July 25, 1971
Dear EF:

How are you? we soemec to have disappearel for a shole year, theare you,
however, have a new work published, I'm gtlll laboring on the same one--FHILOSOPHT -
and REVOLUTION has been "in progress" for 10 long yesre! Now that the final draft B
is finished, it will take another 2-3 monthe to edit and have it professionally typed
Nevertheless, I thought you mizht wish to sce it unedlted® so that if you still ar
willlng to help me find & putlisher, then I would not need to resubmit %o you, bot -
could mend it directly to vhichever publisher you designste or wrlte to or vhatever. :
Po, please, let me know whether you wish the edited version sent through you. May I-
axpsct &5 Snswer from you hy Ootoher? That is uhen 1 wxpact to have it Tinished,

Tt will number about 350 pazes and will inclwle one appenlix not here incluied: a

£irst Baglish translstion of 3U pages of the pages on labor under the "automton®
froa Marx's Grundrisse,

You no doubt felt ac sad as I at the nuss of Lumes's death, It took neo:rly

a half century for him to roturn to a strictly philosophic work—Ontology of Sozial "

Belng --ari now he s rone, and there are hardly any Aegelian Marxists left of his-
atature, Zvery time Yarcuse tries to bildre the divisions within himself==botuwsen
the desire for instant revolution to the peiant of deperiing on "blological solidarity"
and the deep down pessimism about mankind having become onewd imonsional in thought,
in body (eroticlsm included?) and, above all, in labor becoming thing (sic!)=wif is
as if he willed tho death of the dlalectlict

Luckily, new passions an! new forces abowkl ani the recreated dlalectic becomes

Haagon and Ravalution even whars the auther does not rucosnlEs the Frosonys

Tours,

*Tn 1ts unedited version you must suffer through not only amy unending sentences, but
the secretary's mis-spellings, but you must be used to 'rough drafts.” I should
also explain that the two versions of the lunin chapter %ill be made into one and !

not be o repetitious &8 they of necessity wero when one was written for TELLS -

quarterly, while the other was spoken at a philosophic conference of both TELNS :
and & Camdian growp as well as some intwmtional luminaries from Italy and Bngland

while stiudant 1isteners were most unhappy about academla. inally, Che8 on East 1
Bugpe I kept heping an Fast Ruropean would do it and thus mede it very brief,

T have hear® both from ;zechoslovakia (sow are still alivel) and 7ugoslavia as

13 Simnile nublish me—that chentar an lasin ts nou in Serboe.rostlan, :

well as one wssian and Pole and will feel braverin expanding. DI you know_Praxis




] MAILING ADDRESS:
MERED Sy sasaeT ERICH FROMM PATRICIO SANZ 748-8
MEXICO CITY: 823-16-78 PATRIOIO SANZ 7488
CUERNAVACA: 2-30-489

CURRIAVACA
HEW Yo, 3-04~11

10th February, 1973 .

Miss Raya Dunayevskaya
8146 ward Street
Detroit, Mich, 48228

Dear RD,

Enclosed is a copy of my letter to Mr. Huett.
It was a great joy to read your manuscript and

I admire the work you have done whole-heartedly,

With all good wishes,

Erich Fromm




February, 1972

Mr. Richard Huett

Editor in Chief

Dell Bocks,

Ho. 1 Dog Hammarsijold Plaza
New York, N.,Y, 10017

Dear Mr. Huett,

I have now finished reading the manuscript of
Mi.ss Dunayevskaya and am delighted with it and very glad
that you will publish it.

I hope the following paragraph, which you may

aquote as n whole or in part, as you like, will reflect
this reaction:

This work by a humanist socialist is efgreat

theoretical and political importance. The author rombines
originality, great scholarship, deap theoretical penetration
of the rubject, incorruptib:le critiecal thinking, absence of
partisan clich&c and a dcep passion for the freedom and
growth of man. I have learned much from the book and so, I
believe, will most scriously interested readers.

with my best wishes for the publishing success of
tha book,

Sinecerely yours,

Erich Fromn

¢.¢. Mias R. Dunayevskaya




TELEPHONES: WAILING ADDRESS:
MEXICO CITY: B23-16-76 BATRICIO SANIZ 748-5
CCUERNAVACA: 2-30-49 MEXICC 12, D, .

CUERNATACA
NEW No. 3=04~1L

6th March, 1973

Miss Raya Dunayevskava
3146 Ward
Detroit, Mich, 4822R8

Dear RD,

Thank vou for your letlter.

When I wrote my letter to you and the publisher

tc add a wore personal note te

you, which was really to congratulate you for an extra-
~h

I 2id not have the tim

whi I deeply admire,

It is a witness to your intelligence and
penetration which at a time like ours is extremely refresh-
ing, quite aside from tine fact that it is such a great
contribution to the theoretical and hence political
situation re socialism.

I 2id not write in these terms in wmy letter to
the publisher because it ceened to me too personal, but if
he should feel like ucsina some of what I say here he is,
of course most welcone.

T £2ly shoh the feonb in romo placoes could have
still been improved stylisticaliy, and even made some
notes for cugcestions, but then I thought theyv were not
important enough, and besides that, since the manuscript
is now proceseeé it would not be convenient to make new
changes. If thic should be wrong, nlease write me and I
would try to indicate a few of the points, but I do not think
it really matters very much. For a serious reader thece
are trifles, and for those who dislike the whole posgition,
anything will do to criticize the hook,

I just fpound that there is a book by Petrovic in
German, Philosovhie und Revolution, Rowolt Taschenbuch; in
content it is entirely different from yours. I do not know
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whether it will be published in English, but even if it
iz, there is probably nothing baasically wrong in having
the =same title by two different authors. At any rate I
wanted to mention it.

With 211 good wishes,

Yours,

L~

Eraieh Fromm




Casa La Monda
Via Franseln) 4
CH 6600 Locamo-Muraito

12th July, 1973

Miss Raya Dunayevskaya,
8146 wWard

Detroit,

Mich., 48228,

Dear R.D.,

Thank you for your letter of Jung 1lith, which.was
forwarded to me from Mexico. I am still (frantically busy
correcting galleys which have to be finished in weeks, Then
we plan to take a month's vacation in August“agd to stay here in

~September and October,~then plan,tg_ggﬂggvggiz’ from the middle
of November to December, to give some seminsrs, I write this in

reference to your question of whether I could review your book,

1f it could be here in the Wjddle of September I might be able to

do it, although having to prepare my seminars and lectures for
Chile I have a real\time problem. .I doubt whethar T shall have
the time to reread th&=Tholce book and yel Lo review it woula

require thal I reread at least parts of ik, I could, ¢f course,
write a review which would describe in somewhat general. terms the
main problems with which the book deals, write about its signi-
ficance without going into too many details, That would not

require too much reading and also make the writing not too difficult,
But the question is, for whom I could review the book, 1 have no
connections with any of thg/boek publishers so that I could ask

"mf;ﬂpmv/somebody to let me review the book. Maybe your publisher has an
=  Altyopin idea, and you could let me know.

