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/ The reokonmg nay be.long. postponed. = An obsolete J.d.eolqu can hampe‘r
' “ran e@énmmr aﬂd, :meede its cha.nge for longer than Marxists edmitso oo o«
LG, r"‘J o ,,"L sy il BRI e LA G. Cha.lde._ Wha'b happenemrm(’qﬁstory.
s s i YT g e Sppes oeE EakoBg;

Logo iV ”'Ihbt&"is ﬂxe text of our dlscaurse to-mght. It is. a- text».thnwraises
. more’ &hd’ HeTs tﬁsquletlng suggestions the more one cons:'.ders itwre T carmot
r.beushruégé& aai&e ‘by a mere phrase about the drag of old ideas, .v “fn2bur per-
iod-we Have sbdn’: a oontlnual interplay between ideas. and politicsl ‘results,
econoic forms an& splritual conflict, which cannot remotely be Goversd by
. the 'gl¥ to smpie rqlaplpn of . economics ‘and politics which, ——— f*d’a:able

- porbolerate” du.:r:ing 1ts .earlier phases. ' The purpose of, my.paper: Ahen A8 to

- e fexMMe the’ presuppogltlons of those phases of marxism, and: 4o Anquizie i |
o they! Were "fa‘iil’cy or inadequate, and if so, how far theyrqweme« odfn of line
w::thc the full féailty of social and personal life, B

e ,'.u e A ‘
,ﬂ,! Wﬁ g 91% 131: me take the familiar passages ;Ln whioh,- Ver‘akebehily,
thé“‘*fbumférs of Marxlsm dealt with the issue -- the relation between the
nobedrdck ‘Factors of _history.and the full flowering of Ahe spirit that we call
seultury & between s\u‘bstructure and: super-struoture, %0 use the classical
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W Firs“a',*}:arx :m hls preface to the Cr:Lt:Lque of Polltmpl L"cenomy
B u“ﬂ i
i"“"In the chlal productz.on wh:.ch‘fmen ca.rry on they ganter,dnto &eﬂiﬂiﬁe (
urela,ﬁions whicl are indispensable and independant of thed:mvill' vthesde: ‘re-
4-.151:%&9 of ;produation correspond to .a defifite Eﬁz’age .of development: igf their
materdal pmvers of product:.on. The sum total of 'bhose relationg ‘of: Pro-
ductipn’ corstitutes the economic structure of society, the meal:fouhdetions
on whioh rige’ legal and political: smperstructures, and to wh:g‘;h semespond
=.-'defih¢1’tb 'foms of soc:Lal conscz.ousnees' : B OIS LTS st VE“"
= 05 S ARV s : L ‘;“V. [
ke mode of productlon 11:1 materlal 1ife determmes the, g@nera!z”féhﬂf-
acter of tHe' sociall, pqll’olcal, andgpiritual procesaee of . lifels ILFEET
nét the*-—oéi(séi”' ugness of men which. determines ‘their exlstqnqe, Dk ron the
cowtrar{;‘, ’bhe[“ i .13,1 ex;ua”sence datermmes ‘their' c,onaomouanes,e.x B GDOIIE
e roarLo Loy A 5 o Hanep ey (a2 S
M; & cér’té;.p stage of their dovelopment, the materml foz‘(;ea“ofﬂ@rﬁ-t
dugtm inf %bc‘ibty o) me in.conflict with' the ex:.si:i.ng Relati@wtoffi&oﬁ-
duetion,; "or what is’” z a. legal exprossion’ for the.same ‘bhing ;-**with'”bhéw
prdpei'mrq-ﬂre}?‘ylons Wlthin Whlch they had been at work before.» il e ‘/{
4 Y J : O S 05 SRt ) 1
- PYam forms of deve 1opment. oﬁ the: forces of productz.on iheﬂn rmlwt’i%s’
turn e Fottors, Then comes the period ‘of social rovolukian.: . With the
changl ‘of™tho economa.c foundatlon the ‘entire dmmense auperstrup:bure* is more
‘of. J;baaai'ap!.d'ly transformed. .+ In considering such transformations. the! dis-—
tinetion’ shéu‘i& always be botween -the meterial transformat:l.oa ,of 1the eéono-
\ micieonditions 8f prodiction, which cen be determinéd with 'Ehe sprecisioh of
natural . E&icnce, and the, legalyr puhtibal, roligious, aosthei;,ia, sor 'phildsd-
phic «dtfn ‘Short, | 1deologleal formg <~ in which mon become conscious of
thig: iconflict dhd fight it out."
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That passage we shall have to re-examine later. Moanwhile, let
us take the passages in which Bngels modified the above positions

‘market:; "Ml now indopondont form must, of ‘ooursa, submit to the move-
*‘mont ‘of productioh’ as s whole, ~ But it also reacts by virtue the
strongth of its immanent, i.c. its once borrowad, but gradually devalopod
““Pelative indepotidence, uoon the conditions and course of production.,...
. ‘Maving once d@riden, it is endowed with its own movement," and hd applics
7" the same thing to puroly political movements, and goes on; . "“The same
‘ds true of ‘law., ' As soon as tho new division of labour makes nécossary
the oreation of ‘profeossional: jurist, anothor new indepondent divisign is.
“opented, whidh;*fdr-all its dependornce upon prioductioii and trade ix genersl,
"still possesses a‘special capacity to react upon those ficldss . Id a mod-
orn gtate, law mu§t fiot only correspond to the genoral cconomic situation
and be its oxpresgidn; it must also'be &a-coherently wnified expreossion
and free from glaring intornal inconsistencios, To effect this, the fid-
edlity with which law directly roflocts economic conditions bocomes less
‘vand less .,.  The foundations of the law of inheritance are, no doubt,
economic. ' Yot it would be hard to prove that, c.g. the absolute frecdom
~ of testamentary disposition in Fngland and the strongly restricted right
in France) havé only cconomic causes," Again. "It would be meroly ped~
antic to seok oconomic causcs for primitive supcrstitiong.ss.S50 far as =
men of solence comstitute an independent group within the soeial division
of labour, their production, including their orrors, exercises a gounter-~
acting influonce upon the dominant cconomic influence,..,If Barth imagines
that we dony all counteraction by political and other roflexes of the econ—
_omic movement upon that movement itself he is ginply. tilting at windmills,
- Let hin read Marx's 18th Brumaire.,...What all these follows lack is dia-
loecticssess” I his lotter to Block (21 Soptomber 1890) Engols says: .
"Ascording to the'materialist concoption of history the dotermining ola-~
mont in history is ultimatoly ‘tho production and reproduction in real life
More than this neithor Marx nor I have ever asserted, = If therefore somo~
body twiets this into the statemont that the cconomic oloment is the
only detormining one, he trangforms it into a meaningless abstract, and
absurd phrase, The ecoromic situation is the basis, but the various ele-
ments of the superstructurc - political forms of the class struggle and
its consequonces, constitutions establishod by the victorious clags after
a succossful battle, otc. ~ forms of law, and oven the refloxes of all
these actusl battlcos in the brains of the combatants; political, logal,
philosophical thoories, religious idoas and their further dovelopment in-
%0 systems of dogmas also exercise their influence upon the course of the
historic strugglos and in many.cases preponderato in determining their
form. ' There is an interaction of all these alements, in which, amid all
tho endless hoat of ‘aceidonts (i.e. of things and ovents whose intor-
comnogtion is so remote ‘or so impossible to prove that we can rogard it
‘a8 absont and oan negleot it), the economic movement finally asserts itsolf
as nogessary, Otherwise the application of tho theory to any period of
history one choso would be casier than the solution of a simple equation
of the first degroc......0nc could not. asgert without pedantry that, out
of all the potty principalitios of North Gormany, PBrandenburg was deter-~
mined 'by economic factors alono to bocome the 10adere....it would bo ridi-

