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"Quits &0 original® 1 .. for' ariginal characters in fietien,

& gnuml nr.d-r will, mﬁng‘ vtth vne, eep the m\i:mmr:f of
that day.... Thoir rarity ey at211 the more appesr from this, that,

L &a u-h..'h charactars, -mly ninglnur. inply tat s!ngu:llr igﬂnc so to
A . ‘_-po‘ak, origine) ones, truly 60, ixply original instincis, In short,

- due mmt;m £ what is to be hsld for this lurt of personage In
"".ieticn wauld mkc him nlmut ap much of a predigy there, 83 In ml hiztory
i -s in'ugd.ﬂ . & molutimi.&ﬁns pnilosuphnr, or t.he founder of a

itm rali.gion.." ‘I'ha mgim.l chl'mctsr is liko a revolving m-ummd

ugbt mﬂng iy from steal? a1l romd it - everything 1s 14t by 8¢,
'-”"uorythﬂng utlrts np torites, s thure .r Llows upen the ndoquato umeeptdm
S or suuh ;) cb.u‘c.-r. an of.foct. !n 5.1'.3 my. ak.‘m 1'4: t.hat uh_ichrin Gmosis
atunda npm e ugann:mg of thing.-!. f‘ o : SR

Bsmm Hu.vﬂlo Tha C: Confidence ‘Han
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Iﬁsert for p. 172 efter "Plekhanov ~os nili»’

-

) The smphasis that Lenin put on "dialéetic rener, as
B philosnphic scienze™ Separated him from all other poat-Mark
ﬁarxista. rot only up to the Ruseian Revolution bug alao aiter
the conquest of power.- ¥When he wrete to the editows of the pro-
jec%ad new Journal Lgl__g_;ng_gggg§;;_;;ﬁg;;;gg. asking them to
ronaidar thomaelves the "Naterialist Friends of the Hage;ian
Dislackic,” he streaasd that they nhould let Hogsl speak for hime
ﬂQIfo quoting his writings extonsivalv. ‘What wae most wanifest of
what he kad gained from the 1914-15 Hegel studiee was that the
Hcgalinn dialectia ‘necds to be, studled “in and for itaelfan " He-
artiaulatsd this moat daringly ,n tha 1915 csan.\'On Dlalec*ics“

——— ——

. -—-—._-.—-—.._.-.\..Mtand
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”...clerical ob:curantiam (= philosophical ideaiismi. of ccufaa.
has gnigﬁggg;dgiggl rocts. it is ot groundless; it is a
gggghlg_zagggg undoubtedly, but a sterile flower. that grows

tn tha_liv;ng troe of 1living, fhrtile. genuine, powerrul.
omhipotantp objective, abgolutelhuman knowledgze, _ <E§>

What atands out in his Abatract cf Hogel's §;Lgngg_gz
- :xgggg is the lengﬁh of time he spant in the Dnctrino of Notion,"
iiespsaially an its laat chaptar reached the turning voint of
jahaelute negativity in the Absolute Method. Again, he atoppad-te:-

_fquntn Hbgela

N 'In thc uhaoluta method iho Notion REeqexveq Ltsels in 1ee
othcrncss. and the univarsal in its particularisation. in the
Judgalant and in raallty...." Then Lenin concluded:s This extracyt
tia not at all bad a8 a kind of summing up of dlaiectics,® ‘::E? <:]

' Tho reason Hegeilan dialaectics was ao alive to Lenin was not due snsi
entiroly to the mrofundity of hia study. Rathor.it wiesg . the
ehdectivt world aituation =« the capitalist crisia that bhrought
" about the simultancitv of World War I and the codlapse or asta-
g;;gngg[ Marxism = which led the revolutionary matcrialist.
lanin, to aingle out the Absolute Method of the 1a2§§?:33hﬁﬁéa1.
With abzolute negativity, Lenin worked out & political transforma-
tlon into opposites “Turn the imperialist war into eivil war.”

9 nin, Collected Works, 381363
G Lantn, Celleated Works, 381231




Ingert for p. 188, before finml Paragraph

Une of the very few posteMarx Harxiste who had early
.grasped the fac'l:ltha'l: #arx had recrsated the Hogelinn dlalectic
even before he open!y broke with bourgeois mciety ukhail
I....rshitz. In The fm 020 nhy of Avt of Karl gg::z; a traces
%Msgegesiﬁagringezegla.n:;ctoral theslis on Epicuruz to Cauital,
concluding that Harx's "rerleetions upo;hancient world show the
»h.‘i.n*.orical analogiea pemeating the works of 18-:-1-2 remainad
wlth the mature Mm . he never ranourcad thisg 1nher11:ance. 19.89)

