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Louis A.lthusser hss a.ttra.cted. considera.ble sttention by proposins

L U S A 5

a nodernistic stmcturslist' interpreta.tion of Ha.rx Of the neu

- .-.,.s& - -
ol aaa b

cetegories he- introduces, the most centrel and provocative is 'over- '
deteminstion' -' However, the full ra.mifica.tions of Althusser's a.pproach
vis-a.-vis certa.in tenets of cla.ssica.l ‘Marxien, ‘such’ as the base/supot-

structure: relation. ha.ve yet to be fully explored Th; thesis sﬁows

. 'thst y while refooussing attention of the subconscious as,,a crucial

element of history for Ha.rx, Althusser changes 1ts role so that his f

system points toua.nis totalita.rianism, in effect fra.ming the subeonscious

;within whole new conceptions of science a.nd ma.n that are siien to IXsrx

.'rhe issue at’ stake is whether the subconscious Maxrx referred to is,» as

. /Althusser claims. the dqma.in of Althusser's structural causslity,

..b

instesd(a historical cond.ition of’ mrstification a.nd oppression, to 'be -

abolished after ca.pita.lism of xhen"s &'Lienation from his species-being.

. It is argued that Althusser's interpretation must ‘oe denied beca.use R L .
1) the newly forged tools of science turn out to be meta.phvsical rathea:
.. tha.n scientific end hence not useful; 2) by aba.ndoning Ms;cx‘s science

of history, Althusss hss iost !-hrx's revolutionary insishts. ‘,'
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cnl.y a question of which horror--energy crisis or food crisis; dea.th :

FOREWORD - . . - -

. ._t.‘,

T

' Vhen the present ruling claes wa.s hegemonic. liberal governme‘

-

offq'ed to their peoples an optimistic view 'of the future It was “1 o
future nntic{pited as progressive enllghtenment and, in pace, “gradual
but etee,dy iml:rovement of the etandard of living behind the bannere of

@
a policy of development and refo:m. Now we.are jolted by the Club of a

Bone uho, in their prestigious and widely circu.lated The. Limits to! , S

Gmuth. claim to have found finite limits to the sort of future ‘we

ha.ve been cheerfully looking to, limits which Ne are rapidly approaching.

. On the other side of th.is continuous, gradual development they see a

decline and possible collapse of civiliZa.tion. )

S N ’
-

The task of anticipating the futdre ‘hag re¢ently blossomed into. "
a thriving new demonology It is nearing the point where it becomes_
of the biosphere or. dea.th of the oceax\xe; overpopulation or wastages, T
greed and corruption; whether nuclear proliferation and holocaust or
insteed leaks and accidents from the increased reliance on’ nuclear ‘
power stations, not- to’ n(ex'x‘flon many more--is 'éhe first horseman in the
apocalyptic hosts rusl?;ing doun upon us- te—do us 1in,. Alvin Toffler s

o

Future Shock, while Eess of a political eccnomy, it heavily embued with

_ the same gloomy auras a i’uture cha.racterized by ever accelerating
-chb.nge and;a. oonpa‘ratively dec_reasing ‘human abil-ity -tocope as change

telescopés 'i'ntouever shorter time »eethences. Richard Heilbﬁmner feels ‘

s

that .no one is in’ cherge or a.t all equipped to- deal with the problems .

' - ’ ) "-ﬂ-‘ _ ' EEEE ’ e
. > . ) . - R . . . . . )

: i i . . ) -
‘ . - oo N
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threatening us, from terror by armed 5ange at the local service station

to losing one s job His thought leeds him to the prospect of & new

authoritarianism. leanwhile ohe of the most serious international

capitalist Crises ‘ever continues to deepen, .

¥ - L o \

l. U : ., v

Governments are desperately trying to keep the;lid on inflation o

"and unemployment and are spending far beyond their m%ans. Yet the new

'stagflation' defying neo-claseical economic explanation, ehows s {iA

~-governments to ‘not even be marking time. The huge monopolies seem
- P

animated more than ever by one single impetus: to grab the loot and
v } ;
TUrt, renouncing even the facade. of any widespread reinvestment and

development that could meaningfully improve ‘quality and economy of

avallable goods and services. Forelgn currencies float. ‘Banks

*
P

speculate on the money markets into the billions ahd several large' \.",'
banks haVe recently failed. Except for Milton Friedman, epitaph for\\\
18th century capitalisnm,: gone is the-old optimism.v What is replacing~ .
- the old work ethic (may it rest in peace) and the old ‘optimism wﬁen it is
. eut off by the gloomy clouds assembling on our horizons’ Hell, a fast
buck can be made on the burgeoning depravity trade, viz.. the inane but *

unconscionable decadence of A Clockwork Orange. or the rock opera __mmy

or the depravity %{ Altce Gooper. One may be overcome with a ‘messianic.
4sloom, or else become Nills' “crack-pot realist” who blinds himself to ’:
every outrage, averts his face and learns to. condone, and attempts to |
:"get as much of the goodies while the getting is gcod The other alter-' -
Lnativesqseem to be preparation for an inevitable terror of either the N

right or left as. tolerance and reason become 1uxuries that break down '

under increasing stresses upon the social order as the capitalist crisis A»_.

-vii-
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deepens. And if a.rmed “action, where it is una.voida.ble. .ie not limited

by the principlee\of a social order higher than the one it wishee to.

end. leftist nihilism will be 1ndistinguishable from the rightist The

-ost pressing task for political theory tod.ay, it ‘seenms to me, is "the

helmidation of the principles of a higher soclal o:nder.’%\ .

’

- Tt ie noither wi}:hin my a.bility nor mr purpose to . a.nnounce hére
that the first stages of the final collapse are now upon us, I .sub-»
" seribe to the words om’ﬂ;, Wwho said that nan, like the fish and .
the birds, "also knoweth not his time, tntil he is ensnared Hhen it .

fa.lleth suddenly upon him", Yet I see no rea.son for doubting the

4

-~

-

»
°

va.lidity of the many scientifically reputa.ble proghecies of doom. .I

accept themv as sage wa.rnings a.ga.fnet continuing our present way of -

l.ife, though by ‘no mea.ns as a thorough unraVelling of the process

4 N
i

known as fa.te nor a solid foretellings of ineVitable events. T

] k]
g J
L)

It should be noted, and more tha.n in pa.ssing, tha.t the.»current '-
doomsday predictions ha.ve, in numerous respects, been ;{redated 'by the
work of Karl larx a.nd by . ma.m,' subsequent cox!xtributors to the Ha.rxist
tradition, - Two veritable landmarks on the theory of the capitans@
collai)se ’;.re the works of the young Luka.cs, which rose in resp)mse to

\emerging issues in the historical environment that preceded the Grea.t

;Depression, a.nd ‘Rosa - Luxembourg s essa.yeﬁ which. a.nticipated. sevéral

) ‘ deca.des ahead of time. Vorld Har 11, r".arxis‘bs base their futurolow o

‘o

. ‘a theoretical ana.lysis of the dia.lectic, which fs to say the pmes§

itself of capita.list production which cannot be understood through N

analytical logfc alone but only as dia.lectica.l sojial relations. From

o,

n .-

-



. .sonetﬁiss receding but eventual' "

‘agenda .

L ly cast our. lots with radica.l socia.l cha.nge. . \-\

o,

<@

a study of this process, e.n? indeed from the diaisotical logic abstrat-

ed from it though, in a. very partia.l m. sone of the q.he.pe of an .
. \ Ve
emerging highez' slternative can 'be seen, ’dhen toda.y e te‘:e 1nto

a.ccount both the recent futurologies s.nd ths Ila.nd.st ]:itof;ture. all .
N M"‘"\‘ . v N
‘ 'tha.t remains relativeiy certain is thst the soml\yhes approa.ching. Mo

. ‘? .

. (Y

It is Yy, purpose, though it remains to be seen whethei' it is

)

.v within. my a.tf"ility, to ela.borate, on the other side of despair and

dread, some. concepts and principles to be part of the higher social

. praotice, tools where'by the future may be seen as other than depressing.

~

. Su.rvival, it seems to me, reqnires options capa.ble of awa.kening otn:

a.spirations, yet - thoroughly realistic options derived from a stuiy of

the process itself In the approa.ching end of a. world-age lies the '

\

: possibility, though a.s yet by no means the certainty. of- ridding
”huma,nity of some of its age-long fetters. To serve this tva.sk, it he.s

-been necessary to enﬁer the current Harxist deba.te and to come to -

grips with the overshadowing presence of Louis Althusser. Although

nost of the thesis is ta.ken up in a dispute with Althusser s %oncept- a

ions of science a.nd knowledge, the intent X';a.s been to- use the critique
of Althusser as a springboard Ihto showing wha.t Herx offers ufs in the

_ way of a, prudent, mee.stu'ed hope for the futurez wl'w we must intelligent— -

LR
1 “,

. N

\
i

"ty critique of Althusser can be more or less' simmed_up in'a single e

J.o._ T '
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’ kY / ' '
, /_ - wicient to subdhe his cosmdc fe.te.‘l.”n and . its false certainties. . »' o

hﬁmience of Revolution m—be seen—to cnntxin “certa;in concepts".— .

.ﬁ l
’ k :
<

. b
\-h S
t

Im‘rlsraph.' I shnw that Althusser s version of Metxism offers a’ ‘ .' o

_ stntegic science of historical s:ltua.tion. Althusser attemﬁs to -

pinpoint when and whe:re the COmnunist revolution ‘will break ou?:. . ﬂﬁen e

1%
\

\

- '

Althusee:.ua ihtentic‘ns for ecs,,ence dare . tmpered hy £ounts of modekty

ouch as' 'ove,:deteminetion‘. w!xlch may have some .use as social science )

' lodols. HoweVer, Althusser is resolutely against socia.l science a.nd

-

lca.inst all models Which he rejects as e%piricist and thus ideological

‘s overdeternination, taken further and fraiied within Althisser's = . Lo
intended’deteministic science of the qualit)“ and sequence of htstorical |

events, 'bogs dmm utterly - Yet pa.mdo:dcally Althusser's whole pd'ogram

1s throughout directed by a dim a.wa.reness of a.nd an impatience to grasp & ‘
the shape of the world-sha.king revolution Marx spoke of a.nd that as well |

finds reflection in the very design of Harx's system._ The perennia.l |

questibnx what did P’.a(rx rea.liy say? “'
I take the view, from Hartin Nicolaus, that the height of IIa.rx' R
. FUEY B
science is "h*.s‘theory of ca.pitalism from the origins to the brea.k I -'\T\‘
down" ("The Unknmm Marx" New Left Reader, P. 8?) “mt disc“‘m“ SRR

the general laws of the ca.pita.list process whieh hold in general
regudless of capitalist country, Dealing with the life of the fom of }
an epoch a.nd thus. borrowing Althusser s phra.se, with a 'deep space' 1
Marxist science does ‘not and ca.nnot. contrazy to wha.t Althusser i
mainta.ins, provide a science of sitmtion for placing specific content i
according to when this or tha.t event-—incluiing Revolution-will happen
in this or that country. In shoz;t, Harxist science specifiee the .
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: content ‘of - thc bsu, which is to. uy, nstx:l.st: scioncc spcciﬂu bu: t:hs

form of ths supsrstructuu. Only in I:his vsy cnn ‘Marxist scioncs spuk

. = 5 dc:cminiltic con csnt: co histm.-y upon which prodictions of in-

svitsbls Ists csn be made, and on].y in t:his unu is ulu supsrstructuro -

dctnrninad by the bsso. By giving spscifio shpsrstructursl !on. Hst'xist‘ - )

. science does aot givs spscific supsrstmctursl contsnc, which Ssrtrs uys - -

of sooisl ,J.ife, fom igself beoones historical, viewed as historioa.l B

. B

. content at the level of epochs and pe:ciotis. This is decisive. :l'or it .
»

lss.ns ths.t I'Ia.rx's vssion pointed to the possibility of quslitsf,ivsly

_ new pa.nmeters of humm exparienoe, &Wd Qnﬁ formnlazted. by society <
as a who\le during a period of revolution, lea.dins to the cleteminationh ‘

., ., of s ahole new content}tthin the spa.ce-tinte rea.lh in which we live. R *

‘ effort., it 1s succeeds,. will have ‘been to qpebify more clea:'}.y
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~1nterest for the purposes of this Thesis.

" This thesls is concerned with the question of the proper domain bt
causality qﬁd prediction for Marx's sclence of history. The contribution
of Louis Althusser Wwill be critically examined and an alternative answer

uill be postulated.

Louis Althusaer was born in Algeria in 1918 and took his degree in

philosophy from the-Ecole Normale Superieure,in 1948, In.that year ‘he

joined the French Communist Party and begar. a teaching caredr with his -

-Alma lMater. Sinte then he has become Secretaire of the School, also

rising to the position-of chief philosopher to the French Party. The

first view of his philosophical position to appear in book form was

\ A

Pour Iarx uarx in 1965 (For na 1969), followed by his most systematic

statement, Lire le Capital in 1968 (Reading Capltal, 1970). These two

- works mark the construction of Althusser's system and are of principal

N

Althusser s precursors are to be found in the Italian school of
'arxism founded and 1nspired by Galvano Della Volpe. This school,
contrary to the writings of the young Lukacs and the dominant trends of
western Larxism, was hostile to the influence of Hegel upon. Larxism.

Della Volpe's first major work, Hegel Romantico e Histico (1929)

portrayed Hegel's roots as consisting in certain irrationalist and

romantic currents of German culture. Della Volpe s pupil Lucio

Colletti, toox up the attacx against Hegel forty years later with his

,’oppositions, Platc/Aristotle, Vico/Galileo, Hegel/ﬁarx, arguing that °

the latter in each case was the founder of a new pOSitive science,

Althusser's project is animated by an"intense'interest in'the
& . . & v .

IL liarxisno e Hegel. This followed Della Volpe's only ma jor work after _f

.Horld Har II, Logica come’ Scienza Positiva (1950) which proposed three ©



. ing Capital in 1965; the 1939 Germanedition of Marx's Grundrisse dar

Marx/Hegel relation. His For Marx is polemical in this regard charging
most commentators with seeing an essential continuity o development ‘

in Marx's position from the 1841 Paris Manuscripts through Caj ital,

' framework Althusser claims dominates Marx's eariy writings. \For Marx

insists that a radical rupture ("epistemological breek“) took lace

N
within Harx's writings, in 1845, with The German Ideology. ﬂ\‘

Subsequent 'to the appearance of For Yarx and the writing. of ‘Read- -

Kritik der politischen Okonomie (1859) vas translated into. the French

With the Grundrisse, narkedly indebted to Hegel throughout its over
800 pages, larx himself claimed to have cast the outline for his Cap

In this connection. it is interesting that Althusser s subsequent works.
claim. the decisive break to have occlrred sometime after 1845 and that "

the break is,- moreover. difficult to place. Since Readigg,Capital,

'Althusser s writings are, in the main, political and ideological -

clarifications and rejoinders for his view of class struggle. HNonethe-
less,.the topic of "theoretical revolutions"“continues to enjoy a broad

appeal, encompassing fields beyond Althusser s interest in Marxist

science. The main debate is centered in- the philosophy'of science

around Karl Popper s The Logic of Scientific Discovery (1959), Thomas

Kuhn's The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (1962), Paul Feyerabend'

ceriticisms of empiricism.

On the political scene at the time of For: Larx, the Twenty Second'bx

_ Part Co ss had denounced Stalin. As Althusser stresses in his

Introduction to the English edition of For For larx, beside the Marx/Hegel ”~

L3
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i thereby interpretins Capital, ‘the achieved science, within the Hegelian -
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* relatlon another current, within Althusse‘r's‘jsvstem has ﬁ..n his attempt
to come to terms wit'h the Stalin phenomena. The (de-Hegelia.nized)

“l concepts and techniques of Marxist science are used in thih regard in
”Contradiction and Overdetermination"' For harx. Beginning in the . v

1atter essay of For Larx, Althusser completes the elaboration of the

pcrincipg,es of Itancist science with Reading Capitg.l jsa.ﬁi outlines

» : e T ey

of the' stem are as follows. ‘ " S }

' explicit valuq,structure. Althusser sees.the rupture between Hegel and
Harx as involving a rupture between humanist historicism and scienjific . ;5'

v theo Larxist science does. not see the historicaf process as the\

result) of decisions constantly made and not made by empirical individuals,
who %he by can not lay clain to heing tg; subjects of history. Empiric— '
lian idealism constitutes a. block to the creation of scientific

N
The object of Ca 1ta , Althusser\declares, is an obgective

\

knowledge.
whole and the product of thinking. The constructed categories take the -~
:place of visible individuals as proper elements and gSVernors of.
history. Some of these categories arez. relations_of product 3 .
productive forces. exchange;value, surplus;value. Althusser tahes 5;\\\\;\; p
| "social practice”, without Hegel,. to mean various "practices“; or l - jp fT\;;
'deep structures” of production which, taken together, constitute the ;' | '

: . relation of production of a global structure of society. Althusser'
global tof elity is "decentered" (while the Hegelian totality is
. "centered"3 as 1t presupposes various "relatively autonomous" struct-
ures and superstructures with their own arenas and times of develop—

ment, Within structural causality there are dominant elements, and_

o ) B - . N . . . . )
- . '
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'developnent within a p&rtially autononoue struoture. sodording to the

"historica.lprocess. R o T .

“included will be the a.ttenpt to deal with the ~problem of a hidden o —

“none -e.tchee the other in its developoent. -

Althueeer rejeote Hegelien oon,tinuoue time’ e.nd the centre.lity of ; a :‘_t.‘
the Tdea 3overning all d.evelopnent. vhich 16 charscteristic of the -~
Hegelie.n expressive" totality. _ Sinile.rily. Stslinien is not caused by

kS centrnl idea common to the whole He.rxist view but is rsther a .

deternine.tion of itec‘ inner time of developnent. is disjointed fron the
reet of the structures. ~This uneveness of structures Althusser ce.lls

"ovenieterninstion"; operative in a revolutionary rejuggling of the

“elenents of dominance, it is poeeible that a structure may return t0 an

esrlier time. Althuseer ettenpts to understand ;trwtml ce.uses
beyond our knowledge and will which yield the terrible events tha.t from

. time to. tine collectively befall us. The notion of a hidden dinension

crucial in determining our lived reality is in some sense sinilsr to

. Freud's notion of the "subconso_iks. only carried to the levei of the

-

Along with a host of others. Colletti has openly broken with

Althueser, chsrging Althueser with m.ving perpet\m.ted certain Sta.linist

" views of man and history. At the end of this Introduction, I will

etteupt to show whe.t seeas to be at stake in the charge thst Althusser o

is a Stalinist. On the poeitive side, insofar e.s he is claining tha.t

. individm.ls, living together in society but thinking and acting
'autonistica.lly and selfishly, do not- ooneciously neke history then

e

Althueser seems ‘to have a pbint.- ‘Along with attenprting to dete:mine the -
proper domain of causality and prediction for Marx's. ecience of history. ‘

-
<

globe.l structure. He will be dea.ling with the problem of the&etioe.l

breakthrough as a problen of. consoious class struggle.




@ “ o The pro’blem will be dea.lt with ag followsz 1 begin by a.ssuming,
| with.Althuaser, that, Kapl Marx. :ounded the science o nistory, “Gur still

‘unfinished task today being the full explicatidn a.nd. cla.rification of

this science, inciuding a statgmemf of ‘the aignifica\ e. mea.ning a.nd ‘
' role of a. science of rﬁstory to human affa.irs.l Manis science is take
- as the Anvariant. norm- ra.ther tba.n being asé’essed against ‘an a.'bstra.ct
model of science for two reasons. ‘The question of whai Marx said is .
vstill a much debated issue; wha.t I'Xa.rx sald - involved a brée.k'hhrough in
science. the na.ture of the breekthrough being at stake, This thesis is "
" an exercise in both the "philosophy of historica.l science" fmd in
"'historical science". C o o R .
Before turning.to the question of larx's great breakfhrough, it is
mandatory of me to cla.rii‘y my usdge of the tems "Harxist historica.l oy
selence" and “arxist prilosophy of historical sclence”, After
- stating my criteria of&inter?retationsﬁithin phiiosOphy,_Itshall brief- .
1y argue for my definitions and cite their origins within the mardst

literature, Where ngcessay, I shall contrast my usages from Althusser's. -

s

e . oL . ) R .
(\ o . ./ - THE UI'IITY 'of THEORY Al_ID PRACTICE VS THEORETICAL, PRACTICE

By "Harxist science" I mean both fi%tual ~sta.tements about society
ca.pe.‘ble of being declared either true or fa.lse as well as all refine-
( ments and further elucida.tions of the social categories through the
' use of the science. This is a science of the. motion of society. Its
_pmno‘ fents on tha.t motion pay be fa.lsified or verified a.écording to
evidhnce given by the socia.l phenomena. in question.“"!%e categories of
this sciendy are social cafegories, indicating a pa.rallel between the

| knowing and Q known. The link is’ huma.n pra.ctice. 'I‘he social/

»* - - o . + 4




phenomena in question are defined by hunan interests.. To the extent that
science oorreotly specifies causes Of disagreeable phenomena. phenomena
,f ‘made and perpetuated by human action are also amenable to be ohansed. .
In this uay. Marxist theory is linked to praotice. Karl Korsoh believes
© Hirxiet science to be fouhded on the 'unity.of theory and practioe“ '
. According to Korsch, Karl Marx d1a notn -/ |

create the proletarian class movehent, Nor did he

create the class consciousness of the proletariat

But he did create the appropriate thedreticslly - ‘ -
scientific expression for the new consciousneas of .
.the proletarian class, and with it , at the same

time, lifted proletarian class consciousness onto ' .

a higher ane of existence. The transformation - P

of the 'spontaneous' class vievs of the proletariat
fnto theoretical concepts and theorems, and the .
mightly construction of the system of 'scientific
socialism' ‘out of all these theoretical laws, must
not--be viewed as a merely possive 'reflection'’ K
of the real histoyical movement of the proletariat, -
Instead, 1t forms an essential element of this -
real historical process itself, The historical
movement of the proletariat could become néither
'independent’ nor 'unified’ without the formation

of an independint and unified proletarian class
conscliousness, L Lo

k ‘It-is always‘much easier‘to‘disprove part or all of a'theory than'
/. to claim actually to have proved it. How can the status of Mafxism |
| as a‘scientific social theory be proved? If we maintain that the
- erection of theory follows certain human interests which must then be

settled in praxis, Harxism. as the ecience ofichitalism and thus of a
‘'deep spaee', which is to say Marzism is based on social interests
that persist at the epochal level. can only be totally proved(at the
close of that epoch Ve could“then see whether Harxism correctly
described the death throes it maintained are inherent in capitalism'

T
<o

- ' L, Karl korsch. Marxism and Philoso quoted in Alfred G, Meyer,
' © The Unity of Theory and Practice (Mi'chigam Ann Arbor Paperbacks. 1963) _
Ps 99. v

.
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dynanic,~and also whether the interests upon'which Marxism'is based
' " within canitaiisn ere able to be resolved after the Markist analysis..
| 'In the meantime. as Marxism helps to organize and understand our
experience, the effects of, Harxism upon soclal practice ¢an begin to
be studied as a moment of'the unity of theory and practice, The way

N\
man clianges the world conditions the social categories whereby he

interprets the world sinces

" man 1s a self-conscious being; he becomes . e
conscious Bf his activity, and does so by »
elaborating a set of concepts by which he .
can count for the world around him and for .
his-1ife, But in each situation, that set .
of ‘concepts will be developed which most
adequately expresses the human condition,

., "that.is to say, the priveleged. forms of
activity of the time. And since the
Jlatter changes through history, the' former
changes a.lso.2 :S~\ -

Through social practice, Marxism can be 'falsified'. or over-
thrbyn, in two ways. In the first case, statements that Earxism
makes about'society may be wrong, in which case we will suffer for
it through a faulty practicé If harxism is disproved here, we need
not worry about the second sort of OVerthrow for. Farxism. Yet if
Marxism 1s not overthrowﬂ in social practice against capitalsim,
'through an effectiVe sqéial practice that escapes capltalist contain-
ment and cooptation we/can so dramatically change the society that the
science was the knowledge of as to render the sclence obsolete.
%arxism is in this sense a truly dialectical social sciencez the - N
knowledge cdhditions for its total proof are at the same time the - |

'/
/

°

7
2. Gharles ‘Taylor, "larxlism and Empiricism" in Bernard ¥

and Alan Montefiore Editors, British Analytical Philosophy. Inter//)

national Library of Philosophy and Scientific ! ethod (Iondon:
Routlege and Xeégan Paul, - 1966), P. 232
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social conditions of the'overthrow of the'sociel categories'of i
capitelism upon uhich-the sclience is'hese&. If proved; then a Jhcle
new world must be constructed in accord with™ the science's valuee
and logical structure. However, more of this later, |
- The preceding definitional statements, being about Marxist sqience
rather/than descrlptive of the social object of science. are themselves

to be classified as philosophica.l sta.tements. Before the" fu:‘ther

ela'bcration of what is meant’ by "Marxist philosaphy”, it is necessary -

to first compa.re a.nd ‘contrast the above definition of Marxist science , “

~with Althusser s usage of the tem. and show how it lea.ds into . -

; Althusser's conception of philosophy., . - |
For Althusser, a statement capable of béing catel'oguefd as an
example of I'arxist science would be only an application of ‘the science. !
Scientific scatements are only those that may be sa.id’tc give
.-p'esitive& Knowledge oi‘ the hun:an world end of its‘prac:t,ica,,l
transforxnation".3 A1l ._tho.se stateﬁ:ents ’spec‘ifying'the"‘;%tegories of

s¢ience, which I have included within science, are by Althusser

labelled ‘-Iarxist ptilosophy (of science) V Althusser's' Marxist

7'

4

philosoplw is to be’,the theory cf science a.nd of the history of science"
Accompa.nying the a.dvent of xlarxist /science, Marxist philosopkw is a.t
the same time to be a separa{;e discourse.

By. founding ‘the theory of history (historical «

materialism), l‘arx...established % new phil-
- osophy (d.ialectical ma.terialism)

3. Louis Althusser, For Marx (dew York: Penguin Press, 1969),
P. 229 Hereina.fter referred to as Fil. . o«

L. Ibid,

5¢ Lov' s Althusser and Btienne Balibar, Readin’ Capital (Londons

“

New Left Books, 1970), P. 145, Hereinafter referred to as RC. ‘.

2 ' . o
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- function implicitly in all that is genuinely scientific in Marx's
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‘Uhether explicitly articulated as a disctinct philosophy or left to .

mature work, Althusser claims that the role of”this philosophy is to
generate the concepts to be used in scientific analysiss

- essethe knowledge of a real object is not reached
by cqntact with the concrete but by the product-
- - . .-ion 6f the concepnt of the object (in the sense- - — -
of object of knowledge) as the gbsolute condition
of its theoretical possibility.

I agree with Althusser that philosophy is separate from sclence,

though I do not agree that the tools and procedures of science are
philosophy, I shall mean by "Harxist philosophy" those statements

concerned with demarcating the nature and limits of scientific

knowledge as distinct from philosophical knowledge. This is the only ‘

epistemological function I grant ard st philosophy over llarxist

science. Hhareas Larxist science, as'I have defined it, neans people

-

concerned with practical Inowledge of society, questions extraneous to

,‘the concerns of science can only be taken up philosophically

waever. not all phiIOSOphical concerns of this sort can be called
Marxist. Won-!arxist philosophical concerns of today would be questionsc\\
‘of the sort as to whether the soul is immortal, though this is not to

rule out the possibility of, at a later date, it becoming a concern of

L

science, : , ' " .

Hhere the epistemological task of Marxist philosophy is to clarify

the science/philosophy boundary philosophy indicates the types of

/
-concerns between sclence and philosophy that can Only be solved

] through practical-creative activity, by risking failure and trying. -

: ' '- : \;Q',' » : ' - v
bom, p 3.
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-ourselves only by ma&ing and’ enlarging our world, then to understand

RS ROt

' This,.is ultimately to assert the irreducible nedessity of pructice

to theory, A world without practice would be absurd for not only o
uould man‘knov nothing, he could-not exist in the world.- By assert-. : |
ing the irreducible necessity,of theory to practice 'Marxist philosophy
» 'By‘defending’

glves realization that the historical world 1s man-made
~the transcendant,nature»of'human intelligence and-creativit ’3§?1¢51“
the positivist trend to reduce man in his totality to that)which
factually 1is at any point inbtine. Marxist philosophy, in the hands
of those who risk themselves. is as well an ethical tool used .to -
oppose that which is. But 1t is no abstract, art{ficial ethics.;;
In pointing to what science has shown. hilosophy helps to make‘

positive and real the only open avenue in a contradiotory and col-

lapsing social order, *Yet as the carrier of new needs ‘whic

the one true temporal home of man and the scene of his development d |

fulfilment thiough his labor. then the new symbols and ideas rushing

abort the approaching collapse of civilization.and. at the same time, -
provide for the enlarged mental and emotional\development ©f human

experience. Put another way, if we are what we. do such that we make

history and to change it is to. find out more of ourselves. This is T
because truth in the unity of theory and practice, in dialectics, can .
only be determined within the subaect-obJect of totality. Dialectical '

knowledge understands persons--you and me—-ﬂithin our,history as .

parts of the problem and also pOtentially of the solution. Hhile .
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v\\\\\positivism attempts an exemption from the flux and tension of history

by™ xcluding from consideration the su Qect of knowledge ahd history

and is dhl{ unaware of its own material r\le and assumptions, serving -~

perpetuating the status quo Mhrxist philosophy takes

by innocently,
‘ _up the higher p:::cip les of the proletariat which it clarifies against

those of the bourgeoisie>, T S e

Marxist'philosophy is the’theory'of freedom in its epistemological

\

role at the sciehce/philosophy boundsry, elucidating the phenomenology

\*~‘of creativity which‘&imits the ranse of scientific certainty in our

~
. d ! N

knowledge of the course of future events. In its\ethical role[it is. -

today the transcendant element in the unity of theory and prac ice.