“In ‘Engals lobtor to Schmidt (27 October 1890), ho says of Q’m,mcmey
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culous to explain by economic causes the origin of German éyntax.;....
Marx and I are partly responsible for the fact that at times our dis-

ciples -have: laid more weight -on the economic. factor than belongs to it.
jWb,werg-pampelled to iemphasize: 'its central character in opp031tiqn to

'adverqpnles -who :denied: ity and: there was not alwadys time, piwce, or

llke a red thread runnlmg through all the others."

.- occasion to,.do-justice to. the other factors of the historical process

sio 0 smenplany. recent Marx1sts have oertalnly turned- out an extraordln—
ary klnd of nqnsense," 5 L I RE

L4, " Peis
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In h;s letter to Starkenburg (25 January 1840) Engels says; "It‘ia'not

. true that.the ecomomic situation ds the sole active caiisé'and, every-

thing else only a passive effecte...:.sthough there is a fundamental
economic neoess*ty which-in the last instance always assérts itselfeens

| 25

' hls lptter to Menrlag (14 July, ¢893) Engols says: "Marx and I“are

Tm.fibo$ﬂ to blame on one point. We both placed and had to place; the”chief

e e
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: weight upon the derivation of the political, legal and other 1deologica1

notions, with their rosulting actions, from economic facts.  Consequently,
we neglected .the cloments of their form (i.e. the actual manner in which
they developed);.oa¢ Because weé denied that the different ideological
spheres which play a par: in history have an ‘independent historical dev-
olopment, we were supposcd o have denied that they had any historical

.efficacy. At the basis of +this is the undialectical vulgar neglect of

reciprocity. Once a nistorical factor has:been brought 1nto the %orld

1t can react even upon its owm condltions.v s i I b
S Gatr

- I wish. to point out first: uha* these extremely. 1mportant modificatlons

.or restatementu are mede all in 1etters, late lettors dated 1890, 1893

" and 1894. And he ¢izd in 1895. As far as I know Engels never stated

these ideas or made any cfforb to work them out in his essays written
for publlcatlon,.,; '

,u‘ The 91mple answe ié, I think, that Narx and Engels had the angle

fisad 1%

; .énd dlrectlon of their work dctermined by - the task they felt: before ‘them.

They were concerned with the productive:factors as the basic’ human element
and their wholc polemlc wag dirccted (a) against theories which lacked this

_ primary materialist basis.and (b) towards working out a sound political
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- economy to meet the necds' of the developlng proletarlat. :

o Except for the fow hurrlcd statemgnts by Engels (and Some portions of
.. Marx to be cited :later); they develop no theory of culture. . With- régard
to culturc they took on the whole a pragmatic attitude, pointing out that
certain changes wont on in Tho ouxuura¢ levels at the same time as the
..©hangos in the oconcnlc sub—s:ruguurog and.. inferred that this parallelism
- was not a001denta¢, but that bobth changes vwiere. governed by’ tha game law,
ﬁhlch they were. contont to traco out in the sub~structuro.-~;ztg‘
G iR g

To go further, &, scnenco of psyohology'was roquired; and!that did not

¢

] ex1st in their day. Only dvring tho.last £ifty odd years, With Freud on

the one hand and Ges®alt on the other has the rudimentary basis of a gen-



uine:qqienﬁé“of_psyﬁhology'appeared., i

" Can‘we trace a significance in the date at which that psychological
scierice appears? 7'I think so. It is the period of developing imper-
ialism, of lerge-scale cartels, and such large-scale organisation invelves
& lot 'of worldwide plamming. - The veiled relations of capitaligtic pro-
ductior ‘and “egchange begin to disappear. The element of direct planning
makes possible the unveiling of the real relation between what man does
end what man thinks he does, between his practice and his ideology. ' There
is' then the primary basis for a theory of culture and for.a real grasp of
psychic proocesds. In‘any event such a basis was not present in thé“dayq
of Marx and Engelsi Tt is with the final stages of imperialism, the pres-
ent stages when we pass beyond even the forms analysed by Lenin, that the
problem beoomes acute and the solution is made possible. At the same
time, as the result of the same complex of causes, the science of anthro-
pology appears' and makes it possible for us to understand the wbrkihgs_pf
;ﬁ; primitive mind - a vast area of knowledge quite Closed fo Marx mnd

,Engels., = 7 _ o Shgis
Firgt we must get our terms clear. What Marx claimed to be the
bagic factor was not the economic factor in the restricted sense, He .
said the basic factor was production.

', What does that mean? = What does production involve? It involves
not only the economic mechanism but also the social relations which make
that mechanism workable. And that is where Marx for the most part left
the question. For political economy no more is needed. But a little
‘thought will show that productive activity is always an activity of mind
as well as tool, of consciousness as well as of social relations which are
compulsive and blind. ‘

Production must be purposive, or it achieves nothing. Man began to
be man when the first dim relations of cause and effect dawned in his mind.
Therefore the mental fact is basic. But so also is the tool, the economic
meohanism. For tho mental activity came about only as part of the out-
ward-directed activity, the effort to control nature, to produce. Every
advance of technique has been the result of a dialectical ponflict and
unity between mind and tool, man and nature, individual and group.

Since the mind is then a necessary factor in every human activity,
it cannot be called a secondary factor. If two factors are absolutely
necessary for a given result, we cannot abstract either as primary, We
are confronted with a dialectical unity. Mind is basic. That means that
mind camot be abstracted into self-gufficiency. It cannot be isolated
from the full productive act. Gk Bk e

At the same time we must admit the truth of Marx's statement, cited
abgve, about men entering into social relations outside their will, We
cammot reduce human development to the rationalists thesis of a simple
cgonflict between ignorance and knowledge. The unconsoious elements (hero
I mean theé social relations) were just as important in the full dialoctical’
~complex et any given point of history as were the purposive conscious ela-
ments, s R IR A B e s i
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- a directly groductlvc end.
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But for the moment I wish merely to loave these two aspects. wﬁﬁ‘

L

F>”f~ I wish to go on to the definition of Superstructure - which I shali
’alsOfc&ll by the easier term.of culture. I think that is better than

“Tdeoclogy . etc. Under it we may gather all the activities which do aim at

: In the German Ideology productlon is called the Ba91s, -and the ros-

do Lﬁlflng social relations as well as consciousness the Suporstructure.
... Thon one . gets the serics: oconomic relations determine social relations
_Jdctermlne cultural relations.

