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he:toplc for today, s, Debt to Hegelf nelther merely scademlc,
: pertnpgglg“only to the historicsl period of Marx's lifetime,.
‘Fréh Africh to Hungary the strugele for freedon hzs’ trensformed
re2iity snd pulled Hegellan disl-ctics out of acsdemic halls-and

W*M?b@bk% to the lividg stage of history, -

,Iffiéﬁtﬁue,ﬁhat3tﬁiéthaﬁérormétion cf Begelulﬁtdfi_éontéﬁ:oréryﬂﬁés
.been vim Marx, ' But one needs only lcok st Russian Compunism's attack:

. on kestmiteyexkx" Hegel to see thst they are perverting Marx and,. - ¢

. atove all, ‘fighting W to suppress the strugzles of freedsn agalpsi'f'
“thelr state capitalist rule. It 15 because ihey recosnlze the ‘

go-crlled mystical Absolute, "the negatlon of the-negstion”, 53 the

“ revelutisn Esalnst themselves, thit Hegel remaina so allive and

~~oh contradiction, anéd through the 21st fongress of the Ruseglsan

I
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‘worrisome tec theRussian rulers tocday. Ever since ‘Zhdsnov in lQ#?‘-ﬂ'j
demsnded that the Roseisn philosophers find "a newrdialectlcal-law“

that of "erlticiem ‘and celf-criticlem” to replace the Hegellsn law
cddrunist Psrty where Khfushchev was deelsred "the true humsoist",-
the attsck cn both Marx{and hils Wsclear incdebtedness to Hegel)and
Hegel as the aliegsd mystlce haz been contlnuousd, . One thinz these
intelleotusl bursaucrsts sense correctly —-HEGEZL'S CONTEPT -OF. THE
ABSOLUTE AND THT INTaRiATIONLL 3TRUGGLE FOR TREEDCK ARE NCGT A3 FAR
ADART A5 WCOULD SEEM CN THXZ SURFACE. The Idesl andé the Real sre never.
far spart, : ’ ’ o . v DR e

It is this wailch Mabx galned stre fraom Hegel. "It 1s thils whieh risbled }
Thaxxird ths young Marx, onae he ULroke from bourgeols soclety,

to break alsoc Wlih the vulgar commuplists of his day who thought that
one negetlcon--the sbolltizn of nrivate property--woulcd 3pell ocut a
new soclety, . He inslsteéd--and thils agsin 1s centrsl to Hegel's
chilosoghy--thst th: alienation of man does not ené with atolitisn
of = private progerty unlese what 15 most-alien of all--the lator:
_of man_ &s &n ajpendage to & miehine--15 sbrogated, pnevtﬂ the plsece
of ‘tne motive force of ca:ltaitist soclety--extraction of surpluz .
’value-%;m“th» fuli. and freedevelopmert of the tnélividual,”

 The pluri-iiaenfional in Hegel, his sresusn of the r .
capuocitles of man to arsép'ghrﬂugh to the_“Egigigge“oﬁétn:ain*Lﬁité
poacmething l1solsted in heaven, fut as e clmenslon cf tae human'b'lﬁ:
3.&igaagﬁxxhaxl;mtzxxxhxtxhnmz5xkxinaxtuxzhxx;hizmsaxxzx$-cn thiﬂt-n:

earth. 1s.in thc fuil humanlst trsdlitish both ¢f those w“o-*r;cédré
- him and those who followed, EXKSEixiiyxKAIX, To. my mind, 1% is -
:ro?g; ?c:eve:. to consilder He:el's Absolute a3 & renta{emen;-

o e - . |

Aggogéigs.F 15 trug, ?ut g résp-temunt ncvertpeless of Aristotle'g

-
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3'hé~£€éé Aristot‘c 11ved tHOE =cc;ct3'“'sed‘cn“slaverr‘“h's Abeolutes
- had ‘to bF thet o“-"Fure Ferm"--ming of m&n v*u’é meet m*nc or god
iﬁnd contemplute hok moncrcur things erec,

