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he: topl for today, Marx's ,Debt to Hegel[ ‘nelther merely academlc,-.
FEEIB only to the. historicsl period of Marx's 1ifetime,. -
Afrlics to Hungary the strugsle for freedom hsa’ trnnsrormed
rea;ity snd’ pulled Hegellan disi<ctlcs: out of” nc:demic halls and

tﬂ?{,w books to the 1t vins s..age of hlrstory. _

It 13 true that this transrormatton cf Hegel 1nto a contem"orary has-
been vis Marx, - But one needs only lcok st Russian Compunism' attack:

‘on_thﬁﬂﬂ&ﬂgm:t:" Hegel to sée thst they are perverting Marx and,;,.-

atove ali, fighting W -to suppress the strugzles of freedonm azainest
“tnelr state capitzllst rule, It 1s because they reco:znize ‘the ‘
so-zalled mystical Absolute, "the negatlon of th negstion”;s3 the
“revelutisn asainst themselves, thst Hegel ‘remaina so alive end .
‘worrisome tc theRussian. rulers today, Ever since ‘Zhdanov in 1947’
dem.nd:d that the Roassisn phi’o;ogh;rs find "a new-dlslectlcsl: 1:«
thdt of "eriticizm and self-criticlsm" to replace the Hegellam law -
contradiction, and through the 21st Congress of the Ruselsn ;
G cunist Perty Where Khfushehev was declsred "the true humanlﬂt"
the attack en both Marx{and hlq egclear lndebtedness to Hegsl)and
Hegel s the alieged mystic ha been continucud, . One thing these
intellectusl bursaucrsta sensc correctly --HEG*L' CONTEPT OF. THE
ABSOLUTE AND THT INTERIATIONAL STRUGGLE FOR FREEDCM ARE NCT A3 FAR - .
“APART AS WCULL b"IH C\ THE SURFACE, The Iupal and the Reul 8re never.
fsr agart. . . o . : = : -ﬂ._N
It 13 this wach Mapx gained l’e fr:m Hegel It 1= tbl‘-whiﬂn rs%blcd
t&tax:kaﬂ ths younz Marx, onie he troke from bourgeols soclety,
to break alsoc Wlih the vulgar communists of his day who thought that
one negeticn.-the abollti*n of nrivate property--woulcd apell out a
new soclety, . He inslstéd--and thils agsin 1s centrsl to Hegel's
chl‘ouoyhy--that th= alienstion of man does not end with atolitisn
of ' private proverty. ‘uniesg what 1s mest-allen of all--thc, later.
of man. &s #n ajpendage to @ mf chine--1s sbrogated, pwﬁ?kﬂ the gl-cr“
of_xneﬁégiive force of ca.itaiist soc'ety--cxtract‘on of suroplus

“volue--12]c¥WF@="th- fuli.and rreedbvelopmart of the imdlvidusl,

—someth'ng isolsted in heaven, tut az

prm—-","" A

 Thé'b1ur1;ﬂ:men51ona1 in.Heael hic sresuscositt o t ‘ “
€ uri- ) _ on_ Qi nc by N
caproitles of man to griadp tharsuszh to the "Atsolute™ ; tqiaintlnltc :
¢ dimension of tae hugs
.&gggaggxﬁhrxLthzxaxhxtrhnmzwxxxﬁndxtuxzhxa;nizm axtxx# cn tgiEtin“-
garth is:in thc fuil humanlst trsdltloh Woth ol those who preceded
i and those -who Lollowed, n;;xcixtixxxnxx. To my mind, 1t is "

wrong, however, to conslder He:el's Absolute a3 & rentatement

r

enriched. it 1z tr . o
Abcoldtes.‘ ue, tut =8 rént-temfnt neverthelezs of Aristotle! s




3'hé~£€éé Aristot‘c 11véd tn' & =cc;ct3'“'sed‘cn“slaverr‘“h's Abeolutes
- had ‘to bF thet o“-"Fure Ferm"--ming of m&n v*u’é meet m*nc or god
iﬁnd contemplute hok moncrcur things erec,

