T Yy o PR Y- T ST PR

Ibu:ts Altlmaser —_ I-enine enﬂ Philosohm

[ ¢

i

wenn Hy discourse will not, therefora, ‘b phi.'l.oaophical.

I1: <1412 be, hmrever, xor good raasons which ariee

| Mat which 1 wieh fo say t0 you will merit this e

:l:t, as I hope, I am able 1o commmicate tu you aomthmg

- on (sur) philoxaophy, in brier, thoge’ rudimenbary ele:renta

This is why, therefdre', I ask that you give attention

10 my title: Isnin and philosophy. Hot the philosorhy of.
Lonin, but’ Lenin on philosophy. I believe, in effoct, tht
vihat we will do with Lenin, though not without preceéent,
hat never been achieved. Hore is where we must’ berin in

order to hold that cort of discoursc vhich can' antiecipate

what my one day be oVnen, philosophical theory ol prilosoplyy.
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real _'meu.l."uu.ut: i Leain in

S T0 our. Prosent purpoaa, Ve can, perhaps, begin

teach phi‘loaophy, I too am one of +hose Yentenduurgh 1o
whom Tenin addresgpeq h:ls “galut, n

'I'onv

not deigned to :Lnterent 1tself in the man who led tho

greatest politica.l mvolut:lon in modern hiatory, an_d vho, '

in addition, made a long ang conaciam#/ oug amlyais in

Mnterialism and £n irioeriticinm, ol tho work of eur cun-

Patriats, H, Toinemrre, p, Duham,_ and A, Re:,r, to spea: or
a fow,

I hope thoge of our teachers vhom I've i‘ortoﬁen will
pardon me, but I have not been able to fing . during the

last haly century —-.excé\t‘;ing ariicles by Philozopkers

or scientifie conummiatn) == more tlan a fey Pages on Loning

Sartre in Leg Dempty Lodern of "O-Pu {f eversaliog ang ‘;?r:foiution)
I..'erlenu-l‘onty (in Lex Aventures ge 1n di.:lectiqur.-) and

[

ddeocur (in Gerarticle da Zoprit),
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Ricocur specks here with reppect for Steie and Revolution,

bg‘t:,& doco not gemn to me to have treated the "philosopiy!
of Tantn at sll. Sartre soys thAt the meteriadiscs priio-
sophy pf Efage_ln a.z;:d ‘Tenin 131'.'L'npmﬁ‘;>le,"-in the sense of
an m,‘ a notic;n which cmmot be pz?ved. by _aimpllo rent:on"
beceuse 1t ie a nntumliéli; metaphysic, /p critit;al, @ :

kantian, n.n;lr pro: egelien, tut he generously recognlzes ‘the

function of & Platonic Mmyth" which helps the proletarians

0 be ‘:giolutiomheb.t .Merleau-Ponty.dispenses with the =~

R

qn_egtibh in & simple word: the philosophy of Tenin is cn. .

Waxpedlent,"
- L wiid éasuredly be dislik_ea for eaising the qixeafion,; .
be it with all the required tact, Lut the actions of the

Fronch philosophteal tradftion for 150 yeors in'cloeking | -

its past is quite eql.;al to all ito open actionn, It muct
N.Il.; | . be that the sight of this tz:adition ig so difficult to

support tha'n no.t one French philocopher to this day has

dared to meke public its history,
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Academic philosophy cannot, tharei’orc, tolessbe Tienil

(or Harx) for two reusons, vhich are in fact one and the = - \

" ane redaon. On the one hand,' 1t caune$ otard the dden the A
E

1t bas to learn aomethin_és from (de) po@nd from a_

-

particuler politics, And on the other hand, 1t c’nnnor.

support the idea that philoaophy could be an object of &
theory, that i to say of ub;]ectivo Imomledge.

mm tols is, in the bargain,’ a politician iike Lenin,

,..-u-.‘.._, T e

i
_ m@egp) “Haif", and one eelffeducated 111 philoaoph;y.

who had the audacity to advance the idm that & theory of

ph:lloaophy io essential to a tmly consc,icua (conscionte)

'

and re;ponsible practice (pratique) of phﬂoéophy, tl_:i::,_. :

evidently passoi the bounds... (papsc_é_i- le mesru:é.)

