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.··•Chfth~·;1S(hh_ anniversary ·sil1c~-·tqel's·'death:··· 
:HO~-~~a~~·\for.oor day: are -M;si~s 'H~,Iiar~.l~t$? 

•tJ:[1'1:t:llwi!GJ,tl. ::t£~m~!tt~- · ···· · · .· ... · ··· · ··· 
- ally by_ a challenge to the ' 

Communist- pon'Vt:rslori -cf. 
Mari'a Marxism to foree· it 
to fit into the procrustean·· 
bed of 'Russian state·~­

:' capJtalbt _i_doology. In· or· 

by·_ RaY~. Dl:fta)"e\'Suia 
PIULOSOPHY- AND P..Elt()iUTJON. 

; -·On"_; ihe 'r.Url~-::c~- ~-n; con~'--iO~ ·the t5oth .-:tnni· 
\•er.:;arjr :or; ~{egcrs·_ 'death :Seems: i:'relevaut a"nd .totally 

, abstt:act in a; period of: Reaganomics when -the deep 
re«ssion at hotne seems_ on the verge of th~ Depreulon 

'.'_ ~byss: __ and,' abroad,_·._u.s. IinPerialism is, at anc and the 
£nme. time,·,propplng 'up "a genocidal. war -.by _the El 
. S:llvador ne:o_.rasdst- regim_e ng&tnst its Own·. people. And, 
in -Wcs(Europc,'trying to 'introduce'nudcal' misslles in 
n competitl,·e dl'h-e with the other· nueJear Ulan, Russia. 

_.A· c.~ul_ ·enminaUOn, · however, of the totality or- the, 
cr~u1_ '-- ewnomlc,. political; mtuta.'"Y, Jdoologjcai_..:.... that , 
~~to SJ>ell_out!'Ap:x::alypsc, Now!", RvcnJs 2lhecretiC 
'"old on the_ Left 1~at h 'lery ne:.rl.v_:as abytmal as tbst, 
among the_ capltall'>t ldoologut$. Tbis.·makcs Jmpernth·o.! 
the _.working out._ of -a. totally neW- reiaUonsbip ~tween 
the oppo--..it;c.n · rnovf'..mcnt from below - practlc(>....;:.and · 

·philosophy ~nd ·revolution.< · - . _. _ . 
:< --' · :riu:.'oDe.'thln!i _ we)e~n;tid !ron\' ttlc turbut~nt iGGoS 

:~_ls th~: .wlt~out- ~ phU_osophy 'n! :ft'VOll.!tit'!l,- r.~:.r:revolu: 
tl~ns_ abort.' lt- iS D·fact.tba_t;-because those· ne<"r-rcvolu· 
tlons-bad e~ded-.&0 dbastrouiJy. tbe· New Left finally 

. C!lded · their,, Cohn-Ber.dit·llke .. dclwion 'that- theory C3n 
be-.-~le~ed up:."'en. >.·-.ute."- A·-new~ dCeper look Jnto 
_ltlaz;x's pbJlasophy_ or revohiUon _was_ begun.·-- . 

.·--:· Thus,' 1970,' which WU -_ the 200tb. :1nniversary or 
Hegel'-~' birth" and lOOth or ~·nln'.s, saw a reviv.al or both 

. MlllX -and Hegel studJ-:s with ronrerenees or-each cr-Iss· 
-~crosslng.I-Tbe flood of new studic.s, nt!w ediUons new 
· tr.mslations that have followed thut HqeJj4hre (y;.&r. af 
·'Hegel)_ extended_ln_!o a: full decade. It Is aWl growing. 
:·.Atone with lhe._Hegcl dudles; new studieD oi Marxian 
'di~ect!cs · wcr~ Publlslied-though': nowhere as comprt'· 
~.e~IJ~--and,_~ri-~Us_ ~.tbe Hegel studies. ·· --~- · 

< RUSSIA'S .IIOSTJLITY:. TO ·, INDEPENDENT 
. MARXISJ\!·c . . . . .. . , .. 
?;~ -:..·.;No.doub~.part of the reuon to: the pp in- Rrlous­
n~. between: tl:e. _two types- of. atudies.-U due .lo the 

. __ Ruulan bOstiUty to--the c1:lliit of;indeJ)fiDdent Marxbts 
· · a bout-~ tbe '-Uve and:_ ao-tO:speu ~ continuing rcloUonshlp 

or the"M'.,rxlan to the Ilegellan-·dla!ecUc. After ~all, be­
ginning in thll-Jcld:IG50s and continuing to thlt;·day, the 
East Euro~an workers have revolted aa:~lnst': Ruuinn 

dcr . ta -- ~al'tl.te Marx's 
eonccpt·:oi revolution 
'from : the i.ctui.l revolu·· -
tlo::a against .their'· 

too, 
.,from 

these 

. "revolutio:~ in peruumence, '· · 
, · Onee 'ihose revolta ·-from beloW_plaCed Marx'• .BCi· 
mauls:n on the historic 'stase of. tiiilr age, _there" Was~ no· 
WilY to keep hldd~n. tbat-ref5;UonaJ:Ip,_o:: !be.uegellan; 
revoluUon . ill· philosophy- to·_Man:•S 'philoSophy :·or- revo:. · 
httl~n. ,·. ,:: "':'"·---, ; _,·;, · _c: --~·~-'- ,·:: ,::._;_.:-_._-._:_.,· .·, 

