ot ﬁhe t.hree_ ta - I.. "l’.o.wrials for{ Pr: E‘stor\r'; '
Hegal to oBos Hes IIL. y=_on] pa.rt. . has. special ralajfance.
Howsvar “1a. grut :;.t.orast.‘ in the'faot’ that ‘this scholar 'wh 15 F
“Thomist and. naturalky, anti~Marxist, actually smploya ‘materiaiiat:’ :
analysas. ssp»cially vhere it relates to'secular debates, Thus, in part:
es to prove that it was npt X
8 rrarded he vrites

g which Bacon converted into a syovem and. -
- program did not marge with t.he ideas of the founders of the modern . .. "L
. motentific mentallty, and in fact, under the impect of dc;arteuﬁ pry
rationalism all but cogpletbly disapp uring o
“Wanturios. ﬁr othor words, what we want to suggess 1ls-that [
-the main reason W ceil ApReaYs te JE &n unusually fwodern¥ mind, . -,
,aven_though his. qu ra.dically inferior to thet
. ¥ o8, : Bacon suocaeded;,-iq
' Erlity/ which hed existed (Be

:jzdern soien ; wag overshadoved b Etro1a }tar'a
- 'salf-interprizion and did not re-smerge until 'Bhis Cartosian}f sﬁkit

: %1‘ ‘modt)arn aciance entared nermis 'the n:h:eta
- p. oz . O

. au goes ' b
ovations in the t.housa.nd yonrs betwaan the end-of-ant

" /modern period, streping furthép=thgt "the unsarthing of ‘
W@Q ‘and ths ghift.4f the centers of-Occl enta
oh frop the Medithrranean a7 countriea north ?gh
was. produued the Ita lian a.iaanoe but that ¢frea
- ki >ted-long-hefore then in oot.rirys ;0T ftaet; it was
Astianity, not antiquity, - tha lred the ground for the mudern
notion of progress,™ (p. 98) - '

So anxious is lobkowiez to prove ;hia Fo that he actually - -
ettributes, in ‘perfect" dialoctical m terislist\ s tyle- that Racon's .-
thought. relat: of artisins, \'Oife-will-have t¢ add that there
was &t least one grouplin Renaiscance goclety which had ‘begun +o be '
aware o group whioh was in closa touch with technolngy and technold

Agical rograas and, last but not least, introduced into '\gg_pm__
‘ : ch teday strikesn = anclg |
: (p. 106) "Ma.ny decndea‘ : ' § N
Ak npout progress, such men arpued ths .
should 'better wherever there is something to be bettered', develop--
he existing arts, and serve mankind.

"It is this attitud knowledge
which Fraacis Bacon articulated intn a program fopffevolutionis o :
the vwhola of /4 & ... Rather, his greatness consls hav .

nade explici d}? derstznding of an emerging industrial and
(p. 107) And he even goes sofer as to 5a¥ that .
d philosophers expressed had first of all delvelcp




,-phyoics _ L
el80, to an analysis of D _
thamatical theorizing isfparsllefed by 8 VECU _
;gi,gngli.sm-and. ‘to soue. axtent, scepticism in the practicel order. -7
T redy l‘:gxe.ll' knowledge to gna kind' Doscartes comnits 'himsalf to &% .-
] Ztionalism in those areas, neas signiticantly sthlios and ..
is- irreleve-nts® (p. 119) -

rediself b _
where mathematical mowlelgd

. fme.fun comes in at the erd of this Tirst part ‘which suds..
“gries ‘to bring in Vthe idess of <€he gonng, ¥aT

" P paagf denca and the fned pri

D oratlion, & . SWEIRLY .

+ an expresslon of the bes

PART I -~ FROM EGEL 70 MOSES HESS e
. " Tne anthor begins by quoting Hegel's convept. of Ought.as.
Kantls: “The standpoint of Kantiun philosophy iz thaby by its
! peasoning, thought has reached the point of- graapixigﬁith'e:l.'f_&a

and odnerete, as free and ultimate, It grasped itself as that '

. is-everything in 811 things. It gpoopts no exterior -authoritys
. avthority except that of thought s of any valuse, - hoeordingly, .
sz, determines: itself and thus ig concrete.” S

7 In his.gw Thomist ‘wmy, the author 1a 8o a.nti-Hegelian --
| much of him batealsh = thit he spesks about the accusation
nothers? that’ Hegel had an ;

. Jj were only by had an ¥
o ‘pr nesst Tegas] ta_Kndw)
fifhat Hegel adds 1g7no adequata
) pyaizi 3
o Bnlipnterment but

idgtorioal resu ade
(p. 157)8ee(p. &) for Hegel's criticism of th 4\
not swre why the whole chapter 18 called "The Kingdom of God". = -
hing about the young Hegelians is”the introduction of.
Polish left Hegellan, Cieszkawski, whom, however, he
especially as it relates to tpe supposed -~
absolute snd Fragis on Marx, .-

