December 2, 1955

Dear Raya Dungyevskaya:

I apologize fer my leng silence: (1) 1 did net have your
address en route, {2) I wae so busy with the final rush
of the publication of my Freud book thet I had to aban-
don all correspondence. In gzddition, 1 was most of the
time not in Cambridge and picked up your letters with
great delay. However, I have read - at least as a first
reading - your notes ang 1 should Like 1o tell you that
I must encourage you to .0 ahead with ithe elaboration.
Your ideas are & real ozsisgin the degeri of Marxist
thought - there are muhy things I have to discuss with
you -~ pointe of disagreement znd points which require
clarificetion, but I am at present jusi unable to come
to ¥ew York or even uvetroit and zlso unable to write my
comments down. We will have to weit until my schedule
and program is a little easier. )

Pleasc believe me that this is not lariness - I just
have.,to stick to « rigid intellectual diet if I want
to go on. But keep me informed about your progress.

And as soon 8 1 see the glightest chance, I ghall
get in touch with you.

Your notes ure enclosed.

"
et Tt
G A e b Y

Aguin with apology
and best wishes,
Cordially,

-




March 10,1956

" Dear’ Herbort Marcuse:

Some one ought to ilnvent a day that 1s twiee as 1ong and a night
thst ‘48 half as short, As it 1s, I am quite diesatisfied with the world
~and’its-time habits (indluding =y own), HNow that I have registered my

. proteat. hera 1s:vhat I was- a.ble ‘%o accomplish within the &onfings of nighi.
* and day division.

: T have returned to the beginning and I encloee herewith the first
,tvo chantau of Pa.rt I.

New aspects conntantly evolve and 1 now feel the need for some
' "character skatches®; Proudhtion and Lasealle are included; Stalin I will
“ds later. For the time being 1 am including the first twec under some

hoa.ding as a Theoretic Interlude which would vrecede the analysle of
CAPITAL iteelf,

What I will do next I do not know-——perhops rest a few days, In
any case, the enclosed plus the two sections you already have on The Great
Divide 1in Marxisno and State Capitalism should give you a pretty good idea
of the book as & whole, Since you are kind enough tc want 1t in draft form.
¥ou might aleo b good snough to lat me know your views. There is no doubt
in oy mind that sometims between the draft and the final writing we will need
%o spend more than two hours %ogether, Do you suvnose that in early summer
you would have a whole weekend to snars?

Tours,




Graduaie School of Arts and Sciences
BRANDEIS UNIVERSITY
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May 5, 1956

Desr Herbert Marocuse:

Thank you very much for your kind letter, You have
no idea how your encouraging words help me proceed with my |
work. As you no doubt know, my entry into the "intellectual
wordd" was thra very unorthodox ways &nd you are the first
not %o me feel 1ike a fish out of water. I will now even
eattle down to writa the chapter on Hegel and have it with me
by %he time you get to New York the end of May.

I'm hurrying this note bscause I do not want you
to’escape” to Europe before I have had a few houra undisturbed
conference on the book. Therefore please write me 1mmed:.ate1y
the sxact daye you will be in Hew York and where I can r;;'éhu.k,
you and I wlll be there with Russian bells or maybe The Cld
Man Hegel w1l accept me and let me enter accompanied by the
more melodic German muelc.

I¢ the worat eomes to the worst and Beacon Press
refuses, please bring with you the original outiline and I
will beghn a new campaign either with Oxford University Fress
or Praeger. Norman Mailer suggesied the Grove prase; 4o you
know anythirg of that, If this bock doesn't get out of my
syetem by the end of this summer and unto the press I'm llable
to burat from all these decadeg of pregnancy. How long will
you remaln overssas? Tt has hurt me to see what they hgva done
to poor Marx's grave instead of that gimple stone that marked
his grave to which I did not feel out of place to bring a single
red rose in 1948, I could go with you over every i1l fn Heps tead
Heath too and show you just where he pleyed with his_;:hildren
avery Sunday and when they recited Bhakespeare to eg:g}.h other,
Oh, you don't think I wae there!

Yours,

1
LIl
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September 6, 1956

Dear Esrbert Marcuses

IothnhrohnMwadmt
refusal lasting twe decades Pto hava'a position on sex”,:. Because your work
is of guch an original character it of necessity -inwal .' tod.,the solf-defensive
gesture of an old politico vho feels it necessary. ‘s 4 got embroiled in every

question “intellsctuals” fesls,called wpén $o thﬂpt hu. a pontical argumeny
to deflect fron the’ nin point,

'In the use of ihe '-'ord. erlg!.nal. tg damoribe gn character of
your book I do not mean to limit it to the coutﬁ'lmton,gt yomr- own philosephic
thought (ihough 1t is natwral that my favorite chapter 4g the: '?hilolcphied
Interlude). 1 mesn’that in the reinterpretation of TFron
from the ovigones m fron Muself, so that anyons ean- m iure he 4s gonhl nnd. -

]
1

original and vhers 1le $he elements vhich gave riss o giscksry, Although imme

fundamental sense i# Freud responsible for that, the aulkvalence of his theory has
of necessity obscursd the great critical contribubiez,
there are radicals who consider s reinterpretation of g original
1% were mare repstition, a carbon copy of the crigiaal, I kmev ons radical who
held that Lenin's ﬂ%ig_mm vas & "rewrifia? of Marx's Paris Commme
(Civil Var in Franeq)! TYour original contridution 1ies §n.yowr sxtrsction of
"Eros® from being in & field Yty itself and placing it vl the hisforical
context of Western civilization without 1n sny way d.oﬂut!.nc from the specific
f1¢1d, Quite the contrary. You thershy illuminated the field of psychoanalywls,
That fa vhat | mean? by the stalsment that you separatedrvhat was pniu nod
orl;inal from that vhich Dacame sransiormed invo Fevislomhame, 4f ot outsight
quackery, Fromm's fnswer to you is a good exmple of the meaning hers, Ners
49 o man WHo dgres dpeak in highly moral domes adoud "the gallonsnsss tomrds
moral qualities in folitisal figures, wvhich was so apparant in Lenin's attitude®
shiile his own moral ‘standards do not stop ths man from dragging in Nasiss in the
hope that its stench will keep readers awy fron Frewd gnd you. Pt . Ao
* Belatedly I congratulate you and will see wvhat I can do to
ge% the book in the hands of frands, workers as well as intellectuals; I my

try to quote ioms "easy" parts or alisnation mm_gjja_u uhich will
TEAPDPSAT SOOR,

