
ther merely academ 
o~. M•rx'.s ·t1fettme. 

struggle for rreedom'h~s·trunsfo~wed 
pulled Hegelian d1al~cttcs out of·ac~de~1c halls and 

11.v1t1~ staSe of hl!?tory. 

It. 13 .trUe that ··this tr&nstorma.t1on ct Hegel into a _contem~ora_ry has·_ 
been ·via- Mil:rx. But one needs only look at Russ_l.*'D communism' a att-ack­
on -~hi; '• c 11 Hegel to see thst. they are pervert in-:; Marx a~nd, 
atove all, f'1ghttns ~-to· supprese the struggles of freed~m :ils.a.1~~t 

"their state caiJ1t&1.1st rule. It is because they rEco..:nize the 
so-called mysttc;;.l· Absolute, "the neg-_t1on of r:r-,~·_ne~atton 11 

,-.,3 t.he 
revolutt::n osa!.nst· themselve~, th:::t Hegel ·reroa1.r.d so &li•re and 
worrtso!De tc thE>oRuzs1an ru_l.E.rs todDy. EVer since Zhd;;;~nov 1n 1947' 
deio!ended.t.hat the r;,osston phllosoC'h~rs find 11 a new d1~lect1.ctil l~w" 

t of 11 cr1t1c1.sm '.st1d self-cr1.t1clsni" to replace t'~e H~gellcon 1;;'"' 
contrad1.ct1onJar.d through the 21st Con£ress of th~ RUs21an 

cd:,J,,:un1st pgrty where Khf'·;shchcv· -was decl.o;red 11 the true hu:uan1st
11
., 

the attack en both Marx(and h1.s Wcle-&r indebtedness to Hegel)·oilnd 
Heg€1 as the &IleSeC my~tlc h~s been continuous. On€ thtne these 
lntellr:ctu&l ·bureaucrsts senEE corrEctly --HWEL' :3 CCN':EPT OF· THF. 
A.Ei30LUTE AND T~S r:;Tc:rt::~\T!CN~~L STRUGGLE FOR FR.EEDCM ARE ~CT Ad FAR 
AP4'.RT J\S iiCULD .:5~ CS TH~ i3UF.FACE. The lde!il er.:d the Re;;.l. are nt::ver 
fsr ;.;>art'. 

It is this ><hich Mol>x gained .... fro::> He;;el. ·rt is thi9 which r~bled 
-~xaZall tho:· youn~ Marx, on~e hE broke -rrom bour;eo1s aoclety, 
to break also with the vulsar commun1~ts of hi~ day who thought th~t 
one nes~tlcn--the sbol1 t1·-·:m of ;>r!.V:ite prol)erty--""ioutC s;.ell out. a 
no:-w socie-ty. __ He 1ns1sted--anC this ;.gd1n ls centrcl to Hesel':: 
philosophy--th&t th~ alienation of m~n doEs not enC with atolit1~n 
of private .;>roperty unless •.;h.;t 1s mc~t -allen of all--t'"'c ___ l:o~tor 
of man_ as an a_;Jpendage- to ;, m;:chtne--i.s &brogated, ~~,ijj the -CJl•c~ 

------ .,...of _the..~ttve force of c;;.,.ltal1.:t soc!.e.ty--cxtractt::m of sur;>lu: 
;Jl)Cu'l, l'o! ~v~lue--1 :;l&&J 11 th full and freed'evelo;noer.t of tt.e 1nC1v1du*ll.

11 

I ,.. ...tilt'- • . I 
\~~J~-1 '\\.·t; •t' The ptur1-:!!.~...::n£1onal tn Het:el, hi!: -::"'r'€!3U.;'o~1t1.on or the 1nf'lntt· 

__ ~.. // _ -~;:p::.c1t1.c-s o! :nan to gr•sp thr .• u~h to the 11 ;.!:s~lu~e 11 n~t· a:3 ~ 
"---..,...... f __ ::ometh~n~ 1sol:-.tel! in ht:;: .. ver., l:ut il:J • C1mcns1.on cf t.nc hurc;n tetn.:::: 

~: ~!:L,Q .. d'lcxlimUx.x;thxtx.h»:na~xkK±:r:;a:.xt.Ex%1-o~E;-\.pki.tms::,iCU.X* en t"':t1,.. -
t e&rth 1s -~n th;- fu':..l hu;na~ist tr~dtttoh both of thu~e -~~0 ... r~c~drd 
1_ h1c •nd t ... ose who .f:>llowea, •~p.s:Eiall~xMa.xx To my m' nd- tt • ·~ 
:wrong, ho\<o·ever, to cons!.der He.:.t:l'a Absolut; ;;::; 8 re~t .. i.emen~s 
'! enrlched 1t 1a true, tut u rest~te~~nt n~v~rth~le~s of Artstofl • 
._.~.b~olu,~es., e s 