Tha one new t
the lesser known

thoroughly overentimates,
influence -of Cieszkowskild concepts of




. Theory and Péaéti‘ca.‘ story 6!‘ a Concept from Aristotls \ S SR -
. ‘Marx, by Nicholas Lobkowlez, University S .

f Notre Dame Press - i

way ‘because its heart hes become strong

... P, 24l: Philosophy thkrows its eyes & _
snough to create a wort§fl.* As/Marx puts it in another passage n‘g__ﬁ spirit
f VR .

has réached a_derinite level of Uriversality, and thus also of
it turns intd ‘energy*.) It becomes ,G‘;ly_ which turns on a reality sti1l
e deprived-'df '8 n A. 61") - ;_‘_:/ . - ‘
' +If one denies this historical necessity, ons has to deny that after
a universal philosophy men can continue to live,! (MEGA, 132) that is,
to be croative philosophers.” : ) S

. ’ i ---T . /‘\—’- ]
Wi 2: One haskbssepugsa_l_{gg_e}fs private consclousness ut his o/ )
yatem from the L jective consclousness expressing itself(iurhis ‘ayatem, . L
y .’ o o Marx expragses this in terms of a distinction tetween saxoteric! ‘\ _ o
,\\. and ‘esotericty wheroas Hegel's intarpretation of his systen 1s tehatty N
. End, exoteric?, the sysiem itself is the highest expression of _the _ )
'c::_;gjg_ngz digging mole of “true philosopliical knowledga,.' (MEGA 1,1/1,143)

-

~ P 2431 Ruge alwply beliaved that afteor Hegelianisn has boon freed from -
.’y - 1ts reactionar} elements , one can proceed to i%a:ctmlmtion without
. further ado. ' Marx, realized ‘that the very essence
I of Hegelimnism cons = TEotality character,' that is, in its
" elalm that it is: beolutely all-embracing. Accordingly he consluded’,
satrar to,mﬁ that a1l attempts to translate Hegolianism into

. practige ere igggentially aftlicted with contradistion.". . + » v T g K

. For he has to admib .
that in the extent to which the world becomes philosophical, T LTy
philosophy becomss worldly; that the actualization of ) RN

phy..fights

) ~ philosophy simultaneously to ixs loes, what philosop
. outside Betually is its own.inner. shontcom . It succhhbs to

s defects which it Tights; indeed EAhotL BDOLLST ]
A KL,1[1, GHLEpEp, 2y

v s & 3 " Granted, too, that the ac walization of Hegells Absolute.
Knowledge entails asﬁg_n_e,-gdg,ﬂ:l_iri ams\the critique hes to turn
both oa the world and against Hegzel. TheFe remains the problem that
the salvific character of riesgkowskits 'practlce! as well as of P
boing ELL1uehces of Absolute - f N
G

“ pauer's 'eritique' deperds upon their :
Knowledge. » » « o He is convinced that tthe praxis of philosophy is Vil
1

itself theor e._tical.
AN

P. 245 Tt is the critique which measures sndividual existence against
The essence, particular reality against the Idea. {MEGA, &%) '

,..._-w-...—_..—_"—"._'.:....... ——

p, 272: old nations witnesed their (Grihistory in\imglnation
@jﬁ@ry inthoughty in ?

(@ﬁ@ 2 Germans have witnessed owr (poSEh.
osophy. ~ We are philosophical cont-emporarios ‘of the present without
arins. Germai philosophy is the ideal

ph
0
n (MEGA, 1/1/1, 612, tr.Bottomore, 49,)

G 3 bvi.ng its historical contempor
&t p¥olongation of German history.

L aerzed Ao

14483




P. 2.

@ Of course, to aegate pﬁilosophy cannot mean to mutter & 'few 5%

s
v

f

i{_[

¢ udght belan aluost"“_o‘;xtplo ical" d‘t:velopment on the part of h;story.)

ngry and banal phrases";:, , , ,It can moan only that one ought to
transcend theory toward action. "you cannct abolish philosopiy except
by actwalizing it,n ’ <00 )
. . . - /
e T R ‘ : ’ s N N . '
. F”gz :. Jn short, wheroas all other left Hegalians considered&uw‘( {

" a8 an affluence of Absolute -Knowledge, Marx discoversd~thst 1ulay

IE prasent socliety contsined & POWETRY wnough—$e-2ranaforn
- world, and Af this group wma to accept the eritique as its program
© of ‘sution, Shea~dt muﬁﬂa_—todrguarmﬁhhtoﬁy«bﬁ-duum .
: wW&M-MwaﬂmW» '
T : QR ' -

B e s R

&

o W

29%: ,.the Manuscripts revealed a Marx whose dislectic was &s supple
as that pf the Phenomenology, who siruggled with Hegel o operly |
W%i_q.nsw of only turning him “upside down', and whe mxds
. profound statemerits about the interrelatien of economics and philosophy . -
- as well as about the "alienation! nman products from their srig. . A
. dnator, the worke:, Rereading fas Kspital ona-could gsee that bohind {f@
~ the sober economic analyses thers wee Witdea & highly snas AYe ddey
about the meaning of man and kKis universe, Rersading Marx!s later. ... . - -
- definitions of his ‘histéidcal materialism,! one began to reslize .
. -that they were. congealed postscripts to-an earlier 'humanistic!
ot phﬂOBcpb.Y.‘ . r"'f"c L] H_‘—h;_m—d._ﬂ—_m“-.“ o ‘_ - . .

