Nov, 21,1963

Dr, Erich Fromm

Gonzales Cosio No,l15
Mexleo 12, D, F.

Dear Dr. Fromm:

There has been such 2 long lapse since we last corr
thet I a» not sure the sbove is still

your =address, and I'm therefore .
gending this via reglatered mail, i

Two matters of unequal lmportance prompt this letter,

One 1s purely informational. A paperback editYon of my MARXISM AND
FREEDOM will be out early next year with a new chapter ("The Challenge.
of Mao Tae-tung"#) and & new introduction which makes reference to .
your "Marx's Goncept of Man," In order to make room for the new chapter
the publlsher has mede me sacrifice my translation of Marx's Early Essay
I therefore refer them to your book and its translations, calling atten-
tion to the fact that the Moscow translation 1s marred by footnotes whic
"interpreét" Marx to say the exact opposite of what he is sayin

in your work they have both an authentic translatlon and valusble
commentary,

The second, and central, reason for this correapondence
is a sort of an appeal to you for a dlalogue on Hegel between us, I he-
lleve I once told@ you that I had for a long time carried on such a
written discussion with Herbert Marcuse, especlelly relating to the
*absolute Idea,™ With hs rubllcatlon of Soviet Marxism, this became
impossible because, wherease we had never seen eye to eye, until his
rationale for Communism, the difference in viewpoints only helped the
development of ideas, but the gulf wldened too much afterward,

80 few-~1in fact, to be perfectly frank, I know none--Hegellane in this
country thet are also interested in Marxism that I'm presently very
neerly compelled "to talk to myself,"®

Would a Hegellan dialogus interest
you?

I should confess at once that I do not have your sympathy.
for Exlatentlalism, but untll Sartre's declaration that he was now a '
Harxisk, our worlds were very far gpart, With his Critique de la Halsonm -
Dialectique (the Introduction of which has jJust been published here under
the title, Sesrch for A Method) I felt I had to take issue, I enclose

my review of 1t, which 18 mimeographed for the time being, but I hope

to publish it both in English and French., In any cese, 1%t was 1n the

process of my work on this that I reread the section of Hegel's PHENOMENO®

LOGY OF MIND which deal: with "Spirit in Self-Estrangement--the Disciplin
of Culture." Not only 41d I find thls a greet deal more 1lluminating
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that the contemporary works on Sarire, but I suddenly also saw a parallel
between this and Marx's "Fetishism of Commodities! wWith your indulgence, !
I would like to develop this here, and hope it ellcits comments Trom you, -

{Cn 5.5 of my review you'll find Sartre’s critique of Marx's theory of
fetishisms, )

®In 1961 I first analyzed "Mao Tse-Tunss From the Beginning of Power
to the Sino-Soviet Qonflict." It is this ghich I brought up to date
a8 the new c¢napter in my book, I do not have a copy of thls, but I
do have a copy of the orlginal artlcle and will be glad to send it to
you, should you be Interested,
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The amazing/crltlque of culture relates both to the unusual sight
of an Intellectusl critlelzing culture, the culture of the Ingklikhtenment 7
at that; and tec the hlstorlc perled criticlzed since thils form of alliens~3
tion follows the victory of Resson over self-consclousness, Politically 3
speaking, such a period I would c:ll “what Happens After¥™, thst 1s to.
say, what happens after a revolution has succeeded and we still get, not -}

80 much a new 8society, as a new bureaucracy? Now let's follow the
dlalectic of Hegel's arguments

Filrst of 21l he establishes (p,510)that "Spirit in this case,
therefore, constructs not merely one world, but a twofold world, divided -
and self-opposed,”

Secondly, it 13 not only those who aligned with state power
{ "the haughty vassai" (p.528)--from Louls XIV's "L'eta o'est mol™ to .

the Maos of today-- who, now that they ldentlfy state power and wealth
with themselves, of necessity enter a new stage: "in plaece of revolt '
appears arrogance,®{p.B59)} who feel the potency of his dialectic, It

is his own chosen fleld: knowledge, ranging 2ll the way from a criticism
of Bacon's "Enowledge is# power,"(p.515) to Kant's "Pure eco 1s the '
absolute unity of apperception," (p.552, Here is why he is so critlcal

of thoughts(p,541)

"This type of spiritual life is the absolute and universsl
inversicn of reglity and thought, their entire estrancement the one -
from the other; it is pure culture, wWhat 1s found ocut in this sphere ls
thet neilther the concrete realities, state power and wealth, nor their {
deteroinate conceptions, £ood and bad, nor the consclousness of good amd
bad (the consclousness th ¢ 13 noble and the consciocuaness that 1s bage)
possess reagl truth; 1t is found thet all these moments sre inverted and
trenamuted the one into the other, and each is the opposite of itself,"

Now this inverslcn of thought to reality is sxastly what
Marx deals with in ™The Fetishlsm of Commoditles™, and it 1s the reason

for his confidence in the proletariat as Reason as agalnst the bourgeols

Yalse conasciousness™, or the fzll of philosophy te ideology, Marx

inslsts that a commodity, faer from being something as simple as 1t
appears, 1s a "fetish" whih makes the conditlonas of caplitalist produc-
tiun appesr as self-evident truths of social productlion, All who look

at the appearance, therefore,,the duality of the commodity, of the labor
incorporsted in it, of the whole society based on commodity "culture.," i
It 42 true that the greater part of his famous sectlon &8s concerned with
showing that the fantastlc form of appcarance of the relatlons between
men ae if ¥t were an exchange of things is the truth of relatlions In A
the factory itself where the worker has been transfovmed lnto an appendage
to a machine, But the very erucial footnotes gll relate to the fact

thot even the discoverers of lsbor g8 the source of value, 3mlth and
Ricardo, could not estape becoming prisoners of this fetlshlsm because
therein they met thelr historle barrier,

Wwhether you think of it as "fetlishism of commoditis" or
"the disceipline of culture", the "absolute lnversion™ of thought to
reality has a dialectic all its own when 1t comes %o the rootless intel-
lectual, Take Enlightenment, Desplite ilte great flght agalnet super- 5
stitinon, despite 1ts great achlevement --"Englihtenment upsets the house= |
hold arrangements, which spirit caerrlies out 1n the house of falth, by
bringing 1n ithe goods and furnishings belonging to the world of the Here !