·-·------~ ·~-~-·--·---- .... __ .. _, 
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·Bec&."UE·€--_-1,.%-Ys tot lc_ i i VEd' 1 n a~-scc !.c ty• "'tt s-Ed"''on'..,.slavery .... 
h&.d to be. tb"-t of 11 Fure: Fc•rm''--m1n6 of ~•n w;-;,clC mt=E"t, 
_~nc ·contt:=uiplut_(:: ho\\ v.·an·crcuf'- things Qrc. 

~·on the~ _other r ..... nc:, bECQUE€'- HE!.:t.'l. c J.hsolutE 5.- ErtErgE-d .. out. o:f. thE 
Frer.eh R£"VCJlut1o-: _w!i,lch _.ut i:.n ~nd t:;:~ E:ErfCc-m, the BcnCsm.-n.- ~s 
Hegel: put 1t; "t;c~n-!.n~;; :a. mind of hie> o~.n'', Hesrl's J,be,;ol.utEs 
br-e&th(>d· the .r;l:-:rth)!:y e-ir of :fre:E'C!qm.. Even \·:hen HaP~~% orie t·e-~ 
AbsolutE: }.~inC es GoO. ~o onE c;.;n_ F.S_ct~.pE-.-thr e.erthy qu51l1ty of the 

"""'t1n-rt-!l'~f_ thcori' &nd prooct!.ce-•nd t:rss~~ t"!i.rou~h to thE- Al:;-clute 
Fet;tl1ty -.s. m&.n :: _&ttc;;~nme:nt or tottol f'reeC:crn., .innEr .t!nd outer. 

?ree::dom is somr,th~nt one gc.ts :;y o·.•er::::::~ming bond•e;.~= dnd the 
rrocesr:. of e.cqul.r1nt: fre-e.Com :n•n g.;ts to ;:now Qll h1s truE= ·potentla.l-
1tit--s. Fre-e-Com ·is. not only his pc1nt .c:r Ccpe.:.rturE 1o te.ct'oral 
tietorJ·. It t.s· h.ts ;;o:..nt of rE'tl:Jrn in "Si--i1rtt'',. · · -

·~ 
\ ' 

This 1s wh~t m4k£5 h1.m ::.o c.ontem;..or..,ry. Th1s 1s. the link n:-·-t 
only -...1 th MG.&;l5~xzzxs2:-K.t;;·x&.bc.~d&s:. "}?ut--our CGy. 



-2-. - .-
/\\\ .• i.l.c(l • .I ~ - - - . . . --",_,,_f_-1 ::_,...;:__. i 

'··-------"~-. -··---

TberEr ar_e tw·o stages- of absorbing und tr;:o,neq_~nd 1ng.- Hegel. in M•rx' s 
·inte:lGntual de_velopmont_. _The first __ is. when he.·bre_aks: wit·h the 
Young, HeSel1.5lns6:ambili. ·xti(~Ul"!GG.a'h'' --~~snd acCuses .them. 
of. dehumaniZing':_ the-_ ides. ·_It was in _._the- perlc:id -~RleO:.·~h~Hi he wrote 
both- his:.Critlciem of'·· the Heg~1.1fm- Phllosophy" of R1s;ht· and thf'l -
criti~tte· of.thE Hege1.·ian Die::.lectic,- In- the:·. f'irst·~EssEy, in stating 
tJ::l.a'l · ·_!J!G.n -_makes rel1s1on; rel1g1o_n does· not _make man •• .;Man is no 
.a';:)stract. l:e'tii~,- squatttng .outnlde the world_,.u he diBcovere his n~ateri 
1st outlook: i1It ie not the concct-.ueneso of' m~n--th:~.t deterrninse- · 
their _extsten.ce, but., on the contr;ory, the.ir s-oc1t:~.l .exiotenc~ that­
determines. their existence. 11

,. but tha_t th•t is- no_ c6nf"1n1ng \~all 
t-o the n·subJcct 11 striving to- remake the- world can be se·en from his 
own ~nswP.r. as tC? why ¢!1d he I~os.rx, become U r:;.d\.cal. 