\ i S~

*Who do I subscribe to this conception of philosophy and this empiricism

. N o N v
e N

of historical science? / : S o . N

To come tOrgrips with_Marx as bold’thinker~of—€he'modern era and -

‘ pf the future,'we must first understand Marx's point of departure by

\*understanding wha't Marx was objecting to #n the "Young‘Hegelians".

— : ;
N : .

. The\first step towards;Marx's innovation was his move'away»from the

wphilosophical', that is to say Epeculative, procedures of his pre-
. 7]

.

decessors. Marxist science must meet a mpch harden&proof than a :'

speculative, philosophical proof could ever be, a proof just'as hard

.

a8 the facts of life may be, for anything less thah 'hard' empirical .
proof may coast oyer hard facts of life the conditions of livi cand
dying, for a more ag;eeable speculative history existing "only 1 L the

o 5

P
%onsciousness, the opinions and the ideas of the philosophers, only in

- the speculative imagination .

T . -

\

7. 8,_ p. 13 - . B
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-The premieee from which we begin are not erbitrlry X .
. oneés, not dogmas, but real ptemises from which ab- ’ v
! e ,etraction can only be made in the imagination. They iy S
.[,' : ~are’the real individuals, their activity and the ' ° Lo o
-material conditions undet which they live, both ﬂhose e e
. . - which they find already existing and those produced . ‘ ’
N by their activity. These premises can thue be veri- : ) ‘ &
N fied in a purely empiricel way.s : ;T N
/ In Chapters n and III of the thesis, I show that, Althuseer' Lot
eoienoe refleots hia oonception of the relation of science. the world
and phnosopny. viz, ‘the relation of sclence. £6 the world. is through )
philoeophy rather than empirical nethpde and ca.tegories. ‘Relying )
tote.lly on speculative grounds, Althusser s science fails to do any-

N
thing soien fic. With its netaphysical rather the.n ne.terialist '
eocial catego @8, .his ve}véion\t\f science proves unable to measure or

~.
describe anything specific about society, providing nothing that would
e.llow us to distinguish among ti-es and plaoes. , S ®
Marx's didlectical science, as we sha.ll later see, is’ vestly "

Ny

different fron the enpirical a.tonieu of contemporary Anglo-ueriﬁn R

enpiricin. However, Harx's objection to the speculative generation of \
‘ *

' eyetens oh are then called contributions to hietorioe.l knowledge 1;, 2 o ..

‘tion. At first blush, this cla.in ny appea.r scandal : ol
Marx the following statement by Friedrich T \\g

...philowplv. as i 8 pmtisd tmy. is Vel'y ' ] l., r*
‘ ‘unlike science; and ¢ in three respects:. in . o L,
Sl - philosophy there are no fs;- and there are.no -~ - 3 T
IR theorems; and there are no q ; , BN
. J\\ decided. Yes %r No. 1In eaying hai; there are no Y
B R SN R

n

ho=wal

: -8, Karl Marx. The Holy Family, quoted in Georg Luke,cs, Histo
" ahd Class Consciousness (TLondons Merlxin Press,’ 1971). p. 16,

e - . \
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proofs I do not mean to say that there are no

¥ arguments,,,only these do not work in the sort
of way they do in mathenaticE or in the sciences,..

But can it be proved that there are no proofs in
philosophy’ No.>.9 -

-

According to Uaismann, philosophy demarcates that class of information

constituting positive’ xnowledge, not by being a part of what may be

called positive knowledge, rather'by *sensing as- it were hidden
B : i /
crevices in the bulld of our concépts", 10 These crevices deal with -

the limits to a form of certainty, that is to say, with differential

»

forms of Justification between philosophical and scientific claims.\\\
The unity of theory and practice proposes, first, that by knowing

matter, pan's theory is always a relation to, a 'distancing , &

- 'transcendence' of matter.‘ As' Hegel defines-if‘

‘Thinking is, indeed, essentially the negation of
-that: which is immediately teiore us,

There are two stages ‘of transcence of theory over matterz to know

matter: to change matter, Tne first stage Ivhave labelled science,
ya A
the second philosophyf All theories which fail to recognize that

knowledge is of that which is our relation to matter can be said to
T

have fallen into what Wilhelm Reich calls the "mechanistic error"

X The 1echani:tizderror corsists in the fact that
o measurable, ponderable and palpable natter is
" identified with matter 45 such, 12

)

Secondly, the unity of theory and practice proposes that both

. el

: 9. Friedrieh Vaismann, "How I See Philosonhy" in Logical Pos*tivisn,
A. J. -Ayer Editor (lew Yori: Rree Press, 1959} p. 345

10. Ibid.,,p k6.,

3 IS

' 11. G. W. F, Kegel quoted.in Eerbert 2 .arouse, Reason and Revolution
(Bostons Beacon Press, 1900), P. v1i

12. %iilhkelm Reich Dialectical .aterialism & Psychoanalysis (Hoonday
Press Pampnlet), p. 13, . R S -
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_forms of theory, of'transcendence, are dependence on practices - p

sclence for verification--- ‘

Han must prove the truth, i.e. the reglity and
. power,,.of his thinking in practice.

i philosophy to”change the world---

The-philosophers have only, interpreted t&e world . §
differently, the point is to change it.” :

¥arx states the general ground of the‘unity of theory and prectice in
the conscious human project: |

The chief defect bf all materialism up to now
(including Feuerbach's) is, that the . object,
Teality, what we apprehend through "our senses,
1s understood only in the form of the object
or contemplation;‘but not as sensuous human
h activity, as practice; not subjectively,..he
- does not understand guman activity itself as

objectiVe activity.

’f”’ Althusser+3‘—cience Is Intended to be a science of the unfolding

T” of histoz‘ﬁsl events, It portrays a part of theory, human conscious-
ness, called "ideology", as a part of the obJect reality, capable of

being the object of scientific investigation. By the. terms of our

%@ ‘ analysis, a sclentific theory could not be a science of the unfolding
of events for it could, not allow the ;zquired science of consciousness,

even of ldeology, for that would be to _posit a contradiction in terms.

We can have scientific theory but not a sclence of theory. vIt is one
think to talk. of ideology as a pattern of theory tailor=d tb governing

a specifically ordered social reality, but quite another to attempt to

predict exactly how long and to what extent such thoughts will continue

-
L

-

137 Karl, darx, "Theses on neuerhach" in The German Ideology, op.
'Cit.' p. 19? ) ) . » . - ~
. . 14.

4

- "Theses on Feuerbach", op. cit., p. 197,

15 moi4., p. 199,
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* to be thought or that social reality to endure. .

Hhen we, recognize differential forms of justification between

%)

N philosophical and scientific olaims, philosophy becomes an important

tool against an age frequently charaoterizable through its worship of.

all that is called sclence, when sqience As limited in principle to

[

.the task of establishing the nature of that uhich empirically is, it ' \

Af can not.by the same criterion of verification back up claims as to

what human interests. ought to be. That is’left to being the task of

philosophy, While only because of the unavoidable, empirical object-

T ivity in that which is, where deterninate cause leads to specific effect,

is ny right to choose different’ courses of action a meangingful right
‘ Y '
for I can count on different actions leading to inevitably different

consequences, To advance thepcause of humanity in its upward spiral , o

- to greatervenlightenment and - freedom requires, as well as inner light, L

hard factual information detailing where one is in order to neet the
concrete taska at hand at our- particular stage ‘of historical evolution.
. This account began by claiming that the categories of an authentic
social science must also be functioning sooial categories such that the
subjects and concerns of social science are towards the solving of
social problems. My purpos§~was to disva a posture of abstract value-
neutrality for social science while. through the verification principle.
designating the’scientific approach as one necessary step--to tell it
like it is--in a rational human attitude. I then went on to specify
that scientific theory, or for that matter any theory, can naot-simply

be reduced to social processes, that scientific theory, including its

verification of hypotheses. is aluays a negation of that which is, And

scientifiC'negation, or verification, was distinguished from philosophical
. - ; . 3 . . - ) &

i
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negation, or the proposing of soclal change. A ‘
Now I would like to add thet scientific social theory, linked to .

social practice, is a confirmation through reproduction of the human

;identity at the selfsame stage of historical evolution, For if the

scientific categories are also soclal categories such that the
categories We operate from enable us to identify what we are calling

the real problems and concerns in:our.worid, then the same categories.

must define the human purpose atfthathtage. They must‘represent a.,

structure. of what is valuable and to be completed through our praotice;'
The function of social science is quite, different .

from that of the patural sclences--it is to pgovide L
society with an organ of self-consciousness, o

When we focus on the question of the valuable and seek for the

human meaning in our practice, then we have reverted to philosophy

AN

Boufgeois social ‘theory fron "Hobbes to Locke may be seen as one
such tentative confirmation of the hunan identity. Tts philosophy
was united with its prnctice for th reservation "and extension of
its world In short the emoiricaligprrain of its practice was at
the same time the terra.in for the fulfillment of its values. Thi"s‘

congruence of theory and practice is most pronounoed‘in the early

istages of the bourgeois mission of converting its: physical and social

\

enviTonment into commodity/exchange relations._ With the Americana“

frontier still beckoning, Thomas Jefferson is a paradigm case: of the

‘ early bourgeois unity of theory and practice. As»PrOfeSSOr Mac

50 admirably ‘put it, Jefferson. held thatx

property in the means of one‘s own labor was not
: & .

e

]

6.
1 Joan Robinson, Freedom and Wecessity An Introduction to the

,Study of Societx. London- George Allen & Unwin Ltd., 1970, p, 120,

t . '>



2 vl e e RN RIS S SO TAR ALY CUCTIIIN e ST NY AT £ e b e e o e ey S s s L s . - e e e a

~18-

a

only rightful -in itself but was also an indispens-

able safeguard of individual liberty, With one's

own small property one could not be made sub- . ,
servient, And small property was the great _ . . .
guarantee against government tyranny as well as : ‘ .
against economic oppression. It was to secure : ~
individual liberty, and all the virtues that '
can .flourish only with sturdy independence, - -
that Jefferson wanted Qmerica to rema.in a country B,
of small proprietors. T ,

; -How‘ever.: as soon as all the property became used up, a.e 1t had rather | .
early in mlmd', soclety was bound to become divid'ed into two classess
thoee who held property and tHose who did not The propertyless be—»'
. camé& the uorking class dependent for employment on those with property.
‘.John Locke gave the Hhig position tha.t the State existed by virtue
of a nutual contract entered into by the propertied for the protection

of private property. Although workers were bound to the ete.te und_er .

Iomnf law’ perty‘y—es the property- . . -

N

lees they could not be considered as full nembers. 19 Thus .the ‘oourgeois

state did not confim their hwnan identity nor. was bourgeois practice

Loyt [

a worker's. science.20 Already -splite vere occuring between the
uni versal new- definition of the himan;. viz., universal and equal .
’ protbction of priva.te property, and the growing sector of the less
then ‘human’within the population. Fron John Stuart Mill through |
! |

Hobhouse and T ‘H. Green,whom we may schematically refer to as = -

a.ttenpts to develop the philosophica.l, normative side of ‘oourgeois

N . - -

- 17. .G, B Hecpherson. Denocratic Theory, Oxfonl. CIaredon Press, '
1973, p. 135.
' , ‘18,

John Locke, Second Trea.tiee of Government,

19. c B Ha.cpherson, The Political Theo of Posseseive Individual-— '
__e_:_g, Oxford: University Press, 1532, p. 22?. , : ,

20, Christian Bay, No Contract No Political Obli tion, Binonton,
June 3, 19?5. p. 8. o o A
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slavery, obscene consumption by the haves. It was becoming more

[

AN

i

S . L -

theory, market placehevolution towards‘conCQntration'Of capital‘and
deolines in entrepreneurship conflicted more and .more with the liberal .

values.‘ Instead of diversity, mass society was taki shape, inst

of social freedom to allow individual growth and development, uage

-

more difficult to see in ;the developing bourgeois’ theory a confirmation

- of the human identity. Liberalism appeared 'idealistio , overly

optimistic, more abstract and seemed to trail off towards another
world while in this one racked by confusion and dilemmas. kt\the
same time, bourgeois- science was unable to comprehend the perlodic
crisic cygle.v As bourgeois scilence as well as its values ‘became

separated from the evolutionary process of bourgeois society, a newer

and ‘better science and a newer and better philosophy came to be required

- A new social theory .arxism,fsettout to rgg_und_the_human_identity,____i

' It attempted to do so by founding the speoial identity of the hitherto

excluded propertyless class. -Keynsian economics may be seen as an up-
date ‘upon bourgeois sclence which attempted to control the crisis cycle.
Whether it finally proves to be only a stop-gap 1s one of the empirical
questions to today. Certainly welfare capitalism falls short of Till'

ideal of individual development, remaining well with the oommodity

preoccupied society characterized by Professor Lacpherson as possessive

individualist" And the extraction of surplus—value continues. what of-

the Marxist alternative° - o e

-

a new value structure,

o+

When Harxism enters with new conoepts aro
it remains enigmatic. Bourgeois identity resﬁles in commodities and
capitalisn, the identity of the new person of the 21st century will

y -

reside in community and socialism. Ve find that ﬂarxism.s new '

WO 'mwm W ORI TIR) % ey T A A L Y U MR L AP ey e eyt B e g e
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categories adequate‘to the new situation”describe'only the impossible

o boumgeois world at its new stage of evolu*ion. Not Until after a

'successful revolution can harxism be sald ‘to have refounded the human ‘

identity. Harxism becomes a science as:the evidence verifies it,

Marxism begins to refound the human identity only when the values it is :

' based upon become acted on in’ the class struggle.

A
A

Marxism gilves the structural laws of capitalistgdevelopment, which

exist elther at high levels of empirical generality or as clarifications
of felt vicissitudes within the 1iberal value structure. But marxisn
can not predict the if and when of whether the new historical class
‘emerging from the - wreckage of the capitalist market-place Hill ever _
riéeyabove'the bourveois values of possessive individualsim. To. |
. attempt to.reduce the process of: thought to obgeotive historical

» processes, we have seen, would be to commit the, mechanistic error,

To sum up, bOurgeois ‘social theory and practice are for a time. -

united Then the capitalist world is capable of being adequately
‘comprehended, This occurs after bourgeois social theory and practice

becomes what it is, after it rises over the feudal world and ‘in its -

implementation produces a whole new-wbrld order. As 1ts values'evolve B

& e

'and as the society develops, the power of comprehension begins to be
:lost llarxism once again brings bourgeois theory and practice under '
ogpprehension, though this time bourgeois theory is seen as a realm ofw
‘, ideological delusion that, i£ it persisted, would forever prevent a
' 'Eghaal analysis of the runaway course of ‘events and doom would be
sealed. Nor can larxism predict in advance whether it will be able tof
change people's lives and in time, Until iarxdsn is tritmphant in the

advanced capitalist areas, Larxism itself can neither e considered

¢

-20_”
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verified in totality, not yet a refounding of the human identity or a
scientific knowledge of mafn‘am Marxism, We still lack the full’
evidence or identity of our. own communist practice. He have only oﬁ&

>

transcendent will and our solidarity, such as they are, and several
socialist examples that have sprung from other, less developed,
' situation. All this leaves of scientific socialism is Marxism s

dialectioal method'. From out of the void beyond capitalism it remains
AN

Y

for us in the advance west to create our revolution,
. The above rather extended argumnent spells out why, contrary to |
Althusser,‘"science" has been taken’ to be empirically-oriented as well
as. dependent upon theory, while "philosophy", again contrary to ‘

‘ Althusser, is taxen as a realm of creativity and chéice between the

o ;
alternative futuresx sOcialism or barbarism.21 The intent has been

-~

to refuse to limit man-in his tota.lity to the requirements of any
E— particular social order, while understanding- successive soical orders
as stages of human fulfillment It is now time to look directly at
. the question of Yarx's scientific laws and - specify the differences in
. meaning betueen Althusser s account and the position held inﬁthis
"~ thesls. The thesis account of Marx's laws will be construeted through
°,  direct quotation from 4Zarx and vrill receive no Further support as the:
' mission, set down at the outset, 1is to.determine the novelty in that

which larx offers to us,

/ o - See chapter Iv below. S o o
/ ' . ) ‘
2%‘ See especially Rosa Luxembourg s classic essay Social Reform
or Revolution. )

S

-y
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R MARX'S LAYS AND ALTHUSSER'S LAWS

'Karl Harx claimed to‘ha#e discovered "iron laws" operating in history, 5

Intrinsically, it is not a question of the higher or
lower degree of development of the social antagonisms
that result from the natural laws of capitalist product-
lon. It 1s a question of these laws themselves, of
these tendencies. wogﬁing with iron necessity towards
inevitable results, . . v

-

of importance is what Marx neant to include within capitalist product-
ion and thereby what is. to develop aFcording to iron laws.. Harxist
philosophy, in the sense specified, explaiﬁs the limits to that which
scientific theory can legitimately be concerned with., In a moment g
it will be shoun that Althusser, holding to a diff’eent conception of |
~“ philosophy, means the concerns of Yarxist science t be ~omething

quite different
| “harxist‘science, roughly speahing,:deals only with the process
laws 1in the base of‘a society's productive forces. This is not to say'
_that although Y2rx 4nd Ingels spoke of primitive, s'iaye, feudal and |
| capitalist production formationszBIthey'neant that one form of product-
lon had to follow another in a fatalistic chain.?’ Tt is to simply
say that Marx's particular approach was to examine various historical
.‘eras by analyzing their respective social organizations of the economic ~v;
means of production, Ilarx never claimed to have discovered a trans-’
historical process, theteréological laws of which ensured that one
social formation would last for a certainiamount of time and that

, : , . :

22' Karl larx, "Preface to the First German Bditidn of the First
Volume. of Capital", Selected orbs (uew York: International Publishers,,

' 1968)’ P-, 231 : o
2

e 2%} The;German Ideology, op. cit,

.

2k Kar Iarx\“bre-Ca itelist Economic Fornations (London: Lawrence —
Wishart, 1064), translated oy Jack Cohen,. edited and with an into-
duction oy .3, J. Hobsoawm. The last half of the book is a collection of
fragnents from l'arx and Zngels on the difficulties of historical
" perfodization, ' o R ’
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specified the particular time and place i& history-and the specific

type of social formation that would replace it

Yet harx did propose to talk: about capitalism in a manner nuch more

rigorous than his analyses of other epochs. Marx s labor theory of

~-value included technical concepts such as laborepouer, labor, .surplus-
value, the organic comp0sit0n of capital, leading to the production of

surplus-labor from the production of surplusavtlue and, Harx's theory

of\ the demise of capitalism through the fanfng fate of profit, the
overthrow of a system of production and exchange by’ the internal

growth process of a systemxdependent on human labor ad a ‘form of

measurenent, ‘However, as Paul Mattick observesy Marx's general law of

capitalist accunulations

/derived as it is from highly abstr considerations
of capitalism's structure and dynamics, was not
Provided with a timetable. The:
of cdpital production coulgsc e to a head sooner

"‘”"”ortlater—:even“much—Iater .

The question of the satisfactory execution of the challenges and

=

opportunities the capitalist chaos offers to the laboring classes is as

well beyond the concerns of science.. Herbert. llarcuse gives the class-

ical view that:

uot the slightest natural necessity or automatic
inevitability guaranteeszghe transition from
capitalism to. socialism.

- When darx claimed to have ‘discovered the seientific laws of the

'capitalist process of production, he meant general laws that were to

Y

25 * Faul Ifattick, Critique of iarcuse (London: Herlin Press, 1972),

p. 15 . L. . °

26'_Harcuse, op. cit;,.p. 318..
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Bold irrespective of this or that capitalist country.

Under capitalist production, the general law acts \
as the prevailing tendency only in a very complicat-
ed and approximate manner, as a never ascertainable
. average of ceaseless fluctuations.2’7 Such a general
-rate of surplus-value--viewed as a tendency, like -
all the other economic laws--has been assumed by us
for the sake of theoretical simplification. But in
reality it is an actual premise of the capitalist mode
:of production, although it 1s more or less obstructed _
by practical frictions causing more or less consider- s
N ~ able local differencea, such as the -settlement ' laws , ,
. . - for farm labourers in Britain. But in theory it is
assumed that the laws tgf capitalist production opet-
" ated ip their pure form. . In reality, there exists '
only approximation; but, this approximation is the
greater, the more developed the capitalist mode of
production and the less it is adulterated and amal- 28
gamated with survivals of former economic conditions.

The laws m‘genenl for a reason, VWhile recognizing that each pociety
‘has a p&rticula.r superstructure a.nd pa.rticuhr geographic cond.itions
of pmdmtion. the general nature of tho acientiﬁ.c hws of ca.pitalisn

‘dexrive fro- variations in tho superstructuru Ha.rxin accopts these
vu-u.tiona but cannot scientifically account for thea for they reside
outside of science, the superstnxctm being that reala wherein are
.mised human 1ndiﬁdua.11ty and cmtivity. Even ih a developed,

’-' o i
asipes,
v &
EA A
)

27. ‘Karl Marx, Capital: A. Crlti ue of Political Econo Volume ITY
Translated from the Third Gexman Edition by Samuel Moore and Edwvard
Aveling, New Yorks: Internationa.l Publishers, 1967, p. 161,

L 2B ml Marx, Ca.zital Volume III, p. 175.

-
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" more purely capitalist formation, the laws remain general in the form

’

" of a logic of process., - ‘ Tt
; \ , . B

[N

- In considering such transformations a distinction
D should always be made between the material
transformation of the economic conditions of
‘ . production, which can be determined.with the -
- precision of natural sclence, and the legal, »
- political, religious, aesthetic or philosophic--
in short, the ideological forms in which men
'becogs conscious of this conflict and fight it
out, . , . :

ihrx is distingnishing betweenntwo lefels, which constrains him‘fron -
predicting day to day happeningslzithin any capitalist country accord-
ing to place and time Just as he is consmrgined from predicting what
must develop after any epoch, including capitalism, collapses. But his'’
scientific knowledge of the capitalist process allows him to predict
?‘4 ) . that the process will collapse and to-say-why through thes —~

! - rouvgh LU

.+ .absolute general law of capitalist accunulation,
Like all other laws it'is modified in its wor king

by many circumstanceii the analysis of which does -
not concern us here, ' ‘

It is here that Althusser 'S science begins, with the modifying ‘circum-
vstances. - ‘,., ’ S \\\\\ N

| By brinbing also under science the'many conditions that modify
alarx 's sclentific laws, Althusser ains for what ‘he calls a scienfe of

the global structure", capable ‘of entering the. realn of space and

- . - i
. . a

; time:

+».t0 understand that the Revolution.as the 'task

of the day' could only break out here, in Russia,

in China, in Cuba. in 1917, 1949, in 1958 and not ‘

e
L xan) e, "Preface to a Contribution to the ritique of
T Political Zconomy,' in Selected Horks, iew York:s Int tional
\~‘ Puhlishers, 1969' ppo 152"3. ) . . ' - ‘ ’ '

3. Capital Volume I, p. 644, - - )

A
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- ‘nm ph.cea hmn conscionmas within the capdtallst

v ¢ that is, acoordlng to Marx, \:ho acientiﬁc Teals of total, s.ron

’ uuninin. 'nntwtbingndmhappononmomdcwhncoof
PR mutob.po-nbl.._j |

© Althusser's :cionce of molutiona.ry ai.tmtion :I.s comson and, ) G

H

mhit. tusely vicned uu.n mmctiomy. appliod Hu:xist sci.cme

N

‘in the Leninist tndiuon.” Althusaer goes furthior, wishing to be

d.acuptin td.tm.npo vesciencooftm;ndphceandappmto

_ .ko a q\nntun Jpnp on \
R Por mplo. Ha.rx thought olution 1ninenf. 1u 1%;: ;'ud Leqin in - \.,
Russia in 1905. though thelr t d1d not requize them to give up -

’ orHa.rxandEngels fort!nt ntt 80, ,

ﬁ;bting when their hOpes did. not

S '. I ld hist would 1ndeed be ve ea.\sxv:to make 1f .
L .- the struggle were taken up only on ¢o on of E

‘ hvonble chances, It would on:the other
be of a very, mystical nature if “accidedts® p

C e . . od no part.,” These-accidents. paturally form part :

" " s  of the general course oQ:;relopment and are ST :

A eonpcnsated by other such™accidents, But ac- \
' ' celeration.and delay afe very nuch dependent _ ‘
‘upon such "“accidents”, including the “accident™ - \

of ‘the cha-ta.caﬁr of the people who first head ' <N

- the novenent % s

4

A eu'eﬁl reading of Althu?s*? shows that he mJocts altogether the
chuica.l thesis of applied theory as & moment of the unity of thedry
and prlctiee. p:mposing 1nstead the notion of s unifold of distinct

. . l - . }' B - - . - ) b . ".__.,..-: _—
32' Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, “Russia 8 Pattern of Develop- '
ment, Harx to the Editorial Board of.the Otechestvenniye Zapiski (Fath-
erland Notes), London, November 1877" in Basic Writings On Politics & .
Philosoghz. Edited by Lewis S. Feuer. New York' Anchor Books, 1959
© PPe 440-1. . . S
- 33' Andrew’ Levine, "Althusser" in Radical America #SW
%

3"' "Marx to L. Kugelmann, April 17, 1871" inm Karl Marx and
Frederick Engles, . Selecg d Works (New York: International Pgblishers,
) 1969), p. 681. :
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mticos,” none of which are g'uided by tboory ‘except thoory 1tulf,

", & "theoretical prwtice , 80. ﬁt in eath practice oux-rthinc happens N
| as 1t doos as a re&unlt of imn laws, Althusser ‘may be seen to follow s

’ ‘Lonin’n]: in thoaonuthst StalinfollowsLonin _ | ‘L

14 .

STALINISHt 'mmmmm PRACTIC! AND
SCIENCE OF EVENTS

L

, " What Lucio Co) ottl 1s referring to by Althusser's “organic
\ \qip(tkv with Stalinin"% 1s Alihusur's central notion of history as ’
- ‘ -im;o.u vithout a subject®.” And 1t is Althusser's proposed science
" of this process that we wish to dispute in Chapter II, By defining
Althudser's Staliisa in this manner, c9;.1ct£1 1s not saying that
L Sta.lin. concei\red of history as a8 'process without a subjoct' For
Stalin, the subject of hiatory in rovolution. in aocia.liu. and-into .

‘conuniu was to be the centralised vanguard pu-ty.ae The COmRON
donopimtor linking Althusser's conception of- historioal procou and '
o suun ‘e\conception of historical subjoct is their si.ni;;r concoptiona

s | ! of 1) the degroe of fa.tednm in da.ily events; 2) the rolo l.nd,,aignif ‘

‘

~1unce of we:ry citizen who.\in Lenin's wordss

toannmtwtuaj\dgeandp&rueipa.ntin
tho gove:mlent of the country, And vhat is

Y

- B mpze o8 .
N - . ﬁ' (blletti.vq cit., p. 16 |

- 379 3. V. Stalin, Political
(lleu Yorks Voﬂ:era Libra.ry Pub)

B. y, 1. Lenin, Eected Ho (Néir Yorks ‘International Publishers,
1943), Volule vnI. P. 3R 7 S |
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important to us is to enlist all the toilers to -
a man in the govermment of the state, That is
a tremendously difficuit task, But socialism
cannot be introduced by a minority, a pa.rty.39

-

‘l'ho oa.rlier Lenin of What Is To Be Done and of )hteria.lisn “and Bnpirio-

Criticism is, by this cﬁterion, nuch more 'Sta.linist' tha&the 1&1‘.01‘

'Lenin of State and Revolution and .of The Plulosophical Notebboks, who

in hia Hill urged that Sta.lin be renoved from the position of General
Secretary of the Bolshevik party.' ‘Under Stalin, the dictatorship of

tb? pz'oldtariat became a dicﬁtoxship -over the proletarlat with a

totally ‘bm:eemratic, top—down nethod of govemnent that devised "Five

You- Plans” for thepeople but not by the people, set "sta.khanov"

quotas, a.nd orga.nized a vast systén of ve-labor ca.nps. the noat

notorious being Vorkuta 41

By ‘history as a process without a subjec /_}S‘ "mseer means that

in uv direct sénse it 1s not men who make history. As a Canadian
reviewer of Althusser, Henry Veltmeyer, puts i1ts |

The objective structure of socia.l fomations is

imposed on men by a "hidden mechanism" which
determines that structure as the ‘objective

mode of the appearance of reality. Thus history
'1s a process without a subject, and men are not

the "active subjects” -of this pﬁocess; they are
~.ainp1y its supports" (Trager). .

