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“THE FOUNDATION OF HISTORICAL MATERIALTSM by Herbert Marcuse \1932)
‘. (Incluvdsd in NIB 's Studies in Critical Philosobhy 1972) -

" This first (1932) essay on Marx's early writings which had just been
published ih Germany is the only one that, literally, mings la the werd
avery. other rara., and it in. zhia which I will trace in two
s@, revolution i e.}, rathe - theltheory of revolutiohs and
omnects it with anthropdegy @ng ontology, AND YEI' there isn'
y. not e at all on the pam“t'ﬁé.'t 5 become S5 centra.l for ‘this ers,
’}y ¥L, the Hen/Woman relationship. e ,
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G~ The an/;zxra.. which really means } since tha@m ly announced
thl e publication and does szy that it must become 6] event in - -
"’Jagllg?t studies, at once establishes: "for, if T an anuici""’t‘”a’,'

‘are deAling Witk a philop cal crm ue of. pol __ticaJ econony (&nd) 1t /lp»
c_»'g‘c_am_:[.il £oundation N." . gt

. . N of 'hha:l'. lst page (p. 3) s+resses a.ga.in "the m 1) ’ 4
/{\) of, the- fa.miliar thesis that Mx developed pz-aviding & philoaOph cal’ 1'. / i
pmvif.iug en. eoonomic basis for his theory .
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t on the quest. of"@. ‘b‘;)'qg‘...iﬁcation, Yenation; upercesaiogj
“not mean that egel’ *met amed ~tikan over,

and Trought to life, eB back %o the. -‘:
Hegel's philosophy (wh ch @mﬂ:e&i his ?%ﬂﬂ“ ." i;
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e key- poj_nt, ther Tn'w'hha.‘t md pera.. which RIXXI has no._less™ ’
ari \3 bepetitionsef “revRiyt n'L ~=l!as yevolution, as *evolutiona.ry{?ﬁuxis
pd TWvolubionarya oritizgue. ag rtheory. v revolutiofl --  is that the foide‘Ei'&n
Apcludes the all; ite stages ... {even though the)
slense and purpose are not at “aIl phtltscphical Bub woactica} and revolubionary...
hut mist be sean and understood is that ecopomics & tice TAve becoms
he economic and political besis of the ! I1on t

pa:r.'t.tcular. philosophical, mten:pretation T h
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It's interesting a.lso that HM d.idn't begin with the Critique of Hegelian
bialectic but followed even in text exactly the way Marx hud urit.tan this mas,
which was that it ended with the Critique. T Vi e _ h
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ext 2 mages develop v carefully the whole question of humnn
33\%, h&atory, h raality, (and, the lmefﬁg vhich "will i:evg;u_tj.oniza the entire
4 ‘/\history of mankind."... "I£ Marx's Cuitigue of' Political Economy and hds
fomda.tion of revolutionary theory are here dealt with as philcsophy, thisi
b rrsiite
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\‘ doea not “nean ha.t thereby 'only theoretical' philosophical matters will be-
- inelided,..THe entire 'existence' of men and ‘human réality? is for Marx the
decidivs tifim.tion for the proletariafi Fevolution ¢d a
total and-redieal revolution, uncondit:l.ona.lJy excleding’ an:, prtia
- uphea: evolution® " ('pp 9 to 10) _ r——— 7

only place I have seen any critique of Marx being.dn the question of W‘b‘
r precisely this essay, especlally vwp 12 - 13:3[:'naap,.te the a
1aént of thelsfibject! we wo uld beloth to uze the often mnisuned tem
antology in connect on with Marx!s theory . Haxx himsslf had not express
"used it heres thus he says that(only *thre the nedium of yriwate property
does the ontological essence of ¥ n come imto leing, in its tofalit,
~as’in its humanity' (i p. 16 and_h sets that 'man's [feelings,-presivy
end g0 forth,ore not merely hro caLphememana. eny bub +'1.i[y ontoloel Yeal
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Mm continuaa #ith'man
t;

t.mo identified them, "“would ntill point *o Hegel's ontological cnnaept
lof‘la.bor" and at: tha.l'. point M zefecr:s; to "Being-gor-sel:f" in I-henomenolggg of
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"o‘b:]ect?ﬁ.’fﬁj He ends J@ this section by ‘Séginning on the diffevence between
Feuerbach's coming to grips with a crucial problem of classical

German philosophy:" But in Marx i'l'. is this concept of sensuousness ( as objecti-

fication) which -leads E the give turn classical philosophy tg the
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objectification and
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directly to Mérx, but ‘NB WP ‘§B, "he (Harx) reacheés back beyond Feuerbach
o Hegel.," At which poin% ne goes vo Marx's quotations on second negativity. e

Or rather Marx's praise of Hegel's conception of second negativity:ly are ’ ’,, ’ /
not as simple as we would expecti the m Feunrbach Marsx 1§ no cha.ra.ctar-
_{)ised Yy a stralght rejection of Hegel. Tstiad) of this, ¥ at thie origins . ,‘ -
of baf_q}_ﬁ,ﬁ.;nary theo:ry, once again a.ppropu:iates the decisive achievéments of =
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and emergencs of private property,"
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" . Cnly in the last pection (VI) beginning p, 40~ 42 does HM finally come

- ¥o Marx's oritique of Hegol, HM stresses that it is no accldent why Mars
Insists that tpia essay should be CongZuafom., It is almost whelly on )
- second negativity, SWSCwvaeR RIS snd -the reagon that Marx inaists
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tion"of political econcmy is itself 'a continuous: ccnfrontation with g
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