11
To bC a· .Na.dtcal, 

wrote Marx, 11 1s to grasp th€ m.i.tt·er by its root.._ Now thP. -root of'. 
'mankind is m-n. 11 

Idi~s do nOt float scimewh€re bet~een heaven B.nd earth outside of 
the brain._ tn· the he>ad of the body of man living in.&. c·ertain , 
environment_ and .i.t a ~pecific historic period. Indeed Heeel himself 
WOuld ·be 1nComprehens1bl€. 1:f ws d1C_ .not keep in:_ front of our .minds 

. 'the historic pe-riod -;1:!1 whi'ch he ltved--.that o1' th€Fr.-=nch Revolution 
and. Ns.poleon. !t is _this _?elf-movement fo men making their own 
historY: t?st ·gtv~.S __ .the drive ~o the H:geli&n disl_ect~c. 

It is true_ 'that Hegel h1mse1.:f treated objE-ctive ·htst'o:i-y as. if that 
were _the developme-nt of' eOme worlC.-sp1r1t, ~nd tn:ateCI, ~elf-develo·p­
ment of' mind 39 if the head could' indeed be d1sjo1nte6_·- f.rom the 
body,._ but·.the greater truth 1s thst he had his pulfle ori-:.human history. 
both present and past anC tndeed thls bond of cnnt1nuit:\o' pf present 
snd: past, 1ri which you also see the attrliilctiori e_xercised bY: the- · 
future. on _the·- prc3e=nt, fc the mainspring of the dialectic. As 
your. J. Bailie 'hGs put 1 t: when he tntroCuced the-- PHEt,TOMEl~OLOGY OF 

MIND: II 
"Movements of human history ~h1ch hove mr.rkeO epochs in -the 

development of the human race are treated aa typical or ?CrmRcent 
embodiments of' attitudes of ml.ncl •.•• (l.t is)the life hl.<,tory o:f the 
·human.~?p1r1t. 11 

• 

It is thia great work of Hegel--whlch rem~lns a landmork -in gll 
humQn thoughout for any.and ev~ry age, oure cspEc1~lly--thst Merx 
undertook to analyse to sEttle his debt to Hegel. M~rx was not 
onF _to forget his intellectu&l debts e1 ther to class 1 cii-1. poli ticliill 
economy or :philosophy, especially. the latter, wi-thout which as 
his close~t collLiborator, Frtedr.1ch En~·els puts 1t, 

11
the:re would 

have bee:-l no sc\.(;nttfic socts.ltsm.
11 

-
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marx_'s. q:~ritique of Hegel ia ;:t the s;:me time the greatest tribUte 
to that·-_ most: encyclope._edic mind of EuropE and a critique of' the 
most_ Bf>t"i-ous of the. materitiliet crl.tics of Hegel: F_euerbilch whO 
had- reg·Q.rded 11 the negation o:f the negation_ only_ s·.a· the .-_eontrad1ct1on 
of.-philosophy wlth itself." Marx, on the other hand, ·shows ths..t · . 
pt1nc1p'le to· be the expression of' ·the movement Or.· h19torv itself'¥' 
albe1t-_1n_nbstrect :form, &.rid proposes.· 11 to e-xpla_1n ·the·cr1t1cal-:t'orm 
of thiB move:ment w}?.1ch is still uncrltical in Hegel. 11 ~1rst, and 
most importantly, says Marx, to the extent thet-the -PHENOMD~OLOGY 
polds fast 'to the al1enation of Man G' · .· . .. . . / 

·-.,())-"' {c_ '\f\ ·r-x--
\ . \ \ f ~)r-~l 

It-:. is tru-e that Hegel worl~ed ,out all the contradictions in 
.nlor:c While- in l.Jr[e all contradictions remained, roul tiplied, inte•n•nnes 

_ j)' 1 .:t&GJ&oa,J,/!:H~rglass stru~p:le -d!~d- not abolish contradictions, 
thoB~ ccntra"diction.s· .. *-iJ" plagued society and its thinkers, ·who, in 
the view- of·l..f5..rx·,- only b~·c&me "prlze-f1shtern" :for ~a.pitalist ideology •• ' 
But, i'i rst, Marx did .!!.21. sepa.rat e ideology ~nd economics tr:.s 1_:f. t?e _ · · 
ltitter were_ -the ~ :fundsment~l ~md the :former mere "·show".· M~rx 's 
contentiOn is thut they -.are both a~- real as_ life--throushout CAPITAL; 
as we shall show in -~ ll!oment, Morx~ castigates: the "-fe"tishism of . 
c:ommod1t1es'!-. not because these relatlons of prodUction am?e;~.r 

