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3) The Taak Before Us

)Not .because Marx was -a "Loft Hegellan" as & atudent, but beoaus

| the Hoegelian digleotlc speeded him on his voyage of dimgovery

. of-a totslly now phlloeophy ("thoroughgoing Nsfurslism Y. Runign
e 1 Merx never forgot hls indebtednezs to Heogel, From thye :
I ; , he last of his writingw, whichreoreate the dlalectio,

golenge of loglc®, but#"aoicnod" of revolution, Marx's Wofks show. |
how it 1e impossible to "shake off" Hegel, @8 he =aslly enough - -
ahock off classlcal political economy once he trenidcended it sacth
O hls “esconomica" In every respect, Irom value and surplus value
B . through rent as 1t applies to lendlord clgas,to sccunulatlon of ‘
b ’ cspitel end collepse of capltaliam disoerned’in 1ts lew of motlon, .
[ Wwad, not s new politiog economy, %ut Merxlgm, a phllceophy of human

activity,

egel, despite the faet that his ;
break ‘came firat egol, and for a whille indeed, in his struggl
with utoplane, particularly Proudhon, he was hardly more than e
oounterposing pollitical economy a8 the "real" against the "bourgeola -
ideallsm" of phllosophy. THus, his very Cirst, and moet ‘thorough
and profound ettack on Hegel, the very one which led tc nohhing

short of hls greatest dlascovery--the materlalist conception of
‘history--wss, however,

Philosdphy of Right,
' 12198 would hsve finished &

'Ly 00 accident, via A Critioue of Hegel's
leager man, @ leeser Hegellan then Marx S
at point, Merx, on the contrary,proc eded -
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8t thet peint directly to Begel's rigorcus and son-politlonl i-i -
. striotly philosophlc worke, PHENOMENCLOGY OF MIND snd ENCYGLOPARY
.o 4 DIA OF PHILOSOFHIC SCIENCES, brssking off just ss he got Into. -
g the lget seotion "The Phllosopghy of Mind," But, though "that . -
2isnal sclence--pollitiesl economy~~never rave hinm rest enough’

! for the rest of his life to be asble to tackle in oonsistent ,
form, cr =8 he put 1 stliongl form of the dialeatic™, he Bept,
politlicel ceonomyt 1 8¢ when he urites
"aceldentelly® finding Herol's works gave himadme "new develdp=
ments" for his Critlgue.of Politlesl Economy; tdms In 1861- :
when he first reoworka the struoture of GAPITAL in order 1o part
company with Ricardo on land rent and weke¢ the most oruoclal

- declcion lneofar ae "econowmica" lu ooncerfed=-to talte out

Wwhat wae to become Volume IIX of CAPITA 4&&5%%:%Q:Eﬂknmp
%&W'ﬁﬂme l{@gﬁu
QpP‘Eé‘ﬁlaen capital and before he oame to wike TABYY
U AndloId  Clase wik=ast]]l” the fundamentel clamsf):

/ :
“#" the bgsls o The Working D
b, (s Rk Bty
. whioch 8o 1liuminateg| the eluee-the fetishism o
comzod Ltles, Had pprys g reletlsnsof dead to llving labor
choszes strietly ‘ ] LT

Mreturning to Hegel ! time he came to & turning polat.dn 4,7 -
Wﬁat his  geaetr e

Yres/ mo laugh, as one of the only, 1f not the only, Hegoliuns
whe 8o wish' to remaln Marxlsta, trylng to exXcuse themselvea for no
there was to see ln Marx becsuse the Grundrigae, the

-0f GAPXTAL vhich Marx dlecardad,(except-for the 2 ohapters

gritique of Politiocal Foomomylhad not been evalleble ta’

»- the Grundrisse, which uses more Hegellan lrngusgé,. ;

_ e "applloation"” not orestive stege; Llo still.wlthout all
he ldarned ISron the workerg' own atrupgeles which.led nim to the -7~
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with bourgeols conceptlon of theory, ndlyy and above.al
- wegf leagt 1t ghould be above ail from thelY50int of view=«the 7

3¢ of foym not as opporite to easgence, bui i'o f. "the universal
which goukines foru and essence as the %ﬁ\ﬁ;ﬂ udermine
) the form of the past,cud not or Joblal rely e L
om, but ip gpougg% ~--0Gours, not in 1858, but lat in . then.
Iggif 18 preolsely why Lenln wrote that 1t was Impoaslble to -
CATITAL "eapeolrlly its first chepter” without the whole of -
Hegel's %p ic, It ls that flrat ohspter where you noed Hegel most; ii
18 thet fipst chepier which Stalln declded 1n 1943 should.be thrown oul

a6 eny Tirat Ap"teachinge® Capital; it is that first chapter with all .
that 1s In actual relsticns neverthelesa assuming "the fixity -

of m popWIEF prejudlice® in the highoat bourgeols thought, cigesl
political economy, which L8 exactly whaf’fi%#ﬁ thllosophy intq.‘”(“j“
nothing but an ".declogy", that 1s to say a fulse consclousncsaa, )} _

