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BetweenApril 1961 and June 1965, the French
journal tsocialisme ou Barbarie' published (in its
issues 36-40) a long article by Paul Cardan entitled
rMarxisme et th6orie rdvolutionairer. We harze
decided to translate and publish it, because we con-
sider it a most original and penetrating exploration
of this theme.

The article discussed six main areas :

a) the historical fate of marxism and the notion of
orthodox;-;

b) the marxist theory of histor-v;
c) the marxist philosophy of history;
d) the trvo elements in marxism and rvhat historically

became of them;
e) the balance sheetj
f) the nature of revolutionary theory-,

In August 1966 rve published (in 'Solidarityr
vo1.IV, No. 3 ) the first section of Cardan's text.
\\re called itrThe fate of mqrxismr. This was sub-
sequentl;,. produced as a pamphlet (b)' the Clydeside
Solidarity group) and has given rise to great con-
troversl. - being praised or denounced as rthe bestr
and rrvorstr thing Soiidalit)- has ever published - a

sure indication that it rvas challenging revolutionarl'
orthodoxy. We are now pleased to bring to our
r"eaders the second section of the text, r,vhich deals
u,ith what has become known as the 'materialist
conception of histor;,r .

Although it mal- come as a surprise to r-nany

marxists, Marx himself never used the words
'historical materialismr (although Engels did,
repeatedL5.), But r,r,e are not dealing here wlth a

question of rvords. Cardanrs argrment deals with
rvhat both NIarx anC Engels undoubtedly considered

the motive force and pattern oi his:o:ica1 develop-
ment: the deveiopment of techlolog.-, :he grori'th
of the productive lorces, and :he -n:eracliors bet-
ween the economic structure a::C soci:- relaiions
of society, and its ideas and ins:it:rio::.-'.

Talking of 'dangelorrs l:-=:e. E:.geis " l','rote:
Ithe materialist concept j.on oi his:o:;. :: s a Ioi ol
them norvadays, to r:';hom it:er-\-es,-: =r excuse for
not studying historl-r, To ci:soci---:e h-r-se1f from
such friends 'Marx useC io s3j' :.bor: .ne F:ench
"marxists" of the late ser-en:ies: :-i: I kror','is that
I am not a marxist". ' Ra:her ih3n ?-rg-je, ihe:'efore,
with marxists (*.hom o:her i:--r-r-513 ;,'--L almost
certainly' consider 'dangero-s lr-ends ) Cardan takes
up the argument ['ith the ']oi ncers oi scientific
socialismr themselr'e s , seek-rng :o sho *- horv their
conceptual categories li'ere :her:selr'es pr-oducts of
historical developn-rent, Ther'',','ere, rherefore,
almost by definition, socio-ceniric anc elhnocentric
, , , and hence inadequ:.te, C=roar s crii-ique aims
neither to detract frorr the Ere::ness oi llarx and
Engels, nor to beli.ttle lhe iirpo.tance ol the mode
of production in societl', B:: ii sii'esses ihat their
analysis of historl ',r'a s 1:self a hisroricaL procluct:
the product of a parlicular epoch and oi a particular
society', l'{oreover Cardar's critlq;e emphasizes
- contrar,y to Nlarx and Ergeis - th:i the mode of
productlon itself is not a force -,"'ear-ing the pattern
of history from the outsiie, but :hat boih the role
and the dynamics of the r:rocie of production are
themselves variabLes, and pari oi ihe overalL pat-
tern and structure of an;'- given