Chapter X1 -~ _iMeyx's Tyencgendence of, #nd Rokurn to, the Hogeijtan Dialecttc

"0-;1,; thet which ll' an object of %] ses, sir, you doubt my word.
freadsm oy be catled an “1dea." ¥ about net censplring in & slave

! == Hagel, - tnsursaction in snether ceunty
" . ' Fut cunnot yeu think that the seme
"It is a psycholngicsi Law chat. 1dea frecdom prempted ethevs
the theeraticsol wind, hovirg be- . as well as mycelf to this under-
cena froe in u:ul(. turne inte takingI* == Mat Turner, 1831
praceice:l. snargy.”

- Merx, 1839

The year, 183l.I whecn Hegel died in Berlin, a tatally un‘relo:ed
event -« Nat Turner's slsve rebellien «- erupted in Southhempten ,-Virﬁlntn,
‘__IJISA.-‘ Had chese twe fer-apart uérldr. -« zhat «f & bourgeaic philesepher st
"th hcl.hr. oE hia’ hElucnce. and t.hnl: of - ‘slave insurrectiensry sbout to
.be han;cd - bun knwn to & 13 year ald ‘bay ln Trier, Naned Ksrl. Marx,
‘ 'they still uoulé hmm waant nor,h!ng. Yar.. but r.lu end of that dccnda, that
- _‘tuemgcr. arm to young mnhud a8 A L»aft Hegelian, and campletln; his
‘doctorll .thnin. LY ] pr.ject.!m; & !‘.rmuhgpn visien of a new werld, a new

unity of reasen and reality.

Am can be ceen from his enthusiastic respense ta the Silezian

. w@gavars upricing in iau., Marx, in "eurning eutwsrd,” "engaging the world” --

ke had breken with bourgecis socliety in 1B&3 -~ vas ils;enlng to new voices

froa belew: "The Gisdem of the Cerman poor stends in inverss ratio to the

wisdom of poor Germény ... The Silesian uprising began where the French and

_English insurrzcticns ended; with che conacleusuess of the proletsriat ss

a clags."(l) Each of the four remaining deocades of Morx‘s pature life would

(1) TI'm usin g the translation whic h nppadru in Franz Mehring's biokraphy of
Xerl Harx, in order ts casll attentien toe the fect that sa late as 1918, wlen
the bleigrophy weas published, ravelutienaries, snd not- just refermists, cen-
sidered the young Marx, as philesepher snd sg revoluticnary, #s net the

gcientiat” he become with the anslysis of the “iren" ecencwic laws of
capitaliso,
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be deveted te everthrawing the nniatinﬁ class sociaty as well as ita idaclopy,

AR Al § LT e T A

net alene in Germény but throughaut Eurepe 88 well as fn the United States,

‘wheye the black dimencion becsme integral to the Marxist theory of history.

EEERISLD

F}'om che ﬁery beglnning, HMarx, iﬁ nls Critigue of the Hegelion Dia-

PRt

lectic, dign se deeply into its éool:s buth tn theught and in reality that it

signallaed, at ena and the same time, & ravolutien in philesophy ond & phile~

e Ty A R T T

'lophy of revolution, ich $s vhy, =ven in the brief ese-called Feurbachian

i

stage, (2) yo=x called his theery of hiztery np thersughgeing Naturalism or

N e AT

‘Humaniem which distinguishes jegelf both frem Idealism and Matorialism and
‘ln'. at the umg'tiw. the truth unitin g bath ... cepeble of grasping the
act of werid hiatory. (. 313 (3) Yhe key word is history, the concapt that

neyer chpngtd._ ne msttar how changed the philesophic "1 anguage."”

v

Ao 'St‘i_li. tt was oihers. not Harx, whe named his rew discovery Hutori:-
. gal !Llnter'lali.lm, D_lsleé;lcn}‘ lMosersolism. To Marx, whet ues crrucial s
' ji‘,hﬂt'mnn was not mlf cbject, but subject, net oniy Zetermined by histur'y.
ﬁut its créator’ the _act of world hlur.éry is- the uﬁlf-devalomnt of labor,

his class struggies. "al1 hictory s the histery of clags struggles.”

A ———— N ‘

(2)  Hicholss Ltobkowicr is cne of the very few, both among nanaMarxistse and

Marxists, vho profoundly urderstands thet Feurbach's influence en Marx s
near less then ie genexrelly beligved.” See the chapter on wFeuerbach" in
his Theoyy and Practice; History of @ Cancept Erom Aristotle to Merx.

1 happened to huve been the first te pubilsh in Inglish the thiee

central egsoys of the 1844 Egonmicnl’hi!ough!g Manugcriptn. Except where
otherwise noted, I will be using that translation? WM
Freedom (lst ed., 1058) . Since then many trsnsistisns have sppesredi by
Marcin Millige n, T.B. Bottomore (Marxs Early wWritiage)}, Loyd D, Easton and
Kurt H. Guddat (Writings of the Yeung MArx eg Philespphy_snd Seciety). The
laazger tg the wnost comprehensive edicion and includes works frem IB35 to
1847.
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h‘w";;n;tpé‘ﬂerﬁiw ym&-: 4 vv. njnmlut 'an of the sweep and

Of.

histeric dimsnsion sF Novkbbcr"" H‘-"“‘befc’k ‘%? “??MM i

Philesapht H-nu ripts, lm, pare px!ed f':oufhrv-ulu of the Germsn

- -

Secial Dcmucy. But” u: is imporesht. net ts fargec” thlt even withoit tho{r

discovery, and by ne lccldunt whetever, tha ﬂrqx. Marxist revllionut "> .caris,

. 7ole
Eduard Bc-'nsnln == %ney gi_: h-d te.be dcnc to_tronsform revoluf g sﬁ'lo:;;:y

internctlangl lzge and,

Marxigm. inte !valg_eia;grg Sacisngm; ag far back g0 }§§§ brssedlad ¢
thod,"

cria} ban" *dislectic me )
"recevel ef the ‘u"l““” “"“"Id'“ﬁﬂl uss the tcm, Bisteric Matertaltsn to

DN -t Asterialiet acnception of higtory which ta
. Il: ‘wauld cakc I:he eutbreak eof Werid War ang the cellapse of the
Sccond Internatienal tefore rcvolu:lonary Marxists, ur ac leset L en%n, would‘
ful any computslon to_resume thc study ef the flegelisan dialactiec, Before
191&, rwolul:lanry lex!sn. no more than the rwialon!ats. grépplerl vich .
‘the. Hegelian dialaecic. Thus. Plekhanov, who wvag mast full of the werd,
dl-leetlcn and ﬂr(d’.-.ed inveuted the téerm, Dislectic Materinliam, (&) hicsalf”

-Btudled the mtavlnluts nf - the 17th ‘and 18ch centuries rather than Hagel's

4"\

besic warks = ‘!‘I,-.e Phenocenolagy or the Scisave of Legic. - For the firas

S
tlu. in ma Lnnln recagnized whag thlu failure meant, The ftconomlc-?hiluo-,'

phic Manulcrlptrhnd not yet baen ciucovared. but Len{n usat directly to

‘t’='

(4)- - Bn gels ¢ o1in ed the expression Historical Hsterlatisn. See Plakbanev,
The Father of Russisn Marxigm by Samuel H, Baren fer Plokpanovia yaz of
the :cm.!-ﬁia'eeticsl Moterislism, Mayx bhimsc!f preferreg the moro
precise, thnuuh longev phrises such a8 “the aedé of productisn in soterial
Lifa® gy n Riariel bass™, and "the dislectic ¢ mathed™, or, sioply, “reysl.
U Clanary.” In the 2880ys under diwsussten hare he callg hie phiieaephy

"Humanisz,” later 1 vas "Cmnlnt". still later, "Intarnu:iomllsc," end,
at atl timep, uvsluunmry. Ncwrc!ulcn, 28 & gliorthand term, ta
€Xprass what Marx had mednt by "mpterig) basa”, "diglectic methad, "
"hiotery ond :¢s Process,” we will uge the :em, Historic Moterislipnm tg

. designate thae dinlectie materialist cencaptien of history which ia

s aplclﬂcally Marxian,
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lil;oi'o ic, and net mly bec auss 1t was "the peink ¢f origin” of

mnin. but becauss he reeded the Eegslian dnuctlc as philesaphic pre.

“paration fer the revolutlenary tum'mauun of nulizy.

