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'he qmateriglism which Marx {encountered was nm?@wd the

¥/ : dis’g!ccti:,{th?n/ in vogue was not materialistic) By pitting Feaerbach against

S et e S g B foonx | Hegeland Hegel against Feuecbach, Marx developed his own concept of social

' . PAUL MATTICK 7. "= SECCERSSY : - \_development, for which Friedrich Engels coined the term Aistorical material-

3 iological scisiele between the East xnd the West has been carried fato. ik o Tl}is. materialistic conception of history didno) stem from the “physical

:h“‘“l«-‘ ’M",‘,'fgkmtm ds that there is no connection between Marxism EL sm derived from Newtonian \\Fi" g{?ﬁe contrary, it

scory ﬁdm\rﬁum determifistic. Marzism, which concerns cof - - --developed,by-way of dialectjcs; in directopposition to the materfalism based -
social dicor-dals with physic coryonlyinso&nsiliSﬁd for specific B ' é_Ne}ﬂonianTn—eEhamQ. t.gxcluaedﬁ ¢ Tfeaof iuman hisgory being deter-

cleis purposes ingiead of social needs. Macxism does not derive its soci B W-.“ﬁ mined by overriding “naturdi Taws,™ whether mechanicalpdialectical. Al-
2:;.1 m‘ ctsrmby ogyY 1;:':‘;-“2‘;?;:"2 gmfﬁ;:r f(‘;’m':cﬁul ._ though recognizing the interrelations between men, society and nature, it was,

materialism™ muit be regarded 13 a Marxist sberration. The author deals with the L first of all, a theory of men and society.

bistocy of this abe-Tation and with the reasons for its persistency in Marxism-Leninism. o Unfortunately, however, the persuasive power of historical or dialectical
Tt . ' ) materialism—as it came to be known—was great -enough to carry away even
The conflict between the East and the West, a it involves different - Engels, who spoke of its universal validity. While some tolerant critics found
ideologies, has little to do with diﬂ'crent![cﬁncegts of :hgical reality) Ideologies T QJU is merely amusing,’ the less well-disposed used this overzealousness as an
differ because material and social intefeSts differ; physical eafity,” on the ' excuse to reject the whole of Marxism as just an oddity of German mysticism.
other hand, is quite the same for all the combatants. Nevertheless, in both But while the notion of the, “universality” of the dialectic process is not
camps, the ideological struggle is carried jntnthe-natural sciences—in the East, /defensible, neither 578 ekential to Marxism, which loses none of its force by
in the form of a rear-gi alectical materiali o f émitting it.{Marx, at any rate, did not concern himself with the **dialectics of
‘mature.” It i§ not the ideas of Marx but “Marxism,” as the ideology of the
far -ﬁr;::ing European labor movement Md of the self-declared “socialft” states of
world is bound to fall to them spontaneously dnd inevitably.™- e Eastern power bloc, that nourishes Western anti-Marxism. And it is for
Both sides insist, of course, that their scientific interpretations of the P this reason that the struggle between the “Marxist™ East and the anti-Marxist
external world are free of all ideological encumbrances. While for the Eastern i ) West, however real, tells us nothing about the validity or invalidity of Marxism
scientists and philosophers the whole of modern physics seems to verify ' for our time. '
dialectical, materialism, for those of the West Marxism appears completely
- outdated because the idea of(determinism’has disappeared. T%%Ei‘m

Marxism as Ideology. The pre,}-capitalist world was agletated ‘by the

{
[ 4
4
= js tejected as belonging to the last century. Duly arx’s : 1 -"  question of the primacy of spirit or Fature. “Those who asserted the primacy of

it is pointed out, "nothing was Known of today's {Elati and spirit to nature comprised the camp of idealism. The others, who regarded
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Marx, of course, had only the natural science of his period to rely °“® - vely-given reality and in2n 3 determined-by natural laws. The natural sciences

. the changes in scitnce since then do notjaffect his theories. Marx did ngg coin o were to exphin his life and actions and, with the functicn of his brain, his
0y the term dialecticol materialism but used the word_material to_designate the <ONE sensations and consciousness. Freed from religious superstitions, science de-
1 basic and.primary conditions of all human existepce” Hegel’s dialectic mereffQ\ V7" . | voted itself to the discovery of natural laws, and Newtonian mechanics served

A “formed the point of departure for Marx’s critigfie of capitalist society. It was . as the basis for a growing conviction that all natural phenomena follow

}3’ Him becausg.of “the enormoughisto gensclupon which it definite; causal) rules. . P
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loucw&nm religion. As|Napq exprmcdm"As farasl am concerned,

religionnnottbemzs_tg ' : me..Rellgmn
connects of equality with heaven and thus prevents the butchery of

the rich by thc e poor. Society dcpcnds on"thie inéquality of incomes, and the
mequalny of incomes, or the existence of religion.””?/ The . co-ex:stcnce of
* science and rchgwn in the uneasy bourgeois world found ideulogical support
in ideslistic mtetpretauons of the further results of scientific development.
~ ‘The early materialists {og,natural philosophers, (Franmg Bacon and Thomas

J-!obbu) were convinced that t through sense cxpenenccand thirough mte!lectual
activities derived thcrcfrom, it would be poss:blc to gain absgl

?ﬂ/l knowlcdge of the extern This_optimism_ vamshed with

.Y who saw this knowledgé liinited/by the very jint i

“ol" it valid only to the exten: to which ideas were actually in oonformxty with

T\O’ thmgs Although sensations and jdeas related. he e.xtemal world, this world
jtself could not be really known. JImmanuel ted the proposition that
f"l/-) thmg-in—:tsuiﬂm niot knowable and that empirical knowledge

{
\1 . itself ‘to ubj sctive’ E)rms7m which man becomes awarc of the
oy rr’? gbjective world. It was'for this réason that he saw the need foncepts

ﬁh_lch brought arder into experjence and made it intelligible. Concepts of
5 time, spaoe, and uu_s:a_!x_ty w -re@f the human mind and, though
',:E é;j nof empirically vérifiable, were ne‘ertheless@ec ta'sciencs! philosophy
F and effective human actmy In its essential stricture, thes

. the idea &ndy ¢ taterialist theo
", for many materialists the matenalist theory offrea

_ idealist theory of knowledj:e | became-an-ideahist thcory of reality.-

'—Iﬁ"ih"mm‘m-mry" 1¢ materialist r n of the objective world
intethe process of knowledge itself, Wposcd borﬂ the new -

m and the old maverialism. He insisted Tthat Wwe cannot make up
pert:m of nature with the help of self-evident supposmon ut that these
(wpposmons must be taken from experience.”2 But, since all inowlege derives
from sensations and cannat go beyond sensations, it_cannot-mak tements
lhou wo-gl_t) ; it can merely fill out the gaps in experience by the
that experience suggests. Although he opposed the Kantian point of view,

he al.so rejected mechanicil materialism and regarded its objective world of
tef, sg@_ﬁ. time, and ‘zausality as drtificial Jeonceptions. Mach's critical

' ; usm supported althuugh umntentmnally, a rising idealistic trend in the

: re\nslomsm, ” ie., the successful development of labor organ-
izations within the confine; of capitalism and the hope, connected therewith,
of a purely evolutionary trznsition from capitalism to socialism, led to the loss

\ ;v /of an earlier militant atheismandito an ambiguous acceptance of the rising
'\:' idealist trend in the form of eo-Kantiaiiism:/Radical socialists began o defend\,
. @Wnuhm. Hittoire Prlitique de la Révolution Francai
S . ‘bm:t dela Rlpﬂbque {1789-1804), Paris, INIJ

for‘many idealists the ‘

loppmm! dt :

\‘-

MARXISM AND THE NEW PHYSICS-

“the old materialism of the revolutionary bourgeoisie against the new idealism
of the cstablished capitalist class and its adherents in the labor movement. For
Russian socialists this seemed of particular importance since the Russian
revolutionary movement, still on the verge of the bourgeois revolution, waged
its ideological struggles to a large extent with the arguments of the Western
revolutionary bourgeoisie. The intelligentsia, largely from the middle-class,
formed the spearhead of the movement and was quite naturally inclined to
adopt Western middle-class materialism for their own purposes, that is, for
the task of opposing the religious ideology that supported Czanst fendalistn.
Because, for Ernst Mach, science had its origin in thd(needs of life} his
ideas had a certain appeal to socialists. Some Russian revolutionaries, Bogdanov:
in particular, tried to combine them with Marxism. They gainéd some in-
fluence in Russia's Socialist Party and Lenin set out to destroy this influence
with his book, Materializm and Empmocntmrm Th ¢lement in
Mach’s theory of knowledge-been , an 1dealist a@
and a deliberate attempt ta*mehglaug obscurantism. Tt was Mach’s,
msmtenc?l'.fﬁ&'ﬁ‘ the geTived; =t : ept ol m
disturbed Lenin cularly, because for him, as for the carly matenahsts
‘1t knowledge wa{aﬁ:hat reflects objective truth; truth, that is, about majer.
He thought that reducmg objective reality to matter was necessary for the P
uncenditional recognition of nature’s-material existence outside the mind,
wﬂe of the external world wa ‘not denied by MacK.
He me¥ely pointed out that our knowledge in this ¢ resp i limited because
it is limited to sense experience. But Lenin found it “unconditionall; true that
to_every scientific theory there corresponds an objective truth, something
@Qso in nature.”® For him dialectical materialism had alteady dis-
covered what nature is and does, if not as yet completely, at any rat: approxi-
mately{ From the standpoint of modern materialism, or Marxism,” he wrote,
“the relative limits of our approximation to the cogrlition of the objecti\e
absolute truth are historically conditioned; but the existence of this truth is
,_} }Qcondltloned as well as the fact that we are continually _approaching it.™
ith the discovery of the. subsmc@meuog of the universe, all that was
left to do was to proceed in every separate field of knowledge in accordance
with the principles established for nature as a whole. One could then not fail
to have scientific practice conform with objective reality, just as the latter was
bound to show up in every true scientific endeavor. The difficulty with this is,

of course, that it whwmlmﬂt%_ngﬂ of practice to z theory of t,/
the universe, not to speak of the fact thatnobody knows what nature as a

O

hole 1s.
v}wn'nnhls way that Lenin extended historical materialism into dialectical ’ﬂ)
materiafism. Nature has had-3 history and its dialectical pattern of develop- 4 3
ment has been progressive in the sense that it has developed from the inorganic

15880 |

’ Matemzlum and Empiriocriticitm, New York, 1927, p. %
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it is also true, as Marx pointed out,|’" e question whether objective .

g can be attributed to luman thinking isjposa question of theory but is a 1

UQ practical uesuon. I tice men must prove the truth, i.c., the reality and |
power, ess’ Af their thinking. The dlspute over the reality or .

