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! Karl Marx, Grundrisse: Foundations of the Critique of Political Economy (Rough Draft) [1857-8]

(hereafter Grundrisse), trans. Martin Nicolaus (London and New York: Penguin Books, 1993), 173. 2See, in
particular, Walter Benjamin, ‘On the Concept of History’ [1940], trans. Harry Zohn, in Walter Benjamin:
Selected Writings, Volume 4, 1938-1940, ed. Howard Eiland and Michael W. Jennings (Cambndge Harvard
University Press, 2003), 389-400; Louis Althusser, ‘“The Errors of Classical Economics: an Outline for a
Concept of Historical Time’ , in Louis Althusser and Ftienne Balibar, Reading Capital [1968], trans. Ben
Brewster (London: Verso, 1997) 91-118; Jean-Paul Sartre, Critique of Dialectical Reason, Volume 1: Theory
of Practical Ensembles [1960] (hereafter CDR 1), trans. Alan Sheridan-Smith (London and New York: Verso,
2004); and Ernst Bloch, ‘Nonsynchronism and the Obligation to its D|alect|cs [1932], trans. Mark Ritter,
New German Critique 11 (Spring 1977), 22-38.  ‘Nonsynchronism’ is a translation of the German word
Ungleichzeitigkeit, which is better (and more literally) rendered as ‘non-sametimeliness’ . This essay is
also published in Ernst Bloch, Heritage of Our Times [1935], trans. Neville and Stephen Plaice (Berkeley:
The University of California Press, 1990).

*The English language edition of The German ldeclogy used in this thesis is Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels,
The German Ideology [1845-6] (hereafter GI), trans. S.W. Ryazanskaya (London: Lawrence & Wishart,
1965). When the translation of passages within this and other English language editions of
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A5 RS v SR A R R “SCRRMEY) = . “HE R Y Y
B L MEYIE SO SRR “MEYDEE SRR, EEREIMAIN “Dh
S AETEAS I, TR ETRE] “MEY) I SO o REXNER
ISERREEE, XIS SCRMN— R AR, BIEE— R 7 S ——
—RhS “MEY) I SO B W ——EA] AR — M S ——
—DNEER R, Fit, XIS “[FIE” Massimiliano TombalJ Wi &
“DISeMEY) = X Ve —R 7 SR EResMEY) 3 TS AFAE” ©, HA
R NTE (fEEEEIREEIHRE i BEEIC s IEY) 3= X B3, el
B v RS (RS BRI S D MRLE 710 7 BIEY 1 KX
MNAEEE b, AN, [FE (EEEZIREA) MY 3 R
15, Sh#E THRRN TRy £ MREESR, XHARRE (EEE
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German works are modified, the German edition will be cited first, followed by the English language edition
in parentheses.

“Karl Marx, A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy, [1859] (hereafter Contribution), trans. S.W.
Ryazanskaya (New York: International Publishers, 1970), 22.

5 See Arthur’ s review of Terrell Carver and Daniel Blank’ s Marx and Engels’s “German ldeology”

Manuscripts: Presentation and Analysis of the “Feuerbach Chapter” (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2014),
and A Political History of the Editions of Marx and Engels’s “German ldeology” Manuscripts (New York:

Palgrave Macmillan, 2014), in the online resource Marx and Philosophy Review of Books, http://
marxandphilosophy.org.uk/reviewofbooks/reviews/2015/1846 (accessed 1 July 2015).

¢ Massimiliano Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, trans. Peter D. Thomas and Sara R. Farris (Chicago: Haymarket
Books, 2013), vii. Tomba continues: ° “Historical materialism” is not a passe-partout for the
comprehension of history, but a practical mode of intervention into history.” Ibid. This argument is
misleading, because it implicitly suggests that the philosophy of history is essentially indifferent to the °
practical mode of intervention into history’ . It relegates the existence of the materialist concept of history —
indeed the concept as such —to  ‘passe-partout’ comprehension, to pure thought.

70n this point, see again Arthur’ s review of Carver and Blank’ s work in Marx and Philosophy Review of
Books (see footnote 5).
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BRI R, T H AR MG S A ER AR B TR T 58— P SR AT O S A
IR A AR, XM R OERE T 1 v AR ST 73

8Gary K. Browning, ‘The German Ideology: the Theory of History and the History of Theory’ , History of
Political Thought 14:3 (Autumn 1993), 456. According to Browning, The German ldeology ‘should be
analysed and interpreted as an integral whole’ , such that ‘its various sections are intimately related to one
another and share a community of purpose and character.”  Ibid. 455.
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mmE. A, ol TR RISFIEN, EIXNE S LR s
W (RS BRI IINEW, A 177 I B e, 85 "2 ARFE
IR o O,  CRRRRNET TERRREE TRIEA TR
HUZRPE, DRIPEA T SCRAETR R/ "D Reikit” B2, Ritkt2d:
FENFEF KRR ZBRARN “PISERRIE" Rid, HTRXDER, SEK
PSRRI TR R T _EAS NP D 19t 2060 AR E 604
IREZ R 25 (X2 P B IR), 10 N IR ARy — A= 75 5N 5 —
AP R AR ZE R, HIXBELHEEANE, ESeEER, “@HEN”
HAZ—A “AEPERT Ul e AEEMEE E BT . TEi”
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°Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party [1848], trans. Samuel Moore (London:
Verso, 1998), 34.

1 Marx and Engels, GI, 48. ‘Class’ can be conceived in transhistorical terms, but only on the condition
that its transhistoricality ends with the (speculative) chronological end of capitalism.
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57 B R0 T B Y g SR Y s 2 B, Iljjk:ﬂ]%l)\]7bkt3ﬁimﬂﬁﬁ%§VF
FRRS R DT S I RIS R RE M, S B, R E R —MRIECRIES
R, ﬁﬁ?tnzi%ﬂ]ﬁﬂf7+¢23554»Eﬁm%%?35)(fﬂﬁﬂXWEEﬁﬁibfﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂﬂ7
BESY B ZX AN A, 1 SN MY = O S TR R]_E AR,  BUK
K, BEATX “SB— DTN N RS —— R TR R A 2 A,
EW%W%%E%%#,EEW%B%T%E%@%%%%ﬂ%M%@%

FOE, WX REE, FRAOTEEEL, MY ST e WL 5 S i (AT
%RM% i B T —— SRR 2 —— TR 7 S A R 3 A GRS N7 1
FEX, WEEABHZ G ANEER “FFEM. 2REEHE” AR, H
I, RRW—DaiEEE, MY 3 7 SR R R —— S e A R
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1 Moishe Postone’ s Time, Labor, and Social Domination: a Reinterpretation of Marx’s Critical Theory
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993) is at the forefront of this problem. Postone repeatedly calls
upon the authority of the ‘historically specific’ character of Marx’ s work —ad nauseam —but he ,never
considers what concept of history renders this character intelligible. Indeed, for Postone, Marx’ S ‘
historically specific social theory is completely at odds with the philosophy of history, such that ‘the
historical specificity of the critique of political economy delineates Marx™ s final break with his earlier
transhistorical understanding of historical materialism and, hence, with notions of the philosophy of history
[Geschichtsphilosophie].” Ibid. 140, 258.

12Benjamin, ‘On the Concept of History’ , 395.
BThis thesis avoids the use of the term  ‘historical materialism’  without the indefinite article ‘a’ .

“Harry Harootunian, ‘Historical Materialism’ s Task in an “Age of Globalization” ° , Radical History
Review 79 (Winter 2001), 95.
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150On rare occasions, ‘temporalisation’ will be employed to denote a temporal reading itself, such that one
might temporallse a concept of history’ , such that = ‘temporalisation’  renders explicit the concept’ s
implicit temporality, renders explicit the |mpI|C|t temporalities of the practices and phenomena that this
concept registers. However, the vast majority of the use of ‘temporalisation’ in this thesis is faithful to the
existential- phenomenologlcal tradition: it denotes the production of temporality by the act itself.
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6 Reinhart Koselleck, Future’s Past: on the Semantics of Historical Time [1979], trans. Keith Tribe (New
York: Columbia University Press, 2004), 236.

Sartre, CDR 1, 69.



BARN “WRITEN” BIRREE A T OB 57 32 8% S vd A 1 s 57
FVERER(EL “— T BN RIS, RITAIRELAI [RILRE 2 B A RIN
SRR DN EAYER, EHEIFEX AR RETE” M RIRTTEN
MR OX LML A T RIR S s AT BRI T B R 2 Ja, AR HA
A P AR - S E IS AR (RO D SR N TR RO A P~ B Bl 3%, RS b, e —Hh
SN R AR, BT S —— B REMEY) T XY D7 SRl —— R AR
IR A, BATRES], IEREARRE IR AT REREM 7 5
AREH—ERIARETEAN MEVEARS” e, mHERREK
EAZF L,

MR BB, Sy 8T F7 LA L R IE SR D ST S s JER 52
PRPI SR, XBLPRIH ——AERAZ A RIS, 28, flan (A7
A DB e B SRR T HRERTEERBRR, AN AR X X =R
Ay "EHELET EARD. Ata (EEEERES) WY ZE
QUIRTE, A A IR Bl il o $ s (A /R AR AR 332, AR AT 2 2805%
FENE(EARIC NI SRR L RASUG 0 E— &, AR
N By v I SEEARAEAEAT R X B AR, 2R eIy “ps” 1
AR AR IR T R A UL A P 2 “TEEEH” (X s i IR T
CESCHIPERT ), XEMNERE, NAlefaiker) “HLRT fEN T
A7 PSRRI R AR AR R 2k, “HL " MErEgiy 2
FEFUE HAH B AR

MERE EE, XiRIeSCATRESS N — R0 P S RBUEEA SO LRV EN
Ko WHIANR, XWIESOFRERMPFE T, a5
R E (EESENELS) iy " 2R —— "RARE
A HRE RN —— XTSRS, X2 AT A mR P B 4
7 o PHERNRAET EREARR BB RS BB = T A 5Tk

8 |stvan Mészaros’ s critique of Sartre, particularly his The Work of Sartre: Search for Freedom and the
Challenge of History (New York: Monthly Review Press, 2012), comes dangerously close to this position.
For all of his appeals to  ‘real history’ , Mészaros does not dialecticise its relation to the formal structures
of history. Rather, ‘real history’ functions as a fundamental-ontological baseline for him, from which, it
seems, the formal structures are derived. This is rather ironic, insofar as Mészaros places himself directly in
line with Heidegger’ s ‘fundamental ontology’ , albeit in an inverted form. Heidegger is a consistent target
of critique across Mészaros’ s work.

¥ Marx and Engels, Gl, 94.
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i, ERERMNEFICEAR T G2 BN AR TaErE, X6t
3 SE RS TR R 8 ) DR 1 4 S R BT T R G SRS A s o S B (B Y g il
AIRE, AR AFRATANTE R BT AR SR S8 5 Py S 24— Rfribd 7K SR AN [y S i TRD A
PisEi R Z EE ALK, XEFARREANZR PR TBIGRIICHE, =
DARERRICE, (HEFFAER X P SRR BIAEA D,

10



o 5
WP 3 S SO - — el i g%

MRBEE EREEE N EPIE S b, A FIRAH R AN S, Bl
(2P SEMEY) X, B E AT 20 T R — 5 P SR e
ENERNIEIY v

(EEEEREE) NEHBERENIERERS, HERHEEER]
REJE S v VRN RS ST I A o TN TR B T) PE AN ATT A R ) 32 ST S WL TR Y
KFR. HANEY, MAEAHEE N EERMARAINER BT, EREAETER
FHRE A, B s REVENE, = A R AR RIBRIETL AN T 85 1o
FESRER, “N7 MWRA_ERUUE MG P SERIEAE, ([EIAM
AR b 35 e 2 — I TR B 7 AR R 20T B T FEL N M O I R e 152 2 0t i T )
TN 2 0? (EEEERERS) MBATE 7R E AT,
FERTTEA P SEITHERE 2R R, (B S5 B BRI R R AR e B A
KAMAERE, XFERDIWARGHFTT, AR “IS AR B
FOBR A 2= M) 3 S SR B 5 FER A B IR LR B R, 2

(EBEEIREEIN (/RO TN )P T T B, K 5L
BEARAKIE Ay A ARRIR™ | 1ESK B poiésis [ & 17 77— R FT AT X R
UMY, XARARBNERFTRR. EEEFL LR, FAEITH T
MABRLERINE B A 22 TR, — B AESL R REAE L) 1 SE 26 S poiésis 7
WfEgs, A, NTPsEE ek, W@, mHEAERINE .
(FEEEERER) T T BB A BRBGET NS B AK B RBGETH
Z TR RS

! Giorgio Agamben, ‘Time and History: Critique of the Instant and the Continuum’ , in his Infancy &
History: Essays on the Destruction of Experience [1978], trans. Liz Heron (London and New York: Verso,
1993), 91. Agamben continues:  ‘the vulgar representation of time as a precise and homogenous continuum
has thus diluted the Marxist concept of history: it has become the hidden breach through which ideology has
crept into the citadel of historical materialism.” Ibid. Problematically, ‘historical materialism’ functions
as a self-evident subject in this passage.

2Etienne Balibar states that  ---Marx's philosophy, whether or not it is in a finished form, sets itself the task
of thinking the materiality of time.” Etienne Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, trans. Chris Turner (London
and New York: Verso, 1995), 81.

*Ibid. 35, 40-1.
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(N R ZAE = B T 257 fE R BRI 24 1 SR
AATE, MIMEENZ T — D AEA, MIXDEAE “Prs” sy — D EPERY
FISRIRHIRE &, XHAPRIE SR 2R, T H 2B, EEAR R
E, BATBHUNRE, EAI MR AL R WAL A R
P, HRIE DA RTFIMEI AR, XSOERATIT T P
T AT o T o PR SRR R SR (R
Mo PR FE, B, EFEMHRE, Balibarily, “H
REORE D k1 T/eai A AR R 2, Mok s & 7 —/hih
B IESeBIR BT A ERAF I BT AR - R EH G
AR, 7 XM, SRR M RONMUZI R4, T B
B RMIAE P SRR Z A A 5%) B EEARAN A2 — PN BTG P B R RIS
FEE 2 BICs 7 P M SR RTINS 72 2R 1

£ (FEESEIREER) |, MY HESRIEAR 77 57 A 2 M TS
3], ‘ESRXAESI A EE RPN A B, EXARE
FONETMTNPI, i, ((EEEEREL) sl 7T #/RERIITRE
M) BIENABIINE:— DL A B9 A E LAY B F A MEY) T SOHEE,
TEN RIS RIIE R, J78he LB Spoiésisz R, Bl H M5 24 M
B2 R s AR A, ISz, AN S5 BRI, F7atlE 7
PisEetliE 7 S HIE IR T2, MRS TS, e R,
FESEARE, RS BB A — A AT KIS RIS, IX AN
FEEN— MM T AEA R LIS TR, 1 H ROy e B s s RAT
No PIEAR BRI AR, FIEME#EE, ity £ itz
HAbRY, AR EAZR RS, AREMERRE 2R EZXMMES, AR
(EEEEREE) BELEE SOy "4, wRy7sh2 8% "L
BB, WAES AT, NEMERR RS NERRICH — N &IF,
IR LESE T Sy AR RIS RS 22 tihn: “A 7707 AR id oy —14
ARIRRTERE, WARENCEIT T, MARIGHIWI R ENTZ RIFRR

“1bid. 96. On the question of progress, see Chapter 4 of Balibar’ s The Philosophy of Marx: ‘Time and
Progress: Another Philosophy of History?’

°A transhistorical category, and a condition of thinking Marx’ s concept of ‘mode of production’ , labour
mediates what Marx calls the "metabolism™ [Stoffwechsel] between humanity and nature.
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R B (AN SRA BIE) NI L2/ B RO FER) = B ZEMBUG I T, AILAE
EHE, S BR57E I [P BERRAE — AT 0T, SRTX 2L #T,

RERERRZ “FFaNR" AL, HAR b2 iSRRI B A R,

Rl B BA TS =S5 BRI T BRI RSN R R B R, (BGARH
HI AP I E—EF mAERE, NIEIZRNEE 20857 “BiR578)2ias),
I TRIREE BRI B ARE” )EIRM/REGICAREM( “Frah@imE AR, WP EX
HIXGERFVIRIE N, NIRRT, (B ENTHE 7GR R R R
N, EELGRE, XLEBIFHIER RS ARIN R, X0 A5 P S AR
FIPEART &, (BSCARES DTS RS RIPER A —1%, A — RUZIRTEENY AR
FENW ST, AR AAFATTEST iy 52 I TR & A9 8 A0 S R Y Z AR M
RRFTHFN R BAKIE R R ZTTHIG, (EESEREL) )
W) 3 S SR LA 0 P TR] _ B  ] 35: NRn e L e R g SR A AE AR 2 B
I TE,

1e (EEEEINELR) H, LM poiésis B) 1Y & 7E X 733 — Fh ks Y
PSR g, IEEHE/RATE, “MREEEMERIE B R —
ML, EAD SRR IR SME P, (B E AT TAEAZ B RAY
Betl, tHBRAERTLAIERRFAZR “AR” BIFEN BT A7 5.
SriER, 1845 0G, MY E T WSRO SCERRIRIAE 2 RIS T
NEAEMEX, MMM mrmEy) £, WA, S BRIsLER
MEY) T AR CER/REIREEM RS INT IR, R MR ASEES)” 22—
NSRRI, RN, SEERAII AR BOX SR N RUEE, XAk
B T (EESERES), £ GEEERERER) |, SLERIIRMEZ
P S i) 75 E 2 A B BT (EE SRR E) N (BEREIR 1N
MER) T K F@ B 7 0], EN s E NN TR ERSEE G I T — R
RIS g,  (EEEEIREL) sEiLTA SR

¢ William Haver’ s contention that ‘---in Marx, the mode of production is ontology. There is nothing
outside a mode of production---’ is only sustainable from the standpoint of the philosophy of time. William
Haver, ‘For a Communist Ontology,”  in The Politics of Culture: Around the Work of Naoki Sakai, ed.
Richard Calichman and John Namjun Kim (London and New York: Routledge, 2010), 107.

7 Marx, Grundrisse, 205, 361. The latter quotation reworks Hegel’ s position in the Logic that ‘matter is
that which is indifferent to form.” See G.W.F. Hegel, The Science of Logic [1812], trans. A.V. Miller
(London: George Allen & Unwin, 1969), 451. Still, it is unclear in this passage if the human is itself included
within the realm of ‘things’ . Minus such inclusion, the indifference between ‘living time’ and the
temporality of things’ cannot be historicised.

8Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 40.
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R S ve RPN R EIXGE R RS, CIEANP/RERFEF S, 3dT]
EIEARETE “HSEH SRR o N T5IHS A, YBR[
Z IRIARBARZR A A (Austausch) SR 1 BROE DL A R A 26 2 X B B SR LY 52
BRSPS MEY) T SOHATIN R AR RO 2 A SRR AT 225 N T IREE f e
R RTREME 240 SR 5 vl ARG MEY) 1 XSEPR B2 —Fh 8 EVIEX, BLeR
BRBET I T — R RIS [ e, XM 32 SO &2 T A,
IAEMARZ RIR— Mt EC B2 R (EESEIRES) R E/RER1E
POHIMER) T BT — M2 R, AR —Riugr i P s MR 75 H ikt
P TR — MRS IR A S — N RIE AR L 1R, AR 20X 2 fe]
X IR 5 7 52 B 26 R 2 JE 7R WE 2 28 [ RER 75 6 AR SCH (AL A 46
BATTARATS A R B 5 R 32 ST S B A g i S R] MR &2

®Haver goes so far as to claim that ‘for Marx, materiality and temporality are the same thing.” Haver,
For a Communist Ontology’ , 114. However, the problem of history is noticeably absent from his analysis.
This reading hinges on developing a concept of materiality [Materialitdt] that simply put does not exist in
Marx’ s corpus. This concept would emerge from —and yet would need to ontologically ground -Marx’ s
critical reconstruction of materialism [Materialismus] in the Theses on Feuerbach as a dynamisation of the
subject-object relation in modern (post-Kantian) epistemology.

 Althusser, “The Errors of Classical Economics: an Outline for a Concept of Historical Time’ , 93.
peter Oshorne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , Radical Philosophy 147 (January/February 2008), 15.
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125N IE— VI I MY 3 X (ELE 2 /R EE G PR ) 2 ) B 2 i iU,

ENE I, B FUR MK R el BT AORIEE, A @M A
RIS B 2 BT AN B M ZORIEE, [Rlitk, S5 X HR, FEs)
[ —TH 2 MO 32 SR IUE R RN, TR 32 Y H RN IA TR S PR A
PGSR, PU/REIRFEEEXSTEAEANZIBENSR, HEMAE
NHITE SN B B R 2 W BT 3 [gegenstandliche Tatigkeit] - -, AR
B “Hapy” . “SEERICAINGY TEANE 2

e S0 LA 2 5 5 M\ o SEON EER SR WL L A M R I &, B e JE7E 1845
EBRERE THE /RN TZ/RERI T —REN) (DA R R D) RO IX A
— RS, ENRRATATRAIN S (Gegenstand), DASZERSZPERIEME, HEEEE B
A E AR % (Objekt) Kffifd, H—MEm(EX)EZHRT “IHRY” s
KRB (b2, DABONERM)EY X, X 2RHe MR R B 2 BLLS 277K
g, DMER “Br” sisER(nt i, DAIACHRERA)EY = AEZ R, RIED
SRR, fEEARZR B, BIFEMEY £ B E T R EEE e
AT EAS, RN, BERSEE2AEXIE, SaEHtH 7 /RERHE
Y SRR ) R 2 L A =B WL B RFALE [Objektivitat], (7840 ) /2 BTl
FIERAINIRIS I 3 AR R R A M 2 B A 2 B, 2R BN 7
EEGHE — DR T RRIMEY) £ SCHEA], RO MTHEYs T R fe 5518 e
FIRE RN EROwsh, MmifEFAE EEs), SraEEHATEM, B
PSP REREEAZ B MEY 3 SOETE SN PRI A B, MU T T IX LIS A
KFYIRMIAET B2, T HSEEN AN . HEMEMAEIRN
—/NA] AR Z N 4 (Gegenstand) # AL — DN ETTR AT S (Objekt), X2 — MK
FRE BN B FRARRTE SIIEE), EERMETE X T EEK, XE—N8E), BT
TR AR ) e AT SR

2 Karl Marx, Thesen tiber Feuerbach [1845] (hereafter TiF), in Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Marx
Engels Werke (hereafter MEW), Band 3 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1978), 5 (Karl Marx, Theses on Feuerbach
(hereafter ToF), in Karl Marx, Early Writings, trans. Rodney Livingstone and Gregor Benton (London and
New York: Penguin Books, 1992), 421-22).
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W, WNRR S SUEIRRE, INNIES N 1E—UIEIAE R MER) 3 SCERASRE W0
EIRENE, AEMILSEAE, ARSE T RO RREAE, NN TR RER ARIRE
mEh AL, HEEELE, CIEMERE/RIECIRN ) G Tt a9k, e
ME—E IE A B SR EARBCSEER A EAK, B BAFRIMIRE, XDEAR
AEFNEG, TiE—ECEITAH RS S, ™ 7

MIXFRSCERMEY) T SCH =4 T IAREE R, —FZ2BAmRE, —FZRRE,
F—FERET 5 —R/, R T 55 —MXRK 1, Bk, 1ERANIAIR
WIE BRI, Sy 8T G 3 AR RBFIETA
b, XFE, BERARESM SR FARE Rz A “HE” 5 “WRnE”
Z MR H 4% B RRRER, EREXMERT, (REFINN, ERNEARAR
TETESCER Z AFSCA Y, TRTESLERH “Mal"8, SHR, Sy X 2K
VESERG Y B BT E A T — DDA SR HER) EiK, K5RT
X—INHIRIE B ARG I, fEXT5H, FEERMER, TLIRRE0E SN
R FREE 1 [gemen] *F15 Z AHXT 32 U ZR P [Gegenstand], i & FFIEH 2 2
JIARIEAETES, £ B BN AR RIS AR LRSI A, 7EMh
XN—PEHERIARIS R A, S5 E00E T —NMEIANRIBRI AR Z
[EFFUEH, RS E I SEREME S, N SRIX M-S Z2 BN RIE I &K
KANEM, AAEEREE/RR “EREICER” RES, “27 i “SER”
AMUBEE e EREs TRAIE IR, mEAERMRZ G, REREPgTFE—
PERIBHIERNZ], EREIURR, TRRXRARRIL,

BPraxis implicitly stands in as the meaning of ‘practice’ in the Theses. Marx never outlines a concept of
practice’ as epistemologically or ontologically distinct from praxis, in the Theses or elsewhere, but it is

possible to suggest that the movement from an ontology of praxis to an ontology of production — that is, the
movement from the Theses to The German Ideology —marks the development of a historical-ontological

concept of practice within which the differentiation of practice from praxis, and the inseparability of praxis
and poiésis, is established. After The German Ideology, practice is not just ontologically basic to the subject-
object relation of modern epistemology, as is offered by the Theses, but historically-ontologically basic to the
praxis-poiésis relation as well. It is Marx’ s specification of practice as labour, as the social production of
the means of life, that secures the removal of the separation between praxis and poiésis.

14 Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 25.

15 W.A. Suchting, Marx and Philosophy: Three Studies (London: Palgrave Macmillan, 1986), 57.

16 Gemit is a notoriously difficult concept to translate. In Kant, as elsewhere, it signifies the human mind,
soul, consciousness, spirit, disposition and body. What is evident is that Gemt is a concept that exceeds the
summation of its constituent parts, including the human [Mensch] and the understanding [Verstand]. The
representative capacity of the human® is a clunky placeholder, but preferable to reductive and exclusive
translations such as  ‘the mind™ .
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/R [auflosen R BRI MEN ARIART, B2, ANRWABHFARFE
TEHDMEFREARNE, MHEISEm S, ARARTEL R RRAEM,
PRI AEMANIMIL LIRS, KIS (D)Mo e RE R, €
SRABURIRIE E N — MR AZR P, FHBCER — MR I, IINZH B ME; (2)
Kb, ABUHRBESEROY K7 NSO — AR, TURRY. A2
HEFEVE 22 NI SRR A 2

B MNENEE WG S EFE SOV ARSI, FFREZES] "N BIE
o M7 PA—Ff A B v SEMEY) 1 SCRTHBAZ R 773X, ERR DS AR AR o]
o E N BSHT AN A ST TS B —— T AR A& B —— R AR IA
AR, S rd BB SRR 2 m AR I AN R, 0 v A AN AIHE S
FAWEE, KON NZBELHARHIXADERETIC 7 S5 M P/R X R AS/R
FECZHZITRNNEE, BEAREAETERPHMRIEKTESH, Hk, X
B M BRSO, RO ISR IX BRI A 2 A9 NHTIR S — I a2
HRRARES, S BBGEHAEEARE “BE7 KR MR, JTRaIR
AHERG —, RS —5BM/RER, £8% E5TEERE “BIK” (Totalitat)fl
CREA” (Ganze)FHRIRRY “FHSeEMT o RN —MEEEH BRI
BAT MM E R, B3 MCEIRR, [ERIXE)E R A BBt~ AR o) Ah
Y, AT NRARBRE, X0, S BRI BRI E TS RARBAR LS
—H, BAMERBERAAZ R, (HERE 7 MR, sCE B, 7
SR FEARRTATRENE, XA EARETHERER, MARENIRE, REMRE
TSZHI AR MEE B R ABOa LB, EtiiR2imRn., Hit, /RER
£ “JB- AR Z AR AIN SRR

w7 Marx, TiF, 6 (ToF, 423). Marx’ s claim that Feuerbach resolves the religious essence into the human
essence is, to be fair, highly unfair to the complex relationship Feuerbach establishes between theology and
anthropology in The Essence of Christianity (1841).

8 Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 28-9.
¥ Peter Osborne, How to Read Marx (London: Granta Books, 2005), 30.

17



M (EEBEZRIARRD) R “BR-ART X S5 BRI T )
M, HRAEERR, A, REFR/RERIER O/ AEE NS
AL ZMBERTH R ERT G, (MR E R A FHTE A5

IS I T —Rh g s Ry e e, BITEJE-Fh-MARTENE Z RIFUR R,

PARAE R M- R IR- MAZ AR R, IR AR FEZERBUA A2 I E X

(MEAIRBINSEE ), [ERIXFE—M P SR R R —— S5 SETE (F240)
HIREINRE —— B e G B 7 AR LUE S i EEMESE, A

WATE 1o P28 BRI, SN MREIHUR THER/RIE (FIES

IR (1927) R EIBRRZEARMKIE R “1E” FAERIARD, PR 218
(EZZIL) (1970)F ARG MEAZREZAIRERR “BHl” .

(TR ) WARAE 7RIS (Al ZEPEAUA) THRINRIE 22, TERRTE
R, WEEZ -V -RIARVIRENRRLRSEMF, B —MaRe
RE, CHERIENERREEN(RAATUR), HERRIEIMERYE
MEW(HRZBRXR LR REHEIRIRER), 2K, NiEZEEE
A IR G R JE R IR, A RIVERL AN RESC B, ol e iy Hk
ABO)E, WRREERE EARESH, FAERIckiERR: M
ERTEN “BEZY” BWRCRE, INEZAZER: “RE----H
BEMER—DEMEM-EFRE, EERZH, Fathfiz, ”
ZREEAE R AR UG B e P — D R R TIX—3i8, 12X
ENE iR, B RN FERERFY, e 7 IrERFATE
FACTOMEZ FIEE, BV TN RN . XM FERR
ERAIRERET B CB=EYT, 2 orailgErhr R R, BS
MRV EFI BRI AE R < ISR R 2 “[RIBRE” , BRIERT,“ 17814
HUFalEE ST, BB 2 BRI Y, REGGZSRENNY),
S RIRERAUE, 8IS PRI SEIAIE, a0 i,

20 However, one could claim that the priority of existence over essence is actually already explicit in
Feuerbach, which complicates matters, historico-philosophically. This would involve a larger appraisal of
Marx s (in some respects misleading) critique of Feuerbach in the Theses.

2 Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason [1781, 1787] (hereafter CPR), trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W.
Wood (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), A34/B51, 163-64.

2]bid. A35/B52, 164.
Z|bid. A139/B178, 272.
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b, YIEER R T Ry “BERBRE A 2, RN R R A
INEZ I TRl

RHIX—RE RN TRIAIXAE— NS, RURERN RS ZE I A 20N
MEY) 3= 57 S AT IN Rl R i — R B, 7EIAIRIR |, Srd BiEIIA
R REE AR M Y N RTE SN, T e B AR NS5 SN, AT R
N2 RABBERW AT G —, XFIEINRIS B EVOIHERR 7 I
i, Wy, TEARRIE b, fENSRERREM, HLEXFhSRL AT R K
Yff. YERETUER TR, ARRETS 2 RIERAE SR [H D) RERI R,
KIH e HERR T IXMThEE S5 BRI R 2 70 &, i, A 5o AT SE
ERAE S (DA 7 52 ) 72 I A b AT DA IS R AR A [ AR B2 1 A B LAY, AR,
FAVARNFE— 1, XIEFEEE CER B, N KA ZE L DR
MERE, “RER” NMULAHIAETEER T (E 2 AR “fH S
&7 Z2—), MEEAZE—D “AIAiE” SEROREREES, IR AT
HTNTVE0E), ®EZ, NERERD, SZEAE—MARICHEER, BRI
U2 KHEAD) —— LA EAL A )P 2R —— R H A, &
WE TEMERSER “EET o Wi, SR RTERAN) SRS
i RMERIBE S M Z IR AT R G X AR, AR X R R
UESE, BIAAIgEEIS el BT UIR 48 T SRR IN RE R T B, WIS SRR AR I
IR 2 INSELEN [A] RAgRESe, 2 R4 R R ISRy Rl REME SR, B
2R EFE AR N RATRIEX — R, BEARARE, WERLEREENEHE
B “INTEIAIET (Zeitinbegriff) AR S BIRIREER 77, AR AMESE AT BUICIERIR
IX— R X (Bedeutung)s

2 Martin Heidegger, Kant and the Problem of Metaphysics [1929], trans. James S. Churchill (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1965), 102. Given his overall project, it is not surprising that in his reading of
schematism Heidegger proclaims that ---these eleven pages of the Critique of Pure Reason form the heart
of the whole work’ , and moreover that ‘:--transcendental schematism determines the essence of
ontological knowledge.”  Ibid. 94, 110.

% See Kant, CPR, A82/B108, 213.
%|bid. A144/B184, 275.
7 |bid. A146/B185, 276.
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SEHCRIN R, (EH TIXFERNCRT, BAS/RS A8 A0 N & AR,
IR 2R I TR AE LR MR 245 B (der daseiende W1 2 selbst) 21T,
Ko FBISIRC RS 22 KWE) WIIXRThRERITEEY R E| (EEEEINELS)
FREYIEY) = T SERES, R R T IR SRS R T R — R A
WS IFUR, 7 (EELZERES) F, E—RAREISH (R
EEATNEYREBAAEXEZ ‘L7, mA2EXsh &3 FIEFERER
FEZRVG(BIan, #8087 9 NSRRI NIESLER), #t)ihin, DMy 3=
NPT S REEIC SR T (B Y, B AT SO B AR, BT RAIC
S5 ) B TRI R 223 (] /2 B X IMIE & B S () 7R P AR A 7= 22 128, IX 02— (B,
B RRIEAROERR, IERHTFIXNMES AL, 16 T EFZSE,
BAEDL, BRI N7 SWEY I T ENA 2R —f “Ba” o X
HEWMARPR ‘B EEMEH, Bit, RESRIOMSSLE LERED
AT HCD, HEMRXNMAEDRIEAT, XFEEREDN Tnow®)kit),
BASIRINMEEIF A B BATPT TR Z I RX M RE S YIS [ e RE DT R 2 Y 3
NI EMES, MR FEEIEEGCHRRE, NERATHR AEERATAIE R AR,
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%2 G.W.F. Hegel, The Phenomenology of Spirit [1807], trans. A.V. Miller (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1977), 27. ‘Time is the concept itself, that there is.” " Ibid. 487. For Hegel, this is the standpoint of absolute
knowing [absolute Wissen], the pure movement of self-consciousness knowing itself as self-consciousness.
Time as the concept itself is a standpoint which can only ever be taken in an open historical present. Hegel
does not speak of absolute knowing as a closed or achieved content. There is, in other words, no such thing
for Hegel as  ‘absolute knowledge™ .

