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Andrew Levirie's apa'logia for Althusser in RA, aftexr lst series in BA, Vol.III, A5 .
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. -~ yeaneral form of the historical exlbiancesgt the dnions
- -epiE - PUSTON VX TH.& THE HORKERS 'MOVEMENT " 2414 mot Aip either concreto
W olaus struggles or OCgR.,or perties.c «AND THEREFOR: 1T IED "“RONGEY"
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EXTRANEQ torts themselves, And indead Althussex’s debt is certainly
- 5 PSYCHOAXRIYSIS. ZLINGUISTICS ~-understood as- instsnces of a certain
(STRUCTURALIST)genre of SCIENIZFIC(I)diacctise.cs,
e e e e e ‘Mexrx is important, in Alt's .
view, principally for having founded & new science &a new phil.te science
whoseg ‘object '=~the, capitalist mode of prodese-= - o
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“To e précisd what Althusser rejects is the notion of
is5', of an essenvis 1ty of whiclk humen. soclety. thuman_history are
1 Vexpression’ JFor +h_éariy -Murx-this essentias unlwy is lsocated in the™>
human-sut ., Or,mone_precisaly,. dn.the.-prol »-historigél form in which
“thia- psdentiBLly husan sibj. of History 18 presented . JRRIRRATLY '
"For /A,Lb.ih:.a acet.of Zhe wnity of thedpith 23 rev.praxis is a result of
A - - elantific; specifi ~-®"1declogical’ coriception of society
ETIL) Ki ITS FRE~sclen & predecssocs, the consaptlon of totality {social &
. i historieal)in Mx's mature fritings is one (AILYs HICH unity, FAR FRCM
i being the axprescive our sp 1tual unity-off Lel iz & 2 is constltuted by
g certain -COMFLEXTTY; it is a STRUCTURED LyreLor vhat is to be regarded

) a8 5 or elements of a relatively AUTONOMOUS sort’ (HCaD 372 0e .
=, L afe6lyihus what 1s traditionally designated ‘superstructursl’ is as for
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X sophies of praxis, expressive of socicty's eco.relations. RAT THE
4 SUPERSTRUCTURE IS CONCEIVED AS. CONSISTING OF RELATLVELY IND,L.EVELS, RELATED
TO THE PASE IN DETERMINANT & SPECIFIABLE WAYS. As argued in On Contrad.
. the eco,level as such is gdr _‘dominant® in & gﬁ sorial formation,
!} The Hogelian dial.in Alt'E wiew is incaparle of rendering the distinction
dominant ideterminant contradictions intelligible. /

7 p.62 "It is the process of prod.of an oRj.of knowledge (Gen.III) from some still
(fwivnrins conceptual,tho pre-scientific 'aBAW MATERIAL® (Gen.I) in virtue of some
O ‘determining labor of transformation”Gen.II. In 7Alt's view it is pre-

s#axur cisely the relative ind.of the th.level that accts for the possibility of
of a genuinely mat.theoretical practice as we find in the sclence of his.mat.”
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