I Academic philosophy or othsr, neyv never ;gain can thoy
be miata.l;en for e;ach other (or, there can he no deception;“)
if it so i‘iercel" reaistz thic apperently accidentl’r 328
counter with o simple political .man viio proposdd to begin
o know \':hatiimiloaoply, it 1s beecouse this encounter 'touches
precisely the moet senootive point, the point at whieh it

wan most intolercble, the point of repulsion ( du refould),

that point upon wiieh philonophy s tzaditionally boe: only

12921




e .

e
T

* '.F*eud de intolerable -to poychological mm:l.na‘l:ion.

:'l‘hia is why Lenin io intolcmble 0 philosophical rumination,

nmns g e, PR R NTELALT T D b b

‘hxmim.tion — wery precisely st the peint vhore, o Imow

:I.tself in itc theory, philosopn,; HUET SUCU i ey Al Lo

+

only poli‘[:ics invested with & o tule f-"orn?), 013 tics
carried on ine a particxﬂ.ara otyle, political run:!mtmn
of & certein atyle. ‘

It finds that Ienin ip tha ﬁ.rat to meke that clear.

I% finds also that he conld only say it beecausc he is a

political, not just any political, but a proletarien leader,

3ust a8 intolerable, and I welgh my vords caraful‘ly,

Ons sces that, betwoen I-enin and aatablished phi.loaophy,
it is not only the ni sunderstandings and com"Iiofbs of 'di:?cwn— a

stances, nor cven the indignant resctions of irascible pro-

fessors of philosophy,.te whom & son of a school master,

an inaignifinan;b la}'fyér — become revplutibmry, declnrcdl"-
without “eusution" that they are, in thelr ﬁr::ns, netlt ﬁourge» .
ole intellectucl functionariec within the boﬁrgeoic: educationnl
asystem, cg attendont :l.deologueé, inciticating the m:mn.at: ol
young ntudents with the dogmas, olpo crisy ‘ee ond pont-
erities, 17 you wish, of the ideology of ther mling clannos.
f}at".': o Teomts and the estebliched vhilonophr trere in g

properly intolewable relatlon: thot over wlidch philezeply

reigas 1o oty to the quiclk by that vwhich i4 secks to repell: pold
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But 4o see how the relptions between Teuin and j:hiloﬁoph,} :

axrived at this point, it is nocesmory to 1ake & omall detour,

and, Bcfore spenking furthor :;.bo11't Lendy and philo.'zophy_ in
general, wo must establish (fix) the placo of Iemin in °
marxist philogophy, accordingly, to annjure up the state
of marxist philosophy:

"It is not a' guention which I can bput outline here.
¥e arc not in a positio“n. %0-do that here, and for an

already determined reason: that is becmmase 1t is Justifiably

ne.cc;a.iaary that ve Joow just what this X" is, of y:hich there ..

will'be a question of m'a mtarg,'-gma xmawi_gg“ this,,
thet we be in & ntate of Jnowing whgthc"r or n:ﬁ ';his y
has a History, _tlm.‘tl,' is 4o say, has a righ'i; to have a hif:tor:;-\..

Rathor than outline, even vaery briefly, the hiotory |

of marxist philosophy, I would like to malke -apparent, by

" running through tﬁose texts and those worls which followsd
one enother in Histozy, t'he cxlstence of a cymptomniic
difficulty.

This aifficulty hes coused mim(eelebrated dobabes,

débotes whikh continue to thir day. ve could, to demontirate

ite enfzicaec, mun thvough the mosd common titlen of thenc

Taehpiess  vhat 1 the basis of mondst hictort o selencn

.
v lor w piilononiy? In marxina, at it mo‘ﬁ philoroniyy,
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@ "philonophy of moinii,™ Gub vhud then of its pretensions

-

to science, ao proclained by Mnr::.( On the contrary, is
tordsn ot itc reot, u scionce, historical raterinliug,

solence of hintory, but then what of its philosophy, dia-

dietinc'tion between historical materialism (aciance) end ﬁ
- i Lz ——

dalectical meberiniion (philosopb:,). how are we to think: J;ﬁ.

