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rews h{v discourse will not, therefore, ‘be' phuosopmcal.

It @il be, hcwever, :tor good raasona wh:l.ch ariea

4%, ai I hope, I am able to commmicate to. you__.gcéﬂiathﬁ_g

- on (sur) philosophy; in brief, those rudimentary clements

Tl;ia is why, thert'afore', I ask that yo;u 5.:I.ve, attent—io_n
to my title: .Ianin £nd philogophy. Mot the philosophy of
Lonin, but’ Lenin on philosophy. I believe, in effoct, tht
vihat we will do with Lenin, though not without preceéent,
hat nover been achieved. Hore is where we must’ berin in

order to hold that cort of discoursc vhich can' antiecipate

what my- one day be ofnon, philosophienl theory ol piviloszoplys.
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ddeocur (in Gerarticle da Zoprit),

FeAt ShPur oy v Leain in
Tregards to owy Present pu.rpoaa, vie ca.n, perhaps, begin
by mpid.r.y sattling an old queation "ong pending batween
academ:l.c philouoph.v, meening ¥rench. academic ph:uosopm,
and Tepin, Ay I am also an academicmn, and becanae I
teac-h phi‘loaophy, I too am one of +hose "entendaurat 1o

whom Tenin addresgpeq h:ls Ygalut, n

'I'onv

not deigned to :Lnterent 1tself in the man who led tho

Ereatest politica.l mvolut:lon in modern hiatory, an_d vho, ‘

in addition, made & long angd conacien#/ ousg amlynis in

Mnterialism and Em iriocriticium, of the wor}; of our con—
Patriaty, H, Poincrre, K. Duhem,_ and A, Hey, to apeak: or
a fow,

I hope thoge of our teachers vhom I've i‘ortoﬁen will
pardon me, but I have not been able to fing . during the

last holy century —-.excé\t‘;ing ariicles by Philosopkers

or scientifie comminists) —. nore than a fey Pages on Loning

Sartre in Leg Dempty Lodern of "O-Pu {f eversaliog ang ‘;?r:foiution)
I..'erlcnu-l‘onty (in Lex Aventures ge 1n di.:lectiqur.-) and

[
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Ricocur specks here with reppect for Sieie and Revelutien,

hutd does not semn to me to hava treated the "philosopiy!

of Lentn at all. Sarire says that the materialist patio-

sophyy pf ﬁnaelu and Lenin 1s “ympensable," in the sensc of

an Unding, & notion which cannot be proved by simple reason

beceuse it ie a naturalist metaphysic, /preferitical, @

s

kantian, n.n;lr pro: egelien, tut he generously recognlzes ‘the

function of & Platonic Mmyth" which helps the proletarians

0 be 'revolutiomheb.t .Merleau-Ponty.dispenses with the =~

qn_egtiﬁh in & simple word: the philosophy of Tenin is cn. .
Waxpedlent,"

- L wiil éasuredly be dislik_ea for eaising the qixeafion, <

be it with all the roquired tact, but the actions of the

Fronch philosophical tradition for 150 years incloaking
its past is quite eqt.;al to all its open actions. It mu:ct

be that the sight of this tz:adition i3 so difficult to
support tha'u no.t one French philocopher to this day has

dared to meke public its history,
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Academic philosophy cannot, tharei’orc, tolessbe Tienil

(or Harx} for two reamsons, which are in fact ore and the = \

bttt e ot

1t has ‘to leam aomethings £rom (de) po@nd from a_

-

particular politics. “And ‘on the other hand, it c'zmnot

" sme redoon. On the one hamd,' 11 cawtot stand the Adeq tho ! Ed_
i
£

Bupport the idea that philosophy could be an objec: of o
theory, that is 1o say of ub;]ectivo Imomledge.

That tils is, in the bargain,’ a politician iike Lenin,

,..-u-.‘.._, T e

i
_ a.n\iiu:fegp) “Haif", and one eelffeducated 111 philoaoph;y.

who had the audacity to advance the idm that & theory of

ph:llosophy io essential to a tmly consc,icua (conscionte)

'

and reaponsible practice (pratique) of phﬂoéophy, tl_:i::,_. :

evidently passoi the bounds... (pesst_éi' le mesru:é.)
. Acaderic philosophy or othsr, .nm" never ;gain can they

be mj:stal;en for e;ach other (or, thers can be no deception; )

12 it so fiercel" reasistz thic apperently accidentl’r el

counter with o simple political .man viio proposdd to begin

to know \vhatihhiloaoply, it 1s beecouse this encounter 'touclms

precisely the moet senootive point, the point at whieh it

wan most intolercble, the point of repulsion ( du refould),

that polnt upon wiieh philonophy e tmaditionally boe: only
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* '.F*eud ia intolerable -to poychological mm:l.na‘l:ion.