‘@L

™,

(W4

g

™

mmcn-m—nﬂcr
" not absolute truth, It is only truth about that part of the universe currently

Y continuous modification of knowledge by way of additional knowledge and
D
) \0\,

Vol
T
,ﬁ.p/ Russian Revolution was s:multaneously a

BB, p, 109

the orgamc to mind ~and co}kca ness, "Matter isnot a pmd

lmnd,” Lenin: wrote. "but mind itself is only the h:ghast product of matter.

The world” was an “eternally moving and opmg material mass wh:ch

teflects a progressive hum:in consciousness,” han h:story is a product of 1

universal hxstory. In a certsin sense, this is true and follows from the admission

of the existence of the ext:rnal world independent of human existence, And
clear that consciousness presup e existence of the brain.

non-reality of thmlnng which is isolated from practice is a purely scholastic
"“l_’I;he atomic theeries of the ancient Greeks, for instance, were |
on expenimental faets but were part of a speculative "c. philo- .
hy and were opposed .md defeated by other philoso h:ca schools on '
urely-philosgp ﬂzﬁ -can_Tio_longer be repeated;, for today’s
amrmc theory s b on cxpenmcnt and mathematlcal “treatment, on a
scientific practice in brief, able to verify the theory's validity. Not mere |
speculation but the work of chemists and physicists led from the atomicito_
the nuclear-theory, to the new ph)sms and) the new philosophy” associated
with it. All real knowledge of the ex extermsl “orlii/xs_;hg_meNdWs
theoretical and pirictical activity In theactuzb-world. But this kno
be’r‘n‘o‘r?:’ﬁfzfmuledge produced by men; it is

accessible to men, on which they can work and verify their theories. And as
their knowledge accumulates with historical development, it leads to the

sometimes to the discarding of theories madef@ by theories referring

new discoveries.
m!;;hf/dudh\e of the radica! Western labor movement and the success of

Russian bolshevism brought with it an almost complete identification of a
specific Leninist version of Marxism with Marxism proper. Because the
“bourgeois™ and a “proletarian”
lution—in the sense that th onditions for socialism were nong-
existent wlnle latssex-faire capltallsm ‘as no lon 'ble-—-it led to a form
of fism/which could be designated as Y'socialis®i” only because it
was something other. than pnvate-gropgg_ty _capitalism. But ‘the functions
assigned to private enterprise and competition were now the functions of the
bolshevik state. By appropriating part of the social product and allocating
productive resources for the c¢nstruction of a larger productive apparatus and
a higher productivity, the bolshewk mlem@ontmllem of labor and
capital. ;

8 Jhid , p. 63,
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‘While the capitalist’s “'peace of mind” and the neccssary acquiescence of
the workers require some form of general agreement on the indispensability of

necessary to improve that of some immediately. Thug.a new class came into
being based on control of the state apparatus and nationalized means of
production. To hasten productive detelopment both the “positive’ incentives
of power and income, as well as the “negative” incentives of forced labor and
terrorism were repeatedly advanced. Yet, the more the interests of the con-
trollers and the controlled diverged, the more insistently did ideology proclaim
their identity.

Under relatively stable social conditions ideological control may suffice to
secure the social status quo. Under such conditions, designated as a "free™ or
“*democratic™ society, a struggle for ideas accompanies the social conflicts, and
its class structure is simultaneously denied and admitted. Both the existence
and non-existence of class relations, for instance, are incorporated in such
concepts as “social mobility” and “equal opportunities.” Socialism: would
eliminate these ambiguities, for if there are no classes there is no way of

. moving from one class to another, and if there are no privileges there are no

cqual opponumtles to partake of. Russian society, while supportmg a pru lleged
minority, necessarily adheres to the concept of “equal oppurtumnes, * but it
cannot admit the existence of class relations without destroying its socialist
Iabel.

Even if, out of fear of utopiznism, Marxian socialism never became explicit,
one thing was clear nevertheless: socialism implies a class-less, non-exploitative
society, and not merely a modified class relationship in a modified capitalism.
In Russia, ideology only can claim the absence of class relations. Yet, the ruled
cannot help being aware of existing conditions and of their unrelatedness to
the state-prescnbed 1deologv This ideology cannot serve as a substitute for,
but is an aspect of, dire ;sical control-—an instrument of police power.
The enforced absence oconﬂacts finds not support, but merely ex-
pression, in the apparent unapitnity of ideas.

"It was in the name of Marxism and socialism that the bolsheviks carne into

“power, and in their name they destroyed al their enemies. Even their internal
struggles for positions and influence within the controlling hierarchy must be
“expressed in Marxian terms—either as adherence to, or as zn alleged deviation
:from. a once-established “orthodoxy.” The total unrelatedness of M.u'x:an

15881,

capital and private initiative, the new Russian situation needed a different _{,
ideology that could make the interests of the controllers and the controlied R
‘appear identical. Marxism coul eatisfy this need because it was Q’_ !
formulated during capitalism’s laissez-faire stage. For there were o fongér in ol
Russia any capitalists in the traditional sense; and as to the government, it ]7,4 Ay
characterized itself as the executive of the ruling working class. '}/‘V’ 1i
But since only the miserable are inclined to believe in an equal sharing of 2/

miserable situation, the bolshevik “clite” soon found that income differentia-

tions, by serving as incentives for greater individual effort, could turn into 2

blessing for all. In order to improve the life of all in the long run, it was 2 z
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socialism to Russian conditions makes impossible 2 i .-tonature and me indirectly to the structure of s&_iety afd to social
¥ discussion of Marxian theory. <Lening ed ) i * change and are therefore historical. '
accepted 2s an article of faith. Only in this way can it be fitted into Russjan Although specific social relationships, bound to specific forms of social

: L)(K \oonditiuns. And it is not only Lenin’s use offmt dle-class materialism,in .- production, may find ideological reflection in science and affect its activities
& Yidefense of *Marxism” which indicates the half-bourgeois, half-proletarian :// "‘\in some measure; science, like the production process itself, is the result of
P

:iam and, of the_Russian Revolution itself. There is also'5™ \al! previous social development and in this respect is independent of any 7 1 7.
talist toncept f-—'-'socialism,:ihe authoritarian attitude |/ c\_‘ articular social structure. Concepts of physical reality may be shared by
7 and spoAtaneity, the outdated 2 unrealizabje principles - Tiyel | structurally different societies. And just as different technologies may evolve’; L
nc% and, finally, Lenin’s conviction that only the V 1) within a particular_social structure as, for instance, the current so-called g
¢ intelligentsia i ablle to develop a revolutionary consciousness and Seco i -olution, so one concept of physical reality may be re-
s thus destined 1o lead the masses. The combination of bourgeois materialis - placed by another without affecting existing social relationships. Yet, these
A/ and revolutionary Marxism which characterized early bolshevik philosophy \‘3! ! new concepts are stilChistorical '?ﬁparisﬁhﬁmw of physical
V" reappears with victorious bolshevism as a combination of neo-capitalist x‘;} reality associated with previsugand differentriodesof pro iiction and previous
5-7__.7}.practioe and socialist ideolegy.t : "\‘)}; -and different social relationships.

1) Science in the modern sense developedfsi sly with modern indus -
Science and Society. “In social production,” Marx wrote, summing up ¢ , and capitalism. The rapidity of scientific development parallels ﬂ@@‘
his materialism, “men enter into definite relations that are indispensable and .\'  revolutionizing of the production process by way of competitive capitil accu-
independent of their will; these relations of production correspond to adefl i - mulation. There is an obvious connection between science, its technological

stage of development of their_material pawers of production. The application and the prevailing social ¢

elationships. Although modern science
of these relations of production constitutes the economic structureke is not only quantitatively but also qualitatively different from the rudimentary

the real foundation, on which rise legal and political superstructures and to ; ience of the past, it is a continuation of it nonetheless. Likewise, the science
which correspond definite forms of social consciousness. The mode of produc- Py and technology of the hypothetical socialist future—no matter how altered — .
tion in material life determines the general character of the social, political and ‘ an only be based on all previous scientific and social development. There is™ 5

rocesses of life. It is not the consciousness of men that determines ' no “bourgeois science” to be replaced by “proletarian _science.” What a
but, on_the contrary, their social ekistencs determines their Marxist critique of science is_directed against is the’ dm@s_ﬂ@f@deo-
LR L A %gﬁ\{@@\&y\. logical interpretation and {cl rmined practic',zll utilization of science
concern himself with the dialeetic any o\ther absoute law wherever and whenever it violates the needs and well-being of humanity. ¢ I\Cr'
& for him "nature fixed in isolation from mien—is nothing for Although science strives toward some hypothetical ideal objectivity, the )
£n."% He dealt with socicty as an “aggregate of the relations in which the application of science is guided by other considerations. Like the utilization >
producers live with regard to nature and to themselves,”1? ugh nature of other productive and human resources, it is subordinated to the require- -
exists independently of men, it exists actually for men dnlw\f’ap it can ments of class relations which turn the social production process into capital
be sensed and comprehended. The laboring process in 15 various forms, formation. The utilization of science for prevailing profit and power principh <
ifig scientific Iabor }is the interaction and metabolism between men and J mas* not affect internal scientific objectiviz ,‘%1;_:} affects the flirectiod of L
nature; it dominatcs, exgloits, and al nature, including the nature of man scientific development. Because there is n& "'to science and Decause 1ts \ /
and society. “Laws of nature” relate @m *ultimate reality” but are descrip- fields of exploration are unlimited, scicnce can H@u concentrate upon one /

tions of the behavior and regularities ol nature as perceived by men. Percep- or another. The emphasis upon Lip_ggi_ﬁ_c_,,ﬁ_dd_ a_particular_direction

p

tions change with the change of knowledge and with social development which epends UpoR the-needs, Struttire, and superstructure ?f a.particular socie ') "L
affects the state of knowlcdge of physical reality relate then not only here was, ig the sixtcenth and 4ss\:e_t_}tc_:eh_n£1"l_'(§;r_ggﬁﬁ5,_an obyious connectign.’/>
etween the lt:\mr:t-:ntrmion on astrono : world :ra§e.-f %
’\\‘y‘P i pnnection
¥ —

i g berween the present emphasis on atzt.ni&

a more extensive critician of Lenin's scientific hilosophical ideas is to be found in physics and the current imperialist_milita WT"
hS2 irm and Philosophy, by:Kld.Kg_l_,sch..J-lipﬂ'g@ and Lenin as Philosopher, by Anton s “nan is the measure of all things and science should be
* Pannckock, m:u York, \ :th of the social forces of
to add to the principle

And just as it rejects
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capital a:cumulation, so it rejects “science for the sake of science.”

his m ttitude towards science, supposedly based on an innate human
need to search for ultimate reality, is actually only another expression of the
lack of sociality in- class society an ficrce competition among scientists

themselves. The irresponsible;Sirrati and self-defeating disregard for =

humanity on the part of many scientists today, who defend their work in the
name of science ey i e er but 1V oses, is
poseible only in a society that is able to subordinate science to the specific
needs of a ruling class. The humanization of scicnce presupposes, however,
the humanization of society. Science and _its development is thus a\ social

problem. .‘:m:'-

Materialism and Determinism. Marxism, not being a theory of physical
materialism and nct bound to Newtonian determinism, is not affected by the
new physics and microphysics. To be syre, Marx had no way of rejecting and
no desire to reject the physics of the njneteenth century. What distinguished
his histotical materialism from middlg-class materialism was his rejection of
the lattér’s direct confrontafion of individual man and external reality and its
inability to see society and social laljor as an indivisible aspect of the whole
of reality. What urited Marxism with middle-class materialisz, was the con-
viction that there is an external wgrld independent of men and that science
contributes to the ‘gpowledge of this objective reality.

