oapita‘lﬁt, your allenatlon
- of motiviiy or laboer has ¢agraded you to the poinmt where 1t 'ia noi
you, thou san, wbo ic macter of nachine, but the macalne is mastep
of .you, srd thid thlnﬁ. tbls meterialised labor, this desd labor
suaka éry *the living, Tnlking ebout "slienation", what Ls o7

_perveras 1w all of Hegel's foras of allenatlon than this "fanteatio
ralntionihip where thing macters wan'? :3

A8 fTor'picture-theory of reelity", my dear Mr, areagor,
ir vou will forgive me, I will say you souldn't possibly be thinkinmg
of Harx; you muat still be undsr the 1nf1uence of that awfully vulgar
"tateriallsy and Bapirio-Criticisu" of Lenia'e which ha was compellad
to abapdou Lif he weie ever tu £ind his own reason out of the og%%%g
of ostablished Marxism of the Sccomd I[nternational he ao JwGuas lngLy

. Wapplled™ ir £he phileosophic fleld--or what passed for philosophy,
The duallsm that permestes capltalism, that tears the lneldez out of
-i%m reality, thet L2 im condtant costradictlon, whether ln ihe :
market or factory, vhether fighting the class strusgle, or blinding
i%self with own fetishipas so that all 1t once--when 1t was revolu-
tlionary end oreative-~knew is nov 80 falae that even 1ts theoreticlans
- have bectme naught ui Wprize-fighters" for the status quctand
apolcgists for thet "llth Hour"--why where is this "picture-theory
ol reallty"” leadlug to oxcept the "absolute™ Only Marx has broken .
up Hegel®s Absolute into two ~~the absolute of »apitalist ‘developuent

-.ls the collapze, the acoumulation of capi tal at the one hand and

"gemersl 'ebsolute law of the reserve army" at the other hund;: axd, _

'ln to%al, sbeolute oppolitlon to this, the very force that brlngs .
‘about "the nsgatlon of the megation" (in Vol.l,2,and3 of GAPITAL.)H-
ths proletarist--ah, 1ts "absolute" are "the new. passions ‘and forces
for iké -roconatructlon of soclety." Whatﬁ pray, 13 "passive'’ about

~ -much pPasnicis ard, how can such forcea.be "comtomplators’, mot %o ‘
- meption. that “thinktn bleeding Paris" has had 1ts “ccgnitive provesa™
%o fully literszie: thnt they have "gscovered at lost™ not only the
ecomoria and politioal emenclipetion Tt realized that ft:ia nothing
other than "its own werking existonce" for the “"Commwmards have no
idemles %0 realize but to sot free the elementis of the new soclety."
Please read the last paragraph of Hegel's SCIENGE OF LOGIC saad see
whether the melf-liberation of his Idea doek elther more or less,

Enough for the time belng! I Ehall look forward-
to seelng your manusoeript whensver you send it to me, and I shell be
a8 concrete am posslble with the "evidence," I hope too I will have
the opportunity to addresas your seminar--I sure would like the
opportunity to give more Ghan one lecture on the relationship of
Marx to derman ldealism, or, more precisely, as I prefer to cull Lt,
"Marz'e Debt to Bugsl," Meanwhile, I enclose a liat of some of my
writings plua a chepter, in very rough form, of my new book, The
latter ("Subjectlivity of 35elf Liberation®) you wlll please return to
ne, I have a grest desl also on Hegel, but I hesltate to overburden
you, I 2ls0o encleoase g riloce on the place of your present sojourn,
vwhich qulte surprised me, Moat of my frliends there are eilthsr in
rrison or in exile, Buck in 1338, not only the Alricane, but the
Alfriksaner were ilunterssted in HMarxlsz, and duricg mpy stzy in Mexloo
Trotsky wrote the Introductlion to the publicatlon, om the occaslon
of the 90th enmuiversary of the Cobmunist Manifeeto, which had 1ltas
tebdkdation into the Afrikaaner language, But that eceme centurles
ago, and worlds agart from the present. It may be that by thez time
you reach Argentina, there will be a 3peanish edition of MARXISM AND
FRREDOM; an Itellan edltion (La Nuova Italls, Flrenze) has juet come
out, and@ the Japenese and Spanisnh editlons are bylag with each other
a8 to whicklcountry will be first, I look forwerd to ueetinu you
some time, and talklng endlessly...¥Yours, #, .




