He ?’as a goad many fa;ts and quotations from Gmsci. and 15 obaeetiw .
about' pmsenting Gmsci‘s View, wheTeuyon at the and. he tedos to

bang u Gﬂn C-ramsci's shoulders nothing laaa than anti—Lenlniau.
and vary nearly, anti-proletarianism. And nhile 1t's supponod 1 ba

tota.litﬂ.rianized to. the full,, on revo].uti.on --\!:ran_j‘ S..ehamm

elosi.te and New Ieft, a.nd ca'-:le
w_ ik Wag: pu-‘.»hiwn\ V ;
wbat thg work was a

3; Maas Gdnsciouaness and Revolution 1

(4 a_ F‘a.otory Gounci).s: Nucleus of the 'Naw State
sy The:

o

In ‘the- lst chapter, he more or 1aaa folluws uhat

S 2 sent as his _p_lu.__ﬁaophv--esnacinllv .the_an e

ot Absolute Historiclan and Absolste Humanies AN, p.ii6s), ana while-
"_neps dragging 1t towaxds Marcuse or " the moderns”, he sticks ta .

the pﬁilosophic-politica being the center of Crameci. On p-35. Q“Otas

' . f'rom PN, pp.hou-os, that 'which 1 had quotad on philauophy leading to -

a.ction.




2aptualize every&zing Ha does mtmduce ‘you, however. to Gmaci'
original interpreuaf.tion of " and the 3rd FCI Congreas 1n Luone

.,ukacs “eifiotl eongciuuaneas: "In fact,
Thrius rather than Tdsologlesl " ‘stavility
icas tha m'i.e for zuost of" Bgﬁppea.n history" (p.%) Hs’ 2lgo ainglea L
sci's gres.'l:ar concern . with women’s. sfmggleu aga:lns paf:.rlamhal--
r is def talyi-,
, of. the proleta.riat :
&pd spediall "the womon, 1t 13 by no men.ns total. Hhen Bagge,

-

o - In Chn.p*er 3. or.. 8, ik ; _nd Re
he has 4 nuo..-'dton frea fizazsal beww he”va ‘a urist{l@.ﬁ/
i "This"means that every
revolution has bee ceeade hy an intense la.hor of . social vc::j.ti.c:a‘mn, i
1 - of eult penet.ration and diffusion” {(p.59). . The beginning of the.
C’\'E;ﬁ:mies - onoe the M0 —nd. b;;rr 4071521, vetween the 5¢ ctaria.nism of-.._, ‘

_ sci'w position v:hich fi-
na y gots fme of both of them and bccomea the dominant one, starts -
a.t that Leone Gongresa, whersupon hi urfto—¥taly, he gats e.rrested o
' (Took up pp.63-64 especily,) J{ﬁq : o




is the beat cha.pter in the .een

S




Pr(b{ Pindev sm
. © Thig Special Issue #100 of NLR has a seripus ?5-page ,
‘staldy of Cramsct $Tha AntAnonteuoT-ATEORIE TEESSR'| by Pexty
Anderson, its edltor. But it is # so "total” that it is dif-
ficult to single out what is central and -how_he d.oes maua.ga_tq__ ‘
ha.ve not only endleps ta.l.,: of: ["the uhole theo he two strategies >
_bm; also uxembu.rg ot/ see, howevet. Pwha . she s ta.lki'*-g
. a.‘bout—-the difference. betwaen @tion and narliamentarism:-g
1g rela ed to Gramsci' "war of posi+10n" a:nd ’fwar of movement.

tween the rEOnes

Py y N i _l
,ju’é‘t this” issue in‘1910 Was p ciaa Y

2 entary Wegtor::
's. refusal of mass strikes and his
She rejected., Kauisky's descripti.on
LThe picture of a chaotic, ‘amorph i and pri.mitive'
: ‘Ruasian workere “wx,..is a flowe
olitical 'baclmrdness but advance that disti
: ~the mumpﬂ.... working .cla.ss.

for the’ unitary leader-
X : 3 2 i.re, were so 1ittle 'amor-:
phoua and p:imitve that in dnring. strength, sol:ldarity, per!sistence,

‘material’ achievements. pmgzﬂf%?i‘ve :goals e ga.n inizational successes,
they can g calmly be set by the sﬂ-I"" of any .’ ast d...-opean' tmde-‘- e
union movement." 6l -

"once begins with: the concept of hegemony and the ich finally
brought Gramscl serioursly to the attention of the Left, He see':s to

think that the archale and 1nzdequate appar-tﬁs of Croc& and. Machiavelli

as Gre.rusci'a Eramework ag« is the same as the"old vocabulary" of Marx R
beginning with Hegel and Smith, and Lenin with Plekhanov and Kﬂuts}m

Now let's return to the beginning, p. 5 C}n Anderson at
Cs




- »as ds*‘initel not archa!.c since it had to dea.l with those paople.' h'ha'b‘ \
g valuabla in, Andarson a nnalysis is that his takes, placo 1nthe fmrne~

‘mgumomr Was :r.memat:.ona.uzeu_)as tne Pa.y the proleta.ria.t would‘win

ovar “the semi—proletaria.t and the peasantrv., a.nd thie aounds comct.