of this diatinctiom in tmditioml or new termsr Ptu'ther,

" vhat 1s ‘the relationship between mteﬁa:liam and the dian--'

lectic in dialectical materislism? Or, lwhat is the’ dialeeti

. e

. - ‘f‘\\. .
h @ oimple method? or the entire palleso ,
L"‘—L—\_——\/

This d:l.fﬂcu‘!.tv vhich hae nouriched a grcat any debuter,

" is e,}nnptoma.tic. I would suggest by thic that £+ giveﬁ proof
of o renl:.ty which is in pe.rt cndgmatic, of which the claes ic
questions which I have repegted are a certzin tn.atmnnt, that
is to oay, a certain interpretation., Yory schamatically, s
Gay;that the classic .fomzlations interpret this diTfieulty
8olely in terms of philoschhie questions, and '_hherei‘orc,
within vhat we have ealled philouophicrz'l rumiration —— therese.
Tore it 15, without any do{xbt, necesnnry Lo consdder thece
dificwdtien (and thers w br-pasoing .t.";f: phidosopiicnd que:séiuz:rz
viadeh cauced ticue Gifficultiesn 29 T} o conmcider thenm in

s o a problom, fiwt iz Lo nay An torr g9 onjective
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FII.-‘ P éO . movledge (ord therciore scientificclly). Koll.ap:l.ﬁ‘g: 'tliia'in'
covial e vomoible to underatand th;:- conmgionl
Wit ich hot o S Thinking pmmture :ln torme of t‘iw ph.!lo-
sophical questions bxought o bear on thu eszential theory
of I;ur::i::m; thet 1o to say, thq inoistence that it o &
certain problem which has ﬁeen able to pmducé philau:;phiéa.l
effects, btut vhich, in the !nb‘finul é.nelyaiu, is ;n;t at
all a?philosophical ques'i:ion.
I:t I employ, by design, those terus which imply theae
distinctions (ncientiﬁc problom, p‘milosoph:l.cal q.testion)

it is not to pass . judgement on those who hl.veghelped 1:0

suntain 'this confusion, beca.uee we have all ﬂuppdﬂed *t

and we have a1l had couse 50 thm:‘ that,,.it Vs, and_is,

inevite.ble, tc the point vhore mr‘iat p\nJ o:wphv it'zell

hna been and is in the same pouition, and for gocm rez.aon. Q’z '

Therefore, it will m.grice to casd{ a glo.nce et the

%’L\;\er which is Larxist philosophy, clice the Theses on

Fourbach, to see that it offers a singuler enough npectuclé.

I£ I vl be permitted to lecve agide she vorks of the

young Yers (I ) ot I'n demonding o lozze coucestion MUT
‘fz-o:.'; sone, in opiie ol the i‘mc:. o gt Sumonny, 1,: o
tate up tizr:- Ceclarndion ol lnxm that the funme YéeoloT:
conatituted the Moetiling of the ::core..v:;-th E:ia,P prior

philocphic bcliet"n (conseientk)® and therefore o mﬁturr.-
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i o treneformotion in his thought, — and if ene wicheo

to consider what happened between tllm Theses_on Feurbach (1!345)

'

and Antibuhring by Engels (1871), one czmot help but be

ctruck by the long period of the philonsophical void, i

The XY° Theses on Feurbech p:.r:qclaim_eds‘ "Philoaophy
mist not merely interpret the wordd, it mist aﬁt to tmnu-;
fofm it," fThis s.i.mpie phrase feems to promise a new phil-
osophw, which was nnt integnretation bnt tmaformtion of .
the world, This m, moreover, the my it han been reml, o
more then g_'halr"centu:y' later

Gramsci] who has def:ined sm oe éaseﬁtib.llj 8 now
| S " d

phi_'l.osophy, 'pghilosopny of pra:d.s." ?erhapa it 18’ necessary
to recpgnize the truth, that thie pmp’hetic phrase diE '1; ot ¥
imnediately produce any new philosophy, in any case, any
new philooophic discussion. On the contrary, 1t opened
only a long period of philosphic silence. This long silence
voo only publi@},' broken because of vwhat has all the .
- ' } ‘\m
appecrances of an unexpated dctSdent, an intervention
e
e )
precipitated by Sngels, forced to enter into ddeclozicel
battle pgainst Duhrfu 1, constrained to “meot him on hin ovn
ground,® to muie imwown the political convequences of tie
Y vphilonophieal! writingr of ¢ dcluded profesuor of

