
(j) thif f• /') L ~ /JUur "j¥ ~ ~r~ <> /1~-~1/ . . .. 
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@ ~ rll&>ff .:: /rc.QUJ ~ ~ F ?¥ lk.t~ 

. •·. t..u;ieA /11;2ur? ~~ . . 
i (;jJ.'tr,' ;).},; • ~~_,. {!'--,.-~) ~ -

' ' -do 

., ' ' ' .3.....xe.t.u-~) atr; J-.17--4; ' 

.'. -~ ~~ c2A~91" ~~tri) ~ · .· ifr -1e jJcwtr t.t~ /{P. s4 * 
~-~~f j~ A-'1:o/riw ~ 
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~a ~*.her---o ~ ctu1~-tp;._ \71 ... 

"Quit. L"> origV!al" 1 , ,. for' CD'ir,in&l 'abaraot.l"S Sn t1et1cn, 

a pt.ful """•1' vill1 i:rt -t.Sng vit.lt cne, ~ .tn. &nni..,.,,..!';l' at' 

t!Mt day.,,. 'i'beil' rarity sy ot~ll tbll .Oro &PJW&r t1"C!!I +-!W, that, 

. ~ chai!"&Oi.lolMI, ;.,.]y ainglul.a1!"1 -:!,r 'tolt D:lngWl' ~ 10 to 

1pMk
1 

orlg"in&l . ..,.. , t.n!l7 ao1 ilrp]y original inst:Snota, ln eborl, 

a due. ~owpt'l.on at' W.t 5.s to be lwlA to.- t.biiJ •orl or pe,.......l':l' Sn 
" 
:-

ficticn VCIIIld w.ke lL1lll a'!Jooot e• INch or • pr<dig;>' tbcre, as :In ,....1 ldstory . ~a-
. . io:. :Jn;.gi ... :.o, ....... alut1cnU.Sng pbilascphlll!", or the tcrunder or • 

l!~; r;:ligi,;n,~~-GF ori~l ~t'&OU1' is liJm. a NVOlTir.g ~- -- \. I 

:Uelit' ~g ;;;w.:y r ...... itnlt all :rc:w~ :l.t - ..,ryW.n" 1:s lit b7 it.. ~ . i 
· '",,,e>'J1Wi\g ~torte up t.o'·it .... ·U..ro ~ol.l.Girll upon t.l» odi>Cluate oonceptian : \rg l 
·•. ::.:: :::::,:::.::.:;:::-'· - w -·- .. -:J 

' • .·, 0 •P ' 0• • ~ 0 ' j 0 

1111.-n !!elv'.u.JM 1 'rba Con!idllnCB Mtui. 

' I 
' 

: -~· 

~'l!(..o.J\. 
• .I 
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Insert tor p. 172 attar "Plakhanov ••• nil!" 

The emphasis ·that Lenin put en "dialect!~ utopa£, as 

11 philo!".>ph!c salen~e~ o;epsn;ted h!m tram all other pcst•l!ari: 

IQux!ate, Mt only UJI to the Ruee!e.n Revolution but also after ' ' 

the conquest ot power. · Wh<9n he wrote to the edi ~;o1·s ot th6' pro­

jected new Journal, Unde£ the j3!!!lns;: o:t; Mmu~. asking them to 

oonaldar themselves the "V.aterialist Friends of the Hegelian 

Dialec*ic,• he stressed that they ehculd let Hegel speak for him­

Bel.t. quoting his writings OxtensiValy. What 'WaS moat IDB..'1i;fest O:f 

. what he t.ad gained trom the 1914-15 Hegel studies 'W!IS that the 

He gal;!.~ dialectic need a to be , stuclied "in and .to\" 1 tael:f' .J1I . He 

,. artiCiilhtt~d this. most daringly !n the 1915 eseay, · •on Dialectics•s ·. 
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• ••• clerical o~ecurantism c~ philosophical idealism), or course, 

haa spi§templogicRl roots, it is not groundless, i~ is a 

gttrilt ~undoubtedly, ~uta sterile flowtr that grows_ 

on the livi~g'trae or living, rqrtile, genuine, powerrul, 

omnipotoSnt, o~jectivo, absolute .human knowledg&. GY @. 