But that is only to put distances bctwcon our terms which touehing

T ome any reallty of relationship. The gassage -of Marx from the Critigue
2o puts. togcther production and social re

ations :and detaohes from them the
legal and polltloal formations, with which it" relates thb forms of gocial
consciousness, which we may call. culturc. : .

Unfortunately most of the dlscuss1ons on thls subject dn not properly

““distinguish betwoen spiritual activity and the regulting orggnlsed forms.
ook at Engels' statement citod above. _Ho deals with the monoy market,
zAaw;, and science, but the terms in Whlch he-spcaks -of soience makes it

clear that he is- thinking of the. results of - ‘scionce, the Way -in which
scientific ideas or practices dlroctly affeect: the economi¢ lovel,. He is
not agking how science arises and wha't scientific activity‘is,,J He is
thus thinking almost. entirely of what:-I may. eall “1ﬂatituthnal lavel.

Ly »

But the problem we are secking to tackle is not solved in’ ahy way by

“: saying that the superstructure onco it comes into oxistence reacts in
-:certain ways on the . cconomic levels. When we have said that we aro still

o o.auite in the dark as ‘to what is the real rolationship involved.

‘I proposc thercfore to use the term Culturc, singe the term Supor-

lstructure tends to make one think of the institutional levels rathor.than

of the process and nature of culturc. We arc above all concerned with an
activity. The term Intcraction is then seen as hopelessly dinadequate.
Does that substructurc interact on the mind to beget a poemy-and does the
poem then interact on the substructure? Obviously to talk like that is
to talk nonscnse. '

Perhaps it will now be becoming clear what are the flrst points I
wigh to clarify. There are numerous passages from Merx and Engels; which
state or imply that body and mind make up a dizlectical unity - that with-

“- out mental process thore can be no productive activity. "It is obyious

© ““that we cannot think of denying to animals. the capacity for planned, pre-~

meditated activity. On the contrary. Planned activity already exists
in. the germ wherever protoplasm, living albumen, exists and reacts, iscey
where definite movements, howsver simple, takc place in responso to def-
inite stimuli from without. Such reaction ogcurs cven where no ¢éll
exists, much less a nerve cell, Likewisc the manner in which insectiv-
orous plants sieze their prey seems in certain respects planned, although
quite unconscious. Among animals the capacity for comscious plamned act-
ion develops in relation to the dovelopmont of the nervous system and



already~attains a:high stage among animals.
[lade Nevertheless, all the planned action.of all animals has not succeeded
in.impresslng the stamp of thelr will upon the earth,  For this man was
“urequireds as : 2

In short, the animal merely utilises external nature and effects changes
“in it simply by its presence' main in changing it makes it serve his ends,
dominates it. ' . :

Yét, on account of the %éck of a psych, science and the particular
direction of the polemic of Marx and Ingles, it seems to me that the angle of
attack 4inplies that the basic factors in productive. activity are solely the
economic mechanié and the social relations which are outside will, Irfollows
then ‘thaty according to'such a statement of the problem, the individual is a

- mere refleé¢tion of the economic mechanism and the sum total of social relations

in which he is involved. There is no element of personality or anything that
we can call freedom. The persomality cen be only a refraction of the mechanism

'and ‘the relatlons. S L e % R T

©In the same way culture w111 be ‘a reflecvlon of the economic mechanism and
the sum total of soclal relations.

\

| thus drastlstlcally stating the nrobTem 1 do not mean in the least that
Marx and Engéls made this reduction. On the contrary, as I try to show in
-other parts of ‘this paper.. But if one reads fthem witheut oan historical sensa,
a8 bibliolaters - if one fails to make %ha% ceaseless revaluation of terms and
' contexts, of relatives and aims, which makes up "creative Ma:xism" (on Stalin's
 gense) - then one inevitally ends.by misunderstanding Marx and Engelses. One
" betrays the whole gigantic effort of mind in their work and flghts to. simpede
the forward movement of their thought. : DR

That effort to impede, by false reduction, is made (esgs) by Plekhanoo in
a very shwllow essay, The Materialist Conception” oF History. He at length
declares he is refluting the mechanists who assert that history and culture
are reflections of the economic factors. He dec’axes that economic relations
are thamgelves "o function of the social proda"*;ve forces", whereas the
idealist calls them "a function of human nature". He puts in place of the
narrow economic factor the social productive fachor, and says that the state
of the productive forces in the long run determines &ll social relations,
economic clase-relations, then legal and moral relations, and lastly and
indlreotly the arts and sciences etc. What is known as the ideologies is
_nothing but a multiform reflection in the minds of men of this single ‘and in-
tﬂdivialble history, the history of their own gsocial relations determlned by the
.. state of the productrve forcese.

What is this indirect determination? Does it merely mean that the
oonnection is more tangled? If the cultural elements ere a reflection of the
substructure, it doesn't matter how tangled’ or PIo TGAgod‘tne distance betweon,
they are still mechanical, are atlll W*thﬁuf anj real 1ifa of their own-

A roflection cannot be reals
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I submit that Pe has proved nothing and is still in the grips of a
mechanist dilemma, He trles to escape it by his sleight of hand w1th tpe term
productive., But that brlngs ‘us back to the problem I have state& above, ot

( ,-,‘, e,

L

If'we elimlnate splrlt and consclousness from production, we” find 1n the
relation of: Product;on and Gulbure one automatio blind process being reflected
in other. ; ; L - Ll

If we add splrlt and cohsciousness %o produotlon, then produotion is more

J,thah a mstter ‘of economic mechanism and blind mocial relations, and Culture is
‘_.;,not a refleotion of produot:.ve aot:wlty, is no'b determined by it :Ln &8 msoham.st
Y““Qway;_; ‘ SR R b s 1

i
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Engela in his letters says that ultlmately or in the long rin product&ou

\?'detormlnes history, . .- (W&th that, of course, no quarrel)..v The he reaeots the

'.,ﬁcunoept of. dlalectlcal recrprocityo

\”agaa %hose I am submittrng to yUU.‘ﬁﬁfif_ff

economic Factor as the! sole determlnlng factors It follows he. admits othexr-
etermlnggg factors..; But he does not olearly gpecify what those ‘other factors
are or how thoy operato, nor +to what dogree they operate, nor whether they .
opera%e only in special 1nstancos. He simply insiste that the ideologioal
sphorss do not. have an independont existencos He insiste onnthe ‘need for a

ﬁthorofore nothing in Engols' lottors-which ‘denios the thesis I am

-trying'tOPrut'forward.; It is true that what I- a&vance goos further than any- - . '
thing he says; but he clearly above all is- denounclng any mechanist analysis -f~"
“and I‘deny that one can’ escape “the meohanmstldllemma unless on some such lines -

"

-

It is ny. proposltlon then that productrve actrvity in its dlaleotloal
fulness always involves: consc1ousness as well as unconsciousness, froedom as
well as necesaity, spirdt as wbll as eoonomlc mechanlsm. g I, e

v el
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And that tho same is: true of culture. There we - hava a dialectrcal relatlon'gf
of consciousnéss and unconsclousnoss, freedom and- nécessity, spirit and i
mechanisme (s :

How then can one réglec the other? In what ‘sense can wo possibly say
$hat the spiritual aot1v1ty and resulting form of a Beethoven symphony is a
reflection of the mental activity and economic mechanism in a prdduotlve act? ‘
The term reflection will not dos It tells us nothing of any real relationshlp o+
botween the two levols. It is a mechanist term which we are impelled to use
only if we are thinking mechanistically of the nature of production itself-and -
therefore mechanistically of the nature of culture.’ If production is the
result of economic mechanism and social relations alone, then it is mechanist
and cultural activity is mechanist, and we use a mochanist term, reflection,
to state the relation betwoen the twoe.

th.—w:;f. Bl ME et
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If this seems ha*r-splltting, I insist that we are dealing with basic
qusst;ona of. theory here, and owr primary terms are supremely Amportant, .