mthenoties, vho voo having o dongorow
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influence on German Sociglinm. C -
here, thersfoxe, it a strarge situntion, o T‘"nr:c;ﬁ
vihikgh scem'od 40 anncunce a ravolution- in:plﬂlosoph;,"'-——

thoa-a. pb:llosophic silence 30 yeurs, and I:!.ml:l.y

M
Beveral unaxpected a& chapters of phﬂoaopbic

polemic, published by E‘n{;els fo.c polit cal and 1dcologim1

raqona, e in‘broduction to a remarkoble aummry of the

aoien“:l.fic 'bheoriea of Ma.rx

Muat we. concludn -t:m-b vie az-e the vict'i.nm o:t an mus:l.on

i

L ‘ y ‘va',:‘}. i Y ,-\ '_._," ' g
of philosophic retmapect :Ln "eading the n of -the '.['heaos L n

i J £y

8s.an :mnmmcement cf a pluloaophic revolution?

v,
'

But before aayinc 410, I helieve it :l 8 i‘irat necessary to B

y- y seriously, Yes. Yes, vie Bre, in essence, vietims of
————

B phi._nsophical illvsion. That vhich is ammounced iun the
/____—-—n———""_

Theges or. Peuerbach vz, in the necunéa:q,r philoephic

.—. -.__

a.ngimge, )a declaration of Tupture with all ¥ iutcrpretive“

——
——

ph_'!.oa?phy_z -1 far di rent th:l::g than 2 new philosop}v-

a new gcier@ the L{l of hictory, for which liorx vas

going to ::rerov't the first foundotions, clthouzh: ir o

fregile formy, in the German Ideolesy.
hicul void whicli followed the crnnowmcoront,
in the T “aones iz, thorefore, the fullmess {le plein) of

e peicuee, it ir fhie Dudlneos of on interie vorl, lons

ang peinivl, which erented on unpreeedented seionee, vitich
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VoG going 'td,.cozmix;ne faho re;rb of Jarx's life, to the lasi
ﬂm tn of Cunitel, which he wmﬂ nerer ahie dn pomslote,
Thieo in”“l:hc_a :éiuntii‘ic fllness which mi)rennntu 1;"-9 pz*.‘.:.\:;:r
pmfomd reaacn for thc XI Thesna, even ﬁ 1t prophetd call"

nnno.mced an asvent capable of proroundl,,' effectinb phil~

caephy (capa.‘oie de marquer la philosophie), it couid not

Justify philoucphy, but had to proclaim the radical

suppression (abolition?) of ell exisiing philonophy,
bring to the fore the theoretical beginnings of lawc's
Geientitic aiacovery.

This radical ‘suppression of philosophy is, as every-

one ltnowg, %8%** at length in The German Iueolom It

in neuesmry, Karz: aays here, to dispcmc wi'l;h all the
pallospphical nq;fsense_, and to begin, the study of jaoc:itivﬂ_
reelity, to tecor zwey the vells fronp philospphy md to

sec at Mhst, reality as it i:,

The Germwan Ideologr bnses ihe cholision o-’ Miilosophy

on the theory that philosophy iz hallueinctiion and mvrstiﬂ:i-
ention, or like o dvean, created in want I cnll ike doytine

vaps {les reste: diumec) oi‘ the real histozw of canercic

ey ¥len gewtoy ditm:e"” clothed in o purely iraqicpsr:

exintenee, where the order of thinss in complatels roversed.




Philosphy, like Teligion end ctiies is omdy 3dnolor,

it hac no hbstory, all that.seema'tq g0 on 1n i%, in

‘Teality goes on outnide of it, in the enly real histoz,

-

the.t of the mtemi life of men. Scie_rice iz that same

redlity, Jnown by ite ctions, wialch dethrore ard dostroy

the 1deologiss which violate 4t: in the Tirst ranks of these

1460logtes is philosophy.
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Althunaer Tart III, Pe 28

Firs't In.farence. Tf Narx txuly opened vp a new Coﬁtilleut

in peientific Imowladge, nis acien{t:.ﬂc discoverv mueh hove

provoked oome major altera.tim in philosophy. The X1 Theses.

wag, perhaps, ghead of 1ts time: 1% anncunced loud and clear a

major evant in philoeorhye 1t peems that this cowld (puiose)

be the case.