While Marxists decept the{ positivis ¢
the notion that sensations are"¥e sole source of experience—a notion which
led some people into the self-contradictory sterility of solipsism and others to
idealism and the :ndirect justification of religious beliefs. Although sense
perceptions are individuals’ perceptions, men extended th.e range and am-
plified the powers of their senses in quality as well as quantity. Morf:over t}!e
“’knowledge of an orderly externzl world on which we can act rauonall.y is
‘derived almost entirely from society. The scraps disclosed in sense perceptions
by themselves would make no pattern but fit into the pattern whose outlines
socicty has taught us. Indeed what we perceive with our sense organs is
conditioned very lurgely by our education—by what our elders and fellows

: .‘m profAnattes\ now-implies something different from what it did a
: e in, atid middle- iali .

- g 1 perience, matter is
how regarded as something '@&:ﬂ:@\»beause “matter as given .by
olir senses appears as a sccondary phitnomenon, created by the in.teracno
of our sense orpans With protesses whose nature can be d.lscovcrc
only “indirectly, ‘through \theorctical interpretations of expenmcnta,l'lj;
observed relationships; in' other words, throu mental effort.”™

emphasis on experience, they &g

R
R
T [\ { S

tter was once conceived as consiséig of indivisi
ost its validity by newly discovered properties of matte
It was found tha¢®material particles are capal '

'f?i_lgi. ysical
d5 were devised

the efiects. of atoms and of the elemental particles of which
they are composed. Thebe :

(J
'5

glémental particles may be considgred the ultimate
nits of matter—""precisely those units into which matter decompos:
e impact of external forces. This state of affairs can b

- deny the ob'_'_h—'_‘lecﬁch(is'feﬁéa of physical reality,
its manifestation in things considéred fo constitute matter. Whatever

—

5 )

tnce may revegl as properties of nature, an‘t_i whether or not matter is
Ay
rial world is the world of ynen, quité indepen
<the equivalence of rhass

... considered "reall or,""unreal,” as a “primary” pr as “‘secondary” phenomena,
1 nd without it no immatérialist would be there to deny

the fact:ﬂ%ﬁﬁgﬂx *philosophically speaking—that the old

matter is cient to account for physical reality.
— ——"

; _thass and- L. ex] nded the
ave-corpuscle duality=-at first discov for light—to all matterLike Jight,
material particles can be pictured ither>corpuscl waves, and both

pictures are neces\s;;ry to exngf heir properties. Accorting to_Max Planck’s
rd,_q antum theory radiation is MM, like matter, can be dealt with
‘\"fmly i individdl unj;s\'-'\Em%s‘l:)g and absorption of these units involves the
principle of -_:_AI'I-, .%’re_’_g,!:fpﬁcation of quantum mechanics to the prob-

i cture by Niels Bohr and Werner Heisenberg led to the

terminism, and to the concept of comple-.,

: ng to the latter the déscription of ficro-objects, such as
electrons, equire,s\ both wave and corpuscle models? Eﬁ]ﬂw
_anheg 'T/hc%gerta y principle relates
to the impossibility of aicertaining with’iccuracygtﬁf;the position and the
momentum of a particle simultaneously. = '
Because in theig totalitjythe elementary processes constitute physical reality,
the indeterminist, statistical, probabilistic character of quantum physics led
to a denial of causality. Not all scientists, however, are willing te recognize
usality as a fundamental aspect of nature. For Einstein, quantum theory in
all its implications seemed only a temporary makeshift—an expression of our
ignorance. Max Planck held that the quantum hypothesis will eventually find
’S? exact expression in certain.cquations which will be a more exact formulz of

WY * L. d. Broglie, Physics an{r:;l_f‘i:}hysiu, New Yar 63.

\W. Heisenberg, From Plaf, Max Planck. Atlantic Monthly, Bosto
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the law of causality. And Heisenberg spegulajes whcthéﬁ@s qnly a
consequence of the separation of observe wbserved and is not applicable

to the universe as a whele, ]
However this may be, the problem can only be resalved, if at all, by further
. scientific work. While some scientists hold that behind the statistical laws of
quantum physics there are hidden, but discernable, parameters obeying the

laws of classical physics, others think that causality in fnacroscopic phenomena nest e, since they
is itzelf based on proljability laws(Whi r spme, causality once ruled __Nl_Jthmg is alliered in this situation
absolutely now@nﬂa absolutely for othcrssj‘%mi}g, which does not cldssical mechanics is also regarded a fal For causality and determinism
think in absoluted Fccepts the state of physics for what it is, convinced that d

o-motirefer to nature in its totalityibul to our interrelationship with nature
"\ ¢ like any other state previously it, too, is transitory and is not the final end of through which we discover rules and regularities that allow us to expect—and
+ % physical knowledge. S

thus to predict—natural events with a degree of probability close to certainty.

owledge of the external world™

BMARXISM AND THE NEW PHYSICS 361

concede their appointed places to dynamical as well as to statistical laws in
the whole system of physical theories.”® Space, time, causality, derived from
experience, remain dependable guides to most human activities, qujte in-
dependently of the over-riding or under-lying relativistic and atomistic theories
of seality. It is quite certain that classical mechanics will “remain the in- g}
strument best fitted to solve certain questions, questions which for us are of‘t [
the highest importance, since they relzéz)to our scale of magnitude,*

a

l@deterministic interpretation of
cy

v

phenomena. The know edge gained about obj ur
. organs and scientific ins:ruments did not perceptibly affect external reality itself.
Bgﬁzﬁmttysics, however, the interaction between the observed and the obs:ervcr
observed ptenomenon. Sense impressions and instruments imply
tfahotons which forms an integral part of the behavior
bservation, 1his inescapable situation, deplored
by some as the definite erline to all undeiéiéihiii'rig“of—objective\r?’ality,
induced -others to state: i setween) ature; and
though events in the vorld of naturg.do not depend on our observatlons.of
them, nevertheless, “'in science we afe hot dealing with nature itself but with
the ﬁ?ﬁ&igf_nag;e—-that is, with ‘mature which has been thought through
and described by man.”"2
While this aspect of quantum physics is used, more often than not, as an
argument against philosophical materialism and 2s evidence in favor .of
idealism, in a way, ard differently expressed, it rather suits Marxism quite
well. What stands beiween’ men and nature also cé_:::'rle,q: men and nature.
Manxism, for which &nowledge of objective reality mplies the indn:nsxble
interrelationship between man, society and nature, does bother with an
“objective reality” apzrt from that recognizable by men. If there s}muld l_)e no
. way towards "absolut” objectivity, that degree of objectivity attainable 1sﬂt§_1e
I objective reality for men. The recognition that nature and the nature revea:led
through science may fiot be the same merely compels us to the largest po.ss'.lb_le
degree of objectivity, (uite apart from the question as to whether or not it will
Jead to an understanding of “ultimate reality.” ]
Microphysics is ons of many h endeavors and _thou.gh it led to new
concepts of physical r:ality, it did{not alter the human situation in the macro-
scopic world. The duality “betw tistical and dynamic laws is ultimately
associated with théd n macrocasm and._microcosm; and this we
must regard as a fac: substantiated by experimeént. Whether satisfactory or
‘not, facts cannot be created by theorics, and there is no altcrnative but to

W

tonian mechanics worked well on mwﬂd human scale of <!'thhough the early ideal of absolutely certain

ity through our sense -

\yanished in the very quest for scientific-objectivity, “natural laws” which
allow for predictability retain their Cabsolute™ validity on the]fuman scale of
experience. And while the understanding of atomic proca;scg_iflﬂiés prob-
amemﬁaﬁfm_mjﬁmme
activiti if; based on"cause-and-effect selationships{ Likewise, “the notions, -
of ‘tlassical- physics provi

quantum physics, since we can carry out experiments in the atomic field Qﬁly:';

with the aid of concepts from classical physics.”

i
Becausd i

eterminism rules in quantum physics;-and-determination is out
of the question “even in the simplest classical science, that of mechanics,” Max
Born £indsdt “'simply fantastic to apply the idea of determinism to historical
events,”% ‘Eowever] historical materialism, in so far as it claims predictive
powers, does not claim that these powers are derived from, or are analogous to,
natural processes but that they are based on "'social laws” of development
fortified by the evidence of history. To refect “sacial determinism™ it is
necessary to demonstrate its impossibility in society and history, not by analogy
with physical processes. By doing the latter, Born does exactly—only the other
way around-—what pseudo-Marxists were doing when they read “social laws”
of development into nature. If one analogy is bad, so is the other.