Whatever thc. discovery of tle Scm' mlc-ﬁinunphic Mulcrlﬁtt. 1844,
in the nid-1920's uﬁnm:. ‘itl firat futl publicetion in 193% when, en the
one hend, Hesiem Uu alresady en ‘tha horizen, snd, en t he othar hind, the
first Sts!.in';lt Five Yeur Plan uas “econpleted™, it was net @ Woplt‘;ﬂ.lfl
moxent fer Tabstract™ philesenhic discussion s. Though after the Sacom..!
Yorld Wer, they ware rediscevered by Western rheelogtans and Existentisliste,

vhat hrmht tha Hmulcripn to the front cantor of the histeric atage wes

_the ilunsnrinn R evolutisn of 1956.

The fact tlnt anatlun: ;tauopmr - Hao'- China == urged I:hl

. ﬁuuian uilitory misht to crush the ’Revclutlon » ond then dummnccd thc new

ruvolutlomriu s "revinioniscs" conngt unda the histery ¢f 1844 eor 1917 eor
1955. but it daesnte u't'é.p the .cwnter-m'alu:hmry attempt to rewrite his-
tory. The “"Wast'e" mindless ucquiescence to- the Cewmunist lsbelling of ite

rev@lutlonary opponents as “revisienists”™ further befuddies the matter.

Important as it 1is to sat the record .-ltnight. whet ix of gpraster
relevance to our subject ls the present attewpt to pestdace (5) the birth of
Hisorical Materialtem frem che 1840's to the 18%)'s ~« the lote 1830's when
Madx became a recientific ac-cmmut" end first than "msture,” This flies in

face, not only of the 1844 Manuscripte, but of the tncontravartible, histeric,

(%) Of all those vho wish to vostdote Meru's materialist conception of
histery, none displays grestay cascistry snd meacurcless pretension
thsn the French Commnist-Maolist philossphay, Leuis Althusser. In his,
For Marx, which more correctly, should have bean titled Against Marx ,
he has racourss te psendo-psychoonslysis te express his ve nom against
Marx s Critigue of the Hegelian Distectic as "the prodigious 'sbresction’
indispensabie to the liquidnttien of his (Marx's) *disordersd’ consclous-

ness." (Fer Mnﬂ.t. p. 35) 13184
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p._utzul,' u-:re!-auomry Bilestens, The Comn Kanttoars (written 1 1847),

as weall ls the 183% ﬁnu——”—-’ﬂﬂ.&!_&.ﬂmg_"“"‘ prejectad tha !du

of pnmum' ravelution . And. of course, “e vauld have te ignove the his.

toric nnurplect Tha _f8th & [gm 2lfe of Leuig B Mehc very {irat

m'rd of whtel ia Plegel™

In 3 ward, vhaz 1g &t stake ig nor sngy phlluaphy but rul!:y. net

mly thn digiactic of thought but of higtery, and net iy al' yutmrdny but
of tmg. ﬂu uteblnd of the Mllncl.lc lu the gmﬂml;z of the movemsnt

.,__-! hutqry_. Te see Marxts vork 1g thaty -.ai:ullty will mt snly cet the re.

eira atrlight. bu:: will’ quulmta the muty of tmy. Hcpropcu, thave.
hre te trace :ho dcwlmnt tm eh- birth of hucorlcal utcrullsn and
ot prcutarun rev-slution, 1864,-68. threush the i850%s wben the Srundriyes
will reveal Karx, - net zarely ag ncnmiaa" but o8 dialesricel Inalys: eof
liberatien from the m-caplculln Orlant thrau;h the lndusetul verkers!
battles with the wachin e, to tht auchornhip of Capital, Marx's grestest thee.
rl'lc-l. dl-uctlcnl. histertcal, phlluoph!c&i.-n vel! ar ecancate wrli,

it wvas elaborated under-the jmpact, both of the Civil War in the US ard tha
Psrla C sooure in the 12608 ang 1870%s, tha piried at vhich tine hs becane

ln:omtlml a¢tivist organizar a¢ vell as th«ri-t ef preleterian revols itien.
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Sactien I «- The 18401 Bireh of Bistorien] Naterjaslism

"Hary Longe ¥ uandera that Engels, 1 ate.
take tha deud deg of Hegel serfously
vhan Buchner, Langer, Dr. Dubring, Fechner,
etc. Arn agresad that they -- poor desrs,
have burizd him ieng ego. Lange is najve
Aneu gh te 0ay that 1 ‘move with rars frae-
don' in impivical satter. He hesn't tha
igust dan chat thia *froe movement in
mEteor? is ngihing but a pavephrasa for
tive pathod of dealing with mstter -. thst
is tha dislactic asthod,"

--Haﬂ. JI.IM 27. ‘.870

weile 1ol \ﬂ(:ﬁ:lp.;::.;y.mq-(zp_nym

SR W D e

1844 fa the crucial yesr, the yasr sf Marx's stay in Pario whara ke

plunged in to a grbfoﬁ‘ad wtudy of tho French Ravelution and of English poli-

.lzi‘elrlis:confny, (6) met with soctalist warkers ac well s with intellectusls of

7 ather ppll_tica”i tendencies, Praudhen being tha chief aseng theve, and pub-

lilﬁed hli Critiqu e of Hegc!'n'l’hig«sgﬂy_ of Right (wvhich be li-d uritten the

previeus Fall after ke had broken with beuvgecis seziety ard had been expalled
frou Prussis.) Contrny to the postdaters of Hir:'t Vcsmcioutmu of prelatarion
Tevolution, this was the first essey in which Merx had singied eut the preletsriat

for “heral ding ths disselutlon of the existing order” and being capable of

* - lsnge, Friedrich Albert, The Labour Quentient Its Significance fer the
Preseat and Future.

(6) A, Leontisv lists the pelitical economists that Marx studied in 1844 -
Smith, Ricarde, Jean Baptiste Say, Sisworndi, Buvet, Pecqueur, Sksrbek,
James Mi11l, McCulleoh ... Marwm 's Cepitsl, p. 10. Labkewicx, ep. cit,,
hes estimated that Harx resd ssma 10,000 pages of works en peliticel
sconsay at the tima he wrote the 1844 Manuscripts snd Holy Family.

Even such # "purist” tn scenomic theory ss Jesaph A, Sciumpater doesn't
doubt thot "ehe birth of the sconsmic interpratation of history dates
from 1864." ("Tha € samunis: Kenifeste in Secielegy and Econsuics®,

J Pelizi=al E » July, 1949). Im any case, insofor as
Harxz is cencérned, he conuidered his 1844 Hamugcripts s preparstery
for the book, "Critiqud o Pelitical and Nationai Ecanomy™ which he

had contracted te do for & German pubt tsher, Leake, in Februavy, 1B4S.
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achieving "full husen euancipetion.® Asx tn all the imoense works of that yesr,

Harx's esacy turﬁudrou T t9 b2 & critique not eniy of Hagel, but clso of Hagael'p

-eritice, including "the msterss)isrs, ® - Thus, be had no zconer uritten that “qan

utkes raiigiong religion doos not szske man® thet he woved rwey frem ‘sthaism, ag
such, from philosophicel meterielfen (l'uurb;uchJ.. and threw out n chullenge to “the
paxrty™s . ‘ . .

The jamndiate tegk of tt: tiow wiich {8 in the service of '

history, 12 te unmark hucen self-slignatien in its gecu ler ferm now

that it has Seen unmcakad 1a its spcred form ...7¢ in with geood

reason that tha praceical pelittcal perty in Serasny demands tha

agien : tlosophy. (lte ervor ties in thinking) .. that it can
achieve taiy negation by turning fcs béck en philosaphy, looking
elssuture, svrourin 3 & faw trite sird ‘illebimoursd phrogea ..,

¥iu-nannot.ab oliab nhilosaphy seithent. vealixing 1t. (7).
Marx dacided he hizself will mget l:ﬁo challenge snd began werkin g sut

whot hy was te cill “uy positive expasitisn™ ~- thoae aementous 1844 Hanulcl_'isua ‘

:Iut wa2re destined for o near. century’s _ad\mm;url {ar uBI fvion , 1f you ulqh) (8)

bafore being dlacevered ond published,
(7} Bsttoyere, p. 44

(8} Of sll tha scademicisne in ‘merica whe tried to raconsign the young Marx -
to ebltvien , nen ¢ hss schieved a DeTe Ingtart vulgasr materizliss then
Professor Denatd Clark Hodges who uritess “In the menutcripta of 1844,
alienation invalves & specific @cenamic trensoction betwagn an alignor
ond slienee.” Tt tg & ycd commentsry en the stote of schelarship in

- Marx studies In the US that this instant vulgsr materfalicsm went unw
challenged in s philorophic Journal though Protessor Hodzes' paeudo-
laftism sbout how Mary "outgre” hiz "alleged (1) humanigq" desc ended
into "left® (daclogical McC arthytlsm which creatud an susigss between
the "revival of Marx studies in the IS bozh with “carrasponding ecencuie
and political developuent ia the Sovist Hnion" and cregting, out of "a
sclvage eperavion ., from Maruls own wantebackets™, o lwmanistic imsge ..
ccngenial to the academic commnity.” (Sew *The Young Morx -- A Reappraisal®™
by Donsald Ctork Hodgas in Philesophy sne Phenomenelorics) Rasgarch, Vetl.
XXVIT, December 1966, pp. 216-229) fer the Gctual davelopmant of Marx
studies see aym “Marx's Humeniom, Teday™, espacinlly foutnote 10, iIn the
internationsl symposium on Socislist Kuma isn, edited by Erich Fyeom.

