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THE EARLY MAHE

P, had lunch wiﬁh Ferton and told hi% abahﬁ the early Harx., He
knew nothing abaut.the new publiecations., I should read the Adams book
which has one important chapter, P. doesn't see why one needs wrgently
the reat of the bbnk. This chapter is a_pfacis and is a rare thing for

anyone to produce in terms of HMarxdian philosophy in English,

i T
He doezn t meuntion the ¥arx 1844 manuseript by any title and doesn't
refer to it as a piece at all. ALL Adamssays is that this was what Marx
was thinking or writing in 1844, That refersnce is quite inadeguate to

ldentify this posthumous plece.

The Russians had re-ublished this piece after the Landshub and |
Feyer edition in 1939. By that time Adams had already written the book,
However, he sﬁya in his prefaecs that he was following the Harx-Engels

Institute edition. It means that the reader should assume that he had heen

followling the Moscow edition,

To anybody who is knowledpgeable the thing means somsthing else. The
German Jdeclory, insofar as it had not all been published, was published in
1932 but that, volume alse eonbained anobher publicuﬁimn which was & first
publicstion and there waé a ¥oluninous introduction to it. Adsms would have
knowm the Landsbut and Meyer and it was s comvenlent edition, Eut uhén
Adams gave as his smource the Moscow edition, he pgave onc editlon which is
commen and therefore no ¢Dzmuﬁi$£ can cooplain, i.e., that thls is the Leraan

edition and inautheatle ste.

In the BEussian edition, this manuscript hus no title becguse it had

none in the eriginal., It bad some kind of heading such as “bhe cutline of
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an introduction to the connection hctwénn ecanoﬁicﬁ and philesophy and law",
The other point is that the sejuence of the papes iz doubtful heuauue it 1=
an wnfinished mamseript, Also 1t 1z practucally illegible and tha end 1s
wnfinished, i.a. it takes on the fum“ of a synopsis. DBub most of it is

inished and the paglﬂarjnn which harx Eave 1B a rrellnlnary paginatiﬂq and
4f he had finished it it might have been difﬁerenp. P, thinks he has a

different sequence of pages.

The Russians were extreﬁely meticoious in their edition piving cmmnaé,
dots, brackels, diffarent versions estc, and it looked like a careful editioen.
Actually it was the oprosite and it was not given in Marx! paginaﬁiﬂn. ﬂléo
there were no comments attached and thereflore was uttcrly'uaéless, wilch was
what they wanted in the first place. They had ignored Mapx' philosophical
works and they didn't think that this maﬂusﬂript should uﬁsct thiz. Therefcre
Adama, nob wanting to be accused of falsifying by the Communists, didn't show
a differant toxt and dida't mention the :act that it was nol edited by Farx.

That was up to a roint eantroversial,

Adams studied it tlaaelf and tried to give a precis, This is very
dgifficult and is possible only if you understand it 'au fond'. That is why.
he wrote the work and when he published it B years later he gave the Foscow

source and didn't even mention the L. apnd M.
¥acmurray wrote hls baok after diseussing Marx in Vierma with K.P.

P. wrote The Greab Trm1Qformwticn in 1940-42 end lrﬁhdy krew the Adams,
Ha cane to hﬁericalin August 1940 and started writding in 11, Tlona was

already in America and he wrote the bock through 1941 and '42 and had already

-read Adang.
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Tt is a mystification to say that Marx ceaséd to be Hegelian or
Feuerbachlan, Marx says that Feurrbach is the start of modern econcumy.
The Copmunist line 1s that Marx had forgotten and repudiated all that he
had Evcf done, and that everﬁthing befnré 1245 didn't exdst, Th%ycaﬁ qynte
a gentence in Capitai vhere Maorx and Engels say that thgy'gnly cocuetted
with Hegel and ceased to he Hegelian. wa.is this possible when thelr
philoquhy'waé dialectical? Wo one was interested wnbil Lenin said that

dinleetical materialism is the gtery of Marx,

One or two matters are obscure, One would have to look up the 1939
edition of Riazanov and Adoratsky and oms nust be careful to distinguish

the 1938 edition which didn't contain it and the 1939 which did.