Society does not develop and function by chance but through human
responses to definite necessities. Man must eat in order to live, and il he must
work in order to cat, the work itself leads to a regulated behavior on his own
part and in connection with his obeying of, and his struggle against, natural
phenomena and their regularities. When men work in groups and societics,
new necessities and new regulations arise out of the social labor process. With
the increase of productivity there develops social class relations and social

y ¥ M. Planck, A Survey of Physical Theury, New York, 1960, p. 64.
A E. Borel, Spuce & Time, New York, 1960, p. 182

% See: M. Born, Voroussagbarkeit in der kiassischen Mechanik., Physikaliache Blatter, 1959,
Heft 8. - -

_ ™ 'W. Heisenberg, From Plata to Max Planck, p. 112,
W The Concept of Reality in Fhysies, p. 320.
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regﬁﬁﬁons biised on them. With the further growth of the productive powers’ o
of society the: determination of human behavior by external necessity _fh_m}n- :
ishes while the determination by social arrangements increases, Determination -

is largely a social product; it is the social development itself which lead_ss——-with
the recognition of the material and social requirements of production and
reproduction —to predictability. . )
" = Because of the socially-produced character of social determination, Marx is
heithe? a determinist @Or 3n indeterminist in the usual sense of these terms.
Td his opinion history s the product of human action, even while men are
the products of history. Historical conditions determine the way man makes
subsequent liistory, but these historical conditions are themselves the result
of human aciions . . . The basic point of departure is never history, but man,
his situation, and his responses.” . )

In known history stages of human and social existence are recognizable
through changing tools, forms of production, and social relations.hips that alter
the productivity of labor. Where social production stagnates, society stagnates;
where the productivity of labor develops slowly, social change is also tardy.
But all previous development is the result of progress made in the sphere of
production and it is only reasonable to expect that the future will also depend
on it.

This indicates little with regard to the actual transformation from capitalism
to socialism anticipated by Marx. It merely predicts that socialism is the next
step in the development of the social forces of production, which includes
science and sorial consciousness. Every class structure, according to Marx,
both. fosters gnd retards the general development of social production. I_t

“fosters it in contrast to previously-existing social relations of producl;mfli\;.lt
gptards it by attempting to make existing social relations permanent. Definite
social ¢ 3rv:['a_mn'lg are bound to mnitgeqievels“&f the expanding social forces
of production—all the actual over-lapping of old and new forms of .social
relations and modes of production notwithstanding. In our time, it is the
capital-labo: relationship, the basis of all social antagonisms, which. fetters
further social development. But such development requires the abolition of
social antagonisms. And since only those able to base their expectations:. ona
class-less scciety are likely to strive towards its realization, Marx saw in the
working class and its needs a force of human emancipation. )

Although Marx was convinced of capitalism’s inevitable end, he did not
commit himself as to the time of its departure. This depended on the actual
class struggle and was certain only on the assumption of a continuation of the
previous ccurse of social development. Future events can only be b.ascd on
present knowledge and predictions are possible only on the assumption that
the known pattern of past development will also hold for the futu_re. It may
not; yet, all knowledge justifies some expectations and allows for actions which

- themselves will decide whether the expectations were justified or not. When,

 Miiyer, Marziom: The Unilty of Theory and Practice, Cambridge, 1954, p. 10,

Vgience@
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MARXISM AND THE NEW PHYSICS 363

Marx spoke of the end of capitalism, he also thought of the elements of a new
society already present and unfolding in the "womb of the old.” Capitalism
had no future because its transformation was already an observable pheno-
menon. As it developed, it enlarged all its contradictions so that its expansion

was at the same time its decay when regarded from a revolutionary instead of
from a conservative point of view.

The Ideological War, While there is no connection between Marxism and
physical determinism or indeterminism, there is also no real connection be-
tween the cold war and the different concepts of physical reality in the East and
the West. Indeed, what possible connection could there be between the indeter-
minacy of nuclear physics and all the social problems that beset the world and
give rise to its political movements ? These social struggles were disturbing the
world before the rise of the new physics and they cannot be abated by either

philosophy. Political relations between East and West will not
improve simply because physicists abstain from ideologizal interpretations of
their work. This work, and its practical 2pplication, is the same in the East
and the West. Where there is disagreement, it does not matter, i.e., in specula-
tions as to what the physical knowledge of the future may reveal. Some
Eastern scientists do not bother to embroider their work with philosophical
interpretations; others try to fit it into the scheme of dialectical materialism
50 as not to violate the state-prescribed ideology in which they may also
actually believe, just as Western scientists accept almost generally the ruling
ideologies of their own society.

At any rate, reality is always stronger than ideology, 2s is demonstrated by
the recurrent need to incorporate the new findings of science and the advance-
ments of technology into the prevailing ideologies. There was a time when
Russian dialectical materialists denounced Einstein’s relativity theory as
bourgeois obscurantism, only, and rather quickly, to come to celebrate it as
still another manifestation of dialectical materialism. Space-time, wave-
mechanics, the structure of matter, in short, the whole of modern physics has
been turned into so many revelations of the dialecti -of nature and of its
material substance. The principle offﬁ’ﬂ;ﬁ:ﬂc;‘? i.e., the abandone-
ment of a conceptually unitafyﬁéﬁré’-ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfen%;nena. has been inter-
preted as yet another example of dialectical development by way of contra-
diction and reconciliation, that is, as a struggle between thesis and anti-thesis,
bringing forth the synthesis.

As yet, however, the “synthesis” is only philosophicallum@pated by
dialectical materialists to satisfy the Leninist criterion of@smoilyobjective
truth. Some Eastern physicists (not all) simply claim that the phenomena
observed in microphysics with regard to both wave and particle are complezely
objective, whereas for some Western scientists (not all} they are in part
subjective, because of the disturbing and altering interplay between obscrver
and ‘observed, and because wave has the character of a probability wave and
is not regarded as an abjective entity. Of course, the Russian physicists admit
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7 Ideologies are weapons, but in the age of the atom bomb they are no longerz'z
(\{ in the “rationality” and the "naiiffalness™ of their socio-economic relations,
* just as little do the Eastern "Marxists” put their trust in the dialectical course

sgnizable but they

"

7 of micro-objects is only partly recognizable but they.
ciple, it will be possible’toestablish their full objectivity
fing wiys and means to discount the inflience of the observer and his
‘instruments ‘upon the observed micro-objects: The application of atomic
energy appears to tliem as proof of the objective character of atomic pheno-
*  For Western physicists, all that matters presently is quantum theory in its
present state and the problems to which it gives rise. This, of course, is also
true for jan scientists. And it can at once be admitted that their search
for lute dbjectivity, whether realizable or not, scems a better working-
hypothesis than the subjectivistic resignation to an assumed absolute limit to
the understanding cf objective reality on the part of some Western physicists.
However, atomic encrgy has been applied on both sides of the “barricades™;
the pragmatic truth of atomic theory has been revealed quite aside from
dialectical materialism and bourgeois idealism.

_Because Lenin insisted on the objectivity and universal validity of causality
and because Leninism is the ruling ideology, it cannot very well be denied by
Russian physicists. There is also no real need to do so, for according to
dialectical materialism causality does not exclude but implies chance. The
i in quantum ics, though recognized; isexplained as due to
experimental techniques and not to 2 fundamental law of nature. The dif-
ferences between the Eastern and Western physicists may then be summed up

as wmk butto.additional expectations on the
past'of Eastern physicists that their work will comie to verily the assumptions
of dialectical materialism.

These assumptions, however, relate not to the victory of socialism over
capitalism, but merely to the reestablishment of causality for the whole of
nature and to the 1eacceptance of the concept of matter, in its present sense,
as the sole basis of all existing phenomena including the human mind. Of
course, in a certain sense, such expectations may be regarded as an expression
of a general optimism associated with the rise, success and expected triumph
of bolshevism and its ideological concomitant, Leninism. 5till, it is difficult to
sce how dialectical materialism in physics could determine the political
decisions of peopl: one way or another or could be regarded an instrument
of class struggle.

decisive or even very im

en ve weapons, As little as the Western nations trust

of history—not to speak of that in nature—as the means to final victory. Both

- ﬁdgf_rdy. first of all, on their material might. It can only be to the good, of

' course,” when material might finds idcological support, for which reason
ccessful’ ideologists il Both camps find themselves in:comfortable income
: fessional ratinig of the meaning and power of ideologies

ON TEACHING MARXIST EPISTEMOLOGY?*
BARROWS DUNHAM**

Mzterialism is the view that existence does not necessarily involve perceiving or being
pemei.\red. knowing or being known. Dialectics is the view that the universe is a system
of entities in process of change, the dynamic arising from the impact of ths parts on one
another. The epistemology of Dialectical Muterialism (Marxism) is thervfore the view
that truth (i.e. the correspondence of a sentence with fact) can be determined by the
following rule: “Examine any alleged state of affuirs as related to end distinguithed

from & tota] environment, and you will know whether or not the sentenc: alleging that
state of affairs is true.” '

No special pedagogy is required for Marxist epistemology: the only rule is the usual
rule of honeaty and eandor which bids us teach every subject as that subject actually is.

The theory of knowledge aims at producing a rule, and thereupon a methed,
by which we can distinguish true sentences from false ones. The theory arises
because we are aware of mistakes, and is important because mistakes may be
disasters. Marxist epistemology has the further interest that Marxism now
defines the daily mode of life of about one billion people upen earth.

I judge that in this paper I am to answer two questions: what would one be
teaching if one taught the Marxist theory of knowledge, and how would one
proceed if one were to teach that theory truly ? Since we are all philosophers
and therefore sensitive to language, it will be well to abzerve a certain ambiguity
in the verb "teach.” There is a sense of it which suggests no more than
acquainting other people with information and with techniques: this is the
sense in which you would teach Physics. There is another sense, however,
whi::lh suggests advocacy—as when you say that your mother taught you to be
good,

Al advocacy relates to choice and has its impact directly upon human
decision. The acquainting of people with information and techniques, though
possibly related to choice, leaves the chooser rather more free to ponder the
truth of the information and the validity of the techniques. It is a calm tenor
of conduct, admirable in itself and much to the taste of philosophers. It may,
however, effect a separation of theory from practice; and, in any event, it is
not strikingly present among people who are transforming an old-society into
a new. "Philosophers,” said Marx in the most famous of his Theses on
Feuerbach, “philosophers have inferpreted the world in various ways; the
point, however, is to change it.”!

This sentence, which declares the union of theory with practice, of know-
ledge with achievement, of science with ethics, is the pulse of all Marxism.
Knowledge is not knowledge only: it is also an object of conczm. We need to

* Received, August, 1961,

*s A paper delivered before the Western Conference on the Teaching of Philosophy, St. Louis,
Missouri, May 4, 1961.

1 Thesis No. 11. [talics Marx's.
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RORSCH IN SPAINM

by

Paul Piccone

+

Rarl Korsch o el Nacimento de una Nueva Epoca. IEditorial Anagrama:

Barcelon7//1;75;> 144 pages.