» This dovetails with Haver’ s argument (in specific reference to Marx’ s analysis of the circulation of
money in the Grundrisse) that ‘it is not merely that circulation occurs within the putatively a priori
coordinates of time and space; it is more radically the case that circulation as such---determines the fact that
there is time and space.” Haver, ‘For a Communist Ontology’ , 113-14.

% However, and this is the task of Chapters 3 & 4, one can make the case, as much of the literature in so-
called ‘Systematic Dialectics’ has done, that Marx’ s concept of ‘capital’ registers capital as the
concept (in the Hegelian sense). The same cannot be said of ~ ‘history’ : it is not this kind of concept, but
rather the name of something which, as we will later examine, capital is the condition of thinking.
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BHOME R, XM= 77 N RE R SNy 2 D AN PRETE R A, MR,
BIXEAN N —ERIESER, BMTERNA AT —E R, 2]
HI—E W28 7 e DMNERERIE CRIER, MRS K,
IR SR A 2 —8, BESMiLE~/F4—8, St
A=, Bk, DPAZRHARRIAN, BRTHE~ PSR, >

(EEEERES) N R RIHTMEY) I SCEER T MR 77 52 2 48 E QN ERATTIRAE
AR5 ER), Bty C184AFELETFHIEF 7 F 7 )(?) (LA T I #1844 Fhe) VI (&
Hr- BN (BUGETT - HEITIE) B8 A NI AU T IR 28RS (EE
EEIRIEA) FRIMER) 3 SC7 SRR AN SEAERIED) 32 SR A RO

* Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Die deutsche Ideologie (hereafter DI), in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 3
(Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1978) 20-1 (GI, 42). In addition to its colloquial meaning as victuals, Lebensmittel can
be translated as ‘means of subsistence’ , ‘means of existence’ and ‘means of life . ‘Means of
subsistence’ is the predominant and weakest choice, as it exclusively emphasises ‘the reproduction of the
physical existence of---individuals’ , a dimension in which Marx’ s concept of ‘life’ [Leben] is
necessarily grounded, but which it also profoundly expands.

* See Karl Marx, The Economic & Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844 [1844] (hereafter EPM), trans. Martin
Mulligan (New York: International Publishers, 1964). The German edition cited in this thesis is Karl Marx, O
konomisch-philosophische Manuskripte aus dem Jahre 1844 (hereafter OPM), in Marx and Engels, MEW,
Band 40 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1968).

3See Karl Marx, Excerpts from James Mill’s Elements of Political Economy [1844] (hereafter M), in Marx,
Early Writings, 259-78. The German edition cited in this thesis is Karl Marx, Ausztige aus James Mills Buch E
Iémens d'économie politique (hereafter AJM), in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 40 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag,
1968).
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NEEFHER — FAA] & KA RFAEBER 5 B A AR B AR
HIMA, RIS RN A S, 140 5 5 AL 18444 HUE (R R AT ik
PNNILBHRFAE - NI NEE—RAETEFFRE T ARG, 4t
RFAE - ARMRN, RN, ZETMAZ EWAE, Mg —-T1TA
RIS, DA "BREACWFESEHRTESN” o *Mh2, (EEEE
IHIEAS) TEAT 2B X EHAMSOE T 1844 HZ N2 EAE T 2B X LB
(ERINPEPECEE & (i W L i ¥

BATATUINE RS “FrA KD RBISE — R AR H ARSI A,
NEHAARE-THAHENBEARATEES SR, XTERREHZE—
NER. ERUHRE, A AR LS — iR A ZHIHT e AR S
WEEXR, 8 "BRR 5 TEEERNNEMEREE" 2 EITRISZ
FBH, IEAIMBATE: “BATRABE 18R —RURE, RISk, ATATEA
MATTEE DL, e BEREFIAES, R, XWATTEZ AT
1Y, BRI 1E R0 T BN EH 1 0B BARF R, *oFF HE—2
T B, EARRDRTNELR, RARBRERIAERNEZR, mE
SREEHTEA B AN B R ik, NPURERKE, B2 FE
Bl 7 BMENCEAEFE, HFAENWE HAE R ETIY BRTC
AEFAE, S BN,

# After Andrew Chitty, | translate Austausch as ‘interchange’ rather than ‘exchange’ [Tausch]. The
former has a more expansive meaning than the latter: for Marx, Tausch denotes the exchange of private
property, or what Chitty refers to as ‘conditional exchange’ . See Andrew Chitty, ‘The Early Marx on
Needs’" , Radical Philosophy 64 (Summer 1993), 30, ft. 13.

% Marx, OPM, 538-39; Marx, AJM, 451; Marx, OPM, 538 (respectively, EPM, 138; JM, 265; EPM, 137). °
The human, much as it may therefore be a particular individual (and it is precisely its particularity which
makes it an individual and an actual individual social being), is just as much the totality, the ideal totality, the
subjective existence of thought and experienced society for itself; just as it exists also in actuality as the
intuition and the actual enjoyment of social existence, and as a totality of the human manifestation of life.’
Marx, OPM, 539 (EPM, 138).

36 This passage in The German Ideology is famous, in part, because it was crossed out in a final revision of the
manuscript. This particular translation appears in Osborne, How to Read Marx, 38. Emphasis added. A
slightly different translation of this passage also appears in a footnote in Alfred Sohn-Rethel, Intellectual and
Manual Labour: a Critique of Epistemology [1970], trans. Martin Sohn-Rethel (Atlantic Highlands:
Humanities Press, 1977), 18.

¥ Marx and Engels, Gl, 63.
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WP 184477 ( F RN NN BRI RRIETE, DA ERIEN AR
ETEFERRFAE, M, AR "I, "HRT, B
A TR, * (EEEEIREA) DIRMEL: T 184447 F i )M N
5BRHHRRRAEE, SHFEN, XApREEE (EEEERES)
W T HEAERIFE, OB B — R OUE PRI P SR A R, IXANE
PR NEHE M E N HFT B, IXTFIE TR B RN N R 4E
FEARRTRTREYE, IXME EARRUSON ANZRBI LT “TEALER” o 18445 1E i
Fol), EiE MR B AR FRIBRE (EEEERES I HKE 7 ]G 2
ARl BIRIXHI R G RAYE R R R, BBATTRTREIN N, MEY)E XA
P SRR R DA Ay AR TS SR TR MRS B PRATIN TR < [R) AN T A B
e, 805, H "M ENITIRT WIES R, ENBER- AR EIR
IS TRIPERI - B RBIAS AT 3 BRI PR Z AR “221E" [Verkehr]o

Oy B2 BN SEX 2k, 2EOVAETEEH AR
R, M EEHFRNBHERRIINAEE SR, £S5 EER, 3P
A OAETEER, ik, EAE 22T R E R aEdE =
IZRPE, MIMEZINE RN BRI GBI ARTE, s, Sy EashY)
FEARKIR L RESHERAET R, MEREE, X5PUF- I (Kate
Sopen)iCWIHEMI &, B “FraahEh e B JREE-H, R ARKIZSHIE
DAARW Kt S B MEERNE I AEE T E . 7 2 a R
HEMEE I, EERM4, BERMTA, BERETHM 4, AR ER
AN IR ZETLE Y, A5, A4 ECCKNEYE, e
HGH, XBAIEMENY L E 26T 0 E— RN R

ssMarx, OPM, 516 (EPM, 112).

39 Kate Soper, On Human Needs: Open and Closed Theories in a Marxist perspective (Brighton: Harvester
Press; Atlantic Highlands: Humanities Press, 1981), 46. As Marx and Engels state in The German
Ideology: ‘---the production, as well as the satisfaction---of needs is a historical process, which is not found
in the case of a sheep or dog---although sheep and dogs in their present form certainly, but malgré eux, are
products of a historical process.” Quoted in ibid.
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FEXH, BREIREIR, R NRAaniEs), 2 AR B REEN B P
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ANWIRE AR DR, 1E18444F 1) (FhF)H, TN R ——ICIe 2P i
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B —MEBNA B PRSI B — > AR 55 3 AR 7 HOR B A O & s Y
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TEN—RE RN, ARIRIE BFEEY—EFE, RP 7T eEfmtlEriReE
MR (B S MEASEY)RAEVRIHAL, XS5 Bk, FHaitaz2 N 530
PIRI XA,

IR, 1844FERZEH AR sh I LA, BIAETEBRIAA:
R DN E REEE N, —MERIAMITESERAE PR, hi1r
— R E ST R, (CREEIREA) WPRARTE F B AIE
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“Osborne, How to Read Marx, 40.

“Marx and Engels, GI, 51. Emphasis added.

“Marx, EPM, 113.

“ As Chitty reminds_us, Marx s concept of ‘true’ ,  ‘inner’ or ‘human’  property and its
differentiation from ‘outer’ or ‘private’ property, derives from Hegel’ s conception of property as the
objectification of free will in The Philosophy of Right ( § 41) and its opposition to possession (§45).
Possession is particular, whilst property is rational, and thereby universal (§ 49). See Chitty, ‘The Early
Marx on Needs 30, ft. 19. This dovetails with the difference between ‘interchange’ [Austausch] as
opposed to exchange [Tausch].

“Ilbid. 24.
“*Marx and Engels, GI, 42. Emphasis added. A bit later: "---definite individuals who are productively active
in a definite way enter into---definite social and political relatlons Ibid. 46. Emphasis added.
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“Marx and Engels, DI, 28-9 (Gl, 48-50).
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ARTEREHIRE —ERNEE(EE, 25 —18, ANERE—
EEMANE——RET NS, @i AR E AR, 7 Xk
BREMNZTHY RS SEXNEIR, 7aifl BARNE EEENY R2%Y]
FERH, XMZHET R, XMEIR, Fa), BRANKE Z RIS B
FEARE, AR ARIXFARTE, &ENDEGER KRBT
Kg: UMM B — R, 7 ®

TE1844E T (F A )b, By v LA RE B2 X A R B9 N A B 78 0 F
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AR TAE B, tE SHSEIEANERRRYE, 1Ehm EmfrE. [
] TRE—— AR RIRERAT | ERE-—AREIRNEarYt
ISR Z A RIS 4l

“"Marx, EPM, 139.

8 Marx, OPM, 542 (EPM, 137). ‘---established society produces humans in the entire wealth of their being —
produces wealthy humans profoundly endowed with all the senses —as their enduring actuality.” 1bid. This
established society [gewordne Gesellschaft] is for Marx the meaning of communism.

4w Marx, EPM, 137.

s0 Ibid. 144. This is a modified transcription of Chitty’ s translation of this passage in the 1844 Manuscripts,
with  ‘human’ replacing ‘man’ and ‘it/its’  replacing ‘he/his’ . Chitty’ s translation is vastly
superior to others because it highlights Marx’ s use of Bedtirfnis as well as Not. The meaning of the latter
revolves between ‘exigency’ , ‘necessity’ and ‘distress’ . See Chitty, ‘The Early Marx on Needs,’
26, 30 ft. 6. Marx’ s use of Not in relation to Bedtirfnis in this passage fills out the relation between human
sensuousness and needs in the 1844 Manuscripts.
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R RAFIRIRA N NHIANBI A N TS8R, IERRAHREA
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AHRERIA T N0 L5787 THEAMEE B2 UNERIFEH LK),

5 BAMSMANSIRIXA—, (EEIERPE) ERETH
HELE T 18444F (F A )X R A9 ZE R AKX SO, T AR iR A an A
Re EREARRT N, B8R (EESERES) WA LM EE,
WA HSL MR H E ——1X 02 B F 18445 SR IR id™ —— RUE A,
EAARTE A TIRE T SO AT T M FERARIBHTEE N, X (EE
BRIRBA) K, IRAERH TR SR AR 7 R RIS TG,

5L For an overview of Marx’ s concept of need, see Philip J. Kain, Marx and Modern Political Theory: from
Hobbes to Contemporary Feminism (Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, 1993), 185-86.

22Chitty, ‘The Early Marx on Needs’ , 26.

s3 Karl Marx, Kritik des Gothaer Programms [1875], in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 19 (Berlin: Dietz
Verlag, 1987), 21 (Karl Marx, Critique of the Gotha Programme, in The Marx-Engels Reader, Second
Edition, ed. Robert C. Tucker (New York: W.W. Norton and Company, 1978), 531). The German reads as
follow(sj: ‘-;-nachdem die Arbeit nicht nur Mittel zum Leben, sondern selbst das erste Lebensbedtirfnis
geworden---" .

s« See, in particular, Marx’ s fictional ‘conversation’ with another ‘fully human being’ in his
notebooks on James Mill: Marx, AJM, 462-63 (JM, 277-78).
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% Marx and Engels, Gl, 50.
% Marx and Engels, DI, 39 (GlI, 59).
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%’ Marx and Engels, DI, 27 (Gl, 48).
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ss ‘Marxism is---materialist. To this extent it can be used by feminism. Insofar as materialism concerns
oppression, and inversely if we accept that to start from oppression defines among other things a materialist
approach, “a feminist science---wants to reach an explanation of the oppressmn to do this it must start with
it (and)---it will tend inevitably towards a materialist theory of hlstory -materialism is not one possible
tool, amongst others, for oppressed groups; it is the tool precisely in so far as it is the only theory of history
for which oppression is the fundamental reality, the point of departure.”  Christine Delphy, ‘A Materialist
Feminism is Possible’ , trans. Diana Leonard, Feminist Review 4 (1980), 87. The quotation embedded within
this passage is a self- quotatlon by Delphy, from ‘Pour un feminisme materialiste’ , L’Arc 61 (1976).

% As Peter Osborne states, ‘Marx’ s grammar is confusing (the manuscript never received its final
revision), but there is only one act at issue here. The “production of the means to satisfy existing needs”
and the ~ “creation of new needs” refer to two aspects of the same act, since the production of new means to
satisfy existing needs creates a (hitherto non-existent) need for these means.” Osborne, How to Read Marx,
41. For an additional explanation of this ‘confusion” , see Soper, On Human Needs, 46.

s0 This conceptual inseparability critically enriches Marx’ s understanding of the human as a ‘genus-
being’ [Gattungswesen] in the 1844 Manuscripts. If the movement of Gattungswesen is the movement of
humans becoming more than themselves, if it denotes the movement whereby humans become ‘more-than-
human’ [Ubermensch], then The German Ideology effectively stipulates that this movement is based in the
historical and historicalising movement which is the creation of new needs.
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%1 Biological reproduction can be made to fit within the framework of this twofold temporality. As regards the
relationship between biological, social and historical time in Marx, it is worthwhile perhaps to rework the
famous passage from the Introduction to the ‘B’ (or 1787) edition of the Critique of Pure Reason, and to
suggest that ---although all social and historical time commences with biological time, ---it does not on that
account all arise from biological time’ (cf. *---although all our cognition commences with experience, ---it
does not on that account all arise from experience’ Kant, CPR, B 1-2, 136.) This move fundamentally
inverts Kant: it imposes the a posteriori —or social and historical time in Marx —on Kant’ s a priori, whilst
holding on to the necessary and universal character exclusive to this a priori. The same manoeuvre is made in
the next chapter, in relation to Heidegger’ s practical philosophy.
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s2 ‘Relations of production’ is not established as a concept in The German Ideology, but Marx and Engels
already speak of the contradiction between ‘forms of intercourse’ and productive forces as the ‘origin
of “all collisions in history” . See Marx and Engels, Gl, 89.

s3 The relevant passage in the Contribution is:  ‘In the social production of their lives, humans inevitably
enter into definite, necessary relations, which are independent of their will, namely, relations of production
corresponding to a determinate stage of development of their material forces of production. The totality
[Gesamtheit] of these relations of production constitutes the economic structure of society, the real basis on
which there arises a legal and political superstructure and to which there correspond definite forms of social
consciousness. The mode of production of material life conditions the general process of social, political and
intellectual life. It is not the consciousness of humans that determines their being, but their social being that
determines their consciousness.”  Karl Marx, Zur Kritik der Politischen Okonomie [1859] (hereafter KPO),
in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 13 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1961), 8-9 (Marx, Contribution, 20-1).

e4 It is important to point out that this model barely emerges after the Contribution. It appears only once in the
first volume of Capital, in a footnote at that. See Karl Marx, Capital: a Critique of Political Economy, Vol. 1:
the Process of Production of Capital [1867] (hereafter Capital 1), trans. Ben Fowkes (London and New York:
Penguin Books, 1976), 175, ft. 35.

% Various passages in The German ldeology anticipate the preface to the Contribution, most notably: ‘Life
is not determined by consciousness, but consciousness by life.” Marx and Engels, Gl, 47.
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H “ERE]” BOH, SIXRIH T RS T AR B R ED ZE T S B AREE, M A
AMEOE FHEE, BARRKEESEF2—HAEE “B&EF° ——IRIARIK
R A — 2, BASHTAE 18904E A2 B R - AR IS S AR AR 4 st &5
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es Karl Marx, Das Kapital: Kritik der politischen Okonomie, Dritter Band: Der GesamtprozefS der
kapitalistischen Produktion [1894], herausgegeben von Friedrich Engels (hereafter Kapital 3), in Marx and
Engels, MEW, Band 25 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1964), 799 (Karl Marx, Capital: a Critique of Political
Economy, Vol. 3: the Process of Capitalist Production as a Whole (hereafter Capital 3), ed. Friedrich Engels,
trans. David Fernbach (London and New York: Penguin Books, 1991), 927. Emphasis added. See also Louis
Althusser, ‘Is it Simple to be a Marxist in Philosophy?” [1975], Essays in Self-Criticism, ed. and trans.
Grahame Lock (Atlantic Highlands: Humanities Press, 1998), 176.

% Raymond Williams, ‘Base and Superstructure in Marxist Cultural Theory’ , New Left Review 1/82
(November/December 1973), 6.

% Antonio Gramsci, ‘Analysis of Situations. Relations of Force’ [1931-1934], in Selections from the
Prison Notebooks of Antonio Gramsci, ed. and trans. Quintin Hoare and Geoffrey Nowell Smith (New York:
International Publishers, 1999), 180.

so An underappreciated contribution to this reading, which in many ways is more sophisticated than Marx’ s
well-known critiques of Hegel, is Herbert Marcuse, Hegel’s Ontology and the Theory of Historicity [1932],
trans. Seyla Benhabib (Cambridge and London: MIT Press, 1989). In the shadow of Marx and Heidegger, this
work is a systematic attempt to establish the philosophical basis of history within life, qua the ‘motility’
[Bewegtheit] of being, by way of a critical reconstruction of Hegel’ s Logic, the Early Theological Writings
and the Phenomenology.
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HE), [EXARERANEER, "2 Y R——A R Y —— 2 —
A, B NEREAWGIT, XMERNEEXN SR 2 SRR 2
SRt TEE. MBS L, EENEEEN, 7 (EEEEREA) At
77, NEMIKrafte] Iz E “FB” AR EA[Mitteln], REFKA]
AN SEETIZINET RO SR Z R OC R IR R KR
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70 Friedrich Engels, letter to Joseph Bloch (in Konigsberg) on 21 September 1890, quoted in Althusser, ‘Is it
Simple to be a Marxist in Philosophy?’ , 176. Translatlon modified: see Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 37
(Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1967), 463. For Althusser --to talk about the determination by the economy in the
last instance is to mark oneself off from every mechanlstlc ‘conception of determinism and to adopt a
dialectical position.” Althusser, ‘Is it Simple to be a Marxist in Philosophy?” , 177.

"' The essential relation between time and wealth is addressed in Chapter 3. As we will later see, ‘the whole
development of wealth rests on the creation of disposable time.” Marx, Grundrisse, 398.
20spborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time” , 21.

" David Harvey, The Limits to _Capital [1982] (London and New York: Verso, 1999), 101.) Alex Callinicos
defines productive forces as  ‘the methods of labour and thereby its social product|V|ty Alex Callinicos,
Making History: Agency, Structure, and Change in Social Theory (Leiden/Boston/Cologne: Brill, 2004), 42-4.

4 ‘Means of production’ also include the objective conditions without which social production cannot
occur (e.g. office buildings, factories, fields, and so forth).
»To my knowledge, there is no work in the Anglophone secondary literature that looks at this relation.

* Drawing on an unpubllsh‘ed manuscript by Gareth Stedman Jones, Patrick Riley states (without providing
any further analysis) that LEIbI’lIZ, s notion of “force” and forces (Krafte) may be the remote ancestor
of Marx’ s “forces of production” . Patrick Riley, Leibniz’s Universal Jurisprudence:
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“FE HIZAMKISTERE, Wik EAEARKIE EETFENEM,
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Justice as the Charity of the Wise (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1996), 272. Marx expresses his
admiration for Leibniz in a letter to Engels on 10 May 1870. See Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 32 (Berlin:
Dietz Verlag, 1974), 504.

77 Marx and Engels, Gl, 50.

78 Even if one tacitly accepts the historicist model of linear, progressive time, does the materialist concept of
history not dictate that there is no historical temporality when there is no expansion of productive forces, that
it is possible that stretches of chronological time can become ‘stagnant’ to the extent that they are void of
historical time, outside of history itself?

™ Chapter 4 investigates in more detail the essential correspondence between the creation of new needs and
the expansion of productive forces.
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® Marx and Engels, Gl, 65.
8\What else but the social division of labour first differentiates one ‘individual’ from another?

8 ‘The entire movement of history is, therefore, both its actual act of genesis (the birth act of its empirical
existence) and also for its thinking consciousness the comprehended and known process of its becoming.
Marx, EPM, 135. Chapter 4 will problematise the transhistoricality of this argument.

8The ‘division of labour only becomes truly such from the moment when a division between material and
spiritual labour appears.” Marx and Engels, DI, 31 (Gl, 51). Emphasis added. The German reads as
follows: ‘Die Teilung der Arbeit wird erst wirklich Teilung von dem Augenblicke an, wo eine Teilung der
materiellen und geistigen Arbeit eintritt.”

% For Negri, ‘we live today in a society increasingly characterised by the hegemony of immaterial labour.’
Quoted in Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, 145, ft. 243. More often than not, assertions such as these (thus the
concept of ‘immaterial labour’ ) points to a basic misunderstanding of Marx, whereby matter, not sensuous
human activity or labour, is the assumed ground of Marx’ s concept of materialism.
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% Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 46, 44,

86 There is a material basis to history that is structured by human need and the labour that creates the means of
satisfying this need. It is because of this basis that the division of labour and classes become intelligible.

% Marx and Engels never develop a conceptual relationship between class and the first historical act in The
German Ideology, and for good reason: whilst it might be suggested that the first historical act has, on some
level, been structured by class relations until now, class cannot have a conceptual place within this act, even if
it is (to date) a condition of thinking this act.
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!Sartre, CDR 1, 53.

2The ‘social’ is not just direct communal relations. As Marx states: ‘Social activity--exist[s] by no
means only in the form of some directly communal activity---when | am active scientifically---when | am
engaged in activity which I can seldom perform in direct community with others, then | am social, because |
am active as a human. Not only is the material of my activity given to me as a social product

—as is even the language in which the thinker is active —my own existence is social activity, and therefore that

which 1 make of myself, | make of myself for society and with the consciousness of myself as a social
being.” Marx, OPM, 538 (EPM, 137).
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° ‘The proletariat can---only exist world-historically, just as communism, its activity, can only have a
world-historical ~ existence. World-historical existence of individuals means [the] existence of individuals
which is directly linked up with world history.” Marx and Engels, Gl, 56.

4lbid. 78.

s ‘The tendency to create the world market is directly given in the concept of capital itself.” Marx,
Grundrisse, 408.

¢ “The philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various ways; the point is to change it.” Marx,
ToF, 423.

7Osborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ | 16.
¢Koselleck, Future’s Past: on the Semantics of Historical Time, 236.
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B “HAE” , — P BRREAE B RIRNEENZEDR, SO s i S Y
BAE(L IR BLLE

’ Althusser, ‘The Errors of Classical Economics: an Outline for a Concept of Historical Time’ , 96.

0 See, in particular, Peter Osborne, The Politics of Time: Modernity and Avant-Garde (London: Verso, 1995),
27-8. On this point, Osborne’ s work is indebted to Johannes Fabian, Time and the Other: How
Anthropology Makes its Object (New York: Columbia University Press, 1983), 55-6. As we will learn, Sartre
makes use of the ‘synchronic’ and the ‘diachronic’ throughout both volumes of the Critique,
unintentionally smuggling in a historicism to his account.

1 Oshorne, The Politics of Time: Modernity and Avant-Garde, 49, 140.
12GSee Harry Harootunian, ‘Remembering the Historical Present’ , Critical Inquiry 33 (Spring 2007), 477.
For an analysis of the phenomenological present in Husserl, see Paul Ricoeur, Time and Narrative,
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t, MPATHREVINNER, WX MILERME, W ERELEE 5
Fa s 7 SRR SARE AN AT O, SIX R I ERS /REY (A7 7E 5 IN IR )R B8 221
FITEMBIHAEM SR AR (FHEER B YEREAERNETN R,
EAIX A ARICH) F 2 H bRz — 2l TR S BT R F SRR D AT
ML, X TR /RO UL, A IXFEERISE T AT SE R AT IR AR 2 A~
A KN NAT N, IXEEATNBEE TiXE—PEE, B “IFEME” fFH
R0 ARKISE SR AL, ENFBATRAZIRARRE, X2 HTEEN
—NEERRARRARIC TR X, “IENIRA RS SRAVARE, IXAERISETH)
FERERZECHN "B S&XA) 2R L FER “TamEm” |
B “DisE " [Geschichtlichkeit].*

ERFR CHFUE ZEPERE R D(CA N RIFRCHE A ) B — B R AR R G — T HIE
o (HEHD X ERRENG 1M )P L ERIHIE E XS (FEEEEIREL)
R Y 7 SMER) S RIR SR R IEAT 1A e, RERFIETR R it
ERARIMMEBNBE A B ATRERERT, DASRERAMUZIXMEREATA
(RIEEA, T E AR SRR [RIfe Z TR Y SEER Rl — 1, ROMIER DAL
EREICER T TR BRI 2RISR ESR. EXMEX L, B
MM AW R RIS S —iEahe, MERRXAESNIIMEr=Y), &
EaNHA RIS (B, BT EEE 5.
SRT,  TCIC B IBER /RIS ERERF, XMGE— AR AR A NOIZ B N 71
HZERINEHES, SHl—E—F(—PMNZ], —fFRENFE, HAR
JEERE S —NZI, B e IX AT Z R FERAENE), XEEAR R L
S

Volume 3 [1985], trans. Kathleen Blamey and David Pellauer (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
1988), 23-44.
*QOshorne, The Politics of Time: Modernity and Avant-Garde, X.

1 For Heidegger, care [Sorge] is the totalised manifold of existence, which he formally defines as follows:
the being of Dasein means ahead-of-itself-being-already-in (the world) as being-alongside (entities
encountered within-the-world).” Martin Heidegger, Being and Time [1927] (hereafter BT), trans. John
Macquarrie and Edward Robinson (New York: Harper Collins, 1962), 237. Heidegger establishes temporality
as the ontological meaning of care in § 65 of Being and Time.

®1bid. 438.
% Sartre, CDR 1, 46.
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B, SR EZRR Y, R—ME—, Hgi—g#ZRIEE, ¥ 15"
RERYL, IXM Gt —HYEREEE 1 S AN R L Z IR RO SR ERA — 1%, (A,
GUATAIA, WNRZEE R, BIEMARRZ HERR Y, VI, ,JZMJC’?
I IR TR ) 5 2R 0 — RS OC 28 IR SE B Y SR E S5 4 TR = IR B

TR ZE S S B TR, /l\}\%”ﬁfﬂ’\])‘é\ﬁi{k%*@U\Hﬂ‘l‘Eﬂ{tﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁ%, E
an N SLECHI I IRHE 25 R LUSMAON RIS — . XBERERYE, XA
T2 P S T (AL TR ZE GNIRIE) Pl PR B ptl,  (EANTRATTRAE 2119,
AR SRS B A O AT E,

TFERIN [E L B N BRI G AR RIS T AL, RN e iE 73]
(i FHIBTER /RN RIR) “EWIFIRER 72" Qnf BEf#A T3/ (Aktion, Handeln).J
B (Aktivitat, Tatlgkelt)ﬁlﬁ J(Akt, Tat)y A&, MIXPNEX LB, FLERTEE
WA NTIRFE (EEEZIRIEE I FGFIE PG BRI, &

AN T Bl/REBZE R T, Eﬂ (EEERINES)Y RETHEEEHH
“U\IRIE\UT%%” MRS, DARFFIG-Pibb REOWLA, B (EEEE

HIER)Y B—TOMER “8RTH” | BT 59w REE. RERA
*[H’@QE‘IE” “VEELTAET R “HERET  CRm, Shitk A Y ER
WECNERESHER, A—MIAEARIREN:, BISCT N B i 2G5 LR
L RTREFEE MEY) £ SR DT S, XA s & I Sk Al REF B IX R IETE,
DAETEBEMXEIEEEZE “ - BANLZAN, NEREEMLIERII
G, melEIfE—E 5% #FT;‘?IZ?E’J\ 205 Rl RAI R R, 7
DRI RETERT S, (EEEENEL) AIREEIR T —R/h “difefiairg”
fry 28

7 In a certain sense, the Critique allows us to grasp the difference between totalisation and totality as
analogous to the difference between temporalisation and time, such that time is the exteriorised product of
temporalisation, cut off from its own temporalising process, and subject to inertia. This dovetails with the
doubled meaning of the German Gegenwart as both presence and the present, and points to one dimension of
Sartre’ s indebtedness to Heidegger (who invokes this doubled meaning across his corpus). In addition to
Sartre, Althusser relies on Heidegger on this point. See Althusser, “The Errors of Classical Economics: an
Outline for a Concept of Historical Time’ , 95.

8] ouis Althusser, For Marx [1965], trans. Ben Brewster (London: Verso, 1996), 33, 36.

9 Georges Labica, Marxism and the Status of Philosophy [1976], trans. Kate Soper and Martin Ryle
(Brighton: The Harvester Press, 1980), 165-72.

®Marx and Engels, DI, 27 (Gl, 47-8).
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Sz bR 5 v MY 3 A BOH (EA—E 2 ROt )L S, B Rk
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HIEAH”, KErEE X EAIRSERN BN o Sl
PRI A —E RS MI/RERZE, DrE-RAIS e BRI “Jr k" A8
RSZRTE (BN, & R RO T ). MER S/REZER “ BAT
MR — A HBIBI . X E/RIEERY, BTEE AREFRARRE
ME” 2, BT ARG AT I, HERBA TR E, XME
7, WEIREFENRN B —— AN AR — R AR ——
SHREGEMREEIZ, Mg 842 M/RAZE, Mk FMSERESZ
IR, fRfTRT AR M BT MR Y, DUE TR 7 &R
Ny, FRM/REABRYSCEAIFIBARAI4ERE, 51 HRRSHTHTIE, WiFXIF
2 RHEYT BIESR, MZBRHEFAARL, ENEEERATEHEY,
X PRI AZ A AR BT AR NER, TS SRR, X
D5 Hrd 8 H SR SR 58 Z ABUBRIEZOuARE R H H, X R
AER B F 5T EZ RIS,

SR, S NATBIASRE R BB AR N L 5 I TR SR AR B ME — 7 8 Ao
P s SEE B ATH AR R —— — DB IER/R IR, SR A e,
NS S e N[ ST i N S s 7 SR 1 e T =R S N
. AETER) e ME” SN, M ER R, PACBAETEE
HEROUEY, R

2 |ouis Althusser, ‘The Historical Task of Marxist Philosophy’ , in Louis Althusser, The Humanist
Controversy and Other Writings [1966-7], ed. Francois Matheron, trans. G.M. Goshgarian (New York and
London: Verso, 2003), 174.

2|bid.

ZLabica, Marxism and the Status of Philosophy, 280, 365.

2 Each in his own way, Althusser, Labica and Marx fail to critically appropriate the place of ‘non-
philosophy’  within Feuerbach’ s Preliminary Theses on the Reform of Philosophy [1842], a place which
qualifies the decisiveness and originality of their respective formulations of a science of history.

2s Herbert Marcuse, ‘On Concrete Philosophy’ [1929], trans. Matthew Erlin, in Herbert Marcuse,
Heideggerian Marxism, ed. John Abromeit and Richard Wolin (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
2005), 36. Marcuse’ s ‘concrete distress’ derives from Kierkegaard’ s stance that ‘qualitative
pressure’ must be placed on philosophy in order to exist in the public realm, as only the public realm
realirs_]es, the immense concrete difficulties of social and historical existence, of  ‘existing-with-one-
another’ .

% Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 40, 119.
Z’Marx, Grundrisse, 248.
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SOBRRAE . BATFEHERREIN Y, MeP 3 By A F A T5
NWEHE Efa THEDARNR R, XENERZ, BN “H
2NN AR AR E A2 DN BT, T HSERR B
BIREH, AT, X—WRRR N R AR R R R — DAY
FIE, RKTNREANBIEEEEEZZS DABRREER, RS
IR HE, R /RAMBER, DARTRER — MR AYBER IR R
NEARRE L), HEMRRMNEAETH, DARIZS N IEE T EH
I TRIAC R T2 R, (RN AT B AR (X ANE X — ERIS F 2
Ja): “EsL bk, IEANERAEH M T P RORHUIRAE,  ME—n] DB R AT TR 1
BAEN DR UAE, * 2 — MR TR R 2R M TR
MBI S B R AR AR TR ALY . FRATTFr AR A A A AR ST A
(A H A LAt EBEIECR R AT RENE, AR ARIEAE By IR
BATREN—DEFREZN R, A EEFERSHE AL, B
AR BIHER/RARERSE TR BB TR o N TESHR
gifl, XA ARCRAL TP A SN RS BRI A, X — s
K, DA ARSI LRI R 2 IR B 2%k &R T PAE AT TROAH AT
RFREIRE HIEATHE . DABARNDEER S, HEANTHIRE,
HAES WAL ASBORENS P SEERAH SRR, 77 S TRl R
AREMN S BREErR A R, FER D7 A& A B AT W5 A,
X BRI S SRR RARAN . ARG —, KTHERA
HAl, FHE TIX—RR,

% bid. 705.