The Marw-Lenin library in England is the.firat Inglish publication
in 1940 which has the foot.note reference to the 1BLL book., This is the
only reference to it that K.F. knows.in the Commnist litersture. Ienin didn't
kmow this mamuseript. It wps in the socizl-democratic archives In Germany.

Neither did Bukharin who was shot by 1939. These are all post-lenin discoverles,

‘The Russians bought the archive and took it to Moscow where it is treasured,

T 1919 the Russians eculdn't have had theze manuseripts, The Russians got or
stole other manuscripts from which Lhey inferred that Marx had never seen tha
Artifluhring except the last three chaplers. FP. read this in the Red paper

in Hungarye

¥ax Yeber took his leading and daring ideas from Marx' notes on

Econouic History,

© © In 1257-58, Warx published In Neue Zelt an outline of the soclology

that he would like to write. It was the first atteapt to carry out the




program contcelived in 1844,

Bu£tom0ra and Rﬁbnl have & diﬁcusﬂiﬁn of duality in Marx - the-
intcrnactiﬁn of nan and natﬁre. If you take fregdom and technology you
have a similar thing. Landshut said th%t Marx wgntﬂd to relate the world
of thnught and idea to saciety.i.g., to the material tools and ecqnﬁmw which

: L :
¥- made soclety more and have a history.

' This is not as cloar as the Hegelian snbinomy of philosophy and
society, but it is not entirely different. Marx was moving between two
polea, but. at the beginning ho was trying to contrast Hegel's world with the

ﬂctual‘wu:iﬁ;

*

In the socizty of the time the moving elenent was already in 1844 the
econony, Our soclety is primarily an eceonomic one, But whethsr one stresses

the machine (K.™.) or the market (Marx) is an important differsnce.

in Hegel it wasn't the machine but the markel - and he took it from

mﬂﬂr&ﬂ I

Cultwre trays are stamped by techknical factors, but there are
|
" reactions to these., For example, even though Fngland is the homeof bhe

industrdal revolution ons sccs ﬁnw strongly ruralism is entrenched.

P, does not. wanl to maoke the idea of slienation basie to Marx!

thinking but one would have to know what role it plays, basle or nob,

There 1s slso In Harx a confusion of the teri exchange which is implied
in the division of lavour and in the market. The market implies exchange but
alsﬁ the divizion of labour inplles exehange lrrespective of its form.,. There

iz therefore a confusicn abdut the term zlienation and to what it is due,




Landshul says that_Hegel‘s Upeasun®™ i the raticnal element in
soclety. Thjs is also Cwen but-wﬁy dues he think that rationalism v&uld
be Lhe angwer to humanism and technology. It is Micanin He ARSLRE Tk
‘resson was a sufficient guide to the transfornation pf soclety, Marx had the

pame concsption, It also underlines Hegel's ffamuft' ('ratiol).

Uﬁderlging Varxt ﬂucialist conceptlon is.the idea that the rational
use of machinery is the full use of machinery. That soclety which uses it
to the full is a soviazlist soelety because it somchow corresponds to the
rational use of machinery. That is how the common people understand the

-7 gocialist proposition, Vith the machine reason becomos a prineiple of

¥

self-motion in scciety; (in the sense in which dialectie is self-notion},
In Hegel the mind evolwes beeause it has lts dialectical mechanism.
¥yselft What would be an example of thls mechanism?