Sl

B

Stil in Gmsci‘e ¥y the t.oncept 1a useil jna multitude of ways.
d - : .
What Gramsci deﬁ.nitaly included which wag new) was c@ that is to
: — T T

say, that it wasn 't just the Pa.rty that would help the ;mletariat :Ln

. itj accendancy over ofher cl?.ssea, ‘but the @ttle mc', .aoas.} He qnotes
" Gramsel (see PN, pp.181-182, esp. regardi the uniss a\ot"only of -
o “-(nn- i/yﬂ imae 1 ;{)/ /.. 'l’fr’ i, //ﬂ/)(,/y(;

/

Fes 'mw«. Mu( Mﬁfu




o Qpn e 20, Amloraan geta to Gmmsci‘s extension of tha concept ..
ony.dt‘rom 1ts belng a pempcctiva in a workers' atate. of horker

-peusant' {0 thar. of 'the working cless in a bourgeoia .:evolution _
' 2 feudal onier Snd)’to the mechan-sm of ‘bou.cgeois rule over

‘ cisel,y put, the reduction of Grams\.i's revolutionary. theory, the pl-ilo-

. sophy _Qf_m,__’gﬁx__a_claaa conpronise directly @@ post-WWII, wors the -
Left Socialistu. ‘Anflerson refers: ‘to a PSI theordst Giuseppe ’l‘a.mbt.rrano m a-

_ (g._ygywuu.ucauo But L an aure “that is exaclty what’ motiva.tad mi:ii B.‘Wﬂ 5
"y 1959 when I was: there.) ‘ ‘ , . g :

' o Q_p_j__,je has a good critique of Emest Handel's

La.te Ga.pite.llsn, though he steted® vary nidly by- aaying that EH's oonoept_ e
pf the cult of the exparts is & "miscdnception” but in fact it's & dmen o
sight more than_,_a.,\misconcap__;gg as it shows that he, EM, is the cne that.-..

“of “Tecnnolofy 18- e ‘speciric” rom«or buurgeois ldeology in late . cs.'plto.ll s

am."” (1C, .501)

14600




PA quc tos Gramsci (p.h 33); "In reality civil a.acisty agd. St«mte '

a:ce one arid ﬁhe saIna " (BFN. "D 16034r the section on “Sone theomtical
- "mwmo_
c.“and practical aspacts cf economism  from Modem Prince

s

[

o PR The theory of. mtsllccfual can alao be i‘ound beginning
with P. 44y under the subheading "The Balance Betmaen Coe:ci on aad Gon-»

’aent., I'm sorry I sald this because’ .‘l.t turns out t}-at though he r.a.ll.,

Gramsci’a theory cf 1ntel..eatuals as the most immrtant and.. ihat 1t
actually haé "o equal within Marxism" (ftn. 84 p.ua), he himself,
dcesnft’ aeirelop st Tha'!- failure to. develop this. so-called :
intelle ual alsc means that his next au'bhpadiro-. A ccmparison B

part ‘this relates toth "ﬁcéﬂiuﬂs{:{c;}igai aotions of;t ‘the
A Hhich'Lenin atte.cked a.s infantile.;.and L .‘..a.L.wlh*a. ursly
’méchantcal:’ concepti.on ‘of proletarian'rsvolution (p., 7
Granisey! take up tn*s'criticiam of' Lenin's Hith ‘Whigh

war of position."' ' See.
dha.t ha h trylng to- esta.blish. it is’ very clear, 1s the
d -for &’ united front with cther tendencies, and it ccntmues be: s
ca.use he's a0 opposed to -the third perlod, (Ka.utsky called it "yap
of@{trition" and it ms directed against RL's general’ strike and
. had ncthing on ea.rth to do tth a.ny'thinx ther're dlsxmmﬂlm- }:c.,..,

“éither in time or concept, 50 I have no ided why he's drag‘ging_in ':
RI.'s 1910 fight with KK.) : : :




#hu the 1905 Revolution soes on for more

: . : . '

Ihe conclusion ﬂnn:l 1y comes on pp.?5-?8. Andarson refe.r.'s

tﬂeen If'uka.cs_and Gramsci, and 13 9.11 busy. with pzoletartan strateg-;_
which, i1 1t's‘reducaa to 2 m o ma.nauver AT to m forget the"uii
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