For the afficisl Maoist verstan af Marx's Humsnicw, read The Fy Task
Confranting Workers in Phi . ® Secia langes, 1963, Fakingt
"IThe modern revisionists and som bourgeois schalars try to describe

Har xisn as huwsnism ond call Havx a huzanism .. In the 4arly stages of
devalopoent of theiy thoughit, Harx and Engels werre indeed influanced by
humanist §dees ..But when they ..discovered the clase struggle is the
motive force of soc {ol develapmant, they imosdiately got rid of thias
influance.”™ That this attitude played no smetl part both in the Sino-
Soviet eonflict and in the "Grast Proletsrian Cultural Reveolution,”™ will
be further develeped in Part IIT, telow, 13187
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It is n ot clsar vhathey even Engals had uvesn theet Katmecriptw. )

But whot 15.beyens the persdventura of any deubt iz that, ubstwver it ues that

' Magx had been werking un that gateful sumer ®F 1845, that, when Eugela tad

"'ay:ia ost Hapx 1u Bruoesls in Spriug, 1855, Marx had nlfudy warkad sut,
tha swiarisliet conceptisn, and put bczoré e in tarms aimost as clear as chess

in which I have steted heve.” (10

; . .

‘yhat is clesr is that Engals became fmpatient with Marx for net con-
plezing whst they wers then colling “Critigup of Policicol and Mstiens|
‘Beancay,” srd ou Jamsry 20, 1843, vrora Harm 2rrymtha seonsr to
finigh your b eek &1 political ccenasy sven 1f in many Tespects it
dovo nox sacisfy yeu.” Sngelst prasccupatien wao practicilp chey
wire then in contan.t with wrking class groupssand ‘Engels wented
Karx's visve préscnted Ce them. Mayx, ot the ether hand, put the
whole tdas of ths besk susy becsuse, 83 he wrate fo. his publisher

on August 1, 18568 “...1€ secoed te m= extrenly impertant te lay the
premiza for oy pagjtive expssition of the sublsct by a polemical work.*
The pelamicel wark Maxn seferrad to wap The Gerasn 1dsolegy. 1T is
this bsok which Nars consigned te the *kneuing criticinm of tha oice.”

(Preface to Critiaue of Politjcsl Ecenome. 1859)
(10) 1688 Praface to the English editien of the Commmnist Manifésto by Engels.

e el LT T v e AR 8 L L e W e

B

2 Yol b e et e




-9

Tho three central assays of the 1945 Mapuscriste -- Aliensted Lebor,
Pr!ntc h-operty el Comuniss, Critique of the Regolian Bislectic ~- narkad
the b!s-:h af a phltumy of hmn lctwlty. an intégrality of philesophy and
acmn!cl daatined to be knoun as Bermigm, ﬂu e35ays o0 ecenvmics -- £liensted
Laber, Frivate l‘r-pcrty 8nd Cemunism o seka clesr that 1T wes not only'lbul
chat Marx was “stsnding right side up”, A.r. wore cerractly, trenscendiag.
It was #lse clossical politice]l sconsey, ¢o well s "qu 1té vulger snd unthinking
cmmn" which ie "mereiy the logical - -‘sxprassien of ptlvat- proparcd, and
.':uhieh "enputcly negaotes the persetullzy of mn." ' Noither classicel pelitlesl

: aemuy nor wigar Cocmun i ew undn-atm the most fund-mntal contradiction unf

' cnp!ulim e numud labor. Nefthor suw thae "In the allenstion of the '
| :-lebjcce of llh.r 1 only crystellized tae lllcnn:icn. thc utrangem: in the

my acuv!t.y o!.' labor."

Geeply reoted as Mzrs.'s contept of Mﬁennud Labor s in Hegel's thnry
of mum*lan. 4arx's enalyais is no -.mple inversion (ruch lns- a Feusrbachisn
Snversion) of dealln % with fabor whan Hagel ua- dealing only with Conscisusness.
Marxts ‘hamuering away alse ot clussicet palitical economy which did see labor as
the scurce of velue, To m_lthur, hovever, vas igzher the Subjeci‘.l‘ "Political
economy pracedes frox lébor ss the real scul of preduct fon sud, nevartheless,
sttributes nothing to iabdor, évtrythlng fo private preparty ... When cun apeske
of private proparty, he belleveg hnl har only £o denl with o fact eutside men.
When wan speaks of lebor, he has to deal d'iréctly with man. Thie new pesing of
the question elreody includes tha resolutien.® Nor did Marx ewclude the scient.
ists from criticism. Ha cslled thox * chatract saterislists? wvho fsilad to per-
cefve that "Té have one.bna!s for 11fc and snother for ecience {s n_prior) e lign

{p. 30) as if he Actually sew the state copitalists of our day who eall themselve

13189
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Communists, hs lasied eut et tha latters "We gheuld npecially ave!d sstob.

Uahing mociety &s an.ah’nt}ccﬂon opposed to the individual, Yhe individual

fo_the socfis) entite.” {p. 298y Vulger éomunlam'e "s'.Em unfversalicy® fails
te cemprehend thsg 'ﬁh- infinsce dagradstto_n in which wan exiate fer hivgelf

19 expressed 1n the relatienship te wosen.”

Privete proparty has aode us so ctupid and one-sided that any

hind of ebject 1s Ty enly wten we bavae 1t, 1.e., when it exists
for. us as capital, or vhen we passass it directly -- eat It, drink it,
vaor it, live in it, ske. o« b nhare usg it ... in place of all tke
puysleal end ppirituat 3eNuGE, thers Ia thy senze of pagssession wich
‘18 the siepiu alienstion of all these sonses ... Sesing, hesrin g,
szeli, coste, fesling, theught, percaption, ewperienca, wishing,

The trnmundonc- of privacs property is o usc essity and in ch_u aenae

) "Cm_tiliﬁ 1% the recazsary form and tha enargizing. principle of the immediate
tutu:'s. But cosvun laz, ac such, lla not Lhe go;l of human develepmeat, .thﬁ
. iform of buman socle.;.y-"'(p. 303 ) , _ ‘ ‘
The integrality of v8ilosephy ans ec onamics ﬁenlfntu 1taeif most
" sharply in the fact that Morxie caunl:cfpuit-ien of hie Zimanist philomoshy te
t!tat of Commun lsﬁ.cwﬁu.-nst in tha "ec enexic essnyp, but in hig Critigue of
-the Hegelisn Gialectic, Thin eocurs, mereavar, &t the vary point when '. in
op.puuitlon to Fauerbach‘s criticigm oé "tlhie negation of the negation” as 1f 1t
wers wére aystificstion, an axcuse for tha Philosapher te return to religiens
Harx leya grest emphsssa en “the pesitive uo‘mhu of the Heielinit Dialectic --
"l:ran!gendegz 24 objective movenant™, absoluts ragativity ap tha '-moﬂng and
creating princ iple." This confrontetion with abgeluts negstivity §s the
moment when Mirx writes chat vhereas "commun ism g humenien medisece by the
transc endence of privata property. Only by the Lranscendsnce of this wediatien,
which {3 nevert heless o Necasnary presuppositien, dees there arise postttve

Humanism, beginning from itself." {pp. 219-320).
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Te thi: day this 1s precisely vhat estnblished Commmisa fears as

its m3in enamy - sbaslute aGgetivity aé wirk ngaini: capitaliem in nﬁﬂI.
and nu‘te-elplt.nll‘an colling itselrf Coumunivm tn particular. The overceming
of 'thh- "l:run;eqr.@mca”, called absolute 'n;n,nuvl:y by Hzgel, iz vhat Herx cen-