Bovnnyom- Suropean trip and are gou buck! I had only one
month off for concenirated work tut I worked 1like a Trojan (D14 thay work 7:30
2.8, to midnight daily?}and finizhed the d&raft of the baok, I enclose the three
chapters you have not yot seen and the nev contonts page. You will npote that I
also ehnngd the Acpendix, substituting fer the section'on Grises from the

2 of the early Nesays, Private Froperty and Commmnism, and Sritique :

of the Eogalhn Dislectio. In a month I vill get down to the finsl revision or
writing of text, 'l have no publisher's sigmature on the dotten line, yet, dut 1
dc have & promise from Prasger that if no vubligher will dare undertaks this he
will"though wnwilling as it is a complex and worrisoms book and will bring a lot
of eriticism dowvn my head.,” If Praesger doer publish the publication would be
sinultansously American and English; I understand he alwo has 4 pudlishing house
in Frankfurd but he said nothing of any German translatién. - Instead he asked me
fo keep sudaitting the outlins o cther publishers, 1 wondered whather you knew
;:urm at Harvard University Press (Bussian Ressarch Censer) to whom I might subamit
1t,

¥hen do you think you vill be r'ouly to write your
introduction? Would you require_the completely retyped MSS before you do .sol
Do let me hear from you, Since *'m nov sure vou are bmci, I'11 register this,

Yours,

9904
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Branpels UniversiTy
WALTHAM 54, MASSACHUSETTS

September 21,56

Degr R,D,

I found your lettsr and msnuscript after my resturn from Burops -
later then I expected and therefore sgoin too lste for g stay
and meeting in NY, I did not know that Beacon had rejected the
book and I do hope that Prager sticks to his promisge,

Of the three sections you sent me, I liked most the last chspter
of Part I - splendid! The chapter on the Second International 1s
too sketchy and does not justice to the historlecsl problem, You
accept - as fer as I can see,in toto - Lenin's theory of the cor-
rupted labor aristocracy - a theory whi h, iIn my view, is utterly
insdequste, “heress you handle the dislectic so consistently and
refuse =0 valiantly to trest sarxian concepts ss dogmas, you do
nnt take thia nosaition with regard to the notion {and to the resl-
1ty) of the proletarist, In the development of late industrial so-
ciety in the sdvenced countries, this claas gua class has changed
its position, structure, consciousness, etc, The full force of =
Marxisn sconomic snd politival enelysis has to be applied in the

examination of this process - the sristocrscy business wouldn't
dod

As to the last part: I disgaree with your ass wptlon of a complete
tregk between Leninism and Stalinism, I have recently reread Lenin's
writings and speeches of 1921-22 and wes amsazed at the degree of
continuity and ccnsistency in basic questions and policies - even
formmlations! But all these things have to be discussed orally.,

I expect to be ifi NY after Christmas, for the meeting of the Philo-
sophical Association - should I get to NY prior to this date, I
shall let you know immediately when I lmow, Ny study of "Soviet
¥erxism", in which I try to discuss some of the problems indicpted
sbove, is before completion and will be published by Columbia Uni-
versity Press early in 1957, I shall senc you the typescript for
your comments end your critigue vefore it pgoes to the printer's,

FIEI

Thanks, snc wilh: vepry best wishes,

y/hm ,
7%/-2'/.

VAT I 4 Vo O
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Nov.$,1956
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Dear Herbert Marouse:

To allow me to complets the entire manusoript

and give you a few days to read 1t as a totality I have deelded to

&,

. ‘
R L o L it e a S

i Mpntae B2
£ i b & it
; .

change date of arrival by a week, using the faot that Frlday‘fs' a

betfer day for you as the date of my arrival. _Pleasg try also

to be free Saturday as I simply must arrive at some oonerete con-
elusions by then or there wlll be no point to the trip to the
publiaher in New York aiterward.

I will arrive in Boston, Friday, November 23j]
..and stay there through Saturday November 24th so that I hope I ean \-
see you both daye. I can meet you anywhere you say or you will be
able to meet me at my hotel, whiehever 1s wore sonvenient, I will
send in for reservations the minute I hear that this meats your
approval and we ean meet without watohing the minute hgndle on the
oclook., I'm sorry to be so presumptuous and ineistent but without
a few s0lid hours of work together the project eould fall through,

It 18 not that I am not sympathetie tc the woes of intellectuals
and know how hard they labor and that their time too is not their o\u_:,‘ﬁ
(Think how Marx even looked at some of the meetings of, the Interna-
tional as time away from Capital)but I'm sure you also/:la::t KARXTSM

and FREEDOM gets published and will help me do that. So, holding
my breath until I hear from you,

I am, gratefully,

P.8, Vhat has happened to your typesoripi? I am looking forward ®
readlng your book before it resashes the publie, will oread
time for a eareful eritielsm. One day I will sucoceed in
greating a day longer than 24 hours minus §.




December 10,1956

Dear Eerbert Marcuset

Upon my raturn to Detrait last wesk, 1 found that,
while xy outline of Capital, waes sent you to the university, the drief
abetract I made of the Questions of Prilasophy Articls was not sent
you as 1% wes not rotu'ui. I herewith enclome it. Should you wish it

S translated in full, I'11 be zlad to do fo,

- 4 Aﬁl !}Afué W ? — 1 4v ot know whather you did or did not turn over-

N -

et o your sopy of (MAEXISY and FREZDOM Yo Kr. Rieii of Jeacon Fress, Fleass
A /5‘7%- answer this Mow to write th them otherwise.

