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Neil Mcinnes. on Lukocs

The hiographical rote that ig of interest is that
Lukacs returncd 4. Eudapest April, 1987, Irum Runcniz to
which he had hﬁiﬂ:&&gﬂﬂ&:ﬁ“tgcaped vhen the 1956 revo-

lution failed ,

‘ On the philow ig/ si helnnes is good in his sume
mation of E&CY: nexnt, suld Lukacuy, that zpikit hed
become Lthing and thlnvq weye stegued ip sgirit, so Lthat
history was a 7 i eanIy -k forcesd This
dldlect¢cal ation inJTeT and object waz monst marked
in the case of the pro{etariat..." _
: —_— at which pcint he quotes
Lukacgztifor this class, ~knowledge means at the same
tlmg correct xnowlgﬂ:e\ ~="Lhe whcla ef socilety...zo this
is at. 5 - T ‘-- bl 'y-\u'.lnr!fra 4 .

I Hﬁ'bblf"FHOWl [ hl%torj n0w1ng itself, and In

that al clarity 1@9a the promige of a return from

allenPtJon.“ e — B

kiclnnes then speaks of h13t0r1c reldulvtihn.
atresvlng ‘that Rkacs! greatl contributicn ﬂav to apply
nxutorlnal matterialiom TG ITSELE ;. =
"History is a d;alcct1cﬂ totali ¥
wers and thlngs known, and evely plece of culture, no
tter how. deformed by alass position and historical git-
atJon, reflects that Lotality," e e P
'“*“‘H%f**ﬁW“EPTTE?Lan of truth is gracp of e

' AR But PP"llty is not at all to te confounded
vith empirical heinur, LAhed actually existy, ' L ] i

The fabr that Lulacs correctly rejected the
idea that coneopls wers nerealy "refleuulonv" of Peallt"‘
nolding that res IJtv, 23 a tobdality, i1te trubh Pirst 7
has —"}o be made” keinnes aoncludes "Lukacs difd nob loarly? /
d@lértate this notion, but-it GVJGentlczyears A Tesen-

blance to the HCF“'H:IP-)\.L\J solute,
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