‘ ,LW o Lo Mar. 10, 1960
‘#”  Dear Si: (copy to REB-NEB) ' )

There 18 a certain philosopher in France, Maurice
EErlaau—Ponty, who has done some very good thlnge on Marxiam,
eepeclally 1ta Humanism. One articde In particular, "Merxism and
Fhilerophy, * rrinted as far back as 1947, gave e a new insisht
vhen I reread 1t with hutomation in mind. .

o I dacided to write yov a WERr letter and make coples
v NEB--however I do not wish the REB to discuss it, although I
do not exolude Golng that after you have done your firet draft.
Now however, 1t would only be talke Nor do I wish you to discuss
"1t with intellectuale-~they would only put in more absiract words
‘what I heve alremady gald sbatractly enhiough. .

) Yecu may, however, diacuaa it with a worker, whefher 1t# 1s
Hims or Inex or both doesn't matter. The point 1s whother the-
worker 18 new or an old hand at Marxiet Humanism like Inez they
might . be ab;e to help becsuse even when 8 worker says. I donbt

 yunderstanﬂ._ he ‘addsp aomethins conorstes .

© -In any ocase do not worrry if you do not grasp at once or
all of . it. ~If just a littia sinks down somewhers in the unconscious,
you RWgX maey get help when yocu write the concrete about Automation,
aven if it is only on the quostion of what to put in and what to
leave oute I do hope that Baul is helping cut out, neatly and
only those sectionu that matter, of both your art;clea and Shorty! s.

. especially yours.

A Now then to philosophy. I'll begin wih the end of that

.ertiole I referréd to in my first paragraph. The-point¥$jkt he
mukes at tue end 18 why Marx at _one angﬁ same time (1) attacks
phxlosophers (' philoaophers have. interpreted the world; the point
is %o change it.") and yet (2) attacke workera whoimmld turn their
back on philosophy "and by giving 1t softly and with avertod glance
8 fow ill-humoved phrases, "

It is because you cannot "nwgate," that is, abolish
philosophy by evadlng it. 4And the philosopher surely cannot be
used as the yardatlok 1E any vase, "But," says Merlegu~Fonty,"“irf
the ph@losopher knows tfis, if he sets himaelr the task of followlng
the other experlences and the other exlstences instead of putting
himpnelf in thelr place, 1f he abandons the 1llmsion of contemplating
the totallity of fulfilled history and reels himeelf, like other
men, caught in 1t, and before a future to bulld, then phil1%ophy
realizes itself and vanlshes &8s sceparate philosophy."

1 need not tell you, 5i, that “ether experiencea and the
othor existences" are those of workers, and that when vhilosophy
Uvenishes as separ®e" it means that thought ard existence have
bescome. Hince 1t 1ls Automation that is 1n the back of my mind,
I would eey that when workers pose questlone, not answers, but
uestions, they are well on the wey. to hewlng out a road to the
vemishing of philcsophy as "separate®™ and to unite theory and practice.

But you have to ask the aerious questlons that point to a new
direction. In Heﬁalian philosophy “pathway" is a very lmportant.
word, a “category" which, whether it 1s only remembrace or ‘
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. deseript¥on of the moment, 1t neverthelesa cuta through a darik
forest and lets you see the light, the path.
' . {now) 2 - : _
‘ I willl not Jjump back to the middla of the article where
the subject consldered is why Marx was not a vulgaer neteriplist.
- (Indeed he never even used the word, materislist, by itself, to
" desoribe his phllosophy. It was the unity of materislism and
-1desllsm,: the Buman factor, Just as Marx refused to ccnalder
seriously _‘_‘fproperty forms," " but insisted instead on preduction
‘roletions of mon to men, 80 when he did use the expression '
Mprastical matorialist" he meant practice pure and simple. Or,
A ¥ ‘pﬁt’iﬁ‘_‘ﬁi’iﬁthér way, -human activity. You have often I%eard me’
. .8ay .rhilosophy in the Marxist sense of huwan aativity."  But let
up never: forget that thet hvman activity was sll-comprehensive and
imeant not only practlcel work but the work of thinking,-which is
~Just as hard labor za anything elee.

" 'Mgrjesu~Ponty saye that this introduction of the“human
object" into cleasical philosophy "waa carrying £6 its concrete
‘f.;o‘bz;aéqgiex;deu the Hegelian conception of a Yspirit-phsnomenon,’

£ 5 “Zof all.the mystical words, the one that geta_tgg/;eategr
©.rlaugh. out-of: what Marx calls Yyulgar meterialicta™ and“what we

"~ Juow as Told redicela" is thie word, “spirit-hhenomenon.® For
"Hegel-kad dehumanised the. ides and instesd of aseing workers, or
. evenipeople in genoral, eaw some sort of "Spirit% or God doing .

“the worX »f kistory. Or sc, hs says. The truth is, his philospphy
‘lives today heoauss Marx had seen through this "epirit" and saw it
_“was'in’actuallity living history, or gollective.men shaping history,
~..and doing 80 on the basls of a vory concrete typs of production, -
. ‘capitalistis ppoductlon which "negated personality,"” made men into

parts of machine, amd therefore produced WOREERS' REVOLT.

At this point this French phllosopher has something FRENNNGx very
wise to say for he stresses the fact that the so-called objectivity
of sclentists 18 Ltself a form of "alienation" aund that 1t entered...
the Marzlsiiiovement "only when: revolutiocnary consciousnecss wanes, '
and -he pcints to. the revisionist Bernstain.

What he 'is trying to-do here is to sum up Marx's conception of
the ‘dialbetio as TOTALITY, whlch not only denies the so~called
"eternal® nature of men, and tekes & specific conchete economic
apoch up, and what relatlions men are 4o each other in these historic

period of slavery and ocapltalisp,but even though economiﬁs wag_ the
foundetion of all thought and higtory its proof, history“csnnot be
reduced Lo economle skeleton. ' The human factor is the deciaive
fagtor &nd 1f that 1s so 1t 1s the toal human being, not a % single
<3 portion of him.
Ané bocaunse this is so, and because all history is thehistory of
the struggies for freedom, Hegel's “Absolute Idea" was in“hotuality
TOTAL FREEDOM.. That is how Hegel and Marx met, so to Bpéak, and
vhy Hegel's abstract 1deas are in actuality the reflections of this
histordc movement so that, as I put it in MARXISM & FREEDOM, Hegel's
PHENOMENOLOGY, OF MIND ia in reality the philsophy of history eatablished by
. the “Indighant hearts" who made the Frensh Revolution.,

Finelly, tc get baek from the history of the French Revolutlon when the
machine age had Just begun to the age of Automation, when the machinre is the
f10l meater of mar® and they still don't have total freedom, we bhave to facm
the specific, concrete, dglly experiences AND thoughte of workers on the job.

Yours, RS 13735