The only petat of the NY trip that I have not yet
reportad to you 1s the meeting with Prasger. Eeo was & wee bBit mare polite
nov that I had the manuvscript complete in my hands, I informed him that
you would not write the introduction until the contract is actually signed,
Ho #aid he would first have to read the work and 1t would take him 3 weeke,
It was clear enough what bothered himy¥t was the eriticisae I made of
the Auerican eyetem for while I was in hie office he turned quickly to
the last chapter on Automstion, I langhedt "If you mat read the climax
of this novel and see how it 411 comes out first, why turn to page 365,*

He then closed the book and eatd vell, nothing is definite yet,,and I was
still free to submit 1t to other publishers, I said it was precleely

vhat I vas doing and he would not get hie copy for a couple of wasks since

I vished to proofread and #dit the copy. I took the publisherts copy

back vith me rather than leaving it with him, As I told You in my previous

note, if the one with St.Martin's Prese 1n BY andMacmillan in London falls
through, then I would prafer Beacon to Praeger,

T~ Will you aiso be kind enough to tsll me whether Hr,
; Csrr bas read the manuscript and vhat were his reactions to the idea of
for Macmillan? Has he heard from them directly? I doubt
- 1t since there would have been insufficlent tipe batwesn my meeting with
; MacKentie and his writing to London, Understandably, no one is §n quite

j‘ the hurry I am in in trying to gat the Yook veblished, but I do have more
/' hope now than ever before,
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April 29,1951
Dear Herbert Marcuse:

I am glad you insisted that 1 see Humsnitiss Press
slthosgh I hed already signed with Bookman Associates. They wvere
g0 interented in MANXISH AMD FRE®DOM that they voluantesred to de
all sorts of work for it, although they wers ast 1tz pudlisher.
(Wr. Siiversan was out of town; 1 spol» to fichard Heett instead.)
%7 cu¢ thiss, 1 hal rasarved exclusive foreign rights amd hence
have sutherily S0 lsok fer gthay publishars in ether lands, and
Hessnities prompily offered to soe whnther thay corldn't ged Routledge,
Kegea and Paul to pudlish id in Britaia; ahe N vill go ferward thers
this week. TFor anotbar, the catalogus that they send out to their
resders will definitely list ny book—1 belleve thelr circnlation
19 20,000-—and listings are aot to be smaezed at in prossticaal work.
A frispd of mine 1s going %o Gevmsny sad will iry So get ms 8 publisher
1 Teaburg asd 1 have had inquiries beth fros Italy and France ss o
traaslaticns and pwilication \hare. 1 kuev that I could have golten
a dgger peblisher in Taglsnd Yus I reafussd to capitulste o8 the
question of meeding to go first to Tagland stesl dack %o the UB By the
Sacklver, Beckmsn Associsbes ST 1ntevestad and will sesihat she

Yook doee get & gocd promoticnsl. Naturally thay are pleasd you will

preface tha book. Ve will strils & dlow at both poles of world oapiisl

=08 ani Russis——-ihas they vill not soon forgst.

Gratetully Fowrs,




June 5,1957

Dear H, M,

Finally I bave sompleted the editing and the Book
was this day sent to the printer. I belteve I'1l now be in
favor of a new law forbidding authers to do their own editing--
I ean't look at anything I write witheut wanting to rewrits,
and then begins the footnoting, Although 7 had made up sy mind
to have vaery rew beseauss of the workigg elass audlense I aim at
they now number nsarly 300, Just the letters alene for permission
tc quete has taken naarlﬁ s week, The Bibliography, although
quite selsstive, is another 4 pages. The text now 1s 400 pages;
appendiees anothar 95, With your prefase 1t will be over 500
s0 I suppose the hard-headed businessmen who run the publishing
firmp vere right when they refused o sommid thanel—vvn to a priee
until they aotually had She manussript ready for printer in hand,

I wrote Bookman that your Prefaee will be gent 1n

all typed and ready for printer {I asemme you will send it %o me
in vmtever sondition you please--I am expert in reading my hand-
writing, 80 I can read anyons's--and I will make aoples batore 1
send to him) in a souple of weeks, but that hs should not delay
going to press sinee your Prafass will be numbared differently—-
T intend to suggest Roman numerals for it to distinguish it from
my introdustion and text, The reason I d4id so is that be had told
a¢ froz ths start that if I want Ostoker publighing dete it must be
at printer in June,

Yours, .

I just heard from Humanities Press that the first reastlon of
Houtledge, Kegan and Paul was quite favorable, "It sertainly looks
1ike s posaible® they wrote of Narxism and Fresdom before turning
1t over to readers, Having had the experienee with Masatllan,

wvhe had practisally signed the sontraet before they turned and
I will not belleve Routledge's reastion until that eontraet is ﬁ;'u .

9909
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June 11, 1957

Daar Herhart Marcure:

It was zood to hear frum you. I'm sure that you are well ac-
quainted with the fact that it is much easior to write 100, if not
500, oages than 1t is to summarize the glst of a book on which one hms
worksd for some 15 years, in a page or two, But I wm. try.