:'l‘hia is why Lenin io intolcmble 0 philosophical rumination,

‘hxmim.tion- — wery precisely st the peint vhore, o Imow

itpelf in ito theory, philosopn,; HUET SUCU i ey Al Lo

.

only poli‘hicn inveated with o HEyle’ (:‘om‘?), po ies
carried on ine o partictﬂ.ara otyle, political runjmtmn
of & certain atyle. '

It ﬁ.ndn that Tenin ip tha ﬂrat to meke that clcar.

I% finds also that he conld only say it beecausc he is a

political, not juct any political, but a proletarien leader,

3ust a8 intolerable, and I welgh my vords caraful‘ly,

Ong sces that, betwoen I-enin and aatablished phi.loaophy,
it is not only the ni sunderstandings and com"Iiofbs of 'di:?cwn- s

otances, nor cven the indignant remcfions of irascible pro-

feasors of philosophy, to vhom & uon of a Bchcol master,

an inaigni‘.finan:b la}'fyér — become revglutionnry, declnredl"
without Yesution" that they are, in their ﬁr::ns, netlt ﬁourgeu .
ole intellectusl functionariec within the boﬁrgeoic: educationnl
system, cog attendont :l.deologueé, Inchleating the m:mn.at: ol
young students with the dogmasm, elno eritice ond post-
eritien, 17 you wish, of the ideology of ther mling claznos.
f}at".': om Tomts and the estebliched vhilonophr trere din g

properly intolowable relatlon: thot over wlidch philezeplyr

reigas io oty to the quiclk by that which 14 secks to repell: pold
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But to see how the relptions between Teuin and j:hiloﬁophfj ‘

arrived at this point, 1t is necennary to teke & omaltl detour,
ond, Bcfbre apenlcing fu::thcf :;.bou't; Lexin and philosophy in
general, we munt evtablish {£ix) the plece of Ienin in °
marxist philogophy, aécordiﬁgly, to conjure up the state
of marxist philosophy:

"It ig not a' guention which I can bput outline here.
¥e arc not in a positio“n. %0-do that here, and for an

already determined reason: that is becmmase 1t is Justifiably

ne.cc:se.iaary that we Jnow just vhat this UX® is, of y:hich there ..

wi1l'be a question of m'a mtarg,'-gma xmawi_gg“ this,,
thot we be 4n & ntate of Jnowing whgthc"r or n:ﬁ ';his y
has a History, _tha.1; is to say, bas a righ'i; to have a hir':tcz:;-\..

Aather than outline, even very briefly, the ‘':-::Lr;rtmry'?l |

of marxist philosophy, I would like to make -apparent, by

" running through tﬁose texts and those worls which followsd
one enother in Histozy, t'he cxlstence of a cymptomniic
difficulty.

Thic aifficulty hes coused mkm(eelebrated dobates,

débotes viibh continue to thiv day. ve could, to demontirate

ite enfzichec, mun thvough the mosd common titlen of thenc

Taehpiess  vhat 1 the basis of mondot hictort o selencn

;
i Jor v ophilesopay? I smerxism, at its mo‘ﬁ philorapiyy,
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£, p- 29 ~20 ‘ w "philenoniy oo PrREio,™ dut vt then of its pretansions

- : e

to selence, oo pracloired by Ma ..f On the cortrary, is
Loardsn of its reot, o scionee, historicnl materinling,

gclence of }dﬁtoq’, but then what of its philosophy, t?d.n-

dietinction between historical materialism (aciance) end
- e i Lz

dialectical meterisliom (philosopb:,). how are we to Sudnk
t-"-._______‘—-._._

L

" vhat 1s ‘the relationship between mteﬁa:liam and the dian--'

lectic in dialectical materislism? Or, lwhat is the’ dialeeti

. e

& olmple method? or the entire philoso P, . ;
L__;——L—\———\/ .