and Now,.."{P.512) == 1t remeins "an glieneted type of mind"iBEmElghtena =

ment itself, however, which reminds bellef of the opposite of its various
geparate moments, 's just as little enlightened regarding its own nature
It takes uwp a purely be. atlve sttitude to belief,,,"(p.582) .
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In a word, because no new unlversal -- Marx too speaks that only
true negativity can produce the "quest for universal" and hence a new
soclety-- waz bern to counterpose to superstition or the unhappy con-
sclousness, we remain within the narrow confines of "the diselpline
of culture" --gnd this even when Enlightenment has found its truth
in Materlallism, or agnoslticism, or Utilitarlanism, For unlesa it hss
found it ln freedom, there is no movement forward either of humanity or
"the spirit", and what is freedom in this inverted world where the
indlvidual will is 8t1ll struggling with the universal will? well, it
is nothing but ~-terror, \The forms of alienatlon in "Absolute Freedom
anéd Terror" are so bound with "pure personality" that I could hardly
keep myself, when reading, from "asking" Hegel: how did you meet Sartfe?
"It 1& consclous of its pure personality and with that of all spiritual
reallty; and all reality is solely splrituallty; the world is for it
sbsolutely its own will,"(p,600) And further: (p.508:

"with that freedom contalned was the world absolutely in the
form of consciousness, g8 a unlversszl will....The form of culture, which
1t attains in lnteractlon with that essential nature, 1s, therefore, the
grandest and the last, 1s thot of seeing its pure and slmple reallity im-
medlately disappear and pass away into empty nothlngnesa,,..All these K
determinate elements dlsappear wlth the dlsaster and ruln that overtake 4
the self in the state of disaster and ruln thst overtake the self in the B
state of absolute freedom; lis nesation 1ls meaningless death, sheer horror;

cf the negative which hes nothing positive 1n it, nothing that gives a
f£i1ling.”

in Ythe rage efid fury of destruction™ --only to find "lsolated singless
"Now that 1t iz done with destroying the organization of the actusl world, g
and subslsts in isolated ainglenesa, thls 1s its sole object, an object
thet has no other content left, no other possession, exlatence and exter-
nal extension, but 1a merely this knowledge of Ltself as agbzolutely pure
and free individusl) self," {9.6-')5)

I wish also th:t all the bellievers in the "venguard party
to lead" studied hard --and not a8 an "idealist", but as the most fare ;
seeing reallst --tMe manner in which Hegel arrives at his conclusions 3
through a study th t the state, far from representing the "universal will";
represents not even a party, tut only a "fsetlon® (p.605,Hegel's emphasis):
But then 1t reslly wouldn't be"the self-allenated type of mind" Hegel
18 $racing through through development of the various stages of sllenationi
in conaeciousness, and Marx does it in production znd the intellectusl :
s heres thct correspgond to these relatione,

P N P, OE ] PP e B

It happens thet I take serlously Marx's statement that
“all elements of criticlsm lle hidden 1t 1t (THE PHENOMENOLOGY) &nd are
often already Eregared ané worked out in a manner extending far beuond
the Hegellan standpoint. The s:etions on 'Unhappy Consciousnes', the
*Honorable Consclousness,' the flght of the noble and downtrodden con-
sciousness, etc,cte, contaln the eritical elementa--although stlill 1n .
an slienated form--of whole spheres 1like Religlon, the State, Civlid Life, §
etc,” Purthermore, I belleve thet the unfinished state of Marx's Rumanist
Essays makes imperative that we delve into Hegel, not for any scholastlic ¢
reasons, but becausg it is of the essence for the understanding of today. :3
Well, I will not go§ﬂnt11 I hear from ycu, A

i

i

Yourc slncerely,

This wae the reault of getting itselt (¥the pure personalit{")?; )
’ .



ERICH FROMM

TELEPHGONES: MAILING __ ADDREGS!

~5
‘MEXICO CITY: 48-54-20 PATRICIO SANZ 748
- CUERNAVACA: 2-30-4% MEXICO 2, D. F,

14th February, 1964

Miss Haya Dunaveveskava
4482 - 2Rth Street
Detroit 10, Mieh,

Near Rava Dunave veskava,

Firat of all T want to apologize for not having
answered vour letter in such a lone time. T hoped T could write
you at some length avery week, and then T was so overwhelmed with
practical things that T had to postpone my jetter weekly. Lven
now my situation ts not anv better, bernsuse T am far behiind in
meetineg the deadline Yor a hoolk mannzeript, whirh I ousht to have
Finished in January. At nwny rate, T wanied av least not ta wait
apy lonmar, and fo thank ven Fer yonr letters, and as snan as 1
have a little Lime T shndl tes Lo owrite vou in the wav which wounld
do justice to them.

Aside from that T have stnq today: T am editing
A symnorium on humanist socialism whiel is Lo be panTished by
nouhledav. I encloxe A list of contributors, Could von =ee vour a f
writing n papar,{not longer than 13 doubleo-spaced typewritten 35’3

F! pa.ares) on n topir of humanist sorialism - freedom and Marxis=m, for

instance — and could it possibly be ready in not later than 4 wpekq" *

T alao want te ask voun whether von coanld  possibly Lrg.n_g_lnte two

German pieces For the same book, one hy h_v;ns&_ﬂl‘gih_ from his

\aturrecht, and ansther paper by Petsaeher in Tibineoen, inte Enrlich?

Noth these papers would be ahont 15 piures loner,

For the translations T coul:d pav the customary rate.
For your poper vou would get a ahare of the rovalty advance, divided
by the numher of contributors. whirh would ke nt the moment abont
3100, and in a month or two about 350 or $60 more. When the
rovalty advance of $3000 has heen recovered, the subsequent rovalty
payments will be divided in the same wav: the total navmerts hy the
total onmbsr of rontributors,

T wonld aprreciate if vou wouhl auswey me as soon as
poanihle,

With ull voed wishes,

Sinearely vours,
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Paris, France
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Belgrade, Yugoalaria
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Ivan SVITA
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Ernst F. WINTLEL

Zagreb, Yugoslavia

Prazue, Czechoslovakia

New York, U.S.A.

London School of Economics, Englaad
Italy

University of Zagreb, Yugoslavia
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Harch 18, 1964
Dear Erich Fromm:

¥

Enclosed is my article, "The Toduysasm of Marx's Humaniem". As
FOU 588, ths title differs from the one originelly sipgested Wy you and secepted
by me before the dialeotic of writing"prompted"the new title. It never fails:
oy passion for the concrete demands that freedom too he real instead of merel
theoretic or abstract. '

The Fetscher translation is being typed and will go forward to you
with;i.n a day or two.