I. The central point, the nivet around which avarythi.ng slse in
MARXISHM AND FREEIOM revolvas, id, of course, the philosorhic fowmdathon
of Harxigm, As I vut it in my introductory note, "The alm of this
Yook 1s to re-eatadlish the original form of Harxlem which Harx
callad Pthorsugh~-ing Naturaliem or BumaniamI¥

Thia mma ks a rad thraad throughont the back. Thus Part I
begins with the French Revolution and Hegsl and ende with Marx's
Zarly Beonomic-Fhilosorhic Basays: A New Eumsnlsm, I% conatitubes
his answer to claassical pslitical seconomy as well as to the utonian
sccinlists and vulgar Communists of hie day and establighes a new
worid outlook, Marxian philossthy, which ig distinguished from the
Hogelisn dimlectic und closely ¥mif with it., vhat is establisned as
the thesis of ths young Uarx then reaiseare in Part III, Marxism; the
Unity of Theory and FPractics, whare, in The Dialectical Humanism of
Volume I, I show that not only are Harx's sconomic categories social
categories but they are thoroughly permeated with the humanism that
came out of the wrkingclass strugrlass for the shortening of the
working day, As Marx put 1t, the mers quastion, when does my day
bogin and when does it end, was on a higher vhilosovhic levael than
"ths pompous catalogns of the Daclaration of tha Rights of Man," ihat
is true of Volume I of Capital is true of the Logic and Seope of
Volumes II and I11, inecluding Thaorles of Surplus Value, whers I show
that all of history to Marx wms the siruggle for fresdom, which, as
1ts haeise, is the shortening of the working day, and only fron there
8o wo go from ths realm of nscesaity to that of freedon,

Lenin learned the critical imwriance of the mhilosonhic foundations
ths hard way--wvhen the Second Intsrnationsl actually collapssd and, §o
reconatitute his gum resean, hed to return ta Hazalls Saiance of Loghy,
The chapter, A Mind in Action, then traces vhat the philosophic foundse
tions meant to Lenin and the Russian Ravolution and ends with the
thought thai Just sa Marxisn without 1%z philesophie foundation i3
meaningless, so is Leninism. Neither is an Yeconomiet,” Finally
vhen we come %o our own age, which 1 call Antomation and the New

Yumanigm, I ghov the methodplosy of Marxism and the commuligion of ouwr
own age for a total outloock.

i3, GSuvordinats to this main theme of tie Yook, and runuing
parallel with it, is the division botween the radical intellectual
1like Proudhon and the Marxist intellectual, I scntond that Marx.
ien 1e not only the thecretical expresiion of the workingclass striw-
ing to establish a naw gociety on socialist beginnings, tut it 1a that
which gave intellactuals a new dimension, That new dimension arose
gracisely becauss he did not divids theory from history, including tha
corrent cleasg struzgles, The relationship of theory to history ia asen
agt 2 1live slanept that changes the vary strutture of Marx's greatest
theoretical work, In 1863 and 1866 when he fundamentally raviged that
structurn and 1872+75 whan he weots tha Franch edition of Capltal--the
period from the Civil War in the United States through the Paris
Commmmpe--isg proof of this relationship of theory to hiatory and at
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the game time shows thnt vhat the young Marx establishad in the Barly
Basays when ha held thnat never again mist soclety be comternosed
to the individual and which in 1848 he emblazoned on his Commmiagt
Hanifesto ne the thesis that the development of the individual is
the condition for the develommsnt of all reappears in his "moat eeco-

noumie® work which is oreferred by tha academic scononists--Volume III
of Capital,

Agnin, vhan I move from Marx's time to that of Lanin's tize
I show that the contribution ot tha Second Interxutional - Organiza~
tion --~ wan talan over by Lenin in his concevt of the so-called Van~
goard Thaory in 1902-03, dut as the actual Russian Revolutions egourred,
he threw 1% overboard--or at least radieally ravised his theory no less
than & times so thet in 1017 he gaye the workers on ths culside ars mars
ravolutionary than the vanguard party and by 1923 wsays that wmless iha
party work is chacked Yy the pop- macses the buresnoracy will yet
bring the workers state down and thay will netrogrese to capltalism,
In any onss, dur prodlem is certainly not will there bo a revolution: dut
yoat ydl) havoen after: are we always to be confronted with a ¥apoleon
or a S5talin? In a word, withoui relating the sponilansous self-organization
of the proletariat and iis quest for universality in the manner in vhiech
Marx 444 it for his time, we can sxpest nothing but totalitarianist rasults.

111, In »y introductory note 1 staie that the 3 #ain strands of
thought 1n the beok are: 1)Classical Tolitleal Zeonomy, Hegsiian Fhllo=
sovhy, and the French Hevolutionary decirines in relationship #c the
actual social and economic conditions of its time, the industrial Revo-
lutlon, the French Rewvolution and up to the.first canitalist crisis.

2) Harxisn in Felationehin %o the class strugzles of his day, tha period
of his maturity, 1843-1883, as well as Marxism in the pariod from 1889-
19231 and 3) The methodology of Marxism to our ara wvhich I call the
pariod of state canitalism and workers revolt, the analysic of tha Five
Year Flans of Russia and the revolte in Dast Germany, and Vorkuta follow=
ing Stalin's death; Zinally the analysis of Automstion tmt this is a com-
paratively free and eesy essay, 1 think this too in a way can he summed up
in the introductery mote whers I explain the meihod in shich this book
is written--that ressarch began in 1939 shen I bBroke with Trotsky ovar the
fRugsian Quastion” ut that 1% 412 not agswms the form of MAMXIiSK AWD
FREEDOM until 1950-53 when the miner's strike on antomtion and the revolts
in Tastern ¥urave from their separate wantage points led me £s presst a2}
uy ideas to groups of workere who chacked and discusged the material. "Wo
theoratician, today more than ever befors, can write out of his oun head.
Theory raqnires constant shaning and rasha-ing of ideas on the basis of wvhat
the workers themselves ars doing and thinking," 1 return to Hegel (uage
73 fin in the Science of lagic) vhers he ghows that thoma who took Eant'e
without the procass 414 s0 a2 & "pillow for intallsotual sloth” and
that if the intellectual sloth which has accummlated in the Hareist movenment
concernesd only Marxinte then we woulda't be confronting tha H-bomb t-reat
wvithout ideclogical backwardness showing, The nesd is for a new unity of
theory anl oractice which must begin with the naw immlees coming from the
workingelass, that this, far from being intellectual abdication, would mark

the actual fructification of Rhsory. Once the thaeorntician gets that, his
work dosr not end, but first begins,

In a word, I have no oreseri tions or thetorical conclusi-ns., I show
a mathod at work znd assaal $5 tha Intellantuals to uwe that dialectic
method a8 x:basis to viev the contemorary scene, %o get out from under
dominatior of either the Fusaian $otalitarian or the American "democratic®
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bomb threats in their thinking., The workers by themselves can do & lot
tut they too have not achievad & new social order, dut if the movement

from practice to theory met the movement from theory to practics, then
& gerioug start could be made, '

fhere ars naturally other points in the work--from the American
roots of Harxies 4o the Commmist varversions Yotk of Marx's Early
Works and Capital——since it tries to deal with cur machine age since
the Industrial Revolution to Autcmation, but I 4o not believe anything

geormane to the Yook is lost oncs one grasps the central point, the
piilosophic foundation.