A.good exanple woild Le ﬁhe change in the leading ideas of periods,
Fan moves from negation to negation, from conservabism to llberalism to
gocialism and the double negation is the syntheais; {it doesn't move back
to the original). The change from one ldea fn another slways has an ElEﬁEﬂ£
of negation and synthasis. It is the logieal character of the rind vhich
" leads to the dizlectic of history. The mind realizes itself in history and

this is called the "spirit®,

He should work backwards because we heve at lesst one eloment of truth
whore we conciuwle. At article 258, the sublect-predlcate - {in Hegelle
eritique of the 5State] NMarx poes on for 30 pages on these three paragraphe.

i Qq{ E!'F
Y. He sald that speculastive rhilesophy makes out predicutes that are the subjects
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and this is the best way of putting it. It is a pun: It means something
in pramrer and logic bub also a human being, {Subject). To say thot the
mind has 2s its predicates the family and the state is to reverse the thing

as it 1=,

Hegel's dialectic is regarded as a stnpendous achievemenl widch he
thousht up altogether himself., Then he developad a logle, history, ethics,
15, But then the mind which reveals itself in history is very sly. .Ih_
does so only with the é&lp of ruses, _If Fou dﬂnlt like thiz kind ?f thing

you ecan gob thoroughly anncyed.

¥y questicn: does this philesophy have a dstinetively Gorman feature?

The CGernans achievaed such o heighitened power and therefore it became
distinetively German., But Flatonisum ete. wasn't very different from Hegel.
With Plotinus you have an emanatlonal ldea: the Gedhead fills the world with

its essence. This is not so different from what the Capital idea does,
My guestion: Is Hegel's philosophy compatible with Christlandity?

The ehurch didn't think so. They thogght he made no affort for Ced
in a suffieiently ceremoniaus way, God was only sugueezed in. Qlhers on the
.oLher hand, said that its meaningless unless it amounts to a theclogieal
concert, Whethsr the Idea ereates the world or Ged does, is a resningless
dgifference. But Hegel didn't ereate his philosophy as a theological sysien.

It spread to FEngland only such later,

It is guite true that Harx does use the dialectic and doesn®t make

the Idea or Spirit a aubject of history at all ever. This is forelgn to

Farxism.
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His lirst writings were theological - the most important subjects
were theologicals The atmoaphore he prew up in was that of the Erlightenment,

Bat the Fnlighbterment was deist and nmot theologically-minded at all.

Tae point that we should have is the humanness of Harx snd its

representatiﬂn in Peuerbach.

Man is tho result of his history. He produces the irrdgation works
and the prramids, Therefore man ic a result of history through his works,

These are the content of the clvilization he makes up.

Man becémes what he ig through history. In Hegel this happened
thraugh manls intellectual achievements. Bub Marx sadd thaf & normal man
has also manual achievenents whiel are physiecal. Then you don't pet ﬁhe
pure process of thought., Man's econeny iﬁ.part of the achievement, Harx
said that a wniverslty profeasor ﬂeuld-hﬂve the view that man's achdevements
are only products of the mind, It's different 3f you dig a diteh or build a

house,

Tn 1257 when he wae 50, he reaffirmed his srgunment on the philesophie

premises,

In 1852 he had the same idea and 1t isn't the young Marx but Xarx the

philosopher. The unity of Marx and Engels was unjusily assumed,.
H ¥ E

Io 1ans, Yarx was still anti-communist but in 1847 he was a communisb,
The word communist was used only with the Manifesto, The wiew is that from

1844 to 12A%7 Varx changed his view on the basic gquestions,
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F. guggesﬁs that the logieal sequence of the manuseripts is une,
three, two. |

Hls XKritik des Hegelschen Stastsphilosophie - 130 papes, is
enormously interesting for the expert {writtén 1841 or 42) and is a1l on
frooded, It contalns anong obther things a caéplﬁte theory of Fuascisn,
ﬂegel is anti-democratic in his whole narpératinn position, It 1s surprising

»  that no one ever fmﬁviit. It is ccr;ﬂrativisﬁ in 1@#1 or 2,

'ﬂf We woald have Lo assme that the 1959-58 Jirits up with Harx! work

pl&ﬂﬁo
Owen iz the only utopian of whom Murx spoke with high respect,

Marx, in his eriticue of the Gotha rrogram was anti-revelutionary.
fhe Yandifesto was written 30 years after Owen who came out publicly in 1£13.
The Manlfesto 1s uttﬁriy and complolely political and was on Lhe eve of the

revolution,
a .

