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i Philosophy, having expandd itself to the world, turns:
»afairs. the apparent world. So now with the Hegelian-—
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being leveled agc.inet Hi.. Thus no‘ one 1e§§ than I..'ehrinf. who
‘,.,Q-'had wri't*en 't«be_m»sj: comp hc-nsive{gnd 2ls¢ the most .ove—r-

»praised bJ.ogr phy of :G-.,‘.called this period "a slow dezth, "
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a. .fc. on the other JHand, will <@ roll back the early
vorks to be;orn he" bro}'e with bourgeois society irn 1843,7

tc when he was still in the umvez-sxty woriing on Lis
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a1l the restref his life~mand of course, the mosgti creative
and full originzl development of =12 ris eccromic theories—
‘j'-‘ﬁ

/5‘" in no way subtracts from the pl-i"osophc vicgion developed

f, in the period 1844-3 8'0. e will actuzally roll tezel

reflection to lﬁwﬁchuee it is there where ‘M: can ret &
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world did not mean either

lt could dO'without bekng tested by reality., It was tk

LforMulation of the reiztionship of theory to practice
‘ the type of
fthe rejectlon oi/subaect;v;sm that tries to explain.

f ppenlric philosopher had "auconodated" himself to what is.

Thus,uhe in isted that when hegel's followers speak of

accomodation " and even sbould tliey show th#t Hegel himself .

hat he was compromlslnc his prlnc1ples, it

;not pro"e tha accomodztion answereu the rzason

ecel ‘would have been consciaus that-

the new age to wovh out wherein it was lnade-
-the
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quate and Pow to trensend it. 1 “184L Tsseys he will

analyzie that 40 Teeess.
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. \

. . . -‘4'.‘. .

- . . !’ ]l - { \ .

. ' i C Vet . .rf -
B 2 . 0y " L - o
/ ‘.“ . < % 8 A7 J:‘u‘t ,
.f' .
. ;Ln~aanrd

st ac Hegel in. s%é*nc that the preceding
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phzlosophers had not net the chellenge of the world of the
..-lo-l

.ﬁ irench Revolution, 288 he declargé i ta be 2 "birth-time

f .
fh“ﬁ: of history," so now it is up to the new are to see what thet
birth-time of history demads. As preparation for finding
a new continent of thought, one doesrn'i give up philosophy:

"The praxis of phiiSophy, however, is itself thecreiical,
it™is criticism..."” and inceed criticiem became the

: center~point of e2ll of iarx's writings, whether it was the
“Lritigue of the Hepelian Jizlectic of the Critique of
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Politi cal Economomy or the Critique of Ptopian Socialism or

the critique of other tesudencies within the revo;u'tlonary
movement or the critique of Wﬁm party, as witness
‘the'Critique of the Gotha Frogram!. ¥ To put it airreffatly,
Y in establish:.ng thke new, there is a need to saEEime see
what had gone befog and how total the uprooting IIIIB;, L be,
before one can create the new, and in Lm%{;ﬂﬂ?‘the new, one
Tiret and ;oremost must see the wald es is and know how to
uproot it, not +o mention to have the will to do s

/\%-___—-—/"
psychological law that the theoreticzl m:.nd.

av1ng tecome free. inﬁfself. turns ¥ into prac 1ca1 enerey.
" Amenthe's
Emergmg as will from Wﬂ- shadow-world, it turns aga::.nst

worldly ‘mctuality which exists outszde :.u..." r ‘
.the :['ollow:.n{-‘ year.\\ﬂpril 18#4 “he baec.n mitlng for

EZ, the first essay eing on +he freedom of the press,
énd the thlrd teing m"ﬁebates on the law of’ punishing
‘wood-theft, " which aprered in no lese than 5 issues, Oct.
and Kov., which is exactly what turned him from law to

his view of
economics, and which furthermore chowed pma that ek
reality was m= at orie and the same time a rejection of what
is andwlrJokh at live human beix\ngs_ who were the victims of
what is, andﬁi:amsum 100}:% for the 1liWe forces of

4 even when he is not yet a socialist, he
view
consa.dere it "z new world se&" thzt must be discuzsed &

gseriously rather than treated superficially. Indeed, it

opposition’

is the very next year when Lis treak from Hegel's political
views, his critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Right, is also
the first projection of proletariat.
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Rosa Lux Cmbuxg 2 did not know the 1844 1S, . and

therefore there would seem to be no way they could have

infiuenced-the attitude either to phiﬂ%ophy in_genéral or
the manﬁwoman:relationship inr particular. On the other
&#gy hand, there is no &oubt BRIy she was moIe
iehring for his translations of