Ta

gt et TR S A e 97t e o

Mail will not reach me between the end of July and the
end of August but I gathsr it ig time enough for you to write me
so that I find your answer on my return, at the end of August,

In short, I am very willing to review the book if I can make it
at all! timewise and again that depends laryely on whether a review
of the type I suggested above is feasible,

With all good wishes,

Hastily yours,

C/—

Erich Fromm




Casa La Mondsa
Via Franscini 4
CH 6600 Locamo-Muralto

The idea that you might come to Cuernavaca some time
and that we thus would have a chance to talk together

is a very appealing one and I hope you can do it,
Since we are leaving next ye2r at the end of March,

and staying for the summer again in Locarno, perhaps
it would be possible some time next fal

1 or winter,




. July 17,1973
You're wonderful! No wonder you remain so

Dear EFs

young~=you do not allow even real time probdlems to

weigh you down enough to say No to nuisances like me,

Your neme is way too big to consider that,
not having any connectiens with newspaper and magazine
publishers, any review-essay by you would not get
inte print. On the ether hand, editors do not likes
to be told by publishers whom to invite ta do the
review. In a word, the very fact that you had read
the book and been msked for advice ahead of publica-
tion and thus presented them with a review shead of
official publication date,October, will give them
a double scoop, Either N.Y.REVIEW OF BOOKS
(Editors: Robert B, Sllvers and Barbara Epstein),
250 ¥,57th St.,N¥C 10019, or NY TINES BOOK REVIEW,
or, in magazines, THE NATION, or COMMENTARY (165 E.
z6th St.,NYC 10022; I'm sure you knew its editor,
fiorman Fodhoretz wnen he wasn'i wuijs as rightwing
as now) or nearly any magazine you like to read.

i didn't mention quarterlies because, for the impact
I'm hoping for, they cannot exercise, Since the
book will not be off the press before Qctober by
which time you'll be off to Chile (Bon voyegel}, 1've
air mail the uncorrected proofs in book form, Kot
meny changes were introduced after the publicher
experimented with that sloppy form of book for his
trade purposes, price,($8.95 hard cover, $2,95pphb)

, Do you happen to know Professor Louls
~npre, the author of Philesophic Foundations of Mary,
one of thearly humanist reliiious interpretations
of arx? He 1s now the president of the Hegel Soclety
of America &ngd, to my surprise, quite friendly to we
who wants to review the book for Journal of the Histor
of Ideas, 2nd, despite the society's conservatiem, he
hee invited me to thelr next conf.in 1974, and their
very tiny publicetion, The Cwl of Minerve carried &
var.on it,encl.He wrote me thet it is tice the
unperson status of myself were ended =nd “they* (I
have no ideg whor he meant by that except some other ™ LY
elite philosophers)consider my contributions on Hegel
*sirnificent,”

¥het will your seminars in Chile be on?
vigh 1 were there with you, I had been very anxlous
to see es they appeared to me to atart something very
rew but with P&R taking many yetrs out of my life
end the rest of the year I'll pracgically become a
Kew Yorker all over again, I can see no time for
traveliling. N

Yours, ever so gratefully,

=
? 4




31st august 1.

/973

Miss Raya Dunayevskaya,
B146 Ward,

Detroit,

Michigan 48228

Dear R.D:

Excuse me for not having answered your letter of July 17th
earlier, I had just left Locarno when it arrived but it was
forwarded to me to a small village where we stayed for 3k weeks,

I began to read your book but did not get very far, partly
because I got the 'Flu and felt rather tired afterwards and
between sleeping and walking did not have much energy to do
anything. I am back now and although I must start continuing
writing a new book which I had promised to write three years ago
and of which I have written only the first 80 pages, I shall try
to read as much as I can, But the problem of who would take a
book review is not solved. I do not think it is as easy as you
think, I have never offered any magazine or newspaper to
review a book and I have no connection with any, because 1
always understood that they do not want to be restricted in their
freedom to give it to whomever they want. The New York Review
of Books would be out anyway because they want a very long
review dealing with all the probl involved and for that I
would not possibly have the time y relations with Commentary
are not good. Years ago Mr, Podhore rejected something I had
written because it contrad ted_majority opinion mmErican—Jews.
1 wrote him a STEAT abo cept of freedom and I
cinnoE witte and offer him something. Perhaps I could try The
MNation, or do you know any other magazine which would be equally
useful? If they accept the review I could write it in the sense
which I mentioned in a letter some time ago, just mentioning the
main topics and merits of the book without going much into
details. I think I could do that., I do not have the address
of The Naticn, If you could send it to me or of anz&oﬁper /“ Sﬁ?
et e
magazine you recommend, I would be grateful. ( Fﬂl7n el e,

The name of Professor Dupré is known to me and 1 was very
glad to hear of his reaction to your book and to you as a writer,
Phis is at least serious and not clever footwork by PR. propaganda,.

I had planned my seminars in Chile to deal with problems of
Marxist Social Psychology ®ut from a telegram I got today, I
understand that they seem to think that in view of the constant
struggles and disturbances, it is advisable to postpone my
seminars for another time.

with all good wishes.

o

Erich Fromm




Casa La Monda
Via Franacinl 4
CH 6800 Locamo-Muraito

12th February 1974

Dear Raya,

Thank vou f{or your lectter whieh I just raceived.
I have read the review of Professor Dupre with interest and
was struclk by its objectivity and at the same time its
sympathetic note. T am sure vorr don't sind i0 T =end it to
Dr. Arnaldo Orfila, vho is the Director of the best and nt the
game time left-oricnted publishing lcuse in Srnanish vwith a

wide distribution in Latin Amerieca and Sandin.
racommend him the nublication of vour hook.

Indeed vou are risht that it is
undarstanding and positive resvounse
than from Jews and Leftists. Thiey ha~e become so fanaticised
that they have lost the objectivity and even the interest in
more lknovledge for the sake of Cindins their own dogma confirmed
or to attack anyone who rloes not write exactly what they expect.

ersier to et an
[roty "beurgeois scholars”

Since I did not feel too well townrd the end of the
year, we stayed in Locarno instead of going to the higher
altitude of Mexico. I feel better now amd work on a new book
with the tentative title To Have or BJe. This is a tople
to which Marcel hins davotad n haalk, T only knew the Hitle;
aftor tryving to read tiie first three nases I dropped it because
I could not read the philesophiceal Freneh, It is only now
after I have written the main part of my thesis that I find
English excerpts and descriptions of Yarecel's work and see that
I wrote many things which he wrote too. 0f course otherwise
our viewpoints differ, on the onc hand by mv Marxist premises
and on the other hand by his Catholic ones. My interest in the

topic To linve and To Be was stiemlated by Marx wvho often used
this dicheotomy.
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Feb, 20,1974