Dﬂ ‘the other hend, bEuﬁUEe He cl'r Lbiolvtes emé*dte out'of the
Freroh Rrvolut161 which _ut &n end to er*dcm, the Bcnrsm.n, &5
.Hegel:put 11. “"niniﬁu a2 miné of his ovn", Hegel's sbsblutes . .-
bresthed: the 1y e£ir of freedom., Even when KrpmkxXYTFEZ one :ead
- Abzolute Mlné es God,; no OneE -Cin GECIDE. the esrthy quﬂlity of the .
cerkby-el thcorq snd prsciilce and presg threug ‘n to the Ak-clute
ﬁeulit3 £5. man _'Ltﬁ;nmert of tetsl frecdcm.'-nner znd outer,. '

r»reedom 15 samftn-ﬁh one gets by cvcr*ominu boncagc'unc the -
srocees: of &segulring freedom man gstE to knew &l his true otenﬁcl--*f‘
ities, Frecéoxr il not only his cint cf ccaartnrp in tergor-l

‘kistory. It 1s his foint of return ip Dyil;t

‘This is uh_t zakes him &0 bDntEmyerEry. This 1ls the link not '
onlj uith Magsxxw:wxzxxxnixxnnts: butwour cay- Lo :

_-*;--'~ -;-;mesx hxﬁ?!!tﬂmautmtx AS Lenln éiécbféred during.
. 5y : time of the oul~-
teliet Internationnl zt the tim i the L :
"b?gaﬁot}ngzilgfrﬁgelagien we returned to the :hl%ozap éia{?ﬁ?iZtionsiJ
: lement © €
in Hegel, the revoluticnary ¢
':ﬁeyzzilizperimpgceé uycn HeLel t3 Yarx- it 1=.1n Hegel h‘muelf
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~There are academlclans who' likewlece consider Marx so strang
a progeny-that, where they do-not deny indebtedness of Marx to Hegely :
Earhdo,m_Ktﬁemphatigally,etress.pervarsion'to the point .of non-recognltlongik
wWhetheyr"the (shock of recognition will come. upen.us at the end of.: 2
x.romaina to be seen, but "1t -is clearly dlgcernible in Marx.

.. There are two stages of absorblng &nd trsngqgndLng,Hesel-iﬂ ¥arx's
flntéil&ntualfdeyelopmgnt.-.Thé.flratﬁis,when-ha:breaks,wibh_the';
. xoungPﬂegeliansﬁnndnunm:xﬂ; A NEzyRtpEisendand ascuses .them -
- of. dshumenizing the idea, It was'Lngtheiperiddﬁélaﬁgyheﬁ'he”wrotq.
otk his.Griticism of the HeEelian‘PhiloSQQh{'Of”Rishtﬂand the .,
cfitiﬂue'of:thc'ﬁegelian Dialectici-Inmthe:firstfsssay,'in3stat1ng
That 'Fen makes Teliglon; religion does  pot .make man,,. Man is 0o, oo .
. abstract telng,:squattlng outslde the world," he discovers his material-i
15t outlocks "It iz not the coneccl-usness pf‘man?that:determines:. \
thelruexrstence,]but,"on the- contrary, thelr soclal exlistence that.
determines thelr existence.", btut that that is no ecenfining wall..
to the "subject" striving lo remske the.world can be seéen-from his
own anever as to why @id he Marx, becone & radical, ' "To bé & radiecal,"
wrote Marx, '"is to-grasp’ the mstter by its recot, Now the root of ..~
“manklnd is man." . . ‘ ﬁ SR :

'_Idéss'dolndtlfloatjsdmewhere between heaven and earth outside of
. the brain.in the head of the tody of man living in.& certain. ¢
.. environment: and st @ specific historic period, Indeed Hegel himselfl -
-ybuld*be_1n¢omprehensibl€ 1T we di¢ not kecp in: front ef our mwinds ...
- Jthe historlc'pérlodgim which he lived—~that: of the¥rench Revolution
. and,Napbleop;'“It.isathls_;elf-movement fo men making thelr own -
‘history thst gives the drive to the Hegellsn dislectlic, . -7 o

It iz true thst Hegel hilmself treated objecilve history as- 1f that
_-were;themdévelopment of some worlé-spirlt, and tregteqfaelf-develdpa
“ment of ming -ds 1f the head could” indeed be diajqinteéxirom_the.',.';
. body, but.thé greater truth 1s that he had hls’ pulse on~human history.
. both present and past sné indeed thls bond of continulty pi :present .
‘. apd-pest, ‘in. which you' also see .the attresction exercised by:the
: fgture;on_the»preaent, Ye the malnepring of the. dialectlic, AS.. . -
~-your. J. Bailie has put 1t:HWhen he introduced the PHEVOMENOLOGY OF -
“MIND: R T o e T
. s "Movements of human history which have merked epoche ln the 7.
development'-of-the-human rsce are treated 23 typleal or permanent -
embodiments of attitudes of mind....{1it is)the 1life history of the
human spirit.' o A T