Becond In:ra.n-anca. Thilosophy only existe in its tockn

mﬂmees (dans eon rotard) in rospe

ot to the challenge of

scimce (Bur in pmacation solentitique)s ‘ Harxiet ;'xhiloo-

opmr et tharetore be backwe.rd in relation to the m:md.st

soiencc o.f hﬁstozy. I% peems clear that thip 13 the oa.se.

v ——\%?’ ¥ o~ _
As 'teatimony to -I;his ie the vo:l.d of 30 yeaers, bej:_waun the

Nt T

"‘heses on Feurbach ané. Antiduhrﬁng AR th:!.a is.

Q mmblzng on

also {eptified to by the uubsequent aif:;
.-....f""h...

the’uub.}eot, a8 vie have continurd, in the compeny of many

others, tc do nothing but mark 4ime.

Third Inference. We have some chances of finding,

in the early Wﬂevelopnents of the marxist

gome theoretical elements more advanced than

science,
g

we might think which ghould be worked out, with the
_._-———"—-"

g

P T L

perepective we now have of the upackviardness’ of marxint’

philosophy. (meaning that mrcdist philosophy ic behind

wn ey A 2

the timen in view of the development of e Woeientific

marxichs B.) {{there doem!'t seem to be a precisc englich equly
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I pe 29 Tenin oaid that it 4e in Marx's Capitel that we miot look

‘A for his dialectic, — by wiich he moant the Marsds® phJ..L-
. osophy 1*;5@1_1*. .I't mist have been here, In Capitad, that

“the new philosophic categorit;.s are forged or achieved: 'they

are mu'-!y in 'bhia work, in a "pmtical mte". {"otat pmtique.“)
It aeams' that this could be the'casq. It is necepeary to

read Capitel and start to work,

RN
. ’] T
We‘_oan now say 11:. Jhe 4ima '!;hat Marx eoulcn’t :E:Lnd,

tha phiimpbie lnu:d.ednass of Ehsels, the d.icmtea o:_t_ _
:Ldeological s‘hmg&'l.e, or Ienin'a ‘having to content himse.‘l'."
‘with :Eighting his enemies on 'bhe:l.r om growdd, all of these
might be good e:muses, but they do not provide . reason,

'1'1_19 f:lml‘reason,x ?I.s that the times were not ripe,
that the night had not fallen, and that neither rl_hirx himself,
nor Engels, nor Engzlwx Tenin wero able any longer to write
the great philosophic work lacking to marxism, One way or
another, koo 1:!’.' they came after the seience on which it

depends, they came too late (to create) an indispenssble

philosophy, which could enly have been born Holate {retard),

12831
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ITe po 30 Prer thinc eonennt af neecemry “la'tencnn.“ (retard)
al:l. can be made cleér, all, including the pﬁ.mmderstandma
e ——l—‘--
other ‘who don't have their genius, who bave waxed 1mpa+i-
ent {pousse l'mpatimceﬁlbei'ore th:.a to2 a'l.owly.bem

philogophy, to the point of declaring tkat 1t wes ulreedy

_bera & long time ago, that 4ts origines, that of Thezes

M end therefore %okl before the beginm.nss of

'bhe soimae of mz:im :I.tne.'l.! and who, whem acdoed for

pc:oo: of this, a:i.mp'.l.y woy that a:L'l. gcience is & "kaupez\-

gtruoture," 'bhat a:L'l. e:d.at:l.ns soience 1a thererore, at ite

roota, pds:i.'bivi.at because it is buurgeoia, thes 'bh_e ‘m‘.cpd.st .

Wgolence!! can be nothing but philosopic, and -pidowe Tarxion

& philosopty, o post-hegelian philosophy, or e “philosophy

- of praxio.'.

From this connept of necessery “latenees" (retard},

meny other difficulties can aleo be cleared up; even to

the political history of marxdl

fadlures and their erises, If i% is txue, as the whole

mard st tmdi’tion profeseen, that the grentost oven't: in

the history of the claos Btru.,gle — that is to ooy pract:.call;r

In hauen history — iso thei‘ marxiet theory and the

workerc moveuent, one can wnderstand (on concoit) that the

12932
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intemngl rouibl I:'- w00 thils widgM could be mennced hy

these “'wnrr*'tic"l crrot that are calle:l "ﬂeviutiom.“ be
‘ _ o
they unconocious; One cany undestad the polikcd :mewﬁfé"