Nol all the blame .for not developing. thb n:LaUon~ 
.sh!P e! t.".c·He;ell::.::.dlal;:ctka:ta·tli.i.1 Mandan''oll&lcclit$, 
or liberatiOn, however,·. can be b!p.ru.ed.on the .~'Russl:"ni!' 
The tr.J.tb is,that_the heirs--or MarX,'so dctdgoalaLby; 
Engels who.bAd-entrusted-Man.'S;unpubllshed, works· 
(and _his owri)- to the··Gcrman: Social __ Democracy,- had 
entombed them. christened their oWn me(ohanical Jnateri·­
alism as .. Marxism'•--an heirloom·, towards .wbieh one-· 
needs to OOw; but- nOt actualize as the trans!Onnation or 
rea.1Uy by revolution • 

It tt~ok nothing short. 'of-the outbre:ak of World W~r 
I and, _wllh it, th'" c'?-Uap~e or ~-~!:-~~nd Internaticnal, 
with the Gemnn Social Democracy at its head as the 
main betDyer ot the prol~tnrlat, before a single revolu· 
iionary Marxist .;_ Lenin.-· felt a comr'ulslou to- -probe 
into ~Iars";~ orJgi~ In Hectl.2 It was first then that Lenin 
grASped the need to study the Hegelian dialectlc not 
alone as. •'source'" or the Marxian diale-:Ue, but to be , 
probed "'in nnd Cor ltsel!." Lenin'S emphasis--on· ''the 
dlalccUe pl'l)per, u a philosophic scicncc"l separated ltim 
from all other post-Ztl~~;rx Manrlsts. · It need h3rdly be 
st~d t...,.l the greatest praetical revolutionary in the 
:nidl!t of the lmpcri:aUst war was not studying Hegel for 
scholarly reasons."' · 

2· ii-mre I · t.o .... ~lo.--' lhi, It~ 1~..11. Stft .. nu; ColloP.e of 
lt\1:- Sorcoud '"IPfnoltOftQI ond lh• Rtrok 1,., b,.,;,.,•, Thought" In 
Mli!rak"' ..... ,,...._ pp. 167·176; ond ''Ttw Shock ol Re-cog· 

· - n•t•on ond ttte PhllelOphlt Ambl~<GI-• of Lenin.. ;,., :. PhilaiMipltr 
.,., .r. ...... ,.... - . '.' ' . . . . . . '] 

_.,_. -.,o'~ '-·' ~· 

3 ,Lm~ .... Call",... w • ..._~, v.1 ''· p. 277. 
ol Ibid, p. ,180. 

7481 



No, ou~ l.t!nin (!x]:iressed it,· ·~without- having thor­
ou;;hly atudi~d and underntood the' whole of the Sdence 
ul L<~cic ·• ·.- ~ It is impossible completely to understand 
CapUal. HJ)ttiaUy the- first chapter." And Lenin con­
t'luded. that .. none o£ _the M:trxlsts- understood ·Marx!!" 
And-that too_Will not 'merely a <iaestion of scholarship. 
Had they_ underrtood the. core_·or the dialectic -.the 
''lransfomiDllon into oppo!lte,'~ "U1e. unity and struggle 

. _ clt oppo&ik-2". - they \\--o;Jid ha,·e- understood the imper­
, :.th·en"!'R- o! his a!ogan, ·~Tum· th~ imperialist war into 
» dvU war ... 

·: __ :·,unfcrtuPate~v.- Lenin had. nO.:rolloweri_ o·i, tlie queS-­
. tion of Hegcll:o.n dia.lecUc. tbouglf.tlle followers, Stalinist 
and deStatlnized, ·.and .Tratsk)·lst, n~!V:r '.Sl1:p'pcd- bcin,; 
tha mrut orthodoli:clitlst.s 1n foUoWing'!:hr~ on H1e van­
guard· p.arty, -But then va.nguardlsm · has;'.n:>iilii:g :what· 
ever- to do· either wJUt 'dialectics or -_wit~".-. revoJutior.nry 
spontanel&m. In tny n~w- Work.~ Boa Lr.Zemburg, · Woct--. 
en's: IJbualiou- aad_ Mar:r."s PhUos:ogby 'sf ReVI11aUon.- I 
go: into :.:deiall·· on .the· whole- question ol post-Marx 
Marxist&.· All that ronccrns us here, howe1.·er, ·_in_·this 