1% is this grest work of Hegel--which remalne. & landm&rk in all
humen thouvghout for any ané every &#ge, ours c¢swzecially--thet Marx
~undeeptook to anelyse to settle hils debt to Hegel., Marx was not . ]
‘one to-forget his intellectusl debts elther to classleal politiesl -
“economy or vhilosophy, especlslly the latter, without which as :
his elogest collighorator, Friedrich Enrels puts 1t, "there would

have been no sclentific eoclalism." : S .
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_marx s ﬂrlthue of Hcsel 13 &t t ic ssme tlme the sreatest tribute

to that “most encyclopeedic mind of Europe and. & critiqué of the "

most -serlous of the materislist crities of Hegel- Feuarbnch who R
hed regarded "the negation or the negstlion only &8 the. cont“adiction- I
of - philosophy with 1ltself, Marx, on the other hand,: shows thst - -
principle to/ 'be the: expreasion of ‘the movement of history itselfg i
Rlbelt  in atstract form, &nd proposes "to explain the ecrlitical form
of this movement which 1s stiil uneritical in Hegel." First, and:

most impgortesntly, =ays Marx, to the extent that the PHENOFELOLOGI

bolds fast *to the alienat on- of Man .. N
H o
O u"*-{c.. ﬁ\-!:‘\“"' '
- ~,

\ ij f E

" Iv:is true that hesel worked out ali thF cnntradictions in- thought
alone “hile in lﬁﬁe gll contradictions remained, multiplled, 1ntensi'1
;ﬂuﬁu&:ﬂ#nxaig Bioss struggple 484 mnot abollsh contradictions, "
those contradictions sy plegued soclely and its thinkere, who, in .
.the view. of Marx,-only bccsme "prize-fighters" for capitalist 1deolosy.:
But,first, Marx did pot 'sepsrste Ldeology snd economics &s if the. - ’
latter were -the smmiy fundsmental snd the former mere "show",  Marx's
cententlon: 1s thet they -are both agareal g5 life-=-throughout CAPITAL,
a8 we 'shall show in =& moment, . Marx castigates: the "fetishism of
) ,commodlties“knot ‘because these relatlone of production ggnar
-._C;s-mere“hthings but becaus@®ithat is what - indeed’ they arog-
0 _ preverse“are himan reiatlons-under. capitaliamthat
Machine 1s mnstpr oI man; not man of machine.

Marx =] maln point was that the drlvlng force of the dialectic was-

‘man himsell; not Jjust his thought, but the whole of. of man, .and that,

. whereas the capltallist and bourgecis ideologists, bCCRUaE of thelr:

" place in 'production which makes them defend the status guo, heve a |
felee 1690103 the pro;etarlat becsuse of hig his plece ip productlon,
1a the negatlve principle" driving -to resolution of contridictions, .
is,as Lukaca put- it, "both ruhjrct and object of 'lie proper knuwlcdsg.'
The unity of thg E and “'praxis' is then only the other face of - : ’
the histor*cal?a? u}tlon which makes eelf-knowledge snd knowlédge

- ¢oluncide," ST . :

In & word, 1f we @re to return to "pure" philosophlc language,
s&ns the clees atruggle rezllity, Marx accused Hegel for not haviaog
truly surmounted the duvality of thought and belng, of tkeory and

"preectice, of sublect und object; of having remsined a prisoner of:

-Kant on thlas declslve polnt and that hls dlulectic wrs thus simple LT
mpppegrence,  pure phenopenoly thet had not gone to-the nctual,.Lnterior"
dislectlic of the historic process, snd that he, Mzrx, was. carrying
to ite concrete, sctusl mcsning thc Hepellan conceptlon of a -
spirit-phenomenon,
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Marx alu noi - Know the youny Hegel, b&gﬁxwﬁhsxxhxﬂxxsttrmdxxsxhixﬁx
-k #ﬁhﬂ:ﬁ Only ocomperatively recent discoveriss heve uncovered- .
‘Hegel's 'Plyst System and, in seeing Hebel bn his -Fi rat System before
ke esecaped to his 1vory towar, we can see that Hegel's. descriptionj'
of . industrial lsbor 1s indecd rcminiscent oi Varx._ Tt 1is Hegel,:
not Marx ‘who wrotes: . T B