What stands out in hia Abstract· or Hegel's l>S),ence of 

-~ is '!:he. lengtlt or time hit spant in the Doctrine or Notion, · 

espoiviall.y 1111 its last chapter reaohstl ~ turnir.g point ·or . 

. . . a~a~lute negati;-ity in the Absolute Method. .4gain, he stopped tl) 
:.• q\lll'te Hsgsl c 

".In the ab110lu~a method 'l:he Notion .11.£2U.t:l!U 1 taeu J.n i 'ta 

C)tll!rnass, Slid the U!'li)l'araal in its pW:"t1culari8ation, in the 

Judgement anc! in rea.l1 'ty .... n Then Lariil! l!onoluded• This exb-acvt 

ia .not at all bad 811 •·kind or ft~ng up or dial!lrctics •• ··t;:fp e 
The reason· Hegdlian dialectics was so alive to Lenin was not due anti 

entirely to the prc;:tundity o1'n1a study, Rather,it w11s. the 

obJeotiva world aituation -~ the capitalist oria1a that brought 

about the simultaneity o~ World War I and the oo~lapsa o~ ~­

]llisbed Marxim - wbioh led the revolutionary uter!alist, 
. . philosopher, 

X..nin, to single out the Absolute Method o~ the idealist/ Hegel, 

With abaolute nagat.iv'i'ty, 1.6nin worltad out a political transrorma­

tion in1:o oppoal1:•• "Turn the imperialist WllJ:' 1n1:o civil war,• 

.. @..nin, ,!;ollgct&d Workg, J8•J6J 

~Lenin, Collaot&d Worka, J8•2Jl 
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lnaort tor p. 188, before final P~aph 

One o:t th& ver;• raw po!lit•Marx ldar:dste who hac! early 

, grasped the tact t.'1at :liarx llad recruated the Hegelian dialectic 

~Vo:"l 'Detore he openly broke with boto:"f!'oois eoc!ety ~~~likhail . 
Lifshitz. In 'l'be fhilomphy of Ar1j of KJArJ. Men; ~a traces 

Hegelian inher tance 
this/from Marx's 1841 doctoral thesis on Epicuru~ to £apftat, 

the 
aonoluding that N&t-x'9 "reflections upon ancient wo:i"ld show the 

· hir.ozoicsl L~logies pemeating tho !fOrks of 1841-2 remained 

with tho mature Mar1 ••• he never renounced this inheritance.• tf.89) 

B41ita\iaa. ha ·refused ta· sapa:c•ate . out a "theor;,• o1 aestllatiea• 1'r.:nzi :. .. -, • ' 0 

t~e totality ~t Jltii:'X'!l Philo110phy ot hhtor:,r, ht>lding tight to its. 

ilttegral.i ty 111 Wtarx• e worJ.d view, Litshi tz introduces Marx's' . 

. do~Lnant concept of • Ravoluti~n 11; Parutanet~z"(~thto into 

hill analysh af Mlll:"X' s 1841-2 doctoral disseri:ation and early 

~iolse on.traedom ot the prase. 
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. tor p. 188 ,... ttn to insert 

19. The rtl8VIIIIce. ot thia hook tor today ill two-told. . First and 

:toremouti, ot cour!'•• is the Hogellan dialt!<ltic that Marx developed 

·~ughout '.1111.lite. ·Second, ill the contrast betWeen LU'sl!itz ami 

Lu\'aoe, in_ :thllir ra'.ationoilil' to Stalin. 2'his book was written 

in 19.).) when stalin hac! total Hlft!H/JC powerr but there is not 

a e.lr.gle reference 1:G Stalin. as "philosopher" or otherw1se. On 

'the o'ther hand, Lulai.cu• Th' Xouog jl!>geJ, (Cambridge, ~Iaao• 61IT 

Press, 1976) ll:lll published a.f'twl' Stalin's daathr and yet i.t mani-

. t'erll\l .so great e. ko~ing to St&lin that LUkacs links Stalin 

· an_d Le'-'.in es "philoeophlirs ot. the age ot 1llperiall11111
0 

• thereby 

,~"tin8 total. cont'usi~n not Just on,tile i'ltlationllhip .ot Lenin 
; :; , , ~ <: . '• ' . - I • ' '' ' 