Fow ma to the letters and material thet has suddenly arrived 2rom
you. First your letter dated the 9th, postdated by Mexican postal authorities the
12%h, and in Detroit the 1T7th, and which I just this minute ?g p.a. of the 18th) -
received,{Fpehad no check enclosed as your seeretary noted inde=d she wasn't encles
It surprised me since yesterday's mail brought a very lengthy end extra article by -
Abendroth and I therefors sassumed that, at least, I'd be freed from Blook,

it bappens it also ocomes at a very poor time indeed since I anm
about (April 1) to leave on my leoture touwr, and in general am overwhelmed with
work. Neverthelees I will do my best to do both translations since I know
exactly what you mean by your plight. But you will have to give me extra time,
How about promising you the Adanroih around April 4-5%

Hurriedly, yours,




ERICH FROMM

TELEPHDNES: MAILING ADDRESS:
MEXICO CITY: 48-54-20 PATRIC!OD SANZ 748-5
CUERNAVACA: 2-30-45 MEXICO t2, D. F,

15th April, 1984

Miss daya Dunayevskaya
2190 Talmadge 5t.,
Los Angeles 27, Calif.

Thank you very wuch for the trausluviens of Hiech and
Fetscher, and for your own work,

As far as the former two are concerned, ! made a few
corrections where I felt somethiu; could be better expressed.
There ia uothing of importanpce in these correctiovns. [ shall try

Lo send you & copy of the papers as currected - otherwise ¥ will
try to sent yuu the _nlleys,

1 have read with greai interest and greai pleasure your

own paper, and I think it is excellent and reazlly an importaat
contribution to the volume. T have only a few sugrestions where I

feel something ought to bLe changed. Lot me Firat of all say some-
thing in general:

This volume is of a peoculisr type. It includes
Czechoslovak, Polish sud Yugosldv suthors, moat of whom are members
of their respective parties. It is quite clear that together with
the Weatern anti-Comuunist Marxists, the velume will be felt as a
rather sirong attack by the Soviet Union, since here is a group of
ubout 35 people who id one way or another say that Soviet mocialism
is not socialism. Considerinz the nolitical situation in all the
smaller socialist countries, it teok guite u bit of cuurage un their
part to write sowetliing [or this volume, aud I do not want to make
;::Z:J;ny greater difficulties for them than is necessary. For this
reason I have asked the various authors (I am afraid | forgot to
wention it to you) to aveid in their terminology all words .or
expressions which are ugeresaive and could possibly smack of cold
vy war language. ‘Lverything can be said, 1 believe, in sober,
Y  intellectual langusge, und Le just as cutting as wmore inflamable
words would be, yet in thia way we can aveid mwakiung treuble for
the writers from the EZnstera Lleec, I Lad this uroblem with szeveral
writers from the West, and ac far everyone has agreed to leave out
.any violent languaze. This is what I am asking you to do too. I
4 will yive you o few examples where tuis applies.

Helated to thia is another questions you write wany
times of "comuunisw" and "communista™, dencting, apparently, Soviet
WK practice and ideglogy. tor the people of the small socialist
states, the situation is that if yovu single oul communism as” the"
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enemy and the Lad thing, they find themselves in a very difficult
position, because they use the word communism too. Hesides-that,
8o did Marx. I think from the astandpoint of the volume it would be
- very uzetul to Jirect criticism to Soviet ideology, or kdeclogists,

or theory, inatead of '"coumunism". Of course you may not agree with
we, and consider all satellite states in the same light as the Soviet
Union. In that case I om afraid you would oot agree with my suggestion,
But I hope that we do nol disagree in Lhis peint, I realize, of course,
that in Poland, Czechoslovakia und Yugoslavia there is a good deal of
state ecapitalistie practice; and spirit, mived vith communist buresu.
cracy and so vn, yei there is also a sirong movement {0 iranscend
this, and to arrive at & geouine bumanist concept of socialism., IF
we single out as the eaemy '"communism" we make it exceedingly

difficult for the people of these countries ieo be present in our
volume.

Now come a few smaller changes which 1 proposeg
- On page 5 tuhe last sentence of the second paragraph beginning "It is
important" is nut yuite clear to me. Aside (rom a small change to
aay "not to lode sight of" instead of "tu hold tigbt to" the menning
of that part of the sentence which bezins "into the whole guestion
of the form of value" te the ead,.J thirvk, I knor morec or less what
you mean, and that is that the commune was s stimulus tor Marx to re-
think the whole queation of value aus it is historically determined,
and which had been intellectually imprisouned in an alienated world
leading to false conseruences about value. At any rate, even if I
aam right , the =zhole senteace is very difficult to understerd and [
wondér if you could reformulate it, perhaps by dividing it into one
or twoe parts and enlarging it where necessary.

Also the nexl seutence, swcond line frow the bottowm of
pagZe 5, is not clesr to me. "The fetisnism of commodities", you write,
"is the opiate which passes itself off as the very usture of the mind".
1 am sure this is too short to be understood by wost reasders. You
titen write that thia is not onl- because the esichange of commedities
hides the relutions bhetween men. It is aot cleur, then, as the
paragraph goes on, what is the opposite tu the "not only™. Who is
meant by the "authors of the epoch-making discovery that labor was a
svurce of all value”? Aguin the last seutence of tuat paragraph,
"obviously communism is determined that none shall” is not too
fortunate in wmy way of thioking; parily because of the word
“communism” and partly becauae the word "determined" sovads as if
there were an inteuntional determinntion in the sirip of fetishimm
I'rom commolities. 1 would sug:est that you try to write the whole

puragraph more clearly, and maybe leave out or relormulate the last
sentence.

Also with the lollowing paragraph va puge b I have
trouble. The holy of iolies and the exploitution of the laborer
are, in my feeling, s little bit too dramatic in slyle, but that is
put the main point. You suy this ideoloygy chauged its esseuce when
it changed its form from private to state capitulisa. Uut yuu Jdo
uotl describe how it changed. ‘'Vhat is meant by "this wuinspriag” of
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capitalism? I think if we left out from "this holy of holies" to
Yihis canitalism" the paragraph would Le better.

.1 also Lhink the last sentence of this paragzraph would
rather be -left ocut, especiully because you spesk here of the

societies in the communist orbit, making&na difference between the
Soviet development and the rest.

.. In the last 2 lines ou page 6 I also find a difficulty.
You write it should be obvious thut Marx's primary ecomomic theory ....
is &« theory he first called alienated labor, in which indeed he creates
special categories Lo stress nis g;x_}_ing charscler", etes, I do ot
think that is very clear in knglishy and I wish you would reluvrmulnte it.
{Can onme really say that he culled a theory "alienated" labor? There is8
a theory concerning alienated labor, but the theory itself is not
called aliedatsd labor. Dut that is only one of the points of lack
of clarity in this sentence.)