"'he fact that there is a. detezainistic process tha.t nen can but support

- N e

g o

s
9. Dunayetpkaya, op. cit.. P. 205, ' ' k
%0 mma,, pp. 220-3, 239, 281, 252. o

* Ibid,,

81 : © | : S

b2, ‘Henry Veltneyer. "'rowazﬂ.s An Assessment of the Structmlist
Interrogation of Marxs. Claude Levi-Strauss and Louls AXthusser” in

Science and Society, Winter 1974-75, p. 397.

©
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allows that a science of hiatorica.l eituation is to be poasible. It is

to claim that the euperetructtﬁtl complexity of social life, which

propels the logically conplicated yot bu‘ba.rica.lly simple class law of

capitaliasn, 1is 1tself propelled and totally determined such that a

'ecience of days and events of revolution 1s to be possible. And for ..

. this class of historic&l da.ta to be uemble to sclentific prediction,

the na.tive thought and action of specific individuals, cells, col~

lectives or pa.rties that are always involived in specific events must -

be irrelevant or illusory, totally set into motion by ca.lculable ' o

historical forces. ’l'heee forcea, in the last a.nuysie, turn out to

be directed through the vanguand party, N
It it i1s not men who make history die to a 'hidden mechanisa’ cut-

ting then off from its internal structure a.nd dymice. Althusaer ta.kea

the view that' 1t is men who must thereby be disciplined by the pe.rty
into’ confomity with historica.l law. Uhen men are seen as inherently
but supports of hiatorical pmcessee. Althussu- is left to endorse a )

labula rasa conception of people who “must be ceaselesaly transfoned

80 as to adapt thea to their conditions of existence".3 .
Althusser does not say that people should be educa.ted and convinced by
appealing to thelr historica.lly e-erging highese dnterest According
to Althuaser. nen nust be coneta.ntly donina.ted and controlled" a.nd

“ddeology ie indispensable .to this ta.sk a

’

- B i p. 235, .

3
¥ naa,
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Tt may perhaps be protested that I go too far, that Althusser

offm only an ';epistelological and critical redding of W.“S

What is significant, it seems to le. is wvhat Althusser cla.ine to ha.ve'

 come upon from his reading of Marx, which he then claims to be value-
free ecience, plus Althusser's endorsation of donination end control\ )

. alongside his notior’l of total 'h_ietorlcal determinisn, Placed within

the corpus of Althusser'e \r'nitings, ‘value-free science' becomes
another name for '1nf&111b111ty of the vangua.rd above all nomtive
criticieu. With his notion of a 'theoretical practice’, Althusser

subscribes, in his words, tos
. 4 .o

Kautsky's and Lenin's thesis that Marxist theory.

is produced by a specific theoretical practice,

outsidé the proletariat, and that Marxist theory

nust be 'imggrted' into the proletariat,..46

Vhen this rigid sepa.ntion 1n the production of knowledge is rejected,

. “«é’

Althusser continuess

’

. a1l the themes .of %spont'aneisa rushed into Marxisa
through this open ’breac};x * the humanist universal-
' 1sn of the proletariat. o

Hith Sta.lin's notion of an 1nfa111b1e 'vanguard and Althusser's com-

plenenta.ry conception of faceless masses rieeding to be led, t;he fastest '

ny to get something done would be slaughter everyone who disagreee

nnd terrorize the rest into confonity. And a.ccording to the doctrlne

of the . control over 1nd1vidua.ls by history, all of the deaths a.s well ~
" as. ;}1 of one s actions are always portrayed as value-free 'beca.use
_unavoidable, for events are alwaya tota.lly eontrolled by historical

7~ i : : . ) ." : [

b5, RS, p. 143
46,

wo CTHE -

o .

. Read.ing Capital, p. 141. \ ( , ' | o
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lav and as vanguard one is the personification Of hisforié&l'law. @
That Stalinial 1a indeed the significance of Althusaer's science of
-historical situntion is chﬁned by Althuuer's polonic against
\"hun.nisl . Acconung to Althusserl

the whole classical Marxist tradition has refused .
to say that Ha.txlsn is a. Hu-a.nins : : ’

If this 1s so, all thass who have sedn in Marx a’ husanisa are by
Altﬁuaser's definitic_m not a part o]f the classical tndition. -
Allthu'saer continuess - ,

“W Because,,.the word Humanisa is exploited by

an 1deology which uses it to fight, i.e, to kill,
" another,“true, word, and one v&éa.l to the pro- .

' letarlat: tho class stm

The class stjuggle 13 total war, undiluted by humanist sentinenta.lity

. . \
over the valfi¢' of human lifo. Hun.nin 18 an enemy of tho class
stxruggle in that hmnian aquelchos the a.bility to kill, 'l'ho hun.nistn

lovea his neighbor to the- extent of tu‘ming the
. other cheek to whoever strikes first.49 .

One must ask, does Althusser’'s sinple ca.rieature hnvo anything to do
‘with mthing hmnistic Marx ever said? In seo.rching for Justiﬁca.tion

for Althusser's clnn against huna.nisn. one has to ask whether Althussu‘

; lmm n.nything ‘about the class struggle. For emplo. the paradign

mnple of armed militance for today's lefbist youth, particula.rly 1n -

. _Latin America, is Che Cuevarat‘. who 1nc1dont1y wrote Guerilla ¥arfare,

Yet Che has aaid that one -ust fight \d.th a mvolutionary love, a.nd tha.t

Ta truo revolutionary is moved by great feqlings of love, Che wrote to

: ?
b8 Louls Althusser, Lenin a.nd Philosophy and other Esuys (I.ondon:
Honthly Review Press, 19?1). P. 22, .

- 49, - Tod,, p, 154,
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hs children, .ﬁ'on the heart of the armed struggle in Bolivias

_Above all, always be able to feel deeply any _ ~
injustice committed against anyone in any .
part of the world, It' goa volutionary's .
most bedutiful quality, 7 :

‘!'his 13 what loftist hun.nin is all a.bout. with breaking down bouz'goois
individualsin not with\turning the other cheek. At this point the - |
reader is left tq choose between Althusser the Stalinist apd Che the  / |
humanistic but armed militant, The view taken in this thesis will //

follow Colletti. " . _ /
: Althussar is certainly a highly 1ntelligent person, _ -
* and I have a great human sympathy for him., But it
1s impossible to escape the impression that his
thought has become \ncmsinglg impoverished and
arid with the passage of time.

-

. 50, Che Cuevan, *"To My Children® in Ricanio Bojo, gy Friend Che
(Nev Yorks Grove Press, 1968), P 182

51

. Colletti_., op. c¢it,, p. 17.
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What then is Althusser's impoztance? He has been 1&5011@ a
. Stalinist, ‘situated among the ba;!.. and ‘the next cha.ptezt' promises a
ﬁard criticism of hjr.s» science of superstructural events, Part of ‘t.hev
Teason for systematically dismantlying Althusser's science is the .
proapqct@.veriﬁe of a net:}-‘Stalivnisin/ posed-':_r,:y Althusser"s relatively
large foilo_wing. V:But his‘ Stalinism is not the only reason for studying
Althusser nor is Althusser totally bad. Part of Althusser's popula;r.'lty
is surely intertwined with his attempts in his earlier works to conceptual-
1ze what 1t is that is so 'rinnqvatéz'y' in Marx, Al'thusser"s questién—-—
‘I"what may be said to be n@t ."by Marxist science"-—i@' our’question as
yell.: Althusser has done much to nmev attention towards ‘the quéstioh‘
of models of causality. Though the model 'Althuisgr comes up wWith.1s not
“Marx (1t is Spinoza), Althusser is at h/is best in chamctefizir)é 11beral

notions of causality and in refen'lng to their absence of a depth

dimension, In this Tegard, Reading Capital, chaptér 9, particularly
stands out. - To this extent Althusser has a role to play in the birth
‘of a new world o;;ier.. In this second intmduétor); éhafpter, the‘k_e.y |
1ssu§ brought. up by Althusser will. be*_ >spelle‘d b;it. first saying with

Hegel: |

Vhen a man has finally reached the roint where he
L does not think he knows it better than others, that
e is when he has become indifferent to what they have
Coan . done badly and he is interested only in what, they
T have done right, then peace and affirmation have,
+ * + - come to him, S :

Althusser observes that before Marx:

. Political Economy thought the, economic phenonmena as
-deriving from a planar space govérned by-a transitive
nechg.nicgl causality, such that a determimate effect .

’
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from which 1ts reason functions comes under attack, 1ds the whole

could be relaied to an object-cause, a different
phenomenon. .. o . .

- One -enepecte that Althusser may be onto something when we find ‘others
- holding a'critical stance to the ean"e nedel of caueality. Althueeer s’
'definition of idec:legy2 is identical to that of Marshall McLuhan,

Accordingbto McLuhan, in an Hestem milieu, one 1iss

'surrounded by an abstract explicit visual technology

_to uniform time and uniform continuous space in

which "cause" is efficlent and sequential, and o _
things move and hgppen on ,eingle pla.nee and in ' o
/eucceseive orxder, : .

As Althueeer eleewher@vee in his critique of empiricien," the

Y model of causality utilized in explenatione of phenomena by political

econoxy was comnon, not only to political econow but to a whole mode

of thought wha.t we are referring to then with Althuseer and McLuhan,

ie a forn of reason that reached its height in the bourgeoie hgeriod

Hith Althueser, we go directly to the centre of the controversy /"

between libera.lism and Sta.linism; whether reason and ite a.cconpenying ‘ -
freedon are pa.rt a.nd parcel to the bourgeois na.lignancies and delusions

to be abolished by communisn. Althﬂeughin trouble at hone in this da.y

and a.ge.,libera.lisn sees itself as a last ba.etion against a social’ |

decline and resolutely dige in its heels.’ ¥hen the model of causality

.

. 1 R y N . .
1. Louls Althusser and Etienne Balibar; Reading Capital (Londons
Neu Left Books, 1970), p. 182, Hereinafter referred to as RC,,.

2 Louis Althusser, For For Marx (Neu Yorks Penguin Preee, 1969), - ';»;.’T;‘
pp. 228, 232, Hereinafter mferred to as FN. » -
3+ Marshall McLuhan, The Gutenbgg Galaxy (Toronto: University of ” e
Toronto Press, 1962), p. 19, A
. \) 4 N . » ’
"nc.,ranx CLr |
5.

1958) Isaiah Berlin, 'I‘wo Conc )ts of Liberty (Oxfords University Press.




~  Althusser means that Ha.rx no longer relied on a tbilliar ball'

nmn-n tradition, indeed the mind itself, that seems menaced by the -

TN

enmnchmg Marxiam, As One wrlter neatly sums iti

'~ The seventeenth century began with Francis Bacon's
Novum Organum which extablished the principles of the
scientific method and of objective, rationalistic” i~
thinking--principles which gained full control of.
the official Western mind after Dgscartes, Newton, and

. in eociopolitica.l matters, Locke,

" Althusser hurls Marxisa to the attwk

...Marx does not present economic phenomena—-to 11-
lustrate his thought temporarily with a spatial
msetaphor——in the infinity of a homogeneous planar .
space, but rather in a on...therefore as a

co-plex and deep space...

of causality featm-lng 1ntmct1ng 1nd1vidua.ls. as na.y be found in
‘ the logical atanisn of enpiricist philosophy, 4n the competitive
marketplace -odel of capitalist econouics, a.nd. in the contra.ct theory
‘ of the liberal state, Althusser goes =0 far as to aseert that the
truth can be obtained solely through Har:d.st science, whicna ha.e made a
: eonplete break with the pre-Marxist, ntiom.list model of ca.uaality. |
ssswhen a sclence detaches itaelf from the background
of earlier ideological formations...(it) inaugurates

with (a) rupture the reign of a new logic, which far -
from being a nerg development...of the old one, literally

%s its place.
Althusser informs us what he intends fﬁ\o do with the old IOgic:
" ‘..put 1t to one side..,.expose it from afar to forces

.which are externmal--and so drawn out-~that like those
: wine-glaeees broken at a distance by a physical reson-

2

.6, » ' :
Dane R\ﬂtva.r Occult P_r_qal_}tigns for a New Age (Wheaton, Illinoiss .
'rheoaophical Publishing House, 1975), p. 2 ‘ ' N
7+ Ro., p. 1825 see also MM, p. 228.

8. mc' P. Me
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ance, it comeg to a sudden end as a heap of splinters
on the ﬂoor.

In this ghapter, I _ahall e\n.nine some outiin'es of the crisis in

reasons 1), indicating, with Althusser's assistance where it is sound,

the crisis in reason that has developed historicaliy fron bourgeois
heory and practice;. 2), the attempted burying of Cartesian reason by '
Althusser;- 3). and lastly, the issue for tho ‘thesls as a whole, how do
Harxist theory and communist practice go beyond Cartesian’ reasont as

totalitarian determinisa by autononoua structures over- nan a la Althusser,

or as proi’ound breakthrough in reason and freedon’

~;

In adhittedly 'highly schematic fashion, I i1l try to show how

Althusser's characterization of reason is false, arguing for a more sophis-

‘ ticated logic capable of resuming the connection between theory and practice,

reason and freedon. Thus I argue that the new dimension Harx ushered
in need not mark an end to the notion of freedon anina.ting all liberal

f

: doctrines featuring interacting individuale. Just as, for e:tanplo.

5 the plvsics of Einstein and Heisenberg. while new. d'oes not falsif‘y

Newto hysics, On the other hand, the type of individual required
by Althusser's science of events is an overthrou of the liheral . PO
conception of man ‘and freedon in its entirety. In Chapter IIT of this |
thesis, 1t shall schematically be shown how Marx's rational analysis of

capitalien begins in the old logic and what then tnppens along the way

,Fron when the transition point is lissed, then the corpus of Marx's

9- ‘F_H...::p. 150.
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analysis -mmrt'appear, to both Liberal and Stalinist,

++e88 Obscure and ridiculous as spherical trigonometry
to the inhabitants of Flatland

To illustrate by way of analogy how classical Marxism .etande to
libera.liun, when long distance travel was more a d.ream than a poeaibility,
it *aa generally held that the world wasg Ilat and that one could aail oft
the end into hell. Hell was the unknown. When internationhl trade
opened up trana-oceenic routes in search of the orient, it was toumi \

that one could get east by eailing west and tha.t the’ world was, therefore

" & sphere. Yet this discovery could. not diapute the notion that the world,

except for changes oi’ altitude, was indeed flat, since the ea.rlier '
notion was based on the simple experience of ~gravit<. " The point 1s -
that as man's experience broadens through development of the productive
roree-, new dimensions of experience are opened up that cannot be

nnderetood as simple extensions of that which preceeded theme The new

' dinension only invalidates speculations based on the old experience

which kept that experience closed in upon itself,, apec\ilations that = .
extrapolated that given ad infind tum into the unkmown and ended up with -
Hades just beyond its knowvn gates. In short, along with the new

causality I shall be arguing for, progreeein freedom.

mDEBATE SCARCITY V8. PRODUC'I‘IVE COHSUEPTION

Even though he later gets off track, Althusser ie exciting because
he oarrectly publicizee thie new historieal dimeneion at the point '

'here it meet*s and goes be‘yond the capitalist world—at capitaliat

 economics and at the liberal theory of distributive justice. According

10. Aleister Crowley, KONX OM PAX.



to John Plamenatz:’

-

VWhat, mdeed, could be leas scientific than to comstruct

L the notion of man, in abstraction from society, and then
. * to explain societj in terms of his desires.'! .
' The talented and recent liberal contri'.bntor, John B%wls, holds to a

~ conception of 'moderate scarcity' from which ho' takes up his problem ‘
of politioal obligation and the apportioning out or at least moderately
scarcc resources upon which are placed conflicti.ng demands.12 While |
there) ig some credence to his argmnent, Ra:nl'a whole discussion 1s -
undercut when Marx focusses on the ‘conditions end historical nature

ot nodefate acarcity:-that‘ideal stat‘é_of affairs envisaged by a.ll
liberaliem and an ideal state that itself becomes a'problcm where it is

taken as a prior conditionqpreceding analyaia rather ‘than as a condition

almost totally ,manmade. Instead of taking lmman wants as anthropological.

givens, Marxism examines their historical origination. As Althusser
puts it: . ' I
...consumption is double. It does include the individual
consumption of the men in a given society, but also

productive consumption...This kind of consumption
includes: the 'objects' of production...and the

metruments of pmduction...neceaam'y for product-

ion.13
' e o
There are thus two departmenta of production* )
~ _ Department I, devoted to the. reproductioi"ot the con-
\ ditions of production on a aimple or extended basis,

‘and Department II, defoted, to the ?roduction of the
objects of individual consumption. 4 : .

M.

John'Plamenatz, The Engliiah Utilitarians, pP. 152.
12, '
Press, 1972).
13.

e .. ¢ -
RC., Pe 165.

:ohn Rawl, A Theory of Justice (Cambridge: Harvard University
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AIthusacr concludes that needa u'e subject tos

a8 double structural, i.e. no longer a.nthropologica.l
determinations the defermination which divides the
products between Departments I and II sa.nd assigns
to needs their content and ncaning... '

.Alroady Althmsser begins to ta.ke sORe big ntepa avay from Marx towards
Sta.unist principles. Althusaer gooe ﬁ:o- the social natm'e of noeds o
that roproduce the conditions of production to a ‘total determination of
needs by the conditiona of prod.uction and, in turn, to the total socnl-
" deternination of what people do and the outcome of what the;T do by the

oonditiona of production,

The true 'subjects’ (in the sense of constitutive
. subjects of the process) are therefore not these
occupants or functionaries, are not, despite all
appearances, the 'obviousness’, 'real men'--but the
definition and distribution of these places and
functions, The tr true 'subjects’ are these definers’
.and distributors: the relations of production .16
(and political and 1deological social rela.tions).

[

_Althusser's sclence of events rejects altogether the rationalist view of
‘man as thinking, plamuhg, experinenting, creating, and acting creature,

Strictly in respect to theory, therefore, one can

‘and must speak openly of Marx's theéfreticgﬁti-

humanism, and see in this theoretical anti- sm

~ the absolute (negative) preconditionm of the lpositive)
knowledge of the human world it¥elf, and of its pract-

ical transformation, It is inpossible to know anything
about men except on the absolute precondition that' the -
philosg hical heoretical) myth of man is ret!uced to. &
ashes,: '

By pointing out to the liber_a.l ecoxl_oiist_s and philosophers ‘,the fact of
productive .cohau-ption, Althusser maintains a fidelity to Marx as the
: . v o ' :

e . 3

kY 15. rbid. . Pe 16?.h \ \\ ‘ . | \
‘ 16. mdo » P 16.. : . . \\\\V\

17. M., . 229. . V. 1 - | R

- -



following ponderous statement from the Grundrisse showss
The moments of the process of proiwtion which have

been consumed to form the product are sisultaneously.
reproduced in it. The whole process therefore appears

as prf;_ductive consumption.,.This consumption is not

simply a consumption of the material, but rather con-. .

_sumption of consumption itself, but it consumes the ‘ .-

glven form of the object only in order to posit it

'in a new o.bjectivo form, and it consumes tself

only in itis subjective form as aetivity.18
Althusser exceeds Marx, however, whon Altht_user oquates human needs: to .
the processes whereby needs are secured, Althusser makes what has 'b'oen
referred to in Introduction I as the ‘mechanistic error's tho igiluro
to l;eop in mind the nature of the upu-ation between thought and
zulity. Just ts totally as Rawls' 'nodmto mrcity ‘neglects the
' m.turo of scarcity, Althusm has neglocted tho intervening step . | <
’botweon needs and their auccossful procuruen{ by leaving etu-ything '
‘up to the conditions of production, Before productive consunption can
be said to have Qccuired, at & more concrete level another. specifically

nt!ona.l, ‘double determination must have occurred -In his Discome on

!ethod, Rene Descartes clnra.cterizes this ntionalim, rejdcted by

L]

Althusser, as: N v

o ...a pra.ctical philosophy by means of wh.ich. knowing -
‘the force and the action of fire, water, alr, the stars,
heéavens and all other bodies that environ uis,..we, can
in the same way employ them in all tho uses to which
they are adapted, and thu? render ourselves the uaters
and posaessors of na.ture .

The *dcuble deternination' of rational causa.lity consists ins
a) phyaieal cause and efi’ect as inscribed within na.tunl la.n b) the

8, - |
1" Karl Marx, Grundrisses Foxmda.tions of the Critiquo of Politica.l

Rough Draft7. n Nico .
(Avlesbury, Buckss Pelican ‘Baoks, 1973). p]i. 300-1, o

‘' 19-

Translated by Eligabeth S«
Proaa. 1969). p. 119,

j

" The Philosophical Horks of* Descartes. Voluie:-fI.;'
Haldane and G, R, 'r Rose

o ~. . ~
N Vea . . Sy
= . v



upon nature, - v

b . capitalist accumulation, and in all the. laws that

‘that the product contains’ socially necessary labor time",

physically intervening human cause who consciously sets in motion the

natural cause leadi'ng teleologically to the ends man desires. Although

it is true that 11b§n11m. 1ncluding Its social theory, fails to get -

“heyond an "lnstrumentalist: reason” 20 ever to ~consider jproductive

consu-ption, Althusser's account is nonethelesa based upon an enornous
onission. Productive consunption. though clearly not a Cartesian
process. does not falsify Cartesian rationality which it instead uses

ofr productive consunption Althusser correctly obserfes:

o

7This‘discouery plays an essential part in the theory
of the realization of value, in the process of

flow fron its.21 ~ ‘ v ‘

. Althusser includes. social relations anong that produced within product—

ive consunption. To %ay that social relation--politics and ideology-—
are produced within productive consumption, as Althusser does, is once
again to commit the mechanistic error of equating thought to material

processes, The strongest that can be said is that soclal relations

‘ero reproduced through productiVe consumption. As Althusser correctly

-observed, Marx was referring to the realization of capital through

%e

connodity production. But capit51 can only be realized by adpusiness-

' -man when his product is chosen and ‘bought by someone, thereby affirming

22 Private

profit is realized,through’ownership of tﬁe;means of production,:and oniyp

<
’ . N
o . i
Py . .

200 Max Horkheimer, Eclipse of Reason (New York: Seabury Press, .-
197#), pp. 37, 4B-U49, 91,7153, etc., see also his Critigue of Instrument-

al Reason (New York: Seabury Press, 1974) . ‘ » N

k)

21- RC., p. 166,

22 5 » _ s
Karl Marx, es, Price and Profit" in Karl Marx & Frederick

'Engels, Selected works New Yorks Internmational Publishers, 1968), p. 205.

t2-
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indirectly ‘through politics and 1deology which are not marketable in

the same sense as are conoditiee. Once we focus on the profit

‘ lotive behind a system of leeeive production and waste, Rawls'’ 'lode.ra.te

- scarcity’ takes on.a new, hietorlca.l meaning,

' Instead of disputing or otherwise overthrowing am,lytica.l calculat-

ion and a.tonietic freedon within 'moderate ece.rclty Marx gnve it a

new dimension of nea.ning by ehowing how the self-interested ce.lcu.h.tion‘j
of private men in search of private goode connects and binds all to
the sane capitalisﬁysten. Those a.nibgﬁitiee utigating against a .

- total fatedness within the systen derive from the role‘of human creat-

ivity and choice at both conmption and production ende of the pmcese

Yet from the unner in uhlch individuals are connected and the pr@ehd’

a

functions, the process turns be.ck to condition, through reward and

punietnent, the very forces which propel the systel. Marx spells thie

~out 1n Capital volule 111 where h. shows how the eapnalf‘at eyeten relat-

es independent 1nd1v1dmls to one another through the “social labor time”
represented in the conodi es they exchnnge.23 Social labor the is an ‘

aggregate value, depending on the use-value (the use a eociety has for

’ the eonodities) one has ‘produced. One 1e free to produce wha.t one likes
. and to detérmine how to maximize one's efficiency. Yot one can not tell ,

in advance the uount of value that the labour expended will be worth,
which is decided by the la.rket To take an extreme example for purposes
of 1llustration, an. induetrialiet mblee on hoola bxqpe and la.kee a

Jfortune. 'Other \capita.liste decide to 'beco-e 1nvolved No one'e,en pre-

23, - | |
3 Ib1d.; see also Karl Marx, Capital, Volume IIT (New Yorks '
International Publishers, 1967), chapters Ix. X; perhaps the most -

famous statement of this phenomena is to be found in his Capital,

Volume 1. chapter 1, section 4, "The Fetishisa of Conoditiee"
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dict how long the fad will last. When 1t abruptly ends, several
warehouses full of worthless hoola hol:ops remain, This waste factor

i; part and pa.rcel of capita.list production reia;ciona. hbiguity
derivas fro- the individual actiona of ind.i,vidunl ca.pitalists and |

fro- tho choicea of. individual consulu‘a It is precisely through these -
ubiguities that the law ‘of va.luo opera.tos. I can not dovclop here
Marx's cla.in that eonlodity -ell; at ‘its mket-valuo when the

soctal iabour expendod in 1ts production equals the social. dehnd for

ty and that a. profit is mlized by aeilim a cqnodity a.t
24

that ci

e vz[lwo of the labour contained in it, Suffice it to say thnt

' 'sm:p/lus-nlue' -uat not be taken sinplisti . Socially necomry

I
o

o

°

1¢our tine %eterninea na.rket-vulue and the individual winners a.nd

losers as an average that opora.tes at tho 1{21 of the society as a

whole, At the dem.nd side, there is the sane frustntion and chaos.
Socia.l need as e/xpressed through the na.rket is not identical with the

. real need (real need actual desires. of' individuals) but to the "eﬁ‘oet-
ive demand” detbnined ‘in part by individml buying power, which in °
turn relates bdck to the value of la.bou:; for the capitalist and of -
labour tile for worker, The ratio betweert demand and supply comes to

be regula.ted tp' the over-riding law of ¥value, itsplf not consciously
‘regulated., 17. “definers and distributors® which Althussu' refegs to S~
do opera.te, 'but only as a eeaseleaaly fluctuating socierty-wida

' equilibrium ?f individual decisions that ba.hnce, oppose, a.nd ofton -
defeat each /other. But they do ‘not do =0 tln'ough mere: chn.nco and prox-

(

imity. l‘m7 do _so. commodities are measured and n’.,],u, assdgiie Y, throueh . Y
. . . . ' ‘ . e o ‘.vﬂ{':fi

‘h "/ ‘ . ! ‘ | | o
2 )73.1:1, Capital IIJF. P. 192; "Vages, Price and Profit*, p. 215,

." ‘-
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a strict social law that each, exscuting the a1 chance that in his
own, by his o efforts propels, | ‘
Marx could. say that cansumption is double for he showed that to
consume a use-value ie also to produce, for the system, a value able
to be -easured by labor. It ie a reprodmtion of the value form for
‘ in nying that an article is worth a certain a.nount of the (hard won)
.‘Vl.lne of one s own labor is also to bestov upon the u'ticlo a chan.cter-
istic 1t didn't yeot tnve. a value, which in turn contributeo to the
_ proeoss of assigning a profitability to the pmduction pu.'ocess that
. ¢rested it, and to the 'incmse in the proletariat’, . - .
Marx's law of value nust be distinguished from the doctrine of
"counter-finality". to-be discussed belov, that is fouhd in both
Sartre and Engels a-ngl{hioh describes the frustration of the atolisticl-'. =
units from within the atomistic pei'opective_.25 Althusser, for the-
wrong reasongy rejeets the doctrine as nnMa.z":::l.st.\26 |
' By showing tha.t the 'iron laws' of capita.list mduction are propel-
.led by the atonisn and ra.ndonness of individual decisiona. Marx has
'-left the atomistic perspective to usher into social analysis a whole
new dilension--»','a spherica.l . tzfigononet:y to the inhabitants of Flat-

KY

25. A huge difference éxists be ween the description of eliem.tion
in Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, "The Communist Manifesto? in Selected
Vorks, p. 41 and in Jean-Paul re, Critique de la Raison Dialec tique,

- precede de Question de Methode, \Tome I, Theories des Ensembles Pratiques
*  (Paris: Librairie Gallimard, 1960), p. 298; for a statement of the .
" problem somewhat similar'to Sartre's, see "Engels to Bloch, 21 September,:
' 1890 1n Selected ‘Works, p. 692. \ - X

o R S ! : \
2. ., pp. 117-128, A
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land*~-with the fact of the existence of atonistic freedon rmining

’ ‘nbaolutoly central to Marx's analysis, Marx's account of_the transaction .
nonetheless remains historlcal through and thmp#h for the objects and
effects of‘individual'choicen are social and define value at the

attained cultural level of social production,

My standpoint, from which the evolution of the economic
formation of socliety is viewed as a process of natural
history, can less than any other make the individual
responsible for relations whose creature he socially
remains, however, much he nay subjectively raise
hinself above thea.27 '

...the mnber and extent of his so-called necessa.ry
yants, as also the modes of satisfying them, are
themselves the product ot historical development,
and depend therefore to’'a great extent on the degree -
of civilization of a country,. more particularly on

- the conditions under which, and conaequontly on the
‘habits and degree of coafort in whj.ch, the class of-
free labo;mers has been formed, 28 p

Ve . pause here in our descrlption of Marx's new dhension to indicate \
the consequences fo: Althﬂsser of his rejection of Ca.rtesian causality.
Then we exanine the error 1n Althusm's chmcterlution of reé%on—
the a.bsence of fmedon--a.nd show 1t to be pa.rt of a wider pmblu
within a historical develop-enta ' :

veothe Tule of freedom, once bronght to pass, necessa.rlly

. ﬁm g& vI::-. ggposites the autontising of society and
Our task, I a.rgue, is not a mjection of cartesia.n resson a.nd the rule

of freedom as Althusser atteapts.- vhich ca.n only serve to pet:petmte

i027‘ Karl Hu-x, *Preface to the First Fomn &ntion" 1n Capital I,
p. v

% s Volume I, p, 171.
' 29' 3oxkheiner, Critique of Instrumental Reason, pp. IX-X. :

-
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existing unfreedon, but tho eln.bontion of a higher logic capa'ble of

ruiutitnting the rule of medon.
4

Althusser rejocts the notion of "a.liena,tion" as a fa.lu that 13
to say unacimtiﬁ.c, tm for, according to hin, 1t 1s but an iugim.&-y
relation and “does not des&ribe a rel.lity".ao Althuaser has re;)ected .
individml reason and freedol, portra.ying tho imuvidml as a tohlly
deternined automaten.’! This 1s ot the place to attempt an outline
af Marx's theory of aliemation, Sufﬁco it for the lonent to say that
Marx -el.nt by l.lienation the loss by man of the ability to control his
11fe am profit by his activities.® Klthusser portrays the break
between rea.son and’ the o:dering of one's 1life not as catastrophe but .
as a noceam.ry development to be pressed fom.zd and celebrated:
seo0NCE Wea have broken with the. religious conplicity
between Logos and Being,..these tacit pacts in which
the men of a still fragile age secured themselves .

with magical alliances against the precariousness
of history and the trenbling of their own da.r.tng

~1‘rub11ng at his om da.ring, Althusser becomes the a.rchetypal Fa.ust, :
. Tenouncing the nagic' of reason over existence. To continue this third-

rate melodrama a few more lines, Faust had to break one pact in order to
14

!