That a scholarly anthology dealing with the work of Karl

- Rorsch could he published in Spain under present conditions of

dictatorship is a politically significant evept foreshadowing futureg_'

explosivo developments in the Iberian pennisula. 1In fact, it

should be immediately pointed out that there is no chance whatsoevf

foroa work of this type to come out in Russia nd even in the
g_nngiiah-soeaking vorld nothing comparahle is availableg:sgotwithé‘
;ﬁg"iding‘a certain revival of interest in Hegelian Marxism in the
jwake of the politicization resulting from Vietnam and the rise
of the New Left in the 1960s. It indicates the existence in Spain
'o fan ongoing process of theoretical preparation for the time
when Franco paases awvay, taking with him the remnants of an era
‘1252;15299\3293 in the rest of Eurone. This may prevent the kind
qg;oagoo.brought about in a totally unprepared Portugal by the -
X ;ui.l-i._t:nry coup. ‘
xﬂhila there is no doubt that Spain and Portugal are on ghéj

1what the oha:actar of this new epoch will be. As poatulatod by




out to be historically tranaitional phenomena. For most of the

Wesat after World Var II, the transition culminated with the
internalization and institutionalization of repressive mechanisms

in advancod capitalism, and in the East, into a much cruder and

less efficient bureauc;atic coliectivism. Yet, the real question

in the Iberian pennisula today is whether to become economically and -
politically integrated with the rest of Westexrn Furope, Gg’develop

a new type of social organization along the lines roughly prefigured

by council communists in the 1930s /6T the Socialisme ou Barbarie

‘group in the 1940s and 1950s. 'thwithstanding the Portuguese
_‘”miliﬁdry's flirtation with the Communist Party, today there is very .
*ﬂiiéfiajéhahée in Spain and Portugal for the _development of an

  ”Eastern European variety of éEgégfffififhfffégzzifgéw The

V;Portuguese COmmunist Party's frightening ideclogical hackwardness 2

.even'vis-a-vis-other Western European Communist Parties, and the
tal bankruptcy of the Russian statist model--periodically 1mpresaed
nﬁworld connﬂiousness through the smashing of revolutionary
;devalopments such as in 1956 Hungary and 1968 Czechoslovakia--makes
thiaumodel altogether unsEfj?ble as a real alternative to the
_Asolescent fascist state. 3

It is preci ely this state of affairs that makes this book
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collectivist model. His Anti-Kautsky and the (1230 Introductiow to /
4

Marxism and Philosophy remain two of the most systematie and thofotigh-
going critigues of Kautsky (social democracy) and Lenin (Bolsﬁeﬁis&).
What was original in Rorsch's critiques, which distinguished them
from all others and remains the kernel of his theoretical heritage,
was that he did so with the very same arguments and by showing

both of them as representing opposite sides of a fundamentally

gimilar bourgeois consciousness. By presenting the materialist
conception of history as an objective science above class interests
‘and divisions, Kautsky had not only distorted the revolutionary

meaning of the dialectic and de-politicized Marxism, but also

hanvratisal rhain "of the nrolae

— L gshain S

+o the ideas and objectives of the bourgeois class. 4 For Korsch
_—-”-_'—*-——-N____

§ v1:.11715;03%1:&om:l.ng ideo 1ogxw only to the exteny that it ates
J -

activity and political struggles. Once it is severed from
uggles.

._Egggig, and it is presented as an objective and contemplative
#eflection of being, it automatically turns precisely into the kind

~ of ideological mystification that its neutrality and objectivity -
éanght to avoid. The same thing happens with the Lenin presehted‘by e
Stalin and his fol{owers who "universally transferf;gg_gig;ggg;g_,

Nt i o o e

" into Object,\Nature ‘and Historg_gnd who present knowledge merely

-

-

as a passive mirror and reflection of this objective Being in the
.'subjactive COnsciouaness. In so aoing they destroy both the diﬁlgg-@‘u

* tical interralation of being and consciousness and, as a necessary ;

consequence, the dialectical interrelation of theory and gggggggg.

This results in the "complete abandonment of Harx's dialectical




materialism and a retreat to a totally abstract opposition of pure
theory, which discovers truths, to pure practice, which applies
thes 1aboriously discovered truths to reality.‘gb

of commodity fetilshism, as the "gpecific p%fslengf our age, thed&ﬁy”a*

however, he did not '

age of modern capitalism. Unlike Lukacs,
pose the problem in terms of a tendential subject~object identity

which, within the universalized fragmentation of bourgeois socilety,

'could'be realized only by a party whose primacy and substitutional

'_AjrSpaEEcter was a necessary consequence of the whole-part dialectic.
By regarding as theory that knowledge which concretely mediates

activi , rather than as an attribute of a.ﬁ(rg;ea all-encompaeszng

collective consciousness imparting the etatus of historical validity

- F°j511 of those previous consciously undertaken steps toward the
£inal reconciliation (as in Lukacs), Korsch sought to place
Marxism on a rigorou sub ective basis by tying it to the class

struggle that it wa while at the same time expose a11‘ _

ob ectivistic \versions as theoretical capitulations to bourgeois

;,consciousness. In this respect,jEduardo Subiratof the editor of the

/ anthology, is on the right track i troducing this re~examination

of the Korschian project as "the poetry of the revolution of the
" future which : other time and space than the
Aimcubjective, and no imperati thgqgggggig,pnaﬂinnJQQ_mec*fﬁ
“ggﬁgggggg‘ffe master of historx\_jp/'S) In an'hletcriceimjﬁﬂcfﬁr
full of possihilities guch as the present Spanish context, it is ' L
erucial to demystify "the cursed history of the labor movement f{pm ;
Kronstadt to the 1937 Revolution.” To the extent that "Rorsch's
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work appears negatively as the liquidation of the previous false
consciousness of the European lahor movement," the eritical raception
of his work will constitute an unavoidable starting point for
“the reflection on the historical alternatives on radical emanci-
~pation" (p. 12).
With the exception of ap article by 6;;;; and two texts by

ﬁ:
Korasch himself, all of the rest of the contributions to the anthology

come from two issues of Politikon® and rate among the best on the

subject. Particularly relevant are the essays by Mattick} Negt, and - o
Rusconi. Given the fact that Mattick was one of Korsch's cloBest e
T — /

cpllabo#ators during the years in exile, it is understandable why'
ifﬁéfié;fhe'éﬁﬁﬁbfibf'the opening essay, which tries to prbviéé 5ﬁ'm“4“
7 ;overé11 account of Korsch's work. After retracing the path of
.ﬂVKorsch's break with "orthodox" Marxism and witﬁ Leninism, Mattick

-locates the tragedy of a thinker and militant who stxrongly believed

" that revolutionary "Marxism can exist only if united with .the 'xevo-

'fjiutionafy m@VENEnt of the working people” (p. 15), while forced

40 pperaté for thef:gst‘of his life outside of such a movement.

" . Mattick can write with first-hand knowledge on this theme,‘7 _§ 
' since Ko:#ch's predicament is Yot, a rather different )
' ,Qfartingipoint and a subsequent different conception of Mhrxiam‘:.:“‘
pte?ehts Matéick from fully understanding the logic of the develdéé
ment 'of Korsch's thought--which both explains why one remained a.

JETMarxilt andAthé other one did not, and why Mattick does not'discﬁss"

'gfthe latar Korsch. fn terms of the very logic of the Korschian

discourae, council communism as Korsch formulated it, necassarily

Vd.‘it“-'-orated to the level of an ideology gfter the :eak 7




the Communist Party, and only the hope of eventually reconciling

the theory of Linkscommunismus with the practice of the working

class made the theoretical efforts of the council communists at all
legitimate in Korsch's own vision. The persistence in analyzing
thg Stalinist phenomenon as a variant of state~capitalism and
equivalent to fascisggjgrevented the grounding of Marxism in the
Comintern-instrumentalized "world labor movement" and necessitated

' {f E@ a@ new theoretical grounding of Marxism. ‘its abandonment.
' ;Of course;, Rorsch and the council communists regarded the Bolshevik

phenomenon as transitory as social democracy, and to be swept
..==4ﬂﬂ by the working slags afior the newly developed state-capitﬁlism.;:‘
f.wuuld confront labor as a unit l Eriggering class consciousnesé:l.-
wband'the £inal confrontation. nly after WWII did Korsch gradually

come to relegate Marxism as the thought form of a bygone age when
-‘“the transition® began to appear much more permanent than: expected..

What is slgnificant, however, and has been missed by most critics,_f

is that Korach rejected Marxism by remaining firm on the t

£undnmenta1 tenet of his whole outlook, i.e., the analysis of

-

s

 knaw1ed'a as_concrete mediation. /His very analysis of the develop- .-

4ments ‘of Marx 8 own theory postulated a unity of forms of being
and £o:ms of thought which remained his theoretical trademark. As
he. put it in the very last page of his Karl Marx, reiterating a

major thesis of Harxiam ‘afd Philosoghz: \“A genatic preaentation
_ would lhOW'with what precision and at the same time with what.
woight every new phase of the real history of soclety, everynnuw

h. axperienca of the proletarian struqgle, is reflected in each new
tuxn of tha theoratical development of Marx's doctrine... 7o be




%
§kj%instrumental to the historical movement of our time is the great
£§\\\ purpose of Marx. In other words, genuine theory is such only
in its instrumentality to the class struggle. It is precisely this

argument which in the Zurich these ) led Xorsch to altogether

reject Marxism: "it is now altogether meaningless to ask to what

an extent the doctrine of Marx and Engels is in the present epoch
theoretically relevant and practically applicable... The first
step to be taken, in order to put together a revolutipnary thGDrYéL,Cﬁqwﬁﬁﬂ'e
:and practica, consists in breaking with Marxism." 2 / ﬁiﬁr i
. Whereas Korsch remained faithful to the logic of his theo-
;erticel perspective, Mattick, who had never shared its fundamental

.a sumptions and 65?”5335?‘5655’55’525;—ian Marxist,)did not find it

. at all dlfficult to remain unmoved with an analysis whose foundation

ahae long since been washed away by the erosion of new historical
‘events. It may very well be true that, as he put it, "all of the
.3‘i'capitaliet contradictions remain intact and require an alternative .

vf completely different from the one offefea by capitalism" (p. 43).