I know the sffsct that your Remson and Revolubion had in 1941, )
They could neither treat Hegsl as an "old 2og® nor Marx's Barly Writings ‘
#s mers humanitarian adjunots %o “$hs great eolentific economic theories.*
But then It was a philosepher speaking and not "a solid economis®“iiwe - ¢
me, Vhan the two wers combined, glory, hallslujah--thers was havos,"
Bub the acadewicians need no¥ think themselves any cuarter--thoy all
£a11 into the “Bopular Front™; 1% iz not possidis to fight Russian

totalitariansim or any othsr kind without some golid theoretie foundation
and socis) visiaon,

1 naturally cannot say whether I muccesded in doing what I aimed
at tut if intention were indeed mchiovement then I could say that wvhat
wvas By in MARXISH AND FREEDOM wms 1) the re-establishment of the phile-
sophic foundation of Marxism in Hesel in ap concrate a wy that the
origine of our machine age as well as the latesi pericd of automeiion

cams ailvej 2) the suss=Siocn of &l Sthrss vulwmss of Marx's SATYITAL
in a pannar that the reader imows :Mikxien both as theory and as method~-
ology; and 3} the new dimansion Marxism ¢ndows the intallscimal with

WA Wi

Yecans go resl to him that he could indeed discern the movament from

ypractice to theory and as eagerly long for the unity of the two as does
$he worker,

I hope this in some way answers wuat you wanted me to do in re-
oapitulating the glat of the work, I also enclose the introdunstory
note to the bidliography sc that you can see all my prodlems thixs,

Looking forward to your Freface yery eagerly,




June 27,1957

Dear H,M.

I'm sertainly glad I live other then an aladqn;_;u_'iggeéf

think of a fastory worker forgetting the time slosk, It eertalnly

was a diseipline for me--now I'1l have to be as 1ng’en10us_in-} _
keeping that publisher-welf from my dcor with demanda fer-y_éuii‘-:
Frefase. He hnas 400 pages of type to set so I don't know what

he ie ¢omplaining about, and I will lnalst your profnuoriqﬂ.-'f-,_'_. _

word is as good as nine and that the broehure on the ook with .
you listed as writer of prefase go out on sshedule in July, even
it thers should be an overlapping of the week 1t goes out and
.you send youras in. ‘

I expanded the eontents pages to lnelude lub-heéﬁs

g0 as to help makKe the ladex brlsl and alse besauss I bellevs

1t gives a view ef the sseps of the book before you delves inte

1t. In any sage I inelude it for yeu to glansee at,

- pid I tell you that Professer Carr, when he read -
the M3S, was graelocus enough te write me that it is a eontributlion :
te eontemperary thought and that espeelally amy work on The mat
Divide in Marxism--not 1ts politieal aspeets whieh hLe knew, but ' '
the philesephie impast of Hegel on Lenin--weuld eompel a recrganiza=
tion of many previourly sherighed views, evidently ineluding

his own? I wrote the publishers ofHegel--Allen & Unwin-- that

I &9 believe my work will open a new audiense for the works of

Hegel and that I sertainly would, in tum, like to be in "that
publisher's gtable®, Don't know that that will help--but I did
reeeive an ingquire about MARXISM AND FREEDOK from Japan!

Yours,

1




July 22,1957

Dear Herbert Marcuset

Your Praeface certainly points up some
fundsmental questions in dispute as well as in illumination,
I wouldn't think of digcarding it. By pointing directly at
vhat T h;m;l enlled tha forever-beating hesrt of Marxism =-
the workers who in their everyday life and st_rugglos have ,
glven it s new life and dimension —- you wiil certainly stirved
s polemfc thatshould be going st full blast as soom as the bock
is rublished, Sharp disagreements bave never distorbdd mes
monoclithis has,.

Cae thing, howevar, did swrprise me in
your Preface and that is that your last sentance focuges an
the writer of the proface rathew ho Book, In yemw nlspe
T would hava continued with onemore sentence along some such
1ine as thiss Whether you agree or dissgree with Dunayevskaya,
her book ercates a :gﬁgu;;mdation on a vast scope for the
re-examination of Marxism Trom its roots in Hegelisn philosophy
mtil its post-Marxist development of our own day.

It nay appoar to you that you have said
something similar in its proper context but as a reader who wvill
pext turn to some 400 pazas of RD I felt the need of such a link -
betwaen preface and hody of work, Fleage let re know at once
whother you agdee tc such an addition, and how you would phrase
it 80 T con hurry it on to the publisher in whateverr_xlrpn state
you approve it. The declsion is yours, noYoukuge

e o
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The enelosel brochure hasbeen sent out to 5000 asking advance orders
of the book. I hope thc fires of dispute have bsen stirrei up and
we will not again just lapse into intellectual sloth. Many, many
thanks for your contribution and encouragement,

T A 2 e A
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BRANDEIS UNIVERSITY
WarraAM, MassacHUSHTTS

October 9,1957

Deer R, D,

To tell you the truth, I am getling « little uneasy sbout
the publicity with the "American roots of Marxism" and the
statement thet Marx "complstely recreated the structurs"
of Cepital under the impact of the American civil waz.