.· to Stalin, -lnl.t on the h1i!Otr1c break ot Len1n1BIIi witll his own 

JlhiloiiiOphio !"lat . .in his D1iJ,qmptio Notebgokr#
0 .- . ''. ' ,. . ' 

. ·. . -:-.~ .... -. 
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Above all, the 1'ctishis1'l of coror.'llod:ities, the dialectic ~f th1n9'-ifYiJ'lr 

(d:lndleh) tho liv:lnr Schject, the laborer, t,...nsfom1.'lr hirll :Into oot an 

appendare of a N~-chine, so revolted Marx t.~t once a~in.,:m VolW!tO II, ..,.., . . 
.J:'(J~ecl..red his :Indebtedness to th" Ho!!fllian dialectic. In a footnot• 

(vbioh Eh~l~ hod left out, :In his reor~ization of the manuscripts 6or 

Volume II ) Man wrote: 

- .... _ 

In a !'eview of the first volume of C..;:>ital, l'.r. Duhr:lnr. notes 

that, iri my zealous dtrofotion· to the eeha;na of He~lian logic, 

I even diso~vered ~oo nogelian fo~ of tho syllo~ism :In the 

precess of· circ-Jlo.tion, My z.elationsbip with !fe~~l is v·~ ·simple. 

I am a ~isoiplo of Ho!!fll! and the presu~pt.uou• ohatter:ln~ of 

tho "Piaones who think they have· buriod this f!7'8&t th:lnlcr. &PJ>Mr 

fra-:1k'ly rid:lC.ulous to~· t:everthetlet:s, I hl·.re •!•ken the liberty 

of adoptj.n5! towal'ds my mr:st.t.'r. a critittal attitude, disencu~ber-

:In~ his dialoctic of its mysticism and thus putt:lnr it throur.h 

a profound chanF.e, etc. 24 

VIe must not f~r;rot that Marx wrote this after Vo:Wm r had alroad;v 

been published, Contrast this to tho empty mothodoloey of Roman Rosdolsky whc 

concluded • afteJ~ his forced :i~entification of the Gr-w1drisse &nd C!aDital, 

thAt one ''no lonr:e:r has to hite into t:ba sour apple and 'thoroup,hl.v study 

the whole of He"l' s ~ • ~ orde:- to undersi:.anct Marx's Ca1:1:1 t:!l, -- ene 

can arrive at the same "nd, direetly 1 by stud.Yin, t.be Rouch Dra!'t."\;7" 

* It is fantastic how tha latas~ ad1t1onB o~ his !attars hava 

triad to "ole~~ up• Marx's expression, "Sohtisft!"oas i~ it 
meant iiUilJXXXX "business", 

translation, 
IXl!JU!liX I pre~ar the Dona Torr 
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-· · · .. ~'\<-<;-, Naturall!• •7 ·.Marx's reference to Hegel as 

~) ... _.<!.~ ..,~ ....... ,;..:......1 . 
\\'1 C)l' •master• ;.,i:Jearif. 1n an:y schoolboy sense. Even when the young Marx 

L ~!,../ 
had considered himself a Left Hegeli~ bl!l.:~r.ged to the Doctor&• 

Club· of the Young Hegelians, he was neither immitative nor arbi­
a...:t-trary in his attitude 'to Hegel, Ra·ther, 11.s we saw :E!.o&m the time 

. ..u ...... -«'<'o.K•...;... . 
he wo:kad on ~is doctoral thesis , he was approaching the threshold 

of 1 c his~ontinent of thought anc! revolution ·~f.<'"'""''•·~ 
-1--f..L' ' ~ -""·«<"-"- ' 
~ revolution' lodged in the Hegelian dialectic. This is 

·why the mature Ma!:'x kept repeatipg that Hegel' a dialectic was 
·~ 4. 