In the 6th line on page 7 I do not quite know what you
mean by "ecomomic tool™; would you pleuase expand. The beginning of
the second paragraph {"no one watching in which Lumanist philosophy"
also I do not find clear. I would be in Favor of leaviug it out,
uniers you could suggest a clearer formulation.
<2

o

I think persomally that it would be better to put in a
sentence before the one alter "footmote 18", numely "this study no
doubt reinforced his humanist philosophy” thes foliowed by your
text "in the processcs" etc.

On page 8 I suggest leaving out the last J lines of the
firsi paragraph, for reasons which deal mainly with what T said in
the beginning. To compare the lahor processes in the iussian
fac.o1ies with those in Enzland in the asiddle of the ceutury may
give the impression just of polibical abtack sgurnst the Soviat
Union. In the second paragraph, line - "uader aay nomenclature”

antil "capitelistic system" the cgentence does not 3eem ciear to we.
I suguest leaviu, it out.

On puge 9, second line of the tirst pararaph, I would
leave uvut tue word “actual perverters” fur reasous mentioned nlove,

and sauy instead renresentatives' ol Maraian theury™, which does
the same.

Un page 10, rirst lime T would think it would be better
Lo say "the liberation {rom Westera iwpzrinlism" instead of
"revglution froem".

The first senvence of the second puragrapih on pa.e 10
doos not sees tu mwe very zood English, "let us not now debuse
freedom of thousht too" and so on, does not seem Very rood. llow
about ut Yleast tuking out the "now", {or sayiuy "freedom of thouglt
can also Le uebased, bor the point wheré it is vot [ree™ and then I
do not think "other side of coin cppositencss” is very appealing .
What about "is ot more than the other side ol the coin ¢f thought

control”.
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The next sentence "one cun =++e L0 control” is uot very
s00dy and I would suggest leaving it out.
|

fe The paragraph beginning two lines from the bottom of
paygel0 is not quite cleur, und I would prefer to leave it out.
Can one renlly say "thul the dynamism of society stops or
retrogresses"? I kuow what You mwean, but T think it should be more
subtly expressed and at.the some time more understandably,

r
I
[

. I also am very doubtful ahout the second paragraph on
page 11. I don't understund why dialectic is not only political or
histerical bul cognitive. How is tisai related to the following
sentence? Aud then you end the paragraph with an invective which
does not explain things any better,

[

These are my main oposuls for chungea, aside from very
minor changies in the wording, @the replacing of "communigm” by
"Boviet ideology" etc., at wmos places. I hope .very much that you
do not feel thut my Bug.estious are in any way an ottémpt to. inter—
Fere with the substance of Your thought. They are, after ‘Lwo thorough

readings, meant to clarify your thouzht, with which I essentially
Bgree.

Please seod me yvour rYesponze to this at your earliesi
opportunity, since I huve to send off the manuscript very aoon to
the publisher. I would he very happy if you would permit me to
revise your manuacript in the way I have indicated. I thiuk it
would gain & great deul and since this is weant firast of all to
impress readers who are nobt specialiatls in ilaraiem, in the United
States, with the vitalj ty of humanist socialism, it is very
isportant that it appears in a form which has an optimum of clarity

and does not discourage the reader by obsiruseness which makes him
feel this is not for him,

I have sent you & cable asking you ¥here tc send you u
check Lor the trauslation, and how mueh it is. Ag s0on a8 I wet
your answer I shali send you the check.

Yours Sincerely,

for
Erich “romm

Nictated by Nr. Froms [ ¥ W-“‘éb

but not aseen

In the meantime I huve your letter of April 8. I caunot tell you bow
much I appreciate your doing these tranalationa and thereby really
8aving the deadline for the manuscript. 1 hope when you read the whole
nEauxRript volume you will teel that You have not wasted your time. [n
the next 2 or 3 days ! shall scnd You a check for 3123 for the Fetacher
and the Zlech Lrausiations, and I will meng You another check as socn as
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You write me how much the Abendroth traunslailion is. I know,
incidentally, the trewmendous difficulty in translating. I have
spent meny hours trying to understand some of the “English"
wanuscripts I got frow Poland, Czechoslovakia, etc., corresponded
back and forth, and have still had the greatest trouble in under-
standing even the meaning, and wy difficulty was increased by the
.same consideration you have - that I was alwuys extremely anxious
"that T might change something in the authors' intention by not
understanding him right.

With wany cordial regards,




April 23, 1664
Dear EF:

Tour letter of the 15th at hand., I am glad to hear you say thelty
your sugzgestions for changes in my manuscript are in no way "an attempt ¥
to interfare with the substance of your thought. They are, after two j
thorough readinge, meant to clarlfy your thought..." Let me may at i
cnce that insofar as your suggestion for modify‘ng the manner in which #
I use the word, "communism",in order "to avold making trouble for the
#rilers of the Eastern bloc", is concerned, I heve done so, Where I 3
could-~and that is most places-~I have substituted the word,"theoreti~
ciany where I couldn't do so, I specified the Communist as Rusaian (and,
in one case, Chinese), In all cases I left out the word, "orbit."

I appreciate the care with which you have read my manuscript,
I needn't tell you that a writer, partieunlarly one whose subject is as
complicated and urgeni as ours, always appreciates suggestions in
vording and style which can help clarify the complexities in content,
I have carefulily studied all your suggestions, and decided to edit
fully and retype the article in tcto. The two coniss of the revisged
version are herewith enclosed, ciearly marked on p. 1 in red, and on
all other pages as "Revised" go that there be no confusion bhetween the
copy you have of the previoue version. (It happens also that the type
is different since I didn't have %the elite and had t2 use the lerge type
Pleasge nge this revised version, and I do very wmuch appreciate your
promise of sending me the galley pruvofs.

e el g 2 L et B e
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1y 1 was zlad to hear theil you conslder my paper aa ime
portant contribution to your symposium, and was especially happy to

read that you "escentially agree" with my thought., Just as na

you are, of course, in nc way responsible for wy views, Both sz a
soclalist humanism and as an editor of a symposium by a varied group

of writers, I am sure you 3o not wish all contributions to be of a
aingle z;old, and that you do nnderatand my prefersnce for editing my

own work,

You vill also forpive me, I trust, if I give you aome background
about myself, The press always plays up my having been Troisky's
gsecretary as if that axperience is what put me on the GPU black list.,
{50 per cent of the Trotsky secretariat from the time of his exile were
murdered, and I naturslly did not cere to increase the percentage, and
therefore went around armed,) The truth is that the outright inter-
ference with my writings began after my break with Tfrotsiy, snd, for a
time, as in 1944, had the collaboration of our State Departmentfthat
hag its own resson for keeping me "listed). Thus, when the americ
Bconomic heview submitted to the Soviet Embassy my translation of Ee
Rusgian article on the law of valus, not only did the Embassy refuse
"to collaborate" (check the translation) with who who did not, they
wrote, have "a correct position on kussia", but our State Department
also put pressure on the periodical not to publish any violent language
againat "an ally? I am glad to report that Dr. Paul T, Homan, editor
of that scholarly review, refused to be intimid ted by elther view
of what was "a correct position or thought' and published both my
translation and commentary. I am sorry to report that, with McCarthyim
however, not only the tws pnoles of world capital, but also the lsft,
hag helped e¢reate a conspirgy of silence »round my writings. I am
truly nleased to know that my working with you on the translations
helped, as you a0 genexrously say, really to rave the deadline,

Sinecerely yours,

39394
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ERIEH FROMM

TELEPHONES: MAILING ADDRESS!

