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lation, but so that he shall throw off the chain and pluck the living
flower. The criticism of religion disiflusions man, so that he will think,
act and fashion his reality like a man who has discarded his illusions
and regained his senses, so that he will move around himself as his
own truc Sun, Religion is only the illusory Sun which revolves around
man as long as he does not revolve around himself,

One should not only go and *pluck the living flower’ as
Marx writes, clearly using sexual metaphor here, but one
should go and use the stick without ideological nonsense.
The question of the legitimate place of the stick should not
be the question of a new ideological outfit for it, but the
question of what the stick is that allows man ‘to revolve
around himself” (Marx is mocking Platonist imaginary
here): the cold and naked stick of the reality-principle that
is not identical with the penis any more.

It is precisely in the question of the naked stick, the
stick that produces mankind by the employment of dis-
cipline and punishment, without cither ideological non-
sense or erotic connotation, where we reach the core of
the communist problem. Communism means that one
doesn’t employ the stick in favour of the phallus-significr
anymore, any given powerful idea, class or person, but
for its own sake—to mercilessly carve out humanity of
the fleshy raw-matter of the animal, to build the new hu-
man by appropriating the oldest, most effective means of
anthropo-production. The ‘minimal difference’ between
Communism and Fascism is the Who and the Why of its
terror. On one side, there 1s reason, on the other, there is
tradition—there is only this urgent choice. That is why we
need to talk about the stick again.
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