can understand. the political importance
of these dwlackwxx fiorce theoreticsl debates, unloosed in

the socinlist, tinm couminiot, movmento, th4 which Lenin

sdlled Himply "nusnces". Beceuss, ac he said in What is to

i ;“v 1 g
'theory is wha’c i‘t is, & actenco and a philosophy, and the

. .
i_.»)' -

philosopb;,r ha.vaing bacome "bahind" ‘(aqm.nt du ratarder9 't.he

b

aeiené}_e,‘ ﬁhich r.imk chdaked its development; that at bojttom

{hese "f:ﬁeoretical éevl:ations viere ineviteble, not only be-

cage of the effects of 'the cless siruggle on the theoyy, but

beaeuse of the intemal time-lag {decalege) of the theory

.

iteelf.
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18
. Pa'rt"‘nl', e 59 It dnin thiz panner that Lenin anaver, gnd he is
the firot to do oo, hecause no ons_,_'t_a_'g_gn.‘g‘._nge;q, did 1t
vefore him, since the pmphgcy of the XI° Theses.‘ Hh -
re}il.ied in the "style! of his philesnphic pmct:l.ca { pmtiquc)

tice {pra..ique) in the sense thah/ppoka of

yais, which did ot furnish the thecrtic

. derou e
its opemtions, and which madeexilicit the

- Q}E philcaoph.f of "ﬂnterpretation" of the world, .hat one ¢ould

caJ.. the ph:ilosopw of- "he denegation. A {avnse ‘;t:l:k

_ pra_cticé perhapa‘gmater' than one might vdal:“"but what has'
not beguﬁ by being ﬁﬁge?‘ | } ’

The fact 18 thot this pmctice (pm"ique) :I.a a mm
phﬂoaophic pmctice- new 1n the sense that it 14 no lon;;e-r
rumination which is only the protice ‘of dcnegation;. or tha
p}u.‘.lo..ophy which never leaves off intnrvening “politicall"“
in the del;uts whore the real destiny of gcionce'ia ot otoke
(pla"cd out) between the aciantist, which thoy uBehe e on,

_ reat them -
and the ldeclozy ﬁ% iﬁ%gjyc' atbock, and siich never 1ea\:es

off intervening tgetontifically" ir the struggles vhare the

fete of the clacoes in at mteke (played out), between the

anientist which ther mot up and the idealogun which ther:

thren d
prrape:sac: Wilch u]t -.5:3. Miien , genyiny perhnps fioercyly,

in the piriloropiie “ih snoroy” thot they do intervone;
in ihnt thin is a practice (kpmtiquc) wihteh repouncan thiz

grnernsian, red vhich, Yenwdine vhet
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Gunngmbiong cnd which imowing whnt 11; munt do, acts uccormn"l
4o whet it ds.

It ‘this is so, one can therefore surmise that it is

iy

duu‘otles.;] yw not by accident that f.hisu.' tine

presedented effect wag provoked by tho stientific

ai acovery of Marx, a.ud thought (workcd out) by a

':.m.!.:l 1(.&1 groletarian Teader, 'I.‘hun, in a word, g tho

.. i .
) o:L‘ humn hiatory, 11: was 1n Greece, in a 31:32 nocioty, and

-

1mowﬂ|.ng tha.tm claas axploitat:.on coklid ha.ve ta eifeots,
. chowld "

ona would not be antcnished tns.t these ef:t’ects “have

also taken thoe form, classic in clase societiea, where the

_dominnt clansen deny thot they dominante, of a philosophic

" denegation of the dominstion of philﬁophy by politles.

QOon \rﬁgﬂadnot be astonished therefore that sedme the acientific

imovledge of the mechanisms of clasn domination , ond ald

#¥focts, worked out by Marx and epplied by Tenin,

hac provoled in philosophy, this extroordeinary change
which chakes the fomtasics of dencpgation {deniul) +hich
piilnophy repeats to itoelf, co thnt menn will believe 14,
and thet p 1110 sophy 1toddf will beliove it thut 4% in

above politiecs,; ao it obove clussez,




e LT

e e -r'm‘.u'lt,w it won Tenln nlene silo cm'1d
;_.,raop {he r.m. ter and senne of that prcphe..ic phruse in

the x1 Thuua On Feurbach (even t:LlJ. now) "Philonophieu

L {0, !
. LM R e

hnva m-terprated the world: 1t nrmt act to chango 11.“ pid

4hie phmua promina ;¥ ncw M I think not. Philc'mophy

R

\7411 not be aboliahnd: philoaopy will remnin philonoy.

v !

