Chapter X1 -~ _iMeyx's Tyenccendunce of, #nd Roturn to, the Hogeijtan Dialecttc

"ouly thez xhtch le on object of %] ses, sir, you doubt my word.
freadsm mey be catled an ides.” ¥ about net censpiring in a slave
.\ =e Hegel, - inaursaction in anethor ceunty
; “ . ' Fut cunnot yeu think that the same
"It is » psychoelogicel Llsw chat. idea frecdowm prompted ethevs
the theeraticol wmind, hsving be- . a8 well as mycelf (o this under-
cenm froe in l:ult. turne inte . takingI* -« MHat Turner, 1831
pﬂccicel soergy.”

- Merx, 1839

o

The yesr, 183l.I whcn Hegel died in Berlin, a tatally un‘relo:ed
event -« Nat Turner's slsve rebellien «- erupted in Southhempten ,-Virﬁlntn,
‘__IJISA.-‘ Had chese twe fer-apart mridr. -« zhat «f & bourgeaic philesepher st
"th hcl.hr. oE hia’ hElucnce. and r.hnl: of - ‘slave insurrectiensry sbout to
.be han;cd - bun knwn to & 13 yenr ald ‘bay ln Trier, Naned Ksrl. Marx,
‘ 'they still uoulé hmm waant nor,hlng. Yar.. but r.lu end of that dccnda, that
- _‘tuemgcr. arm to young mnhud a8 A L»aft Hegelian, and campletln; his
‘doctorll .thnin. 177" pr.ject.!m; ] !‘.rmuhgpn visien of a nev werld, a new

unity of ridsqn and reality.

As can be ceen from his ‘enthusiastic response ta the Silesian

.

. wasavars upricing in ‘;BM. Marx, in "tdrnlng sutwerd,” "engeging the world" --

ks had breken with bourgecis socieiy in 1B&3 -~ vas ils;enlng to new voices

froa belew: "The Gisdem of the Cerman poor stends in inverss ratio to the

wisdom of poor Germény ... The Silesian uprising began where the French and

_English insurrzcticns ended; with che conacleusuess of the proletsriat ss

a clags."(l) Each of the four remaining deocades of Morx‘s pature life would

(1) TI'm usin g the translation whic h nppadru in Franz Mehring's biokraphy of
Xerl Harx, in order ts csil attentien toe the fect that sa late as 1918, wlen
the bleigrophy was published, ravelutiensries, snd not- just refermists, cen-
sidered the young Marx, as philesepher snd sg revoluticnary, #s net the

gcientiat” he become with the anslysis of the “iren" ecencwic laws of
capitaliso,
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be deveted te everthrawing the euiatinﬁ class sociaty as well as ita idaclopy,

AR Al § LT e T A

net alene in Germény but throughosut Eurepe 88 well as fn the United States,

‘where the black dimension becsme integvel to the Marxist theory of hietory.

EEN

v

Frem the very beginning, Marx, 1n his Critiqua of the Hegelion Dia-

lectic, dign se deeply into ics roots buth in theught and in reaality that It

l'lgmlled. at ene snd the samc time, 8 ravoluttien. in philesophy snd & philo-

b e T

'lophy of revolution, ich $s vhy, =ven in the briet ese-called Feurbachian

i

stage, (2) yo=x called his theery of hiztery np thersughgeing Naturalism or

N e AT

‘Humaniem which distinguishes ftgelf both frem Idealism and Matorialism and
‘ln'. at the umg'tiw. the truth unitin g bath ... cepeble of grasping the
act of werlid hiatory- {p. NI (3) 9he key word is history, the concapt that

neyer chpngtd._ ne msttar how changed the philesophic "1 anguage."”

v

Ao 'St‘i_li. tt was oihers. not Harx, whe named his rew discovery Hutori:-
. cal Materislism, D_lsleé;lcn}‘ Hozerislism. To Marx, whec ues crrucial wis
' ,:;;lufman was not mlf object, but subject, net only determined by histat;r.
bul:. its cr.eau!; the _a_é,g of world history ig-the a&lf-dwelomnt of labor,

his class struggles, "All history 1s the history of class strurgles.”

A ———— N ‘

(2)  Hicholss Ltobkowicr is cne of the very few, both among nanaMarxistse and

Marxist#, vho profoundly urderstands thet Feurbach's influence en Marx s
near less then ie genexelly beligved.” See the chapter on wFeuerbach" in
his Theoyy and Practice; History of @ Cancept Erom Aristotle to Merx.

1 happened to huve been the first te pubiish in Inglish the thiee

central egsoys of the 1844 Egonmicnl’hi!ough!g Manugcriptn. Except where
otherwise noted, I will be using that translation? Wy_ﬂw
Freedom (lst ed., 1058) . Since then many trsnsistisns have sppesredi by
Marcin Millige n, T.B. Bottomore (Marxs Early wWritiage)}, Layd D, Easton and
Kurt H. Guddat (Writings of the Yeung MArx eg Philespphy_snd Seciety). The
laazger tg the wnost conprehensive edicion and includes works frem [B35 to
1847.
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A WYYE!&" 4 geaci Tevelution of the swaep 'and
S ..-,--’I %ﬁl‘.l.f-‘t".’l.‘ 6’ » Yoy 5"’:&' be"ﬂ Wd" o ue ~ »,
histeric dioenston SF Noviioper™® Wiftee ﬂa%n@ “p?'us_ é{'&lﬁu@ ‘

Phj}esaphic Manuscripts, illo_t.l_;_nre priad frem LheVaults of the Gerpan

Secial D'cm;crags_z. Bt e 1a iaportsit net to Sarget "that even yithoit their
discovery, and by ne sceident vhetever, the firet Marxist revisioniez -o —carfa,
. ‘ "revel.

Eduerd Barnstein --.knew yhat bed te.be done to_tronsform reyg]uﬂjﬁﬁhmm
In:arm:lom!lzg{' and,

Harxigm. ih'te":!wlgeiamrg éoélsl!gm; ag far ;cg_gg }ﬂgédbﬁ,pguﬁa EQraths,

T we g crial hase®, ®diglgetic method, " _
"recevel of the dizlecte scalfolding, V) yoa the term, Histeric Mstertalisn to
. At -t Asterialiet acnception of history which {u

.I:-umld i:a‘k'; éri:"onr.bruk of Werid Way and che cellapse of the

.

"

Secand Internaticnal bcfnx_-e rcvalu:lonary-mulu:. ur ac lsset L enn, would‘
" feel ﬁny cm‘npu!slon' co___raaumgi the study ef the Hegelisn dialactic.  Before
l?l&-; rﬁolutlénaqry Hl}x!sal. e more than the n’ﬂaloh!ats. grépplerl vich .
‘the. Hegelian dial!?er.ic. Thur, Plekhanov, who was mast full of the word,
dl-li‘ectllcs and Affcfeedl nvented the térm, Dislectic Moterinliam, (&) ﬁlmnlf'
-Studled the ygté,ﬁ-iinl!i;s of the 17th and 18ch céntur’!eu rsghur than Hegelry
‘bulc'uarks";:,-._‘ I‘I.;e Ehenocenolagy or the Scieace of Legic. - For the £ iret.
tice, in WM".Lnnhi' recognized what this failure meant. The ftconomlc-?h!lca;:,'(

.

phic Menuscripts-had not Yet baen discovered, but Lentn went directly to

st

(4). -~ En gels ¢ otn ed the expreision Historical Materialiom., See Plakbanev,
The Father of Russisn Marxigm by Samuel H, Baren fer Plokpanovia yaz of
the :cm.!-ﬁia!eeticsl Moterislism, Mayx bhimsc!f preferreg the moro
précise, though longev phrises such a8 “the aedé of productisn in soterial
Life” oy "zarariag bass™, and "the dislectic rathed®, or, simply, "revpl-
U Clanary.” In the e880ys under discussien here he calls hie phy fozephy

"Human{isz,” later 1t yag "Cemmniot™, griif latey, "Intarnu:iomllsc," snd,
at atl timep, "uvsluﬂnmry." Ncwrc!ulcn, 28 & gliorthand term, ta ’
&Xprass what Marx had meant by "usteria} basa”, "diglectic methad, "
"hiotery ond :¢s Process,” we will use the term, Historic Moterislipm to

. designate thae dinlectie materialist cencaptien of history which ia

s specifically Marxiaon,

!’
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lil;oi'o ic, and ot enly bec sume it was "the peink ¢f erigin” of

mnni. but becauss he needed the Begslian diaiectic as philsssphic pre.