- e~Rip van Wihkl roletariat to be awakened into action by the

eventual reeseextion of the unsolvable capitalist crisis in the

) weke of the exhaustion of the Keynesian solutiont (“If revolutlenary

ﬂﬂhﬂn‘lh“ﬂnaﬂﬂ ﬂa?nn—,a o m-h.-u-n-}-' Shaws maw ha it Anuhk hadk

feuffering awaiting the world's population will go beyond enything:
thne fer experienced and that it will eventually engulf even the ?
privileged minority of workers in the industrially advanced o

.- countriee who still think of themselves as immune from the conse-

e e ss'ad
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queances of their own activities. -@ Thus, from the @ first

introductory essay to Council Correspondence in 1934 4 to his

Marx and Keynes, Mattick remains immersed in the classical Marxist

perspective of the Communist Manifesto vhere feﬂr?niseration and class

polarization function as the fundamental determinants of the
proletarian revolution: "The ruling class is the decision-making
class; the other class, regardless of its inner differentiations,
is at the mexcy of these decisions, which are made with a view to
the special needs of capital and determine the general conditions
- of society./@ 0f course, Hattick is well aware of the major
_Jsocial develogments resulting from the shift from competitive,

.entrepreneurial capitalism to the monopoly stage, -but he does not

think that they make much of a difference and, far from stabilizing

. ‘the old contira‘dictions, they intensify them: accordingly, today

"the capitalist world is far more unstable, disor ed, and

- disintegrated than it was, say, fifty years ago. he current mix

of free and controlled market relations, instead of making for
greater order, exclude both the autoratic and 'cont@u Ente ff
; g'ration-of both ' the national and the world economy. "™

no alienation, no culture, no administration of everyday life in
————— e et

_ this account: the economic dimension is the only one that matters,

| Korsch had also shared this perspective whereby "Ma

- ME terialist social sciernice is not sociology, but econom:.cs,x..g .
":fj.'and with Mattick had accepted a variant of the old theory of the
_ "cap:l.talist collapse. As Rusconi has pointed out, from the very
ﬁbeginning of the council period, "the sclentific necessity of




-9 -

.

economy and a socilalist policy.“éég)Thus, the "Pratiker Sozialismus”

that he put forth in an article by the same titl 19 was conceived
ap a concrete alternative both to gocialism as a pure science
which saw capitalism as naturally giving way to socialism {(contra-
posed in Second International thinkers such as the Austro-Marxists
-=particularly Hilferding-~to Marxism as an ethical ideal(gE;Lnd
that reformism which sought to carxy out a socialist policy within
a market economy. Unlike earlier versions of the theory of the
crash such as Luxemburg's which saw i+ as a result of the exhaustion
‘of areas in which capitaiism could expand, or Bernstein's whioh
natural development of capitalism,

_QKofsoh saw it as a result of the impossibility of instituting a

:_social poliqz within a capitalist economyfié%ﬂihus, rather than
”?stressing objective factors such as economic laws, Korsch focused
on the will and conscious human activity as bringing about thst.
‘socialization which capitalism could not otherwise institute on
_'ahlong-term basis. Fascism, Stalinism, or state capitalism in . ;
iosneral, were seen ag transitory capitalist solutions which could,l
Lat best, only postpone the sccialist outcome. Unlike nattick,
ihowever, Korsch posed this whole problematic(:;;:},an Hegelian
‘framework which eventually fqﬁagd him to abandon Marxism altogethsr
' __As early as Korsch had posed the problem of :re\rol.t:rt:.:l.t:an'i
not is sconomic cxms but, along with other council” theoretician‘
such as Grapmsel terms of a culturally and spiritually “nsw
éf!/Within such a pprspectiVe, what justifies and st
sho sams ‘time necessitates revolution is not Just. misery or 'igiﬂ'

fsxploitation, or even insurmountable economic contradictions,,but




/’\

the fact that Geist manifests itself as teleological human activity

(praxis) and capitalism both requires the fulfillment of this

spirituality because of its needs for functioning subjectivity

to guarantee accumulation, while unable to accept the society of
subjects that it prefigures because of itg class character and
the principle of domination whose retention is the prima::;goaa of

the bourgeois gtate. Although, as has been pointed ou rech's

whole problematic of socialization during the council period up

he writing of Marxism and Philosophy, was posed within a

@ framework, it does no'l; take much imagination to see how
_ it could readily 1é#; in an Hegelian Marxist direction. And such
lfﬁa development explains hlS posing of the question of epistemology
Q;in the way that he aid.
/Within Hegelxan Marxisnyfknowledge tends toward collectlve_“‘
‘:self-consoiouSness in the classless society in the form of a subject

’ -:object identity where all concrete social individuals who are

'ff'such precisely because they are all subjects who produce and,
oonsequently, share common interests, collectively determine the

‘,dynamics of a social whole in which, for the first tlme, freedom

can be ‘automatically translated into necessity. In a class sooiety*'
: however,_knowledge becomes specified as class-consciousness and |

jcomes to express partioular class interests in universal disguises.

The historioal validity of the prolLetarian perspecti v
'o'a result of its objective goal of genuine universality
| abolition of olasses altogethex and, consequently, the

of_aﬁsoolety of subjects. Within specific contexts of

' thls problematic takes on the guises of how the transition 1?;56
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be carried out (organization) and of what mediations (consciousness)
1
to develop in a situation of rapidly declining bhourgeois domination.

Strangely enough, however, as Ceppa has pointed out, in Korsch--either

during the council period or in American exile~--there is no theory

of 1deology or of organization, vhich is-a result of his particular

understanding of the dialectidfjra;ereas other council communists-

turnea—Hegelian-Marxists such as Lukacs and Gramsci developed highly

sophisticated theoxies of alienation and of ideology, Rorsch arti-

culated neither one., His short—circuiting of the dialectic between

appearance and reality led him to analyze ideologies as immeoiate
— e — -
expreasions of given socio-historical situations and to collapse

the problem of organization into the always already given class

E

B

struggle automatically generated by the capitalist organization

'realllevel of the logical-cognitive moment and the em Eirical 1evegu

of genetic dete:minations--i e., the lack of a distinction bet;een .

,of historical 'constitution' into the positivist problematio of

'empirical' specification, with the result of reaching--through

f Rurt Lewin--a kind of paradoxical alliance between Hegel and

&

Although ‘£rom as early as (1924 Korsch unqualifiedly dafendéd




corresponding historical-positive method of the social sciences,”

AN Y M
of scientific research({® ~“"his own elaboration>did not succeed in.

by pointing out how thi@thod 48 "the; gpec:.fically bourgeois method
vorking out a radical alternative. His claim that "only an idealist
- dialectician could attempt to free the totality of the forms of
thought (determinations, categories)--which we partly apply -
consciously in praxis, in science and in philosophy, but which also
penetrate our spirit in an unconscious and instinctive way--from

the object of intuition, imagination and desire in which they are

] In the‘dialeotio between universal and particular,
the forme can only manifest itself through the latter without,
‘however, being thereby reduced to it. The defense of the autonomy
of theory, @ of the :.rreduclbility of the universal to the pa?
cular which became the leztmotif of Adorno's crusade against / QQﬁﬁ

identity theorny:>is the very prgﬁondition or the kind of h&ﬂd”

'torical specification of theory which Rorsch sought to carry ;22727

out. Historical specification is possible only within a

conqtituta a-historical framework which, however, does not

procigaly .. ...

;in order to oonoretel@oouy their praxis. This Gramscian

"?fyﬂabaolute historicism™ neither shuns practice, tﬁuS'becoming,“f
"VASQin Adorno, a monumental justification for its own political__-

;%';lmﬁotenoe,:’  nor does it collapse into an equally impotent




pragmatism as in Korsch, but attempts to locate obhjective historical

possibilit’ and thus intervene in the historical procesa.
Identity theory 1s the cancer that consumes Korsch's dialectic:
. the lack of any theoretical preventive medicine such as a critiecal
perspective on science, leads him to a strange and eventually emba-
rassing interpretation which resulted in the vholesale dumping of
the Marxist perspective. As early as 1920 he had put forth a very
pragmatic account of science. He wrote: "science anticipates the
social reality which is about to assert itself, and precisely through

this'intellectual anticipation of the future, it poses one of the

.tiqohditioﬁs for the creative oveiggﬁﬁng frgm the old to the new forms

-6f individual‘and aocial being.' Exactly the same argument appiiééffu
to thelmaterialist dialectic which he sees as "an immanént and real
,component of revolutionary proletarian praxas.(§§> Marxism and the
dialectic are not ground in praxis but, like science, in determinate
g;historical cond;tions. When the mediation fails to mediate, Korschr;f'
ﬁf has to give it up. His inability or unwillingness to to recOgnize
1‘,anygtheoretica1 autonomy to the dialectic has the dialectical_cqnse- :

‘thence-of éreVénting Korsch from actually determining historical o
-specificity, and his Marxism thexeby takes a metaphysical turn.
gy Notwithstanding the fact that Mattick remained an orthodpx
;'Marxzst and Korsch did not, both shared an interpretation of Marxistf
;utheory which, as OEEEf_EEEE,Put it in what is probably the b%Lt i
in,the antholog} being reviewed, ended up being "a monumental
'ptranscendental philosophy whose fundamantal categories do notiihan

) p‘_103) : The absence of a theory of science and of the problematic

-bf.constitution (vhich, in many respects, amounts to the same thing)
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eventually led Rorsch to present historical materialism as "an
empirical and scientific method with which t0 penetrate the
'eidola’' standing in the way of unbiased research, and to deter-
mine . 'with the precision of natural science' the real subject
matter hidden behind the interminable confusion of 'ideological!
discguieves.“?"-i Its claims, therefore, could be empirically
-verified as in_any other science. It is no wonder that Korsch

in his later years earned himself a reputation as a positivist,

ted all science and knowledge

q

. the old Lukacs who in an

: 11y unambiguous way We dubious Stalinist
‘ T e——

Korsch never resolved the problem of science
j'fther than, as already indicated, by postulating a unity of _
_theory-.rend ‘practice, and his work contains no critique of

-science.~

1848 -'to the 19205. According to such a periodization, Marxism
: reached”a high theoretical J.avel in the works of Marx and
: Engels..while :I.t wag the’ intellectual production of a very

ad. n“mhnv- nd. -l el

2_2--_ o

"'tionary wave vhich ended in 1850. After that. the separation‘=

swe].ling of the workers' movement resulted in a broadening of :

the base but with a lower theoraetical level--Garman socia:l
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‘democracy;39 Only in the third stége, through the political
maturation of the working class and the development of revo-
lutionary situations was it possible for Marxist theory to

become once again concrete mediation. TUhereas during the pre-1926

period Korsch streased the primacy of theory over political
practice (Leninism) which explains the degeneration of the Second

International in temms of lack of correct political theory, after

his break with the party, presumably through the influence of
the council communists with whom he worked closely, theoretical
'shortcomings came to be explained in terms of the immaturity
”7of objective conditions. As Ceppa has put it, after his break