2 Sartre, CDR 1, 53. Emphasis added. The ‘as | have shown elsewhere’ is a self-reference to Jean-Paul
Sartre, Being and Nothingness: An Essay on Phenomenological Ontology [1943], trans. Hazel Estella Barnes
(London and New York: Routledge Classics, 2003), 130-193.
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Oy Z R E BRI ATREME, TEIRFERS/RYP, MY £ SE N NSRS A
EHACE, ERtEE—NrRBINMEY) = S, REW, (FEESHIED
BRI N SAT R RS S B[R], = A — R 53 A (LEAE), AT TE]
BB RAT ARG, IRMES RKIXFR AT R E M, TR B PERIHE A D RE,
BT —FEMARMINE SR A N MR R Y, RAEFREZ G, BT
IR A R GE R — D HEZE R AR BRI [R] UE (Zeitinbegriff) A & 77 H 2 L 516
FeRY, (E4nEBE- fhi Rsgh (William Blattner) i, M /RIN “ B4R A1
BEESE “—HERESIIRRZ” | BIBE “WRSENET °, sEEEERR
HEFTRE “FERINEME” o (FEESHED REXAE R SRR
RAER, ERNNEE LA, FUGIXEAE AR S RR I SR R RRE—FE,
B /R G —RN A 2, UHR RIBMEMS /RN BRI 2, &R G
IR/ RE 2 (MUCREN BT L), Kitk, #FEM/R 2B 5N RIS
—& ARl R AT £k, AR SO NI GINREE =, Rk, EFRA 10
SRR A e Z B R R Z 8, Bl 17 235 IR AR /R ST HAE AR LE 7
555 ERT NN SHYERN X F7ES MR 4ERE 5 5 v B EE
B g L A R

FIESH TR T SR A, “S5—3 22" (proté philosophia
[tpXtn dhocopIEim E2F], BNV B+ 2 a2 5 E 2 M, AR
Y 51780 2 R E € X A, FEEER/RIZER, $i99-ji/R 2 (Reiner
schrmann)ilfy,  “ATEHAE, MAUUEENIEIR, KETERNEMER
R EmEE,  “HERIF T R TIR A R T R AR R Sk SRR
ARETERN ‘G, HEXMEFEEEL “GE),

s William D. Blattner, Heidegger’s Temporal Idealism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005), 26.

® Reiner Schiirmann, Heidegger on Being and Acting: From Principles to Anarchy [1982], trans. Christine-
Marie Gros (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1987), 1, 7. Schurmann is undeniably a
deconstructionist, and thus reads Heidegger’ s professed ‘dismantling’ and ‘destruction’ of the history
of ontology in Derridean terms.
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PRI, (EER/REFR) SN R TR “FENREX
I EFFE R il B I AR /R AT A2 0“5 (EXMERFHFARZTRAT]
Wt & B E DA AP R SR — K, T2 B T O “H
7 X—THAHELECNE E GREREY, eELEEiRE grgEt, ®
B SR T X MR e “HERMET ) HIRTIX —EE T RIS
(IR, TEIEM/RESR, “Hf” A2 —MAFITH, me—MEE
[JBE J1[Seinkonnen], FEMERAHITE, PRARZZE —AMEENE, BEXRIREMERIR
SRR, A TREM AR, WEE—MEFRP RGN —ER—F
HEfARRET

TS /R B HH A& 2 B S R A L I 25 5 HI W AR 0 SR M A 5 i
8 7R AR, *E— N2 L, BEM/RE RS TERER, Bt
Y HEANAKISERIESR(ER, WER, FESEARZENZER).
AN EM /R - FESE RS PN R A, BP0 M 5 — Rl
IZEE, Bt —oe TRRRARTE, AR E il &5 WK
ISR, 7 XRION SHRTFAERUE IR, X SRR FRII SR T
No XRPARRE “SH&-----7 (EGRE)VE MR T — DN FARR, EXD
FRFMRAN, SSIKE B ELRINEGEE PR, ¥R, (FE
Shtla) 185 FRH—— R A /R A BRI P ——E AR R 22 7
I— M AEARN TN ZE =, 1ENER S PINRTREMER R E, SRS

SHITREF=AE T — Rk 1, X2 R el ETE

32 Heidegger, BT, 67.
33 lbid. 119.

% Most basically, Heidegger suggests that ‘Kant reduces the problem of the possibility of ontology to the
question: “How are a priori synthetic judgements possible?” ’ Heidegger, Kant and the Problem of
Metaphysics, 18.

%1bid. 20. ‘Entity’ used in lieu of Churchill’ s translation of ‘Seiendes’ as ‘essent’ .
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FE—RMsK, ENFEASHREROVER “RE” |, e R IR
FAEMZIBER/RIERIEER “fFE" . HENTFEGEBER/RHRELR
HIARIRIETE )2 L er & HIMT R R BEVE RS-, TRIRRAFERI( "SI
HIIRAT N BN W, BRI, e SRR FEERIX PR AR
FEM SRV AE R MR —MUIRES, BRI AZER,” YA, HER/RE
TSR 2 O A T RR TSRV AT MRS, XA ()R, MAERIATE
e, REERANRIERBIEE (AREZPERADRRIRIE) BT TR
HITEOL R, A REEAMIE B RN EIRHY;FH BQ)INRAER ATt 5 A
HRHIER IR T IS, FEIXTTH, BIER/RTE (EESMED R T
CHIARIR” B CEAARMIE” WIEEERE, X4 T —EleEdE, =
SR —FSHH— RS, DACARNTT S NEEMN (AR TEALA]) BRRAYS]
= 2IBRRHIRE B e AR —UIHF ARG TN, oo Be
FARMERIR TN, 5 5 rd MRS I SE — DN sEATa)— 0, 18k
IREY HEERT R, BNiRseln, el TR ER 2 b, R IRER
XA TG AT T 1 2V E AT i AF B S BRI AR /RE R, X2 — R
AN R, S EER, “HrEarthE” ——EvEmr—1
QU —— 52 S EURT HrT B 2RI PO SE N TR, FEREAS/RIRE, X
g “ERET . YERIRT . JEETRYT . CTORRYT SESERTI RIS
AT, DAR B i s R MR A e PR Y I R B — AR
OURT AR A R, X BEAYSCBE M RUZ AR I 7 AR A
S —FEARSK D) A MR E NIRRT IR SR, ARy B3R
R SAR (R LE(R),

*% Heidegger, BT, 32.
¥ bid. 79.
% See footnote 62 in Chapter 1.

¥ Once again:  ‘But although all our cognition commences with experience, yet it does not on that account
all arise from experience.” Kant, CPR, B 1-2, 136.

s ‘Can the a priori which in the tradition of ontology is held to be a characteristic of the determination of
being be explained by asserting that the ‘earlier’ which it implies ‘naturally’ has nothing to do with °
time” ? Certainly, it has nothing to do with the ‘time’ recognized by the ordinary comprehension of time.
But is this ‘earlier’ positively determined thereby, and is this annoying temporal character pushed aside?
Or does it not reappear as a new and more difficult problem?’” Heidegger, Kant and the Problem of
Metaphysics, 249.
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A, PHFEmS, &2 fxﬂ%ﬁaﬂﬁ’c}}\?@ﬁﬁi%ﬂﬂ’ﬂ ST T
MR MA D L T ERFE, ©
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WU MRS S BRI AR 2 A F it R “RE e
HEER, IXRIESCON, X MEZZ BER/REH 1949 K] (A ENE)
HRTFRE) “FEAERRIPI R B— D EREERICSORBIRRA) T, X
TER/RRYL, FEIRX DR, *ﬁﬁ%‘giﬁd%{?ﬂlf FEEXZAR “EH K
MINTE” , TR S BT RN AIRE” o LA R
HE——IXMERR R — (FF 7“ ’?HJ‘IEU>> HRIAE R MAE S S5 AR A
HIHE R ML Z FARTREMAS S (BN 2GS ). MAMLINFELZ (7FESH
FIDE O N—IT48, MAERA BB RIRIIN M, “ “fEtH SR 1F
7 W FARE AR TTIRE) — D R BB 702 B MA NSRRI A AT 1,
ST, XA B BRI EM IO X — i kA BR AR, BN “fE S TE
127 B EAE, Bovesgemig 7 R X —E R
W, £ "B,

* Heidegger, BT, 120-21. ‘The world is therefore something “wherein”  Dasein as an entity already
was.” Ibid. 106. As Macquarrie and Robinson note, Heidegger s use of angewiesen ( ‘submitted’ ) and
Angewiesenheit ( ‘submission’ ) in this passage S|multaneously means to assign, to allot, to depend on and
to be at the mercy of something. Ibid. 121.

42See David Schweickart, ‘Heidegger and Marx: A Framework for Dialogue’ , in Heidegger: The Man and
the Thinker, ed. Thomas Sheehan (New Brunswick and London: Transaction Publlshers 1996), 229-43.
Whilst individual labour does not figure in his account, Schweickart persuasively analyses how Heldegger s
critique of Marxism as a humanist (which for Heldegger = metaphysical) discourse in his ‘Letter on
Humanism’ enriches our understanding of liberatory praxis.

bl

3 Martin Heidegger, ‘Letter on “Humanism” [1949], trans. Frank A. Capuzzi, in Martin Heidegger,
Pathmarks [1967], ed. William McNeill (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998), 259. For
Heidegger, since ~ ‘estrangement attains an essential dimension of history’ in Marx, ‘the Marxist view of
history is superior to that of other historical accounts.” Ibid.

“ Consider the following passage: ‘Being and the structure of being lie beyond every entity and every
possible character which an entity may possess. Being is the transcendens pure and simple. And the
transcendence of Daseln s being Is distinctive in that it implies the possibility and the necessity of the most
radical individuation.” Heidegger, BT, 62.

45 Martin Heidegger, The Metaphysical Foundations of Logic [1928], trans. Michael Heim (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1984), 195. See as well Einar @Qverenget, Seeing the Self: Heidegger on Subjectivity
(Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 1998), 103. In the Leibniz lectures, Heidegger problematically
reads the transcendental subject in Kant, and the a priori which it activates, as  ‘worldless’ , so as to clear
space for  ‘being-in-the-world---[to] fundamentally transform the concept[s] of subjectlvny and---the
subjective.” Heidegger, The Metaphysical Foundations of Logic, 195.

51



FNE—DSREEETFIAWN), BERN “TRIARPE” [Ichding], &2 —1
(BRHA)EHEFILANFER, BIES —NEH L, BEL4ARXNFER, %8G
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HEBR T IXRh S AR AR RIS S5 AT RE G HLA% IR At B RO IA TR B 5 i seinsage
ARG (—MAFTERE XM AT REME, B, XENRER, R HEg
AR EE K (£ 5 v SEFIIRHEAS /R AR B — A A AR T Iz AT S A —— ik
U, “HRT —— MARRETE,

SR PORRH) MR KL, (FESHIE) s Rt
FERFEMSATEE, AR MMUFEHATTS, HZRE M
BIARITER IR ZREY) (1936)H LA AT A" J7 B E/R
Y ), ERRREEEA KR BRI AGHEMN TR
G, WEEN—DMEAF AR, EEER/RIRE, RILESIN—1I
HIFERTME, B2 ERINRIIRSE K, X2 —P5LukacstE (5
P REIR) (1923) R AISZIZ MR R AT, B “MATAR” JEH g+t
DRAME WA=, CHEELE, EEPHESGTITFZEEDLIER
I, HAERRESRM OB B ACESHA, Hailmid, X TaN AR, &
A MSTRRRFRIIEAE” o EYHE AR W fotd, EREEES
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CEXERE) X HEFERfER S, B — I8 BRI IR R
Y T ]

“ Highlighting § 10 and § 83 in Being and Time, where Heidegger explicitly discusses the reification of
consciousness, Lucien Goldmann provocatively suggests that Being and Time is a direct (and yet

unacknowledged) response to Lukacs’ s History and Class Consciousness. Lucien Goldmann, Lukdcs and
Heidegger: Towards a New Philosophy [1973], trans. William Q. Boelhower (London and Boston: Routledge
and Kegan Paul, 1977), 27-39. Goldmann’ s understanding of Heidegger is suspect, but it is certainly
possible that Heidegger' s derivation of the ‘present-at-hand’  from the ‘ready-to-hand’ could be cross-
re?d_with Lukacs’ s account of reification as yielded by the instrumental rationality of capitalist social

relations.

a7 John Haugeland, ‘Truth and Finitude: Heidegger’ s Transcendental Existentialism’ , in Heidegger,
Authenticity, and Modernity: Essays in Honour of Hubert L. Dreyfus, Vol. 1, ed. Mark A. Wrathall and Jeff
Malpas (Cambridge and London: MIT Press, 2000), 46.

“ Martin Heidegger, Metaphysische Anfangsgrtinde der Logik im Ausgang von Leibniz [1928], in Martin

Heidegger, Gesamtausgabe, Abteilung 2: Vorlesungen 1923-1944, Band 26 (Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio
Klostermann, 1978), 172.
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“ Charles B. Guignon, Heidegger and the Problem of Knowledge (Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing
Company, 1983), 104.

% Carol J. White, ‘Dasein, Existence, and Death’ , in Heidegger Reexamined, Vol. 1: Dasein, Authenticity,
and Death, ed. Hubert L. Dreyfus and Mark A. Wrathall (London: Routledge, 2002), 333.

5 |bid. 332. Emphasis added. Macquarrie and Robinson frequently interject ‘one’ and ‘one’ s into
their translation where ‘one’ [man] and ‘one’ s’ [eigenen] do not appear in the German original,
effectively compelling the English-language reader to comprehend Dasein as only an individual and not also
a transindividual entity. To name two examples: ‘einen Ausstand an Seinkonnen’ becomes ‘something
still outstanding in one’ s potentiality-for-Being’  (Heidegger, BT, 279) and ‘Endlichkeit der Existenz’
becomes ‘finitude of one’ s existence’ (ibid. 435). However, it is crucial to note that ‘one’ and ‘one’
s’ regularly appear in Heidegger’ s analysis of Dasein’ s sociality. Thus ‘Mitsein ist eine Bestimmtheit
des je eigenen Daseins’ is accurately rendered as  ‘Being-with is in every case a characteristic of one’s own
Dasein’ ~ (ibid. 157). Emphases added.
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with FI' 7E[K] ', S2HIBEM/RORTE, EHARPREFEER 25 MM ANTFEE: “HR
KITEBRGMWASZHR, 7 ERHFE DG A3t 2 E I,
EMmARE “BEIHREETR , 2 “N T’ Mg, eRttiieEs—m,
FREE1TANMHEYS BR, s, St B EA B2 i /R € 1
“BUREY” FrsGERm, IXAPSRARBAALE( “BIRY” 2SR SRy “7ric”
‘257 RENH, BB ZIE A2 R E TR X 2 BE-TEF)K
TE N, TEEE e S RSB FRORE M, XS [ H T 1 EAS /RN 2 1Y
1EUE X

BATRTHAT “fE” ARIEENHRE, MEFR——FES " M
XAZHIN. WYL, MITRIREERZEIG N, — PALEESZIX
PRI ——TRE NG Z RN XSG HE—EER) “thieEArE”
HABASGMHE— DT F " EHNFEENARIERE, X4
"G REAERIEREARE T K WIERE FAER — R E M, BlE
LR T Tt SR A, >

XBOSRIE THERTFERONE R, (B —MFEE T, EREAN—
FRRFERAY “TEAMANMRAME” |, AR THII AR EIARKIE, Bk, 7ER
HIRE MR — RO E MMM IR 2 )G, B RER S SRR ARG X 0 TR
(RAEER, BEARIRH, WARTIEN, AREWS A7), HIXRZRN,
SRR, RMHESER— D MAERS S — MR, “ERZEIE
R BRI, FIRREHFIERRGAARESOVHE 2RI, B2,
SERARE, EMEHRNEZERAXGN, XEFEE MR — P EREE
WOYERE, I H Re i (A /R HE W L AR AL R SEIZ s Ty, BB SR AERE
BRI T FERRAR BRI

52 |bid. 149. § 26 of Being and Time, ‘The Dasein-with of Others and Everyday Being-with’ , has been
widely commentated on and is crucial to the work of Jean-Paul Sartre, Emmanuel Levinas, Jean-Luc Nancy,
Jacques Derrida and Roberto Esposito.

3 1bid. 155. As he puts it a bit later:  ‘So far as Dasein is at all, it has being-with-one-another as its kind of
being.” Ibid. 163.

% Martin Heidegger, Sein und Zeit [1927] (hereafer SZ), in Martin Heidegger, Gesamtausgabe, Abteilung 1:
Veroffentliche Schriften 1914-1970, Band 2 (Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio Klostermann, 1977), 158 (BT, 154).

ss The notion of ‘transindividual individuation’ has recently gained currency in the Anglo-American

academy, primarily due to a growing reception of Gilbert Simondon and his commentators. See, for instance,

Muriel Combes, Gilbert Simondon and the Philosophy of the Transindividual [1999], trans. Thomas LaMarre
(Cambridge and London: MIT Press, 2013). For readings of Marx which draw on Simondon, see Luca Basso,

Marx and Singularity: from the Early Writings to the Grundrisse [2008], trans. Arianna Bove (Leiden/Boston/
Cologne: Brill, 2012), as well as Jason Read, ‘The Production of Subjectivity: from Transindividuality to

the Commons’ , New Formations 70 (Winter 2011), 113-31.
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i, MARLMED “BH” , HEEAEIRN, AR, mEErt
hE FE R —FE, ROnthE e 2, HHS IR —EEH 2 o0 k-5
R #ii (Jean-Luc Nancy) ki, XRtSMER T “BATH HE&ERKHIEE S —
B” . MhFEEHEERN W, XRMIOFENFERNY, iln “7fF
K" o IEAEERS/RETSE 0N TF—NER, N TFIRLES B HE—ERFEE R
i, XA E NTEREH AR ABEERER, RE2RNERAG AR LES
£, 7 SSIRHERS IR — R EAE R (AR — ) LA IR N R AR B 2R RIE 7S
fEPRHE, ffRzh “—7 -

R, 1ENH WP E ZH TN, ERFFHARETMAER
FHECEPHINTE T, EREERNHE e 2 Bt ABEEAER,
Mme, XEMEFARHERIME, Mk, EATHEHAR R AR,
FELOE R A 2 B NI B ARAYSZAL, XA SAE ES AR S AR
KENSEMBHEEE 7o —DABHCETMA, HsRt ARET -
XA T AN, ARIBTA, AREC, MEHEEA, fAE
AT I NBEM, " 2 e, 2&°—7"(das Man)-----“— 127
TETERSE— R OITERL R, & & T 1E AR R A4 5™

AT HER/RRE, H—MARK Py, BET 7, BEXNTE
RIfFERIRTRENMERY “FH” o RES Drd BF A AT = (REMERE,
NN RAFAETR T HADN RN 2 #E AMAER, IHERRAHER 3
F), REW, SyBAE (18444 Fha )N ST SIH o imic 2 F —LE)5H
SHERRE S TR TS, HE =g U R, F—PMRESR
BERIEAR AR By —Fh T BRI

% Heidegger, BT, 154.

5 Jean-Luc Nancy, Being Singular Plural [1996], trans. Robert D. Richardson and Anne E. O’ Byrne

(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2000), 8. Being Singular Plural is a determined attempt to rewrite Being

and Time from the standpoint of Mitsein. For Nancy, it is necessary to refigure fundamental ontology (as

well as the existential analytic, the history of Being, and the thinking of Ereignis that goes along with it) with

a thorough resolve that starts from the plural singular of origins, from being-with.” Ibid. 26. The
“question of social Being” must, in fact, constitute the ontological question.” Ibid. 57.

% Heidegger, BT, 156. Following this passage, which is quite similar to Marx’ s position (see footnote 2 in
this chapter) that the social is not just to be understood as directly communal activity, Heidegger states that
Being-with is an existential characteristic of Dasein even when factically no other is present-at-hand or
perceived. Even Dasein’ s being-alone is being-with in the world.” Ibid. 156-57. In other words, being-
with in the world is the a priori condition of the lonely, isolated individual.

% Heidegger, SZ, 168, 169, 172 (BT, 164, 167). Confusingly, Macquarrie and Robinson translate das Man as ‘
the they” when they ought to translate Man and das Man as ‘one’ and ‘the one’  consistently
throughout. Das Man will hereafter be rendered as  ‘the one’ in Being and Time without recourse to a
citation in Sein und Zeit.
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AMRBITFEAER] (FE RS /R AR )M I E Y H & AT REMEROAL S, g PR,
B “BER” HEhrESRE, NSy SR, X257 s EA Y
ISk, N T AW “BEES) , X5 “ARNLTUE" 2K
A, RAER/RRE, HEMRENBEFRZE “—FK” (das Man-selbst)(5
“—HBHE&” (das Man-selbst)f Xf 17), MiIXPMHEBEARELE “— DNRRAVIT
f£7 , EoifEtt A, HEHFRRET 20, O (FESHIE)T,
“KEMHEER 5 “BER” BXNIZH.

FE S IN S S5 B B A = SRR A 2 TR 220 B AR AT R T
FraHEL, XS =AM S EHEAE, FEAEFENE, X—SREE
S TE 5 v YT 1A _H B HBGEERS/RA RS RIRIE, (HIERDhantt, B4 %
BRR, W ENEEH, TASMYZ 0= MAaEMm T AN Sz
BECRM, XFE, XA S M7 SFEOT IR, DA IEERIR
XS H R IR, XAk Rk TSR, IR SRR S —
MRIARIKICINEY), BEXEEWNE, XMEEFRT (FESMNE 1
PG 1S 3 BRI ELARAF B 20K AE T E S 1 A 5 (das Umwelt) 2 51 HY
R, PDUR—DMMEES S — N MERZ BRI AR EFHR, iz,
TR “5H5L (frsorge). TEIBFERS/RARE, (41 EF R
(Verdinglichung, =i BB “Pifb” k& MPTIERY ““RNELEAEY” (unready -
to - hand) i tHEL, XFPSIR “—m gk, WAERnIH” | YEE, 7
X BRI ERRESEN T 558, BN “THE” ERSE
. XER A KE T TGS FIX — G S  RIS R S A E 1
IWR——TENAWZEH L, AT et T ez b, AT
MR, HWEMNRIREAAN, ERRNXNMEIRKE HFTEL. XAt
PR — Mo, EHRAT AL, BRI H bR 8 ——Fr
EN——EMGEHER “SmEC” n]IgdinRh—/ “GHNFILEE
ERRA S R AR ) TEREISE (18447 Fhg M, E/RFESERFIX RS
YIHI AR BRI B AT = HEAE AT R, X S/RIEZER W, HAERFELE
BRI CHELE, ey SZI R RS 2R,

% Heidegger, BT, 167.
1bid. 103.
52 |bid. 105.
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NTEIEI, B, Ethpr, etz “RBENT 0 5
¢,§%m$%$%%@@,ﬁ?%¥ﬂ%m@@,%@E%ﬁﬂ‘%ﬂ?
i EEA S BRNERIUZ, " ES A, NEZ SR E H B miE
[E ) LSRRI E ik, & T A, “%mfﬁ&%¢%“%”,
TS ERRER T BN, XRHMTTEE, EBEER/R R BRAIAE
f RE“@%”,QEMﬁm ﬁ%mﬁ %m%%me%%ﬁumm
o i E” SHIZRPE, i
%%%%M%&%*ﬁ@%%%,ﬁﬁ,E*f?%%ﬂ%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%,
#ﬂ“ﬁﬁ##%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%kﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ ------ HEAMEE AL
Ko 7 CEAMMARET] ‘
TEN—REEEDRIME R, © ”T*“%MTﬁ%#ﬁ&%%
", M “GENERRBRESRANAE” $OANRIEE, ©

R B 5 N RS /R Z R AT 540 N I TR 2, IR 7R 20 MR A SS
FEEAR [Ganze BATHI . 1EAFLES I AT 56 — R Rl 73 45 I, “ R0
(Sorge) (ENFFAERY R 2 BN, RN R FEEHEE N “FaEn” o IR
HUEZUE SN R IR ERRE LT B BFE T2, RIS HEE
FEAERIRYSR)E—#D, 7 NFERS/ROR YL, fAAE. HIMEMEER 2 HAE
HUARRIEHFE, &M “WE” 7RMAIRATESE, B EH——DU e
W IEENE S RIE——A T LR TRXMER, CWiing, FE2mHE
Ry, H

13

2N

s Herbert Marcuse, ‘On the Philosophical Foundations of the Concept of Labour in Economics’ , [1933]
trans. John Abromeit, in Marcuse, Heideggerian Marxism, 130. Douglas Kellner also translates this essay in
Telos 16 (Summer 1973), 9-37. There is clearly an ontological individualism in this essay.

*Heidegger, BT, 158, 161. This is misleadingly characterised as an extreme p055|b|I|ty of solicitude, but
in fact constitutes the phenomenological core of its ‘indifferent’ and ‘deficient’” modes.

% Ibid. 159.
%bid. 166, 168.

¢ Ibid. 237.

* If disclosedness (understanding, disposedness, falling) ‘maintains its articulation through discourse’
(Heidegger, SZ, 461/BT, 400), and if ‘discourse is existentially equi-originary with disposedness and
understandlng (Heidegger, SZ, 213/BT, 203), is it justifiable to suggest that, even if ‘discourse in itself is
temporal,” it ‘does not temporallse itself primarily in any definite ecstasis’ (Heidegger, BT, 400)? Is
Heidegger’ s transposition (as we will later consider) of understanding as the future, dlsposedness as
beenness, and falling as making present not woven together with an ecstasis (if not a temporallty) specific to
Avrticulation itself? It never made its way into the final manuscript, but Heidegger’ s temporalisation of
language and speech in the ‘first draft” of Being and Time addresses this. See Martin Heidegger, The
Concept of Time (The First Draft of Being and Time) [1924], trans. Ingo Farin (London: Continuum, 2011),
63. This text should not be confused with his Marburg Theological
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TTRE SR A BE 77 12 B AT REME OB SR X SE m] REM: PO MRS ( “T% 117 )MK
), BESMERIENERIGENE, B E— Y NEYRNEER “HEr”
M — RIS, XRRERSEEDA—R “ErtE” ubn&, BEfER T HEARR
R “FEMNT . FENES, MRAMRR, tRATE, PFERA, A
EAEEW RN AEMRNEE, BIfE, HLE, EREA, HE ‘&
PIFIARHER 57 B TIX—E52,  “BAVE” FeSC T IEM/RISCMREES, R
FER “SBITRE” WO, mMELHE “EeFE TR UK, I
EAPE R R SR NENB R SRR “TESIAFEAE” 8 “TEHRAEE” - N
EHNEWIE, FaiBERmaI s, fENFEETH, BEHR2ER TH
FIRRE (Vs 2 KA TE S I R pHPIE— R 1A A b7 ) LE N S5 B “FAF
BRI EARR” , BIAZK “RRATHAEMAES" WEL, MiEEE/RE
Ui, FEEE R “FMNRIBOKT ) H OEENlRIET 2 “eme—ue—
DIER R AT DUREI” o .5 “—7 NS ERMEXNEER, K, i
SE N RS /R B PR A A AR U 3 D)\ s 2 (authenticity) /A X
(Eigentlichkeit)F1FE E 524 (inauthenticity) /AR %1(Uneigentlichkeit), J5&H 2
RV MATE AR, SRS EE R, e —Mod SRR —r A
Rig ERFEEARRD, ZILTE(Dasein)y “JCFK” (not-being- itself) TR ] E
'I\io 71

lectures of the same year: Martin Heidegger, The Concept of Time [1924], trans. William McNeill (Malden/
Oxford/Carlton: Blackwell, 1992).

% Marx, JM, 274. See also Kostas Axelos, Alienation, Praxis, and Techné in the Thought of Karl Marx
[1969], trans. Ronald Bruzina (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1976), 123-42.

Heidegger, BT, 223.

71 Ibid. 220. It is difficult to accept Heidegger’ s argument that falling ‘does not express any negative
evaluation.” Ibid. As he expresses it: ‘we---misunderstand the ontologico-existential structure of falling if
we:--ascribe to it the sense of a bad and deplorable ontical property of which, perhaps, more advanced stages
of human culture might be able to rid themselves.” Ibid. For an attempt to move past this strict separation
between the ontic and the ontological, to think affinities between inauthenticity in Heidegger and alienation in
Marx, see Anne F. _ Pomeroy, ‘Remythologizing Heidegger: ~Capitalism,  Time, and
Authenticity’ , @iAocopXa(Philosophia): International Journal of Philosophy 37:2 (2008), 119-38.
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2.2 5ET, WYRIPES Do Pk A 765 I T

A R TEMAT SC R A I FSLERR,  “TEHRFNEE" Mg,
ERETEEN, HHHIRZETZEN BRI, BT RO —FEEE—H
FHIEEE)NRIEE T EARES U SA AR G E Y, XN RS (FESN
A1) 58 ZEB B LER S ( § 45), IXERTTEEEIE, 7/ “TA LRHEME
AERPEIMERKREE ST |, IXE ST “TRH TIX DR BRI RE T HY ]
i [Ganzseinkonnen]” o LA, TENIXEE—RUEREE ST, TERAE Y E,
WA AT, ERMENY E, EXARTEREN, EET— “H
7 o EXIBER/RRUE, B BIXN H B SERRSCEE, XA TE A
AR E “SERR” TEHCCEANEIRIEE S, MeXMHEE X T —WhEt
JE—— XN FREEE ST, XN ERIRIIATRENE, EimE 2, “fERHE
£7 WX EHBUZAT:, XA HFEEAE O ERFR HIF E e i
AT AlRERY S A, ™ IEWNFA B Z AR, X — MR I EE A
RIS TS, BRIEN—MAIREMEM A E—— AR, “&IEAR
(7 RAES AT REME——A Ik, BREET — N ERELBFERA, ™h)
T, X MEERPIF RS MR T e SO EARIEE ST, R a5
RS B9 0 — N B SR EA AL T A AE (FRARE) O — N E DN AE T A9 R R SE
[ H 55 638 ()

IBEM/REMPPETAEES KT T KXok, XS5t
£S5 FLWIERNFIHIRES 2B RZ2R UM, T 2EmEEYY L
IR EEDBkE LR, (B2, BEARKT BAeEmAKICH—NulE, 1[Ea0iEEg
IRPTABIAREE, EMNE T IHTERAMIS, "MAE(E A — NEEENIFEE
FIWLRRE, EMNARSEARERNKT, MEERHET. My, K
AT, HEBEESHEL, HEREXRE TR T A AL,
MAET, SR, HCAETNE ZREET, BIMERTE TEED
EH

?Heidegger, SZ, 240 (BT, 225).

" Heidegger, SZ, 307, 310 (BT, 274, 276).

" Heidegger, BT, 277. Following Macquarrie and Robinson, Ganze will be translated as ‘_yvhole’ , Whereas
Ganzheit will be rendered as  ‘totality’ . Heidegger rarely uses the technical term Totalitat for totality.

7s White prefers to translate eigenstas  ‘most proper’ rather than ‘ownmost’ , so as to resist the reduction
of Dasein to individual persons. See White, ‘Dasein, Existence, and Death’ , 332. However, she does not
mitigate the overt individualism of other dimensions of Heidegger’ s analysis of death, particularly his
depiction of the  ‘in each case mineness’  of death.

"*Heidegger, BT, 277.
1bid. 291.
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at-an-end [zu -end - Sein] i 1~ /& being-towards- end [Sein zum Ende], X T A%
IRV, IXEFETCIME S S B S — sk, EBURTHENEE —EBEff
TERYESE, [N, HAERYERRRRE Oy — P BK, mIDA, C4E g
RE SISO — DRI RS, B EAERY TR ™ PAE— PO RAIKER, il
e HBEAEZTE, ©MOEE “HoR 7, SRS /R WA E A it
XA, 15135ﬁ~/\f5u ’J,.JZM:EI’J*EEMETk@ IXKE, FHASETRIAE
TEFt2 B, Roveg, ArlaER — M EAREEX MA@ I8
AFese i X E), X RIS /ROC T AR TR R BIME S 5 4R Y AR FR A A
W& A 77 K [Grenze]. PIEANRRHERERIARKE,  “FRATRSSER 2 N4
UGN RR AR |, &, “FRT-HAR IS T AEE N — AT R AR AR R
FURTREME” o 7 BB, [EAfRhiRegiprd, X2 —RMRRHIAIE 0, FEIXRp
TBOLR, Rk BRENHHER T, R AIMESIE & TR N E AT REMERY SEAR,
AEIXEERT BRI EEARR A, (HIX 2 —R 2R RR I ?

XEA DR IRAE A, ZRTRXADREFISIE R, EaEE
/R I A T S S B B AR SR S FIWT R Al M — A, XA 46 T e
RUEE 5 ERBETRIF R R R IR T SRR /RO ) ARz B A 22 ,UXT
ARSI AIERI X A, ®F A R{HE B 4EREK

1bid. 288. ‘---the “lack of totality in Dasein, the constant “ahead-of-itself” , is neither something still
outstanding in a summative togetherness, nor somethlng which has not yet become accessible. It isa  “not-
yet” which any Dasein, as the entity which it is, has to be.”  Ibid.

79 As we will examine, this is also the unique manner in which Heidegger ties temporalisation to the basic
teleological structure of action by way of the concept of finitude [Endlichkeit], that ‘characteristic of
temporalisation itself” (ibid. 378). It is the limit —qua the finitude of temporality —which secures being-
towards-death as the existential ground of temporalisation.

soWhite, ‘Dasein, Existence, and Death’ , 338.
8. Carol J. White, Time and Death: Heidegger’s Analysis of Finitude (Aldershot: Ashgate Press, 2005), 79.

22\illiam Blattner, ‘The Concept of Death in Being and Time’ , in Heidegger Reexamined, Vol. 1: Dasein,
Authenticity, and Death ed. Hubert L. Dreyfus and Mark A. Wrathall (London: Routledge 2002), 325.
Blattner stresses the centrallty of anxiety [Angst] to Heldegger s analysis of death, although in a very
curious fashion. On his reading, anxiety is not a disposedness in line with anticipatory being-towards-death,
as Heidegger argues, but death as such. In other words, Blattner expresses the idea that death is actually a
possible way to be Dasein (in which Dasein is unable to be) Death, it seems, is akin to an anxiety attack. It is
a state in which the ability-to-be is stifled. His metaphor for this is as follows ‘in the absence of light, the
ability-to-see is not non-existent, it is simply stifled.” lIbid. To Blattner s credit, he carefully reconstructs
Heidegger’ s nuanced understanding of the end, drawing on Jasper’ s concept of the limit- situation, in order
to evade any sense of the end as  ‘stopping’ . However, his idea that death is a situation that ‘occurs’
when Dasein is beset by anxiety, in which none of its possibilities matter to it whatsoever, does little else but
flatten the crucial importance of anticipation.