- e, b 165 i, b 229, | |
xz. Two good treatments on the subject of aliemtions Bertell

»’Allenation, Marx's Conception of Man in Capitalist Society (Cambridge
University Press, 1971), Istvan Heszams, Marx's Theory of Allenation '

(I.onrlom Herlin Press, 19?0)
33. . ’ P. ’ 1?0
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sign another, It is Mephistopheles who gloats at the death of reason,
' /

Althusser's structural cause.lity is wa.iting in the wings. Sinple

| reepect requires a viewing of ‘the corpse before interment-

Vhen we examine Althusser's version of the P“t between Logoe

' &nd Being”, we see front and center the o-ission of the Ca.rteaian

rational detenim.tion outlined above, Alt\hueser refers to Hegel.
somewhat simplistically, as an exaaple of the 'pact' in need of breaking.

The whole of the Hegelian dialectic is here, that is,
it is completely dependent on the radical presupposit-
'lon of a simple briginal unity which develops within
itself by virtue of 1ts negativity, and throughout
its developnent only ever restores the original .
. simplici 94“‘1 unity 1n an ever more 'eonerete'
» tote.lity. .

This is not the place to defend and e‘h'bora.te‘a. view of Hegel contrary

to the one advmced by Althueeer. Ve sinply point out tha.t Althusaei' '

interpreta ﬂ\e Hegelian ayeten in the most teleological sense\posaible.

such that a.ll freedon ia tota.lly absent, 3 Everything is totally determ-
uined In Althueaer's a.ccount, Descartes ia not refuted. he is not even

intelligible. s ’ ' )

_ The COnnecti ns of

Cartesian reason is linked toAfreedon since reason vithoﬁt'&ction '
1e' useless, Christisn Bay rates freedom the most taportant valus for .
it a.lone. he nainta.ins. allm the securing of the nee.na to sa&.isfy our

needa.ﬁ Ra.ther than the mystical process of an ever posited and trans-

;
°

3'*. m.’ Pe "197_. ) | .’ ' o . ~/_

35. . For a defence of the freedom content in Hegel's thought,

Herbert Hu'cuse, Reason and Bevolution (Bostons Beacon Press. 1960)

*. Christian Ba.y, The Structure of Freedon (New Yorks Athenem.
1%5)' P- 1“' . -
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cended oppoeition of i.ogos to ﬁeing. a totally solipeistic mental proc-
ess, we see in Being a task for reason £ha.i may or may not be satisfact-
orily completed. This task is only able to unfold when we can discern -
| that the'. worlci. Being. obeys cei'tain fundamental laws independent o’f D
our will, that it nonetheless does not behave arbitrarily according to
‘tbe whinm of wfeir:les.\ l'_{ere we see the deficiency in Althusaer'e ment
.'tha.t springs froa his enormous omission, Long ago, Immanuel Kant
censured the "dogmatic philosophers"who seekt
| the sources of metaphysical j\xigenents in metaphysics
itself, and not apart from it in the pure la.wa of
_Teason generally,.,37 .
By simply oﬁpoling Logos to-Being, Althueser onif'.e the fact of the law- |
1ike behavior of the world itself, necessita.ting the human freedom to
intecrvene pm'sically. to select between d.ifferent causes lea.ding to -
different effeots. and to work through cause to desirable ends, thersby -
renewing and increasing the free power of the logically reasoning _
individual This gz'owth of fmedon is ;only possible when the individual 4
is 'being logicalt, when his logic of understa.nding is adequate to the |
.'/ : logic of motion of the world before hin. '
Bourgeols theory has always advanced an essentially non-sutgstaniive
notipn of freedon. This constituted its greatest‘ achievenent. For Hobbee.
as for Machiavelli. freedon sinply meant the a.bility to use or a’buse '
nature and one 8 fellows at one’ 8 own risk of reprisals official or non-
(\/o-fficial, in short. a freedom from control by the final cauees which
figured 80 highly in medevil political theology The doctrine was.
revolutionary beca,use it freed the individua.l from superstition and -

irrational fear, identifying the human person as-an irreducible unit ot

L]

37. Immanuel Ka.nt, Prol_e_gonena. to Any Future Hetepj;xsios (New York: .

_ Liberal Arts ‘Press, 1950). p. 19. y.




‘of their production, . |

autonomy and reason, Freedom could be ndva.nced_as non-substantive for,
consonant with the definition of freedom we have advanced above, the

theory did not need to specify the content of this of that act,

‘Instead of the hldden tra.ncconicntal presence of a ghostly unmoved

Rover cngendering a "ﬁna.l ca.use" to evexry act, man hinsolf consciously
occupied the transcondental rea.ln. ‘during the Enlightennont and after,
with logioal categories and material values which he could articulate
nnd fulfill throvgh his practice, The valuo stnacturo was conttn:ctoi

: through a rencwed awvareness of acmity; logic and’ freedon were the tools

to meet’ acucity,tlu'oug‘h the creation of miterial goods. The Bourg_eoiaie

was characterized by its fantastic 1ngennity (the reality of its freedom)

in the struggle against scarcity, Yet its logic and goals worked to Eol

reduce nature and individuals to things, It was characteristic of the

Ca.rtosinn nethod: o
eeeto divide up each of the d.ifﬁculties I examnined
into as many parts as possible,..(then) commencing
with objects. that were the most simple and easy to
understand, in order to rise little-by little, or
by degreos. to‘knowledgo of' the most complex...

‘Thus the wstica.l connection linking flom, faum. ninera.ls to the
v a.’bsolute vas sundered . Ernst Cassirer 1dent1ﬁos the Logos with this
~ overcoming of superstition.” The cap:lta.list la.rkot could fnnction

once different goods and saterials were ablo to be ca.lcula.tad and con—

pared to each other and co-poti.t:lon undert.aken for the most cfﬁcient means

The gift of reason, conscious 1life activity in the broad sense of

sity P.mss, 191&6). Part I.

3B, Dosca.rtcs. P. 92. . o

"3 Brnst Cassirer, The Hyth of the Statc (New Havens Yale Univer-
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ustu'y over the vicisaitudes of mture a.nd control over one 8 person,
distinguishea man from tbe Test of the animal world. As Ma.rx puts 1ty

The animal 1s inmediately identifiable with his 1life
activity, It does not distinguish itself from it,

It is its life-activity, Man makes his 1ife-activity
itself the object of his will and of his consciousness,

He has conscious life activity. It is not a determination
with which he directly merges. Conscious life activi
diroctly d.istinguishoa nan from animal life-actlvity.

It 1s also true that as the world grows, as one's relation to na.ture
more and more becomes nedia.ted through one's rela.tion to socio‘t:y,M
this power of comprehension is beconing lost tb us, '
It is an enpirlca.l fact that separate individuals have,
with the dbroadening of their a.ctivity into world-hist-
.. .« orical activity, become more and more enslaved under -
[~ & power alien to them.,.a power which has become more
. and more enormous and, in t&g last instance, turns
out to be the world market, , _
Powers. set in lotion by the. onalaught against natt.ma' of the earlier,
bourgoois Teason and freedom havo in turn necesaitated the historical
task of the conunist revolution, which is to gains
seosthe control and conscious mtery of these ‘powers,
' which, ‘born of the action of men on one another, have
t111 now overawed and govemed nen as powers conplete—
- 1y alien to then, 43

Uhen one stage 1n the ascent of reason ha.a grown deficient, to ronounce

. n.ltogether the ‘role of Teason and freedom to the securing of our needs
' 13, as R, D, laihg uarns, to resort to pure folly, to a faith tmt 1%‘%

)

by Dirk J, Struik, Pe 113,

Mf Meszaros, pp. 10!»::“7 f | S e
42,

4o, Karl Marx, The}Econonic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 18114 ‘ _
(Nev Yorks International Pu 1ishers, 1 y Edited with an Introduction

’ Karl Marx & Frederick Engels, th Gema.n Ideolgg[ (New Yorks
Interm.tiona.l Publishers, 1947). Pp. 27-28,

b3. Ibid.’ p. 2& i “ .,
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as -uicida.l as 1t 1s s -

It is the ethic of the Ga.da.rene swine, to remain
true, one for all and all for one, as we plunge
1n brotherhood to our destruction,

¢

If reason has been the ca.ue{e of unreason and unfreedom. Harcuse insists

a

that "ruaon alone contains its own corrective ’ 5 the one sure path

that Bay, Laing, and Marx entreat us,,o_nt,g. B Bather thg.n ;inply opposing

I.ogoa--in this case‘bourgeois theory--to social Being. I wish to

: identiﬁ :..,_: or qua.lity of reason, common to 'both theory and

o4 .
yt_xrgeoi_zs period.  Again in’ the words of Marcuse:

§%0 1t 1s Reson itse Kgioh 1s the undialectical
-4 in Hegel's phiiosopl'v

For if reasoy 13 to be undialectica.l, it is to be common to both theory

. and practice, What is required is a un:lversa.l logic, up to now an ana.l-
rtical logic, ‘comon to the procedures of both thinking and doins. But ‘
once. & universal logic is common to both thinking and doing, through

the doing man modifies his world (as well as his thinking) inas if-g

' ically constrained manner, *He not - only a.ffects a change of forn n
tha naterial on which he works, ‘but he a.lso rea.lizes a p\mpose , f his -
own that gives the lav to his nodus opera.ndi. and to uhich h must aub—

ordinate his will.w‘ The wxiia.lecticq;i nature of reason®™y no means-
- requires an ahistorical reason | _‘)lhile"ro;cogxiiiing tmavoidaﬁle‘lawfui

-

al R. D. Laing, The Politics of Experience a.nd the Bin'l of Paradiso
(Aylesbury, Buckss ‘Penguin Books, 1967), p. 79.

hs. Ha.rcuso. Reason and Revolution. p. XIII. .
b6

“7

* I'bid.. p. XII,

* E ’ v°1ume I' po 178.
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objectivity in the external world, the very form of thils objectivity and
the choice of how to work within 1t are evolving features of Iiha.t Marx
calls "anthropological nature”, = o I ‘

Industry is the actual, historical relationship o . o v
nature, and therefore of natural science, to man, :

By equating mature to sclence through man's productive activity, Marx

'defines a universal logic, Marx continuess ‘
" If, therefore, industry is conceived as the exoteric
revelation of man's essential powers, we also gains'’
an understanding of the human essence of nature or
the natural essence of man, In consequence, natural
science will lose its abstractly material--or rather, -
its idealistic--tendency, and will become ‘the basis
of human sclence, as it has already become the basis
of actual human 1life, albeit ‘in an estranged form, .
One basis for life and another basis for selence .
‘ 1s a priori a lie. The nature which develops in hman’
. " history--the genesis of human society--is man's real
nature; hence nature as it develops through industry,
even though "1*8 an estranged form, is true anthropolog-
S teal nature. T |

- In the Introduction, we defined 'sciexitiﬁ_c theory, though depend-
ent upon what is, ‘a,;'a 'negé.tion of what is, or, in other words, as th_e\.'
*power of the negative', and we also insisted that thought, though a

° force in the world‘.béa.n'no;:fb'ei f_éduced to pl;ivsical processes, "Once
reason is seen as’ t_.be'ability‘ tdluse logic and i::;fnot‘totall.y éompsd.
into logic, reason requires the substance of freedom, This formulation

agrees with Chomsky's notion of freedom asi

» s sTUle~governed behavior and the possibilities for |
free and ‘creative action within the framework of a .

- system of rules,,.innate ,'propertés's but permitting -
an infinite use of finite means, o

~

48

 Marx, 1844 Mamuscripts, p, 143,
9. g, L R

.
1

+ 2" Noan Chomsky, "Langiage and Freedon® in For Reasons of State
* (New Yorks Vintage Books, 1973), p. 405, . N : T Lt
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‘revolution onward the need for commoditles, Cartesian logic initiated,
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Within freedom thrive o;eativity and imagination,

,‘;jb | _
' REASON AND THE~COHHODITY FORH

The universal logic, a historical forn of reason, 15 a technology

for-neettng.hunananeed; from the very first stagee of tbe 1n@uetr1e;

we submit, a stage in the human project preparitory to bringing to a

" .close the enstehungs-geschichte (prehistory) of the species in material
’ Py . ‘

scarcity, ﬂThe.etrength of this iogic eventually turne-out to be its

fault By his thinking and his doing, pan reduces nature (and eventuel-‘
ly hinself through the ways men relate to one another) to the etatue

of analytically manageable comnodltiee. Thus Harx.refers to the ’
bourgeois character of the scientific laws of nature. .

...Descartee, in defining aninals as mere nachinee. jN .

'4'ﬁh .- saw with eyes of the manufacturing period, while to

the. eyes of the middle ages,. animals were assistants

' to man,..That Descartes, like Bacon, anticipated an
alteration-in the form of production, and the pract-

~ ical subjugation of Nature by Man, as a result of the
altered methods of thbught, 1s plain from his "Discours

~de la Methode.51 ‘ , . v

At the beginning of this chapter we quoted two sources, Althusser

~and HcLuhan, in support of our‘contention,that-a-pa:ticular model of

bourgeols period; Behind Marx, we now add C, B, Hacpherson to ‘the liet

' Macpherson traces-the universalization of this 1&;;9 with respect both

to_its populatizetfon and‘the scope of 1 application,lto the period -

51'*Harx, Capital-I, p.'390 note{

At
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'_cpuselity. Cartesian in character.'efoee to universal heights'in the ;;/;t
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of the‘tri{h’r'nph of the. early bourgeoiste.
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" The materialism of the seveﬁ.eenth century was a
: mechanical materialism which'read into the natural
N world the kind of relations which the materialist
-~ philosophers saw in bourgeois society., The relation
. of material objects to each other could be styted
T in laws of mechanical force Just as the relations
of individuals’ éould be seen as ‘#he_relations of
‘units reduced to equality by the market, The
. doctrine of final causes could be dropped from .
- .the analysis of the physical wolld by men who gaw :
individuals as directed not by final causes but
) - by the 1npersona1 forces which appear to dominate
- the lives of individuals in the bourgeois soclety,52

.Ca,rtesian Treason led 1nto the capita.list period, wa\ universa.lized 1n '
the early sta.gee ‘of capitalien and, at the same tine. unleashed the

development of a new force requiring a riew reason to co-prehend 1t to i

conprehend the changing human 1dent1tx. The latter ’developnent occurs

when man takes his own reason and ﬂreedon to be a thin‘k, the conodity

1, . - 3

of 1nstrunent&I reason, e ;,. | _
Y The capitalist epoch is therefore’ characterized by
- this, that labour <power takes in the eyes of the

Lot Bt - labourer himself the form of a commodity which is

his property; hts labour consequently becomes vage-
On the other hand, it is: .only from this .
o -onent that the produce of labour universally becomes N
. a comnodity 53 . ) \ Vo

It may seem that to portray logic as. sonething historical a.nd. further,

" to tie 1ts soclal e:d.s;:nce and its t‘raneforuation to. the production

. process. .even though in the most general senhe es la.n 5 nelation to |

nature, is to go too fa.r. But if Marx 'overly concentrates' on the
econonic, 1t 1s because bourgeois society l‘.s to’ this day overly

. o

‘ (Oxfords ~ University Press,

concentrated on the econonic to the point wgere it has brotght into

.question the contlnued e:dstence of the bidsﬁhere while stretohing the
e € the

'0

52 C. B, Hacpherson,

» Do 2047,
53 Marx, Capttal I, 3. 170 riote,
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“the organization of the hunan projegt in terns oﬂla fundamental need

;[.cartesian fire flows uncheeked into an infjff

o

\,‘human substance to‘the hreakingvpgint--the most ‘universal life categories

we possess. To break the connection welding reason to commodification
is thus a histondcal as well as a philosophical problenm, Cartesian

Teason suited men wWpe were poor, ‘alone, and e-erging from the mental

and physical strait-jacket of fewlalism for 1t confirméd their identit_y |

in what they were--rugged individualists, separate atonsiof society.

free from domination by feudal overlord and eyil spirits. But it does
not suit us who hawe for so long used it. the infinitely nore rich who

are- universally dependent on each other and on the total environnent

“that, bygpo conmodifying. is being pushed to its limits,
Thus«the procedure we have chosed for understanding social change,

5

'besides its realism has the further advantage that it allows us- to pose ;

the way out as lying onward and upuard It allows characterization of

‘;,o

category and a specific technoloqt. both historical. that require qu

’their functioning the reality of freedom. ‘ zﬁz:s 8ays that: 1f?f

D . K

‘W~According to Marx all necessity is 'historical necessity ,
namely “a disappearing necessity" " (eine versc ende
Notwendigkeit), . This concept...leaves the doors $nde x‘54 .
open as regards the future development of hu-an GOCiety. ’

The fundanental need category no longer serves human need,ahon it is no

/ ~

1onger serviced by freedon, npr is it then anynore thé centrepiece to

the advance of reason. Freedon itself is at etake, but at a level such

¢ that redenption can only be posed as a fundanental problen of reason,

' the evil spirit of our

w

&f"_:undirected,social power, which Allen Ginﬁberg calls Holoch, the ancientd

- oy -
L . . o /’bw- o . . el .
) . : : . .

‘-

5u>Meszaros. Alienation. P, * 1;8 quoting Karl Marx G sse der’

“'Kritik der Politischen Okonomie (Rohentwurf 1937-1858) Dietz Verlag,
: .Berlin, 1953 R

v Do ?1‘
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god of the Phoenicians to whom human victims were sacrificed. rd

- Moloch! . Solitudel Filthl Ugliness!’ Ashca.ns and
unobtainable dollars! Moloch whose mind is pure’
machinery! ' Moloch ‘whose blood 1s running money!
Moloch whose fingers are ten armies! Moloch whose .

. ‘breast is a cannibal dynamo! Moloch whose ear is

; ~ a smoking tomb! ' :

C

Transformation and Eclispe of ‘Reasons In Governing Bourgeois Practice :
L o . and in Governing Bourgeois Theory. .

£onnoditio&, na.nufactured amd excha.nged a.s atonistic units. have |

» /»Qeno \d.t.ﬁ" a notion ,of man as ato?stic. the physical intervenor into the

‘ ' W" ”es of na,ture and the sturdy,individual contributor of his produce

et -g.uP‘)n :t,he market place. But that beneficial spirit, ‘the "invisible hand®,

.,

ca.n not be relied upon forever, The continued application of atomistic. .

mechanical Treason and freedon turns into its opposite. But to under-

P Bt
stand why this shduld be. so requires a new “sclence for it 1s inconpz‘ehen—-

. sible within the old Marx observes: _

This sphere that we are eserting, within ‘whose bound-
aries the sale and purchase of labour-power Woes in,
) 18 in fact a.very Eden of the innate rights of man,
VN There alofe rule Freedom, Equality, Property and '
Benthanm, ..The only force "that brings them together .
and puts them in relation with each other, is the-
selfishness, the gain the private interests of ‘
‘each, Each looks to himself only, and no-one troubles
o ~ . himself about &he rest, and just because they do so, o
S do they all, in acco ce with the pre-established .
: harmony of , things, og under the auspices of an all- - S
shrewd providence, WO rk together 1o their mutual ad-
vantage. for,the conunon waa.l a.nd the. interest of 'all,>>

‘Hiﬁh the opemtion of the law of value, there occurs a continuous '

en].argeaent of the ra.nks of the pmletaria.t. An iucreasir% division of .

ubow where labour-power n/ bought and sold, reduces the la.bour of tho
& Y
.- o

SRR 9",- i &

55. Marx, Capital. I, p. 176,

g
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individual to abstznct social ylabour.56 Instead of using his reason'to
adjust his personal relation to natu.re, a worker's labour time is

| bought and his activities, reduced to repetiton of a few simple functions
in rela.tion to a machine, are set in motion by the owgler of his labour- -

., time, Hore and more, ntional pla.nning is taken from the cn.uler

_entrepreneurs and transferred to a decreasing number o!;

Accordingly, th ope of reason a.nd freedom shrinkm,

ive, intellectualized pmcesses of technology. As Herbert ﬁa.rcuse puts

At " L : '

o e
For the ‘social process of automation gxpresses the @ e T~
‘transformation, or rather the transubstantiation of *. Ay W
labor power, in which the latter, separated from the . - TR e
individual, becomes an independent producing object.57 TN

' Vhen production loses its subjective pha.ra.cter, ‘becoming to ‘the. contrar_s{r

.0 5 L.

objectives ' o : ‘ L_Me . \

'@ ) ...reality constitutes a more progressive stage of o

+ & altenation. The latter (reality) has become entirey l
ly objective; the subject which is a.lienatedtis swal- ? :

lowed up by its alienated existence. There 13 only 58 B

_ one dimension, and it is everywhere and in all forms. k

. , . »

4
Reason exists. to be suxe. But, less than its object. a.nd the forces it
sets in motion, reason becones gslitatively reduced in scope, renouncing
: conprehension, and with it over-all responsibility, for the construction

’ ; - ’ 1’~ T E : ‘w “ “"‘-";';._ - . 3
-of one's life.: -

G, - ‘
Harx nainta.ins that a.nything less tha.n conscicus lifebactivity is

'for man alienstion and _sub-huna.n activity. Cartegian mechanical reason .

I S T !
o

) s6. xu-l Marx, A Contribution to the cnu ve of Politica.l Econony .
{New York:s International Publishers. 1970), Edited with an Introd uctIon

"~ by Hst:r:ice Dobb P. 29 e

%57' Herbert Ha:nc » One Dinensional Man (Bostons Beacon Prqps, 1964).
Po Pad ‘.

58, Ibid.. P. 17, |
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initiated the growth of freedom which has over time led into the relative

. ) . . 3 '

" alienation of freedom. Only rea.eoh can lead the way out, hut only when
‘ ‘ ’ o

Teason is no longer collapsed into its Cartesian stage, For behind its

banner as the white knight of reeeon and freedon the bourgeoisie ca.rries
the social fon it crea.ted onward towarde extinction, while society |
continues to scra.ane for an intensifying production and consumption.
We now schematically observe the rise and decline of bourgeois
theory: decline measured as emasculati@ of the theory of freedom, The
| leedi'ng bourgois theorists, we submit, are those .first" to adjust thes
theory of freedon--usually democratic theory--to chang thah are ocour-:

?

ing in ttg ongoing social practice. This p:mctice o.f thporizing a.llowe

trflv
; ;(.’A .;v‘ 3

(bourgeois) society to continue to see in its actiy iee a. obhfin‘ation

¥ y3 .
of the human identity and, as such. continuation o% ﬂn :dﬂ.e of rea.son V;“'

and freedom, Taking Chonsky' ‘model of l'ule-govemed

e E el

the function of freedon a.nd the unity of theory and practice. the soci&l

: Tyles are adjusted to the ever more ra.tionaized bebavior eo tha.t, as

the rules becone more concrete (through *ﬁ.ori-. automa.tion and \
bureaucmtigation) and more equal to and n“tlike ‘the behavior to be )
| performed, the space for freedon in the theory decreases Just as there
becones less a.nd less space for pra.ctical hunan intervention. Or. _ o .

we have quoted Harcuse. "there is only one dimension and it is everywhere ,
end in all fom By adjusting theory to the decline of Ireedonm, bourgg
eoie deuocratic theory itself declines. becones disnal and contradict

K in its identity quest ae it gna.ws a.way at the original freedon pogtula.tee

- of denocncy (for emple. Pareto, Schumpeter, Dahl) on behalf of a /

society tm.ning into the anaahen. ef deaocracy And 1t a.lso becones

~
L
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disnal in a practical ‘sense outlined above. progressively renouncing
its position as capta.in of society and defender of the free in the face
of the inexorable process 1aws of the dialectic of surplus-value.

ArEST a lengtlv narrowing of the _gap between human values and on-
going socia.l practice, freedon shrinks to the nost instrunental forn
of - reason (aligneti to some despante production or consunption and the
rest is emptiness) hormative justification disappears altogether (as iﬁ

Sartre), and social theory collapses into practice as positivist

gxt between Logos and Being's

esein the first cass that the 'logical’ order, beins

- jdentical in essence with the real order...can only .

: follow the real order; in the second case that the -
" real order being identical in essence with the 'logical" 3
order...must follow the logical’ order.59 ' R

of empiricism ' oi‘

In resume, freedon and originality in connodity production 'becane

a thing, neasured a.nd rewarded on the narket, ‘by greater .access to
conodity consumption. But once ‘freedon was also seen as a - thing in
the employ of capitalisn. reducing it to an instrunental reason and
enlarge the. ranks of the proletariat, the social 1a.wsb of the larket
could cone into existence above and 'beyond this freedon. . ."°A

' Before Ha.rx appea.rs on the scene, perhaps the most contradictory
and advanced of the bourgeois thinkers. John Stmrt Hill, rejects the -

/u.gliness of fthe capitalist society of his day and beings to papple |

. td.tl{ its contradictions. M1l as well holds to a non- ubstantive .

notion of freedo-.. The content of individual goals and wants are to be \

tter for i’ree individual choice. certain]s not to be centre.lly

.. Q.’
':"7"'\-%- LT .
N ~- . - . b
.

N

apologetics. This is the point where Althusser commences . his 'critique ‘

-60-
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‘.ol mass eocieties and confornity to consuner idols,

61

) o s

.'inposed.by government, Hill vigorously and openly defends freedon for,

as he saw it. the free self-gevelopnent of the 1ndividual is both a
means and also an end. Only through the practice of freedom can freedom -
be preserved and extended, the sine qua non of all need satisfaction.

e&v
Yet Mill's theory of freedon also contains a substantive notion of

’v'higher’neods . Mi11 desired a society no lbnger characterized by 'the

‘tramping and treading to get on", But Hill's theory begins to depert

frol'practice,when practice itself does not rise higher'than_the god

of private consunption of commodities, Rather than narrowing the gap

: . .
between theory and practice, Mill widens At, Hill' s ethical liberalism

" has tended to peter out in the otherbwordly retreat -of the parlor pink'

'}

Vhat should it have petered out? ' _ ’
Hill thought that the systen of private property uith nember co-ops
conpeting in a capitalist, narket-place environment, uould lead gradually
to transition to the higher needs and to profound snafiidual self-
development. Decades after the Hillsian revolt in Hestern Canada, with

its nunerous co—op atten Hill's developnental expectations have not e

been fulfilled.:: Instead- o$ an increasing individ% freedon, there has

'followed bureaucratization and the concentration of'oapital. instead of_
’divereiip and autonony, in all advanced Vestern states there have develop-

N
ConpensatiOn for the nuabing, alienating effects ot neaningless. end-

less labour for. private profit occure in the forn of a paycheck, itself
‘a nunbing narcotic that blocks transcendence in the working cla of

. a systen of commodification of human labour as the yardstick for neas-

. uring value within a social system of*insatiable productivity and : s

) J
waste, Anogg the sector oﬁ the "the haves at the coneumption end vg find

!