Dear EF1
You're wonderfuli Naturally I at once sent P&R to Dr.0Orfila

and while I'm not =as optimistic in analysis of "left-oriented publish=
ing house"{ not when it comes to my works who have too much concrete
in the most abstract statements, especlally "negation of the negation”, :
to attract money) as you are, still I hope your word and Dupre's i
review help. In any case, many, many thanks,

One thing may especially interest you?ﬁupre and Marcel:%The
ahhouncement of Marcel's death happened when I was IH NY and Dupre
wag in Conn.(He teaches at Yale now.) I felt moved and my memory
was of 1947 when 1 was furious as all get out in Paris at Sartre whose
fellowstravelling at the time was disorienting the youth and influenc-
ing,or trying to influence the Renault workers on their very first
strike not under the leadership of CP to return to CP leadership,
Though I shared little with Marcel, not only not on Catholicism but
Existentialism, I felt he was both more objective and whole, I never
had any belief in death when it comes to ideas and I began to feel

L}
strongly thet I wished death wouldn't quii, ., cagden ws, no matter

how deep the pain, and that it wouldn't if we could keep thinking
of the continjégzmif éiiggg gO. like the nut 1 am, and also because
1 knew no oha ol ¥eBs Marcel's desth, I suddenly dropped
Dupra a"note of condolence™, saying I'm sure the Humanism of Harcel
would be cargled throughiin his nis works and dialecticf. and that
I hoped_he. ' t was presumptucus for an athelst to so
addresaa%ﬁ%ﬁtﬁgt;ﬁgxéﬁ gel (who so far as I am concenred never died)
has always succeeded in making strange bedfellow, and he was conti-
nuing it to tiis day. when Dupre forwarded me the copy of his review

and its covering note to "Raya" signed "louis"”, he thanked me for
that other note.

e aacdiien e L

Now then, titles,of courssy aren't copyrighted and To Have/®
To Be is older than Shakespeare (whose beautiful attack on geld in E
Troilus and Cressida Farx quote directly in Capital) who was older

than Marcel etc.etc, Bet it took nearly a full century before what

Marx wrote on the never-énding To Be to be recognized as the

gecond negativity to come z2fter vulsar communism, May I oresume to

send you the original translation I made of ¥arx'e Private Property ,
and Communism--the passages on to have/{o bef-which I happened to :
have found from 1958 Narxism and Freedom (you 2lways ilnd the apposite -
of what you're looking for; I was looking for something on the Absolute
I have to send to Hepel Society of America) ., It happens that that

is when you first started a correspondence with me and you needed

a translation for what you were writing on ¥arx's Concept of MNan, You
may find it useful at the moment of writing.

1 do hope you are well, Vill you remzin in Switzerland
which is now all flutter with Solzhenitsyn ong? The reviews of

P&R are hardly fleoding the marke%, and I sure wish you still would
review 1t., But then you are very much more productive than I I
couldn't think of starting a new hook so soon after your massive work
has appeared, but I'm a slow and tortuous writer,

Yours,




Casa La Monda
Via Franseint 4
CH 8800 Locamo-Muralto

6tn March 1974

Dear Raya,

Thank you for your letter of Februsry 20th, and

for sending mc your translation from the Vanuscripts, which

T read with pleasure because it is really an excellent
transiation, Of course, I know the Manuscripts very
thoroughly since 1 read them again and again, and as I wrote
you, my whole interest in To Be and To Have stems from Marx's
discussion of it.

I want to ask you a favor. Could you tell ma the
sources for Marx's use of Having and Being as central
categoriess.

With affectionate wishes and regards.

Yours,




sarch 13, 1974

Dear EF,

Your question reparding "the sources for Farx's use of Having
and Being a8 central categories" has set me thinking: how does one
single out sources or categories when the subject iz that discover-
er of a whole new continent of thourht which was so plentiful, so
multidimensional, so continuously devaleoning both in relationship
to the history of thow ki, lhe objective aituatlon and, the livimg
rehairers of historye-the magses in retion-=that he never even
stopped to rive his diccovery a name; &5 you know it was not Xarx
but first “ngelz and then Plekhanov who named that philosophy iof
lineration ristorical raterialism, Cialectical materialismy

kevertheless, thoush Marx wrote nothing on “"catesories", the
concept of To Be/To Have is so0 pivotal to his life's worik from the
moment he broke with bourgeois society in 1843 until the day of his
death in 1883 that it ls a challenre to pin down, if not the sources
"as such”, the historic moment when a turning point was reached by
the developing subjeci~matter and Subject: (1) The by=now most fa-
mous first mowent is 1844, and the obvicus sources for the theory
of alienated labor ate Hegel's theory of alienation, especlally as
developed in the Fhenomenclogy of kind, and Adam and Smith's con-
cept of labor as source of all value. But when one says that, the
most important thing they forget is that he was not only critical of
the quantitative measurements of classical political economy, but
criticized Hepel for standing on the sare ground. In a word, Marx
criticized Hegel, not for idealism so much as for dehumanizing ideas.
The only bourgeois writer who caught the fact that Marx waan't under
the impression that liegel knew only mental labcr, but was critici-
zing him for building the Phenomesnology on that concept is Nicholas
Jobkowicz: "In short, Marx does not accuse Hegel of having traated
labor as if it was thought activity, Rather, he accuses him of hav-
ing in the Phenomenology described human history in terms of a dia-
lectic of conscicusness, not in terms of dialectic of labor." The
quotation appears on p. 322 of his Theorv and Practice: Higtorv of
a Concept from Aristotle to Marx;vhich you will find indispensable
not only because he traces hack all the sources to very nearly
everything ¥arx read, but bzcause, being a Jesuilt and hostile to
Marx and trylng to estsblish that the Middle Ages weren't all that
daerk and both the appreciation of the being ¢f man as an artisan
and his thought was first recognized by religion and not by Marx,

by Bacon end not by Hegel, he develops the whola concept of Having
and Being through the ares.

(2) Another facet of Having/Reing that is not given due recog=
nition is that Marx developed them not only re class struggle but
that fundamental relationship of Man/%oman. 1 never have, I believe,-
written to you on the subject, and so¢ I enclose an article by me to
which is also appended the quotes from the 1844 Naruscripts which
directly relates to the concept.