MEXICO CITY; 4B8-54-20 PATRICIO s.qzuz 748-5
CUERNAVACA: 2-30-49 MEXICD 12, D, F.

15th July, 1964

Miss Rays Dunayevaskaya
4482 - 28th St.,
Detroit, Mich., 48210

Dear Raya,

This is just a short note to acknowledge your letter.

I am sorry that you seem to feel dissatisfied with ny
following the Doubleday editor's advice, but I do belisve that

language, as such, is not a matter of convictiona, and even though
my own English is not bad, I often accept corrections. Aside from
that, it is one thing whether the English translation ia anderstand-
abls to one who ia very Tamiliar with the subject matter, and
another vhether the average, educated reader can understand it well,
I think "native English® is not such a bad thing.

I hope I will get around soon to answvering you re your
correapondence with Marcuse. Have you read hia latest book? 1
began, but am somewhat puzzled.

Until scon, warm regards,

Yours,

(/7’1 i«/{‘

Erich Fromm
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On second thought, and with heat wave having come down u'.tn p;

decided I miesed "a golden gpportunity” yesterday"to commit you® td u ¢iscussion
on Hegelian philosophy the minute you made any coment on Marcuse's .Bne Dimenslonal
Man, #o I'm coming baok for a second try. : —"T;Z"_';i_ '
As 1 stated, all too briefly yesterdey, Marcuse meems precccupied with the
idea that an advanced injustrial society has replaced ontology with technology and
very nearly transformed us all into one dimension wen., We bave lost the power of
"nogative thinking" (disleotic), become so much & part of the status quo that
technicity" easily swallows up what minor modes of protest we are oapable of like
"Zen, existentializy and beat ways of 1ife...But such modes of protest are mo
longer contradictory to the status quo and no longer negative. They are rather
a oeremonisl part of practical behaviorism, its harmless negation, and are quickly
digested by the status quo ms part of ita healtyy diet." (p.14) This likewise
affects our literati:re and all oue has to do is to compare Anna Karenina to
"4 Cat on a Hot Tin Roof?, not to mention, as chuvmcter, the former to the
Mguburbia housewifs ,.,Thiffinfinitely more realistic, daring,uninhibited, It is
part and parcel of/society in which it happens but nowhere its negation. What
happens is surely wild-—obscene, virile and tasty, quite immoral—and, precisely
because of that, perfectly harmless." Lf"1 ’77

B heatl-d
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You may disggrea on the guestion of Zen, and an existentialist may
disagree that his field has been so affected-—ss a matter of faot, HM himself,
in his introdwotion to my book, seemed to bififthat the modexrn French philosophers
had added something to philosophy, with whick, aa you know, I happened to
disagree—but, on the whole, HX is absolutely right when he points to the
deterioration of thought,{whick later (p,170} he further defines As "the n
therapeutio empirioisn of seciology™)of Lehavior, of going along with the mainstream. g3
However, while he attacke the mtatus quo, he himself bas very nearly given in to 3
teohnology by attributing to it truly phenomenal powers. Fosling that this may
be true, bs tries for & way out, to find "absolute negativity", but since he has
turned his back on thz proleteriat as t.e revolutionary force, he looks elsewherej
very nearly on the last page he find the {hird underdeveloped world to modify his
overwhelming pessimimi,

Now, in bis previous discuesion on Hegel's Absolute Idea, which he
rejocted, ho stated that it was no more than the proof of the separation of
mental and memal labor in the pre-technologicsl stage of history. If this is y
80, if Hegel, after all his wvellant striving to extricate philosopby from theology, &
retreated from concrete history to abstract absolutes not because ae wis, as &
person, an opportunist; or, as a visionary, lacked the belief that the luman x
embodiment of that keyctone of his dialectic—"absolute negativity"—-coﬁd posaibly 4%
be that "one-dimensional men™ working a single operation in s factoryp but that
Hegel's historiec barrier wags the pre-technological state of society, then bhow
can H¥ maintain that this is our fate? If the pre-techmology and the forcible
leisure needed for intellectual thought sends you back to abstractiona, then how
could it also heve achleged the highest stage of human thought for BM does believe
that Hegelian dialectics and Marxian revolutionary philosophy are the very modes
of thought we now lack, and were achieved at a less then advanced induptirial pace?

My contntion had been that, irrespective of what retreat Hegel son—
hankered for, when confronted with the contradictions in his society
making havec of his beloved Pield of philosophy and philosophic chair s , the cbjec
compulaion to thought cams from the French Revolution, not from pre~teo logy ar
post-teohnology, and the logic of this, just this, revealed the pull of the future, g
the new sooiety which Hegel named "Absolute Idea” but which we first can understand B
in its material ard most profound implications and therefors our age must work :
out that absolute, 9998 .
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‘nor as tainted with a tendenoy toward "Soviet X "
‘most profound inmights are when he disousses th it in

objeotive world, ' "Fhilosophy originates in m«m:lc..'. .(
the seotion on "One Dimensional Thought™)

wy in vhich I try to apply dinlecties to politios, not in gene
specific horrox®philosophy” of Goldwuter, 50 I enclose also & tali
to Harxist—ﬂlmnistl, "The Turning Point."