%w1th ‘the party. ”the polemics agalnst Kautsky and against Lenin
ﬁére never genuine' polemics, but rather the rigorous demonstratxonn
of'the historical necessity of their idoological 11mitations.“40
3n45even when Korsch began to question some of HMarx's views, _
these shortcamlngs were explained as “unavomdable undex the circwm-.“

'stances out of which Marx's materialist social research arose. "41

'“Las Negtmpoints out, "in spite of his intention, elements of the -3
Etheory of reflection" reappeared in his analysis (p. 99). '

- -“veri£1cation,“ "laws," etc., became part of his vocabulary,

fwhile his outlook did not really undergo much of a change.




gocial context. Mattick, who had never been an Hegelian and,
therefore, did not have Korsch's theoretical committment to the
unity of social being and social thought, had no problem in
remaining a Marxist. The explanation of Korsch's political tragedy.
. however, is not to be socught, as has become customary.43 under

the unconscious influence of official party lnterpretatlons, in his
- "igolation from the workers' movement, “Put)in his inadequate

critique of objectivism which, as Negt has put it, led him to

insist on "the restoration of the practico-revolutionary content
of the authentic philosophy of MHarxism through the program of
applying historlcal ma;er;alxsm to 1t¢ own history" (p. 95).

the autonomy of theory takes. 225,2212::)

Thus. in Bplte of himself, Xorsch ends up uncritically carrying

Out a mechanical tran39051tion of theorctical mediations onto

the leval of metaphysics which, in restoring the original c:?tueu:aci:e::-'j

'cﬂ.Harxzst theory, also remained an expression of its orlginal
context, +thus trapp;ng Korsch within a perspective whlch, under
the new conditions of advanced capitalism. had very little
chance £ belng politically viable.

Following Krahl, who against Habermas' trivialization of .
praxls into 1nstrumental and symbolic interaction, vindicated the
phenomenologzcal problematlc of ccnstitution,44 Negt shows. how
Kcrach fell victim to objectawism by restricting himself within
the dimension of the "already constituted," thus losing the cri:ical
101). This is why economics becomes the only viable Marxiat
sociology and "his theory breaks up in two parts which in I(orsch'r




work co-existed with unequal importance.” Thus, "on the one

hand elements of contemplative materialism come to the fore in

relation to the particular empirical sciences, vhile on the other,
and in contraposition to it, Marxist theory is converted in the
theory of clases struggle" (4= 101).46 The reification of historical

materialism into a fonmal method de~historicizes its structure

and forces the content to be dealt with as preconstituted and

ag already given. This is why Korsch “obstructs the road that

could have led him to a lively development of Marxist theory" (p. 103), .

“‘and, notwithstanding the fact that he has been classified as a
"ﬁfanatic of historical Specification,” Negt concludes that in
Korsch there is not even one "specific and material analysis :
fca;ried out under the sign of his theoretical vindication” (p. . 104)..
-;-TThese theoretical shortcomings translate into major political‘;_

 new.socio-econcmic developments and devise a political strategy

adéquate to them. Thus, the realization of the bourgeois character {

of'hoth social-democracy and Bolshevism, combined with +the attemptedﬁ
 ithemat1zation of the capitalist overcoming of its laissez-faire _
140: competitive phase45 led him and other council communists to

formulate the thesis of state capitalism and to eventually foreseezr
f"the imminent fasoistization of the worid.4’ But these changes‘ihﬁ

‘“socio-economio content do not find a correaponding change in the

‘tionary di:ection. Far from re-examining the basé-superstxuctﬁré

DR ) £ i b b
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expression in the collapse of base and superstructure and the sub-

sSequent thematization of the integrational function of the culture

48

industry”™” or of the internalization of capitalist mechanisms

within the very structures of personality,49 Korsch remains £irm

~within the reified version of a Marxism rooted in entrepreneurial
capitalism. As a result, his penetrating insights into social
'developments in the 19308 lead him to predict the political re-
composition of the working class and the coming of the final revo-

50

lutionary confrontations. Then subsequent developments falsified

_fsuch'a prediction, Korsch still refused to undertake a theoretical

reconstitution of Marxism and chose to abandon it altogether._

an’ expression ‘of soclo-historical conditions. After the 1930s and

asa;gned to it hy Hegelian Marxists. The politicization of.

proletariat as ita collective. subject. It is not axmatger qf

f.
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whether, but of how to retreat to the bourgeois individual. 1In
this respect, the fate of Korsch, Lukacs, Gramsci and the Frankfurt
School is indicative of the various options. With the exception
of Lukacs, who opted very early for the bureaucratic solution
rather than the return to the bourgeois individuwal, and Gramsci,
who did not live to confront the consequences of the failures of
his brand of Marxism, Korsch and Adorno provide typical cases.
Neither of the tﬁo succeeded in providing satisfactory solutions
to the main problem. KXKorsch's retreat went through American
éﬁﬁirioal science whose character completely baffled him,51
:while Adorno went back to the pre-WyI model--precisely the one that
EﬁfLukacs had managed to reject by moving first to Hegelianism and
x:then to Marxism in the immadiate pre-1920 period. None of thesei:
1ﬁorngtives are satisfactory.
.”f;f a retreat has to be made, howevor, then it may well be‘
> fi§37 larcuse derisively called the las+ hourgeois
at a time in which he still hung onto the w.ijef

in the ‘poasibility of a radical transformation before the coming

-ofréhé WwiI'holooaust. The return to the phenomenological proble-

.matic is the only salvation for Hegelian !Marxism, Within it the
’fcommunist ideal of a society of free subjects does not take on

| the character .of an unattainable Rantian ideal as in Adorno, but
toan be grounded, through absolute historicism, in a 1ong-range

npolitioal projeot. In a context within which wage-labor is

Bystematioally prevented from ever becoming praxis and thus making

impoasihle for. the "class in itself® to become the "class for fﬁj

;iitself, praxis itself becomes anarchist and, more than ever,




transcends these class lines which have long since ceased to
make much of a difference in terms of revolufionary consciousness.
.What rhis means in terms of the practical problem of societies
such as Spain in the process of undergoing a major transition,
is that the old third-internationalist Marxist rhetoric can
’only be an obstacle to political and social emancipation: meaningful
solutions will have to be sought elsevhere. As in the case of the
council phenomenon which is the real historical experience giving
rise to the Hegellan Marxism of the 1920s, the new theoretical
perspective will have to come from the new experiences of the

_transition period by.settling the account with the theoretical

L_of the past, _thus preventing "the tradition of ‘all the | u“ji;‘

dead generations" from we;ghing "like a nightmare on the brain

“of the living “53¥&\4 \ ’1EV1-”//

Precisely because of their therapeutic theoretical function.‘,'

,?books such as Karl Korsch o el Nacimento de una NMueva Epoca are

ea;welcome s;ght--especially given their place of publicatioen.

LOf course, the choice of the eaeays could have been better: o
'Buckmiller 8 polemic against Negt adds very little to the under-;é
standing of either Korsch or the present theoretical and revolu-‘fr. 1

- e g e

_tionary talks, while Rusconi's attempted compariaon of Korsch,




. H Lo .
e e e e e ————— e

Rivista Storica del Socialismo, Rusconi fails to investigate the

fAlX wealth of the left opposition--somethiﬂg that remains yet to

bhe donedEjS)Yet, the choice of Korsch's “Crisis of Marxism"

5
(1931), 3 and "The Young Marx as an Activist Philosopher” (1934)
shows excellent judgment, which the editor will hopefully exercise

again in other similarly useful anthologies.

HMOTES

- 1. Of course, one of the reasons why such an anthology could
be published in Spain but not in Russia may be the violent anti-
Bolshevik character of most of the essays~-and Korsch's work as
.Well, Yet, if one recalls that in Spain the most powerful radical

-force in theJ}SBOS was not Bolshevism but a variety of anarcho-

A

cmmunlgm v S vl norsch 5 vision, the PGDL&Gdt&Gﬁ of-the -
thology aﬁpears all the more politically explosive. . The publisher

~.may have printed it as a result of lingering pre-Franco political

- sympathies, while the censors may have approved it because of its
genernl anti-Bolshevik thrust. L

‘2. Even the republication of @the issues of Council
G |

COrrespondence, Living Marxism, an Essays by Greenwood .
“Publishing Co. (@ggggg;;;_gggg., 1971Y, has §92ained practically

unnoticed although there are many points of tact between the

e Marxism of - ‘Left and-Councii-Communisms Stanley

: o _Lenin, ™ in Dick
Howard and Karl Kiare, eds., The Hidden Dimension: European Marxism

since Lenin (New York, 1971).

Thus, if worse comes to worst, Spain and Portugal will

prac to disastrous civil war before accepting bureaucratic

collectivism. This time the Warsaw Pact troops will be too far
.away to readily "legitimate" any KadaE.or Husak type of regimea
in: Spain or Portugal.

4, Karl Korsch, Die materialiatische Geschichtsauffasung
r

‘und'andern Schriften, hrsg. Erich uarlach (Frank urt,

5. Karl Korsch, Marxism and Philosoph ' trans. Frad Halli'
don, 1970), p. 117, Cfi—ailso-Karl-R

2tian Orthodoxy: (Be stein-xau

rnational COuncil Correspond

W, at had been publisha Yo o
of . Pannekoek's Lenin als Philos h.




he cites them. Yat, his viewpoint closaly associating forms of
being and forms of thought'led' him to interpret, this return to
Hegel as an intellectual/fulfillment of the bouégeo:..a character of
the Russian Revolution:[ "Thus the whole circle not only of
bourgeois materialisti ought but of all bourgeois philosophical
thought from Holbach to Hegel was actually repeated by the Russian AﬁéﬁYt«
dominated phagse of the lMarxist movement, which passed from the -
adoption of 18th century and Feuerbachian materialism by-Plekhanov
and Lenin in the pre-war period tg,Lenin's appreciation of the
'intelligent idealism' of Hegel. other bourgecis ph:.losophers
of the 19th century as against the 'u elligent mateyialism' of
the /earlier 18th century philosophers.®_/Cf. Karl Korsch {under
pseudonym 1.Lenin's Philosophy," in Living Marxism, vol. IV,

rpa®. 5 {(November, : D. 141, Apparently, both with the passage
of time as well as s better acquaintance with Lenin's texts,
Ko ach's evaluation of Lenin improved considerably. Thus, in
) when he published four documentsg 45 "A Non-Dogmatic @éﬁ-n
sFfoach to Marxisn 521’ he included passag&s
of a very early w ; z st objectivism
which vindicated“-the iew of Marxism as grounded on a particular
. class viewpoint--precisely what Korsch himself had never tired of
- arguing, for instance, against Rudas and the Russian Marxists,
Sea Karl Korsch, "Why I aim a Marxist,” in Modern Quarterly, vol. IX,™"
no. 2 (April, 1935), Pp. B8B=95,

o -~ Be Georg Lukacs, History and Class ‘Consciousness, trans.
Rodney Livingstone (London, 19571), p. 84.

