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It has 3 subssctionsiy] arx'e Dabt to Hegel. i T
R . . 2)Lenin's gmn?j]mn'

: , © . _4mblvalende towaid Hega s

: . 3) The Task Before Us :

JNot .because Merx wae -a "Loft Hegollan" an a atudent, but beoatia
‘| the Hegelisn diglectlc speeded him on his voyage of dimgovery
of & totully now phllosophy ("thoroughgoing Naturelism or. Humign
Kerx never forgot hls indebtednegs to Hegel, From thyes rit;t'
as Yo o
golenge of loglc", but#"aoicnce™ of revolutlon, Marx‘s Wfks show
how it 1e impossible to "shake off" Hegel, o8 he =asslily enough - -
ahook off classical political economy once he tronidcended 1t: et
hls “esconomica" In every respect, Irom value and surplus value -
through rent as 1t applies to lendlord clgas.to sccunulatlon of . .
cspitel end collepse of capltaliam disoerned’in its lew of motion, .
wad, not & new politic economy, %ut Merxlgm, a phllceophy of human

activity,

egel, despite the faet that his ;
break ‘came firat egol, and for & while indeed, in his struggl
with utoplane, particularly Proudhon, he woa hardly more than e
counterposing political economy es the "real" againet the "“bourgeolds :
ideallsm" of phllosophy., THus, his very first, and pcet ‘thorough
and profound ettack on Hegel, the very one which led tc nohhing

short of hls greatest dlacovery--the materlaelist conception of
‘history--wss, however,

Phllosophy of R1 ht,
would hsve nished a

'Ly N0 accldent, via A Critioue of Hegel's.
leager man, a leeser Hegellan then Marx; o
at polnt, Msrx, on the contrary,proe eded "
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ot thet point directly to Begel's rigorous and non-pollitlanl - ;
.~ strictly philosophle wWorke, PHEINOMENCLOGY OF MIND and ENCYCTLOPARY
. ,_e DIA OF PHILOSOFHIC 3CIENCES, breaking off Just as he got Into. "
o the lust aeotlon "The Pullosophy of ¥ind," But, though "that
} 21smal sclence--politicsl economy~-~never cave hla rest enough’ .
for the rest of his 1ife to be able to tackle in oonsiatent o
M form, or as he put 1 etlongl form of the dialectic®, he Rept, -

Mreturuling o Hegal }_time he came to & turning potot.dn 1\, )
W Thet

political cconomys 1 8¢ when he writes, his  Grietd e
"aveldentally® Finding Herol's works gave himSacme rew dovaldpm=
penta" for hls Oritlique. of Politicel Feonomy: tden 1n 186L.- .
when he first roworis the etructure of GAPITAL ln order 15 part.’
company with Hicardo on lund rent and make; the moet oruclal

- deelsion lnaofar ae "econowles™ 1s ooncerde ==%0 talte ous

What was to become Volume III of CAPITA £
‘%’V‘:’#- 1 An—48 g PAPh-ef>Volume l,gﬁgﬁu
jvBéliiden capital and before he came to vwiie LAEOY
}~"‘“ G anILeTd clues wif=aes)1 {he fundamente) claus ;

M“W the restructuring op Jeslyg f The Working’ D
et o oﬁk"&w g%bllcatlon in 1867 S hndlHoty %
’&71 whleh 80 lliuminateg| the["fofm" of velue--the Tetishism o P
e comnoditios, Mpd peryeryed reletlenshof dead to living labori=me
chores strictly Haaes ﬁguase. L

S (*Barcuse mg ey/me‘la,ush. &8 one of the only, if not the only, Hegolluna
to remaln Marxista, trylng toc excuse themgelves for not
there weas to pee in Marx becsuse the grundrisae, ‘the -
-0f CAPITAL which Marx diecarded,(except-for the 2 ohapter
ase gritigue of Politloal Foonomylhad not been. avallable ta.
.. the Grundrisse,.wvhlch uses mors Hogellen ‘language,: &
_ e "appllcoation" 10t orestive steze; 1s gtill.without ail
he ldarned fror the workers' own atrugeles which .lad him to the -
with bourgecla conception of theory, 'gcandl and above.all,
- megf leagt it should be gbove ail {rom thelP35Int 0f view=wthe . °

striot lige of form not as opporite %o ea ence, bui o 7. "the univercall:
which foubines foris and essence as the @%ﬂ%‘[ﬁﬁl\gﬂ udermines
totally the form of the past,sud not on gatLel relitlo L
op, btut in gpougg% ~--0Geurs, not im 1858, but lat in . then.
Iggif 1?2 precisely why Lenln wrote that it was impoaalble to -
TATITAL "espcolally Lta Plrset chapter' without the whole of -
Hegel's ic, It 1ls that firat ohspter where you need Hegel most: 1% .-
i3 that firet chepter which Stalin declided 1n 1943 should. be thrown out'

as eny first dp‘toaching"es Capital; 1t ie that first chipter with alll.
that 1o greversd in aoctual relsticns nevertheless assuming "the fixity " -

of p popllEY ejudice™ In the hishsat bourgeols thought, olgesl -
political economy, walch 18 exactly wast %ﬁ% Philosophy into, Ao ) .
nothlng but an "ldeclogy", that 1la to say a fulse conselousneas, } L