, [] a . [

e ‘ﬁ -
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nore pronounced the same cretinization in consumption. No one can pre-
dict the next outrageous creation of greed in the eearch for, on the
one hand, ever new sources of private profit and on the other the eapty

totems of scolal advancement and class superiority'that people axe fool-

-~ \

' : ® ,
~ ish enough to grovel‘over.6o' In such a situation, distributive justice

may have its hands full maintniningtsocial peace; ag&;;oyalty to its e

. objectives, while it becomes en increasingly dismal and diverting pre-

occupation. What is required is not a tinkering with the artificial

scarcity within obscene consumption but a transformation of need categor-

ies to higher needs. Mill at least saw this much,

Hill staked eVery fibre of his being on his conviction that the

class socliety taking shape before his:eyes could be overcone and that

man could be much more than‘he’ presently was, However, Mill's solution
. : . . J

left intact -the root.of t'h'e probles, in the historical link of freedon
to Cartesian logﬁcsand in turn to the cgnmodity form and the prevailing
universal fogn of social prodgption. While Cartesian logic and the |

connodity form predominate, a self-propelling developmontal flxation

continues on at the 1eve1 of the lower needs., Yet why this should be

FUR

80 ic—invisible to a quality of consciousness tailored to attent to '

the business at hand' Lukacs observes thats

The distinction between a worker faced with a particular
*machine, the entrepreneur faced with a given type of -
" mechanical development, the. technologist faced with the
state of science and the profitability of its application
.to technology, 1s /purely quantitative; it does not direct-
.1y entail any qualitative difference in the structure of .

< ks

60, Erica Jong provides a hunorous list of these pyreuits in a-
pessage from her. recent book, Fear of Flying: See’ Appendix A,

KN

-62-
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: consciousness.61

Likacs seesjin Marx's analysis of commodities. from which both Critique

of Political Economy and Capital unravel ths to ty of the‘capitalist

’process.'a reveiation-of the historical seal of capitalist soclety and

a.thorough going critique of relfi ion, pointing to the possibility

of a revolution where, along with tutional change and power change,

hunan consciousnessvand understandihg undergo a broad change of dinension

and scope. , » | “\\* / A
o Hill's proposal for higher néeds, hough noble, is an ethics that
does not get off the ground because Mill sticks, rightly, with non-sub-

stantive freedom, wrongly within Cartesian dynamics and the coamodity

‘e

forl which At uses ‘but does not conprehég;> / M111 according1y~does not

spell out the broad structure of reason and freedom capable of securing

the higher needs because;he has,a deficient understanding of‘the logic

of capitalisa and of the nature of the higher needs, Mill's proposal

"for Tree social change. for selfkdevelopment through self-develcpnent.

properly posed is the problo- of the qualitative development of reason,

the touchstone for a qualitively higher ¢volgfion of the species. But

- . the: critique df reason 1s useless 1£ 4 confinégkto pure theor§>and an

ethical‘videning of the gap between.theory"and practice. Only after beg-

inning with ﬁractice and a critique of the adequacy of theory to on-
I ‘.7
goihg practice does there arise a practical plea for the unity of theory _ -

<

i

A1l social life 18 essentially practical. All the
mysteries which urge theory into mysticism find their
. rational solution in human practice and in the comprei
hension of this practice.62

61‘ Georg Lukacs, Bistory‘and ‘Class Consciouness (London. Hcrlin

«

-6z lﬁti Marx, "Theses on’ Peuerback" £8, in German Ideologz p. 199.

"Pre*" 1971), po 980 L . ) . . . e
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To change society is to meet different, higher needs, But to change

"society is ultimately to change the people in society, For soclety to

change freely rather than fatedly, for change to involves a breakthrough
rather than a renunciation of reason and freedom, each person requires

a logic capable of contributing to his own change and to the changg d’@ 4

the rest of society. Here we simply say that the new need is for com-

R

-unity, the new logic: dialectics,
Hith Jean-Paul Sartre. bourgeois freedom comes full eircle back to

Hobbes and Machiavelll and to questions of the stability of freedom at

R

oo
e

. escape fron ‘the shells of objgctivity imposed on one by other egos, .

the end of a world order, Gone from Sartre's tréatment are substantive

concerns where freedom is aligned with need categorles, Freedom 1s treat-

ed by Sartre as an ontological categoryi o .

To be free does fiot mean to obtain what one has wished,

| but rather by oneself to determine oneself to wish (in

the broad sense of choosing)6 In other words, success

1s not 1mportant to freedonm. . o
Yet this seems to contradict with Sartre 8 almost Millsian-notion oi
individual self—iévelopment through freedon. ' ;{

L'homme n'est rien d'autre que ce qu'il"fa . Tel est
la premiere principe de 1l'existentlialisme,

If.lt is a contradiction,<i£ is also a piactical dontiad;ction thatAis
real and lived daily. jrhé individual is blocked by the action of "the
other” in the (exisfential) war of all against ail ~;§2h of Sartfe;s‘on-
tology is an elaborate exposition of the process whereby individual

egos struggle to reduce each other to objects and to at the same tine T

- 63, ‘
3+ Jean-Paul Sartre, Being and Notm_@ess (New Yorks Citadel
Pre:;é 1956), Translated and with an Introdnction by Hazel E. Barnes
P- . -

Jean-Paul Sartre, ”LFExistentialisme Est Un Humanisne" n French
Pro:e (Toronto; .- Hacmillan_conpany. 1957), Edited by Galpin and. ' '
" P. ~ : o

. R Y

L b
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Each'individual is a consciousness and thus a transcendence who also
continually tries. with no prospect of much success, to transcend other

transcendences, other individuals. R. D, Laing lamentsvthis condition ‘
| o

wheres

As was continues, both sides come more and more to
~ resemble each other, The uroborus eats its own tail,
- The wheel turns full circle, Shall we realize that
We and Them are shadows of each other? We are Them
.to Them ang They are Them to Us., When will the vell.
be 11fted?°7 , ,

Theory and practice, in Sartre's vocabulary "being for-itself and being'
in-itself” are never'joined, accoxrding to Sartre. From this Ke concludes
both the permanence of ontological freedom--“freedom can not escape

its existence"66--and the fact that “all are on. principle doomed to
failure".6? -According to Sartre, we are both condemened to be free and
for our freedom to be futile.' What this translates to'is that Ne can
not escape conscious -awareness of the futility of our freedom. It is

."\.’
characteristic of this futile freedom that 1t attempts to reduce eVQy-

thing and everyone, even itsel? to the status of a thing. The nanipul-

AR
ative, commodifying Cartesian individual in late bourgeois society, hin-

self commodified and manipulated by others, is a failure in his hunan

: interrelationships. His consciousness is separated from his beins: from

hinself amfzcrom his soeial ‘being with others,
Sartre ‘defended the mind, as did Descartes, against aIl attenpts at
lechanical reduction. Descartes claiued the "res cog} s” to be “1nf1n1te

‘and unextended”, For escartes, the substance of freedom meant the spring-

65'La1ne.£?83.,f

A66 Sartre, Being and Nothigggess, P. h63.
\H 67. Ibidu P- 545-
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| board for chiﬁéiﬁg,iﬁ; eorldz! by discoﬁering the latter's laws and‘by
then acting. - - - . ’ - \ |
The Cartesian subject,. conseious of its. power, faced
an objective world which geuarded}calculation. con-
quest, and domination...
_ In our day we are no longer reuarded cartesian consciousness and free-
. dom has reduced the world, including the social world, into mechanical
_ form and has reached the contradiction uhere reason (in the full sense
asnlogic and freedom together), reducing the world to things, is at a
scope where consciousness 1tself- threatens to disappear if reduction
‘continues, Cartesian consciousness, employed in the struggle against
scarcity. takes the social relations which have grown up in the on-.
slaught‘against scarcity “as what they really are, material relations

, between persons and social relations betwen things“ 69 Thus the subject,

exists in "an'iron circle of frustration and f=‘§

. ‘%does depart from the atonistic notion of humansaus colliding individual
IV

 molecules with antagonistic consciousnesses. But for Sartre,_the 'gulf

of being’, the lack ‘of being—in-and—forwitself, no 1onger poses a

f ‘Jpe

v - problen to be«overcone by reason and freedon as it did for Desca:tes.

’ Though Saztre claims ty have raised an ontological defence of freedon. ;Z

.‘:“

R he also narks an acute crisisx71 the point where reason requires a

L . . . . . A . .
- . R . . F .

e

Press, 1972 NLB), Translated bty Joris de Bres, P. 159.,3
- 9 Marx, Capital 1, ». 73, o
7 warcuse, Stultes in Critieal Philosophy,'p. 159.

7. The notion of a crisis point at- the limits of a uorld—view, as

‘ has ‘been advanced herein, roughly compares to Imre Lakatos' notion of
"degenerating problem shifts.” (see Lakatos, "Falsification and the
© Methodology of Scientific Research Programmes" in Lakatos, Musgrave
, editors, Criticism and the Growth of Knowledge, Cambridge: University

Press, 19?0 e , ] T R

. 2 - .
3 . . . - . e . L . ] .. . . ] ‘
. - L . L : hed - ~
, L e A S : S

68. Herbert Harcuse. Studies in Critical Philosophy (Bostons Beacon‘

-66~
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qu‘antum leap b’efore freedom can be -reaffimed ‘as the requirement.of

reason for the conscious ordering of hmnan life. In like fa.shion to .
I
the theorists of the flat world, Sa.rtre extrapolates the crisis point

to the very ends of the human worlds .

condition,,.all |the limitations which a priori’
define man's f ental situation in the universe,
His historical situations are variable: man may be
born a. slave in a pagan society, or may be a feudal
.. barpn,.or a proletarian, But what n%er vary are the
. necessities of being in the world,..' '

«eo.there 1s nevz heless a human universa.lity of

 After spelling out these universal limitations of ‘betng in the world,

'Sartre 8 ontology draws to a. close by concluding that man is a "usele/s"s '
passion and ”une chose de vonie" Like the theorists of the flat norld, ST
ho ends with hell, For the ancients, The Pillars of Hercules marked the |
- end of the known and the gates to nell. Beyond the crisis in knowledge
glistened ‘a. new world, Sartre too is good enough to name the @tes to
his hell: “The hell is other people".’> Beyond this Gibraltor, after
a breakthrough in reason as logie and freedom,\ lies the new social |
world ~ . - . | : : B

| Acconiingiy, we see in Sartre the most extreme sepa::ation of theory

‘and practice where freedom a.nd pra.ctice, the individua.l and society, are
still expressed in the catego:;/:ies of reason and freedom.' The eternal

”virgin bride, free consciousness, silently a.waits her" hero, the new

. need, to lead consciousness aLa.y fron the purely contenphtive pose, .
connecting, through a new loqic, needs a.nd social reality, ulring the \

s‘ | ‘(“ S S ~.$-q/

&

2. Jean-Paul Sa.rtre, Eicistentislisn & Hlmanisn-(London; Eyre t

73 JeahfPhul Sartra. N Exit (New York: Alfred Knopf, 1947), * ai.

o ¢
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advent of freedom and the rebirth of reason. (We Ter%y’rﬂy to the
.phohomenolog)." of creativity. not to specific ma.l? or females). .
i!hat 1s for Sartrean fheorj the gult between being and oonscioushess
is taken.to its a.bsurd logicai co’nclusion'by AlthusSer. Althusser claims
that man is indeed not free, but in Althusser's theory this is “because

rreedom disappears a.ltogether, as does the break betueeﬁonsciousness

and being, and with it the knowledge problem, The function of ,'the gulf’',
: ac:ooes 'whi,-‘ch individualg dre useless and futile, is continued and logical-
. i . . . -

ly extendé’d 1n>A1thuss‘er's nofion of the “epistemologica.l break®, (g

Hith the - break, the unity of theory and practice, reason and freedom, 1s

fu\ally proclaimed by Althusser to be sundered

R Marxism is, in‘a s!’n“gle novement and by virtue -
of the unique epistemological rupture whi%h

established %t. an anti-humanism and an anti- )
historicism,’> - o

Man disappears from the account of things; A

Once this. connection between rationa.l thought and
‘ ‘spatio-temporal reality is severed, the "interest 2%
. of t‘reedom disappears completely from philosophy.

il

o Instead of theory gulding practice, Althusser proposes the notion of ~
distinct "practices" functioning automtically on. their own, Hha.t

Althusser. calls the cla.ssical knowledge problem disa.ppea.ra Ba.ther
than the interface of consciousness and being to be overcome through

-68-

responsible pma.ctice, the masses are said to live *1n al tota.lly deteninod.

o
-

)

Bea.con Press, 1968). p. 57.
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?5. m-. P- 1190 L . 'l s ‘ ' ‘ - ‘. : '
* 'Herbert Marcuse, "The Concept of Essence” ;.xi;\ﬁe’gaﬁohe (Bostons

/" .
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“wsecreted” 1deological pmtiee.w To me, \th’is smaclés' of fascism and

N  the ”wlkegei'sf“ It 1s <capitalisn that fascisa developq out of,
b

£

* Preédom for atouisuc calculation and mnipula.tion. ‘portrayed from
Hobbes through Bentham and .re as non‘-su}‘)sta.n{h_m. put cryptica.lly,
fimis itself without its nm-eubstanc’e. " Only He.m'us‘é"s "one objective
“diuension remains”, Accor#ing to COnilh, A]g;husser's vision nay be
captured by relating it to socia.l cha.ngq in hance since 19‘&0: e

malaise. The existential anguish born from the
in the night of the occupation, 1s no longer
apparent; it is muted by a Juge stupor before the ful-~ 4 o™
ness of our knowledge and our unlipited powers. This ' ‘
Imowledge surrounds us. completedy,’ it -penetrates us
to our deepest intimacy, It 1§ our mode of being and
‘doing, our ineluctable presence in the world. Nothing}
. can escape it and decla.matiogs -against science are '
, merely la‘aable hypocrisy,? \» . ,

Vith total objectivity arises the spector of total science. whexi the

& oubt weé, can measure here the- contemporary malaise,

future is no longer guided by social theozy e.nd human will, instead
%  determined by autonomously functioning stnl:tures, then the task of
'scienewe becones\ redefined as ;rag,ge-free knowledge of t ven,
Althusser pmpos s a ”structural cause.lity" s i

) ...the _ once%of the effectivity,of a structure on
its el nts o W . ,
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78. '
COnilh. "Lectuse de Althusser" P mt 355360 (May 196?) m
" quoted and translated in Mirk: Poster, "Althusse;‘ on History :Iithout Han"
&in Political Theory, November, 19745 p._MS. : :

79'ac..p.29., S %
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| that is“"t'o keep us fron'e'vteeping"over ‘th&‘icliff into\ba.nki'uptcg:-,' :famine.'_.' .
atavism,, a crumbling of the Tower of Civilization. fa.ilure of the species. .

-

g “‘After the epistemological bree.k. exotic new. possibilities appear for

theory when wWe' are no longer stuck ing l 4 & .
b“gx\ej’ ~"‘;-.':'-\:‘b. ’ )
_ _the ontological categery of the present (which) prevegta. = ¥
" ¢ _any anticipation of ‘historical time, any conscious.anti- ‘
‘ o R cipation ‘of the future dgvelopment of the conce‘pt‘ﬁy
o knowledge of the future ) . ;o

Once the book of the Logos is slammed ehw?sd the gulf of being sealed I

,over. klthusser is no longer constrained t rify knowledge throqgh

experience. through pra.ctice. Hi'a "theoretical pra.ctice" frees hin from
7

time to trace the development of the concept off into the nost mrified
! . "'"1 0w
atnospheres of theory to prove that. through the future uhich must become, o
u\‘ , P
,all will be well, Marquse thinkp otherwise: .. =
C kR .
- Only as IQng as reason is’ conetitutivel‘y\directed _
“ v toward empirically given "né.teria.l" GAn itg LS
‘ spontaneity be m&‘e t-ha.n mere imagi . tion

suddenly and almos;, without a trace ‘cepi uleted to J{itler while: lulled‘ '

in historical depermiﬁisn 28 the inevitability of

c - -~

'Conhunism. oh1y_th';é&131556f A~cbnt ctory sOcialﬂprder ie inevitable.

P
4

>

. Though me.n ha.%robed the near plaﬁets i ouz; solar syﬁemﬂ fascisn will 5

CL min a distinct possibiliti s0 lons man does not ex'p]_qre his om . .

: 1nneir ‘space, th)e newly Aseehbled eocie.l existence that has functioned e t " -
through capitalism the vast collectiVe subconsciousqess of the hman e

,species. Ab the height of its glory, Athens ‘for a short time explored

L
A this connection through the Socratic method - But. ite_ uni#ersalewere : -
T, ' LT o
l{arcuse. gga;tions, p. 5?., e R Sy
2 . - - S N - ) @ "*
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destined hlstorica.lly to be more religious, mtaustic, abstraot e s

| 'beeause noﬁ general than tho:e governing the socia.l ity. Thus R "

its explora.tion trailed off 1nto the life of contemp tion and uasuun-‘ o

able nalfbrially to sustain iteelf. S e
P .

ag What is required tdday is that sdclal existence must bé brought §
) p % BT

R Ve

ébcia.l cgntrol For this»to be b.n enla.rgenent upon freedoq.

50L a.l control must come through the eocial practice of eane comunitar-t ‘&-:.-

oy
N )‘ hd

. ian individuals who do ‘not 1nd1v1dualpp bo\v down a.nd d fer to .an ea:;tern-‘
' "7 % al 'collectiva presence, tha.t ‘is, 1n Laing 8 tem, "eveérywhere else- wmﬁ
where" 82, Societ};. o.nce oréanized on the basis of the Qa.rket-place %

%ﬁduﬂism .that“gre"f out
conﬂict ui.th 1ts evolved c%ﬁhu%yx"

-'.“‘the decJ,lhe Of fyﬂ&liam ha.s ‘come 1nto
‘h\p : ' g -
’J}he politica.l theory of ‘ B

fn

SN nberansm abes ‘not pose the need fgi'.“!%o ity "Q at par with 1ndivid“al

4 L

3 o jll . liberty@ nﬁr, i subnit& the extant ﬁreq.,tnents of conlunity adequatiy

t,_

defend the, ﬁotion of the evolntion of bu'tyl‘ '*Comunity a.nd 1nd1vidua.1
llberty need to b gede{ined) 1qgica11y uﬁ“‘“ istenologically to- nake '

>

L o -’. : g "),

The struggle of the proletariat and the ne\rolutiorle.ry , .
T ..people to change the world comprlsea the fulfilment -~ =
DR L, he followihg taskss - the objective world. : - B
e ,’ at the same time, their "subjective world--
PR change their cognitive ability’ and ghange the &ons ; "'« ‘
IR getween the. subjeptive and the objective world oy

~.-, B ;‘n o S \
o Laing p. ?1 RN , . oy ; - " R e
* Mao Tse-'l‘ung "On Practice"“ 1n Selected "Otks Vol I Peking
Foreign La.nguagea Pxessé,‘ 196?) )*prg- 368 . “IP ( 3 \

,
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2 A\mrl Q_s-Marx sayss . ' :
T g \.& b8 fomes and ney, passions spring up in “the boson e
SN o?s jety; but the. old soeial organigzation fetters . SR
* . them/and keeps thegdown, It must be annihilated; ~§ 4. . % “w o
vogtat annihilated | e N
. ‘ﬁh' L
@ Fascli_s_‘m pqual can a.rlse fron the new passions. tha pressing need for |
) couunity, but from f.he hourgeois point of vierw as the neod for consen-‘;s '
‘sus in thg fmce of a co sing socia.l order, uhi e’ f.m the point of
e ) N
vimr of th? al%nated ‘mafse of thd people a.s the need for conunity but, ,
. dement on bourgeo;ﬁ yB’chnology. expressed through the a:bonistic | o
: loqle ds univers;l d.em-ﬁ: .. The new needs apd fomes require a, breu.k
. RN N R g f' M ‘- ,’: ‘|
O : thmugh i,n neason . ; tua.lize then a8 the nonenta T
. ' RS ‘k‘iﬁ » Y _‘_‘“ Vs ‘:.. .
e Ry for complefm 'Gﬁng du-kness from the woT 1d ...a.nd -
el » o for changing’ the‘?world 1n§8‘a rld @liqht |
. @c/ “- A never Wiously existeti.. L
U : : 2
f‘&?: o Othendse. ju;t uhen Mty 1s orhthe brink nt' for tbé‘ ﬁrst t. f’ o
: v . .

1‘: R 'conscioualy na.h‘ng history 1%%1:.6&& of lmving ﬁ dnlven by ‘he ager-old ‘ _"5;“ ‘*a

. y l R B ,
Ry oo . mphsg.sns of conpetition and sca.;cft? a power{ul leader *111 set kl
U “d S :
‘hinse],t up with a police netuork covemd ovecr by pm adh

,"Y‘ '—;?;scontinl#es to d,eterio s
" ﬁ conqd;lty 'fon-jfor ecology as for “the hmn substa.ncé--ﬂxe lekdﬁ wﬂl ."/;;;/“/Z 7:.; ‘
exp1o1t 2 fear of the _unknowt, ‘theshell’, that ve ha.ve come .to 'ct'g' i3
‘brink of--uhich is, the soclal subconscigs--into anfea.rcy raspecf; o

-

history as a pbuerrul 1ndependent spoctez‘ ‘He \d.il nnipuhte ‘the _

zsm fron the position a.s the. nan of }estiny speciallx forggd. by hikst-
portra.yinghisownlost soulastheonoorsanoftruth. 5 .

. B /
LT . -
..“‘ < -

- . I(a::l Ha.rx, ﬂ'_@r__I, p. 762, _ D
5 H&O.« P , 3087 o i _ ’v v f." o S TR %
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The' issue for this tﬂesis as a whole is how, the d.i*nctly
‘ hiatorlcal dinonsion beyond Cartesian reason, "TEself " historical, is to 3
| be’ understood.y what laws operate there. how .and why do they operate and, .
ultiutely, how is this new didension to be used and by whom, Is 1t !
the priva.te dona.in off

ructura.list ph:ll%g?plnrs. perentia.lly below«

-‘-\

the consciousness of t B ases, fmn which a sfnmctura.l cauaality . T E

u,operatea? Or 1s 1t the region of alienation and nystification, tobe . e
abolished at the advent of socialisn, leading to the conscious product-

‘,"”: . 4en’ by na.n of his species-being?
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g swirl the toilet water arom:d. Qlighted sha.ving nirrore which pop o

B et ‘“‘*‘WP(’WMWWMW

EN

agf. R o
‘..,.“r ‘l e ‘ ’ » . . \ '.r,\,

APPRNDIX A -

And how they livel...electronic ice crushers, wine’ coolers,: bedside
'_n.chines )vhich nake synthesiztd sea’ noises. autontic egg-decapita.tore
,hunidifiera, dehunidifiere, autouti.c cockta.il eha.kers, hwn ifiere '
vhieh move by remote control, hedge ‘clippers programed 1o make top

deeigna, Jthirlpools which whirl the bathwater a.:v:ound. bidete which

Y

of the wall, color TV sets concealed behind :tjra.ned copies of the

banal modern gra.phicg, and a ba.r which pops out of . the wall i.n'ﬁ! e foyer

"to msgr!.‘l:mlts.a.6 . ,m:- - . . ‘sr

;\4 el L

# ﬂl ¥
&c

. ,‘ 5’\{72_ ,..:,.;’:.::‘.A :

T\

: when the door"bell rlngs. The doorbel}, by the way, plays the irst few

. n‘\
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In this chapter, key, Althussorian formuldtions will be presentr

!

i clarified,. and explained \
The: introduction sh0wed that the fundamental logical a.nd epistemolog Z
ica.l 1ssue at suake in the debate with Althusser is whether there 1s to

be pos ible a.) the unity of theory and practice , or b)’ Althqsser s -

© e 'déistihct practices E one of which is theoretical practlce. ‘ Cha.pter I
’ A A !

. v
et suggqsted that the ans wer devolve‘é upon the question of whether the

gulf of beingﬁsepfoblemayi‘cal in other words, consta.ntly needing to
: 3’ .

“t T be humanly élnked in thcory and prqgtice. by reason because linked in ' -

o no other qu de Bjave Jaken ‘the afﬁmative on behalf of the unity o,f
Tip gk theory and pra.ctice an@ v;,n ﬁe{ evalua;i.ng Afthus*er S, claims in this

.; ' 11(271% B '10 have I‘!ainta.ifxed contre?rv t:‘o Altbusser. that in"ne rule of

..“‘”\ “_‘l v_

reason? thecry exists and ggows only through practice, through
i ke y - . : )
P a‘ Lo é;bﬂective*inte“‘ivention where the a.cid test of the self is to go beyond R TR |
N - s, PR "- Q.." v, B} ‘a o N

\s
e

Qv 3 r K2 - .
‘the seﬂf Q:{'or affi*ma%ion." Afthu5s§r however,, c’laix;ed "t:hé% .hon-pr&lemat- P

/ ) gcltj to t.he ;elé:tiorr be'l:‘keen an obaect and the knowledge of dt" 1--tha.t 3

L . o ‘~1;. :. - “ .
N . is to say;’ 1t is ag) ideolOgical pro,‘olem but not a problem for‘ sciencex o

a.mr epi:stemology that sees. the relation between the SRS

o‘bJect-of-knoaledbe ‘and theg eal-ohject i problem-— L ) C ]
: atizal one, “e., ‘regards Khow edge itsglif.as a feo :
v ' o problem, is- 1de010gﬁe.1 and - for that rh@eon s : | sl

N .- to'be rejected..,The only “real problem" is to .- . . - ¥ Logm

‘a0 - < understand the Precise nature.of this mechanism e e o

U uwhich pro@.lces and guarantees Icnow‘ledge).2 I

Acconiingly. the interest of freeciom disa.ppears from A‘lthusser s "‘_’" .;' ’

@

theory. Xlthusser a.dva.nces the Faustia.n notion ‘that men are buti

. functionaries and supports of ﬁistorical préeesses, Where rea.son 15 ok

Y P 1’5 FN.. P 186 a : , o - o - o “"
Henry\ Veltmeyer, op. cit, p. 302 see also RC., pp. 52~55.,. RSN O

\ S o e i o N .. e *
. FAUR . " ;




a delusion and not the“guide' for socia1' J:'ura'cti'ce;. M"ly. the . .
' . privileged role of theoretical practice 1s that it wlonger need

checl&iteelf across the gu.lf of being. By %ecoming free of empiricist;‘

encum‘mnces such as the verification principle, the sclentist is

able to climb every. higher inte the Eiysia.n fields of pure theory and,

.

' by viewing the great mill of;%e gods in its érinding, know concrete

-
-

history before 1t happens. _ : . Ly

»

-~ To round off this summary, we also pointed out tha.t Althusser,

_though hold.ing to s faulty notion of distinct pra.ctices, is co@z‘@ct to

1’ Q

claim a ra.d.ieal deficiency in the privileged forms of rea.son prevai!l—
_ *ﬂ\‘“ﬂ
' ing since the Reneissa.nce. Yet rather tha.n eimply abolishing reason -

n

and freedon, we showed the rise-as also the decline-of reason to be a. 2

2 j&d

historical phenomenon, today requiring a brea.kthrough to a. new level

of reaeon,ﬁaeompassing new need and pessions and "E@i, ﬁic,' capable

Y

of reli _ry a.nd historica.l practice. In Chapter IV below, - -

much es we are.»eble, this problem will be directly a.pproeched Here. o |

ywe but’ show that ,Althusser regrettably ‘ends up more ae pa.rt of the
problen. than as’ S part of ‘the solution, R ,f' e '_

In this, C‘Japter a.nd in Chapter II, We ta.ke up Althusser s theory
afte:g his critique of enrpiricism. after the pact between Logos a.nd

© " By ing is broken. ;In t%prejgmt Chapter, we Gxa.mine Althusser'
criteria for validwting lﬂ% mm theoretica.l practice, along with = ’_ _

e tra.cing the construction Jr his science of events. In’ ehort, after

the purported death of reason celebrated by Althusser, we\t\ak/e his
'theoretica.l practice a.s an effect of that sa.d passing. . In. the main,

‘ “Althusser 8 criteria turn out tp be non-criteria; his theoreticaa.

. BN
* . . : ° . . . -
(A . . . oo

- practice sete up the purported science through an. unrestrained ﬁow of S

2.