(3} The 1850 perlod when lMarx was supposed to have turned “econo;3A}:
migt” is when he summed up his whole philosophy as "the absolute move- °
ment of becomming.™ That quotation that appears on the frontispiece
of Philogorhy and Revolution ie from the Crundrisss which hes finally
appeared iIn English (Pelican Marx Library) and you'll find it on p. has,

f you prefer following the Cerman edition, it's from Rotebhok V,
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January 22 to February of 1858.,) To me, the whole excitement of that
whole section on the pre-capitalist formations of society is how the
total concept of the Oriental society ls direetly tied to a new con-
cept of man because he was reshaping history with the Teliping Revo=-
Jution as against the view he had of the Orientalvegetating in the
teeth of barbarism"” that was part of the Communist Manifesto when
Marx's sources were the wrlitten ones ¢f Wesiern thought as agalnst
the active Eastern masses that were so creative at the very moment
when the European proletariat, having suffered the defeats of the
1848 revolutions, were pausing while the Orient wasa making revolu-
tions" “pour encourager les autres”. (That's the footnote to the
section on commodity fetighism in Chapter 1 of Capital that the un-

derconsumptionist transliators of Capital left out from the English
edition,)

(4)In the 1860s, in Capital (Kerr edition, p. 143), there are 2
important footnotes, (1) Act IV, Scene 3, "Gold, yellow, glittering,
precious gold!"™ from Timon of Athens by Shakespeare. And of course
that’s not the only reference to Shakespeare nor to the Greek trag-
edies, both of which Warx not only was constantly rerceding in the
original, but romping every Sunday with his children all through
KHempstead Heath who had to listen and learn the recitation., (2}
The other reference on that page is to history: "Henry III., most
Chritian king of France, robbed cloisters of their relics, and
turned them into money. It is well known what part the despdling
of the Delphic Temple, by the Phoenscians, played in the history of
GCreace,..Témpag, therefore, quite in order that the virgins, who,
at the feast of the Goddess of Love, gave themselves up to strangers,
should offer to the goddess the piece of money they recelved."

But of course the history that most influenced him was not the eru-
dite knowledge of all that has been written but history in the mak-
ing. VW¥hich is why I seem not to be answering your question by
listing sources.

Mey I also include a critique I wrote of that horrible Hartin

Nicolaus who finally translated the Grundrisse; the translation is,
however, excellent.

Yours, hurriedly,

P53t 1 never pot &n aknowl
in : edgement from the wsubl i
in Fexico, to whom, of course, ) FoRRT IO recommended

8 4 JEY man
second thought, I pemormie 1 sent a copy of P&E on a letter,

G
+that this wug "

-l o — - - 2
Wi BAmME One, wasn?i J.t-, wha

not only refused translation ond publicaticn of . 1 hut wag rathe
rUGﬂ oan the subject, 2y immrecsion ey s thf'“‘1='*; h:u“ y :3r
:Stalinist-tiuf:ad ard whila b e RIS o e s Somenhot
as conerete as 1 in the attoore oo
have nothing to do with scomopn
Ad I rlght?

#% rou hasaues wan warant+
socklist states“, he would
st solns In for "statistics”,

[T
LLEPLES

10034




e N B e pe VO L T T

Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 6800 Locarno-Muralto

26th March, 1974

Dear R.D.,

Thank you for your long and helpful letter of March 13th,
I have cordered the book by Lobkewice, which ought to be a great
help to me. Thanks also for sending me the article re the
relationship Man/Woman. I believe this is a very important
point. If the Women's Lib. would know Marx they would find that

they had their greatest ally in him, but they know neither Marg;,“#

nor Bachofen, Thank you also for pointing te¢ the Grundrisse,
T will look it up in the German cony T have,

L appreciate also very much your reference conceming
oriental society.

As to the publisher in Mexico, I have not yet got an
answer from him, Reading your P.S., the memory dawned on me,
but wvery vaguely, that he might be the one who took such a
negative attitude toward M & P, I don't remember what year that
wasS. When we were on very friendly terms, he was definitely
anti-Stalinist and in fact our relationship brokeoff more or less
completely since my criticism over Cuba. well, we shall soon
find out how he reacts.

Cordially vyours,

3 L g




i
Dec.1,1974 .
Dear Bl ' g &

S0 happy to hear from you finally; ever so often you

"disappear” and I begin to worry; 1 don't believe it is the July 24th {JeB
letter you didn't answer for vou did drop me & note that you would '
writc re my projected talk at Herel Soclety of America, but I did not *
hear from you after that., In any case, let's forget about Dr.Unseldt °
whose secretary did say "No” to publishing P&R, I do hope you have

the opportunity to writer lList Verlars and will let me know =0 I can

send comy to themy a2 million thanks,

As usual, I'm in the nidst of fighting 3 this time with the
young "New L8ft" (TELOS) who gave & 1950 work of Adorno on Occultiem
50 vp. of their magazine, but couldn't find any space for raviewing
Philosophy and kevolution. ¥When I'm dead, I'y sure they will
"dlscover"” me =-=-and pervert. The Hegellans, orthodox, have actually
been more serious about my work than the so-called Left., 1 have just [
returned from the conference where I read my paper on Hegel's Absolutei]
ag New Beginnings and almost pot a standing ovation; they were '
falling asleep over thelr own learned theses, and here I was not
only dealins with dislectics of liberation-~Hegel as wiall as Marx
tho the former was, by his own design, limited to thought--but
ranging in critique of all modern works from"thelr” Naurer to
Adorno*s Negatlive Dialectics which so erudite they didn't qudks
dare attack until thev found I was merciless in my critique. On
the other end, they were amazed that 200 came out to hear me--=to then
that was "endless mass". Whereupog Szr T. ni. Knox, on Aesthetics,
who followed me, began with a remark that he would not try to
compete with "so charming a lady." He hardly expected this from
me"] suppose Sir Knox thinks he complimented me, but, in fact,that
is a typical male chauvinist escapism from desling with The Idea."
{we did happen to end up as almost-friends.) In any case, beside
perzitting me to deliver a paper (which Nijhoff will publigh along
with all papers of the HSA conference), reviewed the took (The
copy of The Owl of iinerve  enclosed)jalso its president, louis
Jupre, included review of book in the survey of recent works on

liarxism, in Journal of the Historv orf Idsas{Oct=-Dec.l1974, excerpt
included here).

How is your work coming? I met one more admirer of yours
~=Studs Turkell whose Workine $hat has become a best seller and
has quite 2 bit, from interviews, on "Having/Being“, so if you
wish a copy I'1ll be glad to send to you=-who hae a radio program
in Chicago and in his interview both brought in your"Concept of Man®
and related it both to my “voman As Force and Reason" and to PR,

I have not had 2 sinfle word from the Mexiean publisher
after he sirned contract and did send $300, which I thought meant
surely he will nublish, ne must he translating and yet have not
heard a word, tho I promised to collaborate with translator and
heln him find Spanish editions for any references I make in English,

Jon't keep yourself so distunt for so long a time,
Yours,




Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 6800 Locarno-Muralto

13th February 1975

Dear R.D.,

Thank you for your letter of January 20th. It was
a pleasure to hear from you again, .

I am sorry that Unseld refused to publish the book,
Did he write that he had read itz A& to the List Verlag,
I shall try to speak with one of the editors but I am not
terribly optimistic since they are a relatively small pub-
lishing house and might be doubtful about the finencial
success of the book. Nevertheless I shall try,and keep
my eyes open for further possibilities in Germany.