Bouauao ha rei’uaed to saparata out a" “thaory (%4 aesthetics' frcm
‘he tota.lity or um'u philasaophy of himry. holding tight T 11:3
'Mtegrality in Marx'e wor]d viow. Lirahitz introduces Marx's
, dohinant concept af * Revolution in Pemanerz‘(?hthto intc
Me anal}'siu of Marx's 1841-2 doctoral dissenation and early
articlen on .freedom of the praeas.
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for p. 183 ~= £tn to insert

19s The relevance. of this book for today is two=fold, Pirst and
foremnsat, of courss, ls the Hogelian dialactic that Marx davelnpod
‘-'uu'oughout J,ﬁ.a‘n:e. Sacond. is the contrast hetwaen Lifohitz and
Lukace; in thoiw relationsnip %o Sm.im This book was written
in 1933 vhen Stalin had total umx power; but thers ig not

a alr.gln raference t¢ Stalin, as "philosopher” or othereise, 0On
*he other hand, Lukacu® Zhg. Young Heral {Canbridge, Maast HID
Press. 19?6) wam pubushad after Stalin’a death; and yat it manie
. _zgsw .80 great e Imw%owing to S'hs.lin that Iukece iinks Stalin

; mﬂ Im:ln "8 "philuaophers of the sze of imperialism, " thersby .
a:reat;l.ng tom con.fusion not Just on.the ralat;onah.tp ot Lenin
to Staldn,. but on the Aleotric tresk of Lentnlem with his omn

pm.losophio past, m his Wmm’
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" Above ‘ali, the fetishism of cormodities, the dislectic of t.“inr-ifvinr

(dinrlich) the livinp Subject, the laberer, tmnsfaminp him intg Dut an
appendape of a mch.ma. so ravolted Marx thet onee &gain, in Voluma II..
)%aclarod kis indebtedness to the Heul*m dialectiz. In a footnota

{whick #npols hed lefi ‘out, in his reorganizztion of the ranuscripts for

‘Volume IT ) Mar: wrote:

‘ In a review of the fipst volume of Capital, Mr, Duhring notes
that, in my zealous Elqvotioh: to the echema of Hegolian lonie,
I sven discovered the dseelian forms of the syllogism i.n' the
" precess of ;-irc;ilntion. My relatiunship with Negel is very simpla.
:‘I am :a -digciplo of Hepel, and the presu-npfuous chattering of

qpipanes who think they have buriad this great t.h:lnke' lmr
frankly ridiculous to re. beverthaleas. I have Yuken the liberty
of edopting towsrds my mester a critiual attitude, dismcun'ber-

ing his dislscti ic of its myst‘cism and thus putting it throuph
a profound change, ete. 24 : <2¥>

We must not forpet that Morx: wrote this after Volums T had rlready
been publishod. Centrest this to the empty methedalopy of Roman Rosdolskv whe

toncluded, after his foprced iZentification of the Grundriszse end Cavital,

that one "no lencer has *o hite into tiw soup apple and *thoroughly s tudy

the whole of Hepel's Lorie' gn order to undersiand Marx's Capital =-- ene
can arrive at the same ond, directly, by studying the Rouch Dn!‘t."\‘?ﬁ/ (2_.5)

* It is fantastic how the latest editions of his letters have
tried to "clean up" Marx's expresslon, "gghelsne",as if 14
meant XKX¥YXXXX "business", IXHX#NX I prefer the Dona Torr
transelation,




Naturallv, -n----. Marx's rei‘erence to Hegel asg

St e s
*master” kmeant'f any achoolboy sense. Even when the young Marx

hiovd
had coneidered himself a left HegelianA belorged to the Doctors:*

Club of the Young Hegelians, he was neither immitative nor arbi-
trary in his attitude ‘to Hegel. Rather, as we gaw ﬁ-om' the time
Al et kem,
he warked on Kis doctoral thesis , he was approaching the threshold
of m his‘nﬁ"éontinent of thought and revolution 33-“:3
47 AL/ R
sczé(ag_ revolution/lodged in the Hegelian dimlectic. This is

"why the mature Marx kept repeating that Hegel's d:.alectic was

the source *of all dialactic.” A g!ns'}:ead of using the dimlectic

a8 JiF—S4t-were a tool o be "applied" ¥arx recreated it on the
zr co? b anoats Fig V-
ohjective~pubjective bisis a-e-iﬂ emerged out of the production

relations of labor and capital, with labor as the "grave—diggef".