" parstion tpr the rdnlutlomzy r.nm!omt_.lon of realizy.

Whatever t.ln‘ discovery of tlm Scer mlc-?ﬁllucphic mmunorlﬁts. 1844,
in the mid-1920"s aeant, ‘iu firat fuil publicetion in 1932 when, en tiw
one hend, Hapiem uu already en ‘tha horizen, snd, en t he othay hand, the
first Sts!.in';lt Five Yeur Plan uas “eonpleted™, it was net @ Woplt‘;ﬂ.lfl
moxent fer Tabstract™ philesephic discussion s. Though after the Sacom..!
Yorld Wer, they ware rediscevered by Western rheelogtans and Existentisliste,
vhat hrmht the Hmulcripn to thae front canter of the histeric atage ves

_the ilunsnrinn R evolutisn of 1956,

‘ The fact tlnt anatlulr ;tauopmr - Hao'- China == urged I:hl

. _ﬁuuian uilitory misht to ‘crush the ’Revclutlon y d then dummnccd thc new

ruvolutlomriu s "revinionists" conngt unda the histery of 1B44 er 1917 er
1956. but it daesn't né’ép the _‘cwntnr-malutismry sttenpt to yewrite his-

tory. The "Hastte" mindless acquiescenca to the Cecrounist lsbelling of its

rev@lutionary opponeits as “revisiunists”™ further befuddies the matter.

Important as it 1s to sat the record .-ltnight. whet ix of gpraster
relevance to our subject ls the present attewpt to pestdace (5) the birth of
Hisorical Materialtem frem che 1840's to the 18%)'s ~« the lote 1830's when
Madx became a recientific ac-caomut" end first than "msture,” This flies in

face, not enly of the 1844 Manuscripte, but of the tncontravartible, histeric,

(%) Of all those vho wish to postdote Meru's materialist conception of
histery, none displays grestay cascistry snd meacurcless pretension
thsn the French Commnist-Maolst philossphay, Leuis Althusser. In his,
For Marx, which more correctly, should have bean titled Against Marx ,
he has racourss te pseudo-psychoonslysis te express his ve nom against
Marx s Critigue of the Hegelian Distectic as "the prodigious 'sbresction’
indispensabie to the liquidrtten of his (Marx's) *disordersd? consclouse

ness.” (Fer Nn'ﬂ.t. p. 35) 13184
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po.ltzu..l mn!-a:lomry ®ilesten:, ?%m 2 (writton in 1847,

a8 vell as the 18% s.te the C Lgagua vhich frejectad tho ides

of pufunm: revelutior . Aud. of ceursc, w3 ¥auld have te igneré tha his.

zoTic mustarpiece, The The i8th B :gm 21t of Louls B ovsparte, the very firat

m'rd of whtel ia Plegel™

In 3 ward, vhaz 1g 4t stake ig ngr sngy phlluaphy but rul!:y. net

mly thn digiactic of thought but of higtery, and net iy al' yutmrdny but
of tmg. ﬂu uteblnd of che Mllncl.lc lu the gmﬂml;z of the movemsnt

.,__-! hutqry_. Te see Marxts vork 1p thaty -.ai:ullty will mt snly cet the re.

eira atrlight. bu:: witl’ qumlu.ta the muty of tmy. Hcpropcu, thave-
hre te trace :ho dcwlmnc £m eh- birth of hucorlcal uaterialise and

' of prclttariln rev olut!ea, 1864,-68. threuah the 1350¢s hen 'thc m
will revsal Harx, - ver marely o nconeuiaa" but o8 dialecricel inslys: of
liberstien from the m-capluun Orisnt thrau;b tha lmlustﬂ:l werkers!
battles with the wachin e, to thu -ut.hornhip of Capital, Marx's grestest theg.
rl'lcnl. dllilc:lcnl. histertcat, phlluoph!cai. és val) ar ecancate wrk,

it vas elaborated under. the impsct, buth of the Civil Var in the US ard tha
Psrla C sooure in the 12605 ang 1870%s, tha piried at vhich tine hs becane

ln:omtlml a¢tivist organizar ¢ vell as th«ri-t ef preleterian revols itien.
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Sectien I «~- Tha 1869%at  Birth of Histarigal Naterjislism

"Harr Longe * usndera that Engels, T ste.
take tha deod deg of Hegel seriously
vhan Buchner, Larger, Dr. Bubring, Fechner,
etc. arn agresad that they -- peor desrs,
have buriaé him ieng sge. Lange is najwve
Aneu gh te oay that 1 ‘move with rars free-
don' in impivical satter. He hesn't tha
igast ides chat thia *froe moveaent im
mEteor? is ngihing but a pavephrasa for
tive pathod of dealing with mstter -. thst
is tha dislactic asthod,"

--Haﬂ. JI.IM 27. ‘.870

wtile 2ol %m::‘:a;:—.;_-:.;y.mq-(zp_nym

R E R i ST e

1844 fa the crucial yesr, the yasr sf Marx's stay in Pario whara ke

plunged in to a grbfoﬁ‘ad wtudy of tho French Ravelution and of English poli-

.lzi‘elrlis:confny, (6) met with coctulist warkers ac well s with intellectusls of

7 ather ppll_tica”i tendencies, Prsudhen being tha chief aseng theve, and pub-

lished hil Critigu e of Hego!‘lrl’higacgﬂy_ of Right (vhich de had writter; the

previeus Fall after he hed broken with beurgecis seziety ard had been espalled
frow Prussis.) Contrény to the postdaters of H-ll'!'l 'csnaclmsmu of prolatarion
revolution, this wes the first esssy in which Merx had singled eut the preletsriat

for “heral ding ths disselutlon of the existing order” and being capable of

* - lsnge, Friedrich Albert, The Labour Quentient Its Significance fer the
Preseat and Future.

(6) A, Leontisv lists the petitical economists that Marx studied in 1844 -
Smith, Ricarde, Jean Baptiste Say, Sisworndi, Buvet, Pecqueur, Sksrbek,
James Mi11l, McCulleoh ... Marwm 's Cepitsl, p. 10. Labkewicx, ep. cit,,
hes estimated that Harx resd ssma 10,000 pages of works en peliticel
sconsay at the tima he wrote the 1844 Manuscripts snd Holy Family.

Even such # "purist” in acenomic theory ss Jesaph A, Sciumpater doesn't
doubt thot "ehe birth of £ho #consmic interpratation of history dates
from 1864." ("Tha € samunis: Kenifeste in Seclelegy and Econenics™,

J Pelizi=al E » July, 1949). Im any case, insofor as
Harxz s cencérnad, he considered his 1844 Hamugcripts s preparstery
for the book, "Critiqud o Pelitical and Nationai Ecanomy™ which he

had contracted te do for & Germsn publ isher, Leake, in Februavy, 1845,
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achieving "full huaen emancipstion.” As in #ll the ixoanse works of that yesr,

Harx'o esacy turﬁudrou t to 52 & critiqus not eajy of Hagel, but clso of Ragal's

.eritice, Including "the matarisliste." Thus, he had no ceoner uritten that “man

sakes vaiiglont religien doas not xake man” thot he woved sway frem stheiem, a2g
such, from philogephical materialisn (l'uurbich). and threw out # chatlenge to "tixe
party”s

The jmmndiate tegk ef pb: 1longphy, which {s in the cervice of
history, is te unmark hucsn pelf-slienaticn in its gecy lsr ferm now
that i¢ kas Seen unmcaked 1x itz spored form ...It tn with geod
reagon that tha pragtjesl political perty in Sermany demands tha
regatien of philosephy, (Its ervor Liss tn thinking) .. that it can
achieve this negstion by turning icts béck en philosaphy, looking
elseutvyre, ourmurin 3 & faw trite snd ill-kuwoured phroses ..
¥ia0008 ab. olish nhilgasphy witieut vaalixing it. (7).