Therefore I§§3iégﬁfﬁd to dlvide this chapter of Marx®e

Debt to Hegel into what tht/oesnt t0 Marx at each gtage since the break
from bourgeols socloty®in 1844 , as expressed in the Zcaays, d as
our age should help ua Aee Lthrough the reallizatlion LML HIAIIE Dba
otherwise, Merx's muterlallst gongeption of hiatory would hardiy have
becn more than i determinist materlaliem, whlch is exuctly .
vhat the Seconé internmatinnal mede It cut to be, (2)1857=8 when dialegtlc
was "epplled®™ rather then recreated from cless strugpgles, (3)1863-73,
from "turning everylhing around" to the new in fetlahiaon of comwedities,
not only,ee I go to gredt palns In M&F to show, ss that vhich results
from the Faris Cowmune, /put as, Lo thought,it returme to the Hegellen .
dlalectic, - i =M'the gelfs
developing subject", and name it, wilth Marx, the masses or "human

power', th: positlve Humanlem begloming from itaself,or “second
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. &tage 18 resched, -you need yat another secoect, zs Lenin ;who knew CAPITAL'.

w3

v pegatioa™ for 1t 18 thet second negation which anewers 'not only ti
ultimate which wo expressed aa) "what happena efter" esch ravdluﬁioﬁ;-‘
égutlon .

but the dally of our .ggg. vwhidh will allow us o transcend gsch n
of the ilamediete, through untty of theory and prrotice, o

.Flnally, ve pust deal zlso with why, at aerthln bqiﬁtﬂ,--’

‘the abstract gar help mors thwy the concrete, CAPITAL is concerete and

therofeore "gxhannta 1taslf™ 1n thst ome toplo, But LOGIC 1s‘without
"eoneretion? of wenss" and “applies" to wll "solences” so When & NEW -
vory vell long before he reed "“the whole"of LOGIC, seaw the minute e
"gslfemovement”, "melf-mctlvity®, "gelfetranscendence" eddenly bagan' to %

mean something NV tc him, What I am trylng to say is that tho mimats.
'fhe goggg% ¢xnnot be expressed in olé terws, it 1s beosuse a new eiage
n

cognltion hae not kept up with the new challenze from prootice, sand
phllosophy then opens neWw avenues, and only then osa you ulao nes -
the "old" but conecrete terme in CAPITAL in & new way as monopoly cepltal:
not only as & "stage" of centralizatlon of eapitsl, but =8 a "irendaforme=
tilon into opposite." - ‘ ‘ .

enin's

. 2)imblvalence do Hegel and Shock of Reaognitlon

‘The duslity in Lenin's heritage can no. longer be put into e

‘footnote, as it was in M&F., It is this duallity that hod MesfnSes
~ellowed Troteky, and then Troiskylsm,from bringing those Notebno

to the publie in 1948 when I first trenslated them ead. vus;

-.:-ko give theni¥o the Trotekylsts, This 1s not a #luple probl 03
‘"faotiouel one"} it la what has laid the foundatlon for .%rotok a0
‘tallending Communism on the question of Merx's ‘Humanlsn 'ss some ning
Marx"pasmed throuvgh," - Above that, Lt has sllowed the Comruniste 4o

ververt then by quoting both Lenlns

. Once, however, 18 18 éxpresscd olearly, thea 1% ig
Lenyin who rllowsa us to jump off from tne 20th rather

precisely, begaus ’ﬁg 8 aphortams were expressed in
'Losie"oﬁgﬁlﬁgggﬁfl. é§%1f? abJectivity with freedon,

not hereiofore, paid greet attentlon to Lenin's emphasis on faot
that philosophy (Logle, 1813} expressed "the unlverasl movement of
change”, &nd only after shat (1847) did Marx express it in the Culay:
or:“noclal‘acienoe", whereas natural sclence (Origin of Speoiss,l859)°
came lest,"Also his statemont that “The contlpnuntion of the work -of - .
Hegel und Marx conslst in working out dlalecticslly the history of. " =
human"thought, sclence and technology." This ellows us to ) off .-
Srpp "Cognltion not only reflects but crestes" to our sge and how 5

be ghle to reatate Marxism for 1lts egz only through a return algg

. 1 CoT

to Hegel 3)Why Now-then ,wouid tkke off Irow som:thing llke Freedom'ad
the innermost dynsmlce of 1ife hoe pushed itaell to the surface waerse ...
all can see 1t, a3 actusllty, end still that brave 1t as phllousophy.

_Perhaps the title of the new bock could be PHILUSOPHY AND HUMAN

LIBFRLATION,

Yours, . :
[
U