Cleaxly,; the unifying whole of Marx's - world view was the new
Pracx! G ﬂf-

Subject =« the proletariat. Tke idea of/)ﬂ/strry?not only ag/\pgst

~ but as that which live working men and women achieve in trans-
'3

formling raality. here snd ncﬁ’:&m— transforming themselveg‘) a -’-M’-‘-;

eV Moy o O
jag-th procese of revolutiun inte new, all-rounded individuals

. : sihe
of a ¢lesslass society. : m ”e would not let; Duhrmga

RO : . *t:reat Hegel as a ~dead dog® he
Io-l l"r‘-rl‘

ed W them m ‘the i‘act that the long, arduoua.

2,500~year irek of human development that Hegel had dlalectically
traced was indeed the basis of the naw developments ;(”?:heir day.

The question of fetishism-recappears in v-rolume 3. after Marx
has enalyzed t.hu. concrete that concerns capltalist -- prafit-,,‘ rent, intarast and
prices, Ih Aufetter to Engels %730 Apzjil 1868, Marx dismisses
8ll these phencmenz in &K volume 3+ " ... we have, in conclusion,
the clnsg girueele, into which the movament of the whole Scheisse
is resolved.”\* The necessity for this is further stresnsed as
¥orx returns once more to describe Just how, under capitalienm,

humgn relations are reifiea, turned inte thinge:

:LQ‘ See "The Philosophy of Mind: A Movement from Practice?" in
EhAlegoshy and Fsyolutions pp. 33«46, for an analysis of what
our age could see at the point whera Ma.rx' *Critique of the
Hegelian Bislectic" ended wﬂﬂo a aentercn from the Fhilosophy

%MQM 382, e Goeoeizr it ¥ ~ = 7}-‘2&2‘{(

Mestreme dzpmam 9 Ae g ooty




As against the first discovary of Marx's 1844 Humaniet
Essays by Ryagarov in the 18202, fheir redipeovery in oui- age had
‘ ramifications undreamed of by any of the post-bary Marxist. Thin

X8 was sc bacause the rediscovery followed the 1550s movement fron
prasties thut was itself a form of theory and that cha,uonged tho

: moirémant from theory for a totally new relationehip ¢f mractice
5 theory. Onco the slogan"Bvead and Freedom® fmmued from that
' ﬂrst rovolt from under totalltariaon state-ecapitallst Ztyranny calllng
itaelf pcms‘i -= in East Garmgny on 17 June 1953 -- what darx
7 had qaliéd "vulger communism® MEMKAXKSE could no longer be con-
ié'?,dﬁred'ﬁdinly Shetorial, from whidh his “new Human:l.am*_diatinguiehad
”,’,;itself only thcorotjcally. Tha reveltn that erupted in East: Europo
"m the 19503/&:1:! that conti.nue to this day/le*’t not an iota of
'-_'c‘oubt that, In fagt and - in theory, s the masses were rebelling
‘agalinst emm& Communism, seeing 3% aa the imperialist state~capl-
33'%1131; tyranny that it is. ‘The r;gbelllous men and women theraby
nade it clear that Marx's desigmtion of his vhilosmophy a= ';a. new
MMM NN LI TXEATHRUX Humanisw® either meant classlesaz, totally
new huvan relstions in life and in philosophy, Qr it meant rfothine.
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The decisive determinant in Marx'a thought wae "revolution

in permanenco.” Our =ge saw thin concert ina totally new wew muuix
whait the 1949 Chinecza Revolution led to the republication of the
Srondplasg i'-hich included both the phonowenal section on "Pre—
Capitalist Beonomic Formations” and = new world conzapt of the
"Aslatie mnde of production,” Above all, IHK Marx‘s 1857-58 work
wae péarmentad through and through with SMKY® his new Humanliem now

' 'spo;led'out 2€ "the susolute movement of buecoming.”

Ly T 8§ Tt .

i bt A —— 1 & 1 e

A8 agalnst the deha.toa around the "Aslatic mode of
mdnc ion" that Zollowad 'tha :teteatcd 192527 Chiness Revolution
and wm hemaa dn by the :racﬂona.:. dabates botwean 'irotsk.v and
S'l:alln; the debateu in the 1950c and 1960= rastad on the new
ground dsveloped by Harx 1n the W 380e At the eama t:lxnc. the
auccosui'ul 1549 Chlneso national revwnlution nnd the Afro-Asian, Middle
Eagt and letin American revolutions zxnh!i u.tg:ﬁﬁad the riss of
-a naw Ehird wWorld, disclosed a totally gnaw dizenaion in ph%_!.osophv.
Frantz Fanon articulated it the moet profoundlywhen he sald that

the "natives' challengs to the colonisl world” wag not " a treatise
on the universal but the untidy affirmation of an originsl ldea
propounded ms an abaolute.,” XM Nor did the intermational dimension
ascape him: “This new humanity,” he wrote, “eanrot do otherwise
than define s naw humaniam botn for itself and for others ....
National consciousness, which is not nationalism, 1a the only thing
that will give us an internatinnal dimension.”