‘ Hl_t: decidad he hicself will moet :En challenge snd began werkin g sut
what he uas te cull Yuy noultive expisitisn” ~- thoae oementous 1844 Manulcl:isuc g
:_Iuﬁ_ ware destined for e neax.century's advernture {ar dbl fvion , If you uiqh) (8

bafore being diacevered snd published.
(7)  Bsttegre, p. 44

{8} Of a1l tha scademicisne In /‘merica whe trisd ¢ reconsign the young Marx -
to ablivien , nen ¢ has &schieved a more ingtert vulgay materizlism thsn
Professor Denatd Clark Hodges who urites: "In the wenucoripte of 1844,
alienation involves & specific economic- transoction betwaen an gliener
end cliecex.,™ Tt {s » wed comentery sn the stota of schelarship in

. Maxrx studics in the US that this instant vulger materizlism wont une
challenged in s philosophic jeurnal though Professor Hodpes'! pseudo-
laftiam about how Marx "outgrew" hiec "alleged (1) humanisq" desc endad
into "left® ideological McC arthyism which creatud an smalgss between
the "revivel of Marx studies in ths IS bozh with “corrasponding econonic
and political developuent !n the Soviet Hnion" and cveating, out of "a
solvage operstion .. from Maru's own wastebackets™, o humanistic imoge ..

cenganiel to the academic commnity.” (Seuw "The Young Morx «- A Reappraisal”

by Donsld Clark Hodges in ﬁ%mmwmmuw&. Vel.
XXVII, December 1966, pp. 216-229) for the Sctust develapment of Marx
studies sce mym “Marx's Jumaniosm, Teday™, espacially fextnote 10, In the
international aymposium on Sgcislist Fumanisn, ediied by Erich Fromm.
For thoe afficial Hooist veralen ¢f Marxtuy Husmaniem, road The Fighting Task
Confranting Workers in Philegephy snd the Sgcjal Scisnces, 1963, Fekingt
"The modern revisfonists and semt bourgevis schalars try to describe

Yar xism as humanium end call Harx & hunianism .. in the sarly steges eof
developoent of their rhought, Harx and Engels wmirre indeed influenzed by
humanist §dass ..But when they ..discovered the class struggle is the
motive force of soc 1ol developmont, they iowedistely go: rid of this
influence.,” That this sttitude played no swsll part both in the Sino-
Soviet conflict and in the "Grest Prolerarian Cultura! Revelution,” wiltl
be further develepad (n Part IIT, Eelow. 13187
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It (s n ot clser vhathar even Engals had vesu theet Kapuperiptw, L)

t whet 1s. \z:,-ews the pu-Mn:ura of any déub: 1 that, vhetever it vés that
‘Mapx had been werking on that faveful susmer e 1844, thet, when Bagula tad
"auln st Hu': ju SBruosele ia Spring, 1855, Mazx hud nlruﬂy warked oul:,
tha setarialist cmlpuen. and put bczorc = in torsw aimest s clear os chess

in which I have steted heve.” (10

2 . .

;\hat -is clesr is. that Ewelu blcaul lmtunt with Hln: far net coi-
pleting what they wers then colling “critigup of Politica) spd Matiensl
‘Beancay,” srd o Jamsry 20, 1843, vrota Wern =rrymtha seonsr o
‘Finigh your b eek &N political ccenaay even 1f in many Tespects It
doss not sacisfy yeu." Sngelst praccoupatien W0 practicsls they
ware then in sontac.t with vorking class groupssand Engels’ wonted
Marx's vieve prascntad ce them. Marx, ot the ather hand, put the
whole idez of ths besk mwdy. becsuse, as he urate te his publlnhn
on Ausust 1, 18468 ".e.lt secoed e P2 exirenly imgertant te lay the
premisy for oy pegitiye axpesition of the subisct by a polemical work.”
The peleaicel wark Marx yeferred co wap The Gerasn Idsolegy. 1t is
this baok which Nars conyigned te t the “knowing criticiem of tha mice.”

(Preface to Critique of !i:;gal Egenemy, 18%9)
(10) 1888 Prafaca to the Znglish edition of the Commnist mmgu:g by I!ngeu.
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The three central asvaeyn ot the 1944 Manuscriste -~ Alienoted Lcbar,
Pr!vntc l’roperty end Coounism, Critique of the Regolian Bialectic ~- markad
the bh-:h af a phltumy of lmnn lctwlty. an intégrality of philesophy and
:emo-lcl daatined to be known as Nerxism. The e358y8 an ecenumics -- £lienated
Labsr, Frivate Prnpnrty and Cemunisn o seka clesr that 1T wes not only‘lbul
chat Marx was “stsnding right side up”, A.r. wore cerractly, trenscendiag.
It was #lse clossical politicel sconsay, eo well s "qu 1té vulger snd unthinking
cmmn" which ie "mereiy the logical - -‘sxprassien of ptlvat- proparcd, and
y i':.uhieh "enputcly negates the nrsemllzy of mn." ' Rclthcr clansicel pelitiesl

: aemuy nor wigar Cocmun i ew undn-atm the most fund-mntal contradiction unf

""cnplulim e numud labor. Nefthor aow that "In the nllcn-elon of the
| :-:ebjcce of llh.r 1 only crystcllized the lllcnn:icn. thc utrangem: in the

: -my acuv!t.y o!.' labor."

Geeply reoted as Meri's concept of Mﬁemtad Lebor fs in Hegel®s tb:nry
of auum'lan. darx’s snnlyais is ne l.mp!e inversion {much leze a Feusrbachisn
dnversion) of dealln % with fabor whan Hagel uu dealing only with Conscisusness.
Marx's ham-rlng avay alse ot clussicel palitical ecaonony which did see labor aa
the scurce of velue, To m_lthur, hovever, vas igzher the Subjeci‘.l‘ "Political
economy pracedes frox lébor zs the real scul of preduct fon sud, nevartheless,
sttributes nothing to iabdor, éwrythlng fo private proparty ... When osn apeakn
of private proparty, he belleveg hnl har only £o denl with o fact eutside men.
When wan speaks of lebor, he has to deal d'iréctly with man. Thie new pesing of
the question elreody includes the resolutien.® Nor did Marx ewclude the scient.
ists from criticism. Ha cslled thox * chstract saterislists? wvho fsilad to per-
ceive thot "Té have one.bna!s for 11fa snd another for ecience {s n_prior) e ligw

(p. 30) as 1f he Actunlly sew the state capitelists of our day who call themselvae

13189
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Communists, hs lasied eut ot tha latters "We gheuld npecially ave!d sstob.

Hahing society &s an.nha:i*ccl:lon ap:pum'l‘ te the tndivicual. YThe individual

is_the socis) entfve.® {p. 29%) Vulzer émnlz:a': "s'.E'm universalicy® fails
te cemprahend fhat "fhl infinite degradst:;o_n in which wan exlate fer hicgelf

19 expressed in the relatienchip te women,”

Private proparty hes asde us seo stupid sad one-sided that any

hind of ebjmet 1s gure enly. when e bava it, 1.e., whan 1t existe
for. us as capital, or vhen we passass it directly -- eat It, drink it,
vaor it, live in it, bg. o« Iy nhare usg it ... in place of all tke
puysleal end ppirituat 36NuGE, thers Ia thy senze of pagssession wich
‘18 the siepiu alienstion of all these sonses ... Sesing, hesrin g,
szeli, coste, fesling, theught, percaption, ewperienca, wishing,

The trnmundonc- of privacs property is o usc essity and in ch_u aense

) "Cm_tiliﬁ 1% the recazsary form and tha enargizing. principle ©f the iomediate

tutu:'s. But cosvun iam, ac iﬁéh, lla not Lhe go;l of human develepmeat, .thﬁ

. iform of buman socle.;.y-"'(p. 303 ) , _ ‘ ‘

The integrality of vBilesephy ans ec onamics ﬁmlfutl 1taeif most

sharnly in l:_ha fact that Hsrx'z_ ceuntu:;pmitian of his “amanist philoaophy ke
.r.llut of Comzun lﬁr. cwiu, net in tha "ec gnexic escays, but fn his Critique of

-the Hegelisn Dislectic, Thin socurs, Tereavar, at the vary point when v. in
op.puuitlon to Fauerbach‘e criticigm oé "tlhie negation of the negation” as 1f 1t
wers wére aystificstion, an axcuse for tha Philosapher te return to religiens
Harx leya grest emphsssa en “tbe_pasitive uo‘mhu of the Heielinit Dialectic --
"l:ran!gendegz 24 objective movenant™, absoluts ragativity ap tha '-moﬂng and
creating princ iple." This zonfrontetion with abgeluts negstivity §s the
moment when Mirx writes chat whereas "commun %sm g humenien medisece by the
transc endence of privata proparty. Only by the Lranscendsnce of this wediatten,
which {3 nevert heless o Necasnary presuppositien, dees there arise postttve