8 Heidegger, BT, 288, ft. iii (494).
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IXARIRA,  HAL R AR IR B AR SR MR ARG 70, W RER
B, CFBR- SURTOR U MNMER DB R Z SN BRI, HIX A
AR T AR AT PR RS AN TR X IR, MU — D RKNEE, KW
EARFENAERN, “SRAMBARRAAR, B AR s
HUBRIESS 7 ST —E5UR, IXEFRAEBR(E N ERIE) ks, H
IKIEAZEI” o SHERER/RIVENE CEAYOZF) (19194, 18I w/REL
TR FEFEMESFI BT HTIEAY “PRPRIESE” (Grenzsituation)ie, RFHEAS /RN Hoit
17 7R, SRR, ERIANERNFAEERLRA, XFENERE “HE TR
WAEVEN BT B FAEMAAERTRSL” ¥, B ERICR 7L TR Al
PERSEPRAT A AT REM:, BRI, FERNERDSETRIRRE, S5 REERIRIRAY
DHRER R, AESCHEAIMEHIZCE T 5 2B, RN 5 I A AR R AR RR (FETY)
ERER, EXCRAATSEEIRYAERE E, FOVTERMER/RE, X —5R
HIBSKIZ R R —MuE R IR AE, XA RENA SN IR U Fh
P, TRURKIEFAE TSR A, BRI, S5HRMERCNEEHR, EFSET:
R EN B R LRI IR (2D, e, F£Er “B” HXd),

TXARE R ST T Y BT G B — — X AR SR N PNE R B MR R A 77
£ BYEHTIN T ——H K 1 A /RN A T A PR EE R BRI =R

TE—RIA[REVE, X ET-RIZVTWIFFLE, & /RARELE A SLERAY 2R P o
X IX A AT REPE A PR ARAS AT, XX A R AR MR HL2 8 Dy o]
FATEMI A AT RERT AT BEME [<s:1> berhaupt], FET:, {ENTTREME, BESA T
FEAEAIAT DL “SEBL” AUZRPE, iR T IAEE v B SERZR P A B T RE
AR, B S EMFEYEN N7 F—/EET K
AATRETERYATREME, TERNXMATREMERYTIIA, BR “EokER”
e

® Immanuel Kant, Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics That Will Be Able to Come Forward as Science

[1783], trans. and ed. Gary Hatfield (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004), 103-4 (§ 57).
Transiation modified to register Grenzen as ‘limits’ and Schranken as  ‘barriers’ .

ss Ibid. 104.

ss Heidegger, BT, 293, ft. vi (494-95). See also William Blattner, ‘Heidegger’ s Debt to Jasper’ s Concept
of the Limit-Situation’ , in Heidegger and Jaspers, ed. Alan M. Olson (Philadelphia: Temple University
Press, 1994), 153-65.

¥ Heidegger, BT, 295. Emphasis in the original.
8 “That in the face of which there is anxiety is being-in-the-world as such.” Heidegger, SZ, 247 (BT, 230).
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AIREMER N IZAE — MR DL ERANANERE, 2D, MEEREF
FERIERRAA AT REMERT AT REME, *

X X EIE T ARIRAONERE S, — 5, SET-2 — VIR YRRl 31X BRI A 5

T A PSCER A B — 1 IR A1 ) B AR B B — B BIR 1) () R Bl — AR BE D B9 B — N IR
IR A TR FL R I AR K BE ST HIBR ) (RN AL R BR AT IR H SR AT RENE, IXJ2SE
CHEX, 1EhE—MERERAIRZ PR, sitms, “ErEEsra]
REFERTRTRENE” W2 e 2 A AER AT RENE, BRENMAENEEN. 5—77m, X
BOGRIR O — ORISR, XA, B MTAEGR B —MEE T T ORI RR
PR BRI EAEME G, XN IRFIAZAET:, MR FAERI SR GUIR——E RS, XFE
HIRRHI FEL)FEARIE LN — MTNRIIRGIR L —PEBaE 73k, (HEZFr DUXHE
i, JRAAFEMTARIRGIE — LT —ME———FHEL N, H, “EFEEER
AATREAAERT AT RENE AR T —ME B AU SE,  BIHTEAS T BE UEATREE 8975 A7
FEOXAE A S AT YRS R A 7T 2, AR AR T NES A AT REAE ERY AT REME Y
R SR RIFE R 2 W), B —1T AR B — MR T AT I BRI oA iRy,
K, EAEA A RER —— AT RER ——(EIFfE, IXMRERAYZE LR R /R G R
X CTBHIROUEIR” B TRIRD, He, oUEie AR 7 2 i BT RERTERY)
R RERGIGE”, Ed e, WESOVBARIRENBA “FHENESSE” o 1Fh
EMETHITFAE, BEAERTAFERN IR IR 1A R R B A RE 2 e A RE i 7 (H
EKIEARESEIIRIRIR(PETD), thih RIERMES — MT R RIERIR, Ry
RAARIBEN YA REMERIAMAIE R B S T A ERX AT IR AU T e

® Heidegger, SZ, 348. The Macquarrie and Robinson translation of this passage (Heidegger, BT, 306-7)
includesa ‘one’ ( ‘The closest closeness which one may have in Being towards death as a possibility’ )
and a ‘oneself’ ( ‘the impossibility of every way of comporting oneself towards anything” ) which, as
previously mentioned (footnote 51), effectively compels the English-language reader to grasp Dasein as
already and only an individual entity, and as already and only an individual person at that.

s Heidegger, BT, 345. This analysis of resoluteness [Entschlossenheit] figures conscience as the “call’ of
care, whereby an appeal is made —from Dasein to Dasein —to “summon" it out of its fall into "the one
and towards its “ownmost ability-to-be” . Heidegger, SZ, 369 (BT, 322).

a1 At the end of her analysis of Heidegger’ s conception of death, White points out that the prefix ‘Un’ of
Unmdglichkeit (impossibility) denotes both ~ ‘excessive amount’ as well as ‘non/not’ . She advances the
notion that Heidegger might be playing with a doubled meaning of Unmoglichkeit, and that, in the
anticipation of death, what is ‘measureless’ about the measureless impossibility of existence is both

62



BA T EZ RIS RN LT BV A E o IR 2B, Fer:
e N &GN, EEIEHE K (unbezgliche), 1~ A BLHY
(unberholbar). 7€ ¥ (gewiR)FIAHAZE Y (unbestimmt), %X LE4E Y — 1>
SRS B I EAS R  ILE 2 TEE “TEE—FE N FEERME” (jeemeinigk
eit), TEZJEN-ZEH%==(John Haugeland)Z 5, ‘BEFRIH, fEERITIITEER,
TRHEAGZ “BRI” , MERLEEGE—ELFEZ ‘&~ , ®
Eﬁﬂ%ﬁf%jﬁﬁgiﬁi\_*/\?ﬁﬁxmf RN, A, Xh
AT MRS A — DN EMEH TS AR, X A 2 R RAE S AR &5
L[, T HE N AERISEL 217 TE R il 0 B SR HRF R B TMA L RHE S | 2
1, X RIEMNRGESH(EEENE ENREREFEEE) N ERSET R
FEAEFT R B 723 UERR B R, X BIAEANETR G, I ERE/REY “FEmALT:
IFETE” B MRS 208 7 0 SRR, ARSI, XRb
gt T A ERAT PARFE N AL o X T Ricoeur
KBd, EEAS RN FE T T BT “PIAE 3 Sim” ANFRATTRI AR H k3
i T AR BREEE, S A AR HE LS B R R [E A BT SR IR
ERIXEEHLTE, filan, i 1‘%73153 BT ZR B[RV E N — DN MEAR I AE”
N, EEMREZEILE, XN MR WIRDIRERT AR TNEREN, KN,
ANETATIR, R MALERE IES SRR TR, /DA E

the non- and excessive possibility of existence. If Heidegger is in fact invoking Unmoglichkeit in this doubled
sense, it is possible to suggest that death erases any measure to possibility both within and outside the limit,
thus groundlng the ontological importance of the limit. See White, ‘Dasein, Existence, and Death’ , 342.

92 Heidegger, SZ, 349-52 (BT, 307-10).

s Haugeland, ‘Truth and Finitude: Heidegger’ s Transcendental Existentialism’ , 62. As previously
indicated (see footnote 47), this specification of Jemeinigkeit adds weight to the idea that Dasein is not
already always a human individual, that there is, in other words, a unique and separate Dasein for each
individual person.

* Emmanuel Levinas, Totality and Infinity: an Essay on Exteriority [1961], trans. Alphonso Lingis (The
Hague/Boston/London: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1979), 239.

®Ricceur, Time and Narrative, Volume 3, 295, ft. 38. Consider Ricceur’ s comment in light of the fact that
the ‘horizon’ (from the Greek horlzem) is that which limits, surrounds and encloses. Simon Crltchley S
insistence on the  ‘fundamentally relational character of finitude’ qua the ‘originary inauthenticity” of
death is a thought-provoking but ultimately unconvincing reworking of Heidegger, because it strips all
existentiality away from Heldegger s explicitly existential conception of death, and because the novelty of
his orlglnary inauthenticity’  is premised on the notion that authenticity is the exclusive domain of the
origin in Being and Time, which is simply untrue [urspriingliche #eigentliche]. See Simon Critchley,
Originary Inauthenticity —on Heidegger’ s Sein und Zeit’ , in Simon Critchley and Reiner Schiirmann, On
Heidegger’s Being and Time, ed. Steven Levine (London: Routledge 2008), 144.

% Heidegger, BT, 308.
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B A AL S AT XA RREY,  (EEEAS KA SE T 2 i I
Rl 5 B 5 S8 S N TR S A T o SHIRISE T HIAFAE A U2 I TR Y
EEARICEA, R R E AL Z AR 0 ERERR R A, A,
R e SRR 7 N RIS R A A B AR, (Ha G ATE RS EE
—FE, RXEHEFKM, BNEEZRERK, HIRBR, 7#7ESH RS
AR, POXAE—MT, SECHIRERSCOY A Al K=, EMISE
CHYFEAERAS B e BEE R 2 NRIBERHA . AL R 25
R, IR, R EER/RE A T VRIS, EREIX
Mtk SACTTER R FERS /R TR B — DA BRI TR A BEZS T IR 7 (E
RS, ITRIEY ALY R IMAE, BGE AT RYTIA R N RN AR B4R
To PUXAT AIRFIEHERUR, (0 BB FE TR RO Al RE

"Heidegger, SZ, 351 (BT, 309).
98 Heidegger, SZ, 349-50 (BT, 308).
w0 Osborne, ‘Marx and the Philosophy of Time’ , 20.

wo ‘Time cannot at all be present-at-hand, it does not at all have any sort of determinate being —rather it is
the condition of the possibility that it gives something like being (not entities). Time does not have the sort of
being of some other thing, but rather, time temporalises [Zeit zeitigt].” Martin Heidegger, Logik: Die Frage
nach der Wahrheit [1925-6], in Martin Heidegger, Gesamtausgabe, Abteilung 2: Vorlesungen 1923-1944,
Band 21 (Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio Klostermann, 1977), 410.
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AL T AR —RRE I R E D SRR RIS, 107772 — R i R LA TR
RIS TE, RN ——RUHR I TE —F—— B 7 A KIE-RKIERIE T, 5%
TER/RMR, ERDNEX L, WEERERNE BEY s FELT
XAV RPE, i B8 IS 55 3 5 N TR R R TR 1, 2

AR, RETCRERMES N ANZER MR, EEFER/RMAZS
SRED)ARE, BAIAEERRIN BN E G, X2 (FESHNED) IRITE,
BIFFEFEAR RIS B T EMEMEEYS, RIREMEIE N — R EAEME, RILEER
Rie e R R G RAN E BRI R, FRATTMIEFERS
IRABERARTE T —FhARIE _ERYICIERL, T AR (die Zukunft) TIE EMIMTEZ
b, LR, MIRE “REMERPIREARRZING B FINERR” , *E
AR, NRIENMARZIRIRM, MalEARMER R NEE- A RIS E
X, RARPET “BM” (Gewesenheit), HNEESZVEROREIM:, DL “HIxEHA
1E” (Gegenwart), BUEAVERYIFIEIME, IXIFA /2 B ARSI EFNBAE 1 g it [A]
M R 45T = [Ekstasen, 5 H & i i ekstasisgk v xotaoc],. xR, Br%E
TN (X AFERES BRI A HETR)

1 0shorne, The Politics of Time: Modernity and Avant-Garde, 56. Exposing  ‘being as such’ or ‘being in
general’ [Sein tberhaupt] as ‘ahistorical’ is more complex than might be assumed, as it depends on
creating a concept of the “ahistorical’ out of a concept of the ‘historical act’ which both deviates from
Heidegger and is not synonymous with situating this act in ~ ‘its specific time and place’  (historicism).

12 Reiterating Heidegger’ s position in the Leibniz lectures (footnote 100): “Temporality “is” not an
entity at all. It is not, but it temporalises itself.” Heidegger, BT, 377.

193 Ag cited in the previous chapter: ‘Labour is the living, form-giving fire; it is the transitoriness of things,
their temporality, as their formation by living time.” Marx, Grundrisse, 361.

104 Heidegger, SZ, 191 (BT, 183).
10s Heidegger, SZ, 438 (BT, 380).
10s Whilst this thesis utilises the terms  ‘the past’ and ‘the present’ in conjunction with facticity/beenness
and falling/making present, it must be noted that Heidegger relegates ‘the past’ to an entity which is no

longer present-at-hand, and  ‘the present’ tothe ‘levelling off” of the significance of ‘now-time’ . The
future is the only coordinate of time which keeps its everyday name in Being and Time.
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Ui, 1T B S E R I RS IR A FE TR AR 3 B i X FhEs AR
A 2 — M SR PERT N () MR RS54 . IR EEAS /RO T, B2 R
RN “K” BEMICHAR, AN T HN% R, BIRISHNAgE R
RE S IN TR ISR —15. Mz, HRISHIZEE N BT B2
fF, R, AR AR B A O S &, IEAREE- 1S
“IEGEZE. BITE. AR)WIEE, EENEBCN T BIRRHE, RIOy—FH
TAETE RIS [ M AT e 0 B Y, X2 A R R B, AIRMELE
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W Heidegger, BT, 374. Emphasis added.

%8 |hid. 374, 375, 378. On the doubled meaning of the German Gegenwart, see footnote 17.

%9 ]bid. 385.

0 ]bid. 378.

1 Curiously, Heidegger does not openly acknowledge the fact that his rethinking of telos and teleology are at
the heart of the project which is Being and Time. As we will investigate, this rethinking calls into question the
relationship between action (the Greek ergon [[Xpyov]) and praxis [tp[XI€ic] more broadly. Take, for
instance, his 1924 lectures on Avristotle, in which praxis is the ontological specification of action: *---we
know that the being of human beings is determined in its X pyovas TplXEic. This has telos [tX]Aoc] in
itself, comes to its end through itself.” Martin Heidegger, Basic Concepts of Aristotelian Philosophy [1924],
trans. Robert D. Metcalf and Mark B. Tanzer (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2009), 123 ( § 17).

2Todd Mei, Heidegger, Work and Being (London: Continuum, 2009), 125.
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Kid, TATERATLELE SRR A RIVITEIRE T E /e T 1 I ]
MEX, IERXAERE~E T “KR” 8 "R KR AT R,

EWmEZ, HAEHREBZEER/RNTE. ENIT ARG
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Death <4—— Originary Temporality <——————p Anxiety «—— Existence/Care

[Tod)] [Urspriingliche Zeitlichkeit] [Angst] [Existenz/Sorge)

I I I I

I I I I

I I I I

I I | I
Demise +——— World-Time <« » Fear +— Ready-to-Hand/
[Ableben] [Weltzeit] [Furcht] Available

I I I [Zihanden)

I I | I

| | | |

| | | |
Perishing <« The Vulgar Concept of Time <«—» Alarm/Dread/Terror € Present-at-Hand/

[Verenden) [Der Vulgiire Zeitbegriff]  [Erschrecken/Grauen/Entsetzen] Occurrent
l [Vorhanden)
Historicality
[Geschichtlichkeit]

I
|
I
|
World-Historical Happening
[Weltgeschichtliches Geschehen]
I
I
|
|
Historicity/History (as a Disciplinary Knowledge)
[Historizitit/Historie]'"*

3 Heidegger, SZ, 311 (BT, 277).
4 This diagram shows the unequivocal dependence of historicality on temporality in Being and Time.
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BIERH” - “ERWIN RO R Gai IAIPER— RIS, R,
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us Heidegger, BT, 378.
16 William Blattner, ‘Temporality’ , in A Companion To Heidegger, ed. Hubert L. Dreyfus and Mark A.
Wrathall (Oxford: Blackwell 2005), 318. See Heidegger, BT, 383, where degeneration is linked to the notion
of ‘springing-from’ .

w ‘Our provisional aim is the interpretation of time as the possible horizon for any understanding
whatsoever of being.” Ibid. 19. This is an understanding of time as that which exceeds and transgresses
(from the Latin transcendere) as well, as previously mentioned, as limits, surrounds and encloses (from the
Greek horizein). This is Dasein as a  ‘transcendental horizon’ : ‘Dasein’ s selfhood does not imply a
substantial centre from which the transcending movement is supposed to start, but is, on the contrary, founded
upon transcendence itself —as the condition of its very possibility.”  Francoise Dastur, ‘The Ekstatico-
Horizonal Constitution of Temporality’ , in Martin Heidegger: Critical Assessments, Vol. 1, Philosophy, ed.
Christopher Macann (London; Routledge 1992), 174. Heldegger s transcendental horizon is indebted to the
temporalising structure of transcendence in immanence’  in Husserlian phenomenology, from which
Nancy’ sideaofartas ‘transimmanence’ equally departs. See Jean-Luc Nancy, The Muses [1994], trans.
Peggy Kamuf (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1996), 34-5.

18 Blattner, Heidegger’s Temporal Idealism, 99.

Heidegger, BT, 168, 159.
1201 hid. 220.
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XSS SR A ),

3K L [R] REA BFF S M) 32 S SRR AR T A RN A TR D A [
fLESE T 2M, X—WIREIES (FES MR )R IR A (Ursprung)
A sch<s:1> rmannfZE R R L . BRIA, BES1T8hZ R
22 HLOC RTE RS /R AR HLAS B _E /2 AR Y AL 48 i B AR Y S R
B TA78h b X FschifFEAg/RR UL, IXAEIE AR EI T E T
AR, T EIXFR S BARRA T 8h 2 R T X B 1S TCBURF, KA
PSR SCBR ST I IR Ok 77 R TR AN R Ga 5 M “E2JE " YRR
FERLHISR, 121 sch*1> rmanniiid — & Z AL IR S 22 R IB X R Rk
B, MREE T IASEES IR R BRI, NEE SO BT A
RIZEWI T AERI BT, FH7E N B 1 (telos)SRIE, BRI & poiésis(Ch T 74
—PNA] BRI X5 TAE) RIS ER (FEoN B S E BV T.0E), 2R, fioReE
TR H archos Y FE A [R] A4 i ctelos 2 (4t 1B RISt — & 2 A9 AR K 17 15 JX Ff
GE—(RNE N PLE R 3 ZHE P SEHY archu 21T R (EE A JTF48) AT e 2— T H
H ME BT 3 BERIPIAE 77 3R BERE RR 0 3 K12 R sch<s: 1> rmannjididt
Duns Scotusfy (i _ERENSE—RNY FISEAR JERNC EILIE ) K5 7 HE1TE
archueBHiF sz T i principium, XBEMF|IEXRRE, FWr-4Em “65—7
QAT AR ZE W 8 R ) I TRl — — [F Al sch<e: 1> 2 il I8 43 A AR RE — — T 2 [ 5
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121 Schiirmann, Heidegger on Being and Acting, 95-6. According to Schiirmann, this is an ontological,
epistemological and historical release which simultaneously sunders the boundaries between ontology,
epistemology and history.

2 Thjs is the temporal logic of arché:  ‘In Aristotle, where the origin is understood in the context of human
making, the elements of inception and of domination in arche balance each other. Production is a becoming
over which telos reigns, perceived from the start as arché.” Ibid. 110.
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schrmann77 AU [AEANE T RIEA S, e TF7E S M EEAKR -
AEEXTERIR AR B, X AN IZIE BRI, IRAGHIEEE (FE
SHFRIH# 8, 58 IR0 GE, AMRSHERN “FHelt” (5
MR R A2 B PR AE PR AR AR ) AR B E SN AR IS A B AR ) S — 1,
(HIXFhE SOFARERES, RIMANE TIXE—DNEL Tk, (FEESH
I FREIT IR S, WAEFEIIS ¥ Lo 2P R R AR 6 A
(BAE AR 7 BRI B AR NAT ARAT N,  (ETESIEI)H 77 90
AROKIEBEERTER, U8 T IE IR ARG & IR T M,
X5 (FETES IR EZ IR B AR B & B R 2 7] S B I = AR ) fE SR
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3 1bid. 106.

24 ‘...the task is crucial if acting —life —is to be disengaged from teleocratic as well as principial
frameworks; if deconstruction is to set free from beneath arché and principium an origin less compromised
by command and domination; and if in the final analysis the question of acting comes down to complying
with that more elusive origin.”  Ibid. 121.

% “To originate something by a leap, to bring something into being from out of the source of its nature in a
founding leap —this is what the word origin (German Ursprung, literally, primal leap) means.” Martin
Heidegger, ‘The Origin of the Work of Art’ [1935-6], trans. Albert Hofstadter, in Martin Heidegger,
Poetry, Language, Thought (New York: HarperCollins, 2001), 75.

% For Schiirmann,  ‘many of the misunderstandings concerning Heidegger are explainable by the exclusive
attention paid to his effort to raise the ontological question originarily, without noting his simultaneous effort
to think the origin ontologically.” Schiirmann, Heidegger on Being and Acting, 128-29. Ereignis is a
concept of the later Heidegger, after the so-called ‘turn’ [Kehre].
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2" Heidegger, BT, 427.
%8 1bid. 428, 434.

2 1bid. 436.

%0 ]bid. 438.
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L Schiirmann, Heidegger on Being and Acting, 127. The history which constitutes a problem for being as
time cannot be  ‘the project Heidegger pursues after his Kehre---[which] crystallises in the question, how
does presencing become history? How does it, as event, condition all that can occur?’  Ibid. The retroactive
insertion of a historical origin qua Ereignis into Being and Time is not the answer.

132 Heidegger uses the expressions  ‘originary happening’ (435) and  ‘originary historicality’ (438) in
Being and Time, but these are strictly confined to the existentiell level of authentic resoluteness and fate.

3Theodor Adorno, ‘The Idea of Natural-History’ [1932], trans. Bob Hullot-Kentor, in Telos 60 (Summer
1984), 115. For the sake of consistency, ‘historicity’ has been replaced by ‘historicality’ .

¥ Heidegger, BT, 438.
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135 |stvan Meszaros Marx’s Theory of Alienation [1970] (London: Merlin Press, 1986), 269. The problem
with Mészaros’ s account is that the social individual as such is conceptually opposed to the isolated
individual in capitalism. He does not recognise that the isolated individual in capitalism is a socially isolated
individual, no less a social individual than its (speculative) counterpart determined by communism.

% Theodor Adorno, Negative Dialectics [1966], trans. E.B. Ashton (London and New York: Continuum,
2004), 129. The |ncommensurab|I|ty between the temporality of Dasein [Zeitlichkeit des Daseins] in Being
and Time and the ‘Temporality of Being’ [Temporalitdt des Seins] in Heidegger’ s later work is not
unrelated to this. Namely, the analysis of historicality paves the way for attempts to thlnk a transition from
Zeitlichkeit to Temporalitat. Consider John Sallis’ s search for ‘another time” : ‘the move to an analytic
of Temporalitat would be an advance to a form of time that would be more originary than the originary time
of Dasein. It would be an advance beyond the time that the existential analysis establishes in its identity with
Dasein, an advance beyond the time that would be sheltered in what was once called the soul, an advance
toward another time.” ~John Sallis, ‘Another Time’ , in Appropriating Heidegger, ed. James E. Faulconer
and Mark A. Wrathall (Cambridge: Cambridge Unlver5|ty Press, 2000), 183. The search for what Sallis calls ¢
uranic time’  devolves into mysticism: ‘Could the sheer radiance of the sky, its pure shining, the radiant
shining that is the sky, ever be mistaken for something at hand in the narrow human world? Then, neither
could the time it gives be assimilated to Dasein’ s temporality. And then, one would need to say that the time
given by the sky, this uranic time, is, in a way both remote and wondrous, another time.” 1bid. 189.

1w Inspired by Hannah Arendt’ s account of natality in The Human Condition (1958) and the category of vita
activa (labour, work, action) which underlies this account, Ricoeur suggests that ‘--the silence of Being and
Time regarding the phenomenon of birth---is surprising. Should not this jubilation be opposed to---an
obsession of metaphysics with the problem of death---does not the anguished obsession with death amount to
closing off the reserve of openness characterising the potentiality of being?” Paul Ricceur, Memory, History,
Forgetting [2000], trans. Kathleen Blamey and David Pellauer (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
2009), 357.
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13 |n repetition, Dasein’ s birth  ‘is caught up, into its existence in coming back from the possibility of death
(the possibility which cannot be surpassed)---> Heidegger, SZ, 516 (BT, 443). Simply put, Dasein can
catchup’  with its birth —but not its death —in anticipatory resoluteness.

139 \Were it to be developed, the ‘pure facticity’ of birth would need to be theorised in relation to the
factical domain of being-towards-death, which is to say the particular limit specific to each and every act.

0 Consider the temporality of this passage by Lisa Guenther: ‘I suggest that a rigorous distinction must be
made between the originating possibility of birth and all the other possibilities granted to me at birth, in order
to mark the ontological distinction between the unrepeatable, deeply passive, and irreducibly past possibility
of birth, and the heritage of repeatable possibilities given to me at birth. What is at stake in this distinction?
On one hand, understood strictly as an ontological limit, birth grants me the sheer possibility of existence; on
the other hand, and at the same time, birth grants all the traditions, practices, languages, and other possibilities
that together form a heritage that is received but must also be chosen.” Lisa Guenther, ‘Being-from-others:
Reading Heidegger after Cavarero’ , Hypatia 23:1 (January-March 2008), 106.
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“'Heidegger, BT, 103, 403, 407.
“2Heidegger, SZ, 482 (BT, 416).
43 As previously discussed, the ready-to-hand is an entity whose being is constituted by any assignment or

involvement within-the-world. It is not defined by being a tangible object in space, but rather by its practical
relation to the world.

4 Mark Okrent, Heidegger’s Pragmatism: Understanding, Being and the Critique of Metaphysics (Ithaca and
London: Cornell University Press, 1988), 87. ‘Extant is Okrent’ s translation of vorhanden, viz. the
present-at-hand. Despite its general indifference to the philosophical problem of history, the American
pragmatist reading of Heidegger has gone a long way towards enriching the philosophical potential of the
ready-to-hand.

usFranco Volpi, ‘Beingand Time: A “Translation” of the Nicomachean Ethics?” , trans. John Protevi, in
Reading Heidegger from the Start: Essays in his Earliest Thought, ed. Theodore J. Kisiel and John van Buren
(Albany: SUNY Press, 1994), 195-212. See, in addition, Theodore Kisiel, The Genesis of Heidegger’s Being
and Time (Berkeley and London: The University of California Press, 1993), chapters 5 & 6.
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“Blattner, ‘Temporality’ , 321.

“THeidegger, SZ, 514 (BT, 441).

1e Marx, EPM, 107. In her introduction to Marcuse’ s Hegel’s Ontology, Seyla Benhabib essentially makes
the same claim on behalf of Marcuse’ s intervention, such that ‘a Heideggerian objection to the present
work would be that it contains no clear distinction between the “world-historical” dimension, the
historicity of entities and of our shared world, which unfolds in public space, and the “historicity” proper
to Dasein.” Marcuse, Hegel’s Ontology and the Theory of Historicity, xxx. Along with Marcuse, this thesis
rejects a distinction between the  ‘world-historical’ and ‘Dasein’  at the level of historicality.

9 Heidegger, BT, 459.
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%0 Harry Harootunian, ‘Marking time, making histories’ , a review of Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities,
Radical Philosophy 178 (March/April 2013), 40.

51 Hejdegger, BT, 382. For Heidegger, within-time-ness should not be confused with Henri Bergson’ s
analysis of the externalisation of qualitative time into a measurable quantity in space.
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1% Pjetro Chiodi suggests that  ‘---in many important respects the Critique is a straightforward return to the
Heideggerian position after the attack on it in Being and Nothingness.”  Pietro Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism
[1965], trans. Kate Soper (Hassocks: The Harvester Press, 1976), 8.

153 Jean-Paul Sartre, Critique de la raison dialectique, tome 1: Théorie des ensembles pratiques [1960] (Paris:
Gallimard, 1985), 9. Marcuse’ s writings in the late 1920s and early 1930s expresses the same position. His
essays durlng this period seek to rewrite Heldegger s phenomenological ontology within the terms of Marx.
However, they do not engage Heidegger’ s philosophy of time, and thus their implicit attempt to fashiona °
Heideggerian Marxism’ ~ at the level of history and historicality is ultimately a failure, relegating their
contribution to what is better described as a ‘Marxist Heideggerianism’ . These essays are collected in
Herbert Marcuse, Heideggerian Marxism, ed. John Abromeit and Richard Wolin (Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2005).

' This is the manner in which materiality is a historical monism. Critiquing Engels, Sartre contends that ¢
the monism which starts from the human world and situates man in Nature is the monism of materiality. This
is the only monism which is realist, and which removes the purely theological temptation to contemplate
Nature “without alien addition” . Sartre, CDR 1, 180-81.
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155 Sartre differentiates a whole from a totality as follows: ‘---a “whole” is not a totality, but the unity of
the totalising act insofar as it diversifies itself and embodies itself in totalised diversities.” Ibid. 48, ft. 22.

156 Mészaros, The Work of Sartre: Search for Freedom and the Challenge of History, 243. Mészaros is
commenting on historical, not individual, totalisation in Sartre in this passage, but the point remains the same:
totalisation is not an ‘adding up’ of existing multiplicities. It is rather a double movement wherein
multiplicity is multiplied to infinity, each part is set against all the others and against the whole which is in
the process of being formed, while the totalising activity tightens all the bonds, making each differentiated
element both its immediate expression and its mediation in relation to the other elements.” Sartre, CDR 1, 46.

7 Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism, 36.

18 |n his foreword to the Critique, as part of his reading of Sartre’ s desire to dissociate himself from the
standpoint of totality’ in Lukacs’ s History and Class Consciousness, Fredric Jameson sums this up: ‘For
Sartre---a totality is precisely a static concept, a concept of being rather than of process, and one governed by
analytic rather than by dialectical reason.” Fredric Jameson, Foreword to Sartre, CDR 1, Xxi.

% Gartre, CDR 1, 45.

' 1bid. 184. The ontological status of the act from the standpoint of its performance by the practico-inert —
what Sartre calls “passive action” —must be differentiated from the act as praxis.
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81 Thomas R. Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Volume 1: Toward an Existentialist Theory of
History (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1997), 158. As Sartre articulates it: ‘--totalisation is the
way in which detotality is totalised; or again, in which detotalisation is retotalised.” Jean-Paul Sartre,
Critique of Dialectical Reason, Volume 2 (Unfinished): The Intelligibility of History [1985] (hereafter CDR
2), ed. Arlette Elkaim-Sartre and trans. Quintin Hoare (London and New York: Verso, 1991), 448. The triad ‘
territorialisation-deterritorialisation-reterritorialisation’  in the two volumes of Gilles Deleuze and Félix
Guattari’ s Capitalism and Schizophrenia is a spatialisation of totalisation-detotalisation-retotalisation in the
Critique, a spatialisation which in large part leads to the problems that history constitutes for the Anti-
Oedipus (1972) and A Thousand Plateaus (1980).

62 Sartre, CDR 1, 57.
183 Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism, 46-7.
1% Sartre, CDR 1, 60. To which we must add: ~ ‘on the basis of a provisional temporalisation’ .
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165 -there is one human history, with one truth and one |nteII|g|b|I|ty Ibid. 69. The critical departure
whrch Sartre s conception of negation makes from Hegel’ s is inseparable from his dialecticisation of
Heidegger’ s anti-dialectical philosophy of difference. Sartre is a notable exception to the predominant
trajectory of the philosophy of difference within 20" century French philosophy more generally.

1% |hid. 159. ‘Matter as the receptacle of passivised practices is indissolubly linked to lived praxis, which
simultaneously adapts to material conditions and inert significations, and renews their meaning [sens], re-
constituting them by transcending them, if only to transform them.”  lbid. 168. Flynn emphasises the crucial
distinction between signification [S|gn|f|cat|on] and meaning/direction [sens] in Sartre’ s work: the former
refers to a static, conceptual meaning’ , whereas the latter ~ ‘denotes the ongoing unity of a lived process
Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 104. Just as history cannot be a totality but it can, it is,
a totalisation, so too it cannot be signified but it can, it does, have sens.

%7 Sartre, CDR 1, 180.

168 Ibid. 183. On multiple occasions (90, 124, 136-37, 165, 178, etc.) in which worked matter is the implicit or
explicit subject, Sartre either implies or explicitly states that labour is the historical meaning of praxis.

1 |pid. 179. ‘Thus materialised praxis---has the effect of uniting men precisely to the extent that it
separates them by imposing on everyone a meaningful reality infinitely richer and more contradictory than
they anticipated individually.” Ibid. Totalisation and the practico-inert are indissociable.

" FElynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 120.
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RIS N 2 SCPTHI 5

" Sartre, CDR 1, 340.
2 Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism, 49.

7 \Within the field of the practico-inert, ‘matter as passive activity and counterfinality contradicts its own
idea through its movement.” Sartre, CDR, 171. Curiously, Flynn restricts ‘passive activity’ to serialised
individual action rather than situating it across the entire (human and non-human) milieu of the practico-inert.
See Thomas R. Flynn, Sartre and Marxist Existentialism: The Test Case of Collective Responsibility
(Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1984), 96, 105.

wa Sartre, CDR 1, 713. For Sartre, a practico-inert process is a systematic form of exploitation (such as racism,
capitalism or colonialism) which must be differentiated from the ‘three modalities of human action™ :
individual praxis, common, constituted praxis, and praxis-process. Ibid. 789.