The fact that a new light could be cast on today’s
coloni.al mlut!.ona by a work Marx wrote IBX one hundred years
ago po= that this was the asature Marx who could be ssen a.dherlng

14993




'aggraasivoly to- Hugslain dialectical language -~ made it imporseible
for poat-Merx Marxists end non-darxists alike to dlsmiss Merx’s
rootedneas 1:;0 +tha Hega'vlian dlaioctlc a8 a mere mpiter of atyle.
What confronted rcvoluts onariea and narlous schulars XXXEX was the
need to Te-examine Hegel "in end for hlawelf,”  This becans
‘abvious in 1970 when 2 multitude of conferances on ‘the IEAX one
hundredth anniverzary of lenin‘s Lirth and the 2I two hundredth
ol hoztl'x ketp crissecruasing. Since then thexre haa baeni 8O
great a flood of fegel studies, naw eritical sditions and transla»
-Biona of Hagel's works, end ‘Hegel confar‘encea that the 197¢
mv,g, wag clearly but the etext of 2 whola decada of suah
sturiias.-

In the early 197
xznmmnm

. stin othex manuscripts that' kad nevar
boforo um the 1light of day ~= v‘ .
m__warc transoribed, The fact that,by then.wﬁmn'l I-l.baz-nt&on

: had. devolopnd fron an Jdea whose 'blm has come %0 a Movement N&

pod us daf othcr forces of rovolution g Remson, BRANKDOIEREX
mmw ¥het was new in these 1ast writings from Mm'l

pen is that,on the one hand,Marx was returning to hia firet di.l-
covery of a how continent of thought when he gingled out the Kan/
Woman relationship as the noat revealing of all relationships; ad
and, on the other hand, he wag developing mo new a concept of
"re‘mluﬂon in pommnu“ that, in 1882, he wme peojeating momething
ae startling as the pousibllity of ravolution coming in backwerd
lands ahesd of the advanced asuntriss.
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Withous such & vision of naw revolutlonas a new indi
vidual. a naw un.lveraal. a new uociety, new human relations, we
would be forced to tuilsnd one or another form of reformias Just
when the age of nuclmar Titang = the Unlted States and Rusuin ——
threaten the very swvival of civilization as we have knowm it,

The myriad crires 4in our age have shown, over and over again,
i‘mm Ihxam'.a %o China, from Cubz to Iran, from Africa to Pol Pot*yn
"Cambodia. that without a philosophy of rsvolution m!marxmm
-mxmm; aetlvisn spends itsals in nmers ant'-lmporialim and
: antiwcapitalim. without sver revealing what §t ig IQL‘. ‘Wa
_ ha?a bsen mado 0 #ee anaw that, Juet ag the movement from
. prac'tiue disclosed .8 break in tha Abeolu..e 1daa st rﬂquinad both -
a new roln'b:lonuhip of practice t-) theory. end a. nsw unity of -
 practice and &heory, sc that new unity is but a w: Absolute
Ides az New Baginning Clearly, along with the actual strugples
for the sel:!’-detemination of nations, we reed what Hagsl called
*gelf-defbmination in which alone the Idea is, 15 to hear 1tgels
spealc, "

because ang
I ien't THAX we are/"smarter' that we can see so much

more than other poat-leam Harxzigts, Rathor. it 1a becavee of
the maturity of our ages It L2 true that other posi-Marx Marxigts
have rested on s trucated Morxiesmy 1t is equally true that no

other generation could have seer the problematic of our age, much

lesa molve our prodlems, Oniy live human belnga can recreate the
revolutionary dialectic foraver anaw,

Egtuwd%. Wf’m ‘?rifs S0g




26, “his 18 not the place to dovoiop ;;he Latin American revolutions,
alsesnt:

ZRMERREE I have wrdsten on themy
%X 3es my feaay, “The Unfindghed Latin American Revolutiong,™

Aroluded in'the bilﬂ-'wswi pamphlet Lakin Amexden's Rovolutions.
&Mm which HUSNIRNNS includes aleo "The Pea.aa.nt

Dimnnion in Latin Americaa Ita Teat of the Relation of !’heory to

Organiution. hy mike Flugs *Latin Amarica.s Revolution and
Thcory.. by Bugene Walksrn and "El Salvador in Ravelution,” by

“i'nm 'sm.