This difﬁctﬂ.tv vhich has nouriched a grcat cany debntet',

is eymp'l:omatic. I would suggest by tils that 1+ givea prqof
of o real;:.ty which is in pa:rt cndgmatic, of which the claes iec
questions vhich I have repected are o certein tn.atmnnt, that
is to say, a certain interpretation., Yory schamatically, s
Gay;that the classic .fomzlations interpret this diTfieulty
solely in terms of philoschhie questions, and '_hherei‘orc,

within vhat we have called philouophicrz'l rumdration —— therewe.
Tore it is, without any do{xbt, necesnnry Lo consdder thece
diTicwdties (and thers w br-pasoing .t.";f: Dhibonepiiend question:
viadeh cauced tiicue Gifficultiesn 29 T} o conmcider thenm in

s o o problom, fimt iz <o nay An toen 89 objective
Lo
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FII.-‘ pe éO . movdedge (ord therciore scientificclly). Koll.ap:l.ﬁ‘g: 'tliia'in'
it uo:a::-iblc to understund the coni‘uqion.
":-ich et ma no Thinking pmmtura in tormrn oi‘ thn ph!lo-—
sophical gqucstions bmlght_ t0 bear on the esgentisl theory
of I;zzr:;iam; that 10 to say, tiu;' insicterco that it 18 &
certain problem which has ﬁeen able to pmducé philasa”phica.l
effects, but vhich, in the !nb‘finul é.nelyaiu, is ;n;t at
all a.?ph:llosophical ques'i:ion.
I:E I employ, by design, those terus which imply theae
distinct.i.ons (ncientiﬁc problom, p‘milosoph:l.cal q.testion)

it is not to pass . judgement on those who hl.veghelped 1:0

‘mmtain this confusion, beca.uee we have all ﬂuppdﬂed *t

and we have all had cause s0 th:l.r'.k‘ that,,_»it VBB, and‘is,

inevitablo, to the point vhere .uar'ist phil osophq.r :!.t':eh

hnn been and is in the same pouition, and for goun rez.aon. Q'Z

Therefore, it will n\.ﬂnce to casd{ a glo.nce et the

%’L\;\er viiich is Varxist philosophy, clice the Theses on

Feurbach, to see that it offers a sirguler enough npectuclé.

I£ I w11 be permitted to lecve agide she vorks of the

young Yorx (I Iow I'm dennding o lazge concesulon MERT
‘fz-o:.'; sone, in opiie ol the i‘mc:. o gt Sumonny, 1,: o
tate up 1'-31(:: Ceclarndion ol lnxm that the funme YéeoloT:
conatituted the Moetiling of the ::core..v:;-th E:ia,P prior

philorphic bclie!”a (conscien":)" wad therefore o mﬁturr.-




BT

1

TIT. pes A ) :‘.:-vi a ‘trm::foﬁnntion in his ‘i:hou:;ht, - and if ané vricheo

to consider vhat happened between the Thesss on Feurbnch (1845)

v

and A;*timmw Engels (18'?7), one ca:nno-b help but be

L)
'

struck by the long period cf 1‘:‘ne ph.i.louoph:lcal vold,

The XY° Theses on Feurbech p:.r:qclaim_eds‘ "Philoaophy
mist not merely interpret the wordd, it mist aﬁt to tmnu-;
fofm it." This s.i.mpie phrase feems to promise a new phil-
osophw, which vas nnt integnretation bnt tmaformtion of
the world, This m, moreover, the my it han been reml,
more then g_'halr"centu:y' later

Gremoci) vho has defined sm oe éaseﬁtib.llj e now .
G 1hia .

phuosophy, a "philosophy of pde.B." ?erhaps it ip" necesaar:,r
0 recppnize the truth, that this prophetic phraao di@
1mediat01y produce any new philocophy, in any case, any

new philooophic dimcussion. 0-1 the contrary, 1t opaned

only a long period of philoapkg;l.c silegce'. This long silence

was orly publi@},' broken because of what bas all the ..