Thore is a Lern in Oven that he wanted the remoralization of seelaty
Cand we will bave to heve that., Marx was acainst dehumand zabions Oven wanted
te rongralise society by making it rationzl. Owen did discover eapitalisnm

end soclnlism inscfar as soclety is translorned,
Ses Marx "Selected Worka™ volume 2, p. 550,

Owen discovered an eceoomic system and a different socliety and bad the
whole idea of the transition, The transition 1s the realization of the
rrality of socciety. The Erfurt program was divided into two prograus: the

2 final ain and the transition, The latter was the progran for the present
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society. Lenin developed the whele thing in the Stale and He?ulutiﬂn..
¥arx had it on pages 515 to 572, He developed it first (ef., 554 cnward

and 566},

Harx took part of it From HMepel who developed his "burgerliche
gesellschaft' from Ricardo. (5ce also Freedom and Technology - General

Qumments}-
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COMMENTS O MY YHOTES CF WARY (Nov, 1, 1957)

The material is penerally correet but my notes have the wrong style,

e,g., the second paragraph was never yut that way before.

¢

¥ Marx did think that naﬁyre iz the creation of moan - 2 human creation,

It is just a mcaniﬁﬂless fact without man. The sentence beginning "Marx

Interest Was es.' 15 non Marxdst. It is Wopla — e.g.; Shelley,

A nisplaced style is ons which makes it impossible to get through
to the subject on aecoudt of the perfection with which it presents the material

and concluaiona.

Landehut said that Harx found & world of philosophy which was perfect
iteelf., What did Marx find wrong? In terms of method he said that it should
be turned around te Uring in the real world. He was aftor a rhiilesophy, not

an ideal state of socistyr,

The matter of tone is my difficolty. I have a soup where the fish
is like the stesk, Put 1f I get hold of a thing 1 can bring out its unigue

character,

¥arx was faced with the market problem. He didn't have the whole

preblem, only the market problem.

In the end I make the right distinction betwesn & technologleal

c¢ivilization and its market form. I hive the ripht beginning of the end.
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ROBERT OWRE

In The Oreat Transformaticon in the chapter on pauperism, there is
developed at great length the ides that the poor must be an asset to the
nation, There was for example, a Bristol society - a natlonal asscclatleon

«/ for expleiting the pear, existing in 1695 or 1697. The idea that the poor AYE

¢ % an asset to the nutlon lod to the thought that the paupers must be an asset,
Owen also uwanted to make the paupers an asset to the capitalist. This was not
the idea of the {uaker Dellers of 1696 bLut it was the idea of the businessmen

of 1697, Cwen ran on the line of a business-like treatment of the pour.

P, also developed the idea in The Great Transformation that it was

‘an anti-depression move to stabilize employment, We completely forgot this.

Criginally the idea was that a wealthy country must have many poor
~ that they are an assst. To the Hercantilist this was obvious (a low—wage

econﬂmy)._

But for Ovem a high«wage O CONOHTY was linked to a low=usge one. The
workers would exist on the land. HNew Lanark was a high-wage one, Thersfore
Owen cambined hore two things, This poes to show that one can't present
this matier without considering it in its entirety. Owen was contimuidng

something which, from the logie of the position, was alrcady there.

It is important that we rcconsbruct what the Village of imion lg
about, e should eredit the Village of Union with originality on basic

social organization - the Bellers idea.