”“QL %b Althusser s own drand Theory relies on four unacceptable techn?ques

PSR — .
BARA A Ak e/l R o hoaets  oBakidnitibann L S BT o e e o i e e < AL Ay 1 b, -

dogmatisn that only from time to uné touches down in the classical o
texts,.and then with little care or scruples, On the otber‘hend; we '\
also argue that when Althusser's intentions for scienée are sufficient-
ly subdued to leave behind his rejection of all empirical method and

‘his cosmic fatalism with its false certainties. Althusser’ 5 notion of :

“woverdetermination" may serve 1imited use as a soclal science node ffjﬁikt

“TECHNIQUES OF ARGUMENT AFTER THE ATTACK

UPON_REASON - ¢

o

Althuseer's system is interpreted as an egpmple~of a style of : s
social tneory distantly.related'to what C; Wriéht%@ills has termed .;
a?Grand Tneory'.j By examinin; kef exanples of Altnusser's‘grand prose
style, I shal?’ihow'two tningsi 1) the maJor elenents of Althusser's
vscience specifying the major cornerstones beigg supported through each “w
example of argument style; 2) that ﬁgthusser s Grand Theory style ;“’ .
| takes the place of argument and‘magfs~rather than solves the problemv
at all the main points in Althusser s project for science. Consistent
"with the premises of science ‘and epistemology that it advances.»"
,Althusser 8 argument squeaks and creaks with dogmatis, invthe full
historical and theolostésl meaning of the term.
"to erect‘his system.” A) Ita.liciza.tion of uords for emphasis without
further supporting evidence or argumentation. B) ;nvention of unnecessar~
‘

' ,ily complicated'neologisms aIbng with what is to be a structurally , N <ﬂ‘u:c

¥

o )
T34 6. wrtght Hills, The Sociolog,ica.l Ima.gina,tio.n. Lon'dom‘ Oxford
‘University Press, 1959. ;F'?E? " _g- U / : "r. -
. e o _ _ E
Ian indebted to Leszek Kolakowski for Althusser 'S dependenc- L

~lies to 'B' and 'C' in his "Althusser's Marx" The Socialist Register 1971, .
Blited by l.illiband and Savillg. _.-sondom _Merlin Press, pp. 112, 117, - 1'3



1)
Vae

B <
systematic reliance on vague, unsystema,tic phrases taken from Engel’
corres ce, C) 'I&'a.nsl
”ni‘éanings arée stretched in

on of quite simple German words whose

transla.tion 1f1 omer to claim support

for certain structuralist premises.
D) Eff\.lsive praise for Marx's so-called wealmesses and :;.mbiva.lences
which in the next ‘breath are called Marx's strengihs for 1t 1s behind
them that Althusser s system *for Marx' takes on 1ts whole new sha.pe
and 1s thereby billed as a continuation of the work of Marx, ,wn'
shall begin with ‘D', | T - -
' R : . ‘, B #
. cdmw‘mmnummw "_.’ f,‘;;”" 7 .
Althusser s major text, Readigé Capital. which Althusser says ° |
15 supposed to be about l‘arx s relation to his .:'.)rk 5 often 18
f, ! about tHe rea.der s relation, and Althusser 's relation in particular, ,,\v,
toAIarx, whe’&Althusser‘ aing why A;l.thusser has fashioned. so ' o
\‘many.n_ew terd A owng,~
epi;

o
SRR
‘Iogical a.nd critipa.l reading (of Harx).
‘on the contrary, we cannot but hear behin& the
- proferred word the-Silence it conceals, see-
_ the blank of - suspended rigour, scarcely the'

time of a lightening flash in thé darkness ",f o
of the text,..It is here that the identific- ) A
‘ation of the precise points of weakness 1n . . . -
Marx's rigour is the same thing’ as the - Cu o ew o
‘ . recognition %of [Lhat. J:ig 4t is his rigowr - > R
" " which shews‘us!? % ses;‘a.nd in the _ + T y
¢ brief moment of this temporary sllence we are .. . ,
. simply r%turning to him the speech tha.t s iv' D O e
his own. o w ! 5 o R
°If 1t were slmply a ma.tter o:t‘ pointing out some textua.l flaws in Ilarx, R
. : . . R o e P
Ani SR I N U LT ek
. ? op, cit., p. 73. R AN \ . \\a N SR
' o i e ‘ o Jalnos R A Bl ‘,'\(_ -z
R SR . VT . R i
6. Ibid.. pp. 143-1& R A \ A : LA
:4' » R . . B
: | ;‘:4' L N BN l ;T g
'. .



T T ~ o

onp wonders how AlthusSer sMously could dramatize such a common '

: 5 |
- exegetj.cal ta.sk. The cue isg épistemologica.l ‘and critical reading" 2

for clearly much nore is at sta.ke in ‘the [wi “?t?h‘e‘ry tha.t fo]lows. The -
con job is ﬁrst Set up by a cormr dra.ma 1nvolv1ng a lightening £
ﬂash in what is to be the (non-epistemological and noncritical)

d.a.rkness of Harx s text. We are told that certa.in wozﬂs in !*Ta.rx .

(such as "alienation") 1) are testimon’y to Ma.rx s weakness; that

2) the a.lleged wealinesses are praiseworthy Why? Beca.use as wea.knesses
they are to be distr issed and‘by their d.ismissai they a.llow entry of

R :

Althusser s own system, produced, if you will, only by praising Marx..

Here it is, ha.rx § relation toJﬂ.w chm #ork By- the end of Rea.dii_x_g N

R,
Bita;, Althusser s eyes mist over for the lonely Intellectural. o

c- gf. '.:
tRY ’

~ ,solitude, lopg ago.. A TRt S
him for allies and sﬁp K :
‘cah. thank- Marx for“the fact’that we are not e
"alone, ., his weaknesses, . ‘his lacunae, his R Cx '
omissions: they concur'with his greatness,, o )
-for, in returning to. them we are.only return- -

T

. ing to; the beginnings oi‘ a dis se.inter- . . B S u

* rupted by death. The réader - Whoy . | . .
Volume Three ends, A title.d Cﬁsses. e e
Forty lines, then sileﬁe. i BRI --,‘ S

K _\1

Grand s o ’f?‘t’gctic mnnber one of A.lthusser 5 Gra.nd Theory is acon

job ttat works through comy endeameht: smpthering old.—boy references

about humble Althusser, reading the greatness of poor regect Karl ’\1arx '

‘-

%t the very points where Althusser ma.kes his heists. behind which his

whole\system appeans, wblle all 'l';ge time la.ying claim to r’m'
. , oo voz

NE4

| :.?",‘Ibid‘.'. b 193,

‘e,

P e
-
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1vely Platters
* Osteftation tactic.number two ts extensive ftalicization. It is ’
‘perfectl legitimate for unfamiliar terms first to ‘be set out th‘rough
some purely mecha.nical means in onier then to stipulate precise ’ e o

‘usa.ges, he t‘eE'm therea.fter to a,ppea.r'in ‘nor’ma.l type. B\ﬂ: in A&\i‘:{i, :
"every pq,ge, a.nd frequently numerous sentences of every paqe. co L
words set out in’ italics. not in order to have specia,lized definitions B

attached ‘but as a vehicle for emphasis. For example, Althusser is v' ’

» considez:ing what is at st&ke in assessing "the 18’#& Hanuscriptss

' o This is the location of ‘the iiscussion: .the Young .
I Marx, Really. at 5% k€ in 1ty Marxism, The terms ..
: of the discussion: ether the Young Marx waeaalready S
_ and wholly I?.rx . '\\- ‘ v . oy

P

AR I N Very schematicallﬁti’f 'n‘a‘.‘ndsts ua.nt to\ fascue Ma.rx SR A
. '» .~ . -“from the perils of his youth with which' his opponents S
thréaten them, they can. either ee that the yo

Az

Why must these be the tems of the discussion]khtn we dﬂscuss ‘the

e young Mairx? - Are these even the terms of mea.ningful discussion'? For

: Marx) 1s to subscri‘be to a religious style of thinking in thch a : PR
. book or bodks of thé unre\rea.led word are. plaimed to exigt; “I'he"hotio Q, \

S ,_vt«'wb“

.”ithat the person Ma.rx ‘could bec6me "already a.nd wholiri’:aix is devoid
o of a.ll secular sense. Althusser simply does not meaf:ingfully a.sk tha [
SRR A “.' \o:
. question of in which respects Ma.n étnnged over his lifé's work and in LA

SV which respects ‘he d,id not. Thmveh 8imple word italicization,

L . Louis Althusser. F‘or Iiarx. en#r_’ewster trans,, Wew Yorks: ’
e Vintage. 1969, B 53, I R A

- »:;J_ )

coLe
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Althusser dogmatically sets his terms- of discussion, rather tha.n his
mm position, as being the only one possible, Althusser s approé.& to
(The) Ma.rx yields. as shall be seen in greater detail, a conception of -

science ae* Brdained a.nd revealed word where the: word is but one com—f

. . b
ﬂonent of a wo¥ld in which- everything is totally fated. o s
’ ' ‘AN ALTHUSSERTAN GLOSSARY ~ = T
e o | Another Al’thusserian tradep:a.rk is the relia.nce on specia.lized B o
* terms in which to frame his science of events. There would be nothing .
o at a.ll the m’ter with tbis, if new. tems cla.rified things by bringing LR
. ) ‘ T

%‘ _ in a.dditional meaning.* But for the ma.jor problems facihg the design of

‘.

. Althueserian science, Althusser frequently offers a. complica. ed-sourd- -
) \ M . J
ing teﬂn ghos? meaniné we find out, ’me;ely repea.ts the snbs' i ,

the question with the “interroga.tive re;novedq Thus whatever the ’ '-

queshion asked. is so, does happen. -though we! never find ou'b how or whw
I"or example, co a.nswer the crucia.l question o!' the criteria. 'by which |
r.-.. is ensured, the "scientific rea.lia.bility of the writing of the Ha.z'x, -

e ot

- distinguishinq them from ideology, A&thusser answersz ’ the scientificités

N
e uuithe validity of a scientific propositikn asa - . o .
.- - knowledge was ensured in a determinate sciéntific S
+  practicel by the action of’ particular: forms which v A
“ensure. the presence of scientificity in the pro=— . ° T,
R .. duction of knowledge, k%n other words, by specific. ; RO
T j; A n';" forms” that' confer on: owledge ‘Ats cl"racter as a: ST e

N (true) knowleage S R L R g

Science i\s science 'beoa.use of it,s scienf.ificity! Science is a scientific,f; y

event. Of sﬁ:h are the uriting of (The) L!a.rx The rea.der may sea.rch for'_,_‘_ N

P _.\\ i .
PR \ i E c . . : \\,, e . . o RN e . . .
. B . ! PR A .,

. ESREREN - . P
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‘more explanation than this ine ble teutology. He may seek, but he- ..
.l 1

,she.ll not find, qu the nouon of ‘scientificity is of the status of
. a statenent aboxt ‘statenents. thus does Althusser B philosopmr gdvern
-the workings of his science 1ndepem¥nt1y of a.ney contra.ry empiricist
: structures. Thereby Althusser buttresses his right to ma.ke assertions .‘
--by a priqr. bla}ket assertion. but an asserl;ion itself requiring support _
‘. " Just a.s badly as a.ny other assertions once tl‘;?e dogma.tism of theoretic;.l .

. fiat iq!not allowed. Leszek Kola.kowski a.ccuses Althusser 8 project of
'trying to plaster over the "difference "between 'saying' something and A :
*proving' 110 the obsemnce of which Althusser 1s to; 'be rq,léhsed
?;» through: the notion of theoreticai pra.ctic’e whioh hss declared i‘.he N
problen of proof to be "ag ideological. not a scientific problen~, . O .,; oo
X . Acconling to ,Althusser, his science is not be judged success- ”Q R

o, ful to the d,egree :Lt a.ccounts for given phenOnena. (such a. étiterion -
B | would be éapixicist) but qo'eonung f.’o the conditiqns of‘ its production §§ P

P s towmoam "h"’" 1t cones ?ron- Althusser s1dasteps ‘the snfe dag,
| ¢ t questionﬁ 'oip‘ }hether or qot 4t pozkg by 10 , ! ng t; ensure tm& ':‘“-‘.h
mdm thasugh £t sdotad °°“‘f51 P the W : *\,fthnss?r Qa&;ftmt-._ (e
[ Yt hie beén,po e to,apply Marx's té?em with sucsess - 0.
. - becam it,i8 'true'; f y

R T applied with succoss.i‘l_,

)

h “,-;"l;In the sane\vein a.s 'scienti:ﬁceltr' ' wl'*ever the '

mayds correct b°°i‘“33 “txworet{‘eﬁ m o6 is indeed 1ts ht
A e

| By ms ststeqwt s 7;; ‘the doghe.tic setting e i the te:m P
o of discussion regsrding the yonng Haﬁ'x a.!..l objec‘tions beo ;.o Cyietl -

.om | . - . R R ‘#. e . .
. R DS T IR i S A
. . ed T F e Ty i

e

_— ,ériterion"

1°' xolakowslm op. cit.. Pie 127. L
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Althuoser 50 ‘many non sequiturs for they lie outside t)he yroper > h

-,

production of fheory,\ 50 def;.negl. For our purposes, we have ta.ken a Y

<

cc-ntrary approach to epi'otebmclqg“‘y : . ' P

Epi.atemolcgy is a speculatiVe discourse concerned with the meta- /.'

; physical founda.tion of knowledge. .It cannot by itself dlspute the..
truth—value pf knowlcdge of ‘the’ world. ag Althusser attempts, for then
epiutcmology zuns into the que..»tion of 1t'~ own validityla.nd its

‘internal dispute., which, undcr the epistemological crltcrion, can only

X

C be speculat ivcly uccured This validity is secured for Althusser by i
. o

faith in 1) total determipibm, 2) infallibility of uarxism and the old
Farxist part}e.., ncither of whdch a.i'e supported by all the a.vaila.ble . \fv

evidence. Lax.cr we .shall sce how 'ocientificity of science flows 1nto. 4

the largcr waters of Althusmr'* basic idea.lism surrounding his total \ L

n N i
T

| theoretical proJect ../

\

|~ Another crucial Althusserian category is the vague term "deﬁemin-

>

. ation in"the la t S.md:ancb“l3 which Althusser extracts from a letter

oo e Eng&l w‘ro‘c*’ 1 h BloMl Septenber, 1890 The main thrust of

Engcls Tetter is that far too nuch stress gxa.s 'been laid on the economic

) j by superficial ma.teriali.,ts who portray it as an all powerful deus ex e

. 1 )
-nachina orderingihe%otal flow of hiséory. The 1mp01:g_‘9f ‘Eﬂgﬁ'is

LK N .
”" stand seems to be, not to: dispute whether *&uch _control cones under this .
T or that inpersona.l, nate;rialis’cic a.genc?y.'y but t6 deny the positioning of
.o particular evéﬂﬁs by any such agency and to discourage the fruitlc‘ss _
o . hﬁ“aa
ST ‘mtparch for such fatalistic laws. Though the tenn 1s used by Althu§_ser
v o.& P ‘ o2
,f - . . . N - N . . . N -~ . . e . .
' 137 ?br Iarx, PP, 105n. N\71* B | e RN
PR ~ - . - ~ . .
1,

‘ rarl Ya.rx and. rrederic-c Dnge];s, Selected ‘Iorks, hew Yorks . -
Internatlonul P&lishers, 1068, pli 692-4, - : :

’_) ‘

.



C through, .nor i’s the eoononic ‘base responsible for the opera.tion oi’ the

: economic Base at-a rate for this rea.son nondeteminsbls & w .

2 Althusser s novel conception of the superstructure leave’e' hin ‘with. the

- does not mean that the econonq cones aiong lster. to supply the final
' ingredient a.fter the superstructures--politics a.nd ideology--a.re

ation by the economy 'in the 1ast insta.nce' is: left to indica.te o

as a special structura.list category, -1t stays Just as vague e.fter
Althusse‘r's treatment though' its origina.l neening is reversed.. '

Althusser has postula.ted tha.t the globsl structure causes | .
specific .events to ‘hsppen in specif% p].aces snd times, ra.ther tha.n _" .
the widely held View that. the multitude gf eventei, a.luays necessarily | . -

invo&vixm some creativity a.nd freedom, mo% the process 1aws of the

'

question of how- it is that in lhrxist causa:l,ity 80 construed as a

. science of events. the economic ‘base goes sbout ‘its pert in ceusing ‘_' R

. events. which are sup structura.l. without resorting back to a crude : ‘
form of economic dete:%q{superstmcture by ba.ss, i.e, econonisn.‘. o '.

Althusser says. that the 'la.st ﬁxsta.nce' of economic determinetion

s
-

“superstructure since the vai'ious superstructures /thffez sa:ys“ha./ve a,n | |
autonomy separate from the base. . ':l‘his 1s e.ll\ the expls.na.tion we are /o
g:.ven “of deteminatio%l in the last instance._ Consequently, deteniin IR
neologism 'as a lsst resort' by Althussef _ - L ' Lo

‘ Althusser ‘assérts that’ within the global structure thei‘e are four
'structures, ca.lled pry:tices: economic, political. ideologica.l, S

-

theoretica.l. which pcr:oduce everything a.nd claims, ‘d.thout further e

'expla_.na,tion, tba..t-most,of. this.involves besip prsmises from
. . . ) .4 . . X : B ) ‘ .~ .

N
. -



- can they e:det dieunct from the econm and d.iutinct ﬁ'on eech

' othu' and yet e.11 about uking specinc evente in epe.ce e.nd tiue?
2 Althuner uses the Marxist tezi 'reletione of prottmtion' to nen.n the

‘relations that all the structures have \dth each other with:.n the
global totellty. 16 Althueeer eeeerte reletione of production on the
| authority tlutbeoeuee ithldeueningf Hu'xita.leo ha.eephce :
in Althusser's systen, its msence to deﬂ.ne awey a diffi&:lty: the
,"-oao of éxisténce within which each stmture has a sepa.re.te existence *
and also relationis with the other atmmz\ Althusser comes v with
a specialized cateeozy to he.ndle the pz'o‘blen\.'relative automn' RN
,“enother tern used' by Engels vaguely to hky the relation of thE
L superstructure as a. whole to the beee. Althueeer ueee it to mean that

4

\

tor eech stmctm-e within the gldbal totality. \the deme of 1ndepend-
e | ence is deternined by 1te dhree ‘of” dependence. To the queetion of :
Althusser enswere 'how nuch‘ 'by equivocat\ins betweep the tuo
pointe 1n question. «1ndependence\and dependenc‘e. a.nothea: a.nswer by

i N
tautolout« MY g /' ST R : . .
-t e ,...the +de and deeree of. mdemndence of each S
/time and history is therefore detexmined by e
‘the mode and e of. deMence of each: -, L
level thin eet of art.icu]ations of the

ml.e '; o ) ) . ‘A \ L ‘._, .‘f‘;,,:‘ ..
4 Co
Althueser offm no nexus on which dependence/independence nay "‘be v

- .‘{
-

-eesured or even dexined. Insteed, he nces eheed to eun the tota.l
| \15 j it v p
N For Ha.rx. PP. 229. 253. Althusser cle.ins these 1deu are to be o

<> found 1n#ho Tse-Tung, Selected Horke, Voluue I. "On Precti;ce" and "'On
COntradiction"\. o o , ‘ V' : , :

\ . \\'
L e, e, 205

o 7 R“dine capim. ”0‘9?. 99_1w “., : o v «\_

1q Ibid,, pp. 200 .

.....




| j?om. Pirst of nn. the r.m.m a.utonomw of awh da.atinot gtrnotu'o ;{;

reh.tiona of depondonoi?:lndopondonoo 1nto a dominance of one struottmo.

a situnt.ion to be. ox_pressod by whst he oalls tho 'ovexdatonined
oontmdiction' 19 Yot this tom mi‘ﬁ's unclﬁr ‘beoa.uso it prosup-

" of prouction, which Althusser has only spooiﬁ.ed ’by tautolog L

Ovonletemina.tion o.nd rohtivo autonomy rena.in Jusf, u e-ply u do,tonin
ation in the last 1nstanco. ono noro pnrt of tho tissue pcpor wéot and

fa.bric of Althusm'a novol soionoe of an m-tomm oauution Jor. omts, o

By ove:deteninats,on Althusur -eans tha.t thm ii not one, m::olplo

‘3

contradiction in sooiety but a conplex fusion of variohs contudictionu , S

...the Capital-thr conttadiction is never s:hple. N f_': o
' but, always specified by the historically concrete_ Lo
~ f and circmstances '1n which :lt 1s exerois .20 et

It is uhs pa.rtioula.r tuaion of conmdidtions wh:loh po{ntm:to =

revolution, when tbere 1:: Vo

S
K Y the a.ccunulat'ion and’ emcerbatio of all the hist- o
..l""""te': . i
Althusser bomws gxamples fmm what Lenin ca.lled the 'uneven devolop-
ment' of Russia.zz
dete.mined oontradiction of Russiu ihe }mgo Putilov fwtory vs. the
nedieva.l sta.te of the countrysido, the srlrpmng of the inperialist -
contradiction with the comtry plmged 1nt.o the. First Hoa:ld Ha:.-, ap o

a.ssiatance oxtended to the Revolutiml b_v the

to 111ustra.te what Altbusser refers to u the ovez\- '

O

/=\~ 19' For Ha.rx *contradicuomand Dverdet

Ibid., PP- 95"6 S LT e
i .j -'- IR :

- 22, Y.L Lentn, "Oir Bewoluuw in Selecteri’.}*oﬁ:isifoi@oﬁﬁi;' Cofee
P p. 821, q_lxotad in br )gg pp, . "‘"—-—-——-—- B ;

iontradictiogs then *possi le ina single o

'
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mum tho 'rw. _a.nd 80 on. rn amrt. amn.

lodorn at a tlne whon ovarythm m " s it .

Ruuian ruling cla.ss oould not lfn.ndlo thb“oriaﬁ.s and tho outdou was |
23 ‘?.‘.!fi' SRR I -5.*5.‘,"& . “5'” Lo

Rovolution. T TR e o S

; 'l‘his_oomonaenso t;mlsm of ‘ﬁho ovo of . ltrtion 13 to bo found

' eyents to a aoience of those evonts as deteminea 1n their outoono by

: . 3

,‘.ﬂuence of the huma.n fa,otor ora rolationu;qatwm ponlo, for A '_:.f; 'f .

e of nseffectspin;horttmtemsmtm 18 merdly -

- }.Althusser 8 a.nswer 1s oircular. the problem mperllling the kev mnoop%

anke 1n s.narohiat mtinss u.s 1n I.onin a.n& ozxe woadm how Althmer -

| proposes to nove from oomon aenso historlca.l descrip'uon to soion}if—

1oslly demonstrating the na.ture a.nd oonrse of the Russﬂ.ae Revolution. and
r om\mist - ,

alternatively ut\v Gemw 1n tho 1§20's, wi'bh a nuoh ’ ‘
party. went xa.sclst. It 13 a lonswtep from desoription of hiptorlcal g \

the relatidns of prod.uotlon. _ uthusser thinks tho pro‘blem ad.g_mtm s
éolved by his notlon of structural oausali.‘ty, whoroln he rejeota anv
cduse of thie events oukf.de of and’ mhted 10 the events, suéh a.s tho

. Althusser ha.s repea,t.e\dly saj.d tha.t people a.rgbut supports and in no el _
o w the ca.use of. hlstorical procesaes: ‘;“' S ‘ ,"7; . ‘h

. .tbat the whole existesce of the stiucture consiste, w

e & specific. combination of it 5 5peeuliar elenentS, is | S
R nothing outside 1ts effects. e

Y-

.- N
for. his scienoe of‘ovents-—overdotemimuon--whi.ch R ) __
. "deteninine. b\xt alsg dotemined in one and the sane novment“ 26 e

u'




I A.‘.i .

for exuple, ‘the fonowing q_uote,tion 'f.roui\]ns For Kcrx:

VRIS ...the etruo‘ﬁxre-in-dom.parxoe L the oonglex whole. SEREHRCRIE
.7 . this stryotural:inw » 48 itself the precondition ~ - -
.+ for the concrate variatie m of ‘the contradictions = " a/ T
U that comstitute it,.sand’ Anversely- béoense thia o
nooo va.rie.tion d.s the e:d.etohoe ‘of that va.rz.ent

T

14

P

Y

: P’“‘ 1011.2.,9- et R R

It 1q mpouible to generate a logioal get of dyna.mio relationehips

-:...&m~-

fron this.‘ The tﬁeorla:b. flercm throush the va.z‘ioue la.yers ot

\

ca.uselity, finds only the layere hs:he oxiion. Hhet at one level 15 a

)

oa.uee then turna ero&m‘. to 'be effeot szen enoh a eituation. the " '. ‘, ﬂ

prlvelescd role of the theoriet bec%mes appe.r;nt 1( R, Mnogue observes S~

LI

l .- .
Y . e

thea:e is domething ﬁ.eha/ about Althusser's uee of
-“the notion of +'relative autonomy' ,.,because’ 1t
. allows the theorist to. assert a determination or. 8 e
a non-detemina.tion enf.irely at his convenience.a. L '5;_;;;;,,

O

: &them ths,n perfoming 3 Herculean a.ct’ of synthesis, the goverty of this

self-oontradictory taak becomes the more obvious the closer we get to . .‘ »fs‘
its e.ctua,l histor:lcal a,pplica.ti.on. By plasterlng over the distance for :
reason and freedOn between the unity of theory a.nd pra.ctice, Althusser ‘ "
clainstln.ts ety . e R ‘ _

e ;1 ithere 18 no production in. genera.l, Lthere 18 B’

- histary in generali, .but only specific. structures . ATy
. ,of historlcity, based in the. ‘.I.a.st resorl‘. .on the Tt e

L e

epeciﬁc structures of the d.iﬁ‘erent modes of

27 ?ﬁ.” P. 213 G iy e
28 R Minogue, "Recent Di f
An Politica.l Studies, Haa:ch 7, 1

2?' RG.. p. 10?




Aor-d

R
until the epeciﬂ.o e%ructure of the event J.e first eluoidated.. then the
etructurél com‘bination of the epeciﬁ.c te:me 'beccnes the c.troular tuk '

...of ﬁxing these Qeme An the ﬁm plece. In- ehort, u*-b\llser' oo .
ac:lence tu:me out to ‘be meta.plveioel :;ether then ecientifie beoa.uee, o

u g 1n fact end in logic, 1t pmvides noﬂung tha.t would. a.llow us: to d.ia- "
t,insuish enong different tines and pla.cee to know enything a.bout Eotua.l o
hietcry As soon as '1t"tr1es to, as soon as 1t. refers to w hietorical
time end situa.tion (ancient, feudal. mode:m. Russien Revolution, ete.),
B thovgh 1t may refet to 1t as e apeciﬁc structure of historicity. it
o~ ostild *ue dOne nothing more’than to change the name of what had been
deﬁmd.f as’ within tine, a.nd es 1declogica1 effect, to the new name of
epecific etmcture. T has gone no higher than. what it had defined as
‘ ‘1deology, as hietory in senera.l, excep% thet the varioue effects L
| v thereby are gra.nted a neceseity and 1nev1ta.b111ty while cause 13 left
- 'undetected and unna.stered Ae Be:r.:tell Ollnan pugs 11-.: P R
.‘  Althusser's- fundement.al e.rror 116s:4n nisueing a R
‘the concept of structure in ‘much the, same way Do e
/' S that Hegel misused the concept of ideaj that is, T
.+ & generalization based on ekimining many particul-.
> _ -, ear instafices (in this case, various particular
- ~ structures of the whole) is'tireated as an 1ndepend-

" entity; which is then used 58 detemine the very
parts that gave r.lse to 1it. ‘

Althusser's notion of structui-a./l causelity. wherL the totality oi’

- ‘effects 1s d.ncluﬂed as the totanty of the stmctura, advanoes a.
.nktmlistic notionwof historica.l deteryinien of the sort set up 'by
Karl Popper as the s‘tra.w man for his’ Povertl (} Historlcisn ana a C

~ .

R g

- model roundJy criticized by Plarcuse in h.‘l.s critique of Poppeu:

e B perten oumah,r" ?
) - talist Societ (Ca

o G




r'ercuee'e point is as ey : ,‘»,Q

: 'seleetive‘ a.na.lyeie--one which tocusea on the
‘bastc institutions and rehtions of a society
(n. distinction which must, of course, be demon-
‘strated and Jgitified logieally as well as

v enpirlcally :

Marxist eoience gives only the global fom of the 1deolog of

capita.liem the ‘type of need 1s for comoditiee;  the 1081c TR

hY

E atomistio; the type of state 13 legal, contra.ota.rlan. and baeed on
property rights. At another level--the superetructural as the eeommt

t of 'specific hietorical ‘content within ea.pitalism--are situa.ted thq
_eoeial eciences, Thus. at .the euperstruotml level where Aithueser :

a.vowedly designates its arena of operation, "ove:aletemna.tion" ‘oe‘n
| do service as a social science eoncept conprising a.nd eontre.eting “ -
) “cultural, political. and social ‘a.ntagoniems 1n revolutionary tnd pre- 3
revolutionary aituations. However, all metap!veieal treppinée\of e
structural cauea.lity must first be remove& since the necessity refen'ed , o
to by overdeterminatio’n is not preorda.ined--as are the necessa.ry laws of‘ -
the ba.ee--within the revolutiona.ry situa.tion. Accompanying the removal | /-
of metapm'sics is the 1mpera.t1ve tha.t 1nd1v1dua.ls a.ssune the role of '. _
subjects: of history: by .acting collectively when affected coﬁbcnva&, e
" 4in the superstructure as in the ‘ba.se, naking requisil;te structural -
changes 1n society to pronote human ha.ppineee a.nd wellbeing. The.. ._ \ e
' point, however, is to g° beyond‘ superstnlctural to radical eocia.l ‘5?
cha.nge. then "the entire 1mnenee supecrstructm'é is nore or less rapi.d- i

1y tranefomed."3,2 : v '4 R a S \

L 31 }s{ﬁiert Ma.rguse, "Karix Popper a.x(\d the Problem of Hietorioa.l

ws" in es in Critical Pti{losophy (Bostons Beacon Press I9?ZNLB)
p. 201, See also Karl R, Popper, The Poverty of Historici- (foondom '
+ Routledge & Kegan Paul, 195? e . .