On & very different level, I wndered whether you could be &f
either with foundations or individuals who are sufficiently intorested h,
to vant fo help "finance them,” Whet I mean 1s that I*ve been working
new book so haphasardly bacmuse I tannot afford the time off=—-a full sixmonths
it would take to complete my works—nor can I afford a trip to Japan which'
oconsjder epsential to that oomplot:lon. When I first began working on the: -
relationship of world fdeologies to underdeveloped countries—in 1958, just &s.
goom as Marximn and Fresdom was completed=—I felt I must go to Africs. & few
intellectusls I know hoiped financs that trip, but when I tried some foundatio
all the way from Ford to Rabinowite—] found &oors mere than shut tight,- i1
I continusd both with the actusl writing and raxmrswirs research and this, in $urn,id.
brought me into contaot with a Japanese group who, after reading my book, broke -

with the Communist Party~—they were in the Zengskuren but were ddsaaticfied with -

its non~comprehensiva philosophy and, on their own, found their way to the

Husanipt Essays of Merx, They did succeed in getiing & msm all bourgeois pvlblisﬁer ¥

to undertake the publication of M&P (which, inoidentelly, is due off the press f_g
nett monthy they are bhusy proofreading now) tut, while he sees that it would K
help the sales of the boak , if I were in J’apnn lecturing on it, will not

finance the trip. I'm not sure I ever semi you a copy of the introduction I i
wrote for the Japanese edition, so I enclose that too now, so that you sould Ly
ses vhy I oonsider that country, or rather iis youth, sc easentiel to the dwolopun‘l
of Marxist~Humanism, especielly the Hegelian philosorhy aspects. In eny case, :
whether it is for the purposes of Just allowing me mome time to do the mctual
writing, or whether any see the importance of a Japanese trip and wish to help o
finance that, I'm in need of aid, I need hardly belzbor tke point that those wio .}
have the money hardly feel the necessity to spend 1t for such purposes, but still
I felt you may know some, or may bave other idees on the subject, and be willing

0 pasg them on to me., In any came. I trust you do not ccnrider this "low lovel® .
an imposition for I feel sure you have encountered it in your own life more than once

Yours,




¥ovember 6,1964

Dear EFq

Have you received a mamuscript, A DOCTOR'S NOTEBCOK, that I ment you
on October 16th? I enclose & copy of the letter that went with it which will

both remind you of the request I mede—-for a possible introductioy by you if
you thought its content as important as I did—and yet first tell you about it
if you haven't yet receivad it.

Here is my problem: I pent it air mail-registred (Raeeipt M0,227809) -

on Octobar 16th, Although I know you travel widely and are very busy I was sur- :

prised I 1ad had no acknoledgment from you. Therefore I called the Post Office

to check about the raturn receipt, whersupoy they began 1o tell me 2 tale they
did not tell me when I mailed it and paid $2.70 for postage. It was all to the
effect that they cannot, by law, trace it since it ie in another govermment's
bands, and, aince it was 80 bulky, it mlgii very we 1 hsvs lanmdsd in ths Cuntcm

Office, although it was mamsoript, not goods, It seems therefore that the only i
way to trace its whereabouts, if you did not receive ii, is from your end. leni
Thank you very much,

Did I tell you that I "made up" with Herbert Harcuse? Thers are ac
few Begelian-darxists and I need his views, philosophically,though I disagree
with his political eunolusions, hsme I wrote him, Obviously he naissed me” as
mch since I received, by return meil, a letter, which, judgng by our corres-
pondence over the years which was always formal and "cold", wam quite "parsonal.®
That 18 %o say, he said, although some of my writings cause him "arent mtt&tlml"!
others cause him such "great joy" that he is very happy to rewums the dislogue
on the Absolute Idsa. Whereupon I siraightaway send off a new S—page letter on
the Doctrine of the Notiom, part of my/g::k whioh I'm tenmtatively entitling now
"Philosophy and Revolution", and today got this letteri"Good for you that your
physical and mental energien sesa to be m0 much greater than mine, I did not
yot have the time to direst your fourth chapter...And now Comes your long lstter

on the Absolute Idea and your strange application of it. I read it onve, I resd .

it twice....I would, however,appreciste it if you would give me a 1ittle more time -
0 answer it," {

So all is well thst ends wall —or bagins well.

YTours,

)




November 14, 1964
Dear EF:
F‘j =11y I received the card from the post office that the mamseript
I -1 been rec :ved by you, HNaturally I am waiting anxious.to see whether you
would consent to introduce "A Doctor's Notobaok®, which, incidentally, we now

wzll "To Ze A Whole ¥an,"” I nesd not belabor the point of the anriety since

you are surely aware of the fact that your Introduction would make the differens

Yo the publisher. Doubleday is now reading it {Eugene Eoyang) and I am to let
then lmow yow iecision,

Heanwhile I fhought you uay still be intarested in my review of
Herbert Marcuse's book which will appear in the jowrnal on Oberlin camyus,
and s0 I made o copy for youj hers it is. I'm alweys concerned, even when
I disagree, thot the youlh, in purticular, be eiposed io Padically different
viewa that would bresk in both on thsir conformism and on any beat ways of
motest tast do nothing really o underwine the siatus quo. Hence, I was mare
enthusisstic, perhaps, in th.s review than .n my persomal letter to you, but,
fundanentally, it is the caus, And I dare say that the dualism in our rela=
tionship ¥111 cotinue By long oo MM is M and 1T is RD, He apked to discuss
with me ir pergon my idees on tie Absolute Idew, and so I may try to get down
to Booton befors thig year is out.

d you xiow that Tall Books is trying to rush through an ant-slogy .

on Huzpnis:, darxisa, snl Fxistentislism before Dounleday gets your book ou:?

Whea is ite precons proiulle dute of publication?




\( ( ' Deoeabers, 1964

Dear £F:

You will allow me, I trust, to summarize briefly, A Iootor*s Hotsbook
which I bave tentatively subtitled, "To Be A Whole Man." 1 sm oonfident that
you understand that, although louis Gogcl meant s great deal to me, I am interested
in the publication of these notes, covering a period of 10 years, only becsuse
they Inve great significance, and can impart & humanist view to many more thousands
of readers, then cen the involved works of philosophers, economiste,"specialists,”

The 4 parts into which the manusoript is divided—Our ige of Anxiety,
Who Will Bduoate the Educatora?, The Individual Doctor snd the AMA, Freedom
and the Truly Puman Societye=comprise & synoptio and yet very individualived
view of the straina and stresses, alienations and frustrations, drives and
goals of our indusiriel civilisation, s® meen both from the intimacy of a
doctor~patient relationship, seni the philosaphical, comprehensive totality.

Beginning, simply, with "The Air We Breathe", "Eight snd day, awake apd
asleep, almost 20 thousand times every 24 houra," the author mroceeds to analyze
the lungs of modern oity dwellers, coal miners, factory workers, and fimally all
of us, includirg infants who, #ith birth, must contend with atomic fallout: "This
noz poisen in our stmosphers sssms +0 he the one to end all poimona™ po that death
is present "before he has becoms alive.”