"1teraction which Engels used “be dosoribed the
ueture and the’ Substructure. " 'As noted, he'was
Hhuthinking instltutlonally, and so the idea is of one institution reacting on
'f:’another, one' form react:ng on ‘another form. Interact ig e term we neturally
‘une 1o’ express twq oloments 1mpaot1ng on one another at ‘thd Bhme’ Ieveﬁ ~writh
resulting quantltative changes. ‘ o TS b

2 Ty ‘gboms! to mo 6 611 us nothing of what tha roal‘relatlonship between
‘“?'”the prodﬂcthe and oultural levcls is LR i D
s “ : 2 [*' X E o 5 ',
For instanco, in tho old pre-freudlan books of pscyh. (e.g. Stout) tho

problem of the rolation of mind and body is stated as a choico betwoen
" parallelism . of Intoradtion.. There is a mochanist or idcalist notion of mind,
””aﬁ&'so mihd can only ba imaganod ag somchow mlraeulnusly carrying on- in

' parallel with bo&ily _process, ‘or else ‘a8 ‘being an ‘entity imp&oting on and.

' ““'interaoting with the body and belng interaoted on' in turne.

e - a marxist_*hé'relatlon must bereonceivod differontly..‘ Bodyjand mind
make up an indivisible wnity ‘of 1ifes ” f’” il 2 _“ﬁ  b g
¢ sl S D

e "In the last ton yearg it has been for thg first tzme posaible 1o obsorve
Hw“m'physical phonomena in the braln whlch are at any ‘rate associated processeu

ﬁﬁf whioh &0 on theroo We find that various different sections of the Himan
i)"JchrebraI cortex, each of thom composed of many millions' 'of oclls, are “giving

rhythmioal olectric’ ‘difcharges which 1nvolve the 51multanoous electricél*

activity of many of these cells, - T

" Phe ‘most striking, gonerally described as “tho Bergor rhythm; oc¢curs in
~ the oeoipital cortex and is éencorned with wvisiom, It is an easy one %o
locate. We find.that the rhythm is disturbed if we-tell the person observed
to look at somethlng, It is altered if he shuts his eyes. It is changed
if bhe undartakes any progess involving visual thlnking. g

Again. abnormal ‘Thythms are found in’ epileptics and during sleép»in
normal peoplelnt

"Those are new- faots, and naturally they are under very careful investiga-
tione at the preseént moment. - Newertheless, .one is: tempted to euggest-the
lines of thought to:which they might possibly .bear.. . The' specu;atlgn would be

- that mind, considered as a thing: {or the physical fact Wthh determines,ths
exigtence of mind) consists of the resonance energy of these simultaneeuq
wdiﬂ@hargea of. livxng eells. .. If so, the mlnd would be an. aspect of tha uqity

(o
..of the dey‘ e E f"f:‘; SR e e I LR e e

':‘Somu such theory - compareﬁthose of the Gestalt psychalogists - musé
“evolve out of the pressnb-day magar¢al and attltudes of. 801enoe; whatevar
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the dialecticalxresultant of the organlc unlty e and - confllct of the body.

'!u

Slnce splmzﬁ or mind is a condltlon ‘of the body's unlty, 15 ‘a ‘qualit

the mrityof bodily ‘organisation, it follows' that mlnd and body are dialecti-

cally ones, But that does not merely mean that mind is 2 quallty of ‘the body,
it means that the human being, the human body, by its very nature, necessitates
theexidtérice of spirlt, mind, consciougness. Slnce there i3 a dialegtical
relation,-spirlt is just as primary for the hnman belng.as body (conoeived

in phyyedo~chemical terms), - ‘Since it is the' unity of the body, it comes into
existence with the body, and grows with the body. It isn't something added
to the body, somethlng that we can in logic" substract from the body as
secondary funotion. ' In terms of evolution we can sdy that in’ organlchhatter
precedes organic mattery but in terms of the humen belng'we oannot g8y that
body (1.e. physco~chemical process) precedeg spirite o ol CaL e

This may seem simple, but I think that a little thought will meke clear
that we stlll inherit o many mechanist. modes of thoughx that we. continually
in fact do’ think of the body as. something prlmary and logically detachana from
epirit as'a separate entity.

Nl e
Ly R

For the individual then we find that the dialectical understanding pre-
supposes a’ living sonflict and wnity of mind and body, in vhich both ar are .
essentials  If you subtract body as®primary, you get meohanlsm.,._lf,iﬁéi
e SRS

wa let us look at culture. Conslder flrst the prlmitive, since there
the, elements are so much simplér,  The distance between production’ and culture
is so much shorter, There is work and there is ritual.

Now the primitive is not aware of much of a gap, if any, hetween the. two
levels. ' Both aim at the same result. Securlty in a dlfficulty and hungry
worlds By work he tries to get food, by ritual he tries to ensure the: right
conditions for gettlng food.: Food or ohildren; Both work and ritual have
the same aim of getting food or chlldren. : ] R

But we cannot say that ritual is a reflection of work, - It is work ‘on
a new levels, That is, the relation is dialecticals ~And we can no more say
that water is a reflection of two gases than’ we ‘¢an say that ritual is a
reflection of worke labour-process has made a leap into & new level.

" Hoy does this happen?

Let me remind you of two laws of dialecticse. The changa from quantity
to quality, and quality to quantity, and the law of transformation that results
fronm the confllct and unity of oppositess - - % .

The central idea in Dialect;qal Materlalism is that of transrormation.
The problem is at the game: t1me~ How do transformations occur and how can
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we make transformations occur? The approach to this problem lies not
‘Kﬂ'a ‘philosophiocal analy51s end- definition of transformation, but in an

© ¢xaminetion of .all observable acts ln‘+he universe as they are known

to us from various sources, “scientific of hlstomlcal but more parti-
mcdlarly ‘thosge: polltlcal and. economlc transforma ions in which corscious
action takSShpartH L k(Barnall j‘ GV

G

% b &oxnpt @ite thls ih dupport of my: thgsis of ceaseless“%rahsform—
' ations between. the culturél’and ‘économic spherss, but merely’ for its em-
o phasis on the central nature of transformatlons in dialectlcal process. )
OF ol wmoen ‘ £y ) e
“Jvfﬂoneqmqusness 1n the 1ndivldual, we naw, emerges when the quanta-
“fative organisat}an~qf the bod ‘reaches a certain point of unity. . Then
miﬁd}“ ‘new " gualityy develqu, and. xeeps QGVelODlng ina continual dial-
ectioal relat10n’W1th the body. ! :

......