R@Fﬁ.’c an excellent account of convergences and divergences
rsch and Lukacs -during the 1920s, seze Paul Breines, "“Praxis
heorists: The Impact of Lukacs and Xorsch in the 1920s,"

. No. 39, January-February 1972, and no. 40, March-April 1972.
S piece is a summaxry of hie book Lukacs o Korsch? (Bari, 1968)..
CE Paul Breines' review of Vacca's book In Telos 6 (Fall, 1970} .

b Cf. Karl Korsch, "The Marxislogy in Russ:.a,f' in

arxism, vol.IV, no. 2 (darch, pp. 44-50., See
'T g -Struggle against Fascism begins @ e Struggle ag
lsheviam, Living Marxism, vol. IV, no. 8 (September, 1
;R4 255, where 1t 18 argued that "Fascism is merely a copy -
Bolshevism," Mattick, of course, still holds onto notions such
as “"state capitalism” and "state socialisw."” See Paul Mattick,
. Marx and Keynes (Boston, 1969), ch. XX, pp. 278-291: and his -
'”““Der Teninismus und dle Arbeiterbewegung des Westens," in Leni
. Revolution und Politik (Frankfurt, 1970).,, pp. 7-46.
- oritique of these notions, see;ﬁnyonio céglo, "The Socio~
Economia Nature of the USSR," 08 i, 1974), pp. 2-86.

f 0, stingly enough, a very similar position was taken
) by Cast dig/and at least some of the members of the Socialisme i
- ou Bar rie group immediately after “orld Wax II. CastorIaH!a_H__ o




argued that the development of the bureaucracy in Russia finally
unified the class enemy and would have had to trigger a complementary
unification of the working class,. thus setting the stage for the
final confrontation. Cf. Cornelius Castoriadis, "B omenologie

de la Conscience Proletarienné, ” ' Tfireaucratique,

vol. 1 (Paris, 1973), pp._.115-12% 10 grouns developed
 autonomously and it was/not gh - hat they came into
_eontact with each other,—when Castwo § sent some issues of
Socialisme ou Barbarie to , In the ensuing correspondence
“(which eventually turned- sousr Fnot-altogether clear reasons)
focusing on whether Russia was state-capitalist or bureaucratic-
collectivist, the similarity in outlook is striking. Cf. "Reponse
au Camarade Pannekoek,” and "Postface a la Reponse au Camarade
Pannekoek," in Cornelius Castoriadis, L'Experience du lMouvement
Ouvrier, vol., 1 {(Paris, 1974), pp. 249~277, which reprints both

ot ekoek's letters. Apparently, the council communists had

' ed mo £t ions that Socialisme ou Barbarie came .
~€0-almost (20 ars e Even Korsch's eventual rejection of
Marxism in 40s anticipated by at least two dii:gggﬂg_gimil
C “in the mid-1960s with people such as Castori CXET Lef§§£23
L Lmo ex?ﬁfax}}he same reasons and with ‘the very same
nbau A e llAMT .

11. Karl Korsch, Karl Marx (Wew York, 1963), p. 235.

Py T2, Karl Korsch, "Dix Theses sur le Marxisme aujourd‘hui,"
v in ‘the appendix to the French translation of Marxisme et Philosophie .
Zjl?a:is,H1964). pp. 185-~187. :

i }{'-' 13. Mattick, Marx and Ke¥nes, op.cit., p. 336. CE£. the very
~'same passage in his Critique of Marcuse {flew York, 1972), p. 105. .-

R ih._“What Ts Communism?® in Council Correspondence, no. 1
- (October, 1934). :

. . 15. Mattick, Marx éhéﬂkeynes, on.cit., p. 339; Critique of
|~ Marcuse, op.cit., p. 96.

7'16; Critique of Marcuse, p. 84.

:T.  17. ﬁoxSch, Karl Marx, op.cit., p. 234.

18.,Gian Enrico Rusconi, "La Problematica dei Congsigli in

xgg;;gorgch,g_in Annali Feltrinelli, vol. 15 (ttilan, 1974), P. %ggg;;-

© 7 19, Karl Korsch, "Pratiker Sozialismu3,"” in pie Tat, vol.'li;w3
..;:.- 20. Throughout his life Korsch attacked such a view. CEf.
. '‘Rarl Korsch, "Why I am a Marxist,” op.cit.

o j-’%?é;)For an' ex ngnt analysis of these problems, Bee Lucio =~ i
Colletty; "mhe Theory* the Crash," Telos 13 (Fall, 1972), PP. 34-46




/“\

I :

A2% It is interesting that, almost half a century later, the
same jargument reappears in a well-lnown essay by Wolfgang ifilier
and Christel Neusfiss, "Die Sozialstaatsillusion und die Widerapruch

‘von Lohnarbeit und Kapital,” in Probleme des Rlassenkampfs,
Sonderheft 1 {June, 1971), pp. 71-98 (English translation will be
forthcoming in Telos 25, Fall 1975); to point out the limitations
of state intervention, and, therefore, vindicate the olad t&eory of
the crash. For a critical evaluation, see Jillrgen Habermas,
Legitimation Crisis, trans. Tom McCarthy (Boston, 1975), pp. 50-60.

23, Cf£., Antonio Gramscl, Prison Moteboolis, trans. Quintin
Hoare and Geoffrey lNowell~Smith (London, 1971), p. 242,

24, See Karl Korech; "Die Politik im neuveren Deutschland,”

Der Geist der neuen Volksgemeinschaft {Berlin, 19219), pp. 63-71.

Koxrsch writes: "Soclallzation of the economy and socialization of

education are only two faces of the same process of transition from

a private to a communal socialist economy. This transition is

not important only and primarily for questions of production and
__consumption of material goods, but it is a cultural and spiritual
';fquestion of immense import."

. 25, Cf£. Pusconi, "La Problematica dei Conslgli in Karl
i op.cit,, p.~1202; and Michael Buexm;;;er, "Observaciones -
. aobr ;}g Critlica de Korsch de Oskar Negt," in the anthology being
reviewed, p. 117.

v 26. Leonardo Ceppa, "La Concezione del Marxismo in Karl
Korsch,“ Annali Feltrinelli, vol. XV (Milan, 1974), p. 1250.

Ibid., p. 1247.

) ‘Karl Korsch, “Ueber materialistische Dialektik," originally::
cpublighed in Die Internationale, vol. VII, nos. 10-11 (June 2, 1924),
. pp+:376-379, and subsequently leprinted in all German editions of
. Marxismus. und Philosophie. For reasons neither c¢lear nor justifiable
:"tEIs Important essay Eas been omitted from the English translation
of Marxism and Philosophy.

29. Ibid.

' 3G. Interestingly enough, when Adorno wanted to exempllfy
‘1dent: theory in Marxist theory, he specifically mentioned Korsch
"and... Diamat! C£. Thecodor Y. Adorno, Neqative Dialektik (Frankfurt

am Maig, 1966), P 144. .
1. Cf. Gramsci, Priaon Notehooks, op.cit., P- 465.

. CE. Theodor W. Adorno, "tlarginalien zu Theoxie und Praxis, .
rte: Kritische Modelle 2 {Frankfurt am Main, 1970), PP. 169-
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{é;J In many respects, this is precisely vhat Lukacs also
attempted to do. For reasons which I have elaborated elsevhere,'
however, Lukacs ended up recuperating the whole Leninist proble-
matic within the Hegelian Marxist model, wvhereas Gramsci was

le to avoid such an outcome. .Cf£. my "Dialectic and Materia

in Lukacs,” Telos 11 (Spring, 1972), pp. 105-1337 and "Introduction®
to Antonio Gramsci, History, Philosophy and Culture in the Young
Gramsci (St. Louis, 1975).

‘ 34. Rarl Korsch, "Grundsitzliches 8ber Sozialisierung," in
Schriften zur Sozialisierung (Frankfurt am liain, 1269), p. 73.

35, Korsch, "Ueber materialistische Dialektik," op.cit., p. 379.

36. Korsch, Karl Marx, op.cit., pp. 230-231.

37. Gramsci, Prison Notekooks, op.cit., p. 468.

38. Cf. "Preface to the New Edition (1967)," in Hiétory and.
‘Class“Consciousness, op.cit. x

- 39: Korsch, Marxism and Philosophy, op.cit., pp. 56-5é.

L ,”mg;q;o. Leonardo Ceppa, "La Concezione del Marxismo in Karl
j+5q;§ch§9 op.cit., p. 1250,

"fts?fﬁl, Korsch, Karl Marx, op.cit., p. 231. -

" ... 42. Among Korsch's many unfinisie manuscripts there is onme. i~
~which, according to the editor of the! German edition of Karl -~ .
“ 'Marx, he wanted. to expand into a full™&lume dealing with the S
-dowstrine of ideology and.of the State. Apparently, nothing came of -
~it,.and the few remarks that remain indicate a mere historicist - = ..
critique of the metaphysical conception. of immutable truths. In ..

the' last two paragraphs, Korsch restates his thesis concerning the -

. identity of forms of being and forms of thought vhich throughout -
hig-1ife prevented him from dealing with ideologles other than as
immediate extensions of social being: "...forms of consciousness -
cantiot change before a change in the bourgeois mode of production,"-
“in.Rarl Korsch, Karl Marx, ed. GOtz Langkau (Frankfurt and Vienna,
©:1967), appendix V. o

43. See, for example, Ceppa, op.cit., p. 1259.

.. 44, Bane-FHvrcen ¥rahl, Konstitution und Klassgpkampgj(sxahk‘°rt

e _ B

. 45, Rusconi comes to very similar conclusions concerning - -
- Korsch's earlier works: "the active theoretical thrust...breaks -
- down on the one hand in the empirical scientification of the. =
. ‘dlalectical method, while on the other, in its militant funatib%.ﬂ

'Cf. Gian Enrico Rusconi, "Dialektik in pragmatischer Anwendung,” in:
Claudio Pozzoli, ed., Ueber Karl Korsch, vol. 1l (Frankfurt, 1973).- .




46, Cf, "Capitalism and Planning," in Council Correspondence,
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