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( ' ' Nov.21,1963

br, H‘!.oh Fromm
gdanzaleos Coslo No,15
Mexlao 12, 3.7F.

Dear Dé. Fromat

" Ther=s hes Leen sudh a long lapee since we last ocorresponded
thet I um not aure the above is still your gddreus, end I'm therefore
sanding this via registered mail, :

 Two matters of wnequal impGrignce prompt this letier,
One 1s purely informationxl, & paperbaok sditlon of my MARAISM AND
FREEDON will be out early next yesr with a new chapter {"The (hallenge
of Mao Tsc-tung"e) ané a new introduction which malten refercnce to
your “Harx's Ooncopd of Msn," In order ¢o moke room for the new ohapter
the publisior has neds me aacrifios ay translation of Warx's Early Fssays,
I <hsrefore refor them to jour book and ite transletions, ceiling atten-"
tio3 %o the fzot that the Moscuw translation is marred by footnoies which
"intolpret" Marx to sey tho axact opposite of what he is ssying, wheroas
in your work they have both gn authentic trsnelation end valuable :
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: The ascond, and central, reascn for this correapondsvce
i & sort of an appsal to you for & dislogue on Hegel between us, I bo-
liave X once told you that I hsd for a loung time oarrled on such a
written dlsocusslion with Herbert Marcuse, -especlally relating to the
"Abgoluie Ideg," With his publioatlion of goviet Marxiam, this became
impesalible beceuse, whereas we had never seen eys to eye, untll his
rationele for Qozmunism, the differcnce in viewpolnts only helped the
development of ideas, bat the gulf widened too much sfterward, There are
g0 few~-=in faot, to be perfectly frank, I know none--Hegelians in this
country that are also interested in Marxism that I'm presoently very
neerly compelled "to teik {0 myself.," would a Hegellan dlalogue interest

you? -

I should confess at onco that I do mot have your sympathy
for Existentiallsm, but untll Serire's declaration that he wue now &

- Merxisk, cur worldéa were very far apert, With his gritique de la Ralson
Dimlectigue (the Introduation of which has just been publiahed herc under |
the titie, Seasrgh for ethod) I felt I had to take iasue, 1 enclose [
my review of 1%, which 12 mimeogrephed for the time belng, but I hope
to publish Lt both in Enillsh and French, In any cese, it wes In the
process of my work on this that I reread the section of Hegel's PHENOMENO#
LOGY OF MIND which dealc with "sSpirit in Self-Tstrangemente-the Disclpline
of Qulture," Not only 444 I find thls a great desl more llluminating
thet the conteoporary worksa on Ssrire, but I suddenly also sgw a2 parasllel
between this and Marx's "Fetishlem of Commodities! wWith your indulpence,’
I would like to develop thls here, snd hope 1t eliclts cowmmente from you,
{Gn p.6 of my review you'lil find Sartre's critigue of Merx's theory of
fetishlems,)

¥In 1961 1 first anslyzed "Meo Tee~Tun’'s From the Beginning of Power
t0 the Sino-joviet Confliict." It is this which I brought up to dote
as the new ehnpier in my book, I do not have a copy of thils, but I ;
do have a copy of the original ertlele and will be glad to aend it to 5
you, should you be Ilnterestcd,. . '
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‘ The amazing/oritique of culture relatos both to the unusuasl sight
of an intsllectual oritleizing culturs, the culture of the Emgifhienment
at thaty and to the historic period oriticized since this form of allena-
tlon foilows the viatory of Reasor over self-consciouaness, Politically
spegkintg, tuch a period I would ¢2l)l "What Rappens aAftery", that e to
82y, vhat huappens after a revolution hae aucceaded and we still get, not
80 much » aow socioty, a2a s naw bureaucracyy MNovw lot's follow the
dlaleotio of Hegel's argument: :

: Flyrst of ell he setablishes (p,510)that "apirit in this cans,
thorefors, conatruots not merely one world, but a tvofold world, divided
snd sell=-oppoacd, ™ '

Heoondly, it 1s not oply those who allgned with 5t9&§ powsr
("the haughty vessal® (p,528)--from Louiz XIV's "['etz o'est mo d
the Maos of today-- who, now that they identify state power and weslth
with themselves, of mecessity entor a new stagst "in pleoe of rovelt
appeara arrogance,"{p.p39j who feel the Lotenoy of his dislectis, It
48 kis own ghosen flelds Imovledge, 2anging £ll the way frowm a critipclsm
‘ of Bacon's "Kpowledge 1s power.*{p,515) to Kant's "Purs ego is the -
e BDBOLNLE uUNity Of apperaeption.” (p.552. Hsre ia why he is 8o oritlcal.
- ) Ofthomii‘gt—m _) ’ ) T T T T T T S T I T T e A s s e s e i b s s
' This type of spiritual 1life is the absolute and universal
inversien of renlity end thought; thelr entire estrancoment the ons
from the otheri it 1s-pure culture, .Whet s found ocut in thls aphere 1s
that nelther the conerete realltles, state power and wealtli, nor their
determinato conceptions, good and bad, nor the oconaclousncas of good and
bad (the consclousness th ¢ is noble and the consolousness that ic base)
poasess real -truth; 1t 1s found thet all these moments gre inverted and
transmuted the one into the other, and each 1g the copposite of itself,"
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, Now this inveralon of thought to resllty 1s exactly what
Marx deals with in "The Fetishism of Commoditles", and 1t 1ls the reason
for his oonfidende in the proletariat ao Reason &5 agalnet the hourgeois
Yalse c¢cnsclousneas', or the fall of philosophy to ldeclogy, Marx
insists thet o commodlity, far from being somethlng as simple ae it
appesrs, is a "fetish" whirh makes the conditiona of capitellst produc=-
ticn appear as self-evident truths of social production, All who look .
at the appemnrance, therefore, the duality of the commodlty, of the labor
incorporated in it, of the whole soclety based on ocommodlity "sulture,"
It 18 true thst the greater pert of his famous sectlon &s concerned with
showing thet the fantastic form of appearance of the relations between
men a8 if ¥t were an exchange of thinga is the truth of relatiomns in
the factory itself where the worker hes been treneformed into an appendage
to a machine, But the very cruclal fouinotea gll relnte to the fact
that even the discoverers of iabor aa the aource of value, Snith and
Ricardo, oould not estape becoming prisgoners of thls fetlshlsm because
therein they met their historic berrier, .