Lo adpy ; Culture emerges in the group when the productrve actlvity,/wlth its

L oovoperatlve bagﬂs, develops a certain quant ity of superabundant gocial

i gnergy. - Them*he new un"ty, the new quality, which we know as’ culture
appears,

GECCr

i “In ghort, ‘production and culture are in a dlalectlcal relation of
T confllotHEnd unity, and 1f that is 805 then one is. balng continually
“transformed into the other. .....

Look at the prlmwtlve agaln. His. $vberabundaﬁt 5001hl ahergy,
ged on productive co-operative activity, is transforméd Anto: the forms
of rituﬁl, that is dance and song and painting. This is no mere relect-

Y i%n Yer! labour proﬂess, but a transformation of nroduc ive activity.

: It is produotlve activ1ty on a. new leverl, xaere 1t becomes a satis-
ot wofagbion in itself, And yot by the dialectical law the new activity, oul-
ke F”$U¥QQL45 contlnually transformed back into economic.activity. For the
) ,5; orggpisatlon ‘of personal and social.energy on the new level increases

enqrmously human powers. The individual aonleves enormously enhanced
powers of ‘energisation. Powers that he could nover possibly hawve, achieved
if all his outlets of energy can be conceived as having remalned .on the
economio level pure and simple. -

wi mhese new energles return back into everyday life, giving increased
: consciousness for his daily task, his economic task.
sl isvmf iy

He becomes thus a more efflclent, a better olganlsed productive agent;
and from the higher level, the level of culturc, spring ideas and impulses

.Which are translated into techniques and new methodss,: ..

It is dlear then that -as soon as social energy reaches the dialect-
ical point where it is twansformed into the new quallty, Culture, it has
IO done; something that, carmo+ be undone. Somethlng thét is“essential to all

fupther social or p@rsonal dnvoloaTOQu. Culture or. the syperstructure is



R T T

not gémething just added as a kind of extra, a 1uxury, to the substruct-
ure, the direct productive levels. ;t is something on which the sub-
St#ucture entirely depends, just as it depends in turn on the substruct-
Uré... The two make up, a ‘dialectical tnity. . And man can no more get on
with hls productive task without an idealogy, without a relbede and satis-
fa¢tlon on. cuitural levels, than hé chn.develop airy sturotures of . the
mind'W1thout the sustaining productive levels. o

For humanlty, oulture 1s;gust ag essentlai_adgprbdhdﬁﬂbn.

" Evary . advanoe 1n productlon ig in a dlalectioal unity Wlth an advanoe
1n oulture. SRR

Any formulatlon then whlch states production as 1solated1y primary
is mechanist and anti-dialectical. Man advances as the whole man, or not
at all. He never advances merely ag economic man, whloh is an abstraction
without any hlstorlcal meaning.

This analy51s may be accepted for thé prlmltlve, for pre-class stages
-of 'society -- or for socialist’ soclety, for: poat—olass aociaty -wfyet may
be contested as unable to explain the motivation and" movament “of ‘class~
society.

I do not agree with that, though I admit that the problem gets much
more ocomplicated as soon'as classes arise. (Incidentally let me say that
I do not consider marxists have as yet oven begun to treat adeguately the
dialectics of the origin of class—soclety. But I shall, pot g0 into that
here.) I can only indicate the lines on which I think the problem must be
grappled with

I have beani aﬂgﬂ,totﬂ@sxsimple instance, how my thesis explains, say,
the effect. of the discovery of American gold by the Spaniards on the econ-
omic system of Kurope can be explained. There, one may surely say, the
influx of gold on to the market, brings about a. qualitative,change which
. expresses, itself in new systems of credit etc, which in turn are trans-
~ formed. 1nto mathematical problems and technical advances, etc., and are in
turn transformed back into quantity, into the quantitative ‘expansion of
the aconomlc mechanlsm.

Bus such playing-about with terms leaves untouched the basic issue
raised earlder in this paper. What is the way in which the unrealised
social relations act as a compulsion on the individual? If they act as an
unconscious (unrealised) force -- reflected (to use the old mechanist term)
‘an the tenslons and conflicts of the ideological levels, where does the
transformation-formula come in? ;.

I confess that I can only se¢ in this difficulty another form of
mechanism. What are unconscious social forces? -4 marxist cannot be
thinking in terms of Jungian collective-unconsciousi  If there is a dial-
ectical relation of individual andhgoclety,,thgqpnrealised social relations
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. and theip historical movemént must ‘have a dlalectloal exyreesion in the
Andivigual-in his personal unconscious and in"religious (or.. idealist)
.nformulatione.w Otherw1se-we are uBlng thc term "soclal relations" in a

oo omystidal: vitallst‘sanse. The oonflict-and—unlty between the elements
B knoWledge ahd’ consciousness in the individual and. the elements of

‘compulsién and uncon501ousneee must have' a dialectical telation Wwith

the confliot-and—unltJ between the elements of plannlng and compulalon,
0

of realised and unrealised. cause-and-effect in society."~~"“

: :The rsignificance: of e¢lass~conflict in class-sooiety is not thereby
leaeened. There the struggling to master the world and to know them-
selvee is entengled in class-relations which are understood in a marrow
senaa ‘but "dre ‘not understood in relation to the movement of society as

whéle,.:?Therefore man's intuition of a co-operatlve wholg. is in oon-
flict Wwith his experience of a divided society. . The productive pattern,
trensformed into the levels of culture, carries with it this tensgion,
this conflict between co—operatlve content and claes~forme.

““ﬁ'” - The result 1s certalnly a very compllcated serics of ¢onflicts and

sl transformations.’ “There is no common body of culture because there is
no common activity on the productive level. Differing olaas—poaitiona
will tend to bring about a1d1fferent pattern of tensions and rosolutions,

I en not attemptlng here to do more thHan to suggest what is the tesk
before us, and to clear the ground by gettlng the basic terms worked out,

- I shall 1nd1cate however some further points. Bccauae marxism has

I g 'far tended to treat only of the economic mechanism and social relatioms,

:id

it hes omittod the personal or gonotic foctor. It hao nover askoed how
~soedal relations are tni.s cltted duto personnl behaviour end cultural pat-

ierms., I will quote one horrlble example by a2 prominent marxist which

Eppeared a few days ago ln tne DW.nn il

"When I am d01ng experlments on myself I always take ny notes in the
third person. And this 1s, of course, the usual practice ln my profesazon.

Inetead of wrlting "I am pantlng heav1ly and sweating ‘§lightly, but
have no headache." I write "J.H. panting heavily (16 respirations in 30 sec)
and sweating slightly. Reports no headache."

In fact, I try to think about myqelf exactly as I would about anyone
‘@lse. Naturally I don't manage to keep up this attitude all the time, not
being perfect in any way.