,a.s-m.e:r.e~~~'.tbtng_~~·,_~but bPc~us®that is" what-·-tndeed· they arer: 
~Q prcverse·'are human relations -unCe:-r cap1tu.l1smthst ' 

· Machine- 1s m~ster at· man; not man of machine. *"· 

Marx 1 s main point was ths.t the drtvins force of the d19lect1c· \'#;JS 

man ht~Self'• not just his thought, but the whole of. msn, end th.a.t·, 
whereas the capitaliot .and bourgeois ideologists, because of' their 
place 111 production \'lhich mal!ea them de:fend the status guo, h~:Ve a 
:false_ ideology, the proletarl~t because of hie plP-ce in production, 
io the "negative principle'' drtvlng· .to resolution of CO!ltr•d1ct1ons, 
1s,as Luk&ca put- it, 11 both aubjr:ct and object of 1te proper ktJowledsa. 
The unity_ of tll6Rr~1 and 'prsxt:.:~' is then only the othe-r face o:r 
the b1stor1cel7sftu=t1on which makes ~cl:f-kno~ledge •nd knowlBdge 
coincide. 11 

In a word, i:f we .;re to return to 11 pure 11 ph1lot:ioph1c langua5e, 
sans the class struggle reality, Marx accused Heael for not hsviog 
truly surmountEd the duality o:r thought and Uetng, of theory and 
pr-~ctice, of subject ;ind object; of hav1ng rems1ned a prisoner of 
Kant on thia dec1e1vc point Qnd thut his d1ulect1c w~3 thus_simple 
appe&rRnce, pure phenomenoly th~t hQd not gone to the actual, interior 
d!.alecttc of the- historic process. and t~u•t he, l!!:rx, wun carrying 
to 1te concret~, actu~l m~aning the HEgelian conCeption of a 
apirit-phenomeiton. 
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M~rx· did not know the youn~·Hegel.~~*&~«~-4~X&m~~~ 
-'~,·~~ Only comparatively recent discoverfo:;'s have uncov€red 

Hegel's _First. System· and, in seeing Hegel bn his 'f'irst System ·be!' ore_ 
t.e eSca.Ped:·.to his ivory tower, ,_,e cari see th;;;~t He"gel 'a. descr1pt1_an 
a·r 1ndus_tr1al lPbor is indeed reminiscent of M&rx • .. ~!.t is Hegel,. 
n9t ·Marx.', ·\~·ho wr~te: --

.· _ nThe more")'\fhaniz~d la:t)or becomes, t-he less 
value ·tt hcfs o.nd the more the lnc11it1dusl mus't toil.a •• The value 
of· tabor a·.scre'asee in the same pro-portion as ·the product 1 vi·ty of 
lcbor 1ncreoeee_. ~-.~he f'scult1es of the individual are ·inf1.n1teJ:;';.:;::.:::__. __ _ 
iestrictea und the conscil ... UBnees of .. th€ .factory._work_er is dG-geaded 
tc the lo'wcst··t'cvcl __ of c1ullneas~1 -/. He'gel could·-_not-·Se'e the po;;1.t1ve. 
in _-thct ·negative--that ·the v~ry ch;prlv:::.tion- of his human senses' -

··would drive the degraded later- 11 to s6ek' univera•l1ty~1 ~-and :JbiOindoned 
hiS Fir2t Syc.tem. I myself· think ~here is n_o I!IOre dramatic moment 
in intellectual hi~tor;y t!":en tho_t· l<:herf? the young Hf.s;el, hav1ng 

'desciibcd the- phenomenon o:r ali~nated labor under ca.p1tnl1sm, 
turned sway_ fro~ it never to return to it in this for~. 

It- is this wh1ch I-farx saved :and dmrelope-d--&nd the &.ctu·al 
reVolutions which were not c~aracteriStici of P.ege~'s time. 
of Marx's .helped him see where that other genius could not see· if' 
eVen he hRd ··not compromiaed with Prusrd.anism.~~~lHHill:~'rB_~-'· 
~x;o-.. ,.l'lu.x:;: . . - .. c. 