the source. •or all dialactio, • A ~stead of using the dialectic 

as l.i' !t weu a tool to be "applied", Marx recreated it on the 
. ~;U' <A<~..,.,.;e,; :;i!., '/­

objective-subjective b~is ~emerged out of the production. 

relations of labor and eapi tal, with labor as the •grave-digger", 

Clearly,; the unifying whole of )larx• s · world view was the new 
7.(4'-1'~ ' vf. ~ "7WcJ! JU;.._ Subject -- the proletariat. ~ idea of~story1.not only s'flpast 

but as that .which live working men nnd women achieve in trans-

t"orm!ng reality, here and no"V/w~i..;;;-liii .. 'm'•!!l!fl!?•• transforming themselve~a.~) 
ft.u-r-'-f-?\. 

.. ~the' procesE of revolution into new, all-rounded individuals 
II ..;!;IlL-; . 

·or a ~le.ashss society. ne would not le1j(Duhrings 

·IJ:Iii lfjllll&1WS!I i£&11fill£ treat Hegd as a "dead dogN he 
-ft.-,,,:."'., ,.,:.-r ~-.a... 

wanted i/ll'lllli(F* !E J them .... ,.llll_ Dele ·the fact that· the long, ard~ous_, 

2,500-year trek of human development that Hegel had dialectically 

traced was>indeed..> the basis of, the riew developments ~heir day. 

The quest.ion of fotishism·rcap!>IJA,.s in volUMe J, after Marx 

has onaly:od the concrete that concerns capitalist -- profit, rent., inU.rest and 
-d.u ~ 

prices, In A letter to Engels 111,! 30 April 1868, Marx dismisses 

all these phenomena in a volume .) • • , , , we have, in conclusion, 

the .s;Je.as s'ljrup.Ple, into which the mo11ement ot the whole Scbe~ 

is resolved."~he necessity tor this is fUrther stressed ae 

~~x returns once more to d~scribe just how, under capitalism, 

human relations are rei!iea, turned into thin's' 