But surely such a‘standp01nt ig the correct one on which to approach
’moral, political and re igious questzon, QS well as. sclentifio ones,

x'|

There is no roow 1% “the scientific att}tUde for_eucg;worda ag "I" and
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"mine . " In so far as a man can adopt it he inevitably finds himg®lf
loving his neighbour as himself-and occasionally hating hlmself a8 his
nelghbour.ﬂ FLAvi g . !

i

One could hardly find & more mechenist statemeont, By sone experi-

5fments in which quantitative aspocts of the body arc concoerned the scientist
7Tlredueos himsdlf to an impersonal quantity automatlcally identifiable with

any othor (reducod) person. Po;sonallty is flattened out.

Bofore wo' undorstend wha* tho problom is wo must begin to undorstand

::Mtho part playod by tho gonotic factors in the individual. (Caudwoll be-~

gani’ to attack -this issue, but confusole) ~ Jung has tried to isolate

the infantllo pattorns of oxpcrionco as mythlcal gymbols, and the Gesgtalt
'*school havo trlod out a method for dofining the reality of mental process

in flguratlons of movement. We must know and enalysc these attempts. for
what is valid end invalid. Ve will then bogln to see. how the tension e
between sclf and society, botween the organic functioning of body ‘and the
transformed -pattorns in the mlnd, enable us to grasp roality, Froud has
glvon us tho “key to the dialectical movement botween conscious and uncons-
cious 1n the individual,  We must sift his work, to get rid of ‘the mech-
anist cla531f1cet10ns, and ‘must find how this process in the pgyche which
Froud "has shown is dialectically linked with the conflicts botween roaliscd
and’ unrealisod social forces and relations.

_..We have got to romombor that tho 1nd1v1dug1 is & membor of a family as-
woll as of a socicty, and that tho. unlty-and—confllct w1thin the femily is
nover a roflcction of:the unity-and-conflict within socioty’ (though again
thore is a: dlaloctlcal rclation).  Howover money-values may have permoated
a family, thero is normally somothing hold thorc of original clan-rolations.-
Something of the idecal: to overyonc according to his nceds and from every-
one according to‘his cepacitics. In short, howover discordant a family,
it is somothing of a communist ccll in a class-socloty. ‘And ' so the link
botwoon the unity of family lifc and co-operative core of production, mustm.
be measured agalnst all the dividing or class rulatione. -

The gonctlc basis of ind1v1dua11ty, and tho unity—and—confllct of
family and social. rcletlonshlps, must then bo kept in mind in ovaluing What
gocs to form a men. In a2 class-socioty tho pattorn is liable to becomé Y
vory compllcatod. The roductlon to 51mplo cconomlc motivation bocomos a
mochanis‘b absurd 1ty. :

The inadoquate MQTX1Bt formuletlons could persist as long 28 no ad-
vance towerds a. gonuinc psyohologlcal scicnce was made. For thon the claim
that thoro vas an ultimato rolation between production and culturc could bo
accoptod in slmplo pragmutlc terms. In our world thet pragmgtlsm has. har-
denod -for marxists into a. dogma w1th all kinds of mechanist assumptlons
bchind it, in whlch culturo and splrlt arg: givon a part as having some sort



of roality and arc thon dismissed as b01ng ultimatoly refloctions of pro—
ductive" activ1ty,.L If my enalysis is correct, such dismissals are react-
ionaxry’ 40" a high dogreo. We arc now returning to tho point where Marx
sterted from, the concept of the wholoncss of Man. Wb must mako the
oroatlvo offort to rograsp Marx1sm in 1ts essentials.» g

A fow wcrds more on tho early MeTx and hls th051s of the whole Man -
aomothlng ‘almost qulte forgotten by Marxists. Tn the Holy Family and the
recently printed Okonomischo-Politischoe Marx omphaslses men's Universal
Essenco and his Froe Being. He. ingists that man's Unlversality appears
"in practisc preciscly in’ J"hai: unlvorsallty which makes all nature his in-
orgahic body. 1, Man knows' how o produce in aocordance with every genus,
knows- hdw fo apply the; eriterion proper to cach objoet;  that is, men -
produces” ir’ accordanco ‘with  the laWS of boauty.w. Faueag o b

C L o T

Manois thus: con001ved as essontlally froe and human 1n so ar as he
reallses higiWhole Naturd' in activity, dn production. Empha91a is laid
on the genatlo bagis. of ind1v1duallty. In" the Holy Family Marx.called
for "a new activisation of’ es¢ant1a1 human power and a now enrichment of

human bowgr.ﬂ and heritaliciscs the torm humen:both-times. = The goal, he "%

says, is man's return to-his "universal nature in & universal manner, that
is, ag'a %ota} human balng." 2 L

All these 1deas are expressed I claim, in my th@sis put forward to-
night, " Ma¥x, ¥1 Tho Germen Idcology declaress Srensmrvitye oo

"The social structure and the State always arise from the llfe R

procass ‘of" ﬁefinltn *nd1v1duals, not as that may appear in their own, and

other people'é 1deag; but as they: really are, that is, as they act, pro—‘ '

duce in a material ‘way, therefore as they produce, under definite limit-
etions, preSupp051tlons :and oondltﬂons which are. materlal and 1ndependent
of their w111. ~ : i

The productlon of 1deas, conceptb, of consciousnoss is at firat dir-

ectly interwoven Wlth tho material activity and the material intercourse
of men, ‘the lenguagc of actual life. Conception, thought, the mental
intorcourse of mon, then still appear as the direct efflux of their mat-
erial relations.,  The same’ 1s true of mental productlon, as expressed in
the language of  the polltlcs, laws9 morality, religion and metaphysics of

a people. Men jare the producers of their concepts, ideas, etc. - but real,

producing men, as. they are conditioned by e definite development of their
productive forces and the intercourse, up tc its most far-reaching forms,
which correspond to these. Consciougness can never be anything else than

|

congcious ex1stence, gnd the coxistence of men in helr actual life-prooass....

Men, developlng thelr material prodUCulon and thslr material inter—
course, changes along with this their real existence,-also their thinking

and the products. of - their thought. It is not consciousness’ that determines

life, but life +hat deuermlnes conscionsness.™

et
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Note he does not say in any-way at all that the superstructure is
a reflection of production. He reclates both super-and sub-structure to
a largor whole which he calls the 11fe—process' which can only be What
he called in, The: Holy Famlly "the Total Human Being." : oo i

: He dellberately uses an active torm to express the work of the spirit.
Productlon. Ho thus mekes the’ Work of the spirlt as real as any economic
activity. 'He does not say" ﬁhat it is oconomlc .or social activity or
relations which dotermines conseiousness. He says it is Lifo. That is,
he makes consciousness and cconomic act1v1ty both part of a larger whole,
the llfo-prooess, the human whole. T :