But those Marxists who see Hegel ohly as a stst.e ptiilosopher, who 
conoider -Hege::l, without Marx,·1s pure gibberleh,. and that when 
Marx :.1tcod -Hegel On hiH feet where he prev1ouuly· w;~e standing on 
hi'S heGd. Mar:-x Proves that he thereby_ took ''Only 11 the' dialectic 
method '_ut)deretand neither Ml:ill'X nor He"gel, sH.:x:~xb-~%,1'&11 
tnto the- commuhist trsp of keepin(Z J.!arx imprtscned ln etatfi-vse . 
privnte property vice, ;~nd, whet -1:=: worst', help _pile_ up intellectual 
sloth thst ts impeding_ the way of the prolet~riat and youth .f'1nd1ns; 
its way tO a ·~ hew society bull~. on truly human_ f'ounCations. 

Marx's 
It is hEr~ that we come to the second stage of/indebtedness 
tO Hegel, which he didn't get R chance "to write out 11 aS he· did 
his Early- Philosophic Ess~~~:y but which he did reu.lize in thet creative 
Act of theory, CAPITAL. 

\:
- . . 

---\"' -

---\\ y/ HEGEL'S AND MJ\HX 1 :3 11 ABSOLtiT£S" ';_;.-

0 
tt. face_ of it it ~auld seem that no gre~ter contrast, indeed 

~ {~te opposition exists thun th~t betwr:en MRrX
1
3 CAPITAL und 

~~~~l'e PHENOMENOLoGY CF' MIND, imd yet it h•s been r1<;ht1y stat~d 
t.hRt OA?ITAL is u concrete Phen., thGt is to sey, an analysis o_ 
a apecif1c hiutor1c perlod, tlwt of ~apital\.f:IQI, _:with its notions. 

Marx h,._d f1n1sh(:d, or rather broken off his ~ritiqu: of thE' Hegelian 
Dialectic just au he raae)?.Od the Absolute loes.. Abbolute Mind. , 
Al th~u~h Milrxlsts swes.r by "the d tu.lect1c'' ;o.s method' they~mt,€lLa:Ln,osOJ'>,h~lc.< 
aa"tool n to be used--~nd I might li.dd ilbused --and not as s. !-' 
perpP.ctive based ou th': unity of theory ~nc pract1.ce. 
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11
lt ls not so much from ;,s through elavery, 11 wrote Heg€1. ln his 

H1etory of Philosophy, that-"'l!Qn -~cqutred fret:1om. 11 

It is. true th•t Hegel hlma•lf threw • myetlcul· veil over hie pn1loaophy 
by treating tt as a closed onotological system. But. .-;C:=·;*·=t,laz · _ 
aJOj;mftitll'm"!'>h •*'Pd;ux l1o~Jo~...,...u ""'"-~'-"'I!'"U BX!IJ'x·aio:H->:11 . s ep& rated 
h1ms_elf co=opletely _from thOFJC to ·whom_ t,hf' roc.d to the Absolute wa_e _ , ·. 
pure. tUition at~ belief. as with Jacobi, or- l1kc· 11 ;:. shot out of a 
pi · -a bare of subj ane ect ·~ with .Schelling...,... 

-lnd6ed it ,.,.auld be a completf; mlereadine or Hegel'n philoeophy were 
We to th1nk thC'lt his /\baolute is el the:r a mer~ reflectlon of -the 
scp•r,_t-1on-- between- the' ph!.loriopher iincl the "·orld or ·m6terl!ill production 
or· .QL'_.that his Absolute is the empty absolute o.f tntu1t1v1sts f'rom~ 
_Flchte to Schelling, whoee __ type_ vf abstructreSijl, os Prof. Bailie of 
this University has so brilliantly put_ it, 11 possessc:d o·oject1v1ty 
at tha price of be:tng ~1nartiouln~f,l'. '1 

Whether, as With Hegel, Christianity 1"-' taken &s the point of 
departure, or whether --as with I.filrX --the point ot: 'departura is 
the material con01 tion for. :freedom crer.ted by the Industrial 
Rebolution, the _esse-ntiel element is this: mll:n hes' tc :f1~ht to gs1n 
:freedom; thereby is revee.led 11 the nes:~tive cheracter1' of modern 
aoclet.y. -No¥.· thE. principle of neg"-tivity wae net Me.rx•a-d!scovery-­

.Se merely"named 11 1t: the liv_i_nu worker --the d1s_co'#ery_ Of the· · . 
pr1rio1p1e-·~tas He-get• a-. ·.; ·, · · 

Marx's ~-d1scovery·of the Abaolute came out of~the conc~ete 