I have read a good rart of Terkel's Working, with
a2 great delight and profit. 1 ~m reading right now a book
by Stephen F. Cohen, entitled Bukharin and the Bolshevik
Revolution, I find the book very interesting and actually
written with great sympathy for Zukharin and Lenin,

are things which 1 was not aware of at z1)l, as for instance
Bukharin's plan follguerilla warfare against the Germans in

1917, in the Mao Tse style, n5 the author points out, this
idea seems to be much less unrealistic if one considers the
whole situation, than it seemed at first glance and as it
seemedé§%so to Lenin, another point the author stresses

is thabPthe whole change into centralism, terror etc, was
entirely brought about by ciwvil war, and quite in coatrast to
all lntentions of Lenin and Bukharin before, He also

. stresses the absence of anx&poncrete economic plan when the
revolution began. I would“be interested whether you could
make an offhand comment to these three points but maybe you
wlll be interested to read the whole ook, -

Witn friendly regards,

Yours,




¥eh,19,1975
Jezr bBi's

Thank you for yours of the 13th and also for showing your

willinFness to try once arain to see whether 2 Cerman publisher
could be rotten for Fhilosovhvy znd Revolution, I do not think
that a smaller publisher is harder to convince, especially now
that I have signed contracts both with Feltrinelli for ltalien
publication and Pl siglo veintiuno for Spanish-speaking audience
sluz the paper, “Hegel's Absolute ldea as lew Bepinning¥, that
I read the Herel Society of Americatlast November will be pub-
lished hy Mijhoff of Tho Hopue who publiches a1l the papers of
the Hegel conferences. Since each foreipn publication helps
the other, and Mijhoff's has a very wide German zudience, List
Verlag may be impressed. Thank you verv much,

Now, &s to Stephen ¥, Cohen's work on Bukherin, [ naturally
wvas rlad to read an objective study that helns rirht the record on
terror in greneral and Bukharin in varticular, Since the dialectic**
is the center of my attention, 2nd that is exactly where Bukharin
went amige, I do not have as hirh a view as does of Rukharin and
just in ease you d¢ not have JoR 2t hand, I enclose one of the
verslons of the chubter on Tanin wnare Gnkharin tipures, As to
the sgpecific poin*s you zingled out, it is true that partisdn
warfare is not as new in ¥arxist thoupht ae either kzo or Fidel
have made it out to be, hut it isn't only Sukharin who antedated
them, that iz 13 suy, *ha specific dispute between Lenin (and then
including Trotsky) and Pukharin on puerrilla warfare vias not
on ¥rinciple~--ruereills vs.“resular” aray, Rather, it was on
the concrete WY I which, beside the raiser's Army, Russia was
attacked on many fronts, the Red Army could hardly be called
"refular” tut it hind 5 chanee precisely hecause it did unite
the call for prolstarian revolution and a whole body in a
centrzalised place, =2tc,etc. Partisan warfare, whether iakhno's
army, or whotevaer,(Ineldentally, USA is credited as first,
outside of Spain, with having developed guerrilla warfare as
revolution ve. armed-to-the teeth imperial army and Churchill
had hls lauphs 2pzinst the "irreculars® in the trees they knew
well killine with a slinpshot the heautiful British red coats,)
ie neither a suhstitute for social revolution, nor a way "to
make revolution® for nll +imes, leadins to elitiesm and isolation
from tha marsses, It i¢ rood %o sive Fukharin credit for
"discussing”, hut *o suhstitute discussion for the concrete
conditions where 2 “ruth is to ke tested and lives won or lost
is hardly the wny to chow that theory livas.

Rerardinr the oconomie plan, that irs aven more prooi
of tha mechanieal ra*ther than dialsctical form of development
*han 3Bukharir nechanical Historical haterialism., Yes, Buknarin
thourht economic even hefore Trotsky and Trotsky did long hefore
Lenir. Lenin vo feared plunning as leading o tureaucratism
that ke wished, wher finally convirce, not a national plan,but
experimentation, ":oviets plus eleetrification." And Bukharin's
Boonomics of tha Tranasition Period, even mors tha# Dukharin's
siding with Trotsky an trade union dcbate led Lenin to write
that shary summrtion of Pukharin as Beine "mo jor theoretieien”
and "not understanding dialectie." 7The one thing that 1 loved
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moeé of 211 of Bukharin is toth his audecity and "correctness”
in daring the damned Congress where Trotsky who was empowered
by lenin to act in his behalf on the Georgian question "conciliated?-
horeover, it is not only the bravery, it is the depth of his
understanding the National Question, the very question which he
hadn't previously understood, fought Lenin on the irish question
in 1914 when he didn;t think the Zaster Revolt was fny "baeillus®
of proletarian revolution, and continued fighting Lenin on

the right to self-determination after they goil power, But,
suddenly, once Bolsheviks were involved, and Still gtalin
displayed “"Great Russlan chauvinism”, Bukharin caucht it ==

both principle and national life and culture and revolutionary
~-81l three together.

Finally, if T mav eny anmathine on where 1'm really
totally unknowledgeable, Cohen practices some "bad psychology "+
when he cannot"answer" questions in dispute, then Lenin's
revolutionary ingransegeance becomes "cantankerousness," RAally!
Here is the first world wary in full holocaust with "Marxist®
second International in as many pleces; here are the Irish,
the only ones braving British imperialism and showing the way
to the proletarians who are shootine each oiher across natlonal
frontiers, and here is the most beloved Bolshevik reading
lectures on the fact that "National” self-determination is
"backward" as compared to internationalism, etc.etc. 4ind it is
at that peint that Cohen finds gossip as to which factlons Bukharin

associated with that Lenin didn't 1ike. No, such "analysis" will
not do.

e S s R R s,

Yours,

R et A S )

#Thig “gossip” may interest you reparding those conservatives who
nevertheless dld see their way to invite me where the "left” siill
busy helping Stalinism-Trotskyism turn me into an unperson. But
they remain conservative, so when Sir T.H. inox followed me on the
prodium, he said he would not "compete"” with the "charming lady."
I sald that he may think he is complimentine me, but it is the
most sexist remark I heard that day, and he cannot use such

male chauvinisz to evade arguing on the content, which is
revolutionary, 8ince everyone was"shocked to death” that I so
addressed the knight, I sxi}¥ was allowed to get away with it.

!

1
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##pdam B, Ulam is another scholar trying a little to right the
record, and again they go in for "psuchologys when it comes %o
the dialectic, so in his Stalin (p. "18,ftn.37, he"interpreted”
Lenin's will on Bukharin not heins 2 dielectician as" Read: not
a politician.” That made me so mad that, though 1 seldome address
bpopgeois scholar, I did write him, and he "thanked" me, without
taking any step to correct his interpretation.