. appreciative of/the few essays ke B

from the early works than she would have been had «# she
herself paid more aiifention to philosopny. In any case it
is not a question of blame§, Rsthor, it is a question of how
:déep the dialectic. Thus, she had no criticism of Engels’
érigin}though she certainly wasn'{ afraid to criticize
‘fﬁﬁgels and‘crificize him severiy‘for the editing of Vol. II
u;of Caplual. Indaed,ahe said one would have to question what
| mngels dld to fulfill Marx' s.ﬁﬂiblﬂ!!! ccnfldence in leaving
it all to hlm, and she certalnly was extrememly sharp in her

eriticism of Bebel; she bfyke @ with him as sherply as

she broke with Kausky in 1910, 4and yet Women and Socialism

remained the text for the WIW, ineluding her,
viould she have changed if she knew the 1844 Zssay on

the man/woman relationship as karx, not Engels, conceived 1t?
We don't know and we don't care to speculate. What we do
know is the greal contradidtion that wa s Xitisitan pushing

at her was on the one hand, themaenteos satisfaction both

with what the women were doing and where they were aiming

on the other hand, her own multidimerisionality was certainly
not satisfied with so-called equality, or even theoreticians’
work, It was as if she had teen smmiied limited by the age
in which she lived to & desire no more than mx the revolutlon

of overthrow, rather than being able to live in a totally

new world. .
14838
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_And_yet when it came to revolution, it was the exact

oppoaite. Far f¥om there being any limitation to the questlion
bectuge this ard thig is what happened wher; Ki wag alive

as we saw in
and participated in the 1848 revolutions s,/her sharp rolemic

againet the wensheviks at the 1907 Congress, the greg&tnecs

of the 1905 Revolution was that it was not the end of +he

19th centrury rnvolutlong. but opened an entirely new epovh
“of revolutlon

Fut otnerwisé whatner or not one wishes to be as aharp

' as. Lenin w when he called RL's positien cr tre National -

 tQuest;on 2 "half-way dialectic, " thg point is that RL was
definitely an original; definitely did not shy away from
:pbleﬁics;'not gnly with those of her age when she- referred
to wlexnanov as the “mps type of great man that you wanted
to stick oul your tongue at, or even i himsel®, even if in
that case she would say thét it was an age he did no* live

not only
to see, that is to say, she/disregarded e lizrx on the

National Question, but took the very opposite view, and Bk
in gwdld@ confronting the new age of imperialism which was
indeed new, $he argued not gils alone on this aspect, but
s . o5,
arainst Lenin's most gxedlgakd bacic fundamentalﬂaéﬁiltlons
of production to market.
~mapped out

Lenin, on the other hand, even when he *5 sharp point
of departure for the 3rd International orn the Colonial Guegion,
vas most serupulous in following up the relationship to
hiarzx,

(I wanteg %o trins in Rosdeleky in x relationship both
tc the Grurndrisse and the EN, and especially to dialectics.
Talke up the prst-wili revolutions in relationshin to

apartidaz ?mm) ‘14889




Were we to limit ocurselves to Gﬁen 3 evénts and
thoughts as well as attitudes, it wouldlhe impossitle to
think of the last decade as "a slow death.” One single
talk at the end of thé kafis Commune to the First Intenmational
where. Kil declared that it was necessary to go deeper and
lower tc be wlth the ravolutionary core of the proletariat!

uh?t one must not see a.ip>+he prole»arla of one s 1and as

'a mere "totall ty. some had definitely benn bourg90151fied--.

}:but rerognize that iﬁhﬁ&ﬂﬂ,ﬂ!&ﬂﬂﬁn the International rather

._than the trade unions reflect the newly arrived peasant into

‘,tne city, or thc Jews in ihe thtto. and so forvh.....

And it is for them that *he F.€. lives and it is they indeed
who will recreate it on a higher level, Xad the 2nd71nternatlon-
al gobhon onz whi® o =i iats Shain bones, the story of the
2nd Int'l'wouldn't have beén one more preparation for betrayal.
But then we are aﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬂiﬁm limiting ourcel¥es to the
last 7 years. (Look up British socialist relationships of Km)
Viell, here there were 2 events in a single year that not only
show huw geat D was, W "in general”, but how he reached
specifically the two highest developments, theoreticzlly and
organiy at;onalﬁa. Theoretically he had written an "Aftorword"
Capital, Vol, 1, which brougnht to a conclusion which was
really a leap forward, the whele question of the accupulation
of capital, adding that were all of capital concentrated in
the hands of one man or one corporation, it would changa

bsolutely nothing fundamental in capitalism's law of motioan
to its collapse. on the contrary, the contradictifs wsuld

14890
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develop into the generai luw of capltalist oot -'" i ¥

(As I was to write in 1953, it is thepeln you can see hoth
and transcendance of

Marx's return to/derel’'s Absolutes by splitting the Absolute

'J.nto 2--can1ta115m5rnd and *he birth of new passisons and

new forces ior the reconstruction of f society on new oMt

foundztions. 4And don'+t forget, mr-dear readers, that il

asked you to be sure to read that e bbRBana 11 cver: yuu

‘.h;\d’rea_d the German because o new and "scientific" were

- his’ “'additions.) .

o © The cne on accurulation was one sutstancial addition;

'the other substanc*al one was the .one on cemmodlty-i‘arm.

