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pPp.34=35 Q or perhaps it is better to misquotes, not by changing
what Marx means & XK Q H, but puts it in the tyepx of )
framequgﬁﬁfft you can't hut misinterpret. Thus the KK Qof . . ..

‘;mrff4wﬂ .
H"rev, was lodged & expressed as if in the very form of their
gught" is here interpreted as meaning bourgecis rev,

only, rather than dialectics of rev, which mugiuweiets: created
ground for Marxian dialectic of ‘prol.rev. What I do think Kellner
grasp correctly, p.35 is"What has not been perceived 1s the

extent to which Korsch be s merely restoring Marxist
athodoxy,"*#*¥*#¥%plys w7:re KK's "Transcendental underestim, '
ig;ivélent i ogY.in genera?f as a

. materia :
component pf general.SOCIOHISTORICAL Reality...Hence a theory .

of rev.must take seffously the CR.of ldeology &change of eonsciioué;}
Nness"...,, f

'//’ p.68,ftn. 721 "KKi1 8 o g
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with studying t

. KK's "dialectics" is a matter of deriving his th.ég;m requirement
&possibilities of the his,siyuation."Krllner is also correct:
when he says on p 74"But it seems clear that KK the pol,theoris
0L pF. goes too’ far- iN"REJECTING THE AUTONOMY OF TH:&MINTM ‘
: THE ANTICIPATORY COMPONENTS OF TH." ‘ : S

R || R — .'6 re addition to new prinint of kKK
AP BeEIne on PTG — AR

cdlln . '%l ' : KK, The Crisis of Marxism:" Marxism tod
/A8 in the midst of"an historical &th,crisis, It 'is - v
] not simply a erisis within the Mxish movement ' but a crisis o

A - Mxiem itself," . s
- * * ***************ﬂ********************%******************

me e e REsKM,1938 KK defines the-senter of; i
a8 3-folde (1)principle of his,specification . o E
T _% gkg-ppinciple af c?ggggy&ﬁgensitloqu\,r~ ~/é.
. m my; " W TTrm 4 ™o Vi i v 1
.. DZOLTHE BO3% SERRENG RRVZGRIQN that R U BabSRMEITE
10 Theseg on Marxism &Kellner dares say is not such g rejection
S . Judged b{.lbttat& @8DP.T0 MeiwiCh. .
e85 than 2 py.,18t 2 pointsi"1l)Today it is senseless to ask i
what extent the teaching of KM &FE is still theoretically )
~acceptable &practically applicable, =~ T e
2)Today all attempis to re
the Marxist doctrine as a whole &in its original’ functlon

. th.of the wkgelase social rev, are rsactionary utoioums.™

afdéef

a

&#l statesi”The lst step in re-establishing a rev,th,.&pr. ch“fﬁ'
“fin“BREAKING“WITH"THE‘MONOPOLISTIC CLAIN OF MARXISM - TO -REV;“RY:
TEXRAXX INITIATIVE &to th,&pr/LEADERSHIF," C T
e . v He then mamtienxxx lisls everylhing from -$homa

to Frowdhon &Bakunir as equal o H. &imp.also are Ref-igm,
aeyn@lesndive Stolehevie® : : P ren
. Aslan society.,but these EB%h&?37g}8t §¥og Pyeght does pl“?-;_
And one letter in 1956.on Polish strikes
...&his kdmxxx aim "to restore ideas of Marx"., &then all that -
.l -~ follow in Kellner's p,105 that KK spent his “"last yrs" n
{l:" ~speeifying how many in Mclean's Psychiatric Hosp, &die

; .. in- Belmony. Mass/10/21/1961,
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e Fred Halliday -] Introduction to KARL KORSCH's MARXISM &RHILOSOPHY
19?0 NLB puh/ S 1886-1961

1

WWI begins KK's active pol.life;1917 joins USPD &joins KBD,1020 .
9 Spartacist uprising in Berlin &in April Munich Soviet Rep. suppressed- - |
bloodilym but remains very active in Workers Councils which ‘continue

KK's sets out what he calls "industrial autonomy" in wggg Is Socializa~ !

o

org., to power, Korsch emphasized that the th.&cultural pre- .

:?FWH/ "While otHer WMa FX18ts COrrectly stressed the absence o
: Se§$

} conditions for seizure power were also lacking." plus also lacking
il'the gocic=-peychological preconditions for its seizure were lacking®

t NLR #51 p.27 .contains KK's K¥Xsxx position &opp.to RL,defending VIL

i1 1922 KK writes 1ntrod for new pub.,of KMN's Critique of Gotha Program
E reproduced in this ed; indeed this ed, of M&P_ alsc contains -
1 1930 introd.to M&P which he called an Anti-Cr. &Marxism of lst Int,('24) %1

| "Since H's phk¥xx idealism expressed xxszmkXfx this heroic epoch of
bourgeois, it died out when the bourgeoisie ceased +to be rev-ry/
(1840s)The new rev~ry class was the prol.which found its th.expres=.
sion in dial. mat. HENCE the hls.rel‘get bourgecis phil,&Marxist
materialmsm could only be understood within the basic Marxist _

\ phil,but the HEIR of phi,*

-yﬁ;a\ w\jkwx\
take of vulgar Marxlsm was to—fall 1nto a' transcenden

'4*underést1mation' of the resilience of the intell &ideologlcal
kparatus of nourge01s soc,”

¥ 5th CI Congress Zinoviev attacks KK &GL&"professors" Debori
“\7joins-the-cabal he himself denounced&later expelled by 1931 Sta
i KK.h-wever cont ued to be member since he was MP on Ge T1:

00 SRl A

....?What _was thereby created is a. th., of prol.rev/,NOT as- it devel
~out of its own foundation, but on the contrary,as it emerged:froi
_%he_bourgeols rev.jgiven this rel..its form &content atill -bes

“By the early 505.however, quwas evidently afflicted by
' “the isolation of his .poslitlon &by an increasing pessipti.
writings at the height of Cold War fell into despair & ‘
..reneged any.connection with Marxism" But after 1953 hope'~ -
revived &showed increasing interest in the colonial world,
......planned to write on Ch.Rev.planning introd.on Maos eaqay
':;‘“)"stresaing their th origxrality"!!!!!!oh oh oh . )

...\.h_   :
. ._Q\_ —‘\ﬂ" .
n.11:"RL in an article in v orwgrzs #14 3/1903.states in afi
. e that the *™th,stagnation®™which can nowbe ‘detected "in
. ment has not occcurred 'because our pr.struggles have
..surpassed Mxism but.on the contrary becauss KM's th.achie emé“%a
18 in advince of ug as a practical militant party., It 'is not:
....pecause is no longer adequate for our needs, but becAuge our-heeds
' %gg :o; ye; %ge%uate to p{ofit from Marx's thought.®*S.RL - turhé
) el, o 0 pr. on its head; this dictum h 0t
put it back on its feet," a8 certainl

"‘I'rotakyts perceptivB cx. analysis of 1908 ghg hat ths.
i PE the lst ph L1ts higt whereupon w )

the abstract formulationr.-‘: )




of thié demand in my book 1s genuinely misleading, %us't“
‘emphasize that the pursuit of rev-ry stru%gle by what M&P
'*ideoclogical dictatorhsip' 1s in 3 respects different frmm|

‘éy'e‘téh*‘frdm“-‘mxxx&xx the system of intell.obpredsioh  es

in Rus.today in ‘the name of the 'dic,of theprol., &not over
prol, ‘2ndly, it is a dic.,of a claes &not of a party or par
leadership,.3rdly &most importantlyp,126 _ :
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