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dialectic but 48 not alfraid of, stying that 1t

appliu siso to & husanist"gntology" &s well a8 the hmniot“@giutmologz":
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{’/!'_h*'ut dialectic s insaparatls from its humanisa. Hm: noted that Heg.l'e
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diglectic ip estantislly a criticism of soei.ty. a].b-ﬂ.t 'concnl-d. unalear

hou gho. ;nstom rejected *the dialectical acli'foldi.ng .
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past pplitioal conceptions and decisions, - Thia

He 2lso manapes to criticso\

as an essentlial "ontological qtt'-‘qcttn'a

which Ws pootry but co
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gince freedom can mean somsthing definite

rojoct dialectic &s a wholt‘ln the way it rejected its ke

4* Snoa:nt‘lon of negatton,) The use

of coentinuity in mathod. Furthermore:;
whatever sxisted in socialism was necessari ]y )

of dialectical phraseology created &

(91 8l), and

£50a11y because the firat revolution - - Réssian-uas in & baclard country,

N
-} technology and Mustrulimtion took priority over the human development:

Tq be sure, il has been customary to talk of dinloctic as & guide to mctlon,

But t.hia has meant little more than & subsequent ratianalimtion of various
ix why-Stalinism did not

=~ the

-~

or as & condition of authentic sxistence
|

wld usily concaml ‘Torms of slav-ry. ) ‘

only under a certain sot of cone

13009

oY

such a formalized and degeneisted

—




-2
Or pago 85, the suthor desls witﬁ'tho relasionship of abstract to concrate
in Bog-l nnd thtn t.ho manner in uhich 1% iz used by bm-cauﬂrlcy vhere

"Hnr.tint. eriginal conceptien ef & hualn secioty hu bean r-dunod to the idea
,of an effluent society and thin mpnycrishld ideal has bean proand on ‘masses
of pnplo as & goal for the future.” The troj}hle with the essay 1.- that 1t
hul hl.r-dls' bagun bofere it has finished and thus his conclusion remaias an
.»lhabuotiem tthia husanist philosephy a.nd dialeatical method sesms to pre-

'iuppago ‘sach othn."/

Karel Kosi.k raius pone serious prablms about. "the philoaephy of

un“ inuefur an :Lt becant & quution bocause it had been neglected by Marxists

B

Bronislew Baorko in hia articlo"mrx and the Idu of the lUniversalit y .
of ul ik«wisa is abstract with the sole exception of t.he following para-

grl.ph: "Fot‘ Hn.rx. the ‘meanure of human universality is the degrwe of Miﬂd ’

; ~,
.; ualization of mankind. Indiv:ldua.litry. for him, is[neit.hor) the particularizltion

, of t:.h- apociauthn epiphencmanon of hirtory. It is for Hatx & concrete -
. phenomenon that ig’'not reduciblejto any «xterior conditions related to it, eve

though the premise of the entire diversity of Andividuslity is the ofportunity
that history and society provide for the development of the [iplenttude of
individuality.'" (pg. 176)
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Phslorophy™s %ﬁl S Phikesophy @ Revolution' 1r only another way of
oxpresoing Yarx's well-worn ostoh phrase sbout the 'i-ulmtionlphgapb;"
an as a revwolatien ‘ﬂ.pbﬂoupby in erder to % 25 & revelutionary
 Phiiloaaply_in the fern w #_af the fevolution, "/ (pz. 161)
: L{?"h suthor alve eet5Blishes that as far back as his doctore) diss
' Marx considersd” Prometheusthe greatest in the entirs philosophical rostert
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prqdnbtion of goeds }s;. tor-Hnrx;"tho same process of the perversion of
philosopty from an{idea of 1iberatipn into the science of sxplodtation and

mhvudnt. "

Like Markovic, Pejovic stresses the fact that the pmn‘sio;m in
phi_loéophir by St:nlinin cotld have ccowrred “only on the besic of n total
or abselute organizetisn of ﬁolitics. oco:‘wnicu- and all spkeres of Soviet )

’, life generally." For seme paculiar reason both authors seemod bent on calling
s\ 1 suun the Hegalian, although beth say Stal.‘m is count:or-rwdut-'.iomry and
; Begel's philosaply 1s revolutionary, Whi they must mean is that Stalin
#is the philesopher of the tachnologica) revolutlon pur excellznce." (p{. 187)
He tﬁln brings in Chinese comsunish as outstripping Stalirism as "the's beastial
fora", On page 189, the aut.hcr' introduces the fact "Stalinism id not just
false; it is part of the gruth: "As power, philesophy has already been rexl
ed 1n technology. As powsrlasaness, philisophy may be defined as the creative

powsrlessnoss to determine the full sense of the movement that reveals itself

to £ limited extent in various eras of history."
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