Therefore Iﬁ!ii:& ggad to dlvide this chapter of Marx‘se

Debt to Hegel Into what tht/bevnt to Marx at each stege singe the hreak
from bourgeols gocletys®in 1844 , ms expressed in the Zosays, gnd es
our age ghould help us #e¢ through the realization ANAEIHEATIE ba
gtherwise, Merx's materiallst gonzeption of hiatory would ha have
becn more than Seugkeslomrof determinist materialism, which 18 exgatly
what the Seciné International mede It cut to be, [2)1857~8 when diglentlico
wad "epplled™ rather then recreated from cless struggles, (3)1863-73, . -
from "turning everyihing around”" to the new in fetlishloz of commodltios, i
not only,ec I o to gregt pains in M&F to show, s that whioh results

from the Farls Comcune, /but s, in thought,it returnes to the Hegellen
dlalecti ] - I =the selfs
develoging subject”, and name 1t, wlth Merx, the mpases or "human

power", th: positlve Humanism begluning from itself,or "eecond
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* negatioa™ for 1t 1s thet second negatlon which answers not’only tx

" ultimete which wo expressed aa) "what heppens efter" esch revolutiofn, -
but the dally of our .zge. whidh will allow us o t“ranscend 8sch neégutlon
of the lamediste, through un'y of theory and prmotice. S

S - Flnally, we sust feal slso wilth why, at certaln pofnty,
‘the abatiragt osr help more thwn the concrete, CAPITAL is conerehe and
therefore "gxhannta lteelf™ In thet ome tople. But LOGIC 1a‘without
"ouneretion” of wenas" and “applies" to sll "solences™ so when & new
. Wtage 1s resohed, you need yat another sspect, as Lenln ;who knew CAPITA
vory well long before he repd "the whole"of LOGIC, sew the minute - -
"galf-movemént”, "melf-aotivity®, "selfstranscendence” g21ddenly bogen’ to 3
‘mean gomething NEY tc him, Whst I am trylng to say is that tho mimate. g
'fhe goggg% cannot be expressed in old terms, it 18 becsuke s Hovw atsge

n cognition hae not kept up witih the new challanse from prootice, shd
phllosophy then opens neW avenues, and only then osa you ulao nes .-

the "old" but conorete terme in CAPITAL in & new way 28 monopoly o -
not only as & "stage" of centralizatlon of eapitsl, but =8 a "Lranoformes
tilon into opposite." - ‘ ‘

~ Lenin's
. @Mamblvslence do .Hegel and Shock of Resognitlon

T The duality in Lenin's heritage can no longer b2 put inte. e
footnote, a8 Lt was in M&PF, It is this duallty that haw Soeiuediss
“elloved Troteky, and then Troiskyism,from brinzing those Notebso
- %0 the publie ln 1948 when I'flrst trenslated them end wua:

o.-bo -give themi¥o the Trotekylsts. Thie 1s not a sluple probl 03
‘"faotiouel one"} it la what has laid the foundutlon for .Trotokyis B
‘tallending Communism on the question of Morx's ‘Humanlem ‘g5 some Ing
Marx"pazmed through," - Above that, Lt has sllowed the Comnuniste o)
! . 3 . T - , 8. o .
pervert them by:quotha both Lenins i}zghpyﬁfdpf 9“°hgfﬁh??;ﬁT74¢,‘.3¥

.‘]?" 'zera ?qgﬁﬁﬁdﬁfﬁﬁ:ffm?}&EQQ

i Once, however, 1s is @éxpreswsed olearly, thea 1% 1sfﬁ1‘
Lenin who cllowa us to jump off from the 20th rather than. 19th ceiit

Preclsely becgus ’ig 8 aphorlage were expressed in
'Losie"”ﬁgﬁlﬁgégﬁfl. égélf? ubjectivity with freedom, - bad
not heretofore, pald greet attentlon to Lenin's emphusis on faot
that philosophy (Logle, 1813) expressed "the unlverasl movement of
change”, &nd only after shet (1847) did Marx express it in the CelMay: i
or:“noclal‘acienoe", whereas natural sclence (Origin of Speoiss,l859)
came lest,"Also his statement that "The contlnurtion of the work of -
Hegel and Marx conslst 1n working out dialecticslly the history of. .
human"thought, sclence and technology." This ellows us to ) off .
Srpp "Cognltion not only reflects but crestes" to our sge and how 1t - < °
be gbhle to restate Marxism for 1lts ege only through a return a} ;
" K LA
to Hegel 3)Why Now-then ,wouid tkke off Irow som:thing llke Freedom'-ae :
the lnnermost dynamle of 1ife hae pushed itsell to the surface where ..
all can see 1t, a3 actuallty, end still that brave 1t as phllousophy.
.Perhaps the title ol the new book could be PHILOSOPHY AND HUMAN ‘

LIBFRLATION,

Yours,
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