"The more™d hnnized labor becomea, ‘the Lleas
vn~ue 1t has ond the more the :indilviduel must toll,.,,The:value
““of "labor decreaser in the ssame proportion -as the productivity of . :

leborincresses.,,Phe faculties of -the indlvidusl are Anfinttely =
© Yestrieted. end the conscleousnees of the factory: worke; 1s degfrded
‘te the lowest level of dullness'/ Hegel could not-see the. positive.
_ipn-that negative<-ikat the very deprivation” of ‘hlg human semses .
“would drive the degraded lator "to 'seeck univcrs.lity“-—are abendoned -
. his: Firet -System, T mysels’ think there 1s no more dramatic moment
’_1n intellectusl history %inen.that whesre the young Hegel, having

described the phenomenon of allenated lebor under: canital*sm,'
-turned nwny from 1t 'never to return o it in this form.

,It 1a this which Marx savcd snd developed--anc the actual proletarian

} revolutlons which were nct chpraateristlc of Pegel 8 tlme. but were-
ofiMarx's ‘helped him eee where that othrr genius could not see if

- eéven he had not compromiued with Pruse anism nxgabanomﬁﬁqxuaxXxntX'
"m,z$s¥txahx&ﬂesghxxx . - -

But those Marx*sts who see Hegel only a5 8-:state. pﬁiloaopher, who
- conmnlder ‘Hegel, without ¥Marx,-is pure glbberish,. and. that when -
Marx stood Hegel 6n nis feet where he previously was-standing on'
his-hesd, Marx proves that he thereby took Fonly" the dlalectlc

‘method’ uaderataﬂd neither Marx nor Hegel, 3uaxsh§;xtxxzaxxt fall
into the commuhist trap of keeplog Marx lmp*iscned in etate-vs.u_
priveate property vice, sng, whet is’ worst; help: pille.up 1ntelleotual
sloth thst 1s ‘impeding the way of the proletnriat srd . youth f;ndins
1;5 way to a agq&; hew saciety bullt, on truly human founcatione.'

: o Marx s
..It is here that we. come to the second gtace of/indeb*:dness .
_'to Hegel, whieh he didn't get & chance "to write out" as he did -
* his Eerly Philoeophlc KEsssy but which he 616 realize An tbet creatlve
zct of. theorg, GAPITAL

”\-iif HEGEL' AND MAkX""PEbOLUTFS"-

ace of it it wouLd geem that na- greater contrast. indeed
Sgsg¥gt£agpposltlcn, exists then that between Harx's GAPITALtn:dd
Hegel't PHENOMENOLOGY CF MIND, und yet it hus been. rightly i a i
Lhet CAPITAL 1s e concrete Phen., thot is to say,. an tnalysti oS -
&. opecifle hiatorlc perlod, thut of oayitaliam, with ts notlions,

' T the Hegellan,
d finishad, or ‘rather broken off his Critlgque o ‘
g::iegiic. Just a; he reaehtd the Absolute ldex, Abbolute Mind, _
Although Merxists swesr by "the dlalectic"_as_method, they mean
"toolh to bec used--and 1 might «cd sbused --and not gs & phi;osophio
perppctive bosed ‘on the. unitg of thaor} -and practice.
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"It 1s not so much from ss through slavery,'

[~

.
' wrote Hegel in his
History of Philosophy, thet "manr scquired freedom, " -

It 1s true thet Hegel himself  threw & mystleal veil over his philosophy

. by tréating 1t as 8 closed onotologlesl gystem, Bul -~ ‘ I
- Rniambimparrsdedtyri iex A3ubisntd s Eeppil AXRERRLE BETHD Je separated
"himself completely from thome to -whom ‘the roed to the Absolute was "7
.pure Intulticn or belief, ‘as wlth Jacobl, or like “& shot cut of &°

plstol", & bare unity of subject &nd object && with Schelling.g8. -
TARELT 1T AR YR, g 4-2d, Dyw BrofeBetidesor.koed o Unlvensity,. -

iﬁ***?#*ﬁ!t@;g;ggﬁgﬁgﬁmaﬁﬁﬁnacﬁneee:ﬁanssesaed“objéﬁt!%ftyﬁttﬂthqﬁprﬁﬁgﬁtbf% ;
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tIndeédfit'ﬁoﬁid be a coﬁﬁleﬁe miétéading'of Hegel's philosophy were |

we to think thet his sbsolute 1s elther e mere réflgcthn of the .- R
separation betwéen the philosopher and the world of meterlal. productlon

.or_or-'that his Absolute is the empty absolute of Intuitlviste from:

