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a3l ths gtupld: ooks ‘that,meke. clain £o being srdginal, and total iy
aomething new that ncone else has aecn ;- Tordl Gould's s tops id v
{Incidentally,. even in irying to atéritute an cntology to Marx,.she
Lily. bad uo »ght to claim. that she alone did it, in view of the féct thht -
; mca'speut something like 4 of a century to rxove that Marx -
alled "Socail Cntology" '3 he never did finish , but what he did -
maezive, not to mention prmofound and serious ‘than what ghe did. . Afg
fall in hhe abyss of. sociadlyneceseary lzvor time, o8 if it wers
i sorlptioh of scclalism rather than capdtalism ! She deos him one better by
et apéaking of time without any hint whatsoever that she knows the historie
sning of it beyond Hetdigger ). . SR .

Aa if g1 ‘that:does not sunm up sufficiént: mittakes this reslly
A 31de totelity of Marx, what it dogn_try (try,
drissa and that notin its . totality
ut:to. Urrove” a Tolat, evid ~ased-
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8. M's._fémpter&(iap;l.39) i (ooh0-68 ""The -Cotology ‘of Tabo
tmology and the Dialestis of Time" ", not.only. has o ]
. Bhe very'specificallyisccially necessaxry labor time Naw® :
opposed. to- Marx's  concept of "time is the placs ‘for. human
3. that Marx?'s subject "bears sone resemblance to-Heldigger!
bind in. *Baing & Time, For h’eidigger'i tEo, time originate

-y 'a 'belng characterized by activity'

A ch is exactly. like
1 ‘bears & resemblance to revolutical ( BN

gl (p.61) .

oy 1 2.¢ 2 tut, "the Poregoing . -
£ a theory of time:suggested in. the Grundrisse poes befond what.’ . -

‘Marx explicitly says," And by being she obviously means she reconstmeted: Marx
‘80 profdimdly that tead:  of being only 'fimplicij@ff.zggagﬁ;ba,s;tmlgfmnﬂn—5t—‘=.*':pl.‘..ci.'.

T A d chapter, © Toward a alabor Theory of Chuée,:kctimi.'a'n
. in Marx's Social Ontolozy" (vp 69 4o 200) repgeats hey favorite woxrd,

. and in this case her raconstruction "of what y am ‘calling ¥

#as an ontologi +h o;'yqxqs no less t Jarts: légcﬁ? ST,
. .. -lations, "and, (thi: &.discussion of how' ] a.ccbrd:‘m; o~ » the ontologiral
" reality of labor a5 cause gives ¥ine tc the apnearance of cause and effect, as | -
-'”'an'.exl:_emal'a,nd reified relaticn in =2 glven historical peried, namely'that of: ¢
cepitalism, Marx’s thoory of alienation will be important here." (p, 71) ... -




RL. ‘ til{_'\,rou get £o - dh 4 on
5y they: a Jj;:;tic " Tha 4th ia "Tha Ontology- of ' Fresdomt.
ot Fréeion. a.ud -the. EfeBgericd of ‘the Hooial Tpdividual:® o T would be i:mposaibl
. 80 e that that magRiPicent; auatation: on’ "absolubo mwem&nt of hecoming”: .
p i P UBR in tha Gmmd..isen) could: posalbly be misurdoratosd
manqges t;o make fr--odom 50 dead and abstrack tha.t you sesinot a. single "
'h{xt e "organiution" MIx. tHe. ("ﬂmdrinse Ma.rt sees’ Prearlom as
storicauy “hrough d.’r.f"arm’c s!:a.gea of sooizl orgapization,¥ (T might
doen As 1adly by Hegel as she does by lia.rx ang: exper-ia.i sq_,on.'_b_hgs, h
‘slave mleat in the. Phenomenm.qﬂ‘.) o ‘ i

h'a.irt.ezj., Justice, ig rea.lly 100 idiveic! to even try to q%}:is
; -.Laaps-'- lly'when you .considar thet the very first statement of ‘#arx,, whethar Cr R
7 ; “%ho "stole™ the.wood :and. e.ll throubh ths "‘Com
.es wh » he dn- +ryi.ng'+o~