5 |pid. 333.
%% 1pid. 319.
7 1bid. 556.
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8 bid. 264.

9 1bid. 266.

180 Ibid.

81 hid. 255. ‘---the collective is not simply the form of being of certain social realities, but---it is also the
being of sociality itself at the level of the practico-inert field---a collective is in itself a sort of scale model of
the practico-social field and of any passive activity carried out in it.” Ibid. 304. Flynn’ s work is exemplary
in its account of how truly expansive a category Sartre understands the practico-inert to be. It takes in ~ ‘the
social field of collective objects like the newspaper or the Gothic cathedral, ---ideas and systems like racism
and colonialism, and---institutions like the army or the state bureaucracy’ , in addition to passive unities like
language, ideology, classes, and other forms of ‘objective spirit’ = (viz. culture). See Flynn, Sartre,

Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 121-23, and Flynn, Sartre and Marxist Existentialism, 99-101. This
(below) has diverse ramifications for the meaning of ~ ‘collective action’ and the ‘collective subject’ .

82 Gartre, CDR 1, 254.
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183 See Lucien Goldmann, Marxisme et sciences humaines (Paris: Gallimard, 1970), 330-31, as well as Flynn’
s response to Goldmann in Sartre and Marxist Existentialism, 173-77.

184 Sartre, CDR 1, 80-1. This conception of need safeguards dialectical reason from being killed twice over
to make sure it is dead —the first time by claiming to have discovered it in Nature, and the second time by
suppressing it within society.” Ihid. 712.

185 |hid, 82. ‘---the matter outside it subjects the living body to an inorganic statute precisely to the extent
that it is itself transformed into a totality.” Ibid. 81.
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185 | bid. 149. Thus labour ‘has to be defined as praxis aimed at satisfying need in the context of scarcity by a
particular negation of it.” lbid. 136-37.

187 Ibid. 140, ft. 21.

188 Ibid. 125.

89 |pid. 815. Violence ‘is the constant non-humanity of human conduct as interiorised scarcity; it is, in
short, what makes people see each other as the Other and as the principle of Evil.” Ibid. 149.

¥ Chijodi, Sartre and Marxism, 88.
¥ Gartre, CDR 1, 672-73.
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%2 Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism, 93.

% ]bid. 95.

" Sartre, CDR 1, 227, 136, 227. Destiny, as Flynn describes it, is ‘a future inscribed in the practico-inert.”
Flynn, Sartre and Marxist Existentialism, 103. Destiny is ‘an irresistible movement [that] draws or impels
the ensemble towards a prefigured future which realises itself through it.” Sartre, CDR 1, 551.

195 Mészaros, The Work of Sartre: Search for Freedom and the Challenge of History, 243. Mészaros is, bar
none, the most forceful critic of Sartre’ s conception of scarcity. Again, this is not without irony. Meszaros
contlnually faults the Critique for its ‘ahistorical discourses’ ~and its lack of ‘historical specificity’ , but
he never considers the idea that Sartre provides the very means of rendering concepts such as the
ahistorical’ and expressions such as ‘historical speC|f|C|ty intelligible, which, it seems, are for Mészaros
self-sufficiently secured by Marx’ s concept of ‘mode of productlon This irony is exacerbated by the
fact that Meszaros accords to nature an impenetrable (ahistorical?) ‘lawfulness’ . According to Mészaros,
there isan ‘absolutely inescapable order of Nature’ whose ‘lawfulness:--can be dynamically adapted but
not violated’ , dictating that there is  ‘ineliminable natural substratum of human existence itself.” Ibid. 247-
49.

% Sartre, CDR 1, 197.
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197 See in particular Georg Lukacs, The Ontology of Social Being, Vol. 3, Labour [1971-3], trans. David
Fernbach (London: Merlin Press, 1978), 1-46.

198 Karl Marx, Das Kapital: Kritik der politischen Okonomie, Erster Band: Der Produktionsproze/3 des
Kapitals (hereafter Kapital 1), in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 23 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1962), 193 (Capital
1, 284).
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% Gartre, CDR 1, 82.
20 |hjd. 83.
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The third passage is an account of the temporality of exigency:
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% |bid. 235-36.
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22 1t is crucial to remind ourselves that the dialectic between praxis and the practico-inert is not simply
another name for the dialectic between action and matter, but is rather a complex dialectic between a
dialectical and anti-dialectical configuration between action and matter.

203 Ibid. 86, 184.

204 Chiodi, Sartre and Marxism, 53.

205 Sartre, CDR 1, 559. This dovetails with how ‘a group---incorporates lived temporality with the passive
temporality of the practico-inert, so as to accomplish, through actions that are multiple and the same, a
common result.”  See Joseph S. Catalano, A Commentary on Jean-Paul Sartre’s Critique of Dialectical
Reason, Volume 1, Theory of Practical Ensembles (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1986), 200.
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26 See in particular Sartre, CDR 1, 709. The present is —by far —the least theorised of the three temporal
modes in the Critique, largely because the historicist framework of synchrony/diachrony predetermines its
meaning. This leads Flynn to problematically accept that temporalisation = ‘diachronic totalisation’
(which in turn is = historical totalisation). See Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 111.

207 After Hegel, Heidegger and Marcuse, it is important to establish the difference and relation between the
movement/motility [Bewegtheit] of existence/life and the motion [Bewegung] of a tangible object in space
(see footnote 127 in this chapter and footnote 69 in Chapter 1). This difference does not feature in Marx but,
this thesis argues, it might be productively integrated into his work (especially the various drafts of Capital).
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This underdetermination of the present notwithstanding, the Critique equips
us with the means of constructing a concept of historicalisation that promises to
enrich Marx’ s philosophy of history. In order for this concept to work, it must
register the singularity of the historical (as opposed to the individual and the
social) act, as well as articulate a general set of relations within and between
totalisation, temporalisation and materiality, relations that each and every
historical act ‘incarnates’ . 2® There are a number of ways to approach
historicalisation through Sartre, but undoubtedly the most productive is through
the concept of  ‘enveloping totalisation’ and its correlative ‘praxis-process’
in Sartre’ s second Critique. Enveloping totalisation does not represent a
departure, but rather an intensive and extensive expansion —a ‘compression’
and ‘decompression’ —of totalisation in his first Critique. As Flynn puts it,
what [enveloping totalisation] adds to  ‘totalisation’ tout court from volume 1
IS a greater intensity and a broader scope. It is more comprehensive than isolated
organic praxis in both senses of the term: it is more inclusive of the mediating
relationships that render abstract organic praxis concrete and, correspondingly, it
yields greater understanding of the praxis in question---it is a unifying notion
(historicising praxis-process), not an atemporal concept, that subsumes our praxes
as parts of a dynamic whole.” ?°Commenting on Sartre’ s position that ‘every
singular totalisation is enveloping as a totalisation as well as enveloped as a
singularity” 2, Flynn goes on to state that ‘the singularity of the totalisation
comes from its unique locus as the nodal point and matrix of an indefinite
multiplicity of relationships’ , and ‘its enveloping character arises from the
linkage it constitutes (both in knowledge and in being) to the entirety of these
relations.” 22 There are two noteworthy conclusions to take away from this.
First, the primacy of individual and social (collective, group) praxis has been
SURRIANIELBY TRt AT o PIAKI RGeS nee, WhIET, NTeCICTDIR S it individug! and
%mapl&omsﬁi@iﬂaéndmmi@gm@lmasﬁﬁét dRrot&hdea drvizsone (Cambridge and London:

MIT Press, 1972), 204. The expression ‘pernicious chasm’  comes from Ernst Bloch.

29 ‘“Incarnation’  does not feature as a central category in Sartre’ s first Critique. It mainly designates
individuation within the group, particularly its ‘summit’ (e.g. the sovereign). Incarnation is, however,
crucial to the dialectical logic of his second Critique. As an  ‘internal and local temporalisation’ of ‘a
certain moment of the ongoing totalisation’ , it encompasses every level of enveloping totalisation. It is, ‘at
all levels, the retotalisation of the enveloping totalisation by every event, every praxis and every particular
exis.” Sartre, CDR 2, 77, 256. The conceptual homology between Sartre’ s ‘incarnation’ and Hegel’ s
concrete universal’ is clear.

¢

210 Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 157.

21 Gartre, CDR 2, 49.

#2Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 157. As Flynn points out, this aspect of enveloping
totalisation is for Sartre the “law of immanence’  which constitutes “the synthetic interiority of the
historical field.” Sartre, CDR 2, 384.
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BTN RA ] BRI A0, BRATHE 8 — 0K B A ST AL
A, DARGZMUE AL RO B A R, 2, ERIsI IR ERIARERA
7‘5"‘5]0 215

XENERAZER 7 HE, DR LA AL E—RH, HROFE
CPHSEHUEREE” IXRERIARIY, WNRAFETE, BT AT TIXERLE R R?
Rt 2T T PGt — M2 R AR A 55— AL A PR AIE: P SRR AR Al 7
FER?” 20 “IRAEBNERSENE” BAIXERBREE, X MEERATUE,
M2 L BRI “FT B iRi R N —— AT R ——i
PrsE SR S, MR, AR SRR R A CEN RIS, AR
2 ER] DR PTE D AR S BIRERUE AL, DURFTE AR 2R
LRI RIE, 2RTM, IXREMAEAN R A R —— e AT RER — N T
N NI 2 5L ECHY [A] FE A SR AE AT [RTE XS TR R, S A AR 7 S s
ML X AN E R, BATN AN b7 R SR, E 57 58 S AL AT
B, BN ARG IIRIEAE” , EERIR, BT BASRAT CERERY
BVE” , KT -HEHmiE SR T, el ENANEELE,

213 Ibid. 335. Recall that Sartre identifies ‘three modalities of human action’ in the first volume of the
Critique: individual praxis, common (constituted) praxis, and praxis-process.

214 1bid.
25Gartre, CDR 1, 817.
28 pid. 79.
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IMBEHRLEMAME” FAZTEEM “BEIUL" BEEAEBAIEISE, X2
JEN_EfE4RY, M, EFERE BN KRBT REN:, XEE R AR BRI RE
M2 D AR BCERIATS 3 B sl Fn 4,  BIMEAE e 1 im S AES H R
HIZhREH B ant, 28 MR AN e, JEid R — A (R RY) S AL, JEid
SLEGITFE SR AIBBNH 758 R RAIXBI TR ER CHLA ) Z IR K AHT A e
TS R RS 28 — LI DR R G — T BT ERE 5 TR 2 Lk
RO EIRE” 20, SE e “GREINEL” #E 7T —FR =,
SR, TR MR IR R, M D PERAE SR (X MEZREEE TR
EHIRER M EA R G Z FIRR R, BICE 2B 85 2 )
BUAMLZ AR R) Al RESHISSERPMAERY B0 Z RRBNAS-HFIE-<
Z DRSS BRI (38 8). X5 Mészarosfiii
Y iR SRSV EIE R A AT 2 pllE” MWE . 0 EAMészarosBkt 1
CHEFIDBT FEAE-ARRIL 247, DR~ AR = M s iy “An]
MR BhZ, VRIS SE MR SR R, R IR b7 s 2 o
£ PRI PERONEIES) T b, T S R B I XA a s A W
H ERIA ML, PR BREE Y T SOE S F AR R P PR SRR R RS IR 2
WELIRXERY, IEIARFERS| S &SRR, IR SRR A a] ik o R 3]
SlE I ROEL, i,  “PIRER” BOvPSER AR o BIEERAT]
8 ORISR NIz FRAR Y NERFER), IXAEES g
NERFTZ IRRiz3 DAR P SR BRI g BRS™ 25k, BT8R
e QP AATE X A7 A AR SR T g D S ) 2 A 22 S Y ) 7t

27Flynn, Sartre, Foucault, and Historical Reason, Vol. I, 157, 177.

281pid. 177.

219 Sartre, CDR 1, 818.

220 Mészaros, The Work of Sartre: Search for Freedom and the Challenge of History, 242.
221 lbid. 243.

?22Sartre, CDR 1, 818.

2 gartre, CDR 2, 335.  ‘The concrete and absolute reality of History can be only in the singularity of the
practical relations uniting singular men to the singular objectives they pursue, in the singularity of the
conjuncture.”  Ibid.
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R g SR RIS 2RO — DB, BN, XA R
DASCEL(CARAERART “RIBHY, ZSRINRT )o SRM, EERIX MR HIME—TT 52
FRERARE P S22 T A 3 SE A A AR — R BE AR B —, XS SR e AN
il HRF SRPERTIE 0 R B2 e HIRLRE — 8, P had i, i SRR
SRR FERIE SR AL, IR AP M 2 IR 56 R —— T /R SR B ARG
R——REEFE A — PR Py 8, IXIEFRATIE 2] 7 IXAE— e, BIEEER
SRR A BMAE R REAREE. BEEMEZATLE
H, FHAREE NI RARIBESIEAE 7 — MR, MDY, fELED e EfL
FEAMIE EX "B 15T, WAl R SR N RIGUR G BT, ER TSR
FAE X EAR D RIE R VLRER TS REMEE, XARIEE B
MEEFHRSON — R 2 AR, — R 2R anE” /Y "SRR TR 2,
T2 SE A AR P o B R A A “FRATRY s ™ (BRI SRR, 1X02
AV SCHARFER o BRI A — D RARAI M, B R, AT S TR
o EIERANPIEPIFAGFE, BP0 LA BENIR 2R A SR
FE—ANESE, RIE20SS Nk iE—r s Bz,

24 The existential notion of ‘historialisation’ in Sartre’ s War Diaries (1939-40) and his Notebooks for an
Ethics (1947-48) is the philosophical precursor of the singularity of the historical event in his second
Critique. This is the sense in which the lives of, to use Sartrean examples, Flaubert and Stalin incarnate their
respective ‘epochs’ .

225 Mészaros, The Work of Sartre: Search for Freedom and the Challenge of History, 242. According to Mésza
ros, this is both the definitive problem of history and an “insurmountable problem™ for Sartre.

25 bid. 241.
27 Sartre, CDR 1, 36. It is the unconditional absence —not the presence —of a totaliser within historical
totalisation which consigns the dialectic to metaphysics.
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FIHATON L, XFEIEEER @ LB EWER, -0 7 —DNEmn
SEER) 32 SCHY D7 SE o0 B vl RIS R UL, XA sEWE % R A,
FBEARLB N B — DTN —— BT ORI 2 A 7 —— R TRl E, 3
& “UIREARZA, SRMJLTERT—HE, OOy 74ER KR L, il
RIEER, BRHISEINX —FARE” o PR, AEBER T S MR
WX —AT B AE R E —— S R BLA TR A F B ANE R E——F N
[Fl— P AT AR DA AL, R, EINNIX T RIEAR RN S5 2 IE S
HERZRIRARER, —FAERIE B BICRIASRITE SRUBHIETR. 55— FFTiEH
A2, A Ehod R EASHIOR I, 55 sl AN TR 2R MER) 32 SUI SE ML AT R P e g,
Kitt, FHAIMTEEMMAR, RHIXMMR, SRR REER B ES
B BEONBAHRA T AT, ERARER WAL BN S — B g AR 1] 14
f iR Ba i Bhhtl, TRHERS/RAVILAETR AL 7 — R T W an Al E DA IZAE AR TR AL AR,
(HARREEN. TR EIENATHRVETR, TR IR e AE 5 A 5 [ AR R T
RIHNMASEER S “SCEIEME” ZRIFPITOCR, BRSO R ZEE THRLRY
b, MR T BAME S REE Gt — 100, BERICEE — A DRI SRR R I 52
KL “AEBMERVEAME” BEATZEED], X —RIESGR/REZER “1%
A TR AEFEHEE), Bk, MEERERE, s n] AEE R T MARY
AL R RS2 SRR TR, B0 SE B S AR TR e ——
ARTRER — N E . AEFIAEIZAE— SRR 4 R A RRIE IR A
e

tKarl Marx, Das Elend der Philosophie [Misére de la Philosophie] [1847], in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band
4 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1977), 85 (for an English edition of this passage: Karl Marx, The Poverty of
Philosophy (New York: International Publishers, 1963), 53-4).

2Marx and Engels, Gl, 48.
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£ 5 5e B9t E 50 AR THEN BUR T A THUA 2 5, a2k, M
(BHRATF AR AP )DITIG,  IXRH AR TEEE 75 T MEY) 3= SO S LY e
P SRR H (R 2 e A R 7y T e 5 AT 8 5 i ¢t B JE 2 S v R e
PIsE” 2NIR 57 BRI TR TR MEY) 3 SO A ORI D AR TERE, AR 20X A
HAE A E X EEST BATIXEumGRIBE, RIFRATX 557 s A1 7R 2 e
N RPN P SE AL R P g2 AR B R P N IR 55 3hE g, T R — B RARIE A = e
IERIE, XTREERERHT ZEU, A2, BEE S BN BUaLhr ARIHUA,
5 BTEWE AR T 2 WX Mt A2 NI “— 573" BITEREAT,
MITATRER YL, IXANEE P SERYTEEIC SR 1 P SE A S AR PRI I TR Y A AT 5
M BATAROUX LE M, KNS5 B e MR R e, “— MR
2K575)” (menschlicheZ7 8l I A I RN BUAL T #RIILA, FLE, —
M5 s TIX—HEAIR AT, RETE (18447 Fh) M (EEEEIREA)
W, X O RITE RIS RERR A A TARAERI AR, IXR R, ARFEIN
N, SRENBURLETTARMAGIANT — MR, RS, —REy57
B RERUE, IR IR D S R RO (B A T HY) B X — R Y 5%
fFo fiME <, RXMESHE S AR “WRAELTE” i, XMEE
R AME SRR, WRARENHOER, REMRTEME “—k57
37 WIS, HFAREWRERAR “ALT T EASROERE, TAE
ERI T AR PR ¢, (HEHLERE RIS IX —d 1,
WAREMES L E R E R, IR T B R SN TR R D &

REFIHIX—RAATRER TSI, HEARENH A RZIXE—HTE, Al
(FARICVREZIUE, MR8 —REHETNHFRMA. “—Kma)” 2
PA T PR SR RN R, XSS R B T “METE
FREVSEAR” R 573, MR I s, Kit, H57Eks “—U)
HPERISEN” I

3 Marx, Capital 1, 981. When capital is comprehended as a necessary feature of labour as such, ‘it is
consequently something permanent, determined by the nature of human labour itself.”  Ibid. This is, in short,
the defining error of classical political economy, an error in which ‘capital comes to be thought of as a
thing...[that] plays--a role appropriate to it as a thing in the process of production.” lbid. 982.
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(Stoffwechse) HE 5 1F, B AEFAERKER. BHARRZMA, KN
B FRXAFER RPN, siE EbIthin, e A AR —
PSS e [Pa =1k

XHEMBEEE “BATs)7 fvekE, AENRHEE, (GARIR) 3
T “ESER—RTET — "ARSEhAS”T ——rEME, R ——XE
REEN)— K ——EN— DO, e ME AR T SRR S B BAR DT
PRSI PR, BRADiEU, (- RE)” VERERYIE— B SR R T B
HE “—&578)" BERR—R5738), EMEMR578), EEAT XWEE,

TR FARIENBMARTTAIMILSER, EfE N BT Eh (B, e
ZAEE) R SRBRIY, IXR AT 2 MR T B AL T e R AT BRI SR A E . PRI
WUk, BT sh(BE)MMRTT 5)(—) ZAIBIHFIES, —ResA I SRR OB
IEE, BAREZMMN, BER "0 TR DHEE, BERERA, £
(AR )MHAMHTT, AT 7 —2Bg (0 _Ex2), BUE D SERIRIETS
R T “HE)” o RXRIESONN, BRIZFIBEEZAFR AR, KE]
BAFIN (TEARIL) PHERR:EAR BN TRENE SR, (RANERITR T g2
9, XABIERE S rd BBURAGT A A R R AR S, B “BR5TEh” . YfE
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*1bid. 152.
SMarx, Kapital 1, 198 (Capital 1, 290).
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HURERE, SHSC b, WRITFIM AR50 AR [RIBFIEIR AT DA B e
BRI R ARV TTHR, X —TEEIE R E 2K, N 7 I~ —
HINE, BATZF AN SR 575, RRVIERMR 5752 — K&
AT IS, B2 e AR B MEY) T P SE R b A& (HA 2
ME—251F), "HlItt, IX—FREAYE D, DAE AT —FE RIS I
N —EIXENERI R A SO ERE, A — ORI TR SRR S
ERER AR, i, BARNEEARERRERHUERI, BIXHFAERE
MRTTANEAEMIE L EER “FE” Pz hb, s RN R RIE IS 77
ENHSSHR RAE R MR B " IR Z A, 1a1EMH R, RT3
FAT S AR R e AT P s S Rl 2 N, IER R e 14 5 1
SRR ], e —— R AR AR R IE 2 5 fe5e SR XA
R——R PN R A R P sE AR IR 2 il Rlitk, STFZATE “RIuh
UETR” SRR R, B8R T O R R AU — M SR &R, T
Hg— M LrI R R, l%,ﬁ%ﬁ@fﬁﬁiﬂiﬁh%%ﬂf?
METE IR G B, SSLINX — AR — DG AE R D8 “a
2SRRI, RXWRAES “HARIER, 8L TR
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® The question Is also: if abstract labour is the condition of thinking labour in general, is it the condition of
thinking Sartre’ s ‘praxis’ ? Heidegger’ s ‘Dasein’ ? The historical condition that makes, we might go
so far as to say, the existential-phenomenological subject possible?

"Chapter 4 concentrates exclusively on the materialist concept of history, but it raises the question of whether
capital is the condition of thinking the modern, post-Enlightenment conception of history more generally.

8 ‘Systematic Dialectics’ does not grasp capital as the condition of thinking history, and hence does not
think the systematic properly. Statements such as the following (which is representative of Systematic
Dialectics) are thus misguided: ‘the exchanges outlined in the first chapter of Capital are not historical but
logical.” Stavros Tombazos, Time in Marx: The Categories of Time in Marx’s Capital (Chicago: Haymarket
Books, 2014), 62. This standpomt is common, and extends beyond Systematic Dialectics. In his Kantian
rereadmg of commodity exchange as the a priori synthetic matrix of the social, Sohn-Rethel states that ‘the
exchange abstraction excludes everything that makes up history, human and even natural history’ , and that
through the exchange relation ‘time becomes unhistorical time.” Sohn-Rethel, Intellectual and Manual
Labour: a Critique of Epistemology, 48-9, 56.
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RSN NZ—FIRARNE R FER), JAM, ﬁ#%%%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%‘é
/—T/L}—EEE/J B, BN EWNNS, WMRFNIERE A T AETE,

ERTRNCGEH LT REE “53h” . “FE” M “HHh” E’J?Fﬁ
IEﬂﬁﬁ::Z(fEXIX*A)\:%EHLHErLﬁTE/Jzkﬁileﬁﬁflﬁ), “EEDTERYT R A T
RN S BRAIETENE, m “DIRiy” 2 —ARIKISTEE, Kik, RE
AREE— SR RIS IR ——aE 7RI R TR A E 5k
SRR, (HEHRAE XL RRTHRZELE N, Hk, BRHA, BAFEX
AR ROBIE S R IEERE T kS R B Py sE 45k, [Rlk, AREE
IR AR RSy fUnTaetE, MR, X
—AREE, RN I [A RS A D 5 N A 3 X 2 fe k2 fn 7 e i
IEﬂEI’JT“"‘IE BATF B HHSwE, ERRNEA st A r] REEE
=3,

s This point registers the essential limit of Carol C. Gould’ s Marx’s Social Ontology: Individuality and
Community in Marxs Theory of Social Reality (Cambridge and London: MIT Press, 1978). Drawing on the
passages on the ‘social individual’ in the Grundrisse, Gould attempts to create a transhistorically valid
social ontology as the basis from which to think the historical development of social individuality. There is
something sociological in the bad sense about a methodology such as this: Gould” s manoeuvre effectively
de-historicises the social in order to historicise the historical. Marx s conception of a  ‘social individual’

is intelligible because of capitalism (as is the category of ‘society’ ).
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10 Marx, Kapital 1, 88 (Capital 1, 166-67). The ‘products of labour’ which men and women bring into
relation with each other should also, crucially, be understood as these very same men and women.

1 Marx, Capital 1, 142. Emphasis added.
12See Tony Smith, ‘Hegel, Marx and the Comprehension of Capitalism’ , in Marx’s Capital and Hegel’s
Logic: A Reexamination, ed. Fred Moseley and Tony Smith (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2014), 29.

B Christopher J. Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2004), 96.
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4 ‘Variable capital’ has a variable meaning throughout the various drafts of Capital, but in the context of
the exchange relation it designates the wage-form (this is its predominant meaning in ‘Results of the
Immediate Production-Process’ , written before the publication of Capital in 1867). However, it also
designates the act of labour itself, insofar as this act is only actual as  ‘one of the modes of existence’ of
capital. Ibid. 988.

15 Ibid. 271. In this sense, the worker’ s mode of freedom and his mode of subjection are the same thing.
16 Marx, Kapital 1, 181 (Capital 1, 270).

"Marx, Capital 1, 274.

8Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 61.

¥Marx, Kapital 1, 198 (Capital 1, 290). This passage is nearly identical to passages in Marx, Capital 1, 133,
and Marx, Contribution, 36.

103



BOEERA “AaBia” M —S R0 2 X ER, BOyHEXEEH
R H O RS WEEN EITR), NTREY -YRiaRE, TA
KWL T T AR MBI, By "4, XK, @& 7, B
N, #2770, AEXYERERG, XA AR ERIRE R, RO
anEA AR BRI R, 16 w/R- IR R e - A BRI “573h 0
D EREE ESR/ARNKR, W2, MIARNMEEZ, it
EEAtAT e TAE R 2152, 7 = “EmBuasiah” rsEsl——x R
PIAS BRI, X SNSRI ZRIRE ) —— R S8 7 —# “BlE)”
ERIK T A ZIMIHR RN R, 2

s, P Ta] AR — DRG], RI57300 HA MWHR f LRI A
A REE e, BEMEMRES 8, e maEMMEMERNE, GRHEME
Rl —rE, ERMMERBA BB R SN RIRER, EIXFE
OUR, Ry “—EBER TSR, IR YRR T AR
DFER, Bk, SHMEMRESAR, a4 @& e o7 shi i, Fk
R F S A TR SN R ——Tit R At = IR EEY ¥ E——
EHMMERRERS T “DIENTEER R, X R 2 AR R AR
ARIRER R, 1ERXTTH, Faid—Rh “REkRIREL , ROVERIATEE
HIPE-ERR R EICHIMERIOUE ., 2280, IXAMRE IR e 255 5
HIEAOME Lo B, R ARRIFET R E R R B E FHAMERY
POE, R RBATREREMLATIE, BoARESE—DREER AT,
MEROMERIWLRRE, 55807152 A — R S i F O ER S e (E I —
TR, PR

2 Ppaolo Virno, A Grammar of the Multitude, trans. Isabella Bertoletti, James Cascaito, and Andrea Casson
(Los Angeles and New York: Semiotext(e), 2004), 82-3.

2 Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, Commonwealth (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2009), 151.

2|bid. 315.
ZMarx, Kapital 1, 185 (Capital 1, 274).

% Marx, Capital 1, 275. By this Marx primarily means the strength and organisation of the working-class.
Class struggle features in the analysis of the production-process the next chapter.

25 |bid.

ssLike value, ‘exchange-value’ is a purely relational category. It is nothing but the form of appearance, the
manifestation, of value as a purely social objectivity, which is to say that ‘not an atom of matter enters
into” it. lbid. 138. Insofar as exchange-value expresses the quantitative ratio in which one commodity is
exchanged for another, money is its necessary and exclusive representative. The question here is whether
Iabosjrl-power is the sole provider of every use- and exchange-value. See Marx, Capital 1, 131, and footnote
28, below.
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HIBFIER RN, “S5alfE N8l 709 X i, AEEMRh “GRry” 7530
fTHZR” >, IR AEH, JAE NN e i M A REFR AR5 5 1,
MR F B —— SR B ERX — R ERZE NS —— A2 — @i LA R
elE, e TR AT AT ER &, RO BRI ARk
* T HASCRBEA T XK anik, NS - BT (Peter Osborne) fft IR AR
B, CRXAODE R CMWRA L TR EARRICH e R R A
AP RA BRI, 7 N TN RN R, R
HI( “BARRY” AP SERI( "SRR )57 i IR BFIE TR —— 2 I,
R A T A 257 s R e 4 7 R I 25 aiE Rz
[AIFBFIER —— R RRTR R, “BAR573h” 1EPi s BB AT X E
M, ®fEmaEz, “F#H7 . ST ' e a2

7 Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 144. For Marx, therefore, ‘---the commodity does not
contain two different sorts of labour; the same labour, however, is determined as different and as opposed to
itself.” Quoted in ibid.

28 The ambiguity within Marx’ s account of use-value is far more pervasive than that within his account of
labour-power. In the Grundrisse, the 1861-63 Manuscripts, and the Marginal Notes on Wagner, use-value is
characterised as a decidedly economic and historical category, whereas a number of passages in the first
volume of Capital and the Contribution would seem to suggest that it is a category ~‘outside the sphere of
investigation of political economy.” Marx, Contribution, 28. Marx should be critiqued on this front. Use-
value, this thesis maintains, is only intelligible as an economic and historical category specific to capitalism.
Use-value, which Marx too often conflates with ‘utility’ [Nutzen], is internal to value, even as it is
produced as exterior to it. That is, use-value stands opposed to exchange-value, but only within the value-
form. This will be further developed in our analysis of the dialectic of concrete and abstract labour-time.

#Marx, Capital 1, 137. Emphasis added. B
% Karl Marx, Randglossen zu Adolph Wagner’s Lehrbuch der politischen Okonomie [1879-80], in Marx and
Engels, MEW, Band 19 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1987), 370.

a1 Marx, Capital 1, 1007.

:20sborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 19.

33 Werner Bonefeld is mistaken in his position that figuring concrete labour ‘as a specifically capitalist form
of labour’ amountstoan ‘absurd notion.” Werner Bonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on
its time” , Capital & Class 34:2 (2010), 270. Categorically, in its meaning as the dialectical other of abstract
labour, ‘concrete labour’ is a specifically capitalist form of labour.
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HIRI R 55 SIRREZEN AT TIB MR IR & T, T4 2K AM, X
5@ s &, Blpsuxiefis Dl “BRF5E)” 0 BRS5E)
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NAIZR R, BN, #2575 shia% MR 57 s ], 2R ER ERMESS
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% \Wolfgang Fritz Haug, ‘Commodity aesthetics revisited: Exchange relations as the source of antagonistic
aesthetization’ , Radical Philosophy 135 (January/February 2006), 19. Labour-power is a problem for Haug,
insofar as its use-value promise —the ‘aspects offered by the commodity’ —cannot be reduced to ‘the
Archimedean ellipse of commodity aesthetics.”  Ibid. 19-20.

% Letter to Engels on 24 August 1867, Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 31 (Berlin; Dietz Verlag, 1965), 326.
According to Marx, the other best point of the first volume of Capital is his “treatment of surplus-value
independently of its particular forms as profit, interest, ground-rent, etc.” Ibid.

% Ibid.
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2, TP R IshNE, £ “TARNEE - ASrI57 s E”
RN b, ®PHELE, FRAFSAWRHEER, SN “57aINE" NIz
MR TN, B=, XM2HATHRERGHNEIE, MR 8I0E BI85
SRR 2 BT sl A B A eIk LY, EneE RO ER O MERI N TE —
FE, AP ERMER ST SR A ER 57 S NTE, BIMEEE A~ /iE N
EHIBFER L, 1T BT SR BE RN AZE, BRI AT SR
B, ARBELIDET D) >, MRFHNNAE, SRR EARHERR
T BRT 5, RN EEtS0E T 5,

KTHRF NN WIREIE T AR T, B5E, BARXMHtSEK
H57 AR T 3R A EIR BAR ST shE 350k, (BB H A RIX L5 3h 1 FFS2E
Fift., 1E4NWerner Bonefeld £t xf Massimo De AngelisHfH ] HH AT AR A AREE,
W55 “NRART S, T ErRERZ A, B, B8, Z2TLEX
FITCHN, 0 5a B 1T - B 3% (Chris Arthur) 7€ /1 28 fth X W4 B - 46 55 98 2 (Harry
Braverman) (3535283 4<) (Labour and Monopoly Capital) A9 #t H i t11E
H 7[RI AERT X

57 Osborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’” , 19.
% Marx, Capital 1, 352-53.
ssBonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 266.

w0 Ibid. 260. Nor is  ‘concrete labour’ abstract labour, despite the fact that the former is internal to the latter,
and only actual because of the latter.
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Sod BMR 57 S R A FRYE E R YL 2 (RN “ASRTEANT BTS2 B #E
E N —REE R SR AIIEI5), MIXANE S BT, AT ARy AT TR 57 31 ) F
FIMERRER P EA BRI, AR R HARER 7 HIE, IX e — R R
R vl MRS, T ONHER (R — B0 EEX —BESA3iE TR, HEEZ)E,
BonefeldfE4 1R 57 3) ih AL B AR EMIHUAL EFE Y IRt 2 A BRI
HEEN “BALHARREN L M ER AN, “5—Jim, 5
BRI, BvaZER-Bpis R 2 - S P s R A, AREE U2 IR
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“ Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 44.

“2Marx, Capital 1, 134. See also Marx, Contribution, 30-1.

“3|saak Illich Rubin, Essays on Marx’s Theory of Value [1923, 3“edition 1928], trans. Milo[X] Samard[Xija
and Fredy Perlman (Detroit: Black and Red, 1972), 135.

“Bonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 258.

s Axel Kicillof and Guido Starosta, ‘On Materiality and Social Form: a Political Critique of Rubin’ s
Value-Form Theory’ , Historical Materialism 15:3 (2007), 34. Kicillof and Starosta expand on this by
stating that  ‘when performed privately and independently, and once congealed in the natural materiality of
the product of labour, that purely material form acquires the form of the value of the commodity, i.e. a purely
social form that embodies “not an atom of matter” .” Ibid. 34-5. The problems with this reading are too
many to detail here, but Kicillof and Starosta are unique insofar as they effectively state that abstract labour is
not just a transhistorical generalisation of concrete labour which is transformed
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(Alfred Schmidt)JEBEFATTHVAREE, TESWBREE/EA, "SR RMEIA
RAVAEFREEA AT =, TR T3HA T X — D (HZAEME—AY) 77,
R NKE IR J?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ’] AR EANE” 2, X AMEIBIIE,

into a purely social form of labour specific to capitalism, but both of these forms of labour at the same time.

“ Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 145. This passage reflects the fact that, for Postone, the ‘
ontologlcal and the ‘transhistorical’ are synonymous. In other words, he systematlcally dissociates
ontology and history, and thus refuses the possibility of a historical ontology.

“1bid. 170. For Postone, the physiological definition of abstract labour is accordingly central to Marx’ s
immanent critique, because itisa ‘part of an analysis of capitalism in its own terms, that is, as the forms
present themselves.”  Ibid.

“ Daniel Bensaid, Marx for Our Times: Adventures and Misadventures of a Critique [1995], trans. Gregory
Elliott (London: Verso, 2002), 118.

“To put this another way: from the standpoint of capital, the use-value of labour-power, a usefulness which ‘
is conditioned by the properties of the bodies of commodities” , is purely social brains, muscles, nerves,
hands, etc. Marx, Kapital 1, 50 (Capital 1, 126). | owe this reference and translation to C.E. McMenamin.

%*Marx, Capital 1, 677, 680.

5t Alfred Schmidt, The Concept of Nature in Marx [1962], trans. Ben Fowkes (London and Brooklyn: Verso,
2014), 84.

2 Marx, Capital 1, 128.
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s3 Karl Marx, quoted in Massimiliano Tomba, ‘Historical Temporalities of Capital: An Anti-Historicist
Perspective’ , Historical Materialism 17 (2009), 48.

54Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, 108.

5 “---what | mean by the term is an a priori that is---a condition of reality for statements---an a priori not of
truths that might never be said, or really given to experience; but the a priori of a history that is given, since it
is that of things actually said.” Michel Foucault, The Archaeology of Knowledge and the Discourse on
Language [1969], trans. A.M. Sheridan Smith (New York: Pantheon Books, 1972), 127. This a priori is the
successor to the  ‘positive unconscious of knowledge’ in The Order of Things: a distinctly historical
unconscious underlying scientific discourses. See Michel Foucault, The Order of Things: an Archaeology of
the Human Sciences [1966] (New York and London: Routledge Classics, 2002), xi-xii.

% Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 151. As Althusser says of Sartre, so too can we say of
Postone: he is ‘the phllosopher of mediations par excellence.” See Louis Althusser ‘Marxism is not a
Hlstor|C|sm , in Althusser and Balibar, Reading Capital, 136. Consider Postone’ s culmlnatlng definition
of value: ‘Value is, then, a category of mediation: it is at once a historically determinate, self-distributing
form of wealth and an objectlfled self-mediating form of social relations.” Postone, Time, Labor and Social
Domination, 154.

%’ Guy Debord, Society of the Spectacle [1967], trans. Ken Knabb (London: Rebel Press, 1992), 87. | owe this
reference to Bonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 262.
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ss Tombazos, Time in Mar, 4.

so Postone’ s historical sketch of ‘abstract time’ comes dangerously close to conflating abstract labour-
time with clock-time. See Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 200-16.

* Heidegger, BT, 466. Recall that World time’ and ‘ordinary time’ are not necessarily inauthentic,
that, for Heldegger ‘originary temporality’ is not the sole domain of ~‘authentic temporality’

st As Tomba says: ‘The clock measures the labour-time concretely performed in production, while the time

of abstract labour objectivised in the same commodity as socially-necessary labour —thus, as exchange-value —
has a social measure, given by money. The first temporality is measured by the capitalist or by his overseers
with the stopwatch in his right hand and the Principles of Scientific Management in the left; the second

temporality is, instead, regulated on the global markets.” Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, 103.

82 Marx, Contribution, 49.

% The essential function of money-capital is to overcome its own limit, the contradiction between its own
quality (the ‘quintessence of all use-values’ (Marx, Grundrisse, 270), viz. infinite general wealth) and the
necessity of its quantification (it is only ever a definite amount of money). This dialectic of infinitude and
finitude is the historical-ontological basis of (modern) clock-time.

 Marx, Contribution, 30. Or:  ‘the abstractly general counts not as a property of the concrete, sensibly real,
but on the contrary the sensibly concrete counts as the mere form of appearance or definite form of realisation
of the abstractly general.” Karl Marx, quoted in Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 46.
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s As Tombazos puts it, ‘abstract labour introduces a division within itself that is usually called the
“division of labour” > Tombazos, Time in Marx, 29.

% See ibid. 26-7, 36, 53. See also Marx, Capital 3, 288.

% Tombazos, Time in Marx, 26-7.

%8 Marx, Capital 3, 288.

% Marx, Das Elend der Philosophie [Misére de la Philosophie], 85 (The Poverty of Philosophy, 53-4).
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700sborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 18.

7nMarx, Grundrisse, 361.

721bid. 171.

sBonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 267.

Tombazos, Time in Marx, 18. ,
™ More often than not, a condition of this interiority is a certain exteriority —indifference —towards Marx™ s
philosophy of history.
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[EfSEEHIR, TR o e DA XA B R 8D 1 77 ZORE L BLA
i85 AR RIZ, RS SR — Bt 202 "B
IR (D2 S, FFEUTaIRIEET” , RIENEE K28 )M
R (“gi—, ELL R, 27 ET ) BtNEE TR )z
FIFARER, — "zl FEFTaIRERMNIER” o 7 )R H,
fibdeg i, “RIDA BIBAESER), EERY. AREERIERAL, TIX AR R B
AR F2 SOEAGZ 57 AL 7 2R (BAR I TR A BE < T R A 1EE AL =75 B TR (R
IS 1R A AR E - TR AN TR RIS, Xt “IN RIS aaal” 7, B
WORF PR R |, B WIERI DI SR4ERE e a] DA AR AT
EFE AR AN SN R AURRERR” ©, EME 2, WAZ X AEHH “Ps
IFIR” pEA2 “ERIR” o o0t B rd SRAX AR SR fE 2 AR, (EE TR
TIRRFE—DEL, B “57307 WHRMBRR ST 3NN by E sk, 268
IR R (S ASEIX) B 58 T K55 B0 7 RIS o L ZE X R 55
ENEN “HHRITE” FHIAR SRR R, B2 R R R ——
B “BARKII A" —— ALY T 5t SR B OXERE 1 (2 0 B3
WORPEL, WMRWNECERE “MRNSE™ o )RR IE/REMAFE
JEREERIREE, "B ¢ R EARRAAR, T P2 T "AARKET , B
FOHE A ] — P TR A 32 SCHY P SR ]

*Postone, Time, Labor, and Social Domination, 202.
 lbid. Once again, Postone’ s concept of abstract time conflates abstract labour-time with clock-time. The
progress made by his dialectic of concrete and abstract time is immediately undone by his de-dialectisation of
abstract labour-time, such that this time is not understood as a dialectical relation between two different
manifestations of clock-time, but as clock-time itself.

" lbid. 292-93.

"Ibid. 293.

¥ bid. 295.

a1 ‘Historical time in capitalism---can be considered as a form of concrete time that is socially constituted
and expresses an ongoing qualitative transformation of work and production, of social life more generally,
and of forms of consciousness, values, and needs. Unlike the “flow™ of abstract time, this movement of
time is not equable, but changes and can even accelerate.” 1bid. 294.

82See, for instance, ibid. 191. Hence abstract labour qua  ‘abstract time’  de-temporalises history.

8 See Werner Bonefeld, ‘On Postone’ s Courageous but Unsuccessful Attempt to Banish the Class
Antagonism from the Critique of Political Economy’ , Historical Materialism 12:3 (2004), 104.
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ANEMR ST BARTTNNIAFIE S, THRBATT B A G173 JEM 5 Z,
SRR N RIRRRERR" AN, WARERERE N NERIMETE
o RXBILER, B ATt RS76) HRIHSRRTAES BUATE
HF 1R 3N AN BAR 57 S R A B REUE R —— P SRR —— K &R
PRI, B A P SEHITESRIXR R,

GRRBATUR AR 3 “IN " ZEIRERBZIK, IR B
TRBEERAT, BARTT BN Rl A £ B 5 M3 55 3 [RIBAFIE SR R DA REME
. H—RUZIIM 5 WHY: A BARGT AR PE: “BRT58)” Kz i 2
RHRIY RT3, BHIN—MERERN, e ERehORZ2 2 ER,
BATTEARE D AR T7 3= AE M E OX A F T B A ST s A RESLHNE AR
Fioh)o PMEREF BRI ENNIME—TTE, Fit, ESREER, A6
RS SR S S 5 s A R MR K, 28, IXFFAE
BT HIAREMEA I RILA S — R 2OR=E 5, AT AN, AFE
— N EARTG BE—DSERIRT A RN R A, BARST sl AR —
ANRBEREUE,  AnarbiiE FL R A 2846 B0t (X — L RlPR R 22 ORI 55 3
IINTRRAFIE— DRI “AE “[FBINTR” PR ZERIN - $OEE HIHR R
FERIINTRIE A" )5 HER &R F £ R (D AN EERM) 2D
1K), [FIRCRAFER D LEA (B S5 AR5 5 RATIRIER SR, Hf)
U, SRR RS 5 ie X RIE RN [ A E, B rTRE NN E
R NMEFEREESR A, HEE S MR s GRI R A R (H
RPN, B8 T AR S ERRPIR MR ZZ 2 ANR), P8I, AT si e
FHX — RN FX D EEAZ BAR ) —Ff R

®This puts Postone squarely in line with Sohn-Rethel: see footnote 8 in this chapter.

8 Postone maintains that Sartre’ s Critique ‘presuppose[s] the concepts of “moment” and “totality”
ontologically.” Postone, Time, Labor and Social Domination, 152, ft. 86. He goes on to argue that, as
against Sartre and Althusser alike, his work ‘treats the relation of moment and totality as historically
constituted, a function of the peculiar properties of the social forms analysed by Marx with his categories of
value, abstract labor, commodity, and capital. ° lbid. Assuming that ‘ontologically’ ~means °
ahistorically’ here, we can state that Postone’ s concepts of ‘abstract time’ and ‘concrete time’ , as
well as the relation he establishes between them, can be subjected to the same critique.

%Bonefeld, ‘Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 267-68. Most analyses of concrete labour-
time are in this sense Kantian: they accord to the schematism of the categories, in particular the schemas of
magnitude and substance. See Kant, CPR, A143-44/B182-84, 274-75.
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SRR IBMC(EE T EFRBEIFERIR RL), fEERIRIR T, WFE
EAMMER, BOVEED “IRE” WNRE)FER T, ©

X BRI AT UM A RIS [R] A (10 FE SRR ) SL R R R SRR R 0 L. HIR 57 3))
MEAGTEIARER, F5%. M, A MR 5 RBMNER, SMUEA
NETN T HME R, T EH RO EIXFEHORE N SRR T SRR, MY
T SCHI P WA SR IX IR B iiE . IX — IR 57 s IR s e 5142 T
—RIONER), AXFRE PSSR R 3

FHEN IR BN AR SRR KE, EOVIXMH &5
TEIR(C-M-C)RIRIURTT N, 22— fhiml s —Mm s R B, X IR,
B AR ZE X — R — R R B, IR e iR B TATTRI AR
B, RIMERIET B ——NERMR——2 DAY, NZEAZMERZEH D
ANBEES@EN, MEFNERIE T MANTFESZELREMSEL B OHNE
BOX MBI R TRAMTE), ERXDEX L, 5730 0X0 “Refkrs” A%
SREE LGOI 1 57 s B BEAURER TGS M —ig1E, miHR
B, C-M-CHEEAITRZE 1Y & Z [F) M — S FRo W S — 7 B B B R

&7 Osborne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 20.

8% Marx, Capital 1, 209.
®Tombazos, Time in Marx, 61.
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A T EZ BRI EERH R EEE,

ST, BIMEE T B R IRWLSORE,  IXARIO [ SN TR AR Ao S 2%
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TEMNEENRAEFRZ, HOuMeE rmEE—R el E T
XA AN, RPN T, A5 TRk H AR A4S
vkl BT TUWEARIGFE, AETRIRE NN R, (EARMA BA
MM, EIEMRA L mMR 57 ahRE T (TEH7 A SR [ HY
EEL,E*%%%@Q%HT?*E¢@%)¢W§fﬁmﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ%
ZHT, BAVBAUEUIHIZA “TL” RHE, X2 —fFE# 7 SEE,
QUEREESL b

2T FIN A R RIRSTFE T RS, REEE RS A B
Ko HERARBPEELZTHNDNTTF, MM, TRMARR
BRAERYS7E, RIAAER R 27F 17 B YRGB IER B
SR E IR EINT . Kit, EEiE 57302 — R
AR, T —FEEAEREER, A=A 17— S# Y R — 75 1,
ﬁ%%ﬁ@%gﬁkmiﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁAiﬁLﬁ H—J7m, A
157 B R G 38 IS S TR A R B A 35 37 511 TR ()

*In this regard, concrete labour represents a concrete form of ‘labour in general’ , which is to say that it
temporalises and historicalises as a kind of ~ ‘labour in particular’ .

% Marx, KPO, 31-2 (Contribution, 45).
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LRI A e —— BRI 2 A 38 Hem A = AR s —— B PA “THFF BhTER
e ZRTHANMR D, [E2ENE7E R AR Riierd, ©.
XHHARW, EEFEEARG S, BART 5 A LR L2 E oS 55 st
B SCHHI (A R AT A RESE X — /D), Tal, EX MRS, B
57 oI (8] DA TE TR F5 SN TR, XA A E M8 B IR o 1 5 57 51
BFEIAY “smll” F1 B e RER R ISAAIE B, (E 2 A XL
Bonefeldf& % T Riccardo BellofiorefJEf, MR 75 ahiiA y—fEIERN
R, ¥ “MMEMNWMR” L&am4r=d, ERE, R AR T KI5,

T TG, BEZRT “NRIFIR” , % Z#EREHSDET D)
IR ME—CRIE, B2, “IRHETAXBINE, BWAXKRHPMRFE)
RIS B EE A R MR 55 B A R AR AR &, (R R B ahid B A A ]
REf “ISfE) “OME ARSI Bt S5 B A,

MERETHNNHE M, BRGHRMRFGHINE, LA
BAT RIS TR 7 ey BRat,  Ft = ZERT B RIR B EY, A= AR
TSR RE AN, £ (BARIR) B —EH4E "TAN K
AN, Sy EEE: “HAARRRDE - BIREIRE MR H Y
HIFE, INEEEMRIME, WEFRZE" , m “TENVEARRGMREAR S
2B, FOAMEREERAEZMARER st %%, * XH
AFRh, T ERRMARAN S FHEMS, DS EN—EEERRER
e, WEelZRANXAMRR, B F—EBENEEEFZ— B2, ff4
W

2 Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 46.

% bid. ‘In effect, abstract labour as a form-determination of the living labour of the wage worker, and
abstract labour as the dead labour objectified in a commodity, are the same thing, in the one case looked at as
activity, in the other as its result.” Ibid.

o Bonefeld, “Abstract labour: Against its nature and on its time’ , 266. The expression ‘time’ s carcase’
is a translation of ~ “die Verkorperung der Zeit" , from the passage in The Poverty of Philosophy cited earlier
(see footnotes 1 and 69 in this chapter). "The embodiment of time” is a more literal translation.

% Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 45.
% Marx, Capital 1, 253.
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YRR DAM-C-M™ SHRGTHERY, A, 1B T N BIRZE B Sk
FIHSH RI AL BE 7 A2 LIS 57 sh R BRI TR BE D M RERERY, s M578h
KIMESEFR R SRE, Hal A 5 sh, FERRIE R, R F R
LRI R AR RN E R AR TR ZEIR A, Tz B e NSRRI R
FHEE—— I —— A K2R, XN T TSRS (B2 HEH ) SEaT5
I EGE), “RRZBCEIE, FRXNAR™ I E O S5dE%FF
FiR” @0 BRI A RO E R e i 1 IS 1 LA B AR
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PSRRI, XRERMEEE T ARFE, R, [EWai—EFEmeiEm
BRRE, ABHIFEW BT BN ‘RS B SR FIEER IR
Sh, XA, 1T E SRR —/ SRR ENAE” , e, Al
PERG RS TR A SORXRh, 8, “BFE “E RIARRICER” gk
NMETAPTREIGEIESR. A HEEE, YREFL E—FL B
[K] g ——G A Rt al i A AR FE R S0, A R fE et o 55 5 1 8
RS BRI — 5B, 1O GXATMEY) = D SR A AR, (EATR
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% As Tombazos shows, Marx’ s understanding of the difference between simple circulation and the
circulation of money-capital is indebted to the transition from chemism to teleology in Hegel’ s Logic. See
Tombazos, Time in Marx, 75-9. Unlike the chemical process (simple circulation), the teleological process
(capital) not only presupposes but posits the moments of its self-renewal.

% Sartre, CDR 1, 82.

99 Ibid. 235.

woMarx’ s concept of capital could well be understood as a dialectic of mortality (in both its existential and
chronological registers) and immortality, inasmuch as ‘the immortality which money strove to achieve by
setting itself negatively against circulation, by withdrawing from it, is achieved by capital, which preserves
itself precisely by abandoning itself to circulation’ , and ~ ‘value is capital only as self-immortalising and
self-multiplying value.” Marx, Grundrisse, 261, 639.

1 Oshorne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 20.
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102 Marx and Engels, DI, 21 (Gl, 42).

103 Consider this passage by Tombazos :  ‘In the usual way of reading Capital, the commodity divides itself
into abstract and concrete labour, in value and use-value, without being able to be value if it is not also use-
value, and vice versa. This is correct but insufficient. Abstract labour divides itself, within itself, into abstract
labour (universality) and abstract/concrete labour (universality/particularity)---It seems to us more correct to
say that the commaodity is divided into value and value/use-value in order to highlight the non-independent
(and neutral) character of use-values under capitalism. Thus, abstract labour appears in two forms: as a simple
unity with itself (value, universality) and asa “composed” unity (value/use-value, abstract/concrete labour,
particularity).” Tombazos, Time in Marx, 29-30. The problem with this passage is not that all use-values are
dependent on value, but that they are all neutral (the use-value of labour-power is by no means ‘neutral’ ).

%4 Marx, Grundrisse, 270.

105 Ibid. 295, 297. Like most passages in the Grundrisse, this passage must be read from the retroactive
standpoint of the dialectic of abstract and concrete labour. See, in addition, Arthur, The New Dialectic and
Marx’'s Capital, 42.

106 Unlike  ‘concrete labour’ , ‘abstract labour’ and ‘necessary labour’ , ‘surplus-labour’ will be
written with a hyphen in order to reflect the unity of the original German. The same holds for ‘surplus-
labour-time’  (as against ‘necessary labour-time’ [notwendige Arbeitszeit]). In the Grundrisse, Marx
often uses the term ~ ‘surplus-time’  [Surpluszeit] synonymously with surplus-iabour-time.
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7Oshorne, ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 19.

1% Surplus-labour and surplus-value do not feature in the Contribution, which is essentially a draft of the first
three chapters of the first volume of Capital.

1% See, in particular, Marx, Grundrisse, 415-16 and 420-23.
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0 Tombazos, Time in Marx, 85.
1] am using Tombazos® s language here. See ibid. 29 (and footnote 103 in this chapter).

2 This corresponds to the basic sense in which labour-power is a  ‘peculiar commodity’ because the
mortality of its owner directly bears on the determination of its value.
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B Marx, Capital 1, 301.

14 Marx, Grundrisse, 337. For Marx, ‘it is not at all contradictory, or, rather, the in-every-way mutually
contradictory statements that labour is absolute poverty as object, on one side, and is, on the other side, the
general possibility of wealth as subject and as activity, are reciprocally determined and follow from the
essence of labour, such as it is presupposed by capital as its contradiction and as its contradictory being, and
such as it, in turn, presupposes capital.”  Ibid. 296.

15 This point is indebted to the fifth chapter of Arthur’ s The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital. See Arthur,
The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 90, 109. In addition to this, see Christopher J. Arthur, ‘Marx, Hegel
and the Value-Form’ , in Marx’s Capital and Hegel’s Logic: A Reexamination, 269-91. Tombazos is correct
to point out that abstract labour is indifferent to the productivity of concrete labour, that it can thus only be °
more or less extensive and intensive’ , but it does not follow that abstract labour is a purely quantitative
category, that, as he puts it, ‘the “quality” of abstract labour is precisely that it has no “quality” .’
Tombazos, Time in Marx, 112.
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X, FVERAEFIIREIINERAE ™ HRI), FR55 52 EARE ST SN
FRRIANER 2 7= R, BRADTE B, Q0SREAR F I — e R 2 AR
RERIRNE, ALz, ZFEAFRTFFENRE B O E ST 5
N ER S 31 (MRS 31171 PRI — VT s AL 7 B WL R R B ) R AR5 811 (M 57
AT ECRE). FI, O ER A FIRNERC AT RER A =172
IS, MRy, 1 HBIRENFRIMER SR, PHE I,
UM TEHESIE B M SCR B RRTE R,

16 ‘Wage-labour always consists of paid and unpaid labour’ (Marx, Grundrisse, 574), and at the same
time, ‘in wage-labour---even surplus-labour, or unpaid labour, appears as paid.” (Marx, Capital 1, 680).

"7 1n other words, the commaodification of labour-power chronologically precedes the labour-process, but the
exchange of labour-power for the wage is only actual (the worker is only paid) after this process.

18 | bid. 346. Marx’ s statement that  ‘capital did not invent surplus-labour’  (Ibid. 344) is misleading. It is
true that within the corvée system  ‘the necessary labour which the Wallachian peasant performs for his own
maintenance is distinctly marked off from his surplus-labour on behalf of the boyar’ (lbid. 346), but this
surplus-labour is not just the unhidden predecessor of surplus-labour within capitalism, as Marx’ s analysis
of the working-day [der Arbeitstag] suggests. The various forms of feudal surplus-labour are fundamentally
different from the kind of ‘surplus-labour’ which characterises capitalism. If anything, and just like the
relation between abstract labour and labour in general, surplus-labour within capitalism is the condition of
thinking ‘surplus-labour’  transhistorically.

119 Marx, Grundrisse, 324.
120 ‘---the values he [the capitalist] gave in that exchange [the wage for living labour capacity] were not
values which he originally put into circulation out of his own funds; they were, rather, objectified alien labour
which he appropriated without giving any equivalent whatsoever, and which he now re-exchanges for alien
living labour.” 1bid. 457.
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SR, SEMEASIFRIR, HEEAREUNMENRTTE, ElRE UL
FONETHE M H, ST e, AR, Kk, AT IR
HllZ7 SO ERIRNE (R E ARG, 2 AVRIRRA]), EIXAESATR
TEATEE], MEMERIRT SHMFIRNER R, B, sEHEAMmS,
ERNFTHFMMERIEIRE A, X5 ETRY RIXME B &
W BRIVE—THN H CRE MR IRHIRRRS, 55— 75T S [RIAE A e e AT
YIRS, AT B R TR G

X B I BB 2 MR TSR T (8MA TRl [ 2%) 2 [
JE——DAR P E AL, XA E ARSI H R DN EARRERZ AR
(BN ARRMMAIN e 2 [ JE P = A2 i, IXBIEFRIE T — Ma sy Ese,
BIER T I T A2, DABARE TAMFERIRAZRBIENTA, MEENHE
HE AN EMIEA AR TR)NRBIMERNRE S, Fit, FNREHFT K
T BATRA TR “RIZc#ME” [Tauschfahigkeit])fzh 1, b2V, 5 3hHTH
HRES] . PIRXFLBERAMEN “TEFET WE N, HXEBMRBLEBIE “F
FR” #0 “FERS” LSBT, TECBOREGAHLA AP HOFM MMy, Sy EHFEE
RGHIE B RIRAERG Z AR, E2EE RGBS Z A X H),
R, XEOGEREEMAE T M T IXME R RA GERMT T8, 2R,
XSSO, £ S v B SR FIRERG & RIS A —ff & H AR KR, 01 AE
R, R RIXANOC AR E A ZRIA G0 L T P AR ) Y A,

2L pid. 451.
21pid. 421.

123 ‘Capital, then, posits necessary labour-time as the barrier to the exchange-value of living labour-
capacity; surplus-labour-time as the barrier to necessary labour-time; and surplus-value as the barrier to
surplus-labour-time; while at the same time it drives over and beyond all these barriers, to the extent that it
posits labour-capacity opposite itself as something simply engaged in exchange, as money, and surplus-
labour-time as the only barrier, because creator [Schdpferin], of surplus-value.” Karl Marx, Grundrisse der

Kritik der politischen Okonomie, in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 42 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1983), 337
(Grundrisse, 422-23).
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HISHIR, KOMRIARZTENHE TRIE AR, JEREEATE ., WA, FRT
SSEPNX MR, WU —A “IRRUTERRME” o RS /RAIE R,
XATCRRIE S A 757 s b R s T —Rp “SZBRIME " <4, B
i, BARTCRRY IRAVRTREMEZ A AERY, EREMFEN “E—ERENRITCRY
5K - B, “ﬁﬁm sl TRAY” 2, HEEAEEEREREM-C-MEL &
TR P TR MAARE, SR, IXEEWTE R TR
mﬂ%ﬁMMW@W AR R “[RJRME" B97EE, MR 377 BASH
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124 Hegel, The Science of Logic, 126.
2 1bid. 127.

% bid. 129.

127 ‘Something’ s own limit thus posited by it as a negative which is at the same time essential, is not
merely limit as such, but barrier. But what is posited as negated is not barrier alone; the negation is two-
edged, since what is posited by it as negated is the limit, and this is in general what is common to both
something and other, and is also a determinateness of the in-itself of the determination as such. This in-itself,
therefore, as the negative relation to its limit (which is also distinguished from it), to itself as barrier, is the_
ought.” Ibid 132. This translation has been altered to render Schranke as ‘barrier’ rather than
limitation” .

%8 pid. 138.

129 Peter Osborne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , Radical Philosophy
160 (March/April 2010), 21.

130 Marx, Capital 1, 253.
31 Chris Arthur describes  ‘---P---’ as the “black box” ---that lies at the heart of capital, and which it
must manage materially, and not just formally ChristopherJ Arthur, “The Problem of Use-Value for a

Dialectic of Capital’ , in New Dialectics and Political Economy, ed. Robert Albritton and John Simoulidis
(New York: Palgrave Macmlllan, 2003), 137.
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A A iRAY” 2, BEES LA s a8, eEskikd
RAOBOUIR, BMERIR T, 2B, HR, XERIABEA 50
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Wi, AT AT R EN A A A AR AT AL - BRI RTE
BTN ECE TR E R MR A TRRE R MR R, U255 3 T RIRF AR
R, MTACKU, KRN, dEBRXBERRAE TR, MKEHFE,
U2 —MEIEARCRYE, RIERANZRAER, EX—xK L, F2E—F,
BATTAT AL, BEA R @S AR FRY, B ERER “ERRRIEE" B
SRR TRLRY, FERXPMIER A, RIRTT 308 R 2 r R A AS Al i
FISR, BRI, FRATATCABE, MBS RMLRIULRRE, 5 rd BEE BAR/RAATRAY,
MR IHER/RFIRAY,

Xt Sy BN “BH” 8 RIS AR T ——TCIe R R R A T XA
HRICIRAE RS A T2 IMR—— U T HIE o H v JE— BT N TRl —— ¢ 51l
& “AIDAIRIN TR —— 5 E AR S EFRER: W E R 2R R ER T AT PA
XECHIRNRIAURIE" , SR “WE T DSECRII ), Xtmie. 77

135

1220sborne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , 21.
wsHaver, ‘For a Communist Ontology’ , 117.
13 Marx, Grundrisse, 398.

%5 This formulation of wealth first appears in the Grundrisse (ibid. 397), and is elaborated on in Karl Marx,

Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3 [1861-63], trans. Jack Cohen (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1972), 255-
57. This formulation is not Marx™ s: it comes from an anonymous 1821 London pamphlet entitled The

Source and Remedy of the National Difficulties.
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fifl: A ARSTBNEE 2 0 A HIlN [R2 DAST 3R o RO AR5 shelild & 5550, RV
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NIRRT - A AR AR (TZR, BRI R, IR 5
AR EEEFNAR “E” ——eR “HBIRESNET iR ——ER
EFIHATNIE, RIRISE—F, ENEPRESRATE S IR, XM R
ZIEFER IR AR, TIAZETTHRIRR, TN, RN R RS
55 BN 6] —— A 7255 50 1 P db 7R 55 B I TRl —— A B T TN B ER S () A A
XHAZ U T AN ANEA B I A ——TAF H AR SRR DUR H = AR R 4 5
TAEH RS- B B A RTRETFEE——T2 W, fBAY57 S IRt B B
] “FRAET FH 11T 5 R 55 s I A X 2T AE PR, XA B HI TR
R SFIRF DN EMENILR, HetE——mAf0E— ‘Bf 1, K
NENERZAET W, TEE MRIXBEIE:

Fi SN TR HT T 55T B AR, RIS AFE5r & R A TR B A,
M NFE 3 R RN R XA N BRI A T R e 57 8h 47 1. WE
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% Marx, Capital 1, 375.

1% Karl Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, in Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels Collected Works
(MECW) Volume 30, Marx: 1861-1863, trans. Ben Fowkes (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1988), 191.

138 Ibid. 190.

139 Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 604 (Grundrisse, 708). The use of the masculine
personal pronoun ‘his’ here is deliberate: it registers the fact that free time ‘existing in and through the
opposition to surplus-labour-time’  must itself negotiate the fact that labour-power is reproduced through the
absolute unfreedom of domestic labour-time. Simply put, Marx is indifferent to the fact that, within
capitalism, domestic labour-time measures nothing, neither value nor wealth.
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RV, BIOXTATE IR ST; 5 — 77, XAhE s R R AR Fl R 57 s IR Al &
PE, W& B EHDARTE BB IO RTTE. IXBOG 7R Z A E AN DA, 28
—MER, WEEERZEE LR, ERE AR EE AL X,
AT P R e IR AT A A RE OB R AR, 58 U X AR A 7 A BRI 2B 77 R
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0 Marx, Grundrisse, 711-12. Emphasis added. Marx wrote the expression ‘being man himself’ in
English. See Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 607.

141 Marx, Grundrisse, 710.

w2 it is in the production of fixed capital that capital posits itself as end-in-itself and appears active as
capital, to a higher power than it does in the production of circulating capital.” 1bid.

“3bid. 711.

144 Ibid.

5 pid. 705.
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AR HIEIE B R B 2 NS, mHF SRR AN B Cmizis),
me, &EEAMAZENGEF EEFENZF, HEEEE RN
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16 Osborne,  ‘Marx and the philosophy of time’ , 21. Crucially, Osborne’ s citation of this passage omits
the sentence stating that the increase of free time ‘can be regarded as the production of fixed capital, this
fixed capital being man himself.” See ibid. 20.

¥ Karl Marx, Theorien tiber den Mehrwert, in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 26, Dritter Teil (Berlin: Dietz
Verlag, 1968), 253 (Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3, 257).

18 Recall that the Heideggerian notion of ‘ontological difference’ (the difference between being and
entity) must in Marx be based in the difference between one mode of production and another.
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9 Marx, Grundrisse, 708. Antonio Negri’ s position that ‘Communism is the negation of all measure, the
affirmation of the most exasperated plurality —creativity’ is thus completely at odds with Marx’ s position.
Antonio Negri, Marx Beyond Marx: Lessons on the Grundrisse [1979], trans. Harry Cleaver, Michael Ryan
and Maurizio Viano, ed. Jim Fleming (New York: Autonomedia, 1991), 33.

%0 Marx, Capital 3, 958-59.

151 “...when the narrow-minded bourgeois form is stripped away, what is wealth other than the universality
of individual needs, capacities, pleasures, productive forces, etc., created through universal interchange? The
full development of human mastery over the forces of nature, those of so-called “nature” as well as his
own nature? The absolute working out of his creative potentialities, with no presupposition other than the
previous historical development, that makes this totality of development, i.e. the development of all human
powers as such, the end in itself, not as measured on a predetermined scale? Where he does not reproduce
himself in one specificity, but produces his totality? Strives not to remain something he has become, but is in
the absolute movement of becoming?’ Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 395-96
(Grundrisse, 488). This wealth comprises a fundamentally different kind of historical time.
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! Georg Lukacs, ‘Tpe Changing Function of Historical Materialism’ [1919], in History and Class
Consciousness, 229. "Thus historical materialism is, in the first instance, a theory of bourgeois society and
its economic structure” . Ibid.

2Marx, Capital 1, 253.

3 For Sartre, this represents the sense in which the practico-inert temporalises: exigency —or need from the
standpoint of the practico-inert —constitutes the systematised perversion, the systematic co-option, of the
temporalising basis of human praxis.

“However, only use-value —e.g. the use-value of labour-power —produces that which satisfies capital’ s need
for self-expansion. Only the use-value of labour-power produces surplus-value.
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s This is not to say that capital’ s need to self-expand is not itself ontologically grounded by the human’ s
need to socially produce the means of its life, that there is not, in other words, a mutually constitutive

—a reciprocal —ontological ground between capital’ s need and human needs. The point, rather, is that the
historical-ontological ground of the expansion of human needs within capitalism, that which gives this
expansion its historical intelligibility, is capital” s need to self-expand.
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®Marx, Grundrisse, 620.