###1'n using "bad apsychology" net peycheloglieally, tut
philosophically, that is, as Hegel used tne expression "bad
infinity", someone like Schelling running to the ahsolute

n1ike & shot out of the pistol” instead of suiiering ihouFn
absclute nesativity, "the patience, labor, sufferins of the

negative,”
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Casa La Monda
Via Franacini 4
CH 6800 Locarno-Muralto

9th June, 1975

Dear R.D.,

I apologise for being so delayed with my answer to
your letter of February 9th. One of the reasons that
delayed my taking care of the correspondence properly was a
S hroken arm and the piling up of ths maill as a consequenca.

In the meantime you have received the postcard which Markovie
and T sent you when he was here a week ago. As he and I

agree on many things, we agreed also very spontaneously in
our admiration and affection for you.

To go back to your letter. I read it of course with
great interest and with profit as is the case with all your
letters.

As far as Bukharin is concerned, the only one of his
writings which T have read was the ABC of Communism - or was
this not the exact title - and that was fifty years ago. I
wgs then more negatively impressed by the narrowness and the
mechanistic outlock of his writing and I guess for this reason
later on never cared to read more by him, and Cohen's book
struck me and impressed me because he shows a much richer
personality than I had really expected.

The visit of the representative of Lisgt Verlag has
been delayed and T thought it would be more useful to talk to
him personally than to write, but unless he comes soon I shall
write him nevertheless.

I am very glad to hear that your book will appear in
Italy, aside from the Mexican edition.

Yours,

L‘.,-("




June 8, 1§75
Dear EF end Mikhailos

Aren't you magnificent personagest Still, it is good -

+o he as active as I am, chasing time and new socletles. S0 that
such compllmentary thoughts as yours cannot go to my head. but
uthank you ever so much., One of the greatest things that abound
is havinc frlends* and one at thie moment is so anxious to see
_ Philogoghg and Revalution published in the birthland of ﬂarx that
- he thougrt I would stand a better chance of getting it nublishe
if it were translated into Cerman, and he contributed $500. to

gee what I can do’ about that, SR

. - Do you, dear Fromm, know a translator who would'know :
both Hegel and Marx and the "new passions and new forces" 80 tha
translating my work into German would appeal to him/her? I'm T
rather dumb on money matters (I'm supposed to be an economist -
but my husbadd{IBdon't even know the price of groceriesl) ‘and’
heve no ldea whether that $500 would be all or hothing at all..
out once we would zgree chilosophically, 1'm sure we coulé work -
out an agreement, It wouldn't really matter whether it was
from Cermany or Switzerland or wherever, but I would want one
in whom you'd have confidence, 1 also donit know whether
knowledge that Nijhoff will bte publishing the proceedingyof the
Hegel Society of Ameriea,1974, which includes my piece on
“Hagel's Absolute ldea &s New FBeginning", would serve as an .
{nducement either to translator or possible publisher. May I
hope to hear from you on thet matter soon?

is N¥ikhaile e£till in Switzerland? I was trying to

convince him not to return %o nis homeland,but he says that

1, being Russian, just see forced labor camps evervwhere., Ah,
well, verhaps I should have accepied the invitation, in 1970,

15 coms 4o ihc Horol conference in Yusoslavia, but I also know
that Tito, like any 3talinist and that is way pack from 1937

in Spain, was as proficient in shooting or ordering the shooting
of Trotskyists first, and, erhaps, askins questions jater. 1In
eaxica T was in constant rear over oy woing a poor shot and,
nstecd of rettine tha GFU egents, would he "zotten”, not so
much about me (thourh no one likes the prgsoect of death} as
about the 0ld lan. and yvet I know tha 2t is not for "my childran®
vus for me that 1 oon warkding &9 detarminedly for that human;st

World. ¢ . f"L

sows, Y 10041
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Jure 21,1975
Dear tli
How and why
vould you ret & broken arm? Don't you know
parxist-Humanism is totally opposed to any sickness? iven
absolute nepativity is tut new beginring, and afe espe-
cially demands creativity away from pain, 1 do hope you
are well now, and will take better care of vourself, for
you are very preclous to all of us:
we must have crossed
in the mail, Yes, I did ret that beautiful card from
you and Mikhailo, and either I or he must have told you
about my excitement seeing him walk in to a meeting when
1 feared he was in jail, and wy vapapchism®, or at least
wildness was "proven®, MY my gtoppine in the niddle of
a sentence at a public meeting o run over 0 him to
gmhracg--and therebty turn *the meeting into onc on 2.E.
yTE F07 ynat crossed in the mail must also have been the
‘nevs tHat one German ‘excited sbout the Idez has contributed .-
"$5004to get Philoséphy and Kevolution translated. If the
"Ji"epwgs_gm;ati,ye;oﬂ‘l.ist verlap is.coming to see you, no
“‘doubt. he would know translators. and also know whether '
* ghat would suffice to ret it golhg 28 an inducement to
* him:to.publish. I will have another copy of: &R sent
¢ 49 iyou, ana 4nclude in it the latast revigws--Profastor
~0*'Neill of York university  in TELOS, and one in Spanisi
oqn. puerté’ Rlco, and perhaps 1'11 also:include the one
- py:.Dupre. fron Journal of the History.of. Idéws. 1'11 te
Aooking forward to hearing on that subject, =
s yers is sometBing that might ‘interest vou and
you may not know atout ity I'm a nut for +racing roots
5f Yarxiem and Harelianism in USA vhore prarmatism liXe-
wige wag an outprowth of dialectic. Presently,
had as mere footnote in Merzism and rreedom--a reierence
o the lst Hegelians--the 3t,.Jouis hovement in pre ..
oet Civil War davs, with that mechanic Prokmeyer teach-
ne the Science of Ioric to thet Vvankee narris, ALY
WChEN INCLUDED, though, "naturally’, only as auxilizries.
Weli‘%, Susalii_lﬂlow who rirst hecan 'Y‘rhp. vinderrarien uove-
B8T1 1o 8,015, SR TSR 1AV H1RRei R P2 Rert 3R T
vreakdown, and went to or.futnam who was the first psyehoanalyst
who followed the Freudian metho6. 1% wab 5[0 one=wiy relation-
ship, and she so0 interested nim in rerelian dinlectics, that
he wrote Freud, and sent him one of their ~roducts=--1 dorn't
know whether srokmeyer's translation (which certoinly Preud
would have known in Garmenlor #srris's viptarnratntior.”
Evidently Freud wus SO onposed to what he considerad "myvsticism”
that ne wrote to someone alse thet Firtnam wonld he rrant iF
only hz wouldn't vjgivert” to ohilosovhy, ih, vell, at least
gomewhsre in the arthives he left thers woula be something
of St.louis liepeliang at the end of the 1%th century. he
world has never voan all taat Gistaat im Idecs mvemw whan
technolosy hadu not maue this "onz worla.”
o tnke care ar soursald,

OUT S
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Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 6600 Locamo-Muraito

Bth July, 1975

Dear Raya,

Thank you for your two letters and for sending me
another copy of Philosophy and Revolution, and the various
reviews, I read them with great interest and pleasure and
I shall try to make the best use of them.