' e
appecrances ‘o an unexpated dctSdent, an intervention
I :

R 3,

precipitated by ..‘ns:ls., f‘orced to enter inio ddeclogicel
battle ngainst Duhrfu 1, constrained to “meot him on hin ovn
ground," to muie imwown the politicnl conmequonces o? e
Yi¥ vphilosophienl! writingr oi o dcluced profenour of

mathesoties, vho voo having o dongurous i
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1. p. 22

:;n.ﬂugnce on German Sociglinm. o -

'r‘lmr'e, therefoze, i6 o otrange altuntion, © T"or:t:'.;

vhbth seeriod to announce a rovolution in:philosoph:," —

thmre. ph:llosoph:lc ..:L'Lence 30 yeurs, and iinally

aeveral unexpec*ted a&( chapters of philcsophic

pclemic, publishad by En{;els i'o.c poli‘t cal and idcologiml

raqona, en in‘broduction to a remarkoble aummry of the

aoien“:l.ﬂc 'bheoriea of Ma.rx

Mum:. we. concludn -t:m-b vie az-e the vict'i.nm o:t an mus:l.on

i

. ‘ "a',"‘}. i % .-‘,'_..',' _| e .
of philosophic retmapect :Ln "eading the n of -the '.['heaos e

N J £y

8s.an mmmmcement cf a pluloaophic revolution?

v,
'

But before aayinc 410, I helieve it :l 8 i‘irat necessary to B

B y serinusly, Yes. Yea, vie are, in essence, vietims of
'——_/_‘

. .ph:’g.'!.osopiﬂcal i1lwvsion. 'Bhat which is anmounced i'.i.'hlm

Theses oi '*eucrbach vazy in the necnnén:qr philo.'zphic '

—-- -...-

a.ngimge, e declaration of Tupture with gl ! iutcrpretive“

——
——

ph_'!.oa?ﬁvd -1 far di rent th:l::g than 2 new philosop}v-

a new gcier@ the L{l of hictory, for which liorx vas

£oing to nrerov't the first foundotions, clthouzh: ir o

frogile form, in the Germon Ideolesy.
hicul void whicli followed the crnnowmcoront,
in the XT “aones iz, thorefore, the fullmess {le plein) of

e peicuee, it ir fhe Dudlneos of on interise vorl, lons

ang peiniul, which erented on unpreeedented seionee, vitich

1292




wos going ‘tdﬁcmm‘:.:.ne jt.ho re;rb of Varx'u 1ife, to the lasd
ﬂm ts of Cunltel, which he wmﬂ nerer ahie dn pomslote,
Thie in”the .,cmntii'ic fwllness vwhich mprennntu 1;"-9 AR Tl
p:mfound reason 't‘or the .‘{I 'I‘hesas, even % 1t propheti cull

axmo.mced an event capable of protoundl,; effectinb phil-

oaophy (capabie de marquer la philosophie), 1t couid not

Justify philosophy, but had to proclaim the radical

suppression (abolition?) of ell exisiing philosophy,
bring to the fore the theoretical beginnings of lawc's
Geientitic aiacovery.

This redical ‘suppression of philosophy is, as every-

one ltnowg, gS%‘-* at length in The German Iueolom It

in neuesmry, ¥arz: aays here, to dispcmc wi'l;h all the
pallospphical nq;fsense_, and to begin, the study of jaoc:itivﬂ_
reclity, o tcar avey the vells fronp ph:l.loapp.l;f.' mu to

see at imu-at, reality as it ic)

The Gorman Ideolopy brscg ilo aholdiion o"‘ Piilozopiy

on the theory that philosophy is hallueinctiion and mvrstiﬂ:i-
ention, or like o dveam, created in wint I cnll ike doytine

vaps {les rerter: diumec) oi‘ the real histozw of canercic

ey ¥len pesioy ditm:e"” clothed in o purely iraqicpsr:

exintenee, where the order of thinss in complatels roversed.




Fhiloaphy, like religion end etides i only idaolesr,

it hae no history, ell that.aee,ms'tq go on in if, in

‘Teality goes on outelde of it, in the only real hiotozy,
that of the matertal 1ife of mon. Seienco is thatb same

réélity, ‘Ynown by .its‘ actions, which dethrore and destroy

the 1deologies which violate 4t: in the Tiret ranks of these

1460logles is philosophy.
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Althunaer Tart III, Pe 28

Firs't In:ference. Tf Narx txuly opened vp a new Coﬁtilleut
in lacientifio Imowledge, nly acien{t:.ﬂc discoverv mues have
p;:-ovoked nﬁma‘ m‘jor- altere.tiqn in.philosovphy. The X1 Theoes.

- wagy perhapss aha;:td of :_Lta time; 1t anncumced 1oud and clear a
.:lmjgr evact in hilosophy. It seems that this could (puiose)

vo the case.