At the same time there was another idea, thab a chartered CORPENY

would havs oporatsd on the profit principle. It was Bentham, one of Owan's
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silent partners, who had besn one of the blggest engineers of renting out the

PRUpErs,

Ho one knew thn£ trade weuld increase (The ﬁreat Transformation p. 103
Pauperism and Utopla). Nobody knew a thing and thé reason why political .
econony mattered little was because the situation couldn't be understood at
gll, There werso two Inconpatible systeﬁs —.capitalism.withaut a labcur
maricet. A l=bour eXchange wus slready sﬁggested in 1650 (3. 105). The Quakers
had thes idea to establish Colleges of Industry and exchange products dirently'
{p. 105). tThe Bristol Corporation for the poor was a capitalist underiaking
in proportion to which thé latter wore econtributing to the rates, The idea of -

profit was a novel idea.

Then comzs Jeresmy Bentham, Ssmuel Benthom thousht that one could use

steam and wetals in this program. Tabour notes were nol en original idea.

What difference deoes this moke on our Owen argument?. Either for his
person or for the projects? The Brlstol plan was a long time age and Defoe
(L707%) made an end of it, And then there was the Act of Settlenment amd 2
hundred years went by. The original thing is that Owen {ock the ides from
Benthan i.E;, the coneept of ﬁncmpluymﬂnt ~ that they sheould keep the peorle

(sustenance) and as an anti-depression measure. e defined the unenployed,

In the ¥illapes of Uniun paragragh on precéﬁents - it wasn't new at
a1l and people Baid it was the old story end never worked. P. had said tha£
the first real depression was in 1815, but this is not so, it was in 17232
{The Creat Transformation). In 1792 Benthum cane oul with something.for Lhe
unemployed. So we can't say thet there was no diﬂtincbian.bctwaen the
unemployed and the paupers. Therefore we should gqualify p. 16 of the draft

with Benthem — ef., din the Great Transformation what Bentham called unemployment,
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The public meeting (p. 17) sowds very naive, as if nobody heard

of this before.

In Bentham and #ellers there was no Intention of eriticining the
ayst@n.- Owen had Lhe ethical premises of socizlism underdying his work,

while he didn'ﬁ'came out Tor z socialist scheme,

¥hen we wenticned "nfﬁifﬁcial“ (p; 18) then we should givelanothcr :
sertence. Did Geen say 1t was nrtificinl? P, is very surprised at the
'term.“artificial“ and deean't think that amybody before or afger him ealled
it ertificisl, It is artificisl from an instituhioﬁalist point of vlew.

Unless it is instituted in o market it doeosn't exist at all,

o Quen hadiﬁﬁrallelugramﬂ as agnlinat Bentham's pentagon, Hith Benthan
one man sitting in the middle saw it all, It was a Jail, Sing-Sing 1s built
like that {check in the Encyclepedih Britannica whether the Senbhanm ldes was

ever miilt),

. Pe 19 - Ouen went from the Foor Law to unenployment ard would have
stabilized unemployment and had an anti;dﬂrrcﬁsion FEATUrG

- -
| What is interesting here is that Oven was pushed on by the aitpation.
There wasn't only an increase in pauperdsm but mass unemployuent and that
would sweep away the Village of Unlon and also there was Lhe dunger that the
depression would conkinue eor even inerease, The parish might collapse. If

thren wanted to deal wdthpauperdam and also to relieve the parish then the better

the paupers were looked alfer, {he mere pampers there would be.. (Thin is not

o well known in America or Canada).

What could he do. T%ﬁ had to stabllize employment and pet the employers
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not to dismiss thuir peaple; He could do this by petting rid of wage
comnltments and getbing cheap labowr and arrange that the employer could

have the iabauTﬂP apains. For tha labourer he could sccours soms kind of
income beeause of subsistence on the land. fhrough subsistenee on the land
fha wages were reduced, but thers wuas no mass unenployment end the depression
needn't increase., In America in 1931 thore wers 13 million (7) unemployed
and this was one of the reasons £hat business stopped (I should refer te all

this)s !