What you wrote about Dr., Putnam who became interested
in Hegelian dialectics through his patient I did not know, and
find it of considerable historical interest, and Freud's
reaction to Putnam's philosophical remarks is also an interesting
historical footnote to Freud and tihe history of the psycho-
analytic movement. Why don't you-write-a note on this and..
publish it somewhere? I have no connections ulth Dsychoanalytlc

in New York.

on this historical data, and it should at the same time be

published in the Spanish psvchoanalvhic journal, Revista, of

which I am still formally the director. If you weuld be
inclined to do this, I would be happy to send it myself to

. the New York and the Spanish journals. I shall also look up
Freud's letters to find the remark in which he comments on

Putnam's letter, or do you know to whom Freud wrote this remark V¥
about Putnam?

Ceongratulations zlso on your discovery of the first
maids' petition in 1647, It is really beautiful, I assume j&
this petition was in England - or was it not?

No, I didn't know that you will be giving a series of
lectures in this International wWomen's Year and the topics
sound most exciting. It is comforting tc hear that among all
the trash which, as far as I followed it, has been produced so
far, there will be at least something serious which is said
about the position of women,

Now to your second letter, You were very kind in
interpreting my remark aboul “your friend Harcuse’in such a
kind way of positive naivety. The remark was made half
jokingly but only half because I was under the vague impression
that you had, at least for a time, a very friendly relationship
with Marcuse and that kind of irked me because I think so highly
‘of you and of Marcuse as a person my opinion is quite in a
differen"' category. So I am glad to hear from you that I was
mistaken, I think your comment on his political attitude is
very well taken; it refers to his great egotism and it is only
another aspect of this that, as far as I can see, he is terribly
concerned with his ‘image* and much of what he says and, I guess,
thinks, is determined by the wish to keep it shining, to -
lpse customers, In thiz regpect I find a great -imilar t; in

Sartre's personality, I have heard Sartre-opce speak at a Sb"?

Peace Congress in Moscow, He wassubservien, and dry, without
any contact with the audiesnce, a typical professor, and at the
same time a man who is also mainly concerned with keeping hig
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Cassa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 6800 Locarmno-Muralto

2.

image as the philosopher of the revolution. I always felt
that both he and Madame de Beauvoi _ represent in their
personalities the quintessence of Jourgeois egotisﬁ}and at

the same time a deep disbelief in life,;"in fact-a rather
destructive and desperate attitude towards it. This human
despair seems to me is then thinly covered by what is supposed
to be a revolutionary philosophy. He tends to hide it more
cleverly, Madame de Beauvoir is more frank and one learns more
about the ambiente from her writings than from his, What a
human debacle if a woman writes life becomes unbearable when
she gets older and when he at least, as reported in an
interview, says he is dead by now because he cannot write any
more, I guess everybody is dead for him except intellectuals,
and all intellectuals except him. I hope you don't mind my
characterological remarks but I can't help forming ideas about
the character structure of a person from relatively small
indications, orovided they fit into a certain theoretical model
of various types of personality.

I am 5till working on Having and Being. My work is

slow and I suffer now from a very bad habit, 1 have many
hundreds of excerpts from Marx, made over a period of 20-30
years but my bad habit was that I often wrote them down,
sometimes just the main point without the exact quote, but what
is worse, without writing the source, Going over them I find
quite a few which I would like to use but can't because I often
don't know where the source could be. I give you one instance
which cropped up recently, I wrote in one of my excerpts a
remark of Marx saying that today the passions are without truth
and the truth without passion, but I have no idéa whers it is
from, If you should happen to know from where his quote is,
A would be very grateful if you would let me know, I always
was plagued with a bad memory. I remember ideas very well but
I have the greatest difficulty in remembering the exact text
unless I wrote it down.. Now my age has of course reduced my

memory still more and thus my difficulty in quoting is still
further increased.

1 shall write you as soon as 1 hear something from
the publisher,

With warm regards,

Yours,

“'”.




July 16, 1975
Dear EF:

What you summwarized from Harx on passions and truth being opposITES
sounded what he wrote before the 1844 W55 where he writes of them as a unity:
"Man as an objective, sensuous being is therefore a suffering being—and because

he feels what he suffers, a passionate being. Passion is the eseential powsr of mén P
striving energetically toward his object.”

Therefore I thought it sounded more like his The Holy Family or Critique
of Critical Critique. Sipce T could not find anything exactly as you remembered.
1 thought I'll cite several quotations on same subject and see whether it strikes. -
a familiar note. (I'm quoting from official doscow translation,foscow,1956):
"Hostly Ch. VI, against Herr Bruno, especially "Spirit" and "\';aSS")
p106:"For Herr Baucr as for Hegel, truth is an avtomaton that proves itself. -
Man must follow it. As in Hegel, the result of the real development is nothing
but the truth proven, i.e., brought te consciousnesc.” =
And a few pages down he criticizes their love of bourgeoisie for its (p.].lo)effec
success® howsver much the 'pathos'of it evaporated”. And again (p,124): "Staggerin
after its victories, Absolute Criticism breaks out in Pythian violence against
philosophy. Feuerbach's Philosophy of the Future is tle congealed cauldron whose
fumes inspire Alsolute Criticism's victory-inehriated zead."

That chapter is especially magnificent because so much of history gets.
into it as he approaches YCritical Battle against tke Frencih Revolution"pp.l60-166
where he speaks of "self-alienated natura. and spiritual individuality". And then,
Critical BaT'LE ACGAINST French Materialism, pp.167-179 where Le speaks of "17th c. 3
matanhvsics, beaten off the fisld bty the Freach Enklihtenment™ ard "Descartes in his:l
physics endowed maticr with self-creative power and conceived neccnanical motion
as vhe act of its life."

On the other hand,tié quote may have been part of either doctoral
thesis and 1842 uwhere there are moregeneralisations on truth. The first new
volume of Marx's Collected Works has just been published in Cerman ind Russian
and Fnglish, all from #oscow, and has some additional letters and early articles.
T don't knew elbether you're acquainted with a new translation of Marx's Critigue
of Hegel's Philosophy of Right, whibkh has a very learned Introduction (and Notes)
by a Jesuit Joseph O'Maliey (Cambridge Univ.Press) and he quotes earlier works, .
especially from Anekdota ,agrin on subject of truth, and the quotation I just cited |
above on Feuerbach, 0'Malley rephrases as "Marx called I'everbach the purgatory '
through which speculative philosophy would have 1o pass if it wac to attain the
status of truth.”

Sorry, 1 cannot cite the exact quotation you looked for, but I hope
the above helde some.

Thanh you very much for itrying to get German publisher for Philosophy
and Revoluvicn, and if publisher wante ihe chnice of tranclator, he can still he
paid from that L‘.ontribu‘t:.on 1 got fur that purpose.