"Marx, Capital 1, 255. | am indebted to Peter Osborne for the translation of ubergrelfendes Subjekt’ as
comprehenswe subject , as opposed to Ben Fowkes s ‘dominant subject’ (tibergreifendes literally
means overarchmg or ‘all-grasping’ ). Fowkes s translation lends itself too easily to the notion that
the human subject is ‘externally dominated’ by the subject that is value (this is Postone’ s ‘abstract
domination’ ), when in fact the point is that human subjectivation is internal to value (in capitalism, the
human is (predominantly) a subject because there is value). Living labour is internal to the value-form;
labour-power is used. And the human consumer is predominantly a subject because there is circulation: ‘as
the subject predominant [iibergreifend] over the different phases of this movement, as value sustaining and
multiplying itself in it, as the subject of these metamorphoses proceeding in a circular course —as a spiral, as
an expanding circle capltal is circulating capital.” Marx, Grundrisse, 620. Martin Nicolaus™ s translation
of tibergreifend as predomlnant lacks the overarchlng connotations of  ‘comprehensive’ , but it is
preferable to Fowkes’ s ‘dominant’

8 The focus of this chapter is the relationship between capital and Marx’ s particular post-Enlightenment
concept of history, but the ultimate question which Marx poses for the philosophy of history is whether
capital constitutes the condition of thinking every post-Enlightenment concept of history (from roughly the
mid-eighteenth century onwards). In other words, does capital constitute the very possibility of the category
of history, as conceived by the likes of Kant, Hegel Condorcet, Comte, Dilthey, Heidegger, Collingwood,
Sartre and Fukuyama? Constitute the very pOSSIbIlIty of ‘the collective singular form of Geschichte, which
since around 1780 can be conceived as history in and for itself in the absence of an associated subject or
object’ ? Koselleck, Future’s Past: on the Semantics of Historical Time, 236. Marx does not feature in
Koselleck, hence the latter never asks whether capital is the subject of ‘history---in the absence of an
associated subject or object’

’ As Roberto Fineschi says, in Marx, capltal in general” [Kapital im Allgemeinen] and “universality”
[Allgemeinheit] mean the same thmg Roberto Fineschi,  ‘On Hegel’ s Methodological Legacy in
Marx’ , in Marxs Capital and Hegel's Logic: A Reexamination, 140, ft. 2. Whilst these categories only
appear in Marx’ s work until the end of 1862, Fineschi demonstrates that ‘capital in general’ actually
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‘[becomes] more consistent thanks to some modifications’ after 1862. Ibid. 144, 142. ‘Total social
capital’ [gesellschaftlichen Gesamtkapital] is, as we will later learn, the decisive modification. Hegel is the
clear interlocutor here, insofar as the three moments of the Concept in the Logic (universality, particularity
and singularity) correspond to capital in general, many competing capitals and interest-bearing capital in
Capital. The details of this reading of the Hegel/Marx confrontation are not important here, but what needs to
be stressed is that ‘capital in general’ does not turn its back on particularity and singularity, but is
dialectically dependent on them. Hence the ‘historicalisation’ being discussed here is not indifferent to
different particular histories, nor is it indifferent to the singularity of the historical event, but is rather
dialectically dependent on them. As previously cited, this dovetails with the problem of history as  ‘how to
universalise the singular without suppressing its specificity.” Mészaros, The Work of Sartre: Search for
Freedom and the Challenge of History, 242.

** Disclosing capital as this totaliser does not invalidate, but actually registers, Hegel’ s ‘cunning Jof
reason’ ,aswell asthe ‘invisible hand” of Smith’ s market. This is the structuralist dimension of capital
s subjectness: itisthe "hidden” or ‘empty subject of history.

1 Take the question of the ‘origins of capitalism’ . Insofar as capitalism is a mode of production, and a
mode of production is a totalising abstraction of multiple, actually existing societies, the desire to locate the
origins of capitalism in a particular time, place and phenomenon (in, for instance, 16" century English
agrarian relations, which is the ‘Brenner Thesis’ ) is fundamentally misguided. In other words, capitalism
is capitalism by virtue of the fact that, as a system of social relations and forces irreducible to linear causation
and time, its origins belong to no one place, time or phenomenon. This fact guides Marx’ s analysis of
originary accumulation’ , and it is, to varying degrees, lost on the leading thinkers of the origins of
capitalism (e.g. Fernand Braudel, Maurice Dobb, Paul Sweezy, Robert Brenner, Perry Anderson, Immanuel
Wallerstein and Ellen Meiksins Wood).

2Marx, Capital 1, 763.
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** The production-process of capital (Capital Vol. 1) correlates to what can be called capital’ s deathly
life’ , whereas the circulation-process of capital and its metamorphoses (Capital Vol. 2) —treated in the
conclusion to this thesis —might be understood as the ~ ‘life-circuit’  or ‘life-process’ of capital.

*To expand on the previous footnote, the ‘life’ in this formulation must be doubly understood, as both the
life of capital which, ‘vampire-like, lives only by sucking living labour, and lives the more, the more labour
it sucks’ (Marx, Capital 1, 342), and as the life of capital in which the production-process is just one of the
moments within each of capltal s multiple life-circuits. This formulation does not detract from the fact that,
following Osborne, human finitude is the ontologlcal basis of the “value” of time’ - It simply gives this
fact its historical purchase It expresses that, in capitalism, human finitude is only this basis in relation to the
historicalising life of ‘self-immortalising and self- multiplying value.” Marx, Grundrisse, 639.

% The circulation-process of capital is examined in the conclusion to this thesis.
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5 The point here is not that the assertion that class struggle is the ‘motive force of history’ is necessarily
misplaced, but that it must negotiate the fact that in addition to being the condition of thinking history, capital
is the condition of thinking the category of ‘class .

Marx and Engels, DI, 39 (GI, 59). Heidegger’ s philosophy of history is the paradigmatic example of this.

18 Marx, Grundrisse, 620.

10 Oshorne, How to Read Marx, 41.

20 As Ricoeur stresses in his reading of Koselleck, this goes hand-in-hand with the idea that ‘history is the
history of humanity, and in this worldwide sense, the world history of peoples. Humanity becomes both the
total object and the unique subject of history, at the same time as history becomes a collective singular.” Ricce
ur, Memory, History, Forgetting, 300. The irony here is that history first becomes the ‘history of
humanity’ precisely because capital, not humanity, is the subject of this history.
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# See also Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, 199.
2Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 244 (Grundrisse, 325).
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2 See Karl Marx, Resultate des unmittelbaren Produktionsprozesses (Frankfurt: Archiv sozialistischer

Literatur 17, Neue Kritik, 1968), 21 (Marx, Capital 1, 991). The Results of the Immediate Production-
Process —and not the 1861-63 Manuscripts or the first volume of Capital (proper) —contains the most direct
account of the relation between the labour- and valorisation-process.

% Marx, Resultate des unmittelbaren Produktionsprozesses, 21 (Marx, Capital 1, 990).

% Marx, Capital 1, 1001-2.

26 We should remind ourselves that, as with concrete labour and use-value, Marx presents us, quite

problematically, with a transhistorical labour-process per se. He does not recognise that, conceptually

speaking, the ‘labour-process |, just like ‘concrete labour” and ‘use-value  , depends on capitalism

for its intelligibility. The transhistorical descriptions of the labour-process do not just appear in Chapter 7 (of
the English edition) of the first volume of Capital: see, for instance, Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-
63, 56-9, in addition to Marx, Contribution, 36.

Z’Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, 67.
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% Marx, Capital 1, 991.
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20 Kant, CPR, A248/B304, 359.

30 The opening line of the schematism of the categories reads: ‘In all subsumptions of an object under a
concept the representations of the former must be homogeneous with the latter, i.e., the concept must contain
that which is represented in the object that is to be subsumed under it, for that is just is what is meant by the
expression “an object is contained under a concept” .” lbid. A137/B176, 271.

% |bid. A138/B177, 272.
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The irony here is that it is just such a usage of this category that Marx himself goes on to
develop. From the 1861-63 draft of Capital onwards, subsumption, for Marx, is the
subsumption of the particularities of the labour-process under the abstract universality of
the valorisation-process of capital. The abstract category, it seems, really does find itself a
body. Marx’ s critique of German idealist philosophy is thus paralleled in his critique of
capital. However, now the error is not on the part of the speculative philosopher, for it
resides, rather, in capitalist social relations themselves. The abstract universal —value —
whose existence is posited by the exchange abstraction, acquires

®Hegel, The Science of Logic, 629.

% The Endnotes Collective gives good commentary on the place of subsumption in Hegel’ s Philosophy of
Right, although they overstate the manner in which this place marks a tension in Hegel’ s work more
broadly. It is true that, in the Philosophy of Right, Hegel in effect recreates the Kantian framework: he
reproduces the sense in which the manifold is external to the pure categories of the understanding and thus
subsumed under —subjected to —these categories. Here the universality of the sovereign’ s decision is not
configured as inhering in, and thus constituted by, the particularities of civil society. This decision does not
manifest itself as a concrete universal, but is rather a decision which imposes itself upon civil society, such
that the executive power —namely the judiciary and the police —have an ‘immediate bearing on the particular
concerns of civil society and they make the universal interest authoritative over its particular aims.” G.W.F.
Hegel, Philosophy of Right [1821], trans. T.M. Knox (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1981), 189 (§287).
Therefore, the “particular interests which are common to everyone fall within civil society and lie outside
the absolutely universal interest of the state proper.” Ibid. 189 (§288). See http://endnotes. org. uk/en/
endnotes-the-history-of-subsumption (accessed 27 April 2015).

% n full:  ‘The sole philosophical statement Hegel makes about the executive is that he “subsumes” the

individual and the particular under the general, etc. Hegel contents himself with this. On the one hand, the
category of “subsumption” of the particular, etc. This has to be actualised. Then he takes any one of the
empirical forms of existence of the Prussian or modern state (just as it is), anything which actualises this
category among others, even though this category does not express its specific character. Applied

mathematics is also subsumption, etc. Hegel does not ask “Is this the rational, the adequate mode of
subsumption?” He only takes the one category, and contents himself with finding a corresponding existent
for it. Hegel gives a political body to his logic: he does not give the logic of the body politic. See Karl Marx,
Contribution to the Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right, in MECW Volume 3, Marx and Engels: 1843-
1844 (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1975), 48.
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endnotes.org.uk/en/endnotes-the-history-of-subsumption (accessed 27 April 2015).

% See G.W.F. Hegel, Lectures on Logic [1831], trans. Clark Butler (Bloomington: Indiana University Press,
2008), 12-13 ( § 22), which the Endnotes Collective mistakenly cites as representative of Hegel’ s view on
subsumption as such.
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NMERTEMARIEIS SLECHR FF L JXFE, IXAPE{E

7 Ibid. 12 ( § 22).
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BT HPRE AR, XSk, BREEzmE “Ban”
RRAERIATEAR “5F” a7, mikh KRB shid i
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B E——Ehr b, AW, Oy TIREFH AR, EERNE TIX N
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% Sartre, CDR 1, 57.
% Peter Oshorne, “The reproach of abstraction” , Radical Philosophy 127 (September/October 2004), 27.

“bid.
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Kitt, v B E SRR RHE S S A AR BFRERME AL TR
BRAREER, XRXMAE AR OAER T CEARE ) B —20)—F A
BT “Han RIRAME” GRS TAE H 4 K@ 75530 1l
H AT PSRRI EI R, TSERRRIEAR M T AN RIRAME” /B4
PR AR PR B A TR S BN R 4R, TR AR H RN
IER 25 H IR AR (L, PRI, 4O0RERIMEZ ATLUZ “4axtfy”
RN EW KB T T GFRRIR ER 4N T, mEN RN EZ
FRCAZ “AERNRY” ) SRR RRIR TS s AT A8 2 A T 02257 Bl AT Y
Y, DMEE TAEH R, EERI D4, fimsz, BANEE,
AN S Z RN FIARAME, B—0/ ZHERE, mMEENERE, B
NG ZARKRFROME, WE— PRI, 280, EnssidE
FIMESGEE AR — A, TATTRE SO ZIE R H LR B AT A
FIRMEZRIEIXA], mR2EMNZRPRSR, FAAMTIRERE, E2IX
SRR T A E IS R A BFIETE R LSRR o X E il FECR T,
WRZE —PMRREEN: Bl 1M ESSE R A AL 57 S R AR N LA
SME, EIXHAEREL AL EMRL LA Z RIFRRRRFIER R, HH
AEME, BRAWERMIKER ] DEBEBRERERE, R El&
BRI 758 A AR R AR, EESFEIRE, *&
£ AN EAMMHSERNEAERNBER" (RE "4 FERMEMER
RIRMERRRER" ), A, RLZERARMGRERIDATERFRE

21 Marx, Capital 1, 1020-21.

42 Ibid. 432. Whereas Marx rarely directly uses the term  ‘subsumption’ in the first volume of Capital
proper, the Results of the Immediate Production-Process renders the relationship between formal and real
subsumption, and absolute and relative surplus-value, quite explicit: ‘I the production of absolute surplus-
value was the material expression [materieller Ausdruck] of the formal subsumption of labour under capital,
then the production of relative surplus-value may be viewed as its real subsumption.”  Ibid. 1025.
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FEXR, BFRERE - ISEEAWRIHEMLREL” . “E—1N2
m b, XMERHFAS NFEIT EIR TSR EN TAERMNER, Bl “BAR
s34 B T/EBERS] “4 70 FATREMIMZRR” *, DARBEG T
ﬁ%ﬁlﬁaﬁﬁﬁm+% A] DABEAR NS T 55 st B AR B 3l A8

A, XA EEARE T s R, WmgssE 1A T NAETEERET
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K RIRITR R Se IR & A E, 57800 TAINIASIIE . X TR E R
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The social productive forces of labour, or the productive forces of directly social, socialised
(i.e. collective) labour come into being through cooperation, the division of labour within
the workshop, the use of machinery, and in general the transformation of production by the
conscious use of the sciences, of mechanics, chemistry, etc. for specific ends, technology,

etc. and similarly, through the enormous increase of scale corresponding to such

developments (for it is only socialised labour that is capable of applying the general

products of human development, such as mathematics, to the immediate production-
process; and, conversely, progress in these sciences presupposes a certain level of material
production). This entire development of the productive forces of socialised labour (in

contrast to the more or less isolated labour of individuals), and together with it the use of
science (the general product of social development), in the immediate process of

production, takes the form of the productive power of capital.*

43See, in particular, ibid. 1025.
4 1bid. 1026.
ss Karl Marx, Value, Price and Profit [1865], as cited in Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, 134.

 Marx, Capital 1, 1024. ‘With the real subsumption of labour under capital a complete (and constantly
repeated) revolution takes place in the mode of production, in the productivity of the workers and in the
relations between workers and capitalists.” Ibid. 1035. The expression ‘a complete and constantly repeated
revolution’ is Marx’ s self-reference to The Communist Manifesto.
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W RFIARFEATIL Z RIS H5IN). AT, &%, JERERE T HE
RN R, BIRTEAORGER “RIERIJE R B, FHAZ2—
N NEIRFAEZCRHEAFENIZRR R, FLE, XR2—MRT, XA
ORI “MIERAERE, Qo0 RIERAMERIAE RIS E R X B
RREAIN, TERARE, X2EN, FRE LMY L, EAEAEMIK
TAEZ AR RDTEE RN — R AR R &R, —MHEAER, BN
— A REN S — PR X, 83 T ERERE, w2 "4t
RIRMEFAENRERMMEZ BIHEIGZIE” . "EXNUERREAERE
HIZ MY TR, REAUENITHE(RZIFR). F— T+
RAMLAS, MY MR T AR E R IRRY, B4 BRI TR
FENR” , TH eI R g ERCR AALESH TALER 19, B2t T
TEHEREN VI HAF R ZAMIRE DT o IRANEEAISERE
wk RET IEANEEMENETREES 7 7sidE, Rove\—IHh
SR AR AN E Z AR EEH, BEREE
PR ER SRS 2, KRR AR FEAHL I R P4k & 1
FEAEAERIRE, XHARERNBNTRELERMENFRNMEE T EAE
IR FIRMMEZ RIS, AT T “RRRBEA T AT 8
MITCVFBEAR 2 AR () B SR — MR AR 7538, FFCHR)—#Rb
BP0 PIEMBIIRERIR, REEIENER

“ |bid. 646. For Marx, ‘relative surplus-value is absolute, because it requires the absolute prolongation of

the working day beyond the labour-time necessary to the existence of the worker himself. Absolute surplus-
value is relative, because it requires a development of the productivity of labour which will allow the

necessary labour-time to be restricted to a portion of the working day.”  Ibid.

8 Tomba, Marx’s Temporalities, 155. As Tomba states, it is because of this reciprocal co-penetration that
the distinction between the North and South of the world, between First, Second and Third World, - --between
centre, semi-periphery and periphery, and the concomitant typology of advanced or backward capitalisms,
loses any meaning.” Ibid. 155-56.

“Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, 327-28.

% Marx, Capital 1, 526.
5L Arthur, The New Dialectic and Marx’s Capital, 76.

2 Marx, Capital 1, 1035.
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i, RARXFMEEEZRRSEH L ERA 25 EE AR B3 5K, 1
GNBATIAE R T aa SE R 2R AR, AR EER, AiEEARZIC
N—RESMER, SRR, DT SEERUBRIETR. BE 2, BAREEN
PUSERI AR A T B A BB KA TR 25 SV PO i, XS X+
BATVEEf P SEAN P SE R IR 2R BB, 2R, O 7 #E A E y — R R A an{ar
SPAaxR, BATE JeE B e R a5 P 5L KA AR B, FRAT1e
METEHRE, BRI E T — DD SR AL RIAEZR A, XA
REZRER 7B F RS B AR, I TRDAD g S22 an A B RS 2 b, L%
AAHIER

R EN=. WHFEE, XPEMEaZRRRRN M WA T,
AR R E FAESMNERR L, EIRREMDNEAR KR, “Ek, S
Y AT T AR 7 Lo AR —Namg, IXREESHI N (N E '
TR A AT R 73 59) BN BT N A TR SS A RS B, AEIXEER0E
W, IEAERSBISSEARENIYS XA, HEAEEEEE EmpsL
LA TS E RN ERRIEER, CIXLEMFBH RRT R, HIX,
SR (070 AN R E SL LA i B Al DAG B A e 7 - hF (Jacques
Camatte) ity “Z7a NERA FRIESESR" . *MITATRER Y, XHi2E
KA "R TRANTHNEERTT. AWNBIET2HH 11X
MR, ol “Eefrw” kg, B—BREBEEEN

3 |bid. 381.

% Despite its shortcomings, the Endnotes Collective provides a useful and critical introduction to this reading.
See http://endnotes. org. uk/en/endnotes-the-history-of-subsumption (accessed 27 April 2015). The primary
focus of this article is the French group Theorie Communiste.

% See e.g. Etienne Balibar, ‘Elements for a Theory of Transition’ , in Althusser and Balibar, Reading
Capital, 302-3, wherein formal subsumption ‘begins with the form of outwork on behalf of a merchant
capitalist and ends with the industrial revolution.” For Balibar, formal subsumption thus coincides with
Marx’ s analysis of manufacture, and possesses the structure and form of a transition wherein there is a
distinct non-correspondence —a dislocation —between the forces and relations of production.

% Jacques Camatte, Capital and Community [1976], trans. David Brown (London: Unpopular Books, 1988),
45. 1 am indebted to the Endnotes Collective for this reference.

57| am indebted to Andrés Saenz de Sicilia for both of these references.
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HE——EEE AR R, AT IRAIRES; M TEE B CRYAEHREM R
B — A2 B D RE (B A AT XA A 1S 2R )*°

B BOR HZORE B WS H198LE R R (INRIFIRD) , 5 R RIS
MHRRRE, MERE T PR HESRATIRAY “H2mE e ammEK” o ©
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ss Frederic Jameson, Representing Capital: a Commentary on Volume One (London and New York: Verso,
2011), 71.

so Antonio Negri, ‘Twenty Theses on Marx: Interpretation of the Class Situation Today’ , in Marxism
Beyond Marxism, ed. Saree Makdisi, Cesare Casarino and Rebecca E. Karl (New York: Routledge, 1996),
159.

® Antonio Negri, ‘The Constitution of Time’ [1981], in Time for Revolution, trans. Matteo Mandarini
(London and New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2013), 25-9.
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R RIS RIVZRPE, Bragihsd, AR 2 RIEUR M T 2R
TARCE MR AL IR RE 07 (EE)EEGE R ETE
ARBEFAIX— ), B “BADAEaET (P E)———F LA T a1
FIRIERE, (BIRTE 795 3 SOMBEAR 1 2 RIRYER AR X Gl B35 B B A
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S This is important because it points to the sense in which Jameson’ s category of ‘postmodernity’ (that
Representing Capital certainly holds on to) can be understood as an essentially ahistorical, if not anti-
historical, category. If ‘postmodernity’ is ‘our’ current historical conjuncture wherein real subsumption
subsumes ‘everything’ , the irony here is that Jameson’ s philosophy of history aligns with Marx’ s —the
economic and the social become intertwined —precisely at the moment that Jameson evacuates history from
Marx (who provides, one might say, a ‘pre-postmodern’  account of capitalism).

s2 What these accounts —particularly Negri’ s —do is eradicate the ineradicable, the unsurpassable, limit to
capital: the commodification of labour-power. The consequences of this are immense, and leave us with a
Marx that is barely recognisable. When, as Negri says, ‘social labour covers all the time of life’ | it is not
just the difference between labour-power and living labour which disappears, but the very difference between
the production- and circulation-process of capital.  ‘Social life’ as such becomes synonymous with
labour-time” , such that the raison d’étre of capitalism is not valorisation, but the tautological desire for
command for command’ s sake.
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s2If Negri’ s concept of totalisation correlates to the ordinary concept of totality —totalisation extending into
every facet of the ‘social’ and ‘life’ —this is because, for him, ‘valorisation is a continuous and
totalitarian process, it knows neither limit nor repose.” Negri, Marx Beyond Marx, 76. Jettisoning the
commodification of labour-power as the defining limit of valorisation, is, in short, to confuse, and thus
conflate, totalisation and totalitarianism.
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% Marx, Capital 1, 988-89.
% Marx, Resultate des unmittelbaren Produktionsprozesses, 20 (Marx, Capital 1, 990).
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% 1bid. 526.
5 Marx, Grundrisse, 694.
% Marx, Capital 1, 984.

so Ibid. 994. If a fluens isa ‘flowing’ , then a fluxion is, after Isaac Newton, this flowing as a continuous
function. This passage must be read in conjunction with the following passage from the Grundrisse: ‘The
communal substance of all commaodities, i.e. their substance not as material stuff, as physical character, but
their communal substance as commodities and hence exchange-values, is this, that they are objectified labour.
The only thing distinct from objectified labour is non-objectified labour, labour which is still objectifying
itself, labour as subjectivity. Or, objectified labour, i.e. labour which is present in space, can also be opposed,
as past labour, to labour which is present in time. If it is to be
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FEHBR I R 1 AE 5 S EATE 7 s AL BTG BhBiea 3. S9%, 1X2

—RRE R AAE — Mk, Alas T AR T A G 55
SRR OIS —— B 5k, (K, DRIFRE "R ME, ik, &
RHHIHEHEREER, FEIEME ZRBHEEREE AN, BT IAER
F5f], FAERXFSENE R, MR T P BIER 27 EY 5K K, o
RHR R EFHAR R TR SERR BT, T2 sIf A a0, TR

IAERYOUE 2 B 2 YIS ROUE B (SREIE ), X RERREAZERYIB )

present in time, alive, then it can be present only as the living subject, in which it exists as capacity, as
possibility; hence as worker.’ Marx, Grundrisse, 272. The crucial thing to keep in mind in this passage, as
well as its counterpart in the Results of the Immedlate Production-Process, is that, consequent to the
commodification of labour-power, ‘living labour’ , ‘non-objectified labour’ as well as ‘labour which
is present in time”  (all of which mean the same thing), is labour subsumed by the valorisation-process. In
other words, the worker may be a human being opposed to capital, but this~ ‘living subject’ is only a
subject by virtue of being within the production-process.

“Marx, Capital 1, 994.
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TR EA, BE BRI, BV E )RR (W 25). Hsl
KGR ENRTE, RIEYNEX, REEARIENRER —T R
g, ERm—MAaml, —fBRIEINIBsREIRKHTIX B L
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EEFOE, BIYI R, AN —MiE s T EE B AEE R AR G
A AE; T E A A AR A SRR AMIE R, BERESSvR, T
WHBEARGREN., SEAEIENNERTFT T, HIBRRRRIN$
PN TNFHNER, ERRE R — RT3 R R, BT AMNE
MEREINS R, IXMESE IR — R e En, BeR
EEVIESI TR, HlasmIEREIRA R —— B ER, Bk FR R
Wi, MRS, TARMPEIGHRHE RS, TRt
wE, N ERNRERRT MR, Bk, P8R8 TANEEEAMN
i, VIESARGEERE TIGIE, fEE eR/ER MY EHE B i
R MBS TEFERE, TS (mati<s:1> res instrumentales), #L&_7- AJHFEEY)
—Ff, DIERRNLER A WNZE), T ARSI R a5 15 50,
BRSNS R HALER RIS 3ROVERE TR, M RER. RS
W AE B ENL B TR IR G B shil— G B IS SR, FF
AEET TARERT, MEEh—fBRCrihE, 1EAVSEEARSRT
&, WV ERT T A, Y siiEm s shiy & a ——x LE N ETE
IO E RS MERN ) BEGE I 5B ——FE TEARMES, 152
AONERI A, ERRE NI REA S IRHE, e YR
EMYIRIz, A BAERT R, THEHTIERNTNSE
SRR, MR, FEhRMN:
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HEMEAFETEN TS, MiFETEREESR)ILESES, effh—
PERRHIAENUE, EXHEMDANR, A EERTN

KBS EHRIUESE 712 BN R AR 155 o i N E AR R BFUE TR Y
MR ERXEE R Z RTFEE — USSR R (X — B RS SE IS T DABL R
BT —f “HLERGT ), X, FandBUENGN— “88E7 (XHERT
A — AR B B ST SR R 75 3 Z RIS R); (2) @Ml as—— T A2 TA——fiF
COARRE IR TEER” R R G AR AT AR BEAN KL
T, MARANNTFERE), B2, WELMIEXEREHMPFEr R, XK
AIRETE B A T R B RUSS AN ERIE R T — A B 22— —Un SRS 2 S A Y BT
JARRAIE, HEMERHLYL, X2 —RRTREME, RIMLESHY B RGURA TETIAX —
ARG BIR GAR T SOE SO —#hA 7 77 KRR P, PIRS BL LR AR BB R
BT, M IXBIEEREDRIE, EIXIE19784E K K1 Ecole Normale
supsamrieurefffis = BR M, FFEMAE C(HFRATRMIR) Ao B SRR BE: L s
AR BR s Ry “MERESEN — M RTR" ?, ek
WY AR AR, Kitk, MPSERE, “57shEIEEETRERN(FRN)Z
HIMELENR” o 20, HAEN, 342708, FlRRFR- D
IRAR BRI RN ZI 2R 70 7 FRATTLART

" Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 592-93 (Grundrisse, 692-93). There is a counterpart
to this passage, in the 1861-63 Manuscripts, which captures the automation within the other aspects of real
subsumption: cooperation and the division of labour. In this passage, Marx stresses the manner in which the
worker becomes the ‘exclusive life-process’ of one of the multiple ‘monosyllabic’ processes involved
in the production of a commodity, such that ‘the overall production-process of a single commodity appears
now as a combined operation, a complex of many operations, all of which complement each other
independently, and can be carried out simultaneously alongside each other.” Indeed, it is for Marx
simultaneity [Gleichzeitigkeit] that is the defining temporal feature of cooperation and the division of labour.
With real subsumption, the multiple processes that yield a commodity no longer ‘follow each other in
chronological sequence’ , but are simultaneously undertaken, such that ‘the complementarity of the
different processes is here transferred from the future to the present, whereby a commodity which is begun at
one side is finished at the other.” Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, 277-78.

?Negri, Marx Beyond Marx, 142.
 |bid. Therefore ‘the subsumption of society has become the production of that same society. The
displacement is total- - -at this stage, the capitalist appropriation of society is total.” 1bid. 142-43.
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RS A KINTRIRAGRR) AR PkierEstill = “fE A SER A=A R
H, INREVMERERNSE a0 7. 7 874 T 1M 2etif
HIRFIEI AR, TEME 7 IR A AT ENE, ™ MBI, X2 RS LRI — I 3
X v SR RS2 T R SR B B Al O (B BT L, AR B 7 A abandoned”
o TATAILAEway ®: SESFIESCE AR “FrEe” , IR RERIEES
72 DAE A E N S B SRS P N BT . X2 R D : (1) & AR5 B A 45 %
RIS T7ENT M RXANASTEE M AR R (At 2 D E T BN R, 52
WMER R, THENE), WSRERY, 2 “BArrEE RN R
R TRQR) PR RERIRTRT 2 H A 2 AR GUE Y B E A A
EHYUIH, EIXDEC L, ERMER A E R 1R N AT RERY SR
P A HATEL R RS2 AR -+ - i DAfSE A A/ (B B it ) e 1) B DR
I, 7 TR, BEEESSKE SR EARREI, ERMEZE 2R
UEFRHE) NI BB HTE X, SRR s A RTAMh R
FEFE”, Hitk, HENREESCY “AiEmE R E X EE” 0, X,
HSMBRNIZR R, EER T EHCRE, Bk, “#x%30”
RS S MmN TRR “HRFFEN R AHEKR, 2oy —/573)
B, ERXMI7ENERr,  “EEREMAT T “mPUXMAETE A AR R
IR I, i [ ANRE

74 Negri, ‘The Constitution of Time’ , 42.

5 The displacement of the labour theory of value is at the heart of Hardt and Negri’ s well-known, and much
maligned, ‘trilogy’ : Empire (2000), Multitude: War and Democracy in the Age of Empire (2004), and
Commonwealth (2009).

" This is simply a summary of the first section of the first chapter of ‘The Constitution of Time’ , which
Negri entitles Time-as-measure and productive time_ , but the fact is that this section grounds Negri~ s
broader critique of the labour theory of value. See Negri, "The Constitution of Time  , 23-9.

"Marx, Capital 1, 135.
Negri, ‘The Constitution of Time’ , 24.

®lbid. 27. If ‘time-as-rr]easure’ remains, it is only ‘in the flow between labour and time. A continuous
time. A tautological time.” Ibid.

soIbid. 29. Negri’ s work in this period paved the way for analyses of what has become variously known as
immaterial labour’ , ‘cognitive capitalism’ and = ‘affective labour’ . See, for instance, Paolo Virno, °
General Intellect’ , Historical Materialism 15:3 (2007), 3-8, as well as Carlo Vercellone, ‘From Formal
Subsumption to General Intellect: Elements for a Marxist Reading of the Thesis of Cognitive Capitalism’ |
Historical Materialism 15:1 (2007), 13-36, which argues that Marx’ s use of the expression ‘general
intellect’” marks a new historical stage of development ‘after’ formal and real subsumption.
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Z EAEEERRIRENE,  RIMBAY A R IHER T BARS7 SRR 57 shBYBHIETS,
MTTHEER T 57 sd M ERE (EDS ARV RRIER, X5 M E R E SR E A
REAE—Pstagisthy “ZHT” /1 “ZJa" ERPZMEVER, MEZELIC
ME, XA EREUARREREA —RRRII R, RS s EId -
HUBFIEIR N ERTEE R SIER, RN CEAN, BEEESSERIIHEL, XA
WEHABELIRE] T B ER, S48 vABER R X2, XitFk
(v ERTE S A GEPLasH B BIBGE. Z AT AN SR TE PIAS L
ORI, LM S EIC AN TR, 2 R I Mg
A EA S — MR S BB TERM, AMTAIRER B, Rk TIX
FE—FLA,  BIBRARA A O B 3 5 B AR B 3hd 5Kk 2 [/ i,
W2, WHEEARL

8 Negri, ‘The Constitution of Time’ , 29.

8 As Negri puts it the 1978 lectures: ‘---when the theory of value cannot measure itself by a quantity of
labour-time or by an individual dimension of labour, when a first displacement leads it to confront social time
and the collective dimension of labour, at this moment the impossibility of measuring exploitation modifies
the form of exploitation. The emptiness that appears in the theory of value, the evacuation of any element of
measure which is not a generic reference to social industriousness, the liberation of social industriousness and
its constitution in collective individuality, does not suppress the law of value but reduces it to a mere
formality. Of course, formality does not mean a lack of efficacy. Formality does not mean a lack of meaning.
The form of the law of value is, on the contrary, efficient and full of meaning, but efficacy and meaning are
given to it only by its irrationality, by the end of the progressive and rationalising function of exploitation.
The form is the empty, miserable base of exploitation. The form of value is pure and simple command, the
pure and simple form of politics — of the “essential inessentiality” , as the young Marx would say in
Hegelian terms. We are here at the culminating point of a process in which the power relations —rationally
established —regulated and included within the development of capital —are reversed. Where the relation of
rationality inverts itself. The inversion is total.” Negri, Marx Beyond Marx, 147-48.

ssNegri, ‘The Constitution of Time’ , 27.

saThe ‘use-value of labour-power’ features in the translator’ s —Matteo Mandarini’ s —introduction to
The Constitution of Time” , but it is nowhere to be found in Negri’ s work itself. See Negri, Time for
Revolution, 11. Mandarini reproduces Negri’ s basic misunderstanding of labour-power when he claims that
the labour theory of value demanded that labour-power existed, in some sense, outside capital (outside its
disciplinary regime) and needed to be drawn in.” lbid.
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PR AR BB 2, X S ra R, F73h AV MY EH IR
BRONAIRE, MRS b a) B st SOy RTRE, T HIERUE 1 H IR/
WAERPRG L SEAKZ(ERAET RE 2" ). X RN
&, NTRBRI/RZIGHI RN, Bt /R, ZL8EF M
FIRTTANZIAR “APRR" BIRARARIMOXMA TR Z AT EIERA R
HSEBRTE SR AR TR ME R~ AR ORIERY ). AFNIXAE— R R R (5 Al
HIZIBAR R [PDIA]), BaMERIN ()R T3, RIS 510
AT SR B RS2, AR TARMZBRREIE, BIlaa el
IEEENA TR I N — IR E Oy "Bk RS 2
Q)M XML, B “RIEROMEAZ R B L a B 5730
41, WiEk B LFRE RS T I s RST7 o SHaiE T, BauE
HSRHY, Hlas @k ABsIf(RZ eI IEFIsH), RN, Btz
—RZINE, RONEFA T —MEEIRR)RSR, BERERMMER LA 52 H
EhEY, i AT R AR, BRI, S5Eh R, 5
PSS, XERERE, EIERTHEZSA 755 s R E R R
DIRERIANIIIE], AR ERME, XEEIERNHEERHX, EREA
AT

% In Negri’ s words: ‘This transcendental of the society of real subsumption is the transformation of
Prometheus into Narcissus, the ideal of the complete self-sufficiency of the schema of production and of
automatic functioning. Ecstasy.” Negri, The Constitution of Time  , 48.

gs For Negri, ‘the first result produced by the logic of separation is to displace the relationship necessary
labour/surplus labour to---the level of the capacity of capital to subsume society, and to transform the
relation between two complete, opposed subjectivities that are hostile to the point of destroying each other
reciprocally.” Negri, Marx Beyond Marx, 145.