But kmowing what iz ito pmctice (pratique), e.nd .movd.ng

- R ' ey L L LT

wha.t it is, or, bagixming 4o lqow what it 13, it could

Il FI

ho tmnafomed 1:l.t1;le by utte. I.er.m tha.n evaz can we,

P T P . R R O T

ay that mrxinm iu a new philnopmr a philaophy of pmxis.

T R B et

At ita heart, mar:d.et ’cheomr :Ls a ﬂcionce-

but a pelence. Tha new which nrximn introduced mto

phila.%hy in the new Emctioa ratique of philoso

rarxism in not a (new) philoophy of praxix, but e(new)

practice (pratique) of philosophy.
Thic new pratice of hhilesophy could transfors philo-

ophy. And per'haps even in pome menpure aid in the trans-

formetizn of the world, But onlv a2id, becouse it is not

the theoriticiens, the ocholars oOF the philonopners, it is
1o lonrer the gentlenen (len hormes) which male histol: --
put the Yraoses," that ic 1o nay e clnzmes wilted fuaoi

e The e cl::::: stowgle.

Februnry, lg..u..




Cn this point, it is neceusnry %o recopgniic

the ‘ms'ia'l#!xcn aof Lenin is nhx:m:_withbut respect

_or boundaTisz. At least in Materfolics and “nipdrio-

criticism (...or o5 this point the tomo cha.ngen :Ln the

subtlctios mhich ppﬂosopm- tried to think of as iis
“objec'b,” ag noth.tng L.rl; sophisms, subtle diatincuiors,
the Brsuknenta o2 proreaaora, tha arm.'ngenta, th_e com-

pm::d.ﬂea nhone aoln objet.'t. :I.B 4o hide the. real re*.:eat

' " it

Immtag‘bate in which all philoaophy is emg,aggd- the

P

i -

- RS R
- _..---"“‘ '_"'"_‘—-.-.-—-

; a'bmggla betveez mter.laliam an& iaea‘*m. o mor6 thon C)\

in politicn, inj there e tiird voic ey 0f helf-neasure, of

bastarﬂized ponit:i ons. There are besically only ideallsts -

and .gxi‘teria]izts, A1) those who do not declare themaelver

openly nre either materdalists or Mshy" idealicts (Vant, Ihwe,)
But then it s neceasary to ;o a bit further, anéd to

say that i7 the whole history of philocopiyr ir omlyr the

tirezome repeittion of the sume arg.l?qlc-ut, r conndsiz of

cinyde = walque strusgle, pidlonenty is zothings more
“""'——--_—_-———-‘--.._

—r———

k‘iﬁ".ﬁ imzde of tendeneien, the Womepiploin" of hich

e L

Tant auolc, bt whieh we exst thoredosc ac the muee @
cinple Lvujeeddvit of {deodoslan] ntmyicle. RIn i Lo

trol, properl;s cpeciiive, Tidlegonivt lxu o ofieoed, in

12337
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;
'bha Lenoe that lseicmco ha..., o object.
.|

Tenin suggests (va ), Tnerv iu it vieduh javeie boaed

Lenin thouzht l.th.iu vay. All holdn torether., Fu atcied one

onie could 1o moro ae'mmtra"te the higheat principles o2

mtordnlim 'than one cou‘.ld demnatmte (or rafru-te thic 16

what annuyad/l-)idemt) Q’ne pr:l.ncip.Lea of ddealiam, Onc,a camnot
—-—'-'.—

demonstm e tham becmmu they can not be the cbject of o :

hmwledga, maa.ning of a hmvlodge compambla to that or &

I’hﬂnsophy has not, tnerez’ora, az\y objaot. This 13 a:u.

S SR

no object. If, in effect, uomathing happens in the acienees,

it is because they have an ohject, of \vhich th;y can’ uxt&né
the knowledge, 11: .ie this which given them a hi:::tor;. Aa
philosophy hap no ob;jec-t, nothing can happcn in it, The -
ab;:;enee of its history is onl‘y & repetition of the abaence

of its object.