\'_‘ 32 Kaxl Marx, "Prefa.ce to the Gritique of Politica.l EOOnm" in :
Karl Marx and Frederick. Engels, Selected Works (Hew Yorkz Internationa.l

;(Pubnshers, 1969). P. 183. S o e

~
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s intzz\-rela.tion of elenents wh.ioh, as the 'ovemetérmined oontra.-

B historica.l events i, 1s to be the Imowledge of.z Thus :nalatiVe R
: a.utonom Jhas a f\mctioning that is always tot&uy leta.plvaica.l. |

R Bypra.cticeing .Ishallneanaxvprécessof" ‘ .
1 '«_ “into a.aeteminate m_@_ t, a tmnsfomtion- eﬁ‘ected o

o ! f 4t
- o o e SIME
~ Ollman accuses Althusser of sooking aupport ih a atretchod tnns- oo
htionof!‘hrxa L ) R L ) ;," R
' Althuaser has'in fuct confuﬁed sq;'nctm with  ‘. S RO ., B
-'}.conplexity, sothat when.lidrxsspeaks of the: . .pc o, o
‘soclal whole as an:'already given concrste .. - - R 4 PR
'uggliving ‘aggregate’ (schon gegeben konkpeten, - ! - )
_ : ndigen Ganzen)..,Althusser paraphreses . - .7' Lo '
. , thisas a 'complex, _strictured,- already” ghen_ U
T T Y hoked . s The txansition,, apparently slight but =~ L
. . possessing . serious- -ramifications, from the S SN |
.idea of complexity to that of structure, hns~, BN Y
. muusinrmstm,% ‘ e e
v /._ : ¢ o .

- The wstgrious conéept 'relative autonomy ia left ;t.o sovem the - Tete r

diction', are to bq on]y un(Lerstood a.s the stmchx!'e they all add up-

to ?he hidden functioning of this concept - thit assur‘eg the rov'blutiOn .~ )

s’ also atsigned the responsibility, we shall later ue. of énsu:ring ‘ W
the relation of. the scientificity of Althusser'a di:scourse to the R

A i
it

Ha.vin§ sqen a.n attempt by Alt.husser to expla.in the inter-relxti"on '
or st:mctures, what of each mu lual stmtw:e? How can it be &
sepa.rate structure a.nd what happens within it? Althuss: unswere Sy
this by another new tem.’ 'Generalities 1, n, III",.this ‘hine j,_« " -j
totally his dn. which is to explain why eacxhw&'mtu}‘e ny biso be" l* .
cal].ed a pmcticet .' ‘ ‘ PR s o " e " -ﬁ_‘:,

¢ 7 ). . e s e

T transfomation of @ def eminate given raw- material’

*

.\' ,\\ . Z.l “ _"_. ‘ o

4 N . < - : . ’
0 - r ee . . v L

o Qllﬂan. p.7bE, b 7 \




1320:, uaing dotomimte “*\“ )’

B by ctote:mim.tc hlm.n
, ) » s (of thion“)
T conermty T iy the raw mtm,u, Genon.lity 1 é' ‘the neans;; R
Y ,, :
. s .
, produotion. l.nd Genora.lity pss g 13 tho finishod nmduct -
. " 7 . wis C3ex
fanoy nane of Goneralities. this looks liko nolhing ____‘_ s/t hiag ol
»-f‘“\;” dj,ntiom.z-y definition of worb If it wora 3 ,
: Do AT
TS nke things from raw nateria.ls witli.‘._ % e 29. -
| vith Althuseer o\rer auch a tm.lum «qu Squld. sen
bring’ Althuaser dny closws'to aeruevs@ e s ,jeotﬁ}'e’;*}n has sit
o r oy
for\science, 'I:her J;tgizqust c&l ca.ueaiﬁy with whiph his ocieneo k '
ce - A td deaI J,s here‘introguced by a roshuffling of bhe- tems. M;n | 4
8 | ap uwua, and\qfeatin& factor of woduotion is replaced 1n this., f e
NS "\. -~
L zp'Jg-b}- a tll.mz. featuro to be oomn tQ each of the four gtructures:

A 2 : E
e h@ﬁch practice thus conceived. the deteminate N
: (. A monent (or element) is neither the raw materi
S ~_ nor the Rroduct, but the practice in the _DATTOW ‘

s / ' senses ‘the moment. of the labor of. g B I

. 4 - itself, which sets to work, in a speocific -structure, o } S

e - . men, msgns and a techn.lcn.l nthod ot utilizine tho o

- 7 : : ws' e RPN S S . : -
SO . The aetem&i;e -moment i_n' wh M:lco is the i
s- ‘ g ; work of production which brings together raw . . SRR

N Lt uterials, Ren and. means of .pu:cduction.--‘not‘ ‘th‘e‘ ' i S,

en who perform the iork, who. cannét IR .

T qhim to be subjects of the historical prroct » -

. These declara.tions issue forbh like statenents of f On wlnt 'basi.s '

'attribution of this notion to Ha.n: 1nvolves *the f:l.nal eleuent of PR

(

'does Althussermake his shu.ffle? e | S
tilation of. 11‘*‘!111801103, “ &ln ﬂ.on i ST

-

- ' Support for this burqaucra

and feeling Althusser cla.tns to ta.ke directly n'on Ka.rl Hazx Thc

35
36

For 1'& P. 166

Ibid. » Po 166-?.

" Tbid., p, 253

v

"q". .

T




.

"uthusurun style to bo oxuﬁ.nodn nhoﬁy tmhtion of suple S ‘:-‘
" Go.tun woms whon uoa.ninss are st.‘mtohed. 1n onler to- 7.111\!0 a.t o ‘ '
 gand qt::‘uctura.list proohaat;.ous. R I

. a.warenen 13 set in motion by a knwledse stmotm. In a nonont iro

4, Y

/

mnmnous Tmnsm'r;tbu of'

- . -

. A ',' e I o . )
Y. . ’ . : s

Foz eaauple. ut,huam- euuns evldence trou nm: that poaple s _' S

) shull see how fron this .uthuaaer redraws. the bno/euporstmtura RV )

-

distinction. Wc«m: exa.uplo. Althussor transhtea the word,ﬂ

'. 'lesitinate‘ 7 ean reality’, "prodwt' 'thinkins ' concei\rine' baok ._ e
‘1’“"‘5 *'h° German yet which. reuin Just as onllnuy\a.n Ge:ma.n u.s whon K

fiated in the quotation Althnuer takea fm Muxz TN

It is therefore parfecuy lesitlmte (z'ichtig) R
to, nasr. as Marx does, that "the. congm.g—tot_g_; A '
thought-totality, : L-concrete, .. . !
‘ -{in der Tat).a product of think-: ) ; Lo

" 591,11 Produkt des Denkens,

. ", ."
- A . S N . .
oK R Y
.. L] ) oy N .o ‘;.‘ . . .
. ‘,' 15 “-_,." (- - ‘ @
“

_  ,Althussar aays 1@ ia pd:fectly :l.egituate a.nd turthemore r.tchtig to o

take o th 1 aig Tar's ghsend i "proct of thisking and s;- o

: " conoeiving" as afﬁmuon of uthusser's speciﬁc thesls thnt peopia's

| tbow\R\m th m motion by thc &ete:mlnate at:mcture of prodmtion - |

Lot knowledge. The Gerhan 'm der 'm.' neans 'maeed' : Ammsm uus \
the m"m '1n 1‘99'11"’5’ wmta thinkins and coneei\d-nk as being i

37 Reading cap;tal. P. i&z, the qwtation 16 fron m1 um. /
'sse der Kritik der’ Politischen Okonom.e, Berlin. 1953, B2,

/l.A. - . R R
. . PR .
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. socid"{mlitxl

. once 1t is acogptod that’ this 18 how !thoq;ht‘” .
o e ‘the\rery goheral term Marx used in the passages - *
e ‘we are analyzing--must be defined, it is perfegt-
1y legitimnte to say that the production of know- *

. . . s . ledgs which is peculiar to theoretical practice . -
- Wo 7 | Loconstitutes a process that takes place entirely .
e -~ An_thought,” just as: we can say, mutatis %s.‘ : .
L that the prooess of econ tion takes . 2 © 0000 \
LT p.lece entirely in the eoono:v... f_ B T Y
AR . .
. - The above declmtion. fbta.ined szgh \d.gorouely t,endenﬁ.al mn&- \ \
; s . htion .of naz-x, 1s central to 'Alfhuseer's whole pmject for it contains ) R

Do S
P ! hoth the nption of thq, relative autonomr of theory frou reality once

ideologica.l illusi‘on, ae well ,as the: *nof-ion of ralatively a.utonomous

R /

| t.hat poaition 13 fraught with. ,,«ile now emine Althusser'a declara.tion
. - as to the way ‘3t sta.nds to Phrx's trea.tment of the pro‘blem ef the
ot '1mdequacy of Cartesia.n rea.son. showing also the 1m.dequa.cy bf the '

: structuralist alternative m how Mm's solution to the problem i’or

v '“the Gartesians is as well a solution to\}.he pmblem 'besetting
' Althusser. Therefore we no,w }eaVe 'behind the overvlew of the pureetice
of Althussei-'s dosma.tic theozy and his dogma.tic theoz-y cons*e uction ( |
| to consider the unsolved pmblams his theory constmotion 13 a.ttenpting
L | e ! :
- L S _ S - ' .
) . Al =T :\ . N
Rco‘ ’ P. #2» ) ‘ R . ) h
- * “ . e :' | -\. ; :

V"Mstaﬁy--as telnpordl co—unity of. theory, to pra.ctloe--is a.bolished as.

" mctices fin“sépgra.te timé/s. And we have 1ndica.ted the contradi.ctions : '."







o R B

’Like a last bastille of jhe mystery of existence
“Its blind abproaches baffle us, Steep\paphsiplunge |
| Ndwhere'ffom it, Roads radiate into air iike the ’
,Labyrinfh wires of a telephéqe‘central thru which

: All callé are 1nfin1tel§ uniﬁaceable.... }

We ogle the unobtginablé'imagined mystery,:Yet awﬁy
-Around on the far side like the stage door of a
Circus tent is a wide vent in ihe battlements where

Even elephants'waltz thru,

Ferlinghetti, A Coney Island of the Mind.



e s e e, b e e g . it e wanr L

In Chapter I. we specified what it was that Althusser sets out
>
by rejecting: }Cartesian causality, Althusser wants to discover‘the

mode of causality. or'deterﬂhnation, operating‘withiq_a 'deep space'@

-

beyond and outside the inear, Carteaian space, - But the deep space
referred to by Althusser is by no means to: be later 1inked to a deepJ'
ening of ‘the rule of .reason capable of'reforging the unity of theory and
i practice that became progressively sundered in the late bourgeois period
For Althusser[ the deep space only comes into existencehafter a closing }
| over of thg,distance between'theory and practic%.'after the advent of
'theoretical practice , and the disappearance of radical human freedom
- from the picture. Behind Althusser s forced translation of Marx, we
find the fundamental tenet of recent strhctural analysis--to be - IS
examined herein shortly--and for which Althusser s tendentious translation o
. has attempted to enlist Marw?s endorsation. T v g P .
" In this chapter, we take up some lines of criticism begun in the =«

preceding chapter, showing that the structural solution fails because,,

ultimately; the probdle »riding Althusser s treatment are the very
problens he sets out to splve. It is the existence of a'problem-which

‘ we simply label here as t "transcendental problem"z the logical

possibility of an infinite regression flowing from the structural

nature of the postulated forn of the deep detcrminism.' The failure ofl

Althusser s solution to the problem of 'deep space conceals, confuéZs

and blocks transcendence to ‘a higher stage of Treason and a more just o | C Ry

social order, turning into a naturalistic justification of existing

servitude; for all the dialectical Jargon thereby sitting well within

/the positivist tradition. ¢



’

’ | o s
The structuralist tenet which Althusser has endorsed may be

/..

summarized as'including both an epistemological,premise and its
implication for the historical procesc according to Robert d'Amico

i) the concept of the unconscious and 2) the critique of linear,'

=

teleological history: ‘ s

First, the unconscious represents not merely the sum
of activities that lie beyond our awareness but the
fact that the whole of interpretative or active
. forms of behavior are already. mediated and struct-.
. ured, If the raising of consciousness means the:
hope for some,vantage pbint in which conscious-
ness can grasp its object in such a way thate
_there is an identity between activity and know-
“ledge, then that is an illusion. by the very
nature of consclousness,. .
'Second, the linearity of history, which has dominated
Western thought, is displaced to historical depth
not characterized by increasing productivity, increas-
ing rationality or progress, Rather, one discovenp
survivals, cyclical returns, changes that are non-
simultaneous. and the welight’ of a "Tass history"
over man s conscious understanding,* ' o .
According to X "R, Minoguex ' E e
A structuralist is someone who explains a whole -
' area (ensemble, totalite, etc,) of human 4ife in
terms of the operation of certain key elements,
logically re¢lated to each other, andzonly '
accessible by 'rigorous' theorizing. Lol

What 1is crucial is the fact of the hidden operation of the certain key

elements which account for -human 1life, and which are accessable only

'to_the theorist rather than as aiso obgects for the conscious will of

the individual actor, As Miriam Glucksman puts it, no matter how

méticulous the scrutiny of the factss the "structure is not to be

1. Robert a’ Amico,‘"The Contours and Coupures of Structuralist
Theory" in TELOS #17. p. 82,

,2.
in Politioal Studies, ﬂarch 1975, ». 98

K. R. Minogue,- "Recent- Discussions from Machiabelli to Althusser"



of knovlodco. action and. fnodo-. ' ﬂ - = \

found by observation”, 3
Thus the advent of ttnontioal practice utlwa ln'ook 1n the oonnooti\t{

Vithin the production of knowlodgo. 1doology is the inferior
-trwturo. adbove 1t is ‘theoretical pnotioo. uthuuor'- notion of o \ :

: ltmotml rolativo autonoqy goes: nsa.lnst tho olpiricist demand for

ovidonoo ﬁ'o- tho economic and politica.l roouty wbon doton:lnln; the
tnxth—folsity of a propostion about roo.lity. 'Imrteo.d. within these .

" two tures of produotion, d.deolog and thoory. pooplo's thoughts

are Photion by the structure and fonow a nocoaau-y courso.
Althusser's stmctmlist pmioos divido off a aoloct group of

1ntelleetuals from the n.ma. who 1ive 1ndoolo;€.oal pnctico. ‘ Althmor

and his select cirolo nvo in theorouul pnotico. while only they can l

go up and down at will between theory and 1deology “Thus the revolution

Mppened Just then, Jjust there, bocauao‘ the msos wm thinking Just

what they were supposed to, Just when thoy woro sugposed to, boca.uso |

they are controlled by the 1doology stmtnro of tho party, which a.lso

tra.nsla.tes the acienoe tha.t in4urn oontmls At. A.lthusser <g.nd his

party w111 be right since uthussor'& Harxin is acientiﬁe becauso of

its sciontiﬁcity, which is to n.y. its sclentific location as an ovont

in the four-fold production of rea.lity. His thoory. he ola.ins. is an )

objective event ’
| ' This system of theoretical production...has a

determinate objective reality. This detonimto

. reality is what defines the roles and functions o/
of the *thought! of pu-ueuh.r 1nd1viduala...henco ' / ,

"\

3 Mirian Glucksaan, -Structursl Analysis in Contemporary Social
Thought, A Com ‘ Theories of Claude Levi-Strauss and

- Louis Althusser,

Londons , Routledge & Kegan Pa.ul. 1974




* 1t 1s also what mets to work thelr 'thought power'
e as the structure of an econoalc node of production
.dtstoworkthoh‘bom'ponrofit:mdho e

N‘”‘rboo . .
It hapmprntoto Maﬂcotoogorslmhesuhémus

the pz'obl.u? of the legondm ‘Indian crxtle who was confrontod withs .

- the anclent story according. to which the world ,,-.,t, e

P uponmolopmt llounlouludttwcrlucalq
% gons upon what does the elephant rest? On eiv-
ing the an thstthholophantstandsupona
tortoise ori 1oism declared itself satisfled,
+ .It 1s obvious:that even if he had continued to .
' press apparently critical questions, he could
only have solicited a third mireculous animal.’

In his article, "Althusser on History vithout Man®, Mark P’ostu' nakes

the same obsérvations o, R \ |
- One could claim that discourse was & systen like |

.a.llothorsuﬂtheroforeitdidnotd en ‘
sn‘bjoots who were only its bearers,.. -

the transcendental probles’ intact to another level where, ho].ding\it

omothers,hosmi}hoverlngomhiuelﬁﬂowtmnthorulto |

be attained by sciénce \d.thout being 1ts objoct of owledges

correspondence, everywhere 11)1.'esent., is nevar theorized.
It is mentioned once vis-a-vis the nodea of product-
fons "we can set out the ‘presupposit ons® for the
theoretical knowledgo of thea, which )
tho conoepts of the conditions of t v

% Louts Althussor Etienne Balily r, w. (Londéna"
luLdtBooks. 1970), p. 182, or referred to as BC, .

/

~ 5+ Georg Lukacs, History and  lasé COnsciousnoss. (nomom xcm
Proas. 19?1). Po 110, /

5 mark Poster, "Althusser On/umry Vithout Man® in Pontiea.l
I_h_q_gg Nomber. 1974, p. bOS.\ _ .

words, i theory 1s juat aa set in -otq.on Yy tbe Wmctm as -

‘is tho oconouc. and u 13 1deolog)<.\A1thuaser has only tﬁnsported .



» T ! : . -‘.r'

existence”, The mpnoity of this ‘quite -hply -
©  announces the tnnacondentd correlation’whose law - )
. was formulafed by Kants the conditions of the ‘ -
' possibility of - ‘eXperience in mml are at the R
-same time the conditions of the pouibnity of the -
" objécts of experience...While Kant explored his o
‘at the same time®, the crl.tio;l question par
excellence, Althuuor'q ‘quite simply' translates o
transcendental sugleich ¢ to obutonto the e e -\ '
S .

, _..problen u soon as-1t- a.ppol.rs i B ¢
. In political odueation. A1 one can bocm avare of the aoem I
sources of one's thinking a.nd thmby free ononlr to nko pno's own L
| decieivé plans socording %0 the ait\nuon. then 1n this aqnsc one '. .
can become free from 1dooIo¢y But by tho vu-y o:pmtion of Althuuu-' »
structuralist tenet and the Ponderous mechantisus of thought control 1t -
oonmna. this becomes a formal \hpouibiljtyo uthnsur -unum the . ?
concept of tbo unconsedous inits heirarchiosl, minipulative fors as |
tho very poasibility of all oonacious thinkj.ng. ua 1nstea.d atte.pts v

A3

to cut to ever deeper levels of the unoonacious. Scienco is tgpmbe

the. unconscioua of idoolog_y dotmino tho pungo ot' ennta. Scienco L .

risosupandoutoftho mtmandoutofthomialdonimtion ; o

of thonght limited to the Mhto turning of events in [ llorld

o stmtmaly. ra.thor than hula.nly determined, The uncoucious of

. acience is to be given by Althusm's lhnd.st phi.].o:opl‘v of -oionce.

. lwoeping thoory of 0.11 tlnoriéa. whibh is to pmvido tho apocl&l

categorlos that ground the scionco a.nd whdch were mined 1n clnpter I
above, " | .

. Vomatthishoighttholootanbnnmtholutnuculom,
tosether in Althuam'shnnd ddotu'unin found in thoontiea.l

7 v v .
Andre Gluckmn. "A Vcntrnoqnist Stn\ctunn-" in N 7
Beview, £72, 3. | —&[ S




,yorld. to be’ sb1é o sy cmﬁi’ soiRtitions dre Ehe thooraucu conditions
m

for tmo theory means that tho thoory 1 the
%

*has gmm the mode of the donim.tion that donimtes )u, a node only

' visible to theoretical pra.ctice while common as the tnodo of donimt:l.on
of all structural cauaanty. Aooomine to Althusser. the problel of . .
the cognitive appropriation of ‘the real object Ty the object of. knowlodget o

is a special case of tho a.ppropna.tlon of the: ml T
world ‘by different pnctices...v T N

and, as we are elmhere told theoretical pra.ctice:

~ 1\ founded on mdarticulated to ‘the existing acononic. .
political and . 1deologica.1 pra.ctices which directly or :
irdirectly provide it with the essentiale of 1ts ’ R

. ‘raw! natemls... o S AT T

Therefore, as a.nother practice totally set 1n notion by the structm'o of
prodnction goveming 1t, the only way ttnt specific ,acientiﬁc coﬁtont

of theontical pnctioe hooks up fg reaIity is. unconsciously and

o spontaueouﬂy (1ie.y . we have faith that it doos). a situation deecrlbed

B t?l o .

in the vague éoncept lative ;utono-g and m'th‘efoilowing eonmuct-
ory manner, Altbo‘ 1s clained to. riso up and out. of the -
'auperstructm. " po ‘the aooia.l dolimation of thought

.

R
.



vhich befalls 1deology, the more theory s dc\ninntcd by the other ‘
- ltrucl:utu of- locul rulity. :ho more does domination decrease

aut:onony and. by working through the /c:lencc s cubconscio\u » ensure °

vtlut truth is produeed. Ie 1: lpplr.;lt. howcvcr, t:hat ‘to name the |

R -ode of d-cﬁimtion is n;t to end or nvert the domination inhercnt in

rqaln of thought thnt. likt everything else. is directiy and in-

.dircccly set in notion by struccurea. For t.he shve to know theﬁnucer

nnn is not to end l:he rule of the muter's will over the life and fate

o e . B . . Y \
7 of the nhve. : - ' ' - S

Given the fact of hidden domination affirmed by Althusnr 'thelory
of thooﬁ.os' hia systu is loft with the problu of ﬁtting 1nto the
nu global :tructum both’ tions of production uxl specific mnt:,
. 1n short, the probles of w% and how to draw the hu/supmtmtm
- .u-uncuon. Abd for Am(usm's \selentific and philosophical truths.

. to consist of thooretic/tl omts thpn 13. in the nno botueon mnt and
. its structure of pa:oduction, the m? reliance on a ba.u/suporstmtm

diatinction. /I shall show thst Althqaor s f@ epistenologioa.l

a buo/supérstmctm distinction and wcozding]; never d.oos

sotutm.oruhatmmcul.dtmstpl:mmt T |

Itnyberoc&lhd.tlltuﬂmuqﬁratpulledupshortotmﬁu
p /q\.putuun, plunn:tic relation uuong tho practn{os uth the .

/" economy su-uctm to. be 'dctcnimto in the last instance™,

/-f/- . Althusur was then stuck 1 the qmndm oftx-ying to -unmn 2
B hu/supamrmtm dlstinction, with a ralo for tho ocom 1n th.

buetlut empoaocono-inl.nddlmuwolluroloforthosup@- -
- ‘stmtur.. within the closed horison of scmmnca.uy deterninable

_mtasmomwhmthcybrukbythomsconscioummwhichonh



bas access to the superstructm. . . _ )
In ohssioel ‘Marxist theory the suporstmctm is the domain of
mnty of whicb 'we are a.11 1uedistely oonscious. consistins 1n
vu'lous ideologies, teliglons. visible economic processes a.nd. political
oocmwsnnesd amd so on, Behind the supex;tructm is the ba.ss. the
general historical ground that life is based on amd ext.onds as the
general and onlg\rly flow of things of which we m seldon awm By
making of 1deology a pemeptua.l as well as nomtivs category within
whloh all 1nd1v1dunl and nass consciousnesses are to bo plncod. .
Althusser ends up catesorlzing consciousness as one separate reg:lon of
ths very superstructure all of which it 1s supposed, to have eccsss to, _

It 1is here that Alth r stOps trying rstionally to a.rticulste a
R

bnse/superstructure distinction for an 1denlist solution, Politicsl -
events occur within the politicnl, just as ideological: everts for
consciousness occur withln 1deology and. econonic events wlthin the
ecbnonv--and‘ superstmctural events cease to be superstructml - ‘/(.

kch structm:e has its own events subtemneously 1nf1uenced by all
‘the other structures through its relstive eutonomy. Equally, the
: scientiﬁ.city ‘of Althusser's science Reans that it is 1n no need of

Verlﬁ.cation as a totally determined event within thsoreticsl pra.ctice. .

Just as events were not to be caused by the econony and Harist sc:lence not
to .be an. etonomism, Althusser 8 own structuralist: contribution, the structuse-
of ln'oduction of knowledge. moves into front nnd center inporta.nco, It too L
is not superstructural, - uthusser-:oplaces the ‘economy and economism with -
theontlca:l: practice and idealism, 'the"world as sponteneous ci‘t;a'tion of ' ,—-——
| mind, A few 1nte11ectusls. living in theoretica.l pnctice, a relstively

autononous structure of production of knouledge. produce the: categones

oy



ezois-,

. ‘ c o o |
and their combinations which in turn pzpduce the world of events that is

.to be beheld 1n the euppoeed linea.r flow of mass consciousness, This 1is
the 1deo11n of ecienoe. Althuaeer never d;rectly anewers the queetion

of how eoienoe is now to be oepe.ble of pa:odwing edeqm.te knoﬁledge with- -
in the order of thought (exoept by a?erting the ecientifioity. theoretioal
practice as its omn ontenon) while the object 1t works on 1s ideology |
end its ewn object produced 1e 31:111 not the real order. outside of\

" thought. = . | | o .
" Chapter°I concluded by pointlng to the political effects of closing 7
| "f over the distance for freedom between tﬁeory and -pnotj.oez stagnation -
“and deterioration while running in cimlee. There is no‘ealningful role
.'for the exemiee of fneedon wh’l( the laws of the social object main |
beyond the mxiereta.nding. /{e only ooneohtion 13 to march in brother-
hood to our destruction/a fey and uonmuoml grl.tification of the

- emrging need for commutw Mlthusser's stmctml causality ends in &
this wild goose chase, ) Ve AY® offered, in the words of the. ba.ni. " a tele |
told full of yound and fury, eignifying nothing". ¥hile be.tng critically |

aware that the course of history 13:’ directed by Cu-teeia.n mechanics,

N

yet a.lso affiming hidden donina.tion a.nd thereby not lea.ving the o o

pmblen i, e. not leaving the superstmcture, uthnseer never gete to
the 1eve; of Teason capable of uhderstanding and directing those laws, '_ |
f{ietory naturally appeare as an dmepehden:.speeter tha.t causes 1tse1f-
"the preeence of the Jtnx:tﬁre 1n its effects’, N
) Althuseer's analysis never does leave the, superstruohn‘e. tho only

‘ phce a eubconsciousness of blind donina.tion can tm.ve a.mf lea.ning. After :
- the advent of Harxiet science, ideolog is to be both recognized and over-.
come at the rebirth of freedom. , But. all Althuseer rea.lly had’ ptr:opoeed to

o

do is to: orgenize a.rbitrarily events that everyone kriows R P

Sy
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Y e .
about into m$ !hin. nr,y genersl categories, uhlch are them partmd -
ina p\mly circuhr nnnor as stmtm. ‘which oause th-ulvu and ﬁl

tho ml.d. Onnlotminsuon is only the mtontioul treataent of
| ycononp:luo uncvon donlopndnt. 'y fwt we can be mn of 1n ndn.nco

\ou;dmns afferect wite, e

~ Athusser's uttapt fau- to got to the roots of do-iution. a
 fallure c:qn‘ouqd in hip own tboory as tho muolnd tnn-ccndontnl
problea, This signal fu],uro, “I :uhit'. 13 oxw:uud 1n the sad z:lt\nl
~ of the intellectual who displaces and projects his own self-hatred from -
_the experience of his 'own inpotence onto hunnity in general, d.iffud.ns
a.nd genenlisins as a uni.vcrul ontologictl condition the doninltion
| philosophy hn not ovorcou. *' S .o
‘ 'cu-tosj,a.n reason marked prociuly a ubont!.on fron tnnscmdonhl
dolination by - t.ho m unlovgd lovor, a doninn.uon whlch rbtta'ns agun
with Althusser. Doscartes overtkuw thnnacondmtal do-inauon by .
oocupying. with tho Carteaia.n lethod, tho hq'otoforo hiddon reo.ll.
 consciously articulating a methodical logic common also to the oﬂ\
oftheplvs:lcalworld. Itmautmduuonuﬁspd.rltml
1iberation because subjective human needs and the obaocun néans of
Batisfying them, in shorts conoditlos, could be directly’ pluggod .
mtothelogic, 'nmughrea.aonuncould‘bocmathonintho
physical vorld, for the first tne. "nstm a.nd posmsorl of .
nature® rather than being continmlly s‘trlcken and fleelng m terror |
fron the. appu'mtly arbitnry opprusion of d-ons and bobgoblm
wmmmucm.athnndmwamumwa. h_q
' -untuntbyusinglogcmmmgontulmtofmmto
utidyth.needswm:hmcoum:nu, thospintmllymmugontof .
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reason is thereby hineelf a wielder. by his owmn decieion and will, et
the In.finite spirit of God tx'e.neh.ted into a finite historical eettinc.