: B

Els statement is thus quite antagonlstlc to what now masquerades the
name of the marxist thoory of the superstructure.  Further it explains
why he and Engels did not go further than they did in analysing the super-
structure. The - torm production is here used to cover all human activity,
economic,  social or cultural. It is clear thon that Production always
had something of this ‘larger sonse for Marx, but ho was not concerned to
work out tho dialectics ‘of tho rolation between sub- and super-gtructure.
Aftor their early work, he turned for practical reasons to politico-econ-
omy.We can now proceed to the further task because of the groat demolish-
ing work done by Marx and Engels:: work in- which the dialectical analysis
was applied widely to nature- (the transformation of ‘energy) and to the
economic 1evols of. society. . Once the primery stages of consolidation
are’ passod however, tho problem of Culturc comes to the fore. It is
found-that men do not act on the oversimplification of motive which' the fra
concentratlon on oconomlcemechanlsm and gocial-relation implied., f Meén
become men by a fullor process,  And rcasons ‘imbedded in that fuller pro-
ce8s :6an make them. cling to an.outworn scheme: of “things long aftor it has
become political suicide and oconomic disaster, = Because of the lack of
any scientific psychology much of 18th century’rationalism still'clung to
the first stagés of marxism. Lenin knew that Rosa Luxemburg was wrong
when she drew up.her theory of spontaneity, which is logically impcccable
if economic mechanism plus gsocial relations is the whole dynemism of soc-
iety.. He knew just that things didn't work out_that way, that the workers
didn't become automatlcally revolutlonary étc.. But he had no,theoretical
justlficatlon. v gl o Pl o L AR

In our‘own day we have soen how the comonting forces-that can be"
bmought togothor under the term nationalism can dafoat -and almost ‘suppress
the. class-consciousnoss of the working olass.'; And Stalin in his omphasis
on creative marxism as against the doctrinaire bibliolaters so often trots-
kyites, hes' shown that he trusts his perception of the living fullness of"
history before the logic of cconomic-mechanism plus social-relations.
Soviet nationalism is not a temporary pendering to backward masses. It is
the stalinist recognltlon that the old merxist formulation is inadequate.

e

Wb marxists who talk so much of the unity of theory and prectice rely
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_4on inoorrect definltlons at our perll.f- I bellove that it is the flaw

,<h in dialeetical: redsoning. Whlch I have digcussed which makes so much of

marx1st -practice: ‘alternste betwoen the ‘doétrinaire and the opportunist.

I believe that it must more and more 1noapac1tato us in the tasks of our

.- .era, which are above all tasks of the cultural levels. . 'We can never

e R Twin over the-masses while our psychology is-ultimafely -one which reduces

forows W nen o dummies.and automata. It is bad. if we do our:best work only when
“’ifdi“'q"wo forget or defy what our accepted’ thoory }ays down . as the basic moti-

B ”vation of. men. +We'ican then never hoal the wound in culture. We can

i s merely put a mechanlst division into the heart of the creative faculties,

and destroy the cultural workor who is sincere enough to seek to become a

genulne marxlst..'-u-;u ’ : ;
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o Marxlsm, in its. narrow development has been gullty liko Freudisn

' of the sin of: antl—dialoctlo Reductlon.- It has sought to reduce
humanlty to ocoromic basis and social rolatlons, whereas Freudism sought
to roduco humanlty to the genetic basis of famlly rolatlons.

The . mechanlst lelSlon in marxist thought is respon31blo for such
diverso phenomena ag’ the bad journalism of the DW' and the cOns1dorable,
.. sometimes very unfortunate, confusion of Sovict culture. Because of the
L -mechanist idea that changes occur in the substructurc which are reflected
ey iz the cultural levels, most merxist critics write of oultural phenomena
i as a serles of separate evonts. Something happens below, and something
Eray st abruptly happens above. . These: sheer gaps betwoon oultural events are
B . ‘natural w1th tho mechanlst approach. But Af tho dmalectical relation is
e 21} %aﬁi'f seen, then it is c¢ear that the cultural levels do not gink and rise like
..t o+ . graphs of the economic tensions. Though. there is an hlstorlcal relation
‘between the rise and fall.of energy-in the two spheres, yet the cultural
zplevel has its own laws of growth, its own innor dialectics; and it is thus
-that ithe force of Tradition is emabllshod° Engels pointed this out when
he said. "Having once arisen, it (tho supersturcture). is endowed with its
_own movement." In a class-socicty, thn velloq action of money veils in
turn the relation between production and culture, and though the rolation
is not 80 hard to..see in the long perspective of history, the individual
can lose himself in the working out of formal relations within one of the
spheres of culture, abstracting them almogt altogether or admitting only
. .,& partial interaction with the sconomic levels or with secietyiin general.
Thus, the lawyer can 1mag1ne ‘there is a ph;losophy of law, a law of nature,
" which has a logic all of its '6wn apart from soclal development; he is
thus making an abstraction of legal meuhodology. ‘ The poet can build up
a creed of pure verse, etc. it : :

LA
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R The truth there is that'no matter how much we' 1ns;st on & real rel-
e atlon between production .and culture, the medlum‘of an art (the form in
" Which the dialectical confllot is resolved.by the poet} is not in any sense
reduoible to a social ‘content No more than the individual, because his
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individuslity is socially basded, dissolves into a medium named society.

He remains a'living and digtinct person.  The poem is real in ite own
right, 1ts oWh organlc f0rm, ‘however eseentlal ‘the social content., AT
Thls organlc nature of form we must stress. Some time ago (1939)

I wrote in Dialectics (N.Y.)

““Buﬁfetill the gibe that the marxist has merely missed the aesthetic
fact has its sting. For when one has minutely proved that Balzac under-
stood the social relationships of his world, that he saw those- relation-
ghips with an objective clarity which makes ‘hig deflnltlon 1ntelligible
and moving for readers who have stepped into a world where such relation-
ships no longer exis®, 6ne has yet not showh in the sllghteet why Balzao
is Balzac and.how he differs from, say, Marx and Engele, ‘who had, as ey
analyists, -the: ssme remorselessly obJectlve perceptlon of social relat- .}LUJ
ionships. ; B

_;In short one haeis 111 omitted the aesthetlc faet.

The examination has not been irrelsvant. = On the oentéry, ‘the aes~-
thetic fact does not exist in isolation, as the exponents of pure art,
would argue. It cannot be gseparated from its social orlgln and effaota,
in the last resort it merges with the human whole of its point in time,
with the science, the labour-processes, the iexus of emotional and phys—
ical satisfactlons, Whlch make up the full human reality." :

Now Traditlon, whdch 1nvolves the forms of oulture, is a soezal ele-
ment. I have said %hat spirit is born as part of the body; is as material
as the body but at tho. same time is.a special quality of the body. But
an indlvidual who giew up among anlmale would lack all the human tradition,'*'
and spiritually he would remain on an infantile level. Technique and form
are socially inherited and handed on: they are culture. 1In the sense
then that. the child gets on with the basic job of inheriting culture before
it gets:down to any work, culture is primary in the individual's experience
-- bagic elements such as language are in fact absorbed before productive
activity is at all possible. :

Without this cultural preliminary, the human tradition could not be
handed on at all, and the substructure would never advance. . It would in
fact nevor have come into cxistence, and men would still dt best be an
animal horde, The forms of culture are thercfore of extreme signifigance.
They are learned in various ways and degrees before the individual begins
to have any actitvs relation to the economic mechanism or to be & gocial
agent. It is true that the child is entangled in a social network, hut
the impact comes through education and family-relations - that is, through
culture and through the family which as we saw before is never a miniature
roflection of ‘social relations. : g cas s :