.- l~.b ye.lr since Hescel's di!Ath ls; ·how.-In'the-last deCade 
·or Mnrx'.s life, h·e .clung tci".aclousJy_ to the_Hegelian dla­
lecU_c.and ~ls indebtedness-to it.·:·_ ·. · .. . · 

. ~peclfically, -:hat we wish here· to call attention to 
b Ute fact that Marx, even ~ftE-r he published his great· 

.-~ .. est-them-cuc:woZ.Jc.· Capl;ai;_Vol. I;_dldn't de~.from 
· .lilil fndcbtedne!O!'l _to ··Hegel, Utougb .be bad_- diseovered l:.­

_wholO new-contlnent·'o£ th0u8ht ·arld"9r roVolutlon _that,' 
-·-:_;~ o:t:l:he"'surftlce~··~eolmS'.io. to.:ave-:no~ng·-~tiit~er io, do-· 

._with "ldeallsm."•- Marx waa-. working on -U..:.. seeinlngly 
·· ,"pure]}~ inaterialli:tie Vlllume:_ II· of_· C..-pttaJ., 1ti_ a· para. 
·graph_ that Engels h11d left out o£ Marx's m:muscripts f<!l' 
Volume li-hue Is ·what Ma::x-wrote: "In' a review of the 
first_ voluoie- ot C.pJtat;_ Mr. Duhrins: not.e~~thil.t, iri ·my 
uaJo':'s-devcUon·,to _the lrllem& cf the Hegelian log!c, I_ 

-.:..,· -even-dlsC'lv_en>cLth'i'! Hegelian lo-rms oi lh'! syllogLJm in 
the prOcE:Y of circulation. __ ,, _~ . _ 
, __ -- ••ltf)r_i-ei~tlotisbJp. with Ue:ei 'i! ciUit~ 'S"t.~Pie.· I am a 

·disciple ·or Hegel, and the' preaumptuous pn.Uiing of 
thou_ epi.Jtonea _who ~lieve they, have buried this' great 
thinker appear lrar.kly ridlcutou$1 to me. Nevertbei('SS. I 

. took: tbe · Jlbeny· o! .11.de>ptJne a crltleaJ att!tude towArd 
my· metter, to rid-- hb: dhl.ledlc ol Jts lllYJUdsm· and in 

-thb way to mU~ 1t undergo- a de-ep lrans!ormaU.:m, etc. .. s 
CPnt:a:Jt this to the empty methodology of Ronum 

Rcsdobky who, anrr" his lorftd ldt:nUfication or the 
1M7-58 GrundriU"eWiih tht! t·a67:la13-CapiW:Concludca 

- that one "co Jon:er_ hils: to bjtc Into the sour apple and 
·'thoroughly ,;tudy the whole- of Hegel's Logic• In order 
to u·nderstnnd Marx'& CapfUl - on~ ean arrh·l' s.t the 
nmc end, directly, by studying the- Rougto_- Draft" (I.e., 
of t'ap~~U, \\'hlch is Rosd<~lsky's title tor the Gnrnd-

'r1Sk.6 . ' 

HEGEL'S DIALECTIC: SOURCE OF ALL 
DIALECTIC 

Natur.clly, Marx's reference to lle:el as. "ma:~~ier" 
was not- meant in nny schoolllo--.y senS<!, E\'cn when the 

- younA · Mux had considered- himself a Left Uegellan 
and belonged to the lloctors' Club of the Young Hegel· 
iAns, he was neither liT.Itath·e nor arbitrary ln hls attitude 
to Hegel. Rather,- as we saw from the tim~ he· worked 

; en his dnctcral Ua'!sls, )te 

S Qi..;~t..t by 'Rubel ;;, Mont M•"' O.Y'O'.-.s: rc-~ v;., ··~= !'- ~21!1. 
6' R. Ro~o•~•-~:·n. ,;.;.;i ... •• Men~• •cepo~t.r, P s,.o_ 

·was approaching the 
thre-shold o! his new con­
tinent of thought and 
revolution while --seeing· 

. revolution lodged· in\ the~, 
Hegelian dialectic. This- is 
why _.the rimture : Marx· · 
kept repeating th8t ·_ Heg­
el's dialectic was the· 
.source "of- an- dialeCtic." 

1 nu .... n,.,;., 1 toa•~ de.,.elope-d thit statement ol M:mc from the 

~::•::~'::cf1~8¥~:1 1':./';."hl~~~f."; :~~~~~':,.~,';i.i':!~'o~ ~~ :!~:; 
""-b~lyfe Ideo "-' New £!eQin"i"'9"· to - the H .. oel Society o~ 
""'""en. ;ncl...-led in A.rt ond Logoc loo H!';<OI't P'!'!ll<!te;.!oy (Hu· 
r"o"ii•M Preu:. 
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