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One of the less helpful legacies of Western Marxism has been to redact Marx’s advances 
towards a materialism that would exceed both philosophy and humanism back to certain 
canonic figures. Thus we have Kantian, Spinozist and Hegelian Marxes. Rarely is he 
understood in the context in which he saw himself: namely Epicurus, Lucretius, 18th century 
materialism and in particular the natural history of Darwin. Marx saw historical materialism 
as a subset of natural history.  
 
A further error is to maintain that the main line of development of Marx’s though descends 
either through the Frankfurt school or the Althusserians. The former results in a retreat to 
the Kantian split between the realm of human freedom and natural necessity. The latter 
results in a purely epistemological relation to the natural sciences, and a theoretical anti-
humanism which remains exactly that – theoretical.  
 
Neither are satisfactory forms of knowledge for the era of climate change, and if one is to be 
a Marxist on the question of the politics of knowledge, then one’s relation to an inherited 
tradition has to be governed by just such an agenda. The Western Marxist construct has 
outlived its usefulness, and its highly selective version of the tradition, and its misreading of 
Marx’s own formation, have to be rejected.  
 
Perhaps it is no surprise, then, that two figures marginalized by the Western Marxist 
construct were rare and early identifiers of the possibility of anthropogenic climate change: 
Alexander Bogdanov and Nikolai Bukharin. After framing the question of what is at stake at 
this critical juncture in the recasting of this critical tradition, this paper then turns to a brief 
presentation of just one piece of this excluded tradition: Bogdanov’s ‘tektology’. 
 
Built on a study of the impact of modern physics on the metaphysics of the time, tektology, 
was an original contribution to a nonhuman concept of the practice of knowledge in dark 
times, which tracked homologies of form across different disciplines, with the aim of 
constructing a pedagogy of forms and their evolution that was discipline independent, and 
designed for the training of intellectuals for a period of difficult transition.  
 
Given that we are in a period that calls for a transition to new post-carbon systems, the least 
we can do is try to learn from such examples and prepare the university for the production 
of the kinds of knowledge that will be needed in the imminent future.  
 
Thus: while welcoming the turn away from hermeneutic practices of humanist knowledge, 
this paper is skeptical about the value of the positive contributions of some currents which 
allegedly make such a ‘turn.’ Instead, it advocates looking elsewhere for the theoretical and 
practical bases for a collaborative practices of knowledge that are attentive to critical agendas 
and open to the applied sciences and the constructivist practices of knowledge they require. 
 