~ see "The Philoeophy ot Mind• A Movement tram Practice?• in 

Philo MPh'l end Jl~lu1jign, pp. ))-46, for an anall'aia o~ what 

our age could see at the point where Marx's "Critique ot the 
.lbsolute.• 

Hegelian Dialectic" ended wr~n a senter.c• troa the Philoeoph:y 

d.J~ (/~ 3&'~): ''7kJi~~;; ~ -- /l.:.c:;~ 
~~~?letih~.J) 
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As agn.!.nst the .tirat discovery o.t· Man:' a 1844 Humaniet 

Eueaya by Ryazu.ov in the_·lB20s, their redirlcovaey in our age had 

. rami.tbations undre11111ed o~ ey any o.t the post-Marx Marxht. Thil!l 

111 was sc bacal!se the rad.tooovf.l:ey :rollo~ad the 1950s movement :trozc 

pre..;:tico that was i tl!df a .term of theory and that c:ha.Uongad tha 

movement tram theory for a totally new relationship o.t PL'a~tico 

to tJ:taory. Once th& alogan•Jh-ead and Freedom• .!.afltled from that 

first revolt-:trom under totalitarian state-capitalist tyranny calling 

iteelf _Coa:!IIUJlieli! - in Eaet Garmany on i7 June 1953 - what Marx 

had called •vu~P.!:' communi11111" l&IIIXIXIDIZ could no l•mger be <:on-
._ j • 

. ~td!iZ'ad · .lleraly ~hetcrial, 1'..-om which hie "new HWIIIUiiB!II" diet:!.ngu!.ehed 
.. _. I' ·. , • 

,.·. . .1t!lttU', ~~~ theore'ti.oally. Thli NVOl tn that arupt<Jd 1n East Europe 
•· .,·. . . 

. . ' -· ' -
.. , 111 the l950s/and that continue to this dily/le.tt not an lata of 

'doubt '-that, J.11 .tac,t and in theor;y, ··, the maanes ware robelling 

'itgalliet lltx!at1mt Co:aaun1BIJ, seeing JJi as the 1mpel.'ia11et stata-capi­

·talis:t tyraruv. that 1 t is. 'mit~ rebellious m6n and women thereby 

made it clear that Marx's designation of his philoeaphy ae •a new 

.lltfornt:UUX.IMi!XDliiiX HWIIIUI1B111" e1 ther mean·t claealeaa, totally 

new h1J.'\1all relations 1n Ute and in philosophy, or tt mean·t rio thing. 
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The decisive determinant 1n Marx's thought wae •revolution 

1n per!!lanenco. • . Our &ge so.w th.ia concept 1n a to·~n!ly new WD:/ lllliillX 

whllli 'l:he 191!9 Chlnea Revolution lltd to the republication o~ the 

.Grnnsl£ia•rc which included both th& ph~noJDenal &llotion on "Pre­

Capl taliat Bconolllio Formations" and a new 'IIOrld con.:"tpt ot the 

·~tic ~ode ot production,• Above all, ~Marx's 1857-58 work 

was p&rmeawd th.."""ugh and through with :2lOlZ his new HW!liUiism rlON 

~Ued ·out ll.EI "th" all so lute IIIOVement ot b.tcoming, • 

As Bt~'llinllt the debates around the • Asiatic mode ot 

., . r4"11di.IO't.\on• that :tollond the <1eteated l.925'•27 Chinese Revolution 

•qmd'· w~ llemed in by the taotlonal .debates between Trtltclq' IUid 

· S'!:alln~ thll del:!atsa in the l950a and 191iOa rested on the new . 
ground dawloped by Marx 1n the !.'rl!n!lriea!l, At ·the BBme time, the 

· auooesllf\11 1949 ChineM .national re~· ution and th. e; Uro-Aa1an. Middle 
. . . O!_k· whbh · . 

Ea11t and Latin American revolution oDD signified the rise ot 

. a new lDdrd World, diaoloaec!. a totally new d:l.unaion ·1n philoaoph,y. 
· 1n ~bod g,t the~ 

l"X'antl P'anon articulatH 1 t the 11111et pro:toun J'Whlln he aa"'Idthat 

th<t •natiVfia' challenge to the colonial world" ws not • a treatise 

on the unlTersal but ·th• unt1~ a:ttirmatlon o:t an original ic!ea 

propounded as an abaolute, • · U Nor c!!d the lntlll'lllltlonal d!.r4ens1on 

enapot hiat "This new huaanl~,· he 'IIZ'Ote. Pca:.not do otherw188 

than d•tinll a new h1111Mism both tor i tM!:t' and tor others , ••• 

NatiGnal consoiouan .. a, which ia not nationalism, 1111 tM only thing 

that will glVfl ua an intltX'IIIltfnael diMension,• 

The fact that a new light could be caat on today's 

colonial 1'8VOlut1ons by a work Marx wrote XIA one hundred years 
and 

ago,- that this was the 11111tuzoe Marx who could be seen adhering 
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aggrocsively to· H~gsla1n dialectical lAngUage -- =ada it impoealbla 

ror poa~Mar: M&rxiGtB ~nd'non-~arxiats ali~a to d1amiam MarX'S 