I do not remember whether §our book ectually justifies
ghese fermulastions - when I read it, I Gid not have this
impression; but then my memory may bef at fault., The little
snd very unsystemetic checking I did recently has not

been very succesful: I did not find any evidence which would
corroborate such statement, My friends bombard me with
auestions, and 1 myself em naturelly rather sensitive sbout
the Americanization of karxl

You would 6o me s greal favor if you would sum up very
briefly your evidence or just jot down the mslin references
- eitrer in karx! correspondence or elcewhere,

Sorry to bother you - but since you are throuzh with the
page proofs end with Lne index, this may not te too much
of an imposition, If it is, please forget sbout 1it.

With best wishes,

1h




October 11, 1967

Dear H, 4,

Thank you very much for your letter of the 9th which
gives me the opportunity to tracs briefly the Ameriocan roots of
Marxism, Haretofore I have concentrated on the warp and woof
of the book--the philosophy, dialeotlos, Humanism of Marxism, As
publication date approaches, 1t ie time to indloate the gomple-
mentary thesis. I uss the gtructure of CAFITAL to 1lluatrate
this, The changes in the etruoture of this work msant nothing
to the Becond Internaticnal, reformist and revolutionary s
allks, Untll Rosa Luxembhurg, in 1913, began to question vha
Engels "had made out® of the material left him by Narx, all
Harxlaste treated the changes in the struoture as a”*iiterary
question. The Communists continued this tradition (ef. Leontiev
in Bolshaya Boveiskaya Encyclopac@ia), The battle of quotations
m;th which Rosa Luxemburg was attacked, both by the Second and
srird Internationmls, never went into the struature of CAPITAL
until Henryk Grosssan, in 1920. Hie was the first scrlous
analyeie of the chgnges in the struoture. However, hls interest
wvag primarily economic; it was direcied sgainet Luxembury's
underconsumpiioniem and the reestablishment of the degline in the
rate of profit as central to the theory of sccumulation in 1lts
Marxiet fom,

Nov let ue louvk at thiese changes in atructure during
the latle 18§08 when he worked on the Grundriase and ritiaus
and in the 1860 when Cgpnital took fingl shape:

1) Ag you know,.both in his letter %o Engels {4/%/58)
and in the Preface tc C , he shows that ths first draft of
Capltal was toc have € voludes, thue! I, Capltal; IX, Landed
Property; IlI,.Wage labvor; I¥, State; V, Intarnahonal Trade}
¥I, %orld Karket,

As he shows in Introduction to the Critlique whioh he
di4 not allow to be nublighed, even here the United States played
its role as the 1llumination for the category of labor: "This
state of affalra has found its highest development in the most
wodsrn bf bourgecis socletles, the United States. It is only here
that the abstractlion of the category "labor", "labor in general®,

labor nn_q_mi the starting point of modern political economy,
begomes reslized in practice,*

2)My Oha;fter ¥V, The Iagact of the Civil war on the

gtructure of Gaplital shows thai the dscads of the 1880's wee

ve for % £ CGAPITAL, It wae the period of the
gfgﬂiwartgn g‘:: ﬁﬁi‘%ga“ﬁﬁaﬁu, the great mcbilizations of
English workers on the side of the Forth, the Polish insurrestion,
ths unrest in France, and the creation of the Firat International,
Marx himself best degoribes the newness of thle daecade when
on January 11, 1880 he writes to Engels: *In my oplnlon, the
bignest things that are happening in the world today are on the
one hand the movement of the slaves in Amerioca started by the
death of John Brown and, on the other, the movement of the gerfs

S e ot ST S A 490482) B9 aFBYe s, Y1 LL, Laseale

hlia letter to Tngeis on Auguet 15, 1863 vhere he alreoﬁy involves
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the struacture of CAFITAL: 9917
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"when I lock at this compllation and see how I have had %o

turn everything around and hov I had to make even the %milm

art out of material of which some was quite unknown. en he
?Lasealla} does seem funny with 'his'ecnomy already bn hilg pooket.* .
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I shoy what “turning everything around" wne by contrast- ‘i
ing the etructure of Critique with Capital. 1 base myself on the
letters and the listing of the materials by Engels in the Preface
to Capital. There is also in the Arbbives II{VII), besides the
firet ending of Capltal, the outline of hle changes; Leontiev on
Capital alao llsts Hotebooks and cimnzes, Also not o0 be laft
out is Marz's reporting of the Civil Mgr for the Vienna Presse
where he reproduces the speeches of the Abolltlonlsts, nepecially
Wendell Phillips, upon vhom he comments "In the Present state
of affairg Wendell Fhillipa' spesch is of greater importanace !
than a tattle bulletin.® (Thie, along with his letter to Abraham
Lincoln, and other lettears are reporduced in his Civil War in the
Onited Statee, Int.rFub.j As you kuow, in contrast Tc eome aemigre
Marxists in America who svolded any involvemant in the Civil wWar
under the abatrazction that they were *opposed fo all slavary,
vage and chattel,* he participated =ctively in the nzse movement
abroad., This contreets to the 16608 when he kept avay from the
emigre oircles and thelr type of sctivity., As 1 show at the
beginning of that chepter dezling with the impact of the Civil
War on structure of Capital, "No one i1g more blind to the great-
ness oif Farx's conirituticn than those who pralse him %o the
gkles for hisg genius as if thet genlus matured outside of the
actual struggles of the period in which he lived, As if he gained
the impyglses from the sheer development of nls own thoughts
instead of from living vorkers changing living reslity by their
sotlon.,.He vho glorifier theory and genlus but fslls to recog-
rize the 1ta of theoretlosl wori, fulls likewise to recognlize
he 1 ngabllity of the theoreticl "