Dﬂ ‘the other hend, bEuaUEE He cl'r LbcolutEf emé*dte out'of the
Freroh Rrvolut161 which _ut &n end to er*dcm, the Bcnrsm.n, &5
.Hegel:put 11. ""ninlﬁu a2 minég of hls ovn", Hegel's sbeblutes " .7 -
bresthed: the ¥y £ir of frecdom. Even when KrpmkxXYTFEZ one :eaé
- Abzolute Mlné es God,; no OnNe -Cin EECIDE. the esrthy quﬂlity of the .
cerkby-el thcorq snd prscitlce and presg threug ‘n to the Ak-clute
ﬁeulit3 £5. man _'Ltﬁ;nmert of tetsl frecdcm.'-nner znd outer,. '

r»reedom 15 samftn-ﬁh one gets by cvcr*ominu boncagc'unc the

srocees: of &segulring freedom man gstE to knew &l his true otenﬁgl-
ities, Frecéoxr lg not only his cint cf ccaartnrp in tergor-l
‘kistory. It ls his foint of return ip Dyil;t

‘This is nh_t zazkes him =0 contemporsry. This ls the link not
onlj uith Magsxxw:wxzxxxnixxnnts: butwour cay- Lo :

_-*;--'~ -;-‘k * AS Lenln éiécbféred during.
; pnxnxxsx hxu;!u&nﬂa!tutx. L e T e outn
feliet Internationel st the tim i the L :
"b?gaﬁot}ngzilgfrﬁgelagien we returned to the :hl%ozap giafgzgiztions:i‘_
: lement © € ST
in Hegel, the revoluticnary ¢ |
':ﬁeyzzilizperimpgceé uycn HeLel t3 Yarx- it 1=.1n Hegel h‘muelf




. . . There are scsdemlclens who likewlse consider Marx so strang
a progeny- that, where they do -nat deny indebtedness of Marx te Heg 2
"rfdg““.-tﬁemph‘tﬁcally.ettﬁﬁsuPﬁrVET51°n;t0-theipcihtAGf non-recognitlons i
Whethey”the  shock of recognition' will come upen . usat the end of.: :
x.romaina to be seen, but "1t -is clearly dlgcernible in Marx.

.. There are two stages of absorbing &nd trsngqgndLng,Hesel-iﬂ ¥arx's

flntéil&ntualfdeyelopmgnt.-.The flrat[is,when-ha:breaks&wibh_the'{

. xoungPﬂegeliansﬁnndnunm:xﬂ; A NEzyRtpEisendand ascuses .them -

- of  dahumenizing’ the idea, ‘It-was'Lngtheiperiddﬁélaﬁgyheﬁ'he”wrotq.ﬁf'
otk his.Griticism of the Hegelian‘PhiloSQQh{'Of”Rishtﬂand the . -
cfitiﬂue'of:thc'ﬁegelian Dialectici-Inmthe:firstfsssay,'in3stat1ng
That 'Fen makes Teliglon; religion does  pot .make man,,. Man is 0o, e

. abstract telng,:squattlng outslde the world,". he 'discovers his materlal-.g
15t outloocks "It iz not the concel~ueness of man that deteralnsg. R
thelruexrstence,]but,"on the- contrary, thelr soclal exlistence that.
determines thelr existence.", btut that that is no ecenfining wall..
to the "subject" striving to remske the.world can be séen-from his
own answer &s to why @id he Marx, become & radical, 70 bé & radical,"
wrote Marx, '"is to-grasp’ the metter by its root, Now the root of .. - .
“manklnd is man." . . ‘ ﬁ SR -

'_Idéss'dolndtlfloatjsdmewhere between heaven and earth outside of
“the brain.ln the head of the tody of man living in.& certaln. . ’
" environment: and gt @ specific historic perlod, Indeed Hegel himself
yéuld'bezlnbomprehensiblé L we 41¢ noet keep in: front of our mlnds
“the historic perlod ib which he iived--~that: of theFrench Revolution

. apd Napoleon, It 18 this gelf-povement o men making thelr own

'histqrg'thst;sivgé#the-d:lve.@o the Hegellsn dlislectlic, - =

. It 12 true'thst BHegel him=elf treated objeeilve history as 1T that -
_-were;themdévelopment of some worlé-spirlt, and tregteqfaelf-develdpa
“ment’ of ming.ds 1f the head could: Indeed be d1sjointed: frow the .. "
- body, but.thé greater truth 1s that he had hls’ pulse on~human history.
. both present and past sné indeed thls bond of continulty pf pregent .
.and-past, in which you also eee the attrection exercised by:the '
. fgture;on_the»preaent, iz the malnspring of the dialectlc, A8... .
"pyouer.ZBailie‘has put 1t:"when he introduced the PHENOMENOLOGY OF -
“MIND: PR R : o R LRI
. s "Movements of human history which have merked epoche ln the 7.
development'-of-the-human rgee are treated 23 typleal or permanent -
embodiments of attitudes of mind....{1t is)the -1life hisiory of the
human spirit.' : o A o