rvotednaas 1n tll'l Heglil1an dinlaotlc: as a mere IIIRttat' of atyltt. 
both . 

What avnf.l."'nta'.! revclut,,onarles and urlotta aoh~:~l.al.•s lll1U waa thli 

need to ra-a:DIIIIlne Hegel •1n end for hiJAael1', • Tltir; beoa!all 

ob?!.ou11 1n 1970 when ll mul t1 tude of aonf.erer.cae on tho .lBIIX one 

hu.ndNdioh an!uver:!JS.ry of Lenln' a b!rioh er.d tlla %% two hundro)dtll 

ot Heeel'll' 1t11tp orim ... or~~ma!.r.g, Sine& then ·there haa been II•' 

gt"a&'t a Uood o:f Regel trtud1ell, n•w cr1 tical adi tlonc and tranela• 

tiOna o:f Hsgal's works. and Hegel oonrerenc~a that the 1970 

jjtp13ah.U, nc olal\X'ly but 11he etr.rt or a whole docada or such 

~di.ta. • 
· In the early 1970s . . 
J'ZDI''llnmll!"'J!fll

1 
still othlllll' manu9crlpts the:t: hac! nev<lr ,. MarX·• . . 

before eeen the light o~ clay· •• Jllif Ethno1ogicnl NPt!bcoks !1'7P!IX ' 

pw- were trilllecr1bed. 'rhe tact tliat,by than,Women'a tibfll'ntS.on 

luid.develo:Ped troa an 'Idea whoP time hall como to· a Mov;m11nt Hli 
' -e. 

helped us tltl other roroe11 ot ~M~volut1on !Ui lleaaon1 l!tQ•UXZUX 
,U&tDUllllllllll lfhet ~ new 1n these laat m tinge from Man' a 

pen 111 that,on the ono handoiiM'X was returnilll! to hla tlr11t diP 

oovery or a MW c:llnt1nent of thought when he uinglotd out the Man/ 

Woman relationship ae the moat 1!'5ftaling o:f aU relationllh1peJ 114 

an4
1 

on the othn' hand, hs wall developing so new a concep-t o:t 

•roYOlvtion 1n perllllftenoeA that1 1n 1882, he waa p.ro3eot1ng acmethl.ng 

ae atarUing ae the po•eibUity oS: revolution coming in backward 

land• ahead o:f the advanced oountriea. 
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Without wch & vision o~ n!IW revolutionu, a new incli 

vidual, a. new universal, a new B<)Cioty • new human relations, .we 

would be ~creed to tailMd one or Mother t"m o: re:ormls ~ust 
~han the age o~ nuclall%' Titans - the tlhitad States and R~o~ssia -

tilrea1;an .the very survival. oi? civilization as we have known H. 

Z'he myriad crises in our age have shown, over and over again, 

~.Ill nueo!a to China, tram Cub& to Iran, :t'rom .Ai'rica to Pol l'ot•o 

Cambodia, that lfithout a pbilosopey o~ 1'3Volut1on D~ 
!!tlflln!tt«x aot1v1~ spends 1-tsoU in mere anti•llllperialll!lll and 

anti~C~>pitulhm, witMut &Vl!.'t" revealing what it ia .tQ.J;:. We 

have bsen mado w sao answ that, .tun 11111 ths i!loveman~ tram 

prac'tiue disclosed . a braalc !n the Abealut:a Idea tliitt l'Uquirad both · 

a new nlationiship of. practice t·> theory, e.nd a. now unity of 

practice Bl!<l theory • so that new unity is but a beginninc:r Absolute .· 

Id.ea ae Now ~oginning. Clearly, along with .tho .actual struggles 

~or the. nlt'-determ!nation ot nations. we need what Hagel called 

"soLr~de~tion in which alone the Idea is, is to hear 1t~au 
speak," 

because 11}1# 
I'l: isn•t :&llnl we are/"I!!DIU'tar'" that we can sea so much 

more than c1har )101J't..Marx lll!!l'Xista. Rathar1 it is because of 

the 11111. turi ty ot Otlt" age. It ia true that other po~Marz ll!arx1sts 

have rested on a tzoucawd MarziBI!IJ it b equally true that no 

other generation could have see~ the problematic o~ our age, much 

lase solve our problems. Only live human beings can recreate the 

rOVI:Ilutionary clialactic fol"Gvar answ. 
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2t. ~~~ 1a no1: the place "to develop 'the Latin Amarican-ravolutions, 
. else'l!l:.el,"S. 

·DIIIIfloata: I have written on 'themi U&iJiW**IUMTJ~ 
lUX 38= rtt.f ~aaay. "'l'he Unt1n1!ihsd Latin Am6':t':laan Revolutiolls, • 

. inaludGd in'tlle b111.'1g'.~P-1 pamphl~t Win Am<>rica'" Bemtutionr:,_ 

!n R!!A_Htv. in Tl!oyght. which :llu:ottlfD includes .also "'1'ha PeaeaJ'It 

tl111!$na1on in Le.tin Amaricaa Its ~est o:t the Relation of !'!leery to 

0\'ganbaUon, ~ by Mike .Plug, -Latin .America a Revolution and .. 
'l'heory•" by ~ne Walklll', and •El Salve.d.or 1n Revolution,• by 

~o1Ro. 
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