development of capitalism itself ~hich s2_lit the Absolute into twos: 

. (1\'?.ti.zt l-iiirX- c&~l:.t;.~~j{_~he general absolute l&w of capitalist development, 
~e utfe·miilby<fd • armY:'":' · 
That -:-was ·tl!e-"n'eg:rt1 ... VE?" feature of C"-P1t&lism that ~-;ould OOlUe>e 1ts 
collapse·. . . 
(2)But Mw.rx s.-.w the positive elemGnt ln th1a nego&tlve, the workers· 
who would becomC' the "sravedigt:Eers of society 11 &~.nd lh whose aspirations 
and activity stirred "new pacs1ons 11 which made them_ the ~ for the. 
creation of the new society and thus bring &bout '1tiie neg:a.tion o~ the 
negation. 11 

Ag~in, "Praxis" is not Mnrx's dlncoveory--he n::erely designated prs.xie 
as the cl~ss atruBcle activity of the proletnri~t. fraxia in Hegel's 
theory, l.£t us not !'orget, st&nds hlght:r thon the "Idcu of Cogn1tion 11 

be-cQUt'e, ss hP. puts it, 11 it ho:e. not only the dis:nity of the un1.veraal; 
but 1s the Simply actual." 

In the; end Spl.l"lt itself flnc!f~ thct 1t no lone:""r is s.ntagon1st1c 
to the ft'orld tut is indee-d the !ndwelllnr Skllrit of th1:1 corom'unitv, 
As Prof. Kroner has shown in his nna1yeh1 of-Hcsol'P 1ntQLlectu:~l 
development, and nz Hegel himcelf ;::ut iii in hi~ Early work!, . "The 
absolute morQl totality 19 nnthins alee thDn ~people ••• (~tld~ the 
;..:cop:~J who receive such an elE-rof:nt as a nstural prtnclple H.;\V!o; I 
MldBION OF AP?LYING IT." (my emphna1s. '1 
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Then,Lenin, in his re-discover-y or Hegel, said thPt none of the· 
Marx1_st_e, h_iroaelf included, ht:id in the previou~entury understood 
CAPITAL_.becau,fe it is impossible to ~nderstand Z~JII! 11ls: le!f1h;ipter 
without_--the- whole oi' the Loe:ic, he recoE;nizEd the ~eed tor t%2 
e~ch St!iE-f"§:E .. 5on to rc1nterpret. bo.th !~arx 2nd Hegel :ror h1msel:f". 
To hi.m. t.fie 'Core of the dialectic wes the unity·'of opposites. 

For us, in-1959, it 
pr&cti·ce·, 'the total 

-~to oUr: _il_a.y .' n:nd_, in 
·aUMMliSM' . 

is the- Absolut~ IdeG, the uni t·y -of theory arid'_. 
outlook, the philosophy wbich come& clusii3Bt 
Marx 1 s dt<y,- 1mpel~ee him_ t~ call hie phi_r~_s_o phy _ 

For our day, tb1G humRnism h~s gained a much srcater ursency. Th.~ 
Humanism of-Reeel mQy r.ot bG.the moat obvious chsractar!st1c. and 
tn· pO:rt ~.,.a.e hidden even :frow Ms.rx, a~though Lenin in his day caught 
it in Hege~-'o De:Jcritpion -of the Doctrine of the Notion "-.s· t.he 
:-ealra--of SubJc.cti·rity OR freedom." , 

·The genius of Hese~ n.ci'lieved the seemtni;~y impossible 
' ,, ' 
! L.-~ . ,.. 

I t " fc.l 
' ' 

·It- _1o).th"1.s·_d_,_1;~e_n;; .... ~_g:n""'"9.t;.~ _hum;n pqt:'sonB-~tty which M:...I-x e;;w ~n · 
the i!_J!iWe~IRii"Xxm~x%m~~:tX~·histor1ca.l str.lgglea c·r the pro~etariat 
:thBt'would once and f'or-a11 Put en end to all class· d1v1a1o_nB~ And .. _ 
oPen ·up·-. the __ vast_ potcnt1a.l1 ties of the bumnn being ao ·a_l:1enl2-te(9_·_· _-' .. 
1n cl;~.ss S()C1<:t1es, _ Bo de_graded by the di v1s1on_,- between menti!.l. e.nd 
manual, that not. only is _the- worker mll.cJe into- an apPer.C.age o'i: _-a 
m~chtne,- but .the:..:..sciebt·iat. bu11Cs on s princt~le which would lead 
to· Bl"-: cOmplete: impasse. For 1 as he put 1 t, 

1
TO hllve one· bae1e 

!"or scc1ety 'and another for life is t: orlorl· a lie. 
11 
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