ALTENATION by Richard Schacht, Doublday, New York, 1571

Walter Kaufman's Intreducticn, outside of showing his super-big

ego, and desplte all his erudition, takes advantage of the fact that since
Marx's Humanist Esseys weren't known in the U.S5. until Frommy made him
popular in the 19508, actually not to pay any attention to Merx's Essays

as Marx SEDVESREEIETN not only wrote them, tut as they influenced all his
work, Dut whet is interasting is that meamvhile it ie revealed -- and this
certainly was news to me —~ gince I was atsolutely sure that Hegel's
Phen, of Mind wes, if not recognized in 1807, suroly had becoms part of
the history h:lstory of ph ““mohy long bofore the s, but here it is (p. avii)

during tho lU60s)ihat the term~(alienatiol) geined entrance into
V' :L'Losop cal G :lonaries." Now he dosy EIve cm"gngh
.thewrs, - y To0, N8 Writes "the cne grsat exception confirms this view

‘The one great exesption” refers to Marx's 1844 Mss,, and “this vio‘w"
rofors to the favt thet despits Alienation being se crucisl and lixted as
such in Phendmenology, it was not paid attention (1.0, girgled dut) in
..the most scholarly expdrts on the question. .Thu ermann Mo .
it in his MOWSSR four-volume Hegel-Lexikon ' 1935039)
d4d not include it in the scholarly edition of Fe Smenology
immensely leamod worterbuch der ph‘.‘llosopbischen

'

- . The otler interesting point in t.hismtrad'mtion 15 that he shows
. that the Young Hegel of Iukacs was,in part at 1aasi, (i.c. the final section
v ‘E" tlusserung written as“an elaborate atiempt at self=juaiification” (p. xix).

T . (That came page (xix) has real examples, however, of how ignorant
mdition can be, espscially when you are as hostile to Marx as Kaufmsn,
because he now says that since Marx‘s-—essa: Elished by Marx, himse
{#a¥ not to by fomnd—in-ilie i%oks Marx, hmﬂ% which Happens

absolutaly wrong, DeGAiEe osophic expresalon—in Capital had not
baen trasnalted correctly and the 1857 Grundrisse is full of thwm and Kau

has no nheed to read it only in E\glish translation, and always pretends to
have road it in German, )

As for this Doctoval Thesis of his pupil, Richard Schucht, whe -
_writes a 294 maga bosk, very neariy everything being on the lﬂ.nguistias
and nearly nothing whatsoever on history, and yot be judged to have the moat
comprehensive compllation of everything S written on alienation, very nearly
from time iymemorial -- how anyone can do that is beyond me. Insofar asz the
crucial chapter 3 ¢cn Marx's sarly writings is concerned, it i‘; elear that it is
so full of errors and so limited in reference (mainly on the(196 ttomore
translation, and one early German, and naturally not a word a t/ me) that:
1- On p. 74, he says that the mas. "are the last (sic!) writings in which
the term, alienation, figures at all centrally”. I suppose KEEED'centrally”
&5 supposed to protect his flanks, even as the "explicit references to
alienation" are supposed to be "dErisive ones" by his quoting out of context
references in the Com, Man., in German Ideology, when in fact these were directed
to the neo-Hegelians, not to Hagel,

2- On p. 280, he then goes into the essay on the Jewlsh Question, and he acts
as if that essay preceded, instead of following, Marx's Critique of the Phil, of

Right.
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3 Th.o book is a 1970 pub].icnttonl there is no refsrence to the Grundrisee
so as to maka it appsar (if Sclsch Xnew abou the Grundrisge, which I ‘doubt)
A" 1844 Mss. were the "Iast" of Marx's writings, -

llv— The fwmisst of a.ll ic when ho begins to talk on Jabor, as if there is
ne a.lﬂ.emtion of that, whon Marx becomes tho oeonomﬁl#t.

5= The stupi:lo:st of &1l rewarks is on p, 118, where obvlcmaly -~ at least it's
obvicus to Schsuht. ~= Marx is supposed to put away his essay on the Jewlsh
Qusstion "because he realived it accomplishes: nothing, he does not suggest
-4t 3n a zubcequent written manusoript" —- "It” is supposed to refer to the
alisnation experionsed in religion., This is climaxed on p. 120 o the
quaeation of Harz' "applications” of the term alienaticn as his “"aljonation
syndrom" : ' S ’ :

16"'- . one.fin al word. ‘The ftns to chepter 3 have three references o

F-amerhnoh, 4 peferencos to Hegel, 1 refarence to Hook, 1 to Tuaker, amd ,

only-2Z references to Marx, himself, which is actuslly 1 since both zre to tha'-
- Early Essays; and 2 other +o tham CM for which he credits Engels as
clvauthor L .