Becond Inra.n-anca. Thilosophy only existe in its tockn

mﬂmees {dans son retard) in rospect to the challenge of

scimce (Bu:r.' 1n pmacation solentitique)s ‘ Harxiet ;'xhiloo-
opmr et theretore be backwe.rd in relation to the m:md.st

soiencc o.f hﬁatozv. I% peems clear that thip 13 the oa.se.

v ——\%?’ ¥ o~ _
As teatimony 1o -I;his ie the vo:l.d of 30 yeaers, bej:_waun the

Nt T

Theseg on Peurbach and Antiduhring, cewlesies thls.is.

also testified to by the gubsequent irfupe rembling m

- - ——————

the “gubjecty o we have continued, in the compeny of mey

others, tc do nothing but mark time.

Third Inference. We have some chances of finding,

in the early Wﬂevelopnents of the marxist

science, some theoretical elements more advanced than
' ™’

we might think which ghould be worked out, with the
_,..-—-—'-"-'—-'b

g

perepective vie now have of the upackviardness’ of marxint’

< pa® TR R R

philosophy. (meaning that mrcdist philosophy ic behind

wn ey A 2

the times in view of the development of e Woeientific

marxichs B.) {{there doem!'t seem to be a precisc english equiv
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.13,

Tenin oaid that 4t 4e in Marx's Capitel that we miot look

for his dialectic, — by wiaich he moant the lMarsdes phil-

_ osophy itself., It must have been here, in Capital, that

“the new pb.ilosophic eategories are forged or achieved; they

are mu-ly in 'th!.a work, in a "pmtioal mte“ ("otat pre.tiqua.“)
It seems that this could be the cass, It is neceseary to
] i .

read Capital and start to work,

EE RS EE

. ’] T
Ve con now soy 11:. Jhe 4ima '!;hat Marx eoulcn’t :E:Lnd,

tha phiimpbie lnu:d.ednass of Ehsels, the d.icmtea o:_t_ _
:Ldeological a‘hmg&'l.e, or Ienin'a ‘having to content himse.‘l'."
with ﬁghting h:l.s enemies on 'hhe:!.r om growdd, 21l of thesa
might be good exeuses, but they do not provide a.reason,

Tl}e ﬁnal.reaaon,:: ;s that the ‘imes were not ripe,
that the night had not fallen, and that neither rl_hirx himself,

nor Engels, nor Engzlwx Tenin wero able any longer to write

the great philosophic work lacking to marxism, One way or

another, Limyx 1f they came after the science on which it

depends, they came too late (to create) an Indispenssble

philosophy, vhich could emly have been born Holate {retard),

12831

SRTNATATSS it




14

IIe Pe 30 . Prem thin eqvennt of naoesmary “lntencnc." (rotaxd)
a:il.can be mode cleér, all, including the pﬂ.mmdaruwndinc
" of these who, 1ite the{yomg Iadrace, and Grumeedl,

. : P

oéher'who don't have theisr genius, wro have waxed .ﬁﬁpaf.i-

ent {pousce 1'impatiencel before this %os dlowly. borm

philosopty, to the point of dcolaring that 1% was alieedy

. bera & long time ago, that 4ts origines, that of Thezes

M and therefore %okl before the beginm.nss of

'bhe soimae of mz:im :I.tne.'l.! and who, whem acdoed for

pc:oo: of this, a:i.mp'.l.y woy that a:L'l. gcience is & "kaupez\-

gtruoture," 'hhat a:L'l. e:d.at:l.ns soience 1a thererore, at ite

roote, pdsi‘tiviat because it Le bourseois, thet 'bhg ‘mxpd.st .
Wgolence" con be nothing but philopopde, and -skkdree TRCXioN
a rhilosorhy, & post—hégalian philopophy, or & "philosophy

- of praxio.!.