' :lﬁhd-th enly wty te creats a truly humen world, “positive 'umanics, beginning
from ftueif.” Mane can witch thin visien. It is this integrality of sscond
uagativity with darx®s Bumsniswm which weuld follew cGraunism that wae os vﬁrﬂ-
song a ﬁal!ty w;nr'-'loo' yeers after tts concaption char Stalin , from the start

of his triumph over sl ethar tendancics, felt the nsed te "eliminstc® the

. negetien of the nagatien. Ha alvply didn®t bothar to ist it smeng the "orige

c‘i.plcﬂl‘ of .:.tha d!alectlc..f' 18400

r.‘uwu;s the and o Werld War 11, iqmm Mumsnist Easays still kapt
making bistory. (12} To Khrushchev. they were even mors &live then to Stalin-as
Rast Eureps spelled "nsgation of tue nagetlen”® out s molu:ie’n ageinst
Comzunism while the Cemmunists them=elves mads the roferances to the young

Harx's writinge concrate. Once agsin the battle ta separate “the young Hufu"

tainted by "Hagellanisw™ from ths “wature econonist "

~Con tradiction kept haunting Mo, too. dugpite &11 his sttompts frem the

Yanan caves tu Paking's Great Lesp forvard f£iat to "appropriaste® it fsr his

11)  Seelin’s essey en Dialectical Hetoriellsm has gone threugh aany editiona.
It vas firat included ¢n hia Hiutory of the Ryscian C smminist Party (B)

(12) The threa corneved debsie betwean Comcunists, Existentialtats, snd
Cat bolic Humsniste could not, niturally, have the impact of tha
ac tusl revelutdon In Ecsteran furape, which cemapelled ths Russian
attacks on "Revisioniss." The firet theoretical attsck on Marx's

Humanist essays was by K,A. Kerpushin {n “Ouestion pf Philozophy”,

No. 3, 1955 (guarterly Russien jsurnal)




- v el
a2 TSNS

‘eun purpoaes, (13)

It was as if mecond nsgation was itgsle eni-ryl:ﬁ on o rilunthn. naver-
cndiug battle. Mo wonder that "sclcntiﬂc ntarhllm" labeiled the young Mern
m-ﬂ:nist". and refuced to accapt 1044 u the date &f che birth of Hutnlu!
mmiallm. bmnlm’u refusal way, on Eln: oight. Iuvo appesred lmlc
nlnca n-ulnu was Marx oharper kn - his attecks on B gel thon in thore enlys.
and - th« fact of the birth of hip materialist comeptun of history in EB&4 uas
‘::ttaotcd te by Marx himulﬂ "The ﬂrst. uork undertakea for the sslutien ef tha .
o, questien thit treubled m uno a crltlcal revision of Hagel'a Mm;_... ‘
_ R l:be zlneral carcclunim a: uhlch 1 arrivad. and once rezchls. cmimd to serve M.
u ttu leadlng thrcad to oy . studlen m:y bc briefly :mmd up as follum ese
l_ . 'l.‘hu mdt ‘of preductlen in. mnterlal lifa del:ermines thu gemta! cluvcc or of
. ,‘._"‘. ncill. politicol and spirltual pracen ot ll£c= I: ls not tha cmcl&umﬁ: '
-of mn that dctnmlnu thclr existence, hur... on the contrary, r.hsir -soc jal

existence that dci.’pmlnas thetr conscioisness,” (14)

As we' aay pravicusly, Harx's life'ong cellzborotor, Fraderick Engeie, -

in the 1838 Prefec ¢ to The Communist Uanifexto, wrete that "...vhon I Again met

Harx in Brussels, in the spring of ‘IBAS. he had it already worked ut ..."

Whet usa st stake, in the controversy shout the “young™ and “zsture®

Herx was the philossphy of liberatien th st wauld brook n o accomodation to an

(1 5 See Section on "Cultural Revolutien ™ [ Part 111, Economic Realit} and
Dialectics of Liberation.”

(14)

Critique of Politicai Economy, p. 11

i,
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antagenistic reslity just bacause ¢ n;u ﬁoro a ltltl;pz'opett form ragther
tiu o tha fom‘ of privats property. oOne of the rchelors who has done especially
orlgﬁul vark in dexonstrating ;l:c‘ continuity, thrMMt Mevx's works, has
dﬁm Y threuih tracing through the buaic phitiesephic cetegories of Aliuna;lon .
end Reification (1) Bur;. to this uritdr, ths prasf that Hayx ﬁamjettumq
%i3 Huxznist visien when he ailegedly beceme, "inatesd” s “octentific econamint®
is in the very procass of bacam.inﬁ. of cr!gim: ing Historical Moterisiisa in tise
;m mquscri:ats and nst gnly in pixileagphic categories, not even vhgn they ora
w‘ basic ae Aliznstion and Raification . Thers is no nhilosophic categery in
Marx that is net st the Gare Clce an econemic one, snd there is no écenonlc
c'etcg-ry'tbu 16 net at the ssme tine a ‘phlldsuphlc ont, - e will show how true
: t‘!:iu-'lc in bd’zh the ,Gmg;_i_m and Capital, 'lhn'wi wish te continue with the
, b!r‘trh of Historicel ﬁgt&ria“m in the Critique of ‘the Hcg_cl 1an Nialactic and

. ' -houhma “‘éoﬁmlc" this "strictjly'_"philoauphm esnay is,

Morx states the mterliuntici!ly obvious thet sounds as if it were n»
:mrt than & réstatement of Feuvbach's riawqi_.r. phlloscphiéal materialism:

Iiasal regerds_huuman éas o-Mon, an 2quel to selfu_-conlciw:ﬁnu;
All alisnations ef tuman essence is, therefore, n e more than
ailfenstion of se .'-cg_gsgimnmns. == but elicits the contrediction
within: 'the sctua] slienatien, which appears 2g real, is ..,
nathing but the appearance of Lhe alicnation of actual rlmen
essence ..." (p, 311} )

Despite the fact that Merx credited F euarbach with "ganuine discoveries
. he didn’t "“fail to note tka philogophic deficiencys

Feuerbsch regards the negetion of thy magatisn only as the

contradiction of philosophy with itself, as philosephy which

.offlrus Theology (Tronscendentsiinm) after 12 had danied 1t ,,.

But that it ia NeCRANATY to romanber that since Hagel himself comprehends
that immanent in the concept of ‘the neastion of ths negation' is

‘the enly truly pasitive ... ep act of self-manifestation of 211

being, to thot end ke hcs discavered, though en ly &s an_sbstrect,

logical and speculstiva £XpEession, the movewent of history. (p,305)

T e ——— e
(15)  See Irving Fetacher, "The Young and the Gld Merx™ in the Incernatienal
Symposium, Merx and the Wertarn Wo 1d, tdiced by Nicholas Lobkautcz.
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It i3 this oavament of hiotery chat Marx sav in the diglectic.

. That 16 why ks insisted that the dislectic, Hegel hed discevered, was

“the saurce ef atl diclectic.” (16)

‘ Hw?ng sarly capsrstad himself trom Feusrbach to point sut the
p;sltive {n Hogel “7), Marx st ence Bit eut cgainst Hegel as well, nat
narely as & '?cuerhnchun, but &5 the wast ariginal snd apacifically hister-
fcal caterialist that the ywung Murx was, First of all, states the Herx ef
1w.._u.;&i is wreng bscause he failed to ses the inhuxon manner of 'u:er,la'i-
!utim" “ve He _ . | '

"_rc;i:dad as the susence of eilcmtiol;;&f-,-.;\é-!a_lch ia poscd and. te
‘be tyanecanded, is not the fact that hwman sssonca_matecislizes
iteslf 28 inhusan wenner in eppositisn te itself, but the fact -

that it metorisiizes itself frem and ‘in eppssition te, abstract
titinking.” (p. 309) t

v

Onca--l;iarx‘ criticized Hagel at his strangeat point.-- the thuery
of slignstian -~ Marx po_t'n'tld to the great merit of Hegelian phll_olnphy';;
Mite thoroughly negative snd ;:rlticlt character ..." Thie doos not meve
Hcaell;n phiidlio;hy from ics facal flaw inhevant in @ philegephy whick
appropristes objactc oenly as tlwuah; and csvemevts cf thought, for

*hidden in embryo (is) she latent potentiality and gecret of
uncritical positivism ond wqually upcriticetl idealism ...

philosophic disintegration and resurrection of extant Empiriciam.”