This 18 no propaganda book, bowever. Dr. Gogol goes into desoriptions
of the good radio activity, which has been used in medicine, for & half century,
has achisvely the great advances made in medioine with its help, But, sinco this
mamsoript is also no textbock, the evil to which the splitting of the atom has
1sd, camot be diominsedy "The Nagin, in their attenpt to do away with races of
people they consitered inferior, directed heavy doses of X-rays from a concealed
source to the region of the sex glands of their victima, while they wers being
questions. Unknowa to them, theae victimes of the sadistic Faris, weresterilized
anl thus prevented from having children.” (Louis came to Heidelberg with ths
American ;my to head the hospitals there and the oight of thess victims never
left him.

I4 is not evil, as evil, that preoccupies the author, but the need to
put "an end to the separstion of science from humanity.* For thie reaszon he
ooves from the amlysis of atomic radiation and atomic fallout to the one-dimen-
eional work tiat most of us, especially tbose who labor manually, do, and the
relationship of this to disease. Whethker be dezls with high blood ressure, heart

ease, cancer — or loas of sexusl power, it is never separated from the int ernal

esses that pile upr "We cannoet exist in chronic contradiction. We cannot live
a lie.%,.Hov closely cancer resembles totalitarianismj each can grow only through
devouring the innocent.® And here he alsc deals with the offects of Begregation
of Negroes, isolation of Indisns on racervation, ico many borders sll around usi
Moday we hear a lot of talk about an Iron Curtaln and the migery behind it. Any
border that fences in a human deing does the gmme thing. I cannot get enthused
about boundaries betwesn people. Isolation never oreated anything, What is the
rasult of Indian isolation on reservations of our own Southwesi?..The Bureau of
Indisn affeirs reports the following. The avergae Ltjfe span of the Navajo Indian
15 less than 20 years. Death from tuberculosis is 10 times that of the whites, ,
from dysentery 1) times, from meaples 29 times, from gastroenteritis 25 times."

A uniqus feature of the book me & whole, and of this Part I-Our Age of
Anxiety, in particular, is that & dialogue has been establieched with rank and
file workers on sutomated production. Thus, he quotes one letter he received:™Just
how much fresh gir doss a man require in hie body every day? In an auto plant we
don't get very much., Ve got dust and exbaust—Qust how much exhaust im a man's
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body supposed to withstand?..0ne young guy, just about thirty, worke on the heavy
frame job, 1lifing the fremes onto the machine, He came out of the wash room ene
4y and t01d me ho wap feeling s0 Dad and thet when he urinated he felt & sharp |
pain and hia urine ran red like blood. These are everydsy cocurrences in sutomated
factories today. I would like to know what &oes all this &0 to a man, if e can -
gtand 1t7" o

i Fart 1I—Wiao Will Bducate the Bducators?=-also starts out simply and
eYientally, this time talking of food, and not without humour, as the author
ssks, "¥hat Do You Put In Your Btomach?™, and describes "a rupture of the lower .
end of esophzgus (the tube carrying food from the mouth t0 ths stomaoch). The rupturs
was due to the pressure induoed by the sudden releass of & large quantity of sods
gas (carbon dioxide). In the chest was found particles of & Pastrami-Dip sandwich
that the patient had eaten a short while sarlier.”

Here, however, the author moves from discussing illness,suck as,
hepatitis, piecework and uleers, dope addiotion in youth and fear in the middle
aged womy Yesching menopause, to linking decay of age with decay of society
amdthe "Intelleotunl Asseably Line:¥ This may te pert of the resson why there is
a shortags of good students of soience in our colleges today...Perbaps there is
a commeotion batween this sl the controverpy around Eipstein, wko, some months de-
fors his dsath and durirg the discussion of the E-bomb, mppealed publicly, with
a8 few other schojars, that more freedom —in dstsrmining tbe Airsation and purnose
of his work—be given the scientist. Actually, this was an attempt to abolish
the saparation between science anl the people &x a whole. In reply, newspaper
columnists end goverment officials ridiculed these scientists as impractical
dreamers not to be trusted with 'politics.'™

Dr. Qogol then takes up the politics of education in"Admiral) Rickover's
Straightjacket.” (Incidentally, Aduiral Rickover and Dr, Gogol came from the
pams Chicago slum, He had some fumny stories to tell me how the Congrésamsn from
4bat district came to choss the two best students in tbe class—Rickover and Bogol.
Unfortunately, Louis mever wrote these up , and this plece on Rickover's stupidi=-
ties on education 48 all the reference I find,}

Interestingly enough, the final seciion of this part which desls with
the elderly and retirement, various medical plans, he suddenly sounds a persomal
note in "A Feeling of Alienation,” which is the transition point to Pert ITIs "Like.
others, I &n in competition to sell my ability to work. looking on froa the
sidelines (a8 he lay 111), temporarily free from pressure this activity to use up
labor time can be seen from what it truly is——sslf-destruction.,..Tbs monstrosity
of living only when away from work, instead of in end through the kind of sotivity
ahich, in itgelf, csn make work and living & one-nees, a wholsness and a unity, is
the most serious disezse of our life and times.”

Part III—The Individus) Docjor aml the Alil—begins with & beautiful
piece of a doctor who was also a revolutionist—Benjamin Rush, who was & signatory
to the Declaration of Independence, feuded with George Washington and wrote to
Thomas Jefferson: "I have sworn upon the sltor of God etermal hootility against
every form of tyranny over the mind of men." So opposed to war wae Dr. Bush that
he proposed the following inscriptions be placed on the door of the office of
ths Secretary of War: "An office for btutchering the buman speciesj" A Widow and
Orpban Making Officey "A Wooden Leg Making Office"j "An Office for Creating
Public umd Private Vicssi"..."An office far oreating poverty, and destruction of
liberty and national bappiness.” Dr, Gogol then adds: "Beoause of this, Alexander
Hamilton blocked kis sppointament to the medical fmculty of Columbla University..."

His critioisn of the AMA and ite fight ageinst “socialised medicine™ in_ .

tempered by what the individusl dootor and medical student thought madicine would
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be as they ideally embarked on it. At the sgne time he not only exposes Big
Business's relation to the AMA but also indifference of the doctors as & whole
to the hospital workers who ™get the short end of the stick™, who have therefore
gone on styike bscause "they will no longer weit for help from the medical
profession to organize their own.” .

"The Hesd For Mare Self-Awarsness" serves as the transition to the
fira] part of the manusoript: "The abnormal system of produstion we bave created
separates the activity of men—his labor—from living man, and thus makes txus

humen growth impossible. Millions of men todsy lead incomplete and impotent lives,
unable to use their heritage...."