——

I didn't develep how he discovered capitalism bub It is implied here.-

Mse the currenﬁy question is involved bul that is to keep the exchange safe,

[Eﬁat Owen supteanted poes far beyond what.anyhuﬁy sugcested before,
efther with Bellers — helping to carry the poor, or with the Bristol Corporation
~ to earn profit. The Capitolists would have labour without wages and capital
would be distributed as promised to the workers (100 pounds apd 200 pounds).
This would be diatrihﬂted.out af profits and therefore 1t couldn't have been
a non-profit economy. There was no natlonalization of industry invelved at
all, He wanted to nationalize the paupers and that's an old idea Llhalt the

state would minke itself responsible, |

Sinece there 1s ro mention of the labour exchange it most have been
the employed which ke referred to, P, suggests that he really only tried

the 1osaible, the depression was so long and everything wasted away.

For the employer tho firsi point was not wages but markets. Tae

¥undt ylan for unemployment lnsurance was to subsidlze bthe employer to keep

tis workers who were throwm out under capltalism.

Tbne hundred years later this was dene. The great lactories slarted
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villapgas for their workers. lHew Lanark was such a villags, This couldn’t
. have been a preat exception since the faclories were rural and power wasn't
yet urbanized. I stould make the sugeestion that there were more rural-slted

factories than later on. _f

P, read Benbtham with great excitement, He was ﬂo;m'inced we ShDUj;d_ﬂ't-
help the poor, Ricarde saw that the only sol ution for the poor was for bhem

te get used to higher standards, Alsc Halthus thought =zo,

EIR)

My question: How viable would Owente villoge of artisaus bo?

& The?cauld employ one another. The women would work for % hours,

The prbfiﬁ would go to the comunity- bub thal would be catastrorphie.

¥y guesllon: Cuan we say then that Owen's second scheme was one to

pack up or Iinsure the success of the first?

I|I Pauparisnm in the village was an urgsnt problem, He thought that if °
his prineiple was extended to the labour classes then the Village of Union
for paupers would be saf;er and the ra.t.e.s would bo lower. The raotes did fall
‘but only after tho Poor Law Heforn Act._:j.]:lut.' things weren't solved in a day,
1815_ to 1845 were thirty horrible yeara, This is the pericd that Hzrrist

Kartineau wrote about - the thirty years' peace,

Dont't include too much on sect and party. There s no .pr‘i}ﬂf thit this
cames up in a serious way. Or that his worldng; people would have politiecal
party .affi.liati-“.ns. Yhat zn ideal You cen't say that the second plan is to
help the first., You can't say that it would work and holp and that it doosn't

hinge on bigper unceptainbties.
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If his scheme for panpers wasn't directly practical it became an
sbsurdit;y, He thought thal he would have a much bigper fighl to check

unemployment which is eoming on.

There are grave objecticnz to subsidizing unemployment, BEfficient
emplayerﬁ would protest. You are going to subsidisze the inefficient
competitors. These are all economists! objecticns, P, doeen 't like them

but they are all to the point.

{See also last part of The Larly ¥arx Section).
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FHEEDOM AND TRCHEQOLOGY = Gereral Comments

The mar:.hi-_ne does certainly do something to the person vwho works under
its command., But it is net sowebhing which we cannot adjust to. This may
Involve many things, but most of them have airﬁady hafpened. 12 Dne 1i§ts
the physical and hyglene conditons of n factory « the actual hours, the
fragmentstlon of labour, the action of the machlne on erafts; and ithe intimate .
and ine{sive influence on the home, on dewestic 1ife, and the meaning ol the
family, and one adds the disintepraticn of man and his envirommsnt and urbanism
in el'l.rm",'-,' regard, ineluding his rdationship to rpature, each iz almost a chapter
in itself, This is a quésfion of forins of life subject to scocomodation with

the help of the very machine development vhich caused the 11ls in the first

placa,

\.l"

"~ His problem is undoubiedly the pluce of the economy in society - the ecoromic proccan

The guestion of adaptiﬁg to the machine's effects on life is difforent

 from the ability to mainlain one's inner life in this adjustment. The

deeper level of whether the life o man ean continue reaains open and this 1s

our maln guestion. It is the freedom story.