1% is this grest work of Hegel--which remalne. & landm&rk in all
humen thouvghout for any ané every &#ge, ours c¢swzecially--thet Marx
~undeeptook to anelyse to settle hils debt to Hegel., Marx was not .
‘one to-forget his intellectusal debts elther to ciassleal politiesl -
“economy or vhilosophy, especlslly the latter, without which as :
his closect colistorastor, Friedrich Ensels puts 1t, "there would
have been no sclentific ecclalism." : S .
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Earx 8. ﬁrithue of- Hcsel 1& at the same time the 5reatest trlbute

to that ‘most encyclopeedic mind of Europe and. a critigue of the
mos+_serlous of -the materlalist critica of Hegel- ‘Feuerbach who .
‘had - regerded "the: negation of the -negstlion only. &5 the. .contrediction .
of’ philosophy with 1ts elf.” Marx, on ihe other hand, ‘shows that
principle to 'be the: expreasion of ‘the movement of history itselfg -
Rlbelt  in atstract form, &nd proposes "to explain the ecrlitical form
of this movement which 1s stiil uneritical in Hegel." First, and:-
most importantly, =ays Marx, to the extent that: the PHENOFELOLOGI

T bolds fast to the alienat on-of Man . N
. 3 -
(/uf4<> ﬁ\*k"

y ..(

\ ij f E

" Iv:is true that hesel worked out ali thF cnntradictions in- thought
alone “hile in lﬁﬁe gll contradictions remained, multiplled, 1ntensi’1

;ﬂuﬁu&:ﬂ#nxaig Bioss strusgle d%d not abollsh contradictions, -

those contradictions sy plegued socleiy and its thinkere, who, in .

‘the view. of Marx,- only bccsme "prize-fighters" for capitalist 1deology.:

© But,Tirst,; Marx did not seperste Ldeoldgy snd economics &s if the. - ’

latter Wwere the 4mmdy fundsmentzl snd the former mere "ahow",  Marx's

- contention i3 thst they are both agareal a5 life--throughout CAPITAL,

" a8 we shall show in 2 moment,: Marx castigutes: the "fetlishism of
,'_commodities".not because - these relatlons of production Egaar
._C;s_mere“hthlngs but becausithat 1s what-indeed they areg’

0 preverse are himan relatlons-under. capitaliamthat
Machine 1s mnstpr oI man; not man of machine.

Marx =] maln point was that the drlvlng force of the dialectic was-

‘man himsell; not Jjust his thought, but the whole of. of man, .and that,

. whereas the capltallist and bourgecis ideologists, bCCRUaE of thelr:

" place in 'production which makes them defend the status guo, heve a |
felee 1690103 the pro;etarlat becsuse of hig his plece ip productlon,
1a the negatlve principle” driving -to resolution of contridictions, .
is,as Lukaca put- it, "both ruhjrct and object of 'lie proper knuwlcdsg.'
The unity of thg E and “'praxis' is then only the other face of - : ’
the histor*cal?a? u}tlon which makes eelf-knowledge snd knowl&édge

- ¢oluncide," ST . :

In & word, 1f we @re to return to "pure" philosophlc language,
s&ns the clees atruggle reslity, Marx accused Hegel for not haviog
truly surmounted the duvality of thought and belng, of tkeory and

"preectice, of sublect und object; of having remsined a prisoner of:

-Kant on thlas declslve polnt and that hls dlulectic wrs thus simple coL
mRppegrence,  pure phenopenoly thet had not gone to-the nctual,.Lnterior"
dislectlie of the hilstoric process, snd that he, Mzrx, was. carrying
to ite concrete, asctusl mcsning the Hepellean condeption of a -
spirit-ghenomenon, - ’
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‘Merx 'did not know the youns nege;.h&aﬂ1wxhnxxhxdxxxttrndx:sxhinﬂx

-1 ﬁﬁxz:x Only comparatively recent diascoverlas have uncovered-

’ Hegel 5 'First System and,. in seelng Hegel bn his- F*rat System ‘before
e escaped’to hls Llvory tthr, we caer see thet Hegel's description’
of  industrial lebor 1s 1ndecd rcmlniscent oi Varx.,flt 1s Hegel,
not Maﬂﬁ hho wr0ue- : S