SR e R YR T |

3) After three intensive years--1833-86--of reworking
CATITAL, Marx i1s still not satiefied, On Februsry 10, 18668, we
hear why: "Rirtorlically I dsveloped a peri about the mg?m
vhich did not enter into ay firet plan." After he has finlahe
working out the immense seotion on wWorking Day ne writes again
to Engels and shows how happy he is that the Amerlean workers
*by aorrect instinet” cawe to the same formulation on the eight
nour day that he had worked out f:.r the Geneva Congress of the
First Internstional. Thie he brings directly into CAPITAL(end of
Ch.X) when he guotes that Beltimore Regolution, tlee it in with
the First Internstionsl *Thus the movement of the working olass on
both mides of the Atlantic..* and further ties in white and black
lgbor_ *Labbr cannol amancipate ilself in the white skin where 4in 1N
the black it 1= branted, Bat out of the deeth of slavery a new i
1life at onee aroer. The first fralt of the Civil War wre the eight &
hour agiteion,..*® E

A e had & i e bt 8 e et i oL

4)Finglly the Americrn roots &re not only in the :
finished (by himeelf) Volume I but in the unfinished Volwmes II and |
III, In the Logie mnd Scope of those volumer I quote From his !
leiter %o Deanielscn (April 10, 1879) where Me askg him not to
+ait for Volume II before tranelating Volume I becsire of the mass
of materiel he recelved frum ugele and the United 3tates: *"The

United 3tates al vrecent havs overinven "nglond,,.the magses are

quicker and have Jrenier politlcesl mesns in their hands to resent
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the form of & progress that ls accompllshed at thelr expenss.'

I then say thmt it 1g ¢lear that Russia and Amerlca were %o play n
in Yolumss II and IIY $hat England played in Volumes I, that Lenin
£1lled out Volume II for Rusaia and thst I belleve Amerioan worker
are coneretizing 1t for Amerios in their attitude to Automation.
In the final chapter on Automation and the Kew Hummanism where 1 de.
with the 1929 orash and the division between Plgnners and rank and
fils workers bullding their own organl:ation--ClC--and in the 1980
whan thsy turn against their labor leaders who have become the
bureaucracy that oppresses them even as the managers in the shops-
I approach the final sscticn callsd *Toward A New Unity orf Theory .
Praggice in the Abolitionlst and Marxist Tradition®,

As I vrote you once before I have no blueprints nor
banners which seream “Foliow mc®, tut thot I sketch out oniy whers
to gatber new impulaes--Ifrom the wrierss *The Amerlcan working
class has long been B mystery to the Eurcpean, worker and intel-
lectual, Until the foraction of the CI0, Eurcpesns used to “prove
the backwardness of the American worier by virtue of the fact that
ha had not btuilt industrial unicns...Because the American worker
has bullt no mass party, he ceens g:olitlical, Because he 1s large
ly unsoqualinted Ath the Ancstrines of Kerl Harz hae scomsz NoNhe
soclsliat,..It is not Marxists who have compelied suciety 2% last
to face with sober senses the conditions of woriers and relations
of men with 2=ch other..,The seal of bunkruptey of contemnorary
oivilization, lnglyding Lle s0-cailed Yanzuerd Fariles, 1a the
bagkruptoy of 1ts thouzﬁt. The void in the Marxist movement sinse
Lenin'z desth would have a significsnce only for Marxists exoept
that{ Marxism 1s in the daily lives and as-~iratione of working peop
MHarxiem 1s nelther in t-e pathetia 1ittle theses gathering duet
in emell rediosl organlzations, nor in impressively big tomes
%athering dust on the shelves of large conservative universities.®

or my part I exnlain the method used to write MARXISY AND FREEDON
and 1 cull the smerican wor¥ers 'nd student youth vho cellaborated
on it 1lts true co-authore,

no, 3f I mey, I would ilke iv 8dd a veveonal nole
sinae alihough the hock haa not yet been wublished the attagk on
me hag alresdy begun, Your frlende bombsrd you on the American
roots of % rxiem while the Communiste are bombarding publisher
and distributor with *true stories®, that I surposadly eacsped
from Zusela in 1917 becouse I had “white DleoodBunning in her velns.
I hope 1 wili not have to return tc tne closnk and Qsgzer days vhen
I was Trotsky's secoreiary and ned Lo carvy a sun and ieam now o
shoot i1t. The Amgerican Egonomic Review had its own kingd of
sxperience in 1944 when_they vublished my translation eof thuﬂw‘w
ravislon of Harxismm witiRfooamentary. Between the Joviet Embassy
accusing ae of belng a Taselet and Lue 3tate Lepartaent telling
the review thet Fusszia and Amarica were "allies® and jublioaticn
«041d not help, the edlioras needed all %ie intelleciual integrity
and gourage to progead wALh the wrk, Az 2 zood generals=s
shilosorhare these dnye musi be good strategista—I trust nothing
that gomes widh %the zuablication #1111 saerpelza you, Your Frafaga
gpaa:s for iteelf, nd I tmiat my ook dvoes well for ltaeelf,

Yours,




BRANDEIS UNIVERSITY
Warmiam, MassaceossTTs

October 15,1957

Dear R, D.

Thenks for your prompt reply. It seems to me thet your
references do not corroborate the statement that the
structure of Capltal was completely recreated under the
inoact of the American Clvil War, It is certainly true
thET The original plan or plens were thoroughly revised
between 1857 and 1866, but I foundno evidence that this
change was declsively influenced Uy American developments,
In point of fact, going through Marx's letters written
during this period, I am struck by the rether casual re-
ferences to the United States, Or, if you deny the "cssual':
such references seem to me in no way different from others
to contemporary Europesn events, Sorry!

