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ALTENATION by Richard Schacht, Doublday, New York, 1971

Walter Kaufmen's Introduction, outside of showing his super~big

ego, and despite all his erudition, takes advantage of the fact that gince
Marx's Humanist Essays weren «3. until Fro
popular in the 1940s, P2y any attention to Marx's Essaye
a5 Mairx GIVESSNIEIW ot only wrote them, but as they influenced all hig
teresting is that meamvhile it is
that Hegel's

become part of
3, tut here it is (p, xvii)
Lhat | (alienatiod) geined entrance into
1losophical Fictionaries,” How e dos¥ pTve ¢ =, though
- thev8, 155, e Writes "ihe cne great exception confirms this view",
‘The "one great exesption" refers ta Marx's 1844 Mss., and “this view"
rafers to the fact thet despits Alienation being se crucisl and listed as
such in Phendmenology, it was not Paid attention (1.0, sirgled '

" the most seholarly expdrts on the question, . Thu ormann Mo
1. mofor his DESWENE

it in four~velume Hegel-Laxikon' .
] did not include it in the scholarly adition of Fe omenology
g in his 8 inmensely J.neg‘rnod Horterbuch dey hilcsopbischen

Erifed(2nd ed., - 4
The otler interesting point in thisIntrodiction 45 that he shows

. that the Young Hogal of Iukacs was,in part at losst, (1.¢, the final section
W :Eﬂtiussemng } written as“an elaborate attempt at s'a:';t‘e:}.:z'i:.:i.t‘icntion“ {pe xix).

" . (That same page (xix) has real examples, however, of how Jgnorant
prudition can be, espscially when you are as hogtile to Marx as Keufman,

because he now says that gince Marx's-—es=a: v tlishedby“Mare, himse
(#a% not o be—fomne=—in—ttia (G oks Marx, himself, published¥) which lﬁppens
‘Fa“a"beolntaly wrong, bacaise osophic expresaion—in"Capitel had not
baen trasnalted correctly and the 1857 Grundrisse is full of thwm and Kau

has no need to read it only in English translation, and always pretends to
have read it in German, ) ‘

As for this Doctoval Thesgis of his pupil, Bichard Sehucht, wha

.- Writes a 204 nege Yook, VSry nvariy everything being on the Iinguistices

and nearly nothing whatscever on history, and yet be Judged to have the most
ing & written on a very nearly
an do that is beyond mae, Insofar as the
s sluar that it 4s
ce (mainly on the 1963 Bottomore
translation, end one early German, and naturally not a word abeut’) me) that,
1- Oon p, 74, he says that the mss, “are the last (sict) writings in which
the term, alienation, Iigures at all centrally”. I suppoge m"contrally"
85 supposed to protect his flanks, even as the "explicit references to
alienation" are supposed to be "dErisive ones" by his quoting out of cantext
references in the Com, Man., in German Ideclogy, when in fact these were directed
to the neo-Hegelians, not to Heogel,

2- On p, 280, he then 8085 into the essay on the Jewish Question, and he actg

as if that essay preceded, instead of following, Marx's Critique of the Phil, of

Right.
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3= Tha book is a 1970 publicat"l.onl thero i=s no rofarence to the Grundrisee
‘ so as to maka it appsar (Af Schech knew ‘ebou the Grundrisse, which I ‘doubt)
i 1844 Mss, were the "ast" of Marx's writings., -

ll»- 'I‘ha furmisst of 3.11 iz when ho begins to talic on Jabor, as if there is
no nhmtion af that, whon Marx- bacomas thoe aconomﬂ‘bt.

5= The stupidost of =1l rewarks is on p. 118, where obvicusly -~ at least it'a
obvicus to Schzoht, -- Marx .is supposed to put away his essay on the Jewish
Qusstion "bocause he realived it accomplishes nothing, he does not suggest
-4t 3n a zubcequent written manusoript" -—- "It” is supposed to refer to the
alisnation experionsed in religion., This is climaxed on p. 120 o the
quaeation of Harz' "applications” of the term alienaticn as his “"aljonation
_'syndrom" : ' 7 ' '

16"'- . one.fin al word. The ftns to chepter 3 have three references o

F-amerhnoh, 4 peferencos to Hegel, 1 refarence to Hook, 1 to Tuaker, amd

-only.2 veferences to Marx, himself, which is actuslly 1 since both zre to tha

- Early Essays; and 2 other +o tmmcn for which he eredits Engels as
clvauthor Lo -