Humanism, beginning from itself.” {pp. 219-320).
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Te thi! day thia l.n pracisely vhat estobliohed Communice fesre as

{ts mafn enauwy «- abaplute negetivity ﬁi work -gainj: capitalism {n gengral,
and :uu-élpltlnll‘an colling itselrf Comunism in particular. The ovarcoming
of 'thur 'uruﬁcnmﬂcma", cslled absolite 'n;luuvlty bty Hzggl, is vhat Herx cene

' llﬁhd-th enly wey te create a truly tumen world, *positive Hucanics, ln;!mlim
frem ltﬁif.' Nane can miteh thie visien. It i{s this mtcrgnlity of sescund ‘
uagstivity with derx?s Bussnisx which would follew ceaauniss that uae oo vﬁtﬂ-
song a ﬁal!ty w;nr'-'loo' yRers after tts conciption char Stalin , from the start
of hic triusph over alt sther tendencics, fel: the need te "eliminste™ the

. mogstien of the nagatien. Ha alvply didn®t bothar to ist it smeng the "grla- '

c‘i.plcﬂl‘ of .:.tha d!alectlc.f‘ {an ‘

'

r.‘uwu;s the and of Werld War 11, iqmm Mumsnist Easays still kapk
zaking bistory, (12) o Khrushchev. they wore even morw alive than to Scelin-as
Bast Eurepe spelled "nsgation of tie nagetien™ eut rs molutie’n ageinst
Communism while the Cemmunists themselves mads the references to the young
Harx's writings ‘concrete., OacAe again the _bar.tle ta lepnrgta “the young Hufu"

tainted by "Hagellanisw™ from ths “wature econonist "

~Con tradiction kept haunting Mo, too. dugpite &1l his sttompts frem the

Yanan caves tu Paking's Great Lesp forvard f£iat to "appropriaste® it fsr his

11)  Seelin’s essey en Dialectical Hetoriellsm has gone threugh aany editiona.

It vas firat included in hia Hiutory of the Ryscian C smminist Party (B)

(12) The threa corneved debsie betwean Comcunists, Existentialtats, snd
Cat bolic Humsniste could not, niturally, have the impact of tha
ac tusl revelutdon in Ecsteran furape, which cemapelled ths Russian
attacks on "Revisioniss." The firet theoretical attack on Marx's

Humanist essays was by K,A. Kerpushin {n “Ouestion pf Philozophy”,

No. 3, 1955 (guarterly Russien jsurnal)




‘ewn purpoass, (13)

It was as if second Mgnﬂm‘un itasls cai-ryiﬁg on o réunthn. HWaver-
cndiug battle. Mo wonder that "mlcnﬂﬂc u:arhllm" labellad the young HRI‘I
pn-!urxlnt". and refused to accapt 1044 oa the date &f the birth of Butcrlcn!
umiullm. Lmnlm'u refussl way, on ﬂul: ughc. !uvo appesyed !mlc
nlnca n-ulnu was Marx oharper kn - his attecks on B gel thon in thore enlys.
and - th« fact of the birth of hip materialist comeptun of history in EB&4 uas

atteoud te by Marx himulﬂ "Tas ﬂrst. uork undertaken for the sslutien ef the

o l:he zlnenl canclunim a: uhlch 1 arrivad. and once rezchcs. cmimd te sorve

“

n ttu leadlng thrcad to oy . uudlen m:y bc briefly :mmd up as follum aes

. 'I.‘M mdl of preductlen in. mnterial 1ife del:ermines thu gemta! cluvcc er of

. tbl ncill. politicol and spiricual pracen ot ll£c= I: ls not tha cmcl&umﬁ '
of men r.hat detomlnu thclr existence, but, en the contrsry, cheir -soc jal

existence thit feterwinas thatr consciousness,” (14)

As we' zav previcusly, Herx's 1ife'eng cellzborostor, Fraderick Engele, .

in the 1838 Prefec ¢ to The Communist Uanifexto, wrete that "...vhon I Again met

Harx in Brussels, in the spring of ‘IBAS. he had it already worked ut ..."

Whet usa st stake, in the controversy shout the “young™ and "zsture®

Herx was the philossphy of liberatien th st wauld brook n o accomodation to an

(1 5 See Section on "Cultural Revolutien ™ [ Part 111, Economic Realit} and
Dialectics of Liberatien.”

(14)

Critique of Politicai Economy, p. 11

e,

aman wionn

vk

quntgea that treuhled m uao 2 crlt.lcal revision of Hagcl'a Mm;_... ‘
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antagenistic reslity just bacause ¢ n;u bore a ltltl;pz'opett form ragther
tiu o the fom‘ of privats property. One of the rchelors who hes done especially
wiglml wvork in dsxanszrating ‘thc‘ continuity, throughout Merx's vorks, hus
dﬁm [ throus-h tracing through the busic plitlesophic categeries of Alfenation ‘
&nd Reification ';(15) But;. to this uritér, the prosf that Karx ﬁamjattlsm(
his Huwznist visien when be allue;lly became, "inateas” s “ooientific econaxint™
is in the ynry"procmn of bacom.{nﬁ. of r.-r!gin-thx; Historical Mpterisiism in the
;m mquscri:ats and nst gnly in pixileagphic categories, not even vhgn they ora
w‘ bosic ae Alignation gnd Reification . Thers is no nhilosophic categery in
Marx that is net st the Same tice an eccnomic ont, and there is no écenonlc
c'etcg-ry'tbu 16 net at the same tine a ‘phlldsuphlc ont, - e will show how true
thio is i both the Grundrices and Capital. Here'we wish to continue with the
, b!r‘trh of Historicel &gt&ria“sm in the Critique of ‘the Hcg_cl 1an Nialactic and

. ' -houhma “‘éoﬁmlc" this "strict‘lf_"philoauphie esnay is,

Marx states the mterlilintic’c!ly obvious thet sounds as if it were n»
- more then a restatevent ef Feurbach's ﬁarrqh. philoscphicat materialism:

Hésel regards_huuman éas s -Mon, an equel to s&lf-conlciousﬁen;
All alienacions €L human essence s, therefors, n e more than
alfenaty of xe .'-cmsgimamns. == but’ elicits the contyradietion
withial 'the actual alfenatien, which appearz as reai, is ,.,
nothing but the appeirance of fhe slienstion of octual rlmen
essence ..." (p, 311} )

Despite the fact that Marx credited F euerbach with "genuine discoveries
. he didn’t "“fail to note tka philogophic deficiencys

Feuerbsch regards the negation of thy magatisn only as the

contradiction of philosophy with itself, as philosephy which

.offlrus Theology (Tronscendentsiinm) after 12 had danied 1t ,,.

But that it ia NeCRANATY to romamber that since Hagel himself comprehends
that immanent in the concept of ‘the neastion of ths negation' is

‘the enly truly pasitive ... ap act of self-manifestation of 211

being, to thot end ke hcs discavered, though on ly &s an_sbstrect,

logical and speculstiva £xpigssion, the movewent of history. (p,305)

T e iy
(15)  See Irving Fetacher, "The Young and the Gld Marx" in the Incernationsl .
Symposium, Merx and the Wertarn Wo 1d, tdiced by Nicholas Lobkautcz. - .
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It 12 this wamm of hlntory that Harx s0v in the dlales::lc.

. That 1o why ha lruuatcd thlt the dllluc:ic, ﬂcgcl had dllcwtred. s

¥she source of all dislestic.” (16)

mvinz carly caparstad hlmel! trom Fausrbach te peint eut the

posu:lve in Bcgﬁ (17> Marx at ence Bit eut cgainst Hegel as well, nat
warely as # Feuerbachian, but &5 tha wost original and apacifically hister-
fcal caterialist that the ywung Murx was, First of all, states the Herx of
1w.._u.;&i is uyreng bacause he faiied to ses the inhuzon canner of 'utut_lni-
!utim"’ e | '

"rc;lrdad as eha agsence of llllmtioi\, \whlch iz poscd and te

‘be r.unuccndcﬁ. is not the fact that hurun ssaonca [.e;ul!up .