(1€)  Capjtal, Vel. I, p. 654

(i7) *The chief defact ef all hithorte enisting zaterislism (that of
Feuerbach included) ic thet the thing, reality asnsuousnase, is
conceived only in the form of the sblect or of contemplation, but
not a¢ gsnsuous humap sctivity, practice, net subjsctivaly.

Hence, in contradistinction to msterialism, the active side wvas
developed atstractly by idealism.”

Thus cent inued Marx, despite the phencuensl achievment -- “the dialectic of
negatfivity as the moving snd creating principle™ -- which ensbled Hegel te

graap "tiw desrence of lahor and conceived ebjective man, true, actual pan
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"tran-cenda-nce u objectln W0VImENC® .., the llmiteeiam of abatrace bhoughe,
the rutrlction of l:nsulm enly mentai labur. the faot thee “knowing 1a teg
sole act" .. 413 thase tead te reducing I:renneemhnce te BeTe appearance,
"Tlmu. alcey trénesending, for axacale, rtuslm. eftor tha

Yeligion as & produce ot u!f—auonuion, he
read in reijzt %10t vv. Men
pelicice, ete. he %?'lndl
sn slionated lita, is attenatad lifa, &8 wuch, b!a
true Buman 1igg v (. un

H.lm naw hlnurn hay u “the 1ifa of hig prlnc!plu.

"‘l'hm mcna 18 ot hosa in unrenon ag umuon.

1a effoct, vhae Hanc ls nw -ay lfg' l-'""that the total "dlch{n:amy

| _ betvun the phllouphlc vorld vhra alienetiong were “trangcendsd® and the actual
mrld uhlrl they are as Mg #s life, ts proof tnmugh that the piilosephic
.wrld s lm-cﬂ: of prceclec. thet existence didnie enter ;he verld of

'snlm.l. Iu the md, porhaps, Hugalty "Absnlutc"m. far frem #chieving a

unity of thought snd ryelicy, only l2d Hegal to “ccenndst fon to raslity.,

‘And the Other of that uorld is beautify! Reason, abstract ratl_onalllm s

total lrral:lonal!ty of thw true, entsting worid,

viy Hego! seporates thinking from the subject,® (p.
But, in the precess If hig struggle ult'n Hegel's concepts on Hcéal's around, he
has pointed to bov different the problems wegtg be uien "notupy corporeal Map,
atand¥ng on fiyy ond well reundad ®arth, inheling and exhaling 211 nagyrsg
forces" becomes "subject” ung the phi teaephy, Rumsnigm, that hag Man at fee
center, "capable of 8TASPing the act of world history" finally moves to

positive ibmanlsm. beglnnlng from itxelr,
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The very ldas of taking up the birth of "mi;llvs Humaaisc" as

the result of the socond negation aftsr cezmuniswm, in e dafanse of Hogal
agsinst Pwuﬁch vho, lﬁ the beginn!m of the casay was credited with neth-
ing short sf having "transcanded the eld .philacophy" fs truly phencoenal.
Hara ip Marx vho had already b'rohen with the Ycung Hegelions, who ues ce shirp-
ly snuagentstic s Mezel'z abstractions which cever up icophknles Sn his thesTy
of llimt!m and tnmccadcnen far lccmdnt on te the irratisnal world that
rerx cslls the key concept of Cthavnens, of ainnrbim objectivity ss nathin g
shert the "iie of his i)rlm!ple'; hers Marx firsl ly stoed Hogsl “right side
up” after mm long hafere plrmd usys uith him in the lm‘yliu of the
‘ actuai uerld e md vyt 1t is st this "ork ln the rosd of phlluophy gy )
sie h* thdt hn turns to preise Hepet far hig "mt!sht" euwund uﬂ:hln
F 11 lctuusn. +es into che sctual appmprlnl:ion o{ his nbjec:iw.-. eapsnte thrmh
fts transcendence in its nli-mted existeance.” (p. 319) aﬂ:er vhieh follown "
- his uttlm; of ncco\mts ulth communiss that he m-alus for transzending
private praoperty, but etresscs thet it io ouly atter ":ran!cunéanca of this

mdlaatm\" tlut we wil)l heve 2 truly kuman soclety.

This essay is 8 work of such “seriousness, osuffering, pat.lincc and
labor of the negative® that, though the reader too "suffers” {since he is
presanted, not with resdy-wade conclusions, but uith the sct ef creativity

1zself), be finds that he bos begn mude witneas to the origination of the

Mapxisn disjectic, Histeric msteriolism.

We have spant 80 much time on the 18944 Manuecripts, especially the
Critique of the Hegelisn Dislectic, because not only the idess lecading up to
the Cormunist Manifesto and the actus) 1844 Revelutionx which will shoke Europe
to its foundations, but alse all the tdens thwe he will spend & full

quarter of & century davaloping, ar2 in those Humsniot “ss&ys In thelr astural

State. MNsturally, no single yzar (¢ "responsible" fuor uo epoch-making 2




«17- o
dlspwnry_ 235 the matcrialiat canccplt.ian of histery, Hcturally
2o ene can diapul:i the fact ther Morx's :hnfy_ of histary, diaisctics of
1ibeyecion, net to rention the acemsmic laws of capu';-ult developmont , ics
“isw of moticn® had alt sprung full-blewn from the hosd of Merx, be it
in 1844, er sven 1867, whan Merx finslly published Capital, as Morx tost.
§2i22 1n ehe Frene b editien. (18)

In & word, we ars net nying thst ngu said o1 ta,us'neu te may
in 1844, er, ‘fd'r tﬁit-u;ter.' in the &hr -uorh-. ef tha 1640%, tnsluding
_the ':m&_n_mgg;g; The vury oppesite e the cise. ALl the idasa bexe,
. and wiay, umy msnu will uml_érsfo"é)h'lmml;dmﬂiw-ﬁm_. Asl tlts 16
| tﬁ.-_i,.-lu‘ &.tiﬁ .&hxi.iecudmn_ of.l"ul wil is -rctui-n to, tln,ﬁucllun-‘
' dl_-"lmlc. ihtch, in fact, connet be szen in its full davelepment, axcept

In “econenica®, In Marx's grestest theeretic werk, Capital,

Vh at we néc streasing hora i# thet the vision in the ganaral

principlas of Historical Materislism -- che matertsi, objective conditions

of bummn existence, the uti’-dmlopm_ni: of labor ae agsiugt any subjective
dmlm of mind; the histaric processes as egainst any "cr,enia_l truths";
dialactical dev clsﬁem through contradictions ss sgeinst any cechenical, or

abs tract, static eor merely empiric continuity of thet which is -« thet all

thase are a3 in separable frem tha mature Merx as frem the yeung. Indeed o

novher & is Marx mere Hogelifen™ then in the strictly ecenomic Hetebecke Marx wrete
in 1857-8 after a full docade of concantrativn ¢n economics and it is to the

celebratad G rigeg we now turn.

(1)  In his note to the Prench reader, on April 28, 1875 (appended
to the French editicn of Capiial, Morx wrote: "Heving ence
undertskan thiz werk of vevision; 1 wes led ... to give addit.
lonal historical or statisticel material, to odd critical
eotioates, eote, ... it possesses & scientific walue {ndepandant
of the otiginal ond shatld be consulted wven by roaders
familisr with the German language.® 13197
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Fay . ‘
sy lecer . : :

sactiea 2 - The Crunéricss of the 1860's, & Cant.