S Is *hsre an one *oda ,‘ Exlstentlaln.sc oxr erwige gun-and
B : w ¢

__'the Bx:.sten*‘:.allf*t Sartrs @ thought he could improwe on

pho

_ ¢ Harx only "posed" the # question of fetlshlsmﬂ
—‘--who doesn t feel that Marx is indeed talking to our

elienated werld and warning that we cannot rid ourselves of

these many fetishisms) that only W freely asececiated

52 labor can do that?
[ 4

[ lﬁ?f\ ig alsc the year of the vCritique of the Gotha
frogram". Think cf it. ESHwamn Here are "just"ﬁ.marginal
notes, and they Medxamw# not only restate all his fundamentals
in the criticf'tsm of another, but again project a future that
Lenin WEEENEN was the Tirst fio"catch® as he prepared for

the MNov. revelution. some 42 years later.
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':.B..oth.those who who_ hag i "buried" gng tﬁoée W Whe
p'ortrayed:‘gg'autocrat" on the level of Bakunip should
J._ook aéain at the year 1877. <he Internatiénal fha‘t ha_d
been'transfered to the U.S.A.lto save it fror seywiwee
coup by the anarchiste had not been atle 4o make much

ot headway, and heg just ceclareq itself dissolveq, whereupon

- “there \ds the freatest mertacsimusce NORIYERR: series of

-railroad strikes, climaxed in one city, st, Louis, in &

general strike, i writes so excitedly to Engels about

the great news frop America, thet he says, at one and the
‘ : o L RRW eround for z pey , ,
same time, what a great Minﬁ-nat'ionaw

and, even ir it wére“defeated.'it:qﬁﬂdlead 0 the establishment
"of_"a-serious ﬁorking men's party," (July 25.\18??)'He.was also
requestlohg‘"a'blue beok' on the Pennsylvais winers,*
We find out that same Jear. that he hagd actually written

. (which he calleg ) - -

all 4 yolumES{ﬁf Garital, and the way he hagd written- them;
‘"Confidentially speaking, 1 in fact tegan Capital in just

the reverge (starting with- the third, the historic part) of

the order in which it is bresented to the putlic, except

that the firet volume, the one begun last, was immediately
Prepared for Putlication, while the twe others resained in

that primitive stare of a1l Tésearch at the outset, " (Kov,

3, 1877, 4o Sigmund Schott)

3ut of course, the most serious, e.\;citingjand yet-to-he
pProbad are the ME lost § years, wm;?’

€ was not only
studying Kovalesky's work on Ruseian communal proper'ty)-ﬂl
Russian grriculture and Russian figeal questions)
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] but also compiled an extensive tibliography on

matriarchal law--Zachofen, Morgan, the history of ancient
. rincluding their taking away the rights of the
Rome and Greece, English colonial policy,/and Traits and " Irish /

: . - . womer:,
-Storles of the Irish reagantry. A4t the same time as o

'Ki in the years 1880-82 had concentrated on the

vas also collaborating with $m Cusstle and the Frenck
Socialist Party in drawing up a questionfzire--101 q‘@est_ions
‘in relation to safety in factories, unemploy®nent, strikes,

use of-leisure time, and trade unions, but dictated also a

theoretical introduction to to Gueste’s rrogram

.

"Consiﬁeri‘ng th_a.t the‘working_clé.ss, without distinction.
- as _té' ra'c_é""'an-t:i sez;. & cén_ be free only wher 1t is in colléctive
' possession 6f the means of production, the emanc.il;a.e.'tor.'y‘ ' o
endeavor- must he undertaken through the action of an indepeﬁ-__
‘dent political pa-rty of the working masses, using all me'an‘s 7
at their disposal.” _ - )

In 1881 it was possible to see‘what concluBions &l was
MR arriving at as a result of these studies, and - v
W just one word could cover it all: REVOLU.TION. But that
one word; both as stated in his answer to Vera Zasulich and‘

new preface fo{fe

as written in the/Russian edition to ih.e-c&-:)was rothing
short of a fotally new beginning of the relationship of

backward to advanced countries, workers to peasantry,

and the whole gs.course of history inthe West and in the
East; that is to ® say, a multilineal¥ view, whether that be

on the guestion of anthropologry, on the question of manYwoman,
on the question of Asiatic mode of productlon, % on
the realticnship of the Zast and the West,
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