- "Post-Marx Marxiem as a pejoratiwe; why did ‘it take till the

end ofRM béfﬁre it."was 80 éxéi‘e'sé.ed _-_ex}‘_eﬁ "lthﬁu‘gl_i':_ 1‘o'ﬁé _.:b'éfq"i:_g?_‘wha__';
I. tho{:ghi: or_ig’i'ﬁaliy,woul.d be the first ch‘a'tp‘teii' of RLWLK.H, : f'oé_ﬂ_aaf,n'gfﬂ_
. on the last from Marx's pen, the EN, there was a whole chapteTf{'screnmed”

E ‘"Ergifes is no Marx". L

\ the polemic -against Draper was wa§ too léggthy'; but’that
was 80, gg_g me.r‘-ely because of WQ, .but beéause;l_alm was -érrc;gé'ntl‘y_" -
dismissed a"s. the “1{1cubrétion_§" of the young Marx, _Ih a 'w'ofd, what:  ~
seemed to lha'ee been disregardred all the time was thalt th_e-ifc;cus

_was nok WL,.. but Marx.

Lo

@]@ the haif-way dialectic that VIL spoke about regarding
RL wae so precise and political that the question of dislectic itsalf.

wag not dug iato so that it continued to look as if it were only the

extension of what RVIL was always cofrect on-- the National Question.

Rather than the "new" element gince his reading of the Science of Logic .
I now believe that what was not obvious there was that the dislectic

“espacially the Absolute., had been relegated to epigtenology rather
includin §

Take for example what I'm working on now that the expression
. - : . i Rt
“administrative mentatity", while correct, is/too Leninist, Thet is
ot sufficlantly cleared off -
to say, toRsaEdgictrml &=politics, so that the free flow of

- dialectic dewelopment as well as o;:igin, is not as starkly and precisely
articulated as in Hegel when he talks of the backwardness of so-called =

_ of Mecpa~
natural religion that atill worships an object, like the Black Str%n_erw
or . '

‘or the Shpinx of Eygpt,A¥hatever is dead and materialized and thus
-\ who makes & fetish of it/ acquite meaning?
depends & on the artiéicarﬁto. A T RES N .

. "The artificer, therefore, combines both by blending the forms of

. pature and gelf-oonsciousness; and thesa ambiguous belngs, a riddle g e
themselves-~ theconscious struggling with what has no coneciounass, the - .
slmple imner with the multiform outer, the darkneas of thought mated witkd = =~
. \the clearness of expresation-- these bresk out into the languege of & wisdom
* that ig darkly deep and difficult to understand". Phenom. of

Mind (p. 707)."
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he" othgr;_"_e'lerﬁents ‘are set for "‘thg“ new nginﬁing A

- * f_qf :,ﬁhg_' woxd "Poy t~Marx 'Haﬁ:ism" ‘to make-its. Bppé_z.s_&'fianq:ﬁg after

_; RL -'_aé'sr_' a “to tali ty, gi:'_t_g_; VIL's cri tique of" the half -way "c_llial_éc*ti'c R

‘efter WL's inadequacy to tieet’ the challenge “from veality muéh'_.

‘_"_fl_es' ) £ rom Marx’s@ Eﬂ v -

S AND NOT JUST ENGIES, BUT ADIEU TO ALL POST-MARK MARKISIS.

. What ' now. remains isg ._h_dw:"'to __'pi:;;je'(:_i—:' all this in one "_se'.ﬁ_fe'né

.or twc or three, but no more.
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