{easlf 28 inhuman wsnoer IR eppesitisn te itself, but the fact -

that it metoriaiizes itself frem and ‘in eppssition te, lhntrlcl:
thnuing." {p. 39

v

Once- Marx erluetud Hagal at his ntrangul: point. == the l:hury
of slignstisn -~ Marx notntld to the great merit of Hegeltan phlluophy -
Mite thoraughly negative and c:'ll:iclt character ..." This doow not szve
Hcgcll;n phiiol"urphy from ics facal flaw inherant in & philessphy whick
appropristes objactc onty as tlwuah; and csvemevts cf thought, for

*hidden in embryo (i) she latent potertialicy aad recret of
uncritical positivism ond wqually upcriticetl idealism ...
philesophic dlnlntegvltlon and rssurrection of extant Empiricism.”

(1€)  Capital, Vel. I, p. 654

(i7) *The chief defact ef all hithorte enisting zaterislism (that of
Feuerbach included) ic thet the thing, reality asnsuousnase, is
conceived only in the form of the eblect ar of contemplation, but
not a¢ gsnsuous humap ectivity, practice, net subjgctivaly.

Hence, in contradistinction to msterialism, the active side wvas
developed atstractly by idealism.”
Thus continued Marx, deapite the phencmensl achlievment -- “the dialectic of
mgatiﬂty #s the moving end cresting principle” -- which ensbled Hegel te

graap "tiw dsrence of lahor and conceived ebjective man, true, actual pan
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"‘tmnucond.a'lee sl objecl:ln movomenc™ ~., the limunium af sbatrace thauzhe,

the rutrlctlon of lr:naulm only meniai !abnr, the fect thee “knewing 1s ieg

sole ace" .. g1q thazs tead ve reducing tramcemme to marg 'appuuucc.-
"l‘hun. aleeay tranecending, for axacale, rtuslm. eftor tha

Yeligion as & produce ot u!f—auonuion, he
read in reijzt %10t vv. Men
pelicice, ete. he %?'lndl
sn slionated lita, is attenatad lifa, &8 wuch, b!a
true Buman 1igg v {(. un

H.lm naw hlnurn hay u “the 1ifa of hig prlnc!plu.

"‘l'hm mcna 18 ot hosa in unrenon ag umuon.

1a effoct, wb,nt Hnn'. ls nw -ay lfg' l-'""that the total "dlch{n:amy

| _ betvun the phllouphlc world vhra alienstiong were “tranccended” and the actual
Uurld uh.n thly are ag blg & life, ﬁs,mof_mmgh that the P losephic

world 1 btntl: of prneclec. thet ‘exiatence didnte tncer the werld of

' 'unm.c. In the end, perhsps, Hegalty "Abselute™n, far from achieving a

unity of thought snd reelity, only 12d Hegel to “ccenndst fon to reslity.

‘And the Other of that uorld is beautify! Reason, abstract ratl_onalllm s

total lrral:lonal!ty of thw true, entsting worid,

viy Hego! seporates thinking from the subject,® (p.
But, in the precess If hig struggte ult'n Hegel's concepts on Hcéal's around, he
has pointed to bov different the problems wegtg be uien "notupy corporeal Map,
atand¥ng on fiyy ond well reundad ®arth, inheling and exhaling 211 nagyrsg
forces" becomes "subject” ung the phi teaephy, Rumsnigm, that hag Man at fee
center, "capable of 8Tasping the sct of world history" finally moves to

positive Huranignm, beginning from itselr,
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th- vary 1des of taking up thl birth of "migllvs &uun!m" as

the result ol‘ ‘the second nepation after commnism, in o dafanse of Hogal
agsinst l’euu'hlch vho, st the be;hn&na of the Ganny wes eredited with mh-
ing short sf heving "tnmnn&ea the old .philazophy" fs tyuly phencosnal,.
Hava is Marx vho had already b;:oken with the Young Hegelions, who ues ce sharpe
ly snuagenistic s Mezel'z sbstractions which cever up icophknles Sn his thesty
of llimt!m and tnmccadenen far lccmdnt on te the irratisnal world that
terx cslls the key concept of Otbhavnens, of ainnrbim objectivity s nathin g
shert the "iie of his i)rlmlple'; hers Marx firsl ly stoed Hogsl “right side
up” after mm lonn hafere plrmd usys uith him in the lm‘yliu of the
‘ actuai uerld e md vyt it is st this "ork ln the rosd of phlluophy gy )
sie h* thdt hn turns to preise Hepet far hig "mt!sht" euwund uﬂ:hln
ai lmtiﬂ!. +es into che asctual appmprul:ion o{ his nbjec:iw.-. cagunce thrmh
its transcendenca in {ts alicn.n:ed existance.” (p, 319) a!ur vhich follows "
- his ut.tling of aecnunt! wll:h communiss that he praises for transcending
private property, but atresus thet ft io ouly after "cranscundance of this

mdlaeim" tlut we vil) heve a truly human society.

Thias essay is 8 work of such “seriousness, suffering, pat.lincc and
labor of the negative® that, though the reader too "suffers” {since he is
presanted, not with resdy-made conclusions, but uith the sct ef creativity

1zself), be finds that he has begn mude witneas to the origination of the

Mapxisn disjectic, Histeric weterislism.

We have spent so much time on the 1844 Manuecripts, especially the
Critique of the Hegelisn Diaiectic, because not only the idess lecading up to
the Cormunist Manifesto and the actus) 1844 Revelutions which will sheke Europe
to its foundations, but also all the idens tiwt he will spend & full

quarter of & century developing, arz in those Humeniot “moeys in thelr nstural

State. MNsturally, no single yzar (¢ "reaponsible" fuor uo epoch-making 2
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discovery as the umﬂnlﬁ: comcpluon of histery, Ncturally
8o ene can Jiapute the fact ther Harx's thnfy of histery, dialectics of
1iberacion, not to mnﬂon the acersmic laws of c:piinllat developeent, its
"iew of moticn® had all sprung full~blewn from the hosd of Merx, be It
in 1844, er awvenr 1867, whan Merx finslly publistod Lapite], as Morx test.
§2i22 1n ehe Frenc b editien. (18)

In & word, we ars not nying thst ngu said o1 ta,us'neu te say
in 1844, er, ‘fd'r tﬁit-utur.' in the &hr -uorh-. ef tha 1640%, tnsluding
_the ':m&_n_mgg;g; The vury oppesite e the cise. ALl the idasa bexe,
. and wiay, umy msnu will uml_érsfo"é)h'lmml;dmﬂiw-ﬁm_. Asl tlts 16
| tﬁ.-_i,.-lu‘ &.tiﬁ .&hxijuwmn_ of.l"ul wil is -rctui-n to, tln,ﬁucllun-‘
' dl_-"lmlc. ihtch, in fact, connet be szen in its full davelepment, axcept

in "eedmmlcb“. in Marx's grestect theerstic work, Capltal,

Wh at we sre stzeasing hera ie thet the vision In the ganersl

principlss of Historical Materislism -- che matertai, objective conditions

of bummn existence, the uif-dmlopm_ni: of labor ae agsiugt any subjective
dmlm of mind} the hintuic processas as exainst any "cr,enia_l truths";
dialactical dev clsﬁem through contradictions ss sgeinst any cechenical, or

abs tract, static eor merely empiric continuity of thet which is -« thet all

thase are a3 in separable frem tha mature Merx as frem the yeung. Indeed o

novher & is Marx mere Hogelfen™ then in the strictly ecenomic Hetebecke Marx wrete
in 1857-8 after a full docede of concantrativn ¢n economics and it is to the

celebratad G rigeg we now turn.