¥ |bid. 148.
8Marx, Capital 1, 530. ‘Machinery---creates no new value.” Ibid. 509.
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FIEAREL B R o — “RIBHMRAIITHE” |, BRI, iR,
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SIMERAE RN BRI, X2 S v BARTRZEY| wa 8 v RE =4 iV 45
Ro BMWTAEmER, “Pise” W]

g0 Ibid. 255.
% |pid. 1007.

° |bid. 302 (see also Marx, Grundrisse, 704).
2 David Cunningham, ‘A Marxist heresy? Accelerationism and its discontents’ , Radical Philosophy 191
(May/June 2015), 29.
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KN —R% 4= 77 11 (des gesellschaftlichen Gehirns) Y &, Al 45 I Wi
FNGEARA, ENSFHIMENIE, MR EARREN, HEA
Ui, RICNEERZANEME, RECIEN—REIERAE™ SR E
PSR AEALER Y, FNRRIO R GRS, IMER; TS S s AN
THRBIENNRMAMT 2 N, TARIANZREY, FAMRFTIAR
SR A E JE Y [die bed<s:1> rfnisse des Kapitals].%

SHTE G HER R ER 7 —#E, IXBOEEERATRESTIR A BB 5K 5 Y £
MPIEMZ RIA TR, M S BRI Gis 2 B IRBUER W55 3
RIN "= NARE” , AW, EXERMFEER, WRRIMNIEZESRL,
=R T HIML(RE S B AR 2 B) 200, MRBEEIE MBS A T
—NEERZRI, KL, B583—#, WEREAE N BRGNS RI&,
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s See, in particular, Tony Smith, ‘Hegel, Marx and the Comprehension of Capltallsm , and Riccardo
Belloflore ‘Lost in Translation: Once Again on the Marx—Hegel Connection” , both of which appear in
Marx’s Capital and Hegel’s Logic: A Reexamination, ed. Fred Moseley and Tony Smith.

%Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 594-95 (Grundrisse, 694-95). The ‘social brain’
in this passage dovetails with the physiological dimension of Marx” s concept of abstract labour highlighted
in the previous chapter.
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il Z N5 H At BN % AT FET)
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P ARIEF IR ERIART, B2, SR EME 2 FER, A
NEATTE T A T KA AR T K5, 1XAE18444F BIS T4 (A J b
& S BN AR HT18434E N KBUARATFAMAIAY) W “ AR )Pk
PSIRPAE, HAR SRy o HrBmt N BT A = A E R R A TR,

“Marx’ s use of the terms EntdufSerung and Entfremdung reflects Hegel” s complex philosophical response
to the English word ‘alienation’ . Strictly speaking, EntidufSerung means ‘externalisation’ , and hence
does not capture the entire scope of ‘alienation’ in English [from the Latin alius (other, another) and
alienus (alien, foreign, and belonging to someone else)]. Hence despite the fact that Entduferung is
commonly translated as ‘alienation’ , one should keep in mind that this translation relies on the ‘alien’
[fremd] within Entfremdung for its intelligibility.

% Marx, OPM, 511 (EPM, 108).
Marx, EPM, 110.
% Marx, OPM, 517 (EPM, 114).
% Marx, EPM, 114,
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1 Marx, Grundrisse, 470.
92 Marx and Engels, DI, 34 (Gl, 54).
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%3 Marx and Engels, GI, 53. They state:  ‘in the one the same thing is affirmed with reference to activity as is
affirmed in the other with reference to the product of the activity.”  Ibid.

% Marx, OPM, 557 (EPM, 159).
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PRI IX R DU — R 7 A AR Y, FEIX AR A 752,
CJiE, BATEAEFARER, XEAE S SRIT PR, AR,
AHENANTIR, MRERANBENIE R, YFMAKRE, RAE3MfIEd
EAEBEETEEN MR, JAS5F ) mEs —J 7w, 4=
AR AR AR b (1 B B AT B AR 32 SCE R ) /2 AR &2 Frebd >R
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PRI 9 D Ao

BATEAEATAE IR E R, BRI g 1S B BB AL 7 TR B e SRR 27
P SEMLEHT I AR, 25— B f) M tH

%5 Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 244 (Grundrisse, 325).

106 Marx and Engels, Gl, 92.

107 These two terms should be understood synonymously. In Marx, ‘class’ is not a static category which is
subsequently put into motion through struggle.  ‘Class’ is already always class struggle, which is to say
that, so long as classes exist, they only ever exist through struggle. To rearticulate the relationship between
needs and the means of their satisfaction in Chapter 1, there is no chronological succession here: one moment
(the existence of a class) is not subsequently followed by another (the struggle of this class).
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108 The essential point here is that if, famously, ‘the history of all hitherto existing society is the history of
class struggles’ , this proclamation can only be sustained after the needs of capital, or more precisely, after
the real subsumption of the labour-process under capital, has been established as the condition of thinking
the history of all hitherto existing society’ . See Marx and Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party, 34.
The historical importance of class struggle is not thereby diminished: it is simply given its ontological and
epistemological basis.

% Balibar, The Philosophy of Marx, 46, 44.
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9Marx and Engels, Gl, 82.

i jke ‘labour in general’ , the category of ‘class’ Is the creation of abstract labour and the valorisation-
process, for how else is the surplus product yielded by ‘surplus-labour’ , in capitalism or any other mode of
production, imaginable in isolation from abstract labour and the valorisation- -process? This dovetails with,
even as it is not the immediate context of, Marx and Engels’ s assertion in The German ldeology that ‘the
emergence of the class--is itself a product of the bourgeO|S|e Ibid. 84. This does not mean that the
separation of the means of production from the producers is not a condition of abstract labour and the
valorisation-process, but it does mean that the latter are the condition of thinking the former as constitutive of ‘

classes’

170



4.1.4 PR 2 (original Accumulation)

B BRI AT B T 5 AR B9 A 7= it R AT DARERf A2 o0 S ) 3= S SR LR
SRR SR LR, AT, WISRAEEPTBER R AT 2 (die sogenannte urspr
<e:1> ngliche Akkumulation)*2 HI{ & K1) F—EHRIG—H 77 X —E 5
NTEEE G 5 B R A EME S RN BURA T A el R” i iE
e, HEAIMEE N ——8 eI - Hr i 1 <<l€c'-§i@>> W0 ZIRAH)ZE,
B AR A R AR PR I R B DUE R B AR AR PT BN “RARRIFAE DL
FIRNME T, TR MME DL AR T A AT, B A T A~ T 2
FmAE =& FHE RENEANT ), R HEARNHEA, FiX MR
TE BRI SR | —— T AHIX N R _ETCEERIIEIMS DAFELE, (HIEGnFRAT]
4%%?‘&']!3"] EHWMNEAHIRE T —— 2B AN R, TEMI5 RN BUOA

Gtk B CREERERN SFRNZ TR 1150 ——P ZR 3 Wi
{}?? “TRAFERE” 5 “WERRIRT ZRNES, FEE “BHaNEET
HREEE TR —— S B At Y 1528 2 TR BR RN R SR, Hp
IO T IXFE— S

12 ‘primitive accumulation’ is of course the predominant English language translation of urspriingliche
Akkumulation. In contrast to this, this thesis argues that ‘originary’ isa better rendition of ursprtingliche
than prlmltlve , first and foremost because ‘primitive accumulation’  conjures up, as Osborne
suggests, ‘a nineteenth-century anthropological i imagery, which would consign the process to a past time; or
at least, identifies its methods with those of pre-history.” How to Read Marx, 104-5. As Osborne notes,
primitive accumulation’  obscures the contribution that Marx’ s urspriingliche Akkumulation makes to the
concept of the origin —the Ursprung —in the German philosophical tradition more generally. Ibid. 105. Thus
originary accumulation might be grasped as constitutive of a kind of orlglnary temporallty , in ways that
converge with and radically depart from Heidegger’ s use of the term. Finally, orlglnary is preferable to °
original’ , because the former registers the ongoing constitutive function of originary accumulation, and
hence the sense in which, as we will see, capital cannot exist without it.

13 \Without doubt, Michael Perelman’ s The Invention of Capitalism: Classical Political Economy and the
Secret History of Primitive Accumulation (Durham: Duke University Press, 2000) is the preeminent
investigation of political economy’ s simultaneous support and dismissal of originary accumulation. The
so-called” within  ‘so-called originary accumulation’ registers Marx’ s direct response to political
economy, but it also, this thesis suggests, can be extended to the permanence of originary accumulation
within capitalism.

3

4 Marx, Capital 1, 873.

us Ibid. After Jason Read, this tale is ‘the idealized memory of an individual capltallst s accumulation.’
Jason Read, ‘Primitive Accumulation: the Aleatory Foundation of Capltallsm , Rethinking Marxism 14:2
(Summer 2002) 27. As Read points out, this is the context of Balibar’ s comment that ‘the analysis of
primitive accumulation thus brings us into the presence of the radical absence of memory which characterises
history (memory being only the reflection of history in certain pre-determined sites — ideology or even law —
and as such, anything but a faithful reflection).” Balibar, ‘Elements for a Theory of Transition’ , 283.
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18 Marx, Kapital 1, 742 (Capital 1, 874).

7 Marx, Kapital 1, 742 (Capital 1, 874-75). “This historical act is the historical genesis of capital, the
historical process of separation which transforms the conditions of labour into capital and labour into wage-
labour. This provides the basis for capitalist production.” Marx, Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3, 315.

"% See, in particular, Massimo De Angelis, ‘Marx and primitive accumulation: The continuous
character of capital’ s “enclosures’ The Commoner, Volume 2 (September 2001),

accessed 21 May 2015), and Werner Bonefeld, ‘The
Permanence of Primitive Accumulation: Commodity Fetishism and Social Constitution’ , The Commoner,
Volume 2 (September 2001), http://www.commoner.org.uk/02bonefeld.pdf (accessed 21 May 2015).

19Marx, Theorien tiber den Mehrwert, Dritter Teil, 414 (Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3, 422).

2 Marx, Capital 3, 354. See also Marx, Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3, 311.
! This is, at least at the level of the ‘diachronic analysis’ , the framework of Balibar’ s ‘Elements for a
Theory of Transition’ .
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122Marx’ s analysis of the credit-system, the modern system of taxation, and the political economic function
of debt is notable: ‘the national debt, i.e. the alienation [Verau[Serung] of the state —whether that state is
despotic, constitutional or republican —marked the capitalist era with its stamp. The only part of the so-called
national wealth that actually enters into the collective possession of a modern nation is —the national debt.’
Marx, Capital 1, 919. If there isa ‘subject’ of originary accumulation, it is the state, not capital. To my
knowledge, there is to date no work that looks at the capital-state relation from the standpoint of the relation
between capitalist and originary accumulation.

2 “The discovery of gold and silver in America, the extermination, enslavement and entombment in mines
of the indigenous population of that continent, the beginnings of the conquest and plunder of India, and the
conversion of Africa into a preserve for the commercial hunting of blackskins, are all things which signify the
dawn of capitalist production. These idyllic processes are the chief moments of originary accumulation.’
Marx, Kapital 1, 779 (Capital 1, 915).

' De Angelis, ‘Marx and primitive accumulation: The continuous character of capital’ s
“enclosures” ’ ', 2-4. The standard conception of originary accumulation still exercises a fair amount of

influence. For mstance in_his recent review of Oskar Negt and Alexander Kluge’ s Geschichte und

Eigensinn (1981) (translated in2014 as ‘History and Obstinacy’), Stewart Martin questions Negt and Kluge’

s declaration that ~ “primitive accumulation not only stands at the beginning of modern human development,

but also permanently renews itself in every moment. See Stewart Martin, ‘Political economy of life: Negt

and Kluge’ s History and Obstinacy’ , Radical Philosophy 190 (March/ApnI 2015), 33.

%5 Marx, Capital 1, 873.
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***The difference between originary accumulation and capitalist accumulation (the latter is frequently labelled

as ‘mature accumulation’ or “accumulation proper’ ) must be maintained, so as not to conflate these
concepts in Marx, who on a number of occasions explicitly differentiates them: ‘It is indeed this separation
between the conditions of labour, on the one hand, and the producers, on the other, that forms the concept of
capital, as this arises with originary accumulation---subsequently appearing as a constant process in the

accumulation and concentration of capital, before it is finally expressed---as the centralisation of capitals

already existing in few hands, and the decapitalisation of many.’ See Marx, Kapital 3, 256 (Capital 3, 354-
55). Commenting on this passage, De Angelis suggests that “while sharing the same principle —separation —
the two concepts point at two different conditions of existence. [Originary accumulation] implies the ex novo
production of the separation, while [capitalist accumulation] implies the reproduction —on a greater scale —of
the same separation.” Massimo De Angelis, ‘Marx and primitive accumulation: The continuous character
of capital’ s “enclosures” ” , 8. Thus even as, strictly speaking, ‘originary accumulation’ is the

originary accumulation of capital, such that it is, at a certain level, misleading to suggest that it is not a kind
of ‘capitalist’ accumulation (particularly since capitalist accumulation (proper) creates the conditions, as
we will see, whereby originary accumulation is constantly reproduced), it is necessary, on another level, to
differentiate these two accumulations. Only one —capitalist accumulation —actually creates surplus-value,

whereas the other is the condition of possibility for this. Likewise, capital is the subject of capitalist

accumulation, whereas it is not the subject of (its) originary accumulation (the state is).

"1 am indebted to De Angelis for the passages cited here, specifically section 3.2 of his ‘Marx and
primitive accumulation: The continuous character of capital’ s “enclosures : Separation and the
secret of (primitive) accumulation™ .

% Marx, Kapital 3, 256 (Capital 3, 354).
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129 Marx, Theorien tiber den Mehrwert, Dritter Teil, 309, 268 (Theories of Surplus-Value, Part 3, 315, 272).

10 Marx, Grundrisse, 462.

** De Angelis, ‘Marx and primitive accumulation: The continuous character of capital’ s
enclosures , 6.

132 See footnote 126.

BWith  “The Permanence of Primitive Accumulation: Commodity Fetishism and Social Constitution’ , see
also Werner Bonefeld, ‘History and Social Constitution: Primitive Accumulation is not Primitive’ , The
Commoner, Debate 1 (March 2002), http://www.commoner. org. uk/debbonefeld01. pdf (accessed 23 May
2015), Werner Bonefeld, ‘Class Struggle and-thePermanernce of Primitive Accumutationmr —-Common Sense
8 (November 1988), 54-66, and Werner Bonefeld, Critical Theory and the Critique of Political Economy: On
Subversion and Negative Reason (London and New York: Bloomsbury Academic, 2014), specifically
Chapter 4: ‘Capital and Labour: Primitive Accumulation and the Force of Value’ .

134 Bonefeld, ‘The Permanence of Primitive Accumulation: Commodity Fetishism and Social
Constitution’ , 1-2.

135 Ibid. 2.
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1% Marx, Grundrisse, 459.

37 Bonefeld, ‘History and Social Constitution: Primitive Accumulation is not Primitive’ , 6. Thus ‘the
notion that the essence of primitive accumulation is suspended [aufgehoben] in accumulation proper means
that the principle of primitive accumulation, that is separation, is raised to a new level, rendering primitive
accumulation as a specific epoch historically redundant. At the same time, its essential character is
maintained as the constitutive presupposition of capital: separation.” lbid. 4. However, as we will consider
shortly, the relationship between originary accumulation and the ‘historical becoming’ of the
accumulation of capital cannot be restricted to the historical past (in its chronological register), because, as
the constitutive basis of capital, originary accumulation is the ongoing constitutive basis of history as the
ongoing self-expansion of time.

' Bonefeld, ‘The Permanence of Primitive Accumulation: Commodity Fetishism and Social
Constitution™ , 5.

39Marx, Kapital 1, 87 (Capital 1, 166).
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0 Bonefeld, ‘The Permanence of Primitive Accumulation: Commodity Fetishism and Social
Constitution™ , 6.

“1 As Bonefeld conveys it:  ‘primitive accumulation is a constantly reproduced accumulation, be it in terms
of the renewed separation of new populations from the means of production and subsistence, or in terms of
the reproduction of the wage relation in the “established” relations of capital’ , such that, and as
previously cited, originary accumulation ‘is the presupposition of capital and the result of its
reproduction.” lbid. 1-2, emphasis added. Both Bonefeld and De Angelis point towards Samir Amin’ s
Accumulation on a World Scale: a Critique of the Theory of Underdevelopment (1974) as a pioneering work
that explicitly presents originary accumulation itself as necessarily ongoing.

¥2Marx, Capital 1, 873.
3 1pid. 775.
1“4 Marx, Capital 3, 355.
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“ The implicit temporal orientation of those analyses that stress the ‘continuous character’  of originary

accumulation is —for the most part —the past, which is to say that originary accumulation is (within

capitalism) predominantly theorised as a reactionary process. This is the underlying assumption behind David
Harvey’ s rereading of originary accumulation as ‘accumulation by dispossession’ , such that the ‘new
imperialism’ is fundamentally a response to the economic crises of the 1970s. See David Harvey, The New
Imperialism (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2003). De Angelis argues that ‘the temporal dimension [of
originary accumulation] includes in principle both the period of the establishment of a capitalist mode of
production and the preservation and expansion of the capitalist mode of production any time the producers set
themselves as an obstacle to the reproduction of their separation to the means of productlon De Angelis, °
Marx and primitive accumulation: The continuous character of capital’ s “enclosures” * , 13. Originary
accumulation thereby becomes a deliberate response or strategy, ex post facto, to existing 'forms of class
struggle. This is not incorrect, but it obscures the sense in which originary accumulation is also and

systematically structured by the future, such that it represents a form of speculation —a gamble, a hedge —on
capital’ s need to self-expand.

146Marx Grundrisse, 459.
147 Thus primitive accumulation becomes not only a cause of the capitalist mode of production but its
effect.’ Read ‘Primitive Accumulation: the Aleatory Foundation of Capitalism’ , 37.
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“8Marx, Grundrisse, 461.
" 1bid. 462.
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150 ‘I call this the fetishism which attaches itself to the products of labour as soon as they are produced as
commodities, and is therefore inseparable from the production of commodities.” Marx, Capital 1, 165.

%11bid. 164-65.
=2 Balibar, ‘Elements for a Theory of Transition’ , 283.
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153 Marx, Capital 1, 916.

5 “To this day’ , but, and once again, in no way predominantly overtly today. The violence of originary
accumulation is indeed aufgehoben within capitalist accumulation, but this takes nothing away from the
ongoing necessity of originary to capitalist accumulation.

55 Read, ‘Primitive Accumulation: the Aleatory Foundation of Capitalism’ , 37. Read formulates this in
conjunction with the following passage in Deleuze and Guattari’ s A Thousand Plateaus: ‘Hence the very
particular character of State violence: it is very difficult to pinpoint this violence because it always presents
itself as preaccomplished. It is not even adequate to say that the violence rests with the mode of production.
Marx made the observation in the case of capitalism: there is a violence that necessarily operates through the
State, precedes the capitalist mode of production, constitutes the “primitive accumulation” , and makes
possnble the capitalist mode of production itself. From a standpoint within the capitalist mode of production, it
Is very difficult to say who is the thief and who is the victim, or even where the violence resides. That is
because the worker is born entirely naked and the capitalist objectlvely “clothed” , an independent owner.
That which gave the worker and the capitalist this form eludes us because it operated in other modes of
production. It is a violence that posits itself as preaccomplished, even though it is reactivated every day.’
See Gilles Deleuze and Félix Guattari, A Thousand Plateaus: Capitalism and Schizophrenia [1980], trans.
and foreword by Brian Massumi (Mlnneapolls University of Minnesota Press, 2003), 447.
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1ssRead, ‘Primitive Accumulation: the Aleatory Foundation of Capitalism’ , 38.
157 Marx, Kapital 1, 779 (Capital 1, 915).
158 Read, ‘Prlmltlve Accumulation: the Aleatory Foundation of Capitalism’ , 38.

% Therefore, ‘capitalist accumulation is nothing other than primitive accumulatlon continued onto the shop
floor, thus nothing other than a continuation of the modification of violence begun with “bloody
legislation” and the enclosure acts.”  Ibid.

% Deleuze and Guattari, A Thousand Plateaus: Capitalism and Schizophrenia, 447.

182



£
ARSI 5 57 S )

IR R A e A S IR, !

WAL P B A S R B T e, R ER “EEERIESA 18
BT AS DAE AR S — MR B R B R, AT, BTSSR R ERH
B, BE——DUN GERIL) F—&——F AR AT N BG4 50,
MR A 75 R AR IR E 2 B RTEE. &, REEEEE TR
FAMES RE SRR M AE LSS, AeEEIEERMEY I Ry ZEAt, A
R M IX A S LA Fe HH D s s TR T RE . TRIE I AR R XA 2 HATIE
“TTPBRIARIE” (PSR B T AR S B IRIE) SRR, TR E N R AR LR
AR 1R R B E B IX RIS, SE Do DA “IEW MR
(den eigentlichen ZirkulationsprozefS), — /S “SERRAY” AE 7210 FE— i Al A
BN BRI Z2—, FRMGEBIRAIFX Sy, “WIERTE” f1 “4 /a7
AR, H—7H, XE CEARIL)H BT KER— P EARR S,  “Hs”
[FREA RN — N T2, RPN, EESNHRERE, BXprtE
WETRARNEREIRE, ENVEE SRR,

! Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63, 52.

2 Marx states: ‘the total production-process [Gesamtproduktionsproze/] of capital includes both the

circulation-process proper and the actual production-process. These form the two great sections of its

movement, which appears as the totality of these two processes. On one side, labour-time, and on the other,

circulation-time. And the whole of the movement appears as unity of labour-time and circulation-time, as
unity of production and circulation. This unity itself is motion, process. Capital appears as this unity-in-
process of production and circulation, a unity which can be regarded both as the totality of the production-
process, as well as the specific completion of one turnover of the capital, one movement returning into
itself.”  Marx, Grundrisse der Kritik der politischen Okonomie, 520 (Grundrisse, 620). The ‘proper in
the expression  ‘the circulation-process proper’ and the ‘actual’ in the expression the actual

production-process’  are two different translations of the same German word: eigentlichen.

s Therefore,  ‘circulation-time and production-time are mutually exclusive. During its circulation-time,

capital does not function as productive capital, and...produces neither commodities nor surplus-value.” See
Karl Marx, Capital: a Critique of Political Economy, Vol. 2: the Process of Circulation of Capital [1885]
(hereafter Capital 2), trans. David Fernbach (London and New York: Penguin Books, 1978), 203. See also
Marx, Grundrisse, 658, where circulation-time is figured as  ‘not-production-time’ as well as  ‘not-value-
positing-time” .
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4 Hence insofar as there is some kind of ‘logic’ (apart from Engels’ s editorial hand) that structures the
three volumes of Capital, it is not the dialectic ‘Volume 1 + Volume 2 = Volume 3’ , as is occasionally
assumed, but rather a logic wherein the immediate production-process (Volume 1) is subsumed by the
circulation- -process, broadly construed (Volume 2), which is thereafter actualised by the total-process of
capitalist production (Volume 3). This is the sense in which the aim of Volume 3 is to ~ ‘discover and present
the concrete forms which grow out of the process of capital's movement considered as a whole.” Marx,

Capital 3, 117. That is, Volume 3 actualises —via categories such as ‘profit’ and ‘price’ -what Volume
2 has aIready establlshed, albeit at a high level of abstraction.

3

*See Chapter 4, footnote 9. From the second volume of Capital on, the categories of ‘abstract labour’ and
value’ can be understood from the standpoint of = ‘total social capltal

s This thesis accordingly shares Tombazos’ s enthusiasm for the opening chapters of the second volume of
Capital, particularly Chapter 4. See Tombazos, Time in Marx, 2, 4, 124.

7Marx is well aware of this when, for instance, he states that  ‘capital, as self-valorising value, does not just
comprise class relations, a definite social character that depends on the existence of labour as wage-labour. It
is @ movement, a circulatory-process through different stages, which itself in turn includes three different
forms of the C|rculatory process. Hence it can only be grasped as a movement, and not as a static thing.’
Marx, Capital 2, 185.
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8 The following two passages in the Grundrisse are also quite instructive: first, ‘Capital---exists as the
subject of circulation; circulation is posited as its own life’ s course. But whilst capital thus, as the whole of
circulation, is circulating capital, is the process of going from one phase into the other, it is at the same time,
within each phase, posited in a specific aspect, restricted to a particular form, which is the negation of itself as
the subject of the whole movement. Therefore, capital in each of its particular phases is the negation of itself
as the subject of all the various metamorphoses’ ; and, second, ‘Insofar as capital in every moment of the
process is itself the possibility of going over into its other, next phase, and is thus the possibility of the whole
process, which expresses capital” s act of life, to that extent each of the moments appears potentially as
capital —hence commaodity capital, money capital —along with the value positing itself in the production-
process as capital.” Marx, Grundrisse, 620, 637. Marx’ s use of the expression ‘the life-process of
capital’ (see also Capital 1, 425) cuts across his entire critique of political economy, but the second volume
of Capital is arguably unmatched in its contribution to our understanding of the relation between the concept
of capital and the philosophical concept of life.

°See, in particular, Tombazos, Time in Marx, Chapter Eleven, ‘Capital as Syllogism’ , and Chapter
Twelve, ‘Capital in Marx, or “Life” in Hegel’ .

10 1bid. 140.

1 ‘The living being is the syllogism whose very moments are inwardly systems and syllogisms:--but they
are active syllogisms, or processes; and within the subjective unity of the living being they are only One
process. Thus, the living being is the process of its own concluding with itself, which runs through three
processes.” G.W.F. Hegel, The Encyclopaedia Logic (Part | of the Encyclopaedia of Philosophical Sciences
with the Zusatze) [1817, 1830], trans. T.F. Geraets, W.A. Suchting and H.S. Harris (Indianapolis: Hackett
Publishing Company, 1991, 292 ( § 217).
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2 Of interest here is the manner in which, from the standpoint of total social capital, ‘production’ (the
circuit of productive capital) simply represents the capacity of the living organism to preserve/maintain itself,
not the sense in which this being reproduces itself as more than itself —as “giving birth”  to more than what
it already is (this is the function of the circuit of money capital). To put this a different way, whereas the
production-process in the first volume of Capital obviously corresponds to the production of surplus-value,
this is, from the standpoint of the second volume of Capital, expressed by the circuit of money capital, not the
circuit of productive capital. As Marx expresses it, the general form of the movement P---P’  is the form
of reproduction, and does not indicate, as does M---M’ , that valorisation is the purpose of the process.
Marx, Capital 2, 172.

13 Tombazos, Time in Marx, 140.

14 1bid. 144.

15 Karl Marx, Das Kapital: Kritik der politischen Okonomie, Zweiter Band: Der Zirkulationsproze/S des
Capitals [1885] herausgegeben von Friedrich Engels (hereafter Kapital 2), in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band
24 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1963), 108 (Capital 2, 184). Consider also Marx, Capital 2, 180: “if we take all

three forms together, then all the premises of the process appear as its result as premises produced by the
process itself. Each moment appears as a point of departure, of transit, and of return.
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8 Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Die heilige Familie, oder Kritik der kritischen Kritik. Gegen Bruno Bauer
und Konsorten [1845], in Marx and Engels, MEW, Band 2 (Berlin: Dietz Verlag, 1962), 98 (Karl Marx and
Friedrich Engels, The Holy Family, or Critique of Critical Criticism. Against Bruno Bauer and Company, in
MECW, Volume 4, Marx and Engels, 1844-1845, trans. Richard Dixon and Clemens Dutt (Moscow: Progress
Publishers, 1975), 93).

" Marx, Capital 2, 185.
8 Marx, Kapital 2, 109 (Capital 2, 185).
¥ Marx, Capital 2, 180.
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®Tombazos’ s ‘organic time’ is the comprehensive concept of the third and final section of his Time in
Marx. It is the culminating conceptual formulation which unites the time of production’ and ‘the time of
circulation” as, respectively, a ‘linear time’  and cycllcal time’ . The problems with this reading aside,
we must note that it goes hand-in-hand with a systematic lack of an anaIyS|s of the concept of need, a fact
which results in the separation, for Tombazos, of the ‘logical’ and ‘historical’ time of capital.

21 Tombazos, Time in Marx, 145.
# Much of the discussion that follows is indebted to Peter Osborne’ s recent article ‘A sudden topicality:
Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , Radical Philosophy 160 (March/April 2010), 19-26, which
proceeds from the premise that whereas Marx is undoubtedly a thinker of crisis, it is unclear whether he is a
theorist of crisis, whether, that is to say, he ‘propound][s] something that mlght legitimately be called a
“crisis theory > lbid. 19. This dovetails with Tombazos’ s argument that Marx only analyses ¢
periodical crises linked to the industrial cycle, which are therefore normal” , necessary and inevitable
moments of capitalist production’ , but leaves unanalysed ‘the structural crises that are abnormal or
extraordinary in that they cannot be overcome by the spontaneous or endogenous mechanisms of the
system.  Tombazos, Time in Marx, 274. However, what Tombazos calls a ‘structural crisis’ is not the
same thing as what Osborne calls  ‘the all- -pervasive, general-historical character of the concept of crisis in
its modern form’ , a concept of crisis which Tombazos leaves unanalysed and with which, as we will learn,
the concept of hlstorlcal time must reckon. See Osborne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the
politics of crisis’ , 20.

2 Karl Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63 (Continuation), in MECW, Volume 32, Marx: 1861-1863,
trans. Renate Simpson (Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1989), 157. See also Karl Marx, Theories of Surplus-
Value, Part 2 [1861-63], trans. Renate Simpson (London: Lawrence & Wishart, 1969), 528.

% Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63 (Continuation), in MECW, Volume 32, 140, 145.
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% Marx, Capital 1, 209. The point here is that the value-form in no way ensures that the movement of
valorisation is continuous. Marx" s well-known critique of Say s law summarises this: 'no one can sell
unless someone else purchases. But no one directly needs to purchase because he has just sold.” Ibid. 208-9.

26 Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63 (Continuation), in MECW, Volume 32, 144,

2 Marx, Grundrisse, 600. See also ibid. 443-44.
% Marx, Economic Manuscripts of 1861-63 (Continuation), in MECW, Volume 32, 140.

#Tombazos, Time in Marx, 274.
®Oshorne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , 20.
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a1 “---a crisis is always the starting-point of a large volume of new investment. It is also, therefore, if we
consider the society as a whole, more or less a new material basis for the next turnover cycle.” Marx,
Capital 2, 264.

20shorne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , 20. Osborne goes on to define
this concept of crisis as  its fundamental political meaning at the level of its greatest historical generality---
the generality and fundamentally historical character of the concept of crisis.” Ibid. 22.

% 1bid. 20.
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#Pierre Vilar, ‘Marxist History, a History in the Making: Towards a Dialogue with Althusser,” New Left
Review 1/80 (July/August 1973), 105.

* Oshorne, A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , 21. Osborne continues:
crisis theory Js thus in principle madequate to thinking the historico-political meamng of crises — and this
includes Marx’ s own account (or “theory” ) of capitalist crises, however central to such a thinking it
might be. Hence my reluctance to think of Marx as a crisis “theorist” , with respect to the politics of crises,
which was his ultimate concern.” Ibid.

3 For Osborne,  ‘with regard to the temporality of crisis, the cyclical character of crises of accumulation
tends to instil less a sense of possibility than of repetition. This serves to reinforce the main form of temporal
abstraction associated with the experience of commodities in capitalist societies: “the new” . The periodic
character of crisis and the commodity-form each produce modes of experience of temporal abstraction that
undermine or erode the historical experience of crises and, thereby, function to repress the political
possibilities they contain.”  1bid. 24.

¥ Tombazos, Time in Marx, 275.

#See ibid., Chapter 24, ‘The Structural Crises’ , 291-305, which, along with its appendix, does little in the
way of constructing a concept of ‘structural crisis’. _asan  ‘abnormal or extraordinary’  (ibid. 274) crisis
of capitalism, instead offering an empirical history of business cycles over roughly the past 150 years. Why
structural crises are ‘structural’ , and intelligible as such as against ‘periodical crises’  (which would
equally seem to be part of the structure of capitalist accumulation), is thus left at a descriptive level.

3

s Tombazos’ s grasp of the relationship between capital and historical time comes out of his analysis of
structural crises’ . He states: ‘far from acting in a social environment that it only conquers, capital
produces its objective contents that are this environment. It produces its own history. Each particular stage of
capitalism, each recovery from a structural crisis, is the peace that capital concludes with itself.”  Ibid. 300.
After Hegel, ‘this correspondence between subjectlwty and “objectivity” is not that
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of the conceptual totality of capital with an external empirical reality, with a neutral historical time. Rather, it
is the relative correspondence of the former with the objective determinations it produces Ibid. Thus, °
capital asan “Idea” is the correspondence of a logical order of time —obeying its own immanent criteria —
with historical time. This correspondence is a permanent relation of tension and conflict, a relation of
sometimes hidden and sometimes evident contradiction. Crises, particularly structural crises, are violent
moments of confrontation between antagonistic forces. They open up various possibilities, among which is
that of a new “peace” between the ‘subjective side” and “objective side” of capital. This is why
capitalism is a coherent system of determinations, at the same time completed and open, dynamic and in
movement.’ Ibid. There are two problems with this reading. First, history/historical time are reduced to the ¢
objective side’ of the dialectic of capital, the emplrlcal world’  that is dialectically tied to the
subjective side’ —the thought or ‘universal reason’ —of capital, wherein a ‘mutual fertilisation’
and ‘contradictory unity’ between the universal logic and particular history of capital exists. Ibid. 303.
This stands against the idea of this thesis that history/historical time are the manifestations of the dialectic of
capital itself —from both the standpoint of its objectivity and subjectivity. Second, Tombazos™ s concept of
crisis (both perlodlcal and ‘structural’ ) thus precludes the possibility of constructing a historical
concept of crisis: the fundamentally historical character of crisis is here not simply limited to capital, but to
the objective side of capital at that. The ‘various possibilities’ of crises thus become one possibility:
historical repetition.

“*Osborne, ‘A sudden topicality: Marx, Nietzsche and the politics of crisis’ , 21. The ‘two levels’ here
are the  historical development of the mode of production beyond its own I|m|ts on the one hand, and
political economy of capital, on the other’ . lbid. For Osborne,  ‘the failure to adhere to the disjunction’
between these two levels ‘generates the qua5| theological notion of a “final” crisis of the capitalist
system, as a whole, as some kind of event, rather than a process with a duration of many decades, if not
centuries, appropriate to the idea of a “social” rather than a merely “political” revolution. And it is this
notion that lies behind the substitution of a theory of breakdown for a (generational) politics of
transformation.”  Ibid.

w4, L,
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