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ailiths. 5tupid ﬁooks '{-.ha.t meke. claim +o being ar:lgina.l. and *omlé
£xyreas -aozething new that : iqone olse has mean , %rdl Gould®s ig tops.
d.ity. (Incidentally, even in. lrying 4o attritute an. nlology to Marx, she'-
tadnly, '}d "b. o clain that she alone did it, in view of the feet ihtat
X - Inkaca' speat something like § of a oentury to rwove that Marx
,hing callad “&Ocail Ontology" ‘s he never did finish |, but what he did
4 maesive, not 1o mention profound and serious than vhat she did.. AN
fall in hhe abyss of sociﬂl_ynecase.ury izbor time, os if it wers,
< stelalism rather than capitalism ! She doos him one better by
'pau.!d:xg c: time without any hint wha.tsopver thai, she. lmows tho histaric

aning of 4t beyond Heidige,er ).

‘this rexl ly flic
. totah'by of Ma,m. ,wha.t 3% dodn er (
Ahe Griaidrdsse and tha'b not in ‘its to

. lowe:.ed to the econonic ma.m"_ { Gnulea:iss g
part_‘qf‘an“ individual within

hig cha.pterfp(pp 1-39) . (prO-SB} ."The Gntolow of I 1o,
olog:; and"the-Dialectis of Time" , uot .only . has Aot
. the very. specdica.lly sccic.l.iy neﬂessary labor: time }’m' i
Cas. opposed to Marx's concept of "{ime . r
s sub:je"t Miéars some resembla.nce to- Heidigger
T:Lme.. For Heldigger, tpo, time originate
by activity' @fbﬁicﬁ is- exa.c’oly lik.
a. r#semble..ce to revolutica (p 261). ‘

~At least hers 'shé*ad_mits that farx said nothing like that and it wasn®
- Yy lived in 2 differenct periods, {ut, "the Poregoing
e.La‘bortt'!.on of a tnmry of time:suggested in. the Grundrw.sse boes beend vihat.’
“Marx expli citly says." And by being she obviously means she recnnstructed. Ha.rx .
‘80 profdundly hat b of bemg .only "implicit” she hda. 'I:rulv mada i+ avh‘l-\c-“- P

The@ cha.pter, " Toward a alabor Theory of Cause: ACtion an
Cdn Ma.rx's Soclal Ontology* (pp 69 to 100) repgeats her favorite woxd,
- and in this case hﬂr ‘Teconstruction "of what T am c&ll:l.ng )

fas an on'tolog:. th oryqﬂs no less t Mitts: zg?c\ y Antemmal Pe.
-lations, "and; (this &, discussion of how’ 3 a.ccord:.n; o~ the onto ogleal - .
‘reality of- labor a8 cause gives ¥ © the aprearance of oa.use and effect, as | -
“an external and reif:ed ralaticn in a glven historical peried, namely'that of‘ o
cepitalism, Mark’s thoory. of aliena.tion will be important here." (n. ?l)




tilﬁ_rou get o dh I o
‘ Q Jj;atic Tha bth. in. "7he. Ontology- of 'Fraedenit. Do
tfi-'z'-ﬁ‘reed a.nd .the. Ef@8gerics of ‘the Sgolsl Tydividuals? T would bé: dnipoeaibll
2 hat that magMivicent iquatation: on "absolubo movement ‘of beconing® . |
| m.mt_i Pieos. to PER,"Ip, 488 in the Grund..isea) could: sosaibly bé misunderstosd
Iny shel manages b make 'Preedon 5o dead and abstract that:you eee: not & single "
. bt & ok’ of ur{;a.niza.tion" MIn. the. t‘ﬂmd.rinse Ma.a:'t sees’ Preedom at
storicauy “though - dif’m'en'h sha.gea of sooizl orgapization.'-’ (X might.."
aven &g "J.uly by Hegel ns she does by lia.rx a.nd exper-ia.L 6n-on the' .
maa'hm-slwe mleot in the. Phanomerim.o_ﬂ.) e ‘

ha.pf::er. Just-ice, iy rea.lly oo idiotic’ to even, try to smam:is
: -.Laaps-'- lly'when you :considar thet the - very: :Eirst sta.temant of Harx,, nhetb& quw'
&y - i ‘-