(1)  In his note to the Prench reader, on April 28, 1875 (appended
to the French editicn of Capiial, Morx wrote: "Heving ence
undertskan thiz werk of vevision; 1 wes led ... to give addit.
lonal hiszorical or shatisticel material, to odd critical
aetimates, eotc. ... 1t posserses 2 gcientific walue fndependant
of the ofiginal und shaild be consulted even by roaders
familisr with the German language.® 13197




muca 2 - m c:uuérleu of tha 1560's, & c@nx.u-—-r 1acer

‘ mjw tas cecced to ba tha cenditicn . k
] _ for tm sociel mesitk fistc a8 che tdlenzes of tia e RE
2cu Wap oea30d to he tlw condition 7o¢ the developest of the -
uatvezgai capscitins of =58 By oind, With this, 655 =ode of s } P
‘ enchavgy velus cellspsen and the ismdlste B Gl
meﬂ-l yescass oF prodaction is sirizped of 120 coankinges™ - ”'{, .k
and ice stagenistic fOTR. coe The TISNUDQ -uf wealth wiil thes ’
: oo lm | lshn’ ik, Wi leisure vice,” ~ Korl M.rn -,
] S gremitancoes uith ammeincind tts ecomealc um, o= tas thwory

faoous u aur dag, SerK eov ‘

us = which vas te caue him voxld
£37-1038 Wm

of mln wal
pmau sbost

ﬁich wire & W Wxoun, exd gule
o 4 hm mm ‘over u\n uhoh dectrive of prefir as ir guisted up %O nn!".

B R uruc Swgale s Jemuary 14, 1848, "In tlo suthod of crdstment S Lact tHE
wava -psa glanced through WI‘- Lagic was m.l mnt. C

» ¢ sourkreul and esrnta" ahwlumns af thal
brazed # 100 yoszs lager 46 the Mﬂ'

© ey -n! mlduut 1

uw!co te w.”

Larvise, it bappened during the sccmueic crisis

Agcidantal or ct
quances cnd tharsfore

e 18%7 uhich Har: tolt =auld hove tmlutimry‘cme

conplets tiw nmtc studie
Mppy uatd but one chapter =<

made it urgent for him te s ba bsd awipsad that

ounticzed soae TOO paRes. As it turned au:. howevar,
vhich be prefsc ed with & tocally oew chepiez, Gommodities,

pe God written "Consribution o p

that had met besn
ishad in 1899, Tha rest of tha

¢ ritious of Pelisicel Teonomy which was pudli
The out-

asssive Potebaeks were ast to oee the light of day until 19591941,
"

the eus oo Houdsy --
part of his atudias uatil

jwe to AbStTEQE sconouic discusatons.’

bresk of World var I1 wep hardiy condut

pevstution in 1949, enly ane

Under the impact of the Chinass
n Yast

gection «= Pre-Capitalist Eeonomic Forasstlions ~= cthat was publighad 1\
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Berlin n 1952. (19} toe foltoving yosv, cha Cpundriqes ta ‘ta entivety
ﬂuuy mund. caly in Coron , a0 sgala the dlma-lu m:md ot PrE- -
aplmm secitias, It wis te Leky oesrly edekiar dacsds bufm“ um!tr chl

h pm of thtlou. mlm :umutoa emug davateped elze on th'my

, iy th ey of . hﬁu-mary e'lnou Engrls? ¢asth bulere the iu!vn
it
publw se pivotal ¢ wark by Marut by che uem of sttil amtbtr qmrtu

of & cenkusy Saforn ssvicus divonssteny bagen ot "achtr' (urtmet) than
Capitaiiet socistias! Aas nuerly ancther dacade Sofora diccussion revolved
alss avcund the sesticns co mmmr

. Bafers she publication of © _g_,__-g_mu. 1t vir poputertly uumd
(fot m_ﬂs,a_mm._mlu hag twahﬂ thst o8 soen s l!arx 'é-l-mrcd‘ the
c!m .mmu and Emumd thl tilnry of hllmﬂcu matlulu. mmz bed
dtm ulﬂ: the Emnm dl.elm!c. Afrer publiutlan of thgm&,
| vhich gm t!:l na te. thia cum. tby tun, but eat the ateicuds, wae chnnpd,
A Briciel Navxiet histerien attrituted the neglece: of the mu to tho
‘difficulel tes- hat modern studests hevs with f&uellmluu_." (20)

- Ie tn ceml:{ly trug that ooubers, not avan ia the '-tmu'y'
philosaphic escoye of the young Mars ta 'er nore “fogelies® than {n these
'ltﬂct!f' sconsalo Iutebw&a which tum out: to he Memw hluule sketches
of sankind's,not jun m!:&liu‘a, devalopment, And. it 32 thu. th
E 5 Thie continuad to be tha enly uct\n publishd {n Erglisd with

an lotroduction by Eric J. Hobabsun, - (London, Hew Yer¥, 1965)
20 - 1bids p. 11. dHobshaun here praisas Mars's "brillisnt enclysia®,
yat tiolds on tightly to the view thet Marx'e uabieken fgdetun

logic (n bieterical development te oot biatory "!n the strict
lmcg" — -
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Harx of the Srungripsg. (22)
an ers,  The Moly Faetly,

(22)
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. Fertuustely; bacevss telay's reslity constate of such appesites
88, on the ane band, the bizth of & Third verld {tie tochnolegicelly umder-
cm,;im oCuatrios :m frocd chamsives f7ca the streaglensld of Vesters
iaperialion), snd, oa ths sthor bomd, Che ‘rew Betwesth (15) Autewstion y that
‘deatnates the eschuslupteslly sdveand tendu, ST ecpalled s genthentocien with
tus pivctal sectiens of Qyndzispy -~ "Progrensive ipachs el fosessic Soclal
Pernatisn®, snd “Noohlmery w- wRsthor or mot LhAt epochsl varh of ¥ars’s was sveilshl :

et

S e TR

in 3l lenguoges (24),

" Significently ongugh, the “shapslessasss” (23) of the Gundpigge
mIMlu 8 it 15 during the discussion of the relaticaship of “Fres”
taber 2 slimusted 2o espial 20 wok o “thing™ (16}, e en explottative pro-

Guat1s w relazien chst Yerx pised the questhen tict led te the emureles into

oy

(24} An Itelisn tranglacien sppeavod in 1536, Tha Fronch first appesred In
1855, Yo shin dsy wo full evacalation (s aveflable tn toglish. Wa're
gubl lshing, o8 Appasiz, & asgtien On Machinery,

(23)  This reugh drafe sxw met inzanded for publicstion . 1t wes written es
s aerias of sonagrepts fer Mmsalf. 1t conmiste of throe unvwen
chaptaret The Ivtreductian, sensisting o 43 pegea, bruske off
bocause B deeiddd it Rbeuld be written last, oak first. The
Chaptar aa Neavy comeists of LGS poges which the eae ontiviqd
"On Copital®™ goea en for 512 pegue. We must bear {n nind, howsver,
that avon wikn & decede (eter, it asurmed £inel shaps zo SZppitsl,
thit, tes, 93 walicishnd, /otuslly, th2 reusu drafe of the
Srupdripse _cerrsepacds usre clesely s the ground ha goncelved hia
studies o covers Capital, Londed Preperty, Wege laoker, Siate,
Forwign Trads, the World Merier, Ths Rutsric sweap, 84 Yev esled
in the unfiniahed Imtroductien, was to exaand to the relatisasbip of
Gresks axt ta “Hedden Ti330” aw well ng to tho euestisa of wy, The
firet three bocks Micine Czpitsl plus Thesries of w
The 788 wars wevho wwhdd Gt 83 Bapsvake Btudles. L8 & wopd, chere
1o satd to the herizage of lary than the uapuliichsd philogsephic essays
snd scra thea the publithed Mumifegsa, Capite], The Ciyil
] ol okdor historic verks, =nd the waluxi
Haro 1o hew Herx phrased 181 .."Thy econcuiots fix en che sbstrection of
capifel sn vsrr meterisl and inatrument of labor®, wrete Moyx, *in order
to prasest capital o8 & ndcessery slemant of production . fven the
socicliats say vt wewd cepitel, but net the capiteliste. The gopital
appesrs a8 pure Sacher (thing) not es preductien veletion ..." (p. 20%)
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.Mmulln 8s3ietioe.  Im ashing tis mulﬁ 2f the wige verker tauu

free, Narx writest

T hio madnd, eWave &1, ik the varker sust Y sepesiced frea
thy land, whick fumation: a2 hia astursi lsboratory, fhis
, mmans Cha é1as0lution beth ef Zree sstty fend owacrsaip end of
:h :ru! lendrd pooparty, bused en tha Ortaete! Gommume,”
Ps - : ' }

Ty wor

This fe t58 epraieg paragrep of tho wro mast facmue Lactien of
the wark dS0LiRg vith prascaplteliet sculetias wirloh bed besn asde v faesis

by 3ba Sirth of & noy TRIRd tortd In gemeral ond of Cemmmist Chive in porte
!e'.sl.u'. Thic ife ths sastico <iere the proscot becomse & palw of Indercoctien
. |i'h'u':;q Betwean futuza snd pest for the su;uiu that-tabedded 12 tis past,
t&lt. hcnn pm nd thick i; inbedded nfn the pest te beeos ¢ futers is
ﬁ-nl!;!n" il,‘!ﬁ.l 8 treaendsis werld Bistezis view of & new sodtety bised cn
' uvﬂr.am krusn forces i_l\.l contury wheo ‘tha waele cult lvated werld theught
on L7 of expindisg wivrial farces. slavm, en the ather band, apoke of msx

'Jnmallu.