A personal remark on your personal remark: there 1s no
rational ground on which you can associste the cuestlons

of my friendes with the recollection of attacks on your

1ife snd on your carrying a 1 They tock your amnounce=
ment 8 that of a scholarly {sit venls verbol) lnterpretatdon
of Marx, subject to intelligent eritique, Belleve me, they
wanted information, not attack and counterattack, You

should be the last to resent this or to obliterate the dif-
ference between their gsttitude and the other,

Greetings!
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Nov.27,1956 .
Dear John:

It is 9 p.m. and thie 1s the first I get to write
to you since Marcuse left just this minute. We talked for _
hours on my book. He was so anxious to reemphasize thit he will
do everything possible to get it published and to write the
introduction that he would not even begin eritlicizing it, untll
he made the positive feature of wantling to see 1t published
clear all over adn, The introduction will not be written untilu'
I actually do have a contract, but it will be done promptly then.
It will stress the contribution I make and the dialectlcal
approach--until I preach the "notion" of the proletariat,It will
then make 3 criticlams: 1)first that I romanticize the workers
instead of seeing that "itM" too chenged along with capitalism,
that is to sa:, i1s satiefied instead of revolutlonary, 2)it
will take some eXxception to stete capltalism as a designation
of Russia stemming from Marx's foresight, and 3)question my
optimistic perspectives, I told him he could oriticlize 1t to
his heart's content, I certainly don't want agreement, but he
kept saying "You are so excellent in handling the dlalectic
except when you deal with the proletarigt" and "Why do you so
berate the intellectual? I do not see the relationship of
theory to prectice that you do; I think theory should he the
guide, what you cell the preseription instead of you just walt-
ing on the proletariat". These professors--but he is really
remarkable for a professor. We had a magnificent seafoood
dinner, cocktalls and a&ll and I fear he was set back some $10
or more, Still I have another appolntment scheduled with him
tomorrow, He promised to go over paragraph for paragraph my
translation since I d4id it from the Russlan rather than German
and let me know how I stand scholastically on that.
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Now on the publlsher~-he agrees it 1s worth walting
to see if lLon-son will accept it, even if 1t means a couple of
months delay, and that I should stall P meanwhile. 0, yes, he
also proposed that I go t0 Germany in his stead to be present
at gome conference on tarxlism this winter. I sald I would love
to but doubt that I would be quite as acceptable., He already
began discussing my next book with me, as he feels he will not
write agelin after the publicatlon of his next, and I shounld
carry on, although he disagrees with me, He also told me one
interesting point for Saul(I'll send him a copy of this) since
he met Rieff and t0ld him, 0, I'm in a hurry to make an
appointment with RD, whereupon Rieff gaid, 0, yes, her lit.agt.
sent me a letter asking us to reconsider and told us she would
be in town. Periocd. Paragraph.,End of conversation, Or , as M,
put it "No implications in this at all,"

PR T T e s I L JO Y

lis favorite chapter remains "A New Rumanism®™, to
vwrich he also added that although he dlsagrees with my Automa-
tio~n chapter, my interpretation of the Absolute Idea in that
form rather than in the letters is "clearest". He kept saying
"Whot would Fether Harx say if he lived now" and his eves 1it
up &5 to ine peragraph wiere Herx sicpped in ile Ipilosophy of
¥ind end where my analysis began. If only he could be around
some wWorkers-—-

Am nov ready to storm NY.Love,




Hov, 28,1956 9922

Dear J 6hn:

Today I was down abt Brandeis Universlty where ,
Marcuse arranged a luncheon to which he lnvited E. H. Carr.
Professor Carr 1s about the only non-Marxist Englishman (I
wag very surprised to fin d him in America and just as sur-
prised that one of the reasons was the fact that the Russian
material in this country covering the perliod of the 1920s 1ig
superior to that in England) who hes speclalized in non-
fastional, objective history of the pericod of the Russian
Revolution and throughout the 1920a. We have his "The Bolshevilk
Revolution®, both the 1917 and 1923 volumes, and you should
glance at them to get a concept of the distinﬁuishad scholar,
He was acquainted with "the value controversy", which shows
you how far that little article in AER carried me all these
yeers, and was as surorlsed to find me there as I him, I don't
know exactly Marcuse's point, but I liked the resulis very
much indeed. Carr was noti only interested in reading my MSS
but T gave Marcuse "permlesion” to turn the book and address

over to him, he sald he would write his commenis to me, This ,1’ .
is a find, ~

These professors vho spend all thelr lives in bhooks by
do make me laugh. When they cannot "break a category", to use i
& Hegelian phrase, they just lanse inte the moat wmlear politiecal |
explanation of an cvent. TFor example, they see none of what >
we see In the 1920-1 trade union debate--Carr practically sald 4
that Lenin'g position was merely that of middleman betwean

Trotakzy and Shlyapnikov, that is medliating to bring Pea.ce beti=
veen uarrin§ facticna! When 1 opened my mouth with "you intel-
lectuals..." Barcuse interrupted to say "You need not sgay it--
I know what you will call me. But you are & bloody intellec- |
tual yourself and you have 12 hours a day to write--or how 1y
could you have produced so much in so little time; I would o

have been dead attempting lte-while we with classes, administrative:
work,"etc.otec, &

Incidentally 2 tables in that faculty room were
filled with ex-Trotshiylsts led by Howe, whom I disdainfully
dlsregarded; one, how=ver, e woman whooo name olips =y mind but
she led ti:e attack on Rgva Craine back in 1944 and we were any-
thing but frilends--came up to greet "Freddle" very warmly. I
took it as a good slgn, although I dld no more than smlle and
turned back to my own guests. NO doubt the university will be
buzzing for the lollowing week f{rom thls visit of nmine and all

the"¥heoorics™ on the reason would wmake a funny druma indeed,

0 Mad
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Cerr said ¥acmillan 1s a "slow" house, but most
distinguisihed 1if they gctually took the ¥8S which evédently
he doubted; he said the atmosphere as to Marxist works was a
"little better" tian here, but not too much., They will all be

waiting for my letter on the meet ng with the publishers almost
as much as you will.

=7 l?‘ﬂ‘..tf“fW'K._“-)J._f._

Tomorrow morning I am off for NY, but will see no
one till Fri,

Love,
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