T would never think of writing anytning or something I know nothing
about——peychoanalyris. However, I'1l sugprest to the poung woman I'm encoursgeing
to work in the ficld of the first American idlegelians-—Therese Littman., It is she
who found the refereunce 1o Ircu€ and Tr. Pulnarc in Joamce Jackson Putnam and
PsychAocanalysis, edited by Nathan C. Hale {liarvard U.Prees,1071). 1'11 ask her
to find out %o whowm Freud wrote that letier oux Putnan and Hegel ond Susan Blow,
and will drop you a ncte.

You mur% have gotten the impression about my friendship with Marcuse
either from fact he did introduce Marxiem and ¥rcedow, and once when 1 agked
your heip in publishing an #.0. Fpecke, Tr.fogol sesmed to have sided with HAM
ou
©

i
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Ercs. 1 always am very cautious in my oriticism if I feel that the Government
or other reactionaries {perhaps Birchers in San Diego) are after a ddssident.
But in fact I was always at odds even before we came to total parting of the
ways at the end of the 1960's when I was working on Philosophy and Revolution,
and he was going haywire on "biological solidarity.” Even then I was ready
40 bend backwards because I felt thai, at his age, the idea that he may not
live to experience revolution was too much and he was looking for shortcuts.

¥hat I thought was the greater tragedy was the collapee of the
whole Frankfurt School. You may know or you may not that when Stalin
first openly revised the law of value, in 1943, and I both transiated the
artiole for AMERICAN ECONOMIC REVIEW , and analyzed it, when both the State
Department thought I had no right to criticize “an ally, Russia", and the
Russiana called me "a Protekyiet or faseit, probably beth", the news hit the
NMY™iras, p.l, 1 met many, many German intellectuals. They searched me out
becaupe their view of American intellectuals were so low that ihey were shicked
to find one knew Marxisme Dut even then we fought because they were working
through Siate Department against Nazism, yes, buil I felt differently as to how
to work. In any case, ¥ W II ends, and scmo Marxiciz got out adive, and it
was my turn to be shocked to find that nere they had gone through concentration
camps, and ntill remained Stalinist! Specifically, Roedolsky who had been
head of Austrian Marx's Archives. And what all these elitists, especially Adorno
did to the poor dizlectic, really decapitated it. Whereupon they call me
"the mad Russian", and since I was never in academia, preferring to work with
workers, and Biacke, aod women wio are noi careerisis, I belisve that not only
did they not collacborate with me; T believe they ectually advised eome Cerman
pub}ishers to pay no attention to my work, Ah, well, each to his own.

Yours,




Casa La Monda
Via Franscinl 4
CH 6600 Locarno-Muralto

BN

" agth July 1975

Dear Ravya,

Thank you for your letter of July 16th and the
trouble you took to find the source of the statement concerning
truth without nassion and passion without truth, Maybe T
find something in the new translation of Marx's Critique of
llegel's Philesophy of Right whiech T shall try to order.

Thank you also for soime more data which explains
ny error with regard to your relationship to Marcuse. I
see him perhaps less charitably than you do, I have known
him for many years and he has always struck me as a man who
is mainly motivated by hate, even though he nay "hate" the
right people. Rasides that, he is given to fancy and
romantic thinking in hids vision of the ideal that the new man
would live a completely erotist life, enjoy the nerversions
of sadism and coprophelia and live the life actually of the
playful child. On the whole I think this unrealistic so-
called radical thinking has done much more harm than £ood,

I was interested in what you wrote about vour contact
2ith the German Marxist intellectuals, This is a long topie,
gspecially the Foankifurt Institute. These people, narticularly
llorkheiuer, became so frightened after they had come to Anmerica
of being considered radicals thas they began first to suppress
all words which sounded radieal, and orkheimer eventually

ended as a pillar of society in Frankfurt, praising religion
and the virtues of capitalism.

With warm resards.

Yours,

P.35. In the ncantiue I just ot your letter of Julv 22nd.
Many thianlis {or the references. In view of the fact that
vou have not heard anything from Orfila, T sugrest you write
him directly and ask lim how far the translation and the
praparation for publication have rone. If his answer should
noi be satislacbory then piense lLet me lmow and I would write
adim nmyself, I had at first thought I could write hinm
immediately but I thint it emphasis nore your indenandencae
you write I:iim, flowvever,. if you are of a different opinion
please just write ue a note and I shall writo lim inrtedi
‘lﬁgﬁgar as I an concerned there is no hesitation,

if

ately.

“~Bwp.s5., since dietating this letter Dr, Fromm has had to go
to hosnital with an attnel of annondiecitie, ife 4g heing
: I

Teaved wiih dulusions of andibioties +, DUS we don't know vet
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July 17,1973
You're wonderful! Ko wonder you remain so

Dear EFa

young~-you do not allow even real time prohleiﬁé to

welgh you down enough to say No to nuisances like me.

Your name is way too big to consider that,
not having any connectiens with newspaper and magazine
publishers, any review-essay by you weuld not get
into print. On the ether hand, editors do not like
to be told by publishers whoem to invite te do the
review. In a word, the very fact that you had read
the book and been asked for advice ahead of publica-
tion and thus presented them with a review zmhead of
official publicatien date,0ctober, will give them
a double scoop. Elther N.Y.REVIEW OF BOOKS
{Editorss Robert B, Sllvers and Barbara Epstein),
250 ¥,57th St,,NYC 10019, er NY TIMES BOOK REVIEW,
or, in magazines, THE NATION, or COMMENTARY({1l65 E.
56th St.,NYC 100223 I'm sure you knew its editor,
Norman Podhoretz when he wasn't guige as rightwing
as now) or nearly any magazine you like to read.

I didn't mention quarterlies because, for the impact
I'm hoping for, they cannot exerclse. Since the
book will not be off the press before October by
which time you'll be off to Chile (Bon voyagel), I've
air mail the uncorrected proofs in book form. Not
many changes were introduced after the publisher
experimented with that sloppy form of book for his
trade purposes, price;{$8/95 hard cover, $2.95ppH)

, Do you hapfen to know Professor Louls
Tupre,the author of Fhilosophiec Foundations of Marx,
nne of thearly humanist rel iious interpretations

of Marx? He 1s now the president of the Hegel Soclety
of Americs and, to ay surprise, quite friendly to me
who wante to review the book for Journal of the Histor
of Ideas, and, despite the society's conservetism, he
has invited me to their next conf.in 1974, and their
very tiny pudlication, The Owl of Minerva carrled a
var.on it,encl.He wrote we that it is time the
unperson status of myself were ended and “they”(l

have no idea whor ke meant by that except some other
elite philosophers)consider my contributions on Hegel
*giznificant.”

What will your seminars in Chlle be on?
¥Wish I were there with you. I had been very anxious
to see &8 they appearsd to me to start somethlng very
new but with P&R taking so many years out of my life
and thae rest of the year J7'11 nrackically hecome a
New Yorker all over again, I can see no time for
travelling.

Yours, sver so gratefully,

!i i
A |
’ !