¥ ViEh the Aeezicmn
. - .

o

Nars's

LR

“Ned 1itels to

s

Foarning nok "te cemin scathing forwed Hy the past but ic in the shssluie

writton for e Asuriem

T e e rmau L) Al Tk mw-—humwml—\“l..:_‘.‘_!f'n.'\q.- B ] B - -:l

aevexsnt of becomicg.” . - : )

Ke oingls 1dan of Marx hes baen mors aiorepragented then thet whick

1

coatarn tha "Agiatic meds of preductten®. (27) -

»

(11)  Professer Wittfoge! bea crustad s varitsble “universal” called
' o Hot sstiefied with the originality of this

craatieon, Jo RYisd attyiduting it to nawe other than Karl “ars

"tafore™ ke oupsecedly "htrayad” thase aarly insights., Ow the

fR¥ar hind, Govrge Lichthein wka has asde & substantial cantriby-
tion in traciag Havn's 4aveloomere om the quasticm, fad sheved
how' tremsadous & comiridution thit was to thaery, wevortheless is
Sisaelf o ewrwiningd by tha uniqueness of the Germcale, t.¢.
Fazepian comtridution ce civitizatian, rhat be tries to discing scxe
of Hora's vritings in the dally press. Thus, ukile ik tresta the
sackion in the Crundriaes #s "brilitere™, he diamisses omny of the
acvtic las i Cha New York Naily Tribune 1n praise of ths “Chinese
Ravelutisn®™ a5 12 this van dona anly for jeurneliztic affect., o
fails to explein vhy, then, 31d Marx bring rafarence te the Tlaiping
rebellion {nte his grestest thesrotical work, Capigall morsewsr, it
wap deca ag & footnaie to & Chaptar thac twé nothing vhetover Co do
uith Chins but & pvwat daal with the fetishien of cconaditior, Nod

adl

e S R, e, R
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doyn Blniw "mw uhmaun produntien. Marg Jid act ao‘nﬂldu'
, Caat . there wes Acthing to tha Oriestsl xode of méucum, mapt. %b
werBdesd™. As sgeimat the yur in whlch b wrote the Casmuniat Mesmtfrste
(18473, whirn 4s kev 1i5tle of the Ormz sod omlldé the beurgesise
revodutians for lnu!na dova the "chluue wailo of bnhslu". MNere, in
thi tm-a, sroks with dindein sbeur Yescern seclieiy, aod i eplus werg
they for00d wpam Chin 0. 8e autolind hise ths grast Traipieg Mhluu .
I&e'a biows Marn c.ulyud (T veveit (in the ﬁm York lhuy THtune ((-’nﬂ
14, l@!ﬂ)l o .
' “Tus chronie rebaitions subsiotiag tn Chins far cbewt teo.
veether in cue forutdeble ve-

“valutie thm ardar- mlm pav erd (England, Prance end
MIG:;' whish werld atteopt Co support the m;lg

| dynaty, forget eha the betrod agaiust forwiguers
-& palitical sptea only since the
the rs ¢ of ¢l Hmﬂm !‘mm?"

'l‘bz femobiliey of wan 2n Anciert China, the otaste My
which ml-m all changs in emlwam its papulatien waz mtwatly soxathing
that Hayy castigated mrcilessty, but this did act oein Ehaz be vas "far" thn
nnlquc Germsnic feudal repime uhieh alloved for further development. What
interests bhim in 1) those stoges of davelopuent wie whsm tbe mradietlan
betwvesr: the productiva forces sed prodection ralatiens reaghed taa expleaive
poing, "upuho of social r evoluzion.” Thoe perzistancs of tha Oviemtel
wode of productisn , Marx axplsined In thig ways “Tha iatstic lem'n neC-
eseariiy survivea longoat And wose stubbermiy, This s dus te the fundament sl
princinls en which it 15 based, thie fey that the individust dovs pot becoms
indapendent of the commumity} thet the sirclc of production is u!!-wlu'uy.
ing, valty of sgriculturs end drafy mnufecrure, ete. IF the tedividust
changes his velatiens to tha cocuunity, he aodiflcs ced ufdarzines, beth tha
comunity snd 1€s ecenomic premisc; canveraely, the endificetion o tiis

@conat ic premisd -« produced by its own dislectic pauserisagion, nte,”
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‘ ‘ ' Ag. tlu 88ue tixe, whtle tracy
16t 1n ths higher Gurantg type of '
the comunity,

AT e - -
- L -

"
M\P\... SAALYT POy

o warres
riat Ly ceazs o7 812cws, 'willery

- ul,,!ls_t, Citey alno .
D ONISEeRCE of eapital, ) (g, RH L

vhan ft 14 the Mir of
_cfo;;;lul‘ljt_an_.'“l_l-m golden 56 z'éx IIS&. g rﬁé'nf’y.om!tg.» o courns, ia
ﬂlﬁnhﬂa xever Smu by doubt abeye that in ey of
For thove vhe chioos te doutt

Harx s writingy. ’

thet tae Criticisn of thw erionts!l wode ot
PrOSUcticn ws met parennts), snd that this change ‘

A and yae undsrgeing !mmut:'!aunt!un

both the X avodoths ang rieo Herxises (1n
future of muog(,, Hern,

W33 pracisely the Suastions thee

foru'a day) rajsod ragerdivg ehe
who hﬁd cenidered tig S
el VATiSty of tke Aglat)c oeda of Froduct en,
- . wenners

tavic coonune as but 5 ub- ’

0T In 0 mast prephet i ’

the
revolutlon tn the Was, «o ttrt boen coaploognt

“1€ the Rucafen Revelut i on teconep signel for » protetarien {

Sach ather,

fusnian comenag ovnershis of jand Ty carve ag ¢

be starting pefnt for o
' communist develepmnt,

Ve wiil reryrn te this subjecz i1n Foet |17,
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_Marn had alvesdy, in ths Geyndiiepe, stressad that “Asisn tl-e-i;y
. e & king d‘ vadiffeventiczed ualty 6 town ané caustry iblch. 'by Mgn-'
ieg mlulm ond nemtcciure snd thus Deing ¢ tgolfgusteining unity?

bad l.‘.etlt mad fav trsde or ummm; devalepeeot . Onr axd awor agsinm, b dtrens-

ed tm w eadmms o.rim.m aad uﬁnm'y ool theg uln ul!-cmtud.
thosa ‘utlamm g rillisges,’ !mﬂﬂwﬂu though thay asy sppasy, bad
-lup veta toe foundation of Gﬂannl mln.' 16 $aafty be us 200,
uny &iml duspetiza Bt thy pricitivesar of thi cionusd which #11cuoé
!ow th l‘!“ of twmﬂ wRity "y tie “fsther, “the M # 1¢ s chish
- uhigh mﬂe !r. a clm mm:y se that ha u-nmty “ss 3 eta,” thd S3ME
s m Iulleﬂ 2 "the aﬂnumln et poAST Chrough. tn'imln vorks
. m br e sute. piu m tlm m wc sbhasach of pirivate pmpon s ol ca
| e provesy boed, the etate luremzaey wm connd ouar- tie guzelys Levor of

the comuin g and khise mfmuuu ite wh.