: vehq guralye jabsx of Lbe poieds has cecsed te be tha camdition w T
] for thbsisvelomait of aocial mealth fuac as khe tdlenzes of ta oL
Iy hes owazod ko he the coreition for the develapmenk of the -
3 capscitiss ef She b aind. Wich this, the =ode of N
; ten hoseld @ ewshavgi velus cellapees aad the Leusdiste : / |
sstarial prscess of sradaction 4G sirizped of 120 coank inges™ Sl e :

and ite snkegenistic forn. so. Tt SHETR of waslth wiil thes ’

no 1sager ba lebew tiee, wt Lelisuvre vige.” ~ Xerl BaFs : -y

£ guomitancous with ammincies bis econon
gacaus to our 437, Aemw oows

257.1838 Bazesasks

o discovary -- tas thwory

of mlﬁ valus o= which was te sake him vorld
pulip_d.cbut » ¢ sourkreul end cerTess” ahnwlumnﬁ af thal

which wore t8 eocems inown, & & bﬁz’od o 100 yesze lazer ac tho Grundrpigss

| - "1 bawo throm over ;rm_o' wots dectrive of prefir as it enisted up o wos :
o Hevx ;.gm.;...x. .u .lunlry. 14, 1048, “In tto sathed of crdstmerk the Lact tht
. W'..u scotdont 3 2ewa agsim 8! Hagel °s Lagic bas been o grest

P P G W R

ale

poced through

““!d. te w.”

ha SCCULRIC crisile

Agciduntal or citarvise, it papponed durlang &

ef 1837 whiich -Horu golt wauld hove tmlutlmry‘cmequm- cnd tharsfore

asde it wrgent for him te cemplete tbe economic otudie
ounticzed soae TOO paRes. As it turned out, however, Nerx used but one chapter -<

the ens on M ce which he prefec ed with & totally ouvw chepier, Coamodities,

pe God written "Consribution to f

that had met besn
t_amd i 1899, Tha rest of the

¢ ritious of Peljsicel Teonooy which was publ
The oui~-

asssive Potebaeks were ast to oee the light of day until 19591941,
"

Warld Var 11 weo herdiy condut

s ba bed swnssad that

part of his atudias uatil

jwva to abstract scoaonic discusatons.

brask of
pevstution in 1949, enly ane

Under the impact of the Chinase
n Tast

gection »= Pra-Capitalict Economic Farastlons ~- chat was publighad 1\
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Berlin n 1952. (19} toe foltoving yosv, cha Cpundriqes ta ‘ta entivety
ﬂuuy cpmnd. caly tn Ceroen o s0d 4galn the dlms-lu cestared on pre-
mluust secities. It wis te 2ekn osurly ecerbar ducsde bcfm, um!u cln

h pm of mm. mlm d!.acuutoﬁ Zinxiiy davatoped elcs on Huh'um

, Ty tln datcy ae A Mu-wuq einoe Engsls? dasth bulore the iulwn
pﬂlw se omu! € wark by Norat Nhy che um of atiil amhtr qmrttt

of & cenkusy Saforn ssvicus divonssteny bagen ot "achtr' (urtmet) than
Capitaitet socistias! Aas nuerly ancther dacads Sofora diccussian revolved
al8s avcund the aesticns co l!achimiryl

. Bafers the publication of © _g_,__-g_mu. 1t vir poputertly buuned
(fot m_ﬂs,a_mm._mlu hed twahﬂ thst o8 soen s l!arx 'é-l-mrcd‘ tho
c!m .mmu and Emuf’.ﬁd thl tilnry of hllmﬂcu matlulu. mmz bad
dtm ulﬂ: the Emnm Melm!c. Afrer publiutlan of thgm&,
_which gm t!:l na to. thia elem. thy ttm. but met the ateizude, wae chnnpd,
A Britiek Marxiet Llatorien s2tTibuted the negleck of the qm,,n te tlu
Gifficuist tes- that modera gtudests have vu:h "B.atumun. (10)

- Ye tn cemlnly trug that ocubess, not ewia in tén '-trieu'y“
philosaphic escoye of the young Mars ta 'er nore “fogelies® than {n these
'ltﬂct!f' sconsalo Iuteboo&a which tum out: to he Memw hluule sketches
of sankind's,not jun m!uuu‘a. devalopment, And. it 32 thu. th
E 5 Thie contimuad to be tha enly uct\n publishd {n Erglisd with

an lotroduction by Eric J. Hobabsun, - (London, Hew Yer¥, 1969)
20 - 1bids p. 11. dHobshaun here praiscs Mars's "brillisnt enclysia®,
yat tiolds on tightly to the view thet Marx's uabieken ffdetun

logic (n bieterical development te oot biatory "!n the strict
lmcg" — -
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popmics !v.\ahue tha yrol.
esstouc] somasise, Jm& 8 the latter cucldnry geap cm m!u s
‘ Tusaing & lestag race wish hMateny, e tha biuwsm fei? %o e, 2g the
yesng ers put ¢ earlye , o .
“Sintory wes rickes, §e
'““I h ﬂ CINg NI e
It 16 by ne e8an:

'llnerr m mry e it andy ag

82 ltmm 3 lgaathimmth
Sotivity of am 1

@ netery Asey, £iSing Cthat vay ¢ a1l histery, destrayy th
!ctubsm o iuteum, & trmod, imtead, ¢ t ky_savomaze “of iumt.uy. .

. ° mma of beucmlu"
7 ‘ The (nl!m uem to ;un ultb tmhp I!a
tlath to do wlc& "ln.!icalm” opd Gmy:hlug to ta -uls the Haralu ot

r ts hum atthor o aumun or & -’la‘c:puu._ b0 12 econeate
o hll&ule,. ph' iuspue or miotn!m!.

Unfonnmty, oven !mm:ﬁ !arr-u aq:holcn ‘wha are not
ullud of "liouu.lnlm". Iuvo a7eCNCd the Efm_u, ap "z vent doelsmm
Hink”, the absance of uhich hod kindtred ehe perccpc!eﬂ of Seryien in iu
ztegrat vaity of phi lasophy ang tton0zy, tiwery ond pﬂcueo,,
fsllngd te 1q¢ Marx apeak fo Muagls ‘ualaus

Harx of the Srungripsg. (22)
QI Warny Tm—iﬂ!.lmuy- (p.

(22)

the auctien, Nnchuory. in eln liss, ¢
especislly Profegear duerd Lipingk)oy OTim Rericegs of Raru™
Secial “ffacty of Ateustion” fn Mll!l.ﬂiss,f_mmu and
Serbere ‘*-rM'-.EE-MMmMm' '
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P A A

Fertuustely; baaevse telay's reality constate of such opprsites
28, o0 :In ens band, the birth of & Third verld {tie fechnolugically under.
developed ouuntries :m frocd chemusives frem the strengledeld of Vestera
tagtrialion), snd, oa the ethcr homd, Chm mew Behwesth (13) Autesation , that
deaimates the tachuslugieslly sévernd Leods, 1t cespallies s gentfontoiien with
tue pivctal seciens of Gryndrisps -~ "Mregrensive ﬁmu of !oouile Secial
Pervation”, soé “NschiRery u- sRsthor or mek thAt epochsl wark of Marx's wes sveilsdl ;

P

L e N

in 3l lenguoges (24),

e Significently coough, the “shapslevsasss” (23) of the Grundpigge
uﬁlMlu g it s duriog the discuesion of the velaticnship of 'iroﬁ'

uhr 3 slisuated 20 enpital 20 wor o "thisg" (16}, et an mlo!ta:iw pro-
Mclo u relazien tlut Yarx paud ths question ttu:t 1ed to tu ewcuretos inte

‘ IE'""".-

(24} An Itelisn tronglacien sppeavad in 16%6, Thae I‘nnch fipst uppnm in

© 1955, Te ghin dsy no full evnanlistion is aveflabie tn Soglieh, Hatre
publ ishing, o8 Appemdix, & ssgtien on Mashinery,

(23) This reugh draft wxe nek intanded for publicetiow . 1t wes written es
s gerias of sonagrepha fev Mimsalf. It ceasiste of thres unswen
chaptare) The Ivtreductisn, ssnsisting o 43 pegea, bruske off
bocauss B deeidsd (¢ Raeuld be writren last, ook firck. The
Chaptar aa Heav; comsists of 103 pages which the eae antixied
"On Copitsl® geer en for 311 pague. We sust Bear in nind, houwwer,
that avom wikn & decide (eter, it asurmed £inel shaps zo SZppitsl,
thit, tes, 93 walicielmd, /atuslly, th2 reusu drafe of the
Srupdripse _cerrsepacds asre clesely s the ground ha goncelved hia
studies o covers Capital, Londed Preperty, Wege laoker, Siate,
Focrwign Trada, tw Worid MarieX, Tis Ristoric sweap, s vev esled
in the unfiniahed Imtroductien, was to exaand to the relatisasbip of
Greek osrt to “Hedden Tinca” aw wol!l oo €9 the eusstien of wy. Tha
firet three bocks bicine Czpitsl plus Thesries of w
The 788 wars wevho wewkdd Gt 83 Bapsvake Studles. L1 & wopd, chere
1o satd to the herizage of lary than the uapuliichsd philogephic essays
sl 86ra than tha publiched Manifuysa, Capitel, The Clyil
] ol oktdor historic verks, =nd the waluxi
Haro e hew Harx phraecd 1t ,."Thy ecomauiots fix en che sbsirsction eof
capifel sn vsrr meterisl and inatrument of labor®, wrete Moyx, *in order
to prasast capital &8 & mcesicry elemnt of productien . fven the
socicliats say w2 wewd capitel, but agt the capitaliste, The gopltal
sppesrs as pure Sschwr (thing) not o preductien relstion ...” (p. 20%)
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.Mmulin #5315t108,  Im asking the question of the waee varker becone

free, Harx writest

T i waant, cwave éli, ikl the verker sust Y sepezated froa
thy land, whick fumtions ae hia autursi lsborstery, Thin
, mmans Cha éiasulution beth ef Zree potty lend owacrsaip and of
Eiﬂ i‘:l;ual! lsndsd poaparey, bused en the Oricetz! tommme,”
P - : ‘