Golng back to Marx, these effectz of the machine ineclude the division
of labeour anl it is doubtful therﬁfﬂrs, whetﬁur the whole aelfhestrangemsnt.
- whick is a pool deserivtion of what happens in the exteriorization and is
partly divorced from it, what we call the effects of machinery on society -
transcends this whole level, We must be careful to ieep the structure within

the tdtal argument.

Pa doesn't know whether Marx has any divect contact with our problem,

belng instituted with private property and sccial clusses - owning and non-a%ﬁng.
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 The social conditions are such that the 1ife of the propertyless classes

is dehumanized and for the owning ¢lasses less obviocualy so.

Thio cnmplaiﬁt leads te the n;ceptance of tﬁé Peali£y of society.
Society is real but it may be an illusion on his part to think that all
his complaints would cease with a differsnt instituting of the ecbnﬁnic .
process, He was 21l for the machine and was just-for a different instliuting

of the economic process.

His.salutiun that men is to accepl the reality of society implies
that it is not the individual who is the ultimata reality. It is socialy,
The irdividual can't be understood and eanft fulflll himzelf. Eut that
which changes om its own Is sceiety and the changes over time is history,

History is the absolute and that 1s whers man fulfills himself.

What he did with Hegelianism i1s what Landshut says ~ that Hegelianism
is deprived of its mystificatinn. How the Ides moves to fulfill itself in
hiétnrg is not ¢lear. It is much clearer that a socicly does produce those
thoughts and institutions which amounts-tu 1aw, mﬂrality,.the state and

political economy.

This coild be made clearer Il you turned Hegel quide-down'and then
(it is right-sideup. Then the actual scclely conalsts of human individuals

and groups and they produce in their heads these mind-phenomenz. Those

dontt exclode each other for they dnn;t- exclude a dialectical law {Zeitzeiat ).
There may ke somo dfalectlesl law in evidence but it is absurd to think that
there are twe laws: one which people think and the othzr in which it thinks

people, Marw arpued that what he presented was not Hegelian but the epposite,

although he used Hegelian foras of thought. But if Marx eald that he ccased
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to bé Hegelian, the dialectic is Hegelian method (e.g., thinkingi. iMalectic
is evideﬁtly valid in éertain figids: revolution and ecounter-revolution are
tvoc processes., FPeople get fed—up“wiLh one side, difficulties emerge and

this stress is the reaction. Marx goes all the way in acesptance of this

but here a ﬁngﬂliﬂn thought comes in, frE&dém is the fulfillment of necessity.

There is & jump from necessity to freedom.

Here you see how basic is the acceptance of the reallty of socicty to
Harx and socialisn, The Bolshﬁvikﬁa developad the thesis that freedom

cannot be recognized as 'a massive postulate,

Sartre is the opposite, This is the absolutism of the postulate of

freedom and leads to a rejectlon of the reality of sociciy. (&he-aﬁamluﬁiam

£ of the rostulate of freedon leads to a fﬂjgction of the reality of society.}

s,

The soclalists reject the reality of sociely but insist on the secial viewpoint

being the only adequate one for a progressive world (technological civiliﬂaticn}.