"The more™d hnnized labor becomea, the leas
vn~ue 1t has ond the more the :indilviduel must toll,.,,The:value
““of "labor decreaser in the ssame proportion -as the productivity of . :

leborincresses.,,Phe faculties of -the indlvidusl are Anfinttely =
© Yestrieted. end the conscleousnees of the factory: worke; 1s degfrded
‘te the lowest level of dullness'/ Hegel could not-see the. positive.
_ipn-that negative<-ikat the very deprivation” of ‘hlg human semses .
“would drive the degraded lator "to 'seeck univcrs.lity“-—are abendoned -
. his: Firet -System, T mysels’ think there 1s no more dramatic moment
’_1n intellectusl history %inen.that whesre the young Hegel, having

described the phenomenon of allenated lebor under: canital*sm,'
-turned nwny from 1t 'never to return o it in this form.

,It 1a this which Marx savcd snd developed--anc the actual proletarian

} revolutlons which were nct chpraateristlc of Pegel 8 tlme. but were-
ofiMarx's ‘helped him eee where that othrr genius could not see if

- eéven he had not compromiued with Pruse anism nxgabanomﬁﬁqxuaxXxntX'
"m,z$s¥txahx&ﬂesghxxx . - -

But.those Marxiats ‘who see Hegel ohly @s & state phHilozopher, who

. conolder ‘Hegel, without Marx,-is pure glbberieh,. and.that when

Marx - stcod Hegel on hils feet where he previouuly wan-gtanding on’
his-hesd, Marx proves that he thereby took Fonly" the dlalectlc

‘method’ uaderataﬂd neither Marx nor Hegel, 3uaxsh§;xtxxzaxxt fall
into the commuhist trap of keeplog Marx lmp*iscned in etate-vs.u_

priveate property vice, sng, whet is’ worst; help: pille.up 1ntelleotual
sloth thst 1s ‘impeding the way of the proletnriat srd . youth f;ndins
1;5 way to a agq&; hew saciety bullt, on truly human founcatione.'

: o o Marx s
..It is here that we. come to the second gtace of/indeb*:dness .
_'to Hegel, whieh he didn't get & chance "to write out" as he did -
* his Eerly Philoeophlc KEsssy but which he 616 realize An tbet creatlve
zct of. theorg, GAPITAL

”\-iif HEGEL' AND MAkX""PEbOLUTFS"-

ace of it it wouLd geem that na- greater contrast. indeed
Sgsg¥gt£agpposltlcn, exists then that between Harx's GAPITALtn:dd
Hegel't PHENOMENOLOGY CF MIND, und yet it hus been. rightly i a i
Lhet CAPITAL 1s e concrete Phen., thot is to say,. an tnalysti oS -
&. opecifle hiatorlc perlod, thut of oayitaliam, with ts notlions,

7 T the Hegellan,
d finishad, or ‘rather broken off his Critlgque o ‘
gtzﬁegglc. Just aé he reasehbd the Absolute ldes, Absolute-Mind, :
Although Merxists swear by “the dlalectic" as mwethod, they mean
"toolﬁ to bec used--and 1 might &cd abused --and not as adphixosophlo
perpnctive based ‘on the unit,g of thaor} -and practice. - 9482
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"It 1s not so.much from ss through slavery," wrote Hesel in his D
History of Philosophy, thet "man scquired freedom,™

It 18 true thet Hegel himself . threw s mystlcal vell over hia philosophy.
. by tréating 1t as ®.closed onotologlesl system, Bul ) s
| Rnkambtmpiamndatigri e A3nbisatl s KB AXRER RLE BT NS P separated
‘himself completely from those to-whom the roed to the Absclute wag ' .
-pure .intultion or bellef, as with Jucobl, or like "& snot out of /LR
: plstol', & bare unity of subject and object &5 with Schelling.gsh. S
e Rt 1T TR YeR 62ed, Dyn BrofosBetiteroldhoedn Unlvensity, = ..
ot LT T T T AN amahsspacﬁneee:ﬁanssesaeﬂ*objéﬁfi%rtywttﬂtheﬁpfﬁﬁ§?#bf“ Lo
" *gan«a'_be‘mm&%f e e : s C e L
-Indeed: it would be a complete misresding of Hegel's philosophy were

we to thbink thet hils absolute 1s elther & mereé reflection of the - .
. separaltion betwden the ghilosopher and the world of meterisl. productlon
-0r_ or:that his Absolute is the empty absoiute of Llntuitivists from.
oo Flchte to 3Schelling, wheee type of ebsirscheds,oas Prof, Baille of :
fo Reeesees this University hes so brilliently put 1t, “poscessed objectivity
JpEReFeaku® 4t the price of .belng inarticulate,” . ST