Part IV-—Freedom and the Truly Human Society-~is eso besuiiful that one
is tempted to quoie all 39 pages. The theme everywhere is freelom and the all-
dimensional man, the individual and the oreative mct, the biclogioal meening
of freedom inseparable from the philosophical:t "The newer imowlsdge emerging from
studies of the individusl cell and the nature of the cell's relations with other
oells, tiesues znd organs of our body, reveals an elmost unbelisvable complexity
of structure and function of amazing sensitivity and adaptability, This is oreat~
ivity in the fullest pense and we sll possess it.®

And yet freedon 18 not made into an sbetraction, not torn from histery: BN
"It was the ancisnt Oreek philosopher Plato who introduced to civilized man the dig= [
tinction botwsen the train and the hand. Thinking, he seid, was men's highest pet—
ivity}) and perhaps he wanted to Jjustlfy a slave society. For work in Greece was .
left largely to sluvess and manual labor wes looked upon s serviles....The way
of life Marxist-Hunanism tries to spell out is rcoted in the quality of f{reedop—
being free, not as something we have, but as sousthing we are....The growth of the
objective world, socisnce, has become theapsmihiwwef the oreation of more capitalj
4t is not the pelf-realization of man, the merging of the objective world in his
om subjective being. Both the U.S. and the U.S.5.R. now eesk to grow into giants
through automation and atomic energy power, tut cne basis for 1life and another basis
fur science can lead, not to growth, but to death."

In dealing with the frggmentation of man, which the worker feels daily
on the troduction line, but the sclentist and intellactual think it does not apply
to them, Dr, Gogol says: "For a nation whoee foundastions were laid by outcasts,
miefits, the diesatiefied and, above sll, the non-conformists, some of ue have
become too smug." He then takes up "Homeostusis and Merx's Humanisa", contrastic
organic wholeness to ths collective whole:"The collective whole means ths entire sum
of the parte compoeing & substsnce. The orjAnitivs wholermfaras to the organic
unity of function. A man can be organically whole even after he bas lost a leg,
Organic vholeneas is & bebavior pattern that is complete, physiologicel and homeosta=- ©
tic. It is the esserntial ingredient of the humanicx that is the axis of the 1ife of i
Karl Marx. Hs knew that being a member of a oollectivist society does not automat-
joally lead to living in wholenesa. He would hava been repelled by today's
Comrunists...The only weapon ¥arxist-Humanists bave is the truth that is the whole,
and we must contime to unsover it in its fulkess,”

 IEY K TR R i, TR R
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I do not know whother this sumntry can be a help to you in cutting down
the time you need to write an introduction. I hope Bo., As I twote to you last
week, there is no deadline for you. But what I do naed?ﬁn“iﬁ!ther I can uae
your name, that is to say, thdl the publisher that you will yriface it. Please
let me know.

Yours, gratefully,

10002
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TELEPH O MES:;
MEXICG CITY: 48-54-20

CUERNAVACA: 2-30-4%

MAILING ADDRESS
PATRICIO SANZ 748.5

MEXICO 112, 0. F.

16¢th January, 1985

Miss Haya lunayavskaya
4482 ~ 28th 5,
Detroit, Mich, 48210

Dear Raya,

Thank you for your letter of January i und tor your
previous tetter with the greetings to the Brandts, whe left here
o few days ago. They were very happy with your greetings.

In the menatiwe 1 huve read most of the manuscript.
I will tell you quite frankly my response. { do uot think the
manuscript 13 terribly good, because it sounds like a sreat
number of columna dealing with relevant questions in u somewnat
superfieiai way, kina o1 aphoristac, and at tne same time it says
wany things which are more or leas known. On the other hand, of
course I appreciate the humanisu apirit ot the nuthor, unn aot
only that, but alse his application of madical problens to a
position of a radical socialism with an anarchistic trend, You
yourself prebably, being more or leas of a layman in paychoso-
matic medicine, perhaps over-estimate the originality of much
that L8 said in the book. In nddition, am I guess I wrote you,
1 nave to coansiter that ! practically never write forewords to a
book, with very few exceptions, vecause I Zetl 40 many requeata
that if I vegan doing it | would be avamped, and would not have
the excuse that I have now, wnd which defends me — that I
practically never do it. It You had not sent we the manuscript
with the urgent requeat that I write a foreword, [ would not have

hesitated to totlow my seneral practice of saying "no". Dut here
comes the other side:

1 am impressed Ly your alrong wish to hava tns
sanuscript publisned, snd naturally by the fuct that here is a
man who thinks very wuch according tu our principles (that tnere
is o dasagreemcat with me in the fact that lollowing Marcuse he
wentions we ~ even though not by my name — ns one who castrates
Freud, nna so on, does not change the basic ngreement.} It is for
this latter readon taat ! cannot really say "no" Lo your requeat,
and hence I nuve tu aay “yea", provided one things that my
iatroduction would be exceedingly wehort, witn only emphasis on the
busanist anit international viewpoint of the author, snying that for .
this very reason he nas something to offer which tne romise rarely

T S AL

i

ooyt




nears Irom other aourcesa. The moat such an introduction would he,
would he one page. 1 say thias not only because of the timitations
of my time, but also because thia s really all I cun suy in favor
of the book. TIYf I <ould have to go further, I could not recommend
it that much, tor the reasons mentioned above.

1 want to send tiia letter off without any Iurther
delay; thut 18 why 1 am stopping here. 1 just want to meation
that the manuscript of Socialist Humanism has eventually june
into proddetiooa, and I bope Lunbl the puablisbies will puniish it
ia Juno as he had more or less promised (by “more or less" I
a@ean puniishers never promise any such thing very definitely.)

Your trip to Japun sounds very intereating, and that
you will tey t0 fingt out annut the political tuovuaghts anvut the
left mang anti~comaunist Japoanese sociniists; all I heard was
tont there is ot much original thwught, but they luok very much
to the Nugoaslava For theoretical inspiration. Needless to say
that | auw eiceediugly interested Lo bear whut your impressions
are on that score, Naturally 1 gquite agree with you that the
Uaojat tendencier in Yapun are quite : perioyy Luginesa, und
thatever you do ia Japea w«ill be very important,

I plan to stay in Mexico until the latier part of
Aprily und then Lo go to New York i‘rua the eund of April to the
widdle of Mey. Theu I plauw te g0  Zurvpe to give soxne lectures
in Norway to atudents, to participate in a aymposium between
Murxiats and liberal Jesaits in Salzburg, to fo te u Yugoslav
meeting near Uubrovaik, perhans to Prague to give sowe lectures,

and eventuanlly to o psychoanalytic coungress in Jiirich, 1 expect
to he bLuck by the end ol July,

With all xood wishes wnd grectings,

Yours,

ﬁdab(w

Lrich Fromm