From thls coneept of necessery “latenees" (retard},

meny other difficulties can aleo be cleared up; even to

the political history of marxdl

fadlures and their erises, If i% is txue, as the whole

mard st tmdi’tion profeseen, that the grentost oven't: in

the history of the claos Btru.,gle — that is to ooy pract:.call;r

In haugen history — io thei‘ marxiet theory and the

vorkerc moveuent, one can understand (on concoit) that the
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...;_1. p. 31 . intemul roulbilLel e 0. thls wiidgM could be mennced by

these “‘"CDI‘P‘Eic"l crrot that are callea "ﬁeviutiom" be
‘ , L
they unconseiouc; One cany undestnd the polifed i.mpolwm‘)
| anmRrEmnao e can understand. the i:oliticul 'mporta:;'ce

of these wmckwmx fiorce theoreticnl debates, unloosed in

the socinlist, tinm couminiot, movmento, th4 which Lenin

aried aigny hoisntest. Bocoiwo, as he sate ix fmat 1s o

i ;“v 1 [
'theory is what i‘t is, & actenco and a philosophy, and the

. .
i_.»)' -

philosopby hn.veing bacome "bahind" ‘(aqm.nt du ratarder9 't.he
P B -
science, vhich ﬂm’: chdcked its development; that at bottom

these theoretical deviations vere inovitable, not only be-

caoe of the effects of the cless sirugele on the theoyy. but

beszuse of the intemsl time-leg {deealoge) of the theory

.

iteelf.
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18
It in thiz panner ‘.thpt Leninl angver, and he is
thol‘rirst to do 00, hacause no ons,;'gygn._@ge;q, aid 1%
vefore hin, eince the pmphacy of the X1° 'I‘heses.‘ Hh -
repliea in the "utyle" of his philesophic pmctica { pmtique)

tice (pra..ique) in :I;ha ‘senge tha.k‘/ppoke of

yais, which did not furniah the thecrtic
. derou e
its opemtions, and which madeexilicit the
philcsoph.f of "ﬂnterpretation“ of the world, .hat one ¢ould
call the’ ph:ilosopw of- "he denegation. A {avnse ‘;t:l:k
pra_cticé perhapa‘gmater' than one might vdal:“"but what has‘
not beguﬁ by being ﬁwge?‘

The fact 18 thot this pmctice (pm"ique) :I.a a mm

philoaoxahic pmctice- new in the sense that it 16 no lon;;e-r

rumination which 13 only the pratice of dcnezntiom, or the
phj.'louaphy which never leaves off 1n'terven1ng “politicall""
in the debats where the real destiny of scionce’ls ot atake
(pleyed out) betwecn the selentict, vihich thoy upehptean,

_ reat them :

and the ldeolozy ﬁﬁi ﬁ%g‘;pc' atbock, and 2iiich never leaves
off intervening tgetontifically" ir the struggles vhare the

fete of the clacoes in at mteke (played out), between the

anientis$ which ther sot up and the idealogun which ther:

thren d
prrape:sac Wilch u]l -.5:3. Miien , genyiny perhnps fioercyly,

in the piriloropiie “ih snoroy” thot they do intervone;
in {hnt thin is a practice (kpmtiquc) whioh repouncan thisz

Gamponstan, rrd vhich, tneedine vhet
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Gt bhiiny Gnd which lmowing w}mt it muat do, acts ar;.ccorcm:r'=

4o wnet it io.

It ‘this is so, one can therefore surmipe that it is

L¥}

duubtleaulym not by accident that thim:! tin-~

presedented effect wag provoked by tho stientific

ai acovery of Marx, a.ud thought (workcd out) by a

':.m.!.:l tieal groletarian Teader, 'I.‘hun, in a word, g tho

.. e .
) o:L‘ hum.n hiatory, 11: was 1n Greece, in a 31:32 nocioty, and

-

1mowﬂ|.ng 'hha.tm claas axploitat:.on coklid ha.ve ta eifeots,
. choudd "

one would not be antcnished tnat these erfects ‘have

plun tsken the form, classic m_clasa societ.tea, vhere the

_dominnt clansen deny that they dominante, of a philosophic

" denegation of the dominstion of philﬁophy by politles.

QOon ﬁ%ﬁ.ﬂdnot be astonished therefore that sedme the acientific

imovledge of the mechanisms of clasn domination , ond ald

#¥focta, worked out by Marx and epplied by Tenin,

hac provoled in philosophy, this extraordeinary change

which chakes the Zomtasics of dencpgetion {deniul) +hich
piilnophy repcats to itoelfl, co thnt mesn will believe 14,
and thet ) 1110 sophy itoglf will beliove i1, thut 4% in

above politics, as 1% nbove classez.
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e o Torilt, SN it wan Tendn slone who covld

;.,raop £he mt ter ond sonne of thatl prophetic phruoe in

the XI These On_Pcurbach (even till now) "Philonophien
e IR ‘

. LS

hava :.nterpreted the worldz 11. nr.tat act to chnngo 11.“ Td

'I I..

this phrnoe promina a new M I think not. Philbnop&iy

R
LS

will not be aboliahnd: philoaopy will remnin philonoy.