Roussesu drew the conclusicn that the individual would have to be
forced to be fres, but it means that the individual wishes ¥hat the comnunity
needs for its own survival. Be would be free in follewing Lhe laws which are
set up as the law of socicty, Ke would be ffea in fellowing {he laws he

approyverd of and that is the autenory of the perﬂnnality in Kant. From Kant

an, freedom is the central value in moridity. There is no freedon outsida

Bocial morality. Our (%] 4dealism fatkeved freedom, That is why freedom

ig lsmansnt In the meaning of the unlverse,
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F; got hold of the 'Hannheiﬁ' in Few Yﬂrﬁ. It shows very lmposing

mental power and Lo & very impressive effort, It ie however too complicated
and not a simple basic ldea and £he whele thing is wrong and you can't solve

%" the problem, He assumes a world without faith and belief - thaté.thﬂ given
situation similar to the exdistentialists, Hitﬁ faith and belief out, he
wants to show how a soclety can be constructed and how it ¢ be master of
guocial changes Ib assumes man is oody partly ratiopnl and is partlg irrational,
The task is to make the rational fTacultles effective. He says that this is
posslible only 1f man iz reconstructed. It is extremely iasprobable that this

can be done,

The lack of elarity comss from the lack éf fuith and kelief, One

would have Lo build on {faith and belief and he ¢laims he hasmne. This is

< inscluble. The onc element in which he sces & trouble of our time if a
#fundamental-demeeratie",  In English thia is in sorme sense the dsmocraiizaticn
;inharent in an industrial socisty, That consists in more and more people (a
igreater percent) being activated and cﬁlled to participate mairly in laoking
to their interests. He thinks that there are z greater percent 10§king to
their interests and ther participate and have a say. He doesn't mean the

censtitution, but e.g., the trode unions.

He says that this Is an obvions contradiction with the increase of so
much emoticnalism (irratiuqality}, with which he credits the masses, Culture
ie a poooeasion of the few (bhe elite idea 1s sbtrongly inherent in the WoTK )o
This is the Pareto idea bthat only a15nmll group is cupuble of leadership and

rule, and since the masses of Lhe people are actlivatsd to look after their

intercots the conditions under «whileh elites forn are wdermined.,
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Many ideas come together here., His great thought iz that we need a

soclolosy as a practical gudde to g reconstruction of zocioty.

With thie "fundamental—demﬂcratié“; F. Lhought that the reality of
Bociely is increased by many move peOTis wWhio wisﬁ to be free (who are
inslsting o the Pulfillsent of their interests), This is a direct result
of indﬁﬂtrialiéatinn of suciety. Instéa&luf belng sweet, daft shepherds they

are members of, for cxsmple, a soclzalist labour party.

His point is pot 'proven ind e mizht have a stronger case with the
opposite. P, Oooesn'™ know if this cones into our argument. When Mannheim
thinks of the trade union he 1links it with the fact that people have more
education. P. doesn®t see what education has to do with it. Also vhat
Pareto's elite has to do with it. I you have a mareh some will be in fropt
-~ but whure.will they go? That is the questlon. Bub 1n traditicnsl societiecs
there was no circulation elite s.z.y clan societies, P, ducsn'; say that

there is much truth in this.

It is doubtful whether "fundamsﬂtulﬁdﬁmacrétie“ is on a level of
political denserasy or basie freedom. F. is not sure that the people are
fearing Tor basie freedom In terms of salwvation., P, orly azsumes that man ds
unchangsd in this regard for him to be msster of his inrer destiny. He assumes
that for sll Df us, except for vory few, life would ke unliveable if it lost
iis meaning. It would if we werc nat always-in a spate of fear a=nd hope. As
regarda the mﬂﬁning of the fullness of life, it is where we are alone and
exist as persons and nobody can quite get rid Of that hauniing knovledzge uniess
he kas sunk to a level where life can't be carried on, That isn't the prablem

= humans sinking to an iningman level,




WP CRGANTZATION MAMN

The organization man is the vietory of the crganizaticn over the

live mind — gver nihilisn,

INTERDISCIFLIN ARY PROJECT

Tha session which was held in Mew Tork last week went through the
work on Monoey bat Lhe work on the sympoaium got off to & wery sleow start.

The sesaion itself, however, was excellent.
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