Whether, as With Hegel, Chrlstianity is token as the point of
departure, or whether --ac with Marx --the point of departure is
~the meterial condition for freedom cresnted by the Industrial e
Rebolutlon, the eesentlel element 1s. thist mén hes te fight to gsim
freedom; thereby is reveeled “the negstive cheracter” of modern
goclety, Now the.princlpie of negativity weae nct Merx's discovery--
.Be merely"named" 1t: the iiving worker --the disco¥ery of the -
prinelple gas Hegel's, ~ - ' = S e et - -

- ¥arx's re-dlscovery of the Abaolute came out of the conerete |
“development of ecgpitalliem itself which Split the Absolute into twos
(1 nﬁﬂx'ﬁarxrcaLyQQ¢?the generai-absolute law of capltaliat development,;:
| ANE UnenbToyEd” aPgy™ - o R RN .
That was -the negative feature of capltalisa thot would cause its
collapse,. - : o ‘ ) _ S
(2)But Merx saw the positive elemsnt in this negative,- the workers - -
"who would become the "gravediggers of soclety" znd &h whose zspirations
and  activity stirred "new passions" which made them the foree for the. .
creétion of the new soclety and: thus bring sbout 'the negatinn of the
negatlion," ' o L ' '

Agein, "Praxie" is not Morx's dincovery-~he xerely designated praxia

83 the clsse struggle activity of the proletarist,  Praxis in Hegel's
Ltheory, let us not forget, stinds higher than the "Idea of Cognition"
becsune, s he puts it, “it hss not only the dlgnity of the untiversaal,
but is the simply sctual,” : ; g '

In the end 3pirit 1ltself finde thet 1t no longer is entagonistic .
to the world tut 1s indeed the indwelllny splrit of the community, - .
43 Prof, Kroncr hes shown in his analysis oi Hegel'r intellectual
development, and az Hegel himeelf put ib ip his Zseriy works, YThe
abeolute morsl totsilty ia nathing eles than & pecople ...(and@ the
~#€opie who recelve such an element &5 @ nstural principle HAVE &
MISSION OF APPLYING IT," (my emphasls,™ _
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#hen,Lenln, in his re-discovery of Hegel, sald thet nore of the -
Marxiste, himeelf included, had in.the previous.decentury understocd
CAPITAL becausze 1t is impossitle te understand zxre Lho-letgmghapter
“without the: whole of ‘the Loglc, he récognlzed the need for xixx =~ .
esch'ggﬁeggggonth reinterpret -boih Merz end Hegel for himself,
To him, the core of . the dislectic wes +he unity of oppesites,

. For us, in 1559, 1t is the Absolute Ides, th

] = unity of {heory and. .
‘practice, the totsl outlook, the philosophy whkich comea ‘closest oo
s dey, lmpelled him:to call ris philaso phy

. to our day, and, in Marx'
CHUMARISM.

‘For our day,-this humanism nes galned & much Freater urgency, The -
‘Humaniam of Hegel mzy rot be the most obvloua chsracteri;tlc,-dnd“'g
in part waz hidden even Irom Msarx, although Lenin in his day caught
1. in Hegel's Descritplon of the Doctrime of ithe Notion "&s the-
‘moalm of Subjectirsity OR freedom.™ g . . . .

“The gen;ﬁs_éf Hezel achleved the seemlnaly 1mpbs$ibief
. R . ) v S f. )
!, \:;{)‘l,""'. : %-L!{

TR

e

“;It&1nﬁth;§gdgmeﬂﬁ$ggﬁgq“§g§_humen personality which Marx ssw in .
. ihe pOREFrEEENLxOExXREXEEX. historical atruggles cf the proletariat
S ithet would once and - Tor-all put en end to gil class diviclons. and
© “ppen up:the vast potentlalitles of the humsn being o -allenated: .
'-wlnﬁblassﬁsgc;eties;;ao.dsgraded by .the divislon between mentgl end -
mapudl;*thét-not.onryjls'thegworker,maﬂe Anto . an appendage of ‘@
.'mRChiné;ﬁbutTthexsciehtiat-builds'on - princiPle.which would-lerd.’
- to ¥EX complete. impasse. For, as he put 3t, "To have one basls

- ﬁorfspciets’andfanothér for 1life 18 z priori & lie." - -~ = ..

o~
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