B !

But kmowing what s ito pmctice (pratique), e.nd .movd.ng

e R ' ey L L LT

- what it is, or, bagixming 4o lqow what it 13, it could

il |

ho tmnafomed 1:l.t1;le by utte. I.er.m tha.n evaz can we,

L LT T T et

ay that nnrxinm iu a new philnopmr a philaophy of pmxis.

T R B et

At ita heart, mar:d.et ’cheomr :Ls a ﬂcionce-

but a ucienca. 'J:ha new which nrximn :urtroduced mto

philouphy :l.n the new pmctina (pra*ique) of philosop&u .

I..arxian in not a (ne\.') philonph:,r of pmaix, but e.(nw)
practice (pmtiqde) of philesophy.
Thiz new pratice of hhilesophy could transfors philo-

ophy. And per'haps even in pome menpure aid in the trans-

formetion of the world, But onlv a2id, becouse it is not

the theoriticiens, the ocholars oOr the philonopners, it is
10 lonrer the gentlenen (len hormes) which male histol: --
put the “mapses," that ic 1o nay e clnzmes wilted fuaoi

$he The oue cl::::: stowgle.

Februnry, lg..u..
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Cn this point, it is neceusary %o Trecopgniic

the insiothdce of enin is wimtmekx without respees

or boundarics. At least in Matestodom and “dipdado-

criticiom (i‘qr on this point' the tone chzmgen 12 the

he thmra eslde gll the "xmancac,"

subtlctios which ppﬂosopm- tried to think of as iis
“objec'b,” ao noth.tng L.rl; sophisms, subtle diatincuiors,
the Brsuknenta o2 proreaaora, tha arm.'ngenta, th_e com-

pm::d.ﬂea nhnae aoln objet.'t. :I.B 4o hide the. real re*.:eat

Immtag‘bate in which all philomlp_lgy is emgaggd- the

H —a——

B a'bmggla betveez mter.laliam an& iaea‘*m. o nore th..u (
_ g e et e X

in politicn, iap’ there o tixrd voic e, 0F hal.-.—neusure, of

bastardized ponit;iom:. There are basically only :I.ﬁeal:lsts

and mtericlizts, A1l those who do not declare themselver .

openly nre either moterialists or "shy" idealicts (Want, !Iu.m. /

:
o
i
|

But then it is necessary to po a bit further, and to

onniots of

say that if the whole history of philecolply i: omdyr the !’
!

tirecome repeittion of the sune arg.l?qlc-ut, o

—r———

cinsde =€ walque strusgle, pidlonenty is zothings more
“""'——--_—_-———-‘--.._

J&‘iﬁﬁﬁ dimazsie of tendeneien, the Womepiploin" of hich

Tant auolc, bt whieh we exst thoredosc ac the muee wd

cinpls Luwjecvdvit of ideoloslend ntmyile. Lo

itha

traty properl;s cpecltivg, ITiiogopivt hwi o ohtoed, it

Ve e

hixm}!l?‘}ﬁl!'.mﬂ“"‘wﬂnmmm ~
N N B ey - el
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!
tha senoe ‘I:hat lseirmca hes oo objcet.

.|

Lenin sugaestc (va ©), THETU it ke vidcl jeveoe boaee
Lenin thought thio way. All holds toreiher., o sicted <

one could no moxXo dﬁi‘mﬁstmte the highest principles ot

mtorialimn 'I;han one could demonatmte (or rafu-te thic 16

what annuy\:d/Didemt) Q’ne pr:l.ncip.Lea of ddealiam, Onc,a camnot
—-—'-'.—

demonstm e tham becmmu they can not be the cbject of o :

hmwledga, maaning of a hmvlodge compambla to that or &

I’hﬂnsoplw has not, tnerez’ora, az\y objaot. This 13 a:u.

RS -

no object. Ir, in effect, uomathing happens in the aciances, o

.-

it is because they have an object, of \vhich 'I:hcy can’ oxtené

the knowl.edge, :I.'h_ia_'bhis which givec them a hicg_togy.-- "Au

philosophy ha.s no object, nothing con happen in it. The--

abgence of ite history is onl‘y & repetition of the abaence

of its object.