Hnrs'- point ¢ that "me o only indlvf.e.uluu tkmgh the pro
eeu of hllury. He eriginsiiy appesrn #s @ Wn.&i&l.ﬂl&l a

hard noimal ..." (p. 982

#11 these prefound ebearvaticH were written by rian: aln ot a8
mcre asides te Herx's sain pme@patlu ~~ the sasypia of capitalist de-
veleposnt. Thoush they could feuem the basls for & thoery of uaderdaviloped
countries, the Comonists azd sevely eviating thea to sut ¢t & potitiosl lime
arrived at by quite ethar ceasidurstions thau either Marxiat theory or werld
ravolution. Ac fer the profeseisoel sudi-Cemuminta, ~& tha eurzt thot sny
sdmlar was irarestod a¢ oll, it wes only to elabozato & theery oa Drepaesl

Dagpotian the abeslute oppotite of Horx's, snd then to sccuse Hive of baving

“batrayed” his origins! tnaights.

ts ve ses, the Ecenomic tistebeoks uf 1857-38 durtng the peried
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~Just as "histery and its precess" led Marx to decide to werk o whele

new section sn the ﬁtrnggle Eer the shertening ef the werk day, as it led te

a new concapt of technalegy.

"lie uuuld be panaible te write quit ela histery of the in-
ventians made since 1830 fsr the sele purpose of supplving
capital with weapans sgeinst the revelts of the worklng class.™ (“9)

Fer;once,clﬁitl fsm has neved frem the need te extend the hours of the werk-

ing day te extract unpaid heurs ef labsr, te being able tn extrszt the lurpius
within the sam2 working day -- and it is the develepmant of machinery thatr.

- has ach!eved this feat. Marx follewed hawk-1lke evary atrife -E werkers.
Connrece. conerete, concrete -= this sums up hhe acrupulouunesn with which
Marx Eolloutd bhi atrife of the uorker. making it lnaepﬂtlble srem the cen~
cencrﬁtien and eentralizatl-u of ~apital ™ well an f*om the mnchine'u devel-
opment. '"technolog; also‘discsvered the few fundamtntal !arms of mction...

‘ nzcessnrily taken by every productive xyskemxs actian of the humsn bedy,™ (30)
The autamaten could now.become an organlzed uystem of machines te which every
.- matian is cenmunicated by the transmitting mechaniam frem a central automﬁton,"(ll)
thereby bec-mlng "object {ve" uhlle "the laberer becames a mere appendage te
an slready existing material cendition of preductien.” (32) Yes, what is te
be wabtched is net 80 mueh the machine as the resiatance of the verker te Its
"uniferm metion" and"barrack discipline." (33)

We are in a very different worid than the ene where .mschines were des-
cribed in the Grundrisse. {34) The Gruédrlsne is pfoof of the limitetion but
alse the indispehssbillty of the dislectic. The limitatlen i{8 net caused by
defiéiences'in the dialectic "as methed,” much less the need te replace it
with "structuralism,” genetic er othervise. Rather the limitatien resides
in the fact that the dialectic is‘nct an "applied" science, It has
T (29) Capital Vel. I. p. 436 (30) Ibid, p. 492

(31) Ibid, p. 377 (32) Ipid, p. 182
{33) Ibld, p. 423 (34) Ibid. p. 698n
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te be vecrmated anaw ar it spontsnacusly amarges from the developing
'Subjmt-" Until the “Subjacr.". fo., tha proletariat In the 1860'- agted
(the nev clens struggles in Kurope and the Civil Wer 1a tha Unitad States)
a0 agsinst the quisscant (8507s, the dialacticol sarsiysis weuld, of mellaity;

resain intnlleocuslist, isclated fr2a the actus! wovemsnt ¢f history, --tihe

measss. Procisely for this reasom, Marx ssw evervthing In 2 ¢ it different

1 1gtR in the 1860'0, and dacided re srart Capigal ad yove.

!htwuhout 17 ] tcn aectigne cl! that siq;c ehnpur. "Mschirary

and Mn Ilduury"., Marx maver hte so !er a nimlc imtlncc the internsl

dlalcetia. tla umtlal relation of uubjlet t® objcot, lesding ineucexable to

‘ thc lblolutn. lﬂ'uoauilnblc cu-tndlctlun so tlut whan ba strikes out qolmt

the‘cconuiatu wvha cnnzlud tblt Rhﬂ con be _nu m:qoﬂim since they cammat

erins frem the oachinery “"is 'aui':h". ue _’hrc. left &uthlana thae tmﬁ'mlé be

any othar view of mschines Zhon es capiial, opbruliva. doﬁimaring. exploitaotive,

full of contradictions, porverse, Bur.’." far from thinking of H epel, we think of

thiflew world visien. Marx himsalf, however, s tittle later brings ubbsck to lagel

when ha leughs at John Stuart Mitl for'atr.nmptlns “to annex" iuch irraconci lables
a8 David Richards theory of profit based an isber ac scurce of wealth to Naasau
S¢nlor'as “ramunsrstion of absktnance." -'u{s. es auch st home {§n sbsurd contra-

dictions £5 s fawls ar B35 in the Hegellsn qoentradiction, the source of all

disleceic, (3%

Marx would never have deveted wore than A quarrter of s century
ta what be cslled the “disowl pcience™ of political sconomy, unless, ib ts
Harnistically recanstructed Yorx, it halped dizcorn tho law of motion of the

capitalistic socisl forxstion . The recontiructed science meant, however, thrt

not only did his original discoveries meke the difference, but thet these originol

econ onic categories were 3o philosaphicrily rooted thes It created a new unity
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mﬁ of econaxics, philesophy, revolution. Bacause the historic t;utlanlll:y I'Im

dilc-vlud 28 iomenant in thl hop«n ef wan pasnt, in turn, that (< is llvlm

‘l-la whe nrk cut the neaning of phllalophy ay mklu the thawry of lllnu-

tisn and the struggle to be {rey & unity. So wuck fa f3es wman tiw true aub-

fnct of bnigtery thor Marx erelled the period in whici he lived, end the en @

AW ERETTS | WS B ol e £ 58 5 ML IR o 1 My LA efre

ta whick wa still live, the prechistory ef mankind far min's true histery does

net beginxuxxiik unt)l he §s fres end gats ts devwlop in full, whick ts pra-
_clisely waat reunites us ulth the Gyundriese, s mapnificsntly unlfylu; vicien
e! vhat :h future will bs like ng_g; trandcendence of the surplus value-eriented

‘ uchlm preductian,

. Gaw uhln the mn'w Imluuln !nm hap Basa mlee nway, whet
S 1s weslth; ...if not the shasluca slaboration af his creactive dige
= pedttions, without any precondiziens other than antecedunt "
"histericel svalution of a}l huxan powirs a3 such, unmassured by any .
preyigus]ly establishad yaréstick - #n end in leseif? .,, YWhere be
doss not ceck tu remain sorathing fermec¢ by the past, hut. 1o ln the
lhﬂe!ute uovemant cf mn!u‘l“ vie (po 84-8%)

1t is lmulhlc to vesd the Grundrisse, without ausrensss thst
Herx ia ot work, cutting aur from virgin reck, of!ginal thoin:lu not snly &n

Tegards economics, but of menkind's davelopment., Tt in s8 If we wave heasing

Marx think out loud snd it s iwpossibie nat to ba sware eof !:hi tharcughgeing
disiecticel nature of esch of the parte of the Grundriase as it in thy cum sand sub-

stence of the whole, Without it, Marx's aconomica” would huve been shorn of

& philosaphy nct ‘only ef hlnl:oi-y but ef ravatutlon.

its 1ifabloed:

Tha Hegellan dislectic wax the crucible wherein metarisliss van
transforaed inte & world historic ph!losophy of freedom evan #a the prolat-
sriot as “Subject" of man’s se!f-emmluilon that w.t an and to sll class
secistiec transformed the dislectic developrent of the pre-history of man inte
the elicitation of all men's potentislities in za “absolute movemenc of

becening™.,
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nce sgain ax v mae, instasd of the msture Heru runcing susy

‘fr@‘lmi'p Jbsalutes, Y sees ir. the “abselute esveusnt ef bonr.uh;" tha evers .
prasest h!nicﬂg apizit, thie !utmilmmp: in todaytc yaultty. Becauie, Ie

Harz,"'htcrultm" ai-. te ke wore a’ngmli Mayxist in 1cmguage, the caaditioas
a! i_ﬂtﬂﬂll miuctiu. aacat tha preduction and repreduction of rotwsl,
mul innn osuum. h!eeus- wip vevar “» I.lulua m!lu.r.le- et i’mn‘

ot £

dzar