Betwaen November, 1843 and February, 1845, he devouwrsd all the ‘
*._contemporary literatwre. on economic problems on which he could get his
bands, He had to restrict himself to books available in French and
German; his English was still not very good, But even sc he read more
than ton thousand pages, a remarkable undartakdng if' one considers that
during the seme time he wots the Henuseripts and spont mors than two

months composing the Holy Family, ’ .

Hogel, Merx succesded in truly writing Hegel's drame of the “spirit
ZRallenated from itself," , . . Marxls “alienation," on the contrary,
like that which Hegel had in mind, is an utterly real phensmenon, an
allenation of man's whole existence, againsi-which all 'enlightenment!
is impotent. T T e e
o/ o

P, 4#24: 1In ghort, Fe tarlalism constantly overlpel’ history,
the fact that the @mpirical founditions from derivellalil human
ideas have been er farTas Feurbach is a -
matorialist, history does not exist for him, and insofar as he considers
histoyy, ho is not a materialﬂsj (Ibid, 43 ff',; tr Pascal 35 ff) ,

\J P 8: . Thus, whersas Feurbach remained a figwe of a drama written
N g E]
\

P, 418: 1Ir other words, the fact that men are dependent upon their

circumstances and nevertholess constantly succeed in overthrowing them

can only mean that h ractice by-its very natufe leads to and resuits
%m an overthrow of existing clrcumstances and the creation of new and b

P leas liﬂited—ona_a;——mirts‘ﬂxyﬁ-tho—aenmn—ldaolog Mary without furthar

“~ ado Tdentifien ”MMMW (CCHMEW IIT,38 tr.

U’)' scal,28 ff.where there 1s a ¢laar parfiliel between "explainins practice
from-the idesa” and "criticism as the(Bving forcs 6 history," on the one
kandand>Fexplaining the férmation of ideas from material practice,* and
revolgution as the moving force of history,'on the other hand,) 14484
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THEDRY AND. FU\CTIC W
{pe 290 e |
Retuween. November, 1843, and February. 18hs,

eontemporary literatura on aconomic problems on Wiich ~i rot hiw
hands, He had to restrict himself to@ books dvailabla in lran*‘: and
Garmany his- n-npl:n.sh Was atill not very «ood. ’u‘ oven 8o, he riarl mornf

a r'ona*l'abln und ortaicipg, 1 one considers that
ha ”aFg,s‘gy‘,'Lut.s Sp()nt morv than two months.
% the Holy Pamilv. .

322y v In shord, ¥ 'x chms@ accuse jagel. of having traa..fd labor
it was a thought activity, —iather, he accuses him of having in
the L’hﬂnomonole. v deseribed human history in torms of a dialectic_of .
™ conseltiGness, not A, torms of dialectic of Iabor, shen he says that the
7 Galy Ixbor-whibh Hesgel rocornizas is abstract montal labor, he has in

xind the of th%‘panomenology anl in faet of Hegel's wnole

philosoph¥, not thu pass Tagor in tha Phenomenology and other
writings by Hdezel, Tor whht iarx wants to say is that degeltls -
 deacription of the movement of self~consclousness is an adulterated (
'doscrir..tion of the historical rovement ol labering humanity."

it

N A R TR T T 2

R

(p. 323) © "Moracver, harv ¢lnims that the very fact that degel! i'.ranslates,'!
the real dialectie of laborinz humanity. into.a.dialectie of . a._menta.u.y
\ ring self-consgiousnass’ ia itgelf a reflection of alienated 1aboi, 7 F 5
gg is?io_kr} man belisves his own mird- to ha a divina antity e
# ecause in real 1life he aliehatal from the produci.s of
“-- hig Tife activify ~ that is ‘labor ? Hacel's descriptionsk: of history
' ‘movement of ‘a mentally latorl el ~congcionsness- g but |
PS5 eetif-toution .ol Thomafenatotmizy ST tho wm-ld thinking /
golf-alisnation.” | .

{p. 343) "Marx never touchos upon_ these texts in which degel explicitlym

takes up tha subject of labor. ) analy{:..as the siry the -y

Phenomenology as a- whole and 1A 1at it-contains an<a ig;;a-ted S
ﬁ_qript}_g_rx_n.t) lianataDJ \bor ts L) San alienatej))ascrlp ion of ‘the

'(. ranséendence fanated labo Yy "dentj?"lne man with self-con- -

sclousnoss, Hezel had deseribad the (a enatioa of the human egsonce’ as .

an alisnation of self-consciousness. (o WoreaEs then, thatin ~Iarfol

'the whole process of the uithrirawal of alinnatiin is nothing but the

history of the produztion of ..1or-ica..L. sprculative thourht."
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