Flchte to 3Schelling, wheee type of ebsirscheds,oas Prof, Baille of

lﬁ*ﬁ“?“** this Universiiy has ao brilliently put 1t, "possessed objectivity
pEREEMsEu® 2t the price of belng inarticulate,” . T

Whether, as With Hegel, Christianity is token as the point of
departure, or whether --ac with Marx --the point of departure is
~the meterial condition for freedom cresnted by the Industrial e
Rebolutlon, the eesentlel element 1s. this: mén hes te fight to gsim
freedom; thereby is revealed “the negstive cheracter” of modern
-2oclety, -Now the.oprinclpie of negativity wae not Marx's discovery--

-.Be merely"named" 1t: the iiving worker --the discof¥ery of the. -

priﬁclpléfdasiﬂegglfs;;*‘

_gérxlS'gg-discovery‘of the Absolute came out of the concrete .

‘development of capltallem itself which split the Absolute into twop:

2 (1)xiems Marx culledglthe general sbsolufe 1sw of capltalilat development,
| ANE UnenbToyEd” aPgy™ - " R Rt

That " was -the negative feature of  capltalisa thot would cause its
collapse,. - : o ‘ ) _ S
(2)But Merx saw the positive element in this negative,” the workers - -
"who would become the "gravediggers of soclety" znd &h whose aspirations’
and  zctlvity stirred "new pecsions" which made tnem the forece for the.
creétion of the new soclety and: thus bring sbout 'the negatinn of the
negatlion," ' _ o ' '

Again, "Praxis" is not Morx's dincovery--he merely deslgnated praxias
83 the clsse struggle activity of the proletarist,  Praxis in Hegel's
Ltheory, let us not forget, stinds higher than the "Idea of Cognitlon"
becsune, s he puts it, “it hss not only the dlgnity of the universal,
but is the simply sctual,” : ; g ' '

In the end 3pirit 1ltself finde thet 1t no longer is entagonistic .
to the #World kut 1s indeed the indwelllop splrit of the community, = .
43 Prof, Kroncr hes shown in his analysis oi Hegel'r intellectual
development, and az Hegel himeelf put ib ip his Zsriy works, YThe
absolute mersl toteilty in nathing eles then & pecple ..,(s0¢ the
p€opie who recelve such an element as s natural principle HAVE 3
MISSION OF APPLYING IT," (my emphasls,™
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When,Lenin, in his re-discovery of Hegel, sald that nore of the
Marxlste, himself included, hsd in the previoup Jn.century understood
CAPITAL becauge 1t is impossliltle te understand xIEE 4he- letgghapter
“without ‘the whole of the Logle, he récognlzed the need for XIx -
esch'ggﬁeggggonth relnterpret . botn Marx end Hegel for himself, L
To him, the core of . the dislectic wes +he unity of oppesites,

. For us, in 1559, 1t is the Absolute Ides, th

) e uﬁity“of theors aﬁéﬁ_:f
‘practice, the totsl outlook, the philosophy whkich comes closest - -
s dey, lmpelled him.to call rie philaso phy:

. to our day, and, in Marx'
CHUMARISM.

‘For our day,-this humanism has gelned & much Zreater urgency, The
‘Humaniam of Hegel mzy rot be the most obvloua cheracteristic, and -
in part waz hidden even Irom Marx, although Lenin in his day caught
1. in Hegel's Descritplon of the Doctrime of ithe Notion "&s the-
‘moalm of Subjectirsity OR freedom.™ g . . . .

“The gen;ﬁs_éf Hezel ﬁchiéved the seemlnaly 1mpbs$ibief
. R . ) v S f. )
!, \:;{)‘l,""'. : %-L!{

TR

it':_'19;:.th,1g-.._dizfnengwiagg_ﬁgﬂ,‘%m ‘humen personality Whiech Marx 88w in -
7 the pu¥EFrpdENixarxLiixEyx historlcal struggles of the proletaria
.“that would once and-for-all put an end to a1l class divisions. and

:-“ oﬁen”up{the¢yaBt-potgntialltles of the humon being =0 alienated

'-wlnﬁblassdec;eties;;ao.dégraded by -the divleionfbetwéen.menthLﬁnd :
mapudl;*thét-not.onryjls'thE»worker,maEe Ainto . sn apperdage of ‘@

" ‘meeknine; but_ thexsclentist builds on & princiPle.which would-lerd.’

- to ¥EX compiete. impasse. For, as he pub 3t, "To have one basls

B §orfspciet§’andfanothér for life 18 & priori & lie." - -~ = ..

o~
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