On the contrary the" family always has something that sets it in sharp
opposition to class or momey valucs. And for this reason, as well as (i
because of the contimming conflict in society between’ co-operative content
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+:That is, he uscs terms which arc consonant with the thesis of Transfor-
-mation as stated in this papor, but totally opposcd to any thesis of Reflect-
ion.  (Marx is of coursc still much an hegelian in his 1842 work, but tho
passages I quote arc strongly in linc with his wholo basic outlook as stated
©up to”thn days of The Gormen Idcology.) :

- I stress this boczuse I want to meke cleoer that Merxisss have got to
meke a definite JBico. They have got to stand by Marx with his thosis of
the Wholc Men and of Culturc as "producod" (that is, pert of the whole dial-
ectical process which involves cconomic ectivity); or thoy have got to ro-
Ject that Marx and stend by Plokhanov otc. on +the thesis of Reflection, which
. was developed out of stetemonts of Merx that are oricntetod awey from the

-problem of Culturc, polemically aimed against idealism from tho angle of
political economy, and that arc thorcfore distorted when they aro taken to
opposc Marx's thesis of the Whole Man. :

(2) "Our knowledge is a reflection of the objective dialoctics of the World."
* ‘Rudas, Dialoctical Materialism and Communism.

it That is & typical statoment by a marxist of to-day, and it is quite
- -mechanist. Our thinking is itself a dialceticnl movenent, and that is the
;8010 roason why.it_is able to recognisc dialectical movement in phenomena

netural or social,

In no sonso then can it be szid that the processos of the world ere
reflected in our minds. They arc dislecctically apprehended by our minds,
which is a totally different statcment and which belongs to a dialectical
psychology whorcas the statement by Rudas bolongs to a mochenist psychology.

(3) In the discussion only onc person disscnted and supported the torm
Rofloction. He said that what happencd was roughly thiss Man invonted a

tool, (or rather,ISOmo blind interection of men and nature begot a tool) ho
altored naturc with it, and the altcration, or the tool, was rofleocted in
his mind. He was changed and thon went on to changing naturc further.

- Considor this statement. If the procoss is a two-way process, thon
‘tho. torm Reflection must apply both ways. .The tool, or tho economic act,
-1is Reflectod in the mind, changing man; and then the changod men ig ref-
“locted back in cconomic act or anothor tool. o

Or the proccss is only ono-way. The tool or the act is Refloa%éd in
the mind, but the changed mind is not roflected back in tho world.

.- In short, the slightest consideration shows that the torm Reflection
¥ }qads to cndless difficulties and cannot bo upheld by any scrious dialect-
. dcal thinker.

'Eho doscription which invokes the torm Reflection, however it strives

td*complica%o the mettor, will slways be reducible to the form given abova.
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It bears only a foeble schomatic reletion to tho full human procoss which' 2
begins to bocomo clear only when we sco the material roality of spirit and ; el
call on. the dlglectlccl prineiple. of trunsformatlon to cxplain the movemonts o
1nvolv0d' o3 e S el oy . : 25 _’ﬁ4_;f
In th& Crltlguc proface, Marx doos not give support to the Reflection -

thesis., He is not therc concerned at all in the way in which Culture arisoss
he morely points out that 1t 18 on the cthural lovols that men: are awarc of

their confllct. : : - : g

(4) The 1doa of & dynamlc “tension contlnually rosolved by - dlaloctical trans-
formations from one side to the othor scemed an idea which nobody could
grasp in the dlscussion.;: Yot is is absolutely implieit” in the wholo merxist.

idoa of the relation. of Body and Spirit, Man and Socioty, Socicty and Naturosii:

Example after oxamplo might be adduced from Engels whore quantitics involve
qualitative changes., (transformbtlons) without cither side being actually
changed into the othor.

Tpe inability to grasp thls p01nt shows the barrcen psychology of mnarx-

ists in general, end their inability to advance boyond the point where Engclgiﬂﬁﬁ

left Dialoctics (i.c. attitudes mainly dorived from physico-chemical process . .
of onorgy—transformatlons) Enguls cagorly applicd Dialoctics to tho avallablc?*
fiolds of sciontific.inguiry. - Sincc his day now ficlds havo baon oponod,

and Marxists strive to troat thom as cither non-existent or as needing no-
further dovelopmont 1n,mothodologJ. - S : i R T S ia

(5) 4n analysis of'+ho changcs in cultural thoory in the Soviet Union would
show the extreordlnﬁry backwardness of Merxism in this fiecld in comparison
with its maturity in the flold of polltical economy.

The rosult has_bcon-a sories of oxtraodlnary errorngnd frustrations,
through which as the onc positive force has thruet the demand of the masscs
as soon as they bpgan tp geln time for leisurc through the first 5 years plan.

The considorab e sucoesses in Soviet Culturc (es distinet from ﬁppllcd ]
scicnce, where the direcct cconomic rolation changed the s1tuatlon) have come
all out of & pragmatic questing for satisfying values, with rosultlng vast
wastage and confusion. Such confuscd pregmatic attitude, with an undial-
ccticel offort to conncet up culturc and politics in a dircct way, is quite
contrary to the rcal spirit of Marxism. And would coerteinly have boen repud-
iated by Morx and Engols. : - i

PROPOSITIONS

l., In Dialcctical unity thorc is a conflict loading to Transformation.
There may be (a) o complete absorption of the two olomonts in the new quali-
tative substance, gases and wator. (b) ertial ubsorptlon as when feud- . -
alism is transformed into capitalism but stlll carrics on many of its relat- =
ions. (¢) 2 continual conflict-and-unity with coaseloss to-and-fro of Trans-
formetions. c¢.g. mind .and body, men ond goclety, socicty and nature.



2o In dialectical unity both sides arc oqually nccessary and thorofore
neither is prior. 0.8+ body and mind in tho human being.

S The economic processes and culturc meke up a dialectical unity, and
therefore & sorics of to-and-fro transformations.

4. Humon individuality has & gonotic basis, which is only dovelopoed in
a dialectical relation with socioty.

5. As a completo philosophical mothod and system, Merxism has in many

~ ways peasced to dovelop since Engels., Failure to develop always mcens cer-
tein recossions, and thore has thoroforo hardened a2 mechenistic use of the
conoepts of economic activity and social relationship.

6. In particular Merxists have failed to kecep up with scientific analysis
and to grasp the dialectics of the Family, tho areca where the genetic factor
and the social most strongly and clearly mingle.

Ts To remedy this backwardncss, we need a marxist development of Gostalt
and Froudien theory on converging lincss to grasp tho relation betwoen the
conscious and unconscious tcnsions or patterns in the individual and the free
and compulsive eloments in society.

85 Marxism, as part of the backwardness indicated, has failed to produce
an adequate theory of culturo. Yet such a theory is now urgently required
by the nature of world-developments.

\)l-‘u/k L'IV'-((J 9_7
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