Whether you think of it as "fetlshlam of commodltle" or
"the dlscipline of culture", the “absolute inversion" of thought to
reality has a-dialectlo all its own whon 1t comes to the rootless intel-
lectual, Take Enlightenment, Despite ita greaat right sgzinst super-
stitlon, despitc its great achlevemont -="MglEhtcnument upsets the house~
hold arrangements, which apirlt carries cut in the house of falth, by
bringing in the goods ané furnishingas belonging to the world of thc Here
and NoW..,"(p.512) ==~ 1t remalno "an allenated type of mind"gBimilehten-
ment iteelf, however, whi:h reminds bellef of the opposlite of 1lis verlous
separate moments, -8 just es littlo enlightencd regarding its own nnture.
It takes up & purely be ative attitude to bellef,,,"(p.582) 13879
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In a word, beoeuse no new universal - Marx too speaks that only
tue negativity can produce ths "queat Yor universal"” and henoe s new
800ietyee Wae DOIM to counterpose to superstition or the unheppy ocne
sgiousneas, ve ozein wlthin ths nerrow conflues of “the disoipline

. of onlture” -—and this c¢ven whsn Eullightenment has found its truth
in Materloliom, or Agnositiolan, or Utilitarianiex, For umlean 1t han
Zfound At in fresdom, thoere 18 no movemaent forwsid elther ol humunity or
‘Pihe spirit®,  Ard vhat 16 freedonm in this invertwd world “hsre the
individual will 1s atlll struggiing with the universal will? well, it
13 nothing but ==terror, |\Th: forms of alienstion in "Absolute Freedoa
and Terrox” are ao bound with “pure peraonallity”™ that X could hsrdly
Xeep myeelf, when resding, from "asking™ kegels low 4id you meet Sertfie?
*It i@ oomsalcus of Ite pure personality and with that of all spirliual
realitys and all reglity is solely spirltualitys the worid is for it
absolutely ity own wili,."(p.60C) And furchers (p,508: '

_ "With that freedom contalned wes the world absolutely in the
form of consclousness, &3 & univebeal will,,.,.The form of culture, which
it aitaing in intereotion with that essentlal naturs, 1s; theraforg, the
grendest ard the lest, is thit of soeipg its pure and slimple reslity ige

 mofiately dissppear and pass awey into eapty nothingness,...All these

the self in the atate of dicaster and ruln thet overteke the soll iz the
stete of absolute freedom; its nezation 1s meaningless death, sheer ho»ro
of the negativg which has riothing positive in it, ncthing that glves & ?

fliling "
This wus the reault of getting litself ("the pure parnonalit{")
in "the rege afid fury of destruction” --only to find "isolated singless™s -
"Now that 1t i1s dons with destroyins the organization of the actual world,
end subslets ln 1solated slngleness, thim 1ls ita sdle object, an ohjeot
that hes no cther content lef%:, no other possesaton, existence and exter-
nal extension, but ls merely this Imowledge of ltself as abaclutely pure
gnd free individugl self," (p.505) -

I wlsh also thet all the bellevers in the "vanguerd perty
t0 lead™ studied herd --and not as an "idealiat", dut as the most fare
Beelng resglist --tMe manner in which Heogel arrivas at hias concluslona
through a study th t the state, far from representing the "univerasl will"'
represents not even a party, but only a "faction? (p,605,Hegel's empbasis) |
But then it really wouldn't be"the aelfealienated type of mind" Hegel
is gracing through through development of the various stages of allicnetion
in conBeclousneas, and Marx does it in produetlion and the intellectual
8 heres thet corrsapond to these relations,

It hmppens thet I teke gerlously Marx®a statement that
"all elements of oriticlam lle hldden i it (THF PHENOMENOLOGY) and are
often alresdy prepared and worked out in a mamer extending far beuoud
the Hegelian standpoint, The scetions on 'Unheppy Conaclousnas', the
*lionoraeble Consclousness,' the fight of the noble and downtrodden conw-
sciouaness, ete,cte, ocontailn the orlitlicel elewmenta-—-although stlll in
an alienated form--of whole spheres llke Rellglon, the State, Clvid Life, -
ete," Furthermore, I belicve that the unfinished state of Marx's Humanist
Essays makes lmperative that we delve into Hegel, not for any sascholastlic
ressong, but beceusg it 1s of the eassence for the understanding of today.
well, I will not go?ﬂntil I hear from you,

Yours stncerely,