~ Our taek in this century is to underetcnd ‘the motion of  the mass _'
hietory p!"opened by the individua.l decisione of poeeeseively Sself-

 directed. ma.wmuus. Alttmseer'e owm imiivldua.listic soltrt.ion to the..

transcendental probles, where sclence works upon the ‘1aeologies thought . Ny
by the neeee, turns’ out to be a. non-eolution. It ie a non-solution for
the many rea.eone already given, the nost i-portant reoeon being trn.t B
the concept of the unconecioue can “be enlightening op.Lv ir wMt

fornerly tmconscioue can be brought into conecioueneee, 'Judged, p\nged’.

.»adjusted or realigned This was the very niseicn of Freulia.n psycho-
'.anuyss,s when 1t first proposed the category of the suboonscicus.

According to Hilheln Reichs - ~

Freud distinguished between th:r:ee systems in the Ty
. psychological apparatuss the cohacious ,comprising "
the perceptive function of the sensory apparatus -
\and. all feelings and ideas that are actually consciouss * .
‘the pre-conscious, including all those. ideas and o
attitudes which are not within the conscious .at
a particular moment but which can become conscious
‘at anytime...and the unconscious, Freud's real = - &>
discovery, which is characterized by the fact :
that its contents cannot become conscious because
censorship is nothing mystical but includes rules
© and prohi'bitions ta.ken over fmn the outside '
world,. . _ ,
.

Harxiet science dealc uith the process lawe of the bcse in hunn

. lcbor a.s evolution of the. soda.l forces of production. The linbo region
‘between base and supemstructm designated for the econonic by Altlmeeec:

is indeed synptoutic. He deaonstrates no. knowledge of theee hwe in ~

\
-
7

9¢ Wilhelm Reich, Dialectical Materialism dnd F
Londons Socialist Reproduction, 1972) '

5 . o ' O . .
: Lo . R -




thoir nnchhr futm most erucm to a soicnco of our thon .as
hn of a process m.odins out. of u:lstomo. Althusur muld thon B e
know that men not only cncdtmtor évents, they also nake them and must

- once ap,in. learn to, make thcn conaoi.oualy The. only real aolution u a

lng of Teason ca.pablo of undmund.ing and overcoming uj -tmct\n'_o ) ‘, ,

'o; domination before the systn of donimtion col‘h.psn on.-our hudl. o,

dnsging all down liko tho £a1l of Ron. Libmtion boco-es a

)

poum.uty. in Reich's wordss B . | - R

...by obta.ining inaight into- the rd)rcsud na.ttu' ‘110 , R \ ‘
within--i.e, by thdﬁtmconacions being made conscious,* . |

’ Once we know how, once tho genenl punciplos for 11bmtion hsn been
latd o, li'bmtion then 1nv01ns the personsl +ﬂh of the muvum.

Tn that case, whatnyfirstonlymnboendiacombytho few then -

‘can, and -oroover nust be diaqovered and wieldql by all, The 1ogic

capable of drlving fomnl thla nbmtionu dialecticss the’ driv.lng{

noed conunity.

' \1.00' rb’-d.' P.- 729.‘ A
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. Historyx 1t had stolen our youth....We were brutally cast into the
Party s great political and 1deological battles: we had to measure up
to our choice and take the consequences. . |
In ‘this area there is perhaps no greater Joy than to be able to witness
in an emerging life, once the Gods of Origins and’ Goals have been de-
throned, the birth of necessi%y. ‘ |

Louis Althusser.

.But when I sde the others sacrifice pleasures, repose, wealth, power,
and 1life itself for the preservation of this sole good which is s0,
disdained by those who have lost ity when I see animals born free and
despising captivity break their heads against the bars of their prison;
when I see multitudes of entirely naked savages scorn European
’voluptousness and endure hunger, fire, the sword. and death to preserve
' ohly their independence, I feel that it does not behoove sleves to
reason about freedom, | o

Q

Jean Jquues Bousseau,
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‘tenets that thrived in‘a previously noncritical subconscious, By sub-
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In this chapter, we shall focus on the contrast between Marx'ﬁnd

Althusser with respect to their differing notions of ideology and

class struggie,"as seen in their differing conceptions of the subconsc-

jous. The main charagteristic of Althusser's whole theory is his novel -

conception of superstructural relative autonony. It finds expreesion '

in his conception of the subconsclous asvontologiCal category--the

independence of the suberetructure both from\the base and from the
" people entrapped within it, Althusser's conception of the‘ete:nality

and historicalAindépendence of the category of ideology could hardly be

a more exact 1deologieai portrayal of the state of affairs described By
Marx's concept of allenation,
I shall show that for Marx, the revolufionary project'means

precisely a conscious and critical opposition to unconsciously accepted

)

. conscious we shell mean anything accepted as metaphysical, natural and~

inevitable, outside the realn of decision and change, which a higher

' o : [
stage of consclousness and ﬁossibility‘has revealed‘to be political. A
theory of revolution situates itself on the parameters of the soci

systen. Hobbes' and Machiavelli's demystifications of the medie

- world view are of interest here for they revealed as artifical the"

1

‘constants within which it was held that the world changed, When

Machiavelli denounced the metaphysical notion of divine authority in

hereditary rulership, his concern was: not only philosophical but practical.

The most crucial variables were precisely’the ones that had been frozen L

within the old weltanschauung.

1

*Machiavelli, Discourses II, xxiii.
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According to Lukacs, such a total confrontation with society occurred
,‘before a new soclety could be founded on new needs and values, the

latter of which Eerbert Marcuse has referred to asvthe "transvaluation .
of values. né Althusser s subconsciousness of ideology iz left to ‘
rule, as an eternal metaphysic, the murky normative area of interests.
needs, wants, desires, It is precisely this area which today must
beconme conscious and political, susceptible to analysis, to change

and 'human self-changing because Lukacs was right It is becoming a
matter of life and death, , | . .

An index of Althusser s alienation is his claim that characteristic -
of the mature Marx was a change in the object of political economy away
from human needs and values, which Marx no longer_held to propel the,
{economic system.7

[ a

b Althusser is mistaken in several uays. Marx claimed, Just as

ﬁ____i;ubnleheartedly_in 1§44<as in Ca gi{aljgthat—individuals were -subject—to
anonymous laws that functioned independently of thelir will, Wage- '

,slavery for the manufacture and purchase of products that can be,

glven an exchange—value and sold through the market place can never,
by the very structure of the cohpetitive market including the 1abor
market, produce a comm@dity to satisfy the need for community, nor the
- need to be freely creative with one s time, abilities and. available
resources. And periodically occuring crises are the natural condition
of the system, When Althusser herdlds as great scientific truth .

that human needs do not propel the capitalist system,vhe is defining

6. Herbert Farcuse, An Essay On Liberation. Bostonx Beacon.Press,‘
19?1' Po 20 . . . ‘

7. Readigg Capital, bp;,iséff; - // S e
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'The exemination of such variahlerPaulo Freire has o%1lled dialect-

icai knowledge.2 The oppressed musbs

‘transcend their ‘'culture of silence' and become able
to name their world, instead of continuing to allow
thelr oppressors to label thelr reality for them,

Attempts are made tos

transform habitual patterns of domination, or habitual
v, acceptapce of justificatlons of domination, into problems
' that can be discussed, names and comprehended in terms .:. ',y -
that make it possible to devise realiﬁtic strategles:
1in working for revolutionary changes. o -

Uhat is required is an intellectnai’and spiritual confrontation with
what Meszaros has called the "second order mediations” .h When . .
intellectual scrutiny is reserved not only for conducting the routine

: tasks within soclally reguired and accepted behavior but directed
against'the basic social parameters'of behavior, a fundamental change
 of doing becones possible that turns into-e'chenge of heing. According '

to Lukacs, capitelism is'the first social order producing a c¢lass to -

-

accomplish this nissionf

: The discovery of the c?ass—outlook of the proletariat
provided a vantage point from which to survey the whole \
of society. This was only possible because for the
proletariat the total -knowledge of its class situation
was a vital necessity, a matter of life and death;
because its class situation becomes comprehensible
only if the whole of society can be understood; and

s * because this understanding is the inescapable pre-

: condition of its actions

t +

2,>See espeCLally'ngggggx of thehgpggéssed. New Yorks S bury, |

1974,

- 3+ Christian Bay, Access to Political Knowledge as a Human Right.
University of'Toronto, Department of Political Economy, Oct., 974, L

4, '
) Istvan Meszaros, Marx's Theory of Alienation. London: Merlin
Press, 1970, .p. 109, '

o 5‘vGeorg Lukacs, Histo '
Press,‘19?1,'p. 20,

-

Class Consciousness, Londons Merlin
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a problem of capitalis nost endemic to a certain stage er capitalist .
evolution, which his structuralism treats as a universal human |
condition enduring for all tine, | |

Harx has said that the social relations of production do develop
the social forces of production for a time, then they becomé fetters.;,p
This;simply means thatcaiter a certain time capitalisnsincreasinélykno
longer does the one thing it originally could; produce products to C
satisfy those needs capable of being satisfied by commodities. Develop-
ing ever new products in the constant search for private profit, a
continually shrinking number of capitalists continue éé-benefit by an
increasingly outdated criterion of success. On the other side are the
swelling ranks of those who never made it as leaders of industry and
‘have had to find a place among the oppressed on whose labor power the
process is propelled along, With grouing wealth, a continued life in

"captivity as a wage slave may seem increasingly unattractive, the

—_—————_wastage—ei—scaree—%eseurces—aad—the—eeelegieal—damages—increasingiy
. tragic ‘and unecessary, the debilitating societal competition for power
* over® others and for the material trappings of an emp%y 1ife increas- ;.
_ ingly shaldow and inhuman When society based on continual competition |
yields monopoly-oligopoly and a massive class of uage earners, power ,
‘inequalities can only be overthroun at the source.. Then the one
enormous class upon whom the source depends realizes it no longer has
to go along with things, that it has nothing to gain from the continued*
game of social competition and everything tq gain by building a new
system founded on cooperation and solidarity.- The capitalist organ-

 ization of. society into a glant marketplace laid the basis for a

©

. . ’
. I
\/ )
o . ) ]
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whole new humanity: _ \

' Bourgeois society ourried out the process of social-~
ising society, Capitalism destroyed both tio- \
temporal barriers between different 1 ] .
des and also the legal partitions between the differen
‘estates' (Stande). -In its universe there is a formal
equality for all men; the econonmic relations that
directly determined the metabolic oxchange between
" 'men and nature progressively disappear, lMian becomes,
in the true sense of the word, a soclal being.-
Society becomes the reality for man,

ot

After a long period of capitalist development, a-new social task .
arises'after the_all-out production and consumption of:commodities--
socialization of'existing soclal relations of production'in theﬂwidest
possible sense as production for the satisfaction of society's'needs X
and the‘consdious productive construction of sodiety‘as satisfaction,of“
4€he vital need for community. ﬁevolutionary new'SOCialurelatidns of
production appear, a new pattern of social interaction is created

_When the business of gathering together society is no longer left to

the uncons c1ously-accepted econom\c necessity of homo homini Tupus
]

'social forces and relations of prOductlon coincide, no longer contradict-r
ory., in ‘the full social consciousness of the\dnly social class. For
.Iarx, bourgeois subconsciousness is overthroun when its contradictions-
Becone known.and'are pitted against by tne class aware of tne,possibility,'
within its class ‘base, for overthrowing the contradictions. HMarx's :

conquest of the subconscious masked by the bourgeois ideology was for .'
. one purpOSe only: to rip the mask off the face of oppression.

According to Marx, the class struggle is first largeiy unconscious,
which state of - oppressibn he calls ideology. For Harxism, the sub-

'conscious is not the infinite epistemological regress of -a bottomless
\ . .

. - |
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pit as itAappearsvfrom Althusser's treatment True,“the.economy and

.the state apparatus seen to exist separately and independently g

through rights of their own, rights that seem to impartially preserVe

and protect the rights of all Sti1ll, social wealth and power is

"held in the tightening grip of an; ever decreasing sector of the

pulation. The path to consciousness of the formerly unconscious is,
however, a rational process. ‘The whole bourgeois superstructure

7
ceases to be an’ uncbnsciously opersting class ‘tool uith the recognition

by labor of its own underground, alienated nature standing before it,

T

the recognition that labor has all\along directly produced the

.existence of its own oppressors and indirectly 1ts own oppression.

Oppression proceeded through the laws protecting the free qage contract o

and private property. made by a once hegemonic cless, who are in turn '

~
g

made by labor. ‘ ‘ ‘
"Proudhonis phrase ﬁle capital vaut, le travail .

produit” meahs absolutely nothing more than: capital
is value, and since nothing further is here said about

o

—-————capl s-value, that-value-is- - -
-~ value (the subject of the judgement is here ‘only -
another name for the predicate); and labour produces,’
is productive.labour, 1, e. labour is labour, since
it is precisély nothing apart from "produire". .
It must be obvious that these identical judgements
do not contain any . icular deep wisdom, and
" that above all, they cannot express a reélation s .
in which value and labour enter into connectizg S
in which they connect and divide in relation .
one another, and where they do not lie side by side
in mutual indifference.  Already the fact that it is
Jabour which confronts. capital as subject, 1i,e. the -work-
er orly in his character as labour, and not he ‘him- :
self, should open the eyes, - This alone, disregarding
. capital, already contains a relation, a relation of -
the worker to his own activity, which is by no means
‘the ‘natural’ one, but which itself already contains
a specific economic oharacter._.’9

' ’ . - s -

9+ Karl Marx, Grundrisse, Introduction to the Critique of Political
Economy . Translated by Nartin Nicolau, Iiddlesex: Pelican Books, 1973,
PP 5300, |

A I




_ In the 1844 Manuscripts, Marx recognized in Hegel's magter-
servant dialectic both the knowledge of servitude as the real truth

©

of domination and the actual nature ‘of all blass societies, ‘and” thats
b

the authority of" the lord is in the last analysis
dependent on Bhe servant who believes in it and
, ‘sustains it
'Ideology appears originally to have a 1life of its own and Althusser,f,
1tke tbe bourgeois ideologists, nas not penetrated beyond appearance.
Ideology is really part of the servant, the concealed and hidden
) ~part ‘his own subconsciousness, and the initiator of his behavior to

the extent its guidelines and rationalizations for behavior remain
-4 A

.tacitly accepted It is‘répresentative of the concealed fact that
oppression is the result of the|servant's own activity, The over-

" coming of ideology;vﬁhich points away from.ser;itude and oppression;‘d
means a fuller and higher human development'A‘For Mari, subconscious

‘,,means unconséious where subconscious becomes, at a; higher historical

______stage+ic1ass_consciousness. e . - L .

In one of his most recent public statqnents, Althusser claims
.that it is the class struggle, and not Sartre's man en situation..-
4, e not concrete historical man, which propels: history: )

History is an immense natural-human. system in

movement, and the motor of history is the class

-struggle. History }sba‘process;"sna—a process, v : :
without a subject ' .- i

Althusser eternalizes alienation andsappears unable even to hope for
- an end to class society. He is of course correct to the extent that )

v

“he exposes possible bourgeois uses of the concept of man in situation
-~ . : l. * ' : _\ ' ) ) '

' 10.” Herbert Warcuse, Studies in Crit eal Philoso . Boston
, Beacon Press, 1972 (German Nanuscript 1932 in Die Gesellschaft), p. 109,

11, Louis Althusser, "Reply- to John Lewis" in Marxism Today,
'-'October, 1972, pp. 315—6 _ N .
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_and his alienation. where questions of superstructure and the still
suboonscious class situation are glossed over in the petty though
" real angst of the bourgeols individualist. Yet Althusser throws
the baby out with the water when he renounces;concrete historical
man from the'ecale‘altogether. “Itrremains to'be Esked; if the class
struggle propels history, what propels the class struggle? Answer:
pan en situation. What will be left after the domination of man by
man-ethe class struggle—-is ended? Answers man en situation, but in
a socilal rather than mutually predatory context Althusser s claim,
countenancing his structuralism, that belief systems often assume o
independent 1life and instead of changing when they become outdated
ehecome_sp__ngs_gf historical change, was-fully recognized by Larx when

he said thit "the tradition of all the dead genera :
12

a nightmare on the brain of the living" Althusser treats as the

great law of uneven development, expressed in his "overdetermination"

that a revolutions

does not ipso facto modify the existing super-
: " structures and part particularly the ideologies at
b ' one blow,,,.for they have sufficient of their:
own consistency td survive beyond their immediate
life context, even to recreate, to 'secrete'
substitute conditions of existence temporarily;
that the new society produced by the Revolution
may itself ensure the survival, that is, the’
- reactivation of older elements... '
3
According to harx, revolution is no independent category, nor does it

'do or ensure anythingﬁipgg facto and by itself, ‘nor do ideologies
possess their own consistency, although in alienatiog it appesrs that

waryo ) » ‘. ) . 'Y . . ) | . J

- . . ‘F) .
¢ 12. gard farx, "The Eighteenth Brunaire of Louts Bonaparte in
Selected Works, op, cit., p. 95. o ) —

.

13 For.rarx, pp. 115—6
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| What is real is the fight to-overcome.illuSion and with it the continued
survival of domination behind 1ts various guises, Marx spoke of pre--
bistory. vieg, all history preceding communism, as being tragedy, its

repetition as farcex o
And just when they seem engaged in revolutionizing -

themselves and things, in creating something that .
has never yet existed, precisely in such periods
of revolutionary crisis they anxiously conjure up
the spirits of the past to their service and
B borrow from them names, battle cries and costumes 'ﬁ. -
\ in order to present the.new scéne of world history .

- in this tiﬂe—honoured disguise and this borrowed ®

language

M
.

What 1s real is the-"engaged in revolutionizing themselves” in the
long historical fight against domination and its ‘many disguises, with
setbacks and advances. Domination is yet to be overcome,

Nowhere in Althusser s supposedly rigorous view of things are’

“we . given any scientific knowledge of domination. This absence is

i\\\\\steiiing\igr\ﬁ}thusser has’ rejected any humani sm of scilence, Humanism
- \

‘A,is depicted as oneJ.deoloy—ame@ethm ~Althusserts: iheo::eti:ca’

i .
anti humanism' embraces totally a faith in the rigors of science for

depicting the fated unfolding of the world's events, science in turn
- to be goVerned by»absolute philosophical Precision in its terminology
" -Stmilar to o American behaviorism in its less sophisticated forms, a
i crisis in reason ;nd‘;reedom in thereby~"concea1ed by & ritual- which*
calls itself methodology or logic" Leo Strsuss adds'that one could
hardly call such a position Neronian. “ | |

Nevertheless, one may say of it that it fiddles while
~ Rome burns. It is excused by two factsx it does not

' ;u' Eighteenth Brggéire,‘p. 95. . . - e I

<5

~
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know th%t it fiddles, and it does not know that Rome .
burns, 1 S . ’ :

All of Althussen's ineory presupposes totalitarian domination by the
several structires of history; sccordingly the individtal. nhe{theoriSt
l, equally as one of the masses, is portrayed‘as no more than a brittle
leaf swept anng in the harsh'uinns'of history's nutumn Althusser o
. never does solve the 'transcendental problem of an external dOmination
that hss penetrated one s own psyche, Althusser never shows how one
may be united again within'oneself, conscious or one's need and the
means of thelr procurement, ‘Thisyunsolved problem 1s exPressed in .
Althusser's theory as the faiiure io coherently draw the base / super-
sfruéture,distinction. Consequently, Althusser's own theory_seems ’
haunted by external forces."Chapters I and IT of the Thesis showed = -
the poverty in Althusser s exercise in sciencex 1ts 1nability to
distinguish among the specific events it wishes to know and 1ts broad
framing of historical forceg unmastered by man, ’ |
Althusser prided hinself with having ‘escapeq’ the cenféfaﬁﬁd;ﬁgl_
totality" for his own "decentered totanty"; In the latter, various
‘overdetermined;siructures legislate the course of events behind the
Eacks of the mssses. Tnis is a crucial point. Hass consciOusness is
.‘perpetually confined to but one of the structuresg to’ideologicai
consciousness. Thus, along with the-decenten?d totality we are
offered decentered people, : According to Altnusse;” alienated, snomic"
individuals must be so because of ihe‘eternSI st;ucture‘ofirealiij.

in principle unable to ever wear at their heart's centre_the human .

15' Leo Strauss in Ellis Sandoz. "The PhiIOsophical Science
of Politics Beyond Behaviorism" in George Graham apd GeOrge Carey
Editors, The Post-Behavioral Era (New Yorks Daviq McKay Company Inc,,
1972). p. 289, | ‘
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sword and flame of their time, conaciously willing and contesting the

outcome of the great 1ssues ahd events upon which history turns. As

.

E. F. Schumacher puts 1ty L .

The disease having been caused by allowing cleverb
ness to displace wisdom, no -amount ofiglever
research is likely to produce a cure,

. Where themeis science and philosophy<produceab1e only by a minority ‘
in a world without a centre, (we have throughout depicted Teason as.

IUndialectical. within each epoch) where individuals lack a centre of
their being and are devoid of wisdom, Althusserian individusls become
cannon fodder, to be externally led and totally dominated by the ~
party for there is no light in th..pdhxlthus;e;i;ihomage to an eternal

" . subconscious that shapes him endsup, characteristically, ina fright-

ening paean to bureaucracy and dominations p o
It is clear that ideology (as a system of mass
Tepresentations) is indispensable in any soclety
is men are to be formed, transformed and equip-
ped to respond to the demands of their conditions

' of existence...mer must be ceasélessly transformed
s0 as to adapt theg, to these: conditionss Aif this
adaptation can not be left to spontaneity but must
be constantly assumed, dominated and controlled,
it is in ideology that this demand is expmessed...17

In the first part 6§\%he present chapter, we showed, in rough
_outline. that the trdnscenden%al problem 1s historical and soiuble
when the external oppression of individuals is seen as the alienated
product of their own activities as a class. He conclude this o
chapter with a resume of this position, - - : . " a

. The dimension Ma:x.opehs up for ahaiysis isvthe'suhconscious,

. . R

g
, 16. E, F, Schumacher, Small 1s Beautiful A Stuhy of Economics
as.df People Mattered (sondonz Sphere Books, 1973 S humacher), p. 30.

17. ‘F. P., p. 235, - : ; S S
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" portraying it 8s an allenated soclal diﬁension. The laws of commodity . .
production terminate in a decline of' individual reason and freedom, in .

tho classjcal and~the Cartesian sense, as the commodity gbrld grows,
Marx shows the social base behind the personal identities of ' ‘-~
atonistic individuals who have been labelled losers., Individuals will
. never be seen as inher;ntly valuable, nor a’ world of victiMB and :
losers ended, as long as social-men are judged, within the atomistic | ' »j;
o perspective of a social system of commodity production, according to ' B Li
individual commodity possession. Once the identity of individuals ' . .
iy seen as deriving, at least in part, from the process laws of ‘
society, individual identity can not be restored by the action of a ’
solitary individual An identity deriving from society can only be/ '
changed by social chdnge, SociaJ?change can only occur as an action of‘
society as a whole. Bt isolated men do not yet have a soclety. )
They mus: create it apd, at the same time, a new, social, identity. “
| What does 1t nean for individuals to collectively creat;a social
identity? The key is that society is for the first time consciously
created, which presupposes the fulfillment of a need, The need is to
. overcome the basic sense of loneliness and isolation surroumding an .
individual in his social environment even though.rioh beyond the dreanms -
of a11 Previous’ history., Thus the need is for community._ The logic for ,
achieving it, as.we showed in Marcuse s obseryations on the 184& E

Manuscripts, is dialectics.
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Althusser's theory may be seen as an attempt to appeal to
unimpeachable findings of a.science of history capable of justifying

the inevitabllity and necessity of specific party activities. The
central notion of overdetermination arose from Althusser's attempt

%o provide a scientific rather than merely political justification for

| ' . ) ' ) Y .
the Russlan Revolution and for Stalin's ensuing crimes. Inevitably,’

. .after 1nvésfigation, the various tools and categories of Althusser's

" sclence prove to be exqeésivelyfmetaphysical,_1ncapable of sclentific

¢
o

gpplication.

If there has been“anj positi?q'achievement from Aithusser's
lgngthy theoretica} project, 1tﬁwill‘be'hi; unremittipg attéék on all
.positivistic theories'that fail to ;akg into gccount‘the fact of their
'each hnq own pripr conditions of possibiiity and‘boﬁ these affect their

difectipns 6f endeavor, However, this achievement ¢an only be achieved'J

n

and recogniied full when it is wrested from the metaphysics of total -

determinism and becomes useful instead of the sophisticated tool for

L
manipulation that in Althusser s hands it becomes.

3 : Althusser s solution to- the problem -of his own\subconsciousness,

. from his own‘mosing of the question, is left to depend on faith The
t)

_alleged scientificity’ of science and theoretipél practice as its own

- criterion is nothing more nor less than recourse toﬂnonecriteria.
! . . . . :

"Similarly, Paracelsus thought himself justified to burn the writings of

[
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Gﬁlen because he had convinced. himself that he'd found the philosopher's

stone; Nonetheless he died prematurely, at the age of 48, his elixir

=

vitae unable to save him from a horrible fate.

Althusser's- attempted specification of the supersfructure left out

t

altogether the base and, in

effect, cdllapsed Marxism into the supér—

structure, and into domination as‘ineviyable and inescapable., In the

presence of a party épparatus and the ideology it produc

es, total sub- .

servience to history becomes totai'subsqrviéncé to its historical

'organ—-thenparty.; Althusser offers intellectuality-without honouring

intelligence, spontaneity without freedom,ﬁand socialism without

creativity. What he does do is produce fetishized conce

-strongly to legitimate stable forms of;dom;nation. .

pts that tend

In conclusion, we list some premisses, governing the future social

-

.‘chdnge, that have emerged from our argument,

1. The logic of human understanding must be adequate to the

laws of motion of reality for reality to be governed by

human will,

2. The great unknown reality today is human sociéty, people

living together, the human'social substance.

3. Because man.understands ‘through practice, -

extent that social reality is not consciously and collec

by doing, to the
tively governed

through social practice, social reality is not understood nor the

human social substance yet affirmed.

ta

4, How can man consciouslyllive in society yet not understand

or govern socliety (rather than men governing individuals

): -- except

that man's logic i's atomistic rather than adequate to the ongoing

social logic of reality,.

.~— 5. To the extent that social reality operates

'behind the

,’backs' of 'atomistic'-individuals who are dependent upon socie%y, it

(2

v
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is a force and a power'unmaster and, we add, largé forces unconscliously
set 1n motion and undirected can/be sulcidal for those who unleashed 1t,

6, For man conscioﬁsly to wleld a larger power requires a
growth in man's power, bringing his logic in line to the higher social

' ~

log;c.‘ T . & ,

k 7. For man consclously to wie}d the power to. control his.

soclal existence as.an evolution of liberty, rather than as totalit-

arian control of all members of society abolishing all liberty, this-
social practice: a) must.be in response to a vital need;*b) the fulfill-
ment of this vital need"mqst require the constant exercise of freedom.

8. .To direct sociéty is to conscibusly make social existence,

.For this construction to be positive rather than the dissolution of

soelety, it requires making a "social” existence, i.e, fulfillment of
the need for community as the new task for freedom,

‘ 9. For man to make soclety is ultimately to make himself in
soclety, to make what was ia heretofore unconscious communal, existence °
into a form fulfilling the need for community. It is for a person to
make of himself a communal being, . L

: 10, For this new practice to be an evolution of liberty, the
transition from one bractice to another must be a growth from the
seeds of 1liberty inherent in exlsting logically atomistic ways of

. being, doing, and knowing,’

1.(Cartestan) ., ;o oq1(Comtodities) | o\ .

R 1 :
‘Logicz'(D%AIGCQQE?an yiu Communt£5) when, like the sdilors of the

flat world, their practical'thoﬁtbtqgnd activity carries them in a
cirgle back to themselves, their point of departure.

‘ 12, The second last step in a circle of Cartesian steps,
linking a.) the oppression against oneself, and b,) the cause of
one's oppression both to oneself, is one's class membership, heretofore
one's unconscious social existence. Marx's discovery: the proletariat
is in both the base and the superstructure, in'the old Cartesian
consciousness as ‘individuals and in -the subconsclous base as a class,
In the period“of class unconsciousness, one's class activity propels the
strugctural laws upon which society turns. Once this is seen, then
humanity is in a position to consciously direct the heretofore hidden
laws of social evolution., To do so, it must abolish oppression and
itself as a class. It will do so, and freely make society, by

‘wielding consciously the dialectical logic that had previously governed

the unconscious evolution of society.

In & further study, I hope ¢ nore preciseiy speli'ihe connéctibn

‘between Cartesian forces and dialectical social forces as outlined in

_Marx!s‘analysis;of‘capitalism. - ( o - ’
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