Ty ooy

This ie t3= HrRieg paragrepl of tho we mast faumue cactien of
the merk decling uits mycsplu‘!set sxcietias wikloh ked bown asde sv famsus
by 3ba Sirth of & noy TRivd tortd In gemeral ond of Cemmmist Chive in porte
!e'.sl.u'. Thic ife ths sastizo <iere the prescot becomse & paiwe of Indevcoctien
. |i'h'u':;q Betwean futuze snd pest for the su;uiu that-tabedded 12 tis past,
t&lt. hcnn pm nd thich i; inbedded nfn the pest te beeos ¢ futers is
ﬁ-nl!;!n" il,‘!ﬁ.l s treaendsus werld hi;mu view of & new soatety bised cn
' uvﬂr.am krusn forces i_l\!l contury whea ‘tha waele culttvated werld theught
on Ly of expandtsg wikerial foroes, staym, en the ather band, apoke of maxy
yum!u nok e reenin seasthing formed by the pest but ic in the skseluie

'lumallu.

¥ VAED the Amtzicen
' L4 .

o

Nars's

LR

“Ned 1itels to

veep

T T TN ALY e P b T A A3 ST L e T e e ks L e

OVeREnt. et'. becomlng.” ; - - i

e cirgle 1den of MaTx hem baen aora mioreprasented then thst which
coacarn the Agiatic meds of preductien*. (27) - '

»

(11)  Professer Wittfoge! bas crustad s varitsble “universal” called
' » ot sstiefied with the originality of this

craatieon, Jo RYisd attviduting it to nawe other than Karl “ars

"tafore™ ke oupsecedly “Mtrayad” thase aarly insights., Ow the

fRrar hind, Govrge Lichthein wka has asde & substantial cantriby-
tion in traciag Havn's 4aveloomere om the quasticm, fad sheved
how tremsadous & comridution thit was to thaery, wevortheless is
Sisaelf so ewrwieined by tha uniquenesr of the Germcale, t.¢.
Fazepian comtridution te civitizatian, rhat be tries to discing scxe
of Hora's vritings tn the dally press. Thus, ukile ik tresta the
sackion in the Crundriaps o8 "brilitere™, he diamisses omny of the
acvtic las i Cha Nev York Naily Tribune 1n praise of ths “Chinese
Ravelutisn®™ a5 12 this van done anly for jeurneliztic affect., o
fails to explein vhy, then, 31d Marx bring rafarence te the Tlaiping
rebellion {nte his grestest thesrotical work, Capigall morsewsr, it
wap deca ag & footnaie to & Chaptar thac twé nothing vhetover Co do
uith Chins but & pvwat daal with the fetishien of cconadition, Nod

fioally symilablie in ! | { Unfortunptely, si t logn aditers 7
v, 10680%¢ hginWmmm, L ‘ Rotptts “‘"’"gf'_
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dora 5160 oppoved “sdvamsed? capiteliat productien. Merx did act Gensider
| , Citat thera wes acthing o the Oviestsl mode of product ten, excape “ha:b-

uw AS sgrimat the yur in uhlck k2 wrote the Casmuntat Menifeste

(18473, wisn Us keov 11ttle of the Ortext srd extolles the beurgsetve

ravodutians for inshlu dova the "Chmue wailo of mau‘. MNere, in

thi tm-a, sroks with Jisdain sbeur Yescern seclieiy, aod i eplus werg

they for00d wpam Chin 9. 8 autolind hise ths grast Traipieg Mhluu .

I&e'a biows Marn c.ulyud etw veveit (in the ﬁm York lhuy THtune ((-’nﬂ

14, l@!ﬁ)l o .

' “Tus chronie rebailions subsioting tn Chins far cbest teo.
veether in cue forutdeble ve-

“welutlon, these erior: ~songaring pov ers (Sagland, Pranie ead
MIG:;' whish weuld Stteopt Co support the m;lg

| dynaty, forget eha the betrod agaiust forwiguers
-& palitical spatea only since the
the rs ¢ of ¢l Hmuhu !‘mm?"

l'ta femability ot a0 In Anclers Chins, the ctate wmmcy
which mum all changs in cmlwing tts papulatien was meturatly soxathing
thot ey castigated mreilessly, but this did aot oesn thet be wes "far" the
nnlquc Germsnic feudsal repive uhieh alloved for further development. What
interests bhim in 1) thase stoges of davelopuent wie whsm tbe mradietlan
betwvesr: the productiva forces sed prodection ralatiens reaghed taa expleaive
poing, "upuho of social r svoluzion.” The perzistancs of tha Oviemtel
wode of productisn , Marx sxplsined In thig ways “Tha iatstic lem'n nec-
eseariiy survivea longoat And wose stubbermiy, This s dus te the fundaments?
principls en which it 15 based, thie fey that the individust dovs pot becoms
independsnt of the communitys thet the zirclc of production is u!!-wlu'uy.
ing, valty of sgriculturs ead drafy mnufecrure, ete. IF the tedividust
changes his rolatiens te the cocuunity, he modifice snd ufdarzinos, beth the
community and 1Ls ecemomic premise; Caunveraely, the modificetion of this

@conat ic premisd -« produced by Its own dislectic pauserisagion, nte,”
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_cii-ilﬁl‘ljl_il’l_.”l_l-ﬂ golden 505 Zor 1an

true, Thore has mover boen

‘produstics W8 Kot parennts)

study the very lage VEIRINgs wa kaye éroa

A and yae undsrgeing i nduaty

thet eae ariiicism of

n &nd that
‘mh o productien baturen the

bt o real ferward wma bath in bip H

felinet iun

both the X avodoths ang rieo Herxises (1n

future of Buzsia, Hary,

nannars

Fvolution tn the West, se thn boek coaplocent

fussian comoy onnershis of jang My cerve «s ¢

communist develepmnt, e

wha hae cenntder
varisty of ke Asiatic medq of Froduct len,

“If the Rucataon Pavelut 1on tecongp

wii! return ¢e this subjscz in

rhtbzrmmef

- ' ®Li, v, €., alno
stence ol eapizat, ) (g, AL

=1 10408 and "1 de 1850,

oo naryey
812cws, 'willery

thia chauge of sitll:ﬁdn to

novladge and 15 kio theories,

his pen on the subjact,

¥ as co the Pocaibilicy of 2olng fron
e soclaliom vithout golmg Chrough copitale
W33 pracisely the Suastions thee

foru'a day) rajsod regerding ehe

MTId In o naet prepbat i
the signs) for » protetarien
Sich ather, the Present
ha Starting pefnt for

Faet 1171,
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“Marx had alpesdy, in ths Soyndciepe. stresead that “Asiwn !:llaot;.y

is & kind o undifEevesticeed Galty 6F Zowe AmS GRUSLTY WhICE, by Cesbin
ing mlmlm ond msm2ecctore snd thus belng & tgolf-sasteiniang unity?

bad I.‘.etlc wead far trsde or laﬁ!glml devalerseat . Onr axd awor agein, h axrens-

«d :m bsr eadﬂaus micmwn aad uﬁnnw o theo hlm oelbcmlu‘.

thosa ‘utlamm g rilisges,’ !mﬂﬂwﬂu though thay asy sppasy, bad

-lup veta toe foundetion of Gﬂannl mln.' 16 $aafty be us 200,

uny &iml duspetiza ut thy pricitivesar of the ciooumd which #11cuoé

!ow th ﬂu of twmﬂ sRity "y tie “fsther, “the M # t¢. i» Chish
- uhigh mﬂe !r. a clm mwey se that tha u-nmty sy 3 sked," RS BEALO
s m Iulleﬂ 2 "ehe uﬂnumln et poAST Chrough. tn'imln vorks
. m br e sute. piu m tlm m wc sbhasach of pirivate pmpon s ol L]
| e provesy boed, the etate lvremzaey wm e-ma ovar tis mwct
ch cooEn § and khise mmzuluu ite mh.

Haﬂ'- point e that "map. i only jndividial insd th'euh the m

cess of hllury. Be ariginelly appesyn 28 & Mn.&mm a
herd onntmal ...% (p. 952

#11 these prefound ebearvaticH vere written by HaTx alm ot 88

acre asidss te Herx'e moinm precocupstien -~ the sasyvia of capitalist des
veleposnt. Thoush they could feuem the basls for & thoery of uaderdaviloped
countries, the Comonists a¥d sevely eviating thea to eut ¢t & potitiosl lime
arrived at by quite ethar censidurstions thau either Marxiat theory or verld
revolution. 4c feor the proieseiscel suli-Ceammmists, && tha evrzot thot sny
sdmlar was irarestod ¢ oll, it wes only to clabozato & theery oa Drepaesl
Dagpotien the sbeolute opposite of Rerx's, and then te Scesse Havx of having

“batyoyed” his origins! tnaights.

/s ve mes, the Ecenomic teiebooks uf 1857-38 during the paried
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~Just as “hiétory and its precess" led Marx to decide to werk a whele

new section sn the itruggle Eer the shertening of the werk day, sa it led te

a new coﬁcept of technelegy.

"ie uauld be panaible te write qu'tela histery of the in-
ventians made since 1830 for the sele purpose of supplying
capital with weapens ageinst the revelts af thz worklng class.” (”9)

Fer;cncc,clﬁitl fsm has neved frem the need te extend the hours of the werk-

ing day te extract unpaid heurs ef labsr, te being able tn extrszt the lurpiuu
within the sam2 working day -- and it is the develepmant of machinery thatr.

- has ach!eved this feat. Marx follewed hawk-1lke evary atrife -E werkers.
Connrece. conerete, concrete -= this sums up hhe acrupulouunesn with which
Marx Eolloutd bhi atrife of the uorker. making it lnaepﬂtlble srem the cen~
cencrﬁtien and eentralizatl-n of ~apital ™ well an f*om the mnchine'u devel-
opment. '"technolog; also‘discsvered the few fundamtntal !arms of mction...

‘ nzcessnrily taken by every productive xyskemxs actian of the humsn bedy,™ (30)
The autematen could now-beeome an organlzed uystem of machines te which every
- matian is cemmunicated by the transmitting mechan!am fram B central nutomatnn."(Sl)
thereby bec-mlng "object fve” whlle "the laberer becomes s mere appendage to
&n already existing material cendition of preductien.” (32) Yes, vhat is te
be wabtched is net 80 mueh the machine as the resistance of the vorker te 1:3.
"uniferm metion" and"barrack discipline." (33)

We are in a very different worid than the ene where.mschines were des-
cribed in the Grundrisse. (34) The Gruédrlsne is pfoof of the limitetion but
alse the indispehssbillty of the dislectic. The limitatlen i{8 net caused by
defiéiences'in the dialectic "as methed,” much less the need te replace it
with "structuralism,” genetic er othervise. Rather the limitatien resides
in the fact that the dialectlc is‘nct an "applied" science, It has
T (29) Capital Vel. I. p. 436 (30) Ibid, p. 492

(31) 1bid, p. 377 (32} Ibid, p. 382
{33} Ibid, p. 423 (34) 1bid, p., 698n
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te be vecrmated anow ac it spoatsnacusly amarges from the developing
"Subj-ct" Until the “Subjcct.". §.@., the proletarist In the 1860'0_355___
(tho new clase ctruggles in lurope and the Civil Wer in tha United Statss)
&0 agsinat the quisscert (850's, the dialecticol snalysis weuld, of muui:y.'
remsin forelleccualint, isclated fres the actus) wovesant ef hiastory, --tije
mensas. Procisely for this reasom, Marx saw eﬁrythin; in a 4o lurdllfumt

1 1gtR in the 1860'0, and dacided re srart Capigal ad yove.

!htwuhout tls tcn asctions cl! that siq;c ehnpur. _"H‘bh!ﬂll”

and Mn Ilduury"., Marx naver hte so !er a nimlc imtlncc the internsl

dlalcetia. tla umtlal relstion of uubjlet t® objcot, lesding ineucexable to

‘ thc lblolutn. lﬂ'uoauilnble cu-tndlctiun so tlut whan ba strikes out qolmt

the‘cconuiatu wvha cnnzlud tblt Rhﬂ con be _nu m:qoﬂim since they cammat

erins frea the oachinary “"is aué'a". ue-'hrt_ lefe &uthlana thae eha:‘é'wulé ba

any othar view of wschines Zhan en capicet, opbnui#a. do-.i:imnring. exploitative,

"full of contradictions, paruni. llur.’.r f-r from thinking of B cgal, we think of

thifew world visien, Marx himaglf, however, s little later bringe ubback to liuol

when ke laughs at John Stuart M for'atr.nmptlns “to annex" fuch irreconcilablss

a8 David Richards theory of profit based cn isber ac source of wealth to Naasau
S¢nlor'as “ramunsrstion of absxtnance." -'u{s. es auch st home {§n sbsurd contra-

dictions £5 s fawls ar B35 in the Hegellsn qoentradiction, the source of all

disleceic, (3%

Marx would never have deveted wore than A quarrter of s century
ta what be cslled the “disow! pcience™ of political sconomy, unless, ib ts
Harniastically recanstructed Yorx, it halped dizcorn tho law of motion of the

capitalistic socisl formstion . The reconstructed science meant, however, thrst

not enly did his original discoveries moke the Jifference, but thet these originol

econ oni¢c categories were 3o philnsopnhicrlly rooted thet It created a new unity
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sut ef econoics, Philesephy, revolutien. Bagause the historic rationslicy Nerx:

‘éiscevarad ss {omsnant in thl hept ¢f wen mafnt, in turn, that ¢ s llvlng

‘.m whe vorls cut the meaning of phllouophy oy mklu the theasry of l!lnu-

tien and the scruggle to be ived » unity. 5o much Ja_fyes man tiw crue aub-

fsct of bnigtery thot Marx eslled the pericd in whizu he lived, end the en e

PR IREETS oot WEAS R D sl 5 38 R AL B i M W Ay e e

ta whick wa still live, the prechistory ef mankind far min's true histery does

net beginxuxxiik unt)l he §s free end gats ts develop in full, whick ts pra-
_clisely waat reunites us ulth the Gyundriese, s mapnificsntly unlfylu; vicien
e! vhat :h future will bs like ng_g; trandcendence of the surplus value-eriented

‘ uchlm preductian,

- vee When the narvow I»uuuln !nm hap bass mlee away, wiet
S 1s weslth; ...if not the abssluca slaboration af his creactive dige
= pedttions, without any precondiziens other than antecedunt "
“htsterical svalution of all huxan powirs a3 such, unmassured by any .
» ablisped yaréetick -~ e#n end in teseif? ... YVhere be
does not geck te remsin sorathing farmed by the past, hut. 1o in the
absolute movemsnt of beceming?® ... (p. 34.8%)

1t ‘Is {epossible to radd the Grundrisse, without auavenass ths¢
Herx ta ot work, curting zut from virgin reck, eriginal theories not sily &a

Tegards economics, but of menxind's davelopment., Tt in s8 If we wave heasing

Marx think out loud snd it s {mpossibie nat to ba sware eof !:hi tharcughgeing
disiecticel nature of esch of the parte of the Grundriase as it in thy gum snd sub-

stence of the whole, Without it, Marx's aconomica” would huve been shorn of

& philosaphy not ‘only ef hlnl:oi-y but ef ravatutlon.

its 1ifabloed:

The Hegellan dislectic was the crucible whevein zeterislism uae
transforaed inte & world histeric ph!losophy of freedon evan #a the prolat-
sriot as “Subject" of man’s ulf-emmluilon that w.t an and to sll class
secistiec transformed the dislectic developrent of the pre-history of man inte
the elicitation of all men's potentislities in za “absolute movemenc of

becening™.
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Once sgain ss we sae, instaad of the msture Herx running owsy

‘t‘rﬁg‘lnii'_u Jbsalutes, be sees iv. the "sbselute esvauent of bromdng” the evers

prasest h!niuﬂg apizit, thie futmilmmp: in todaytc yaultty. Becauie, Ie
Harz,"'htcrultm" ai-. te ke more a’ngmli Mayxist in 1cmguage, the caaditioas

a! i_ﬂtﬂﬂll miuctiu. macat the preduction and repreduction of rotwsl,

mul innn osuum. h!eurgr wip vevar “» I.lulua m!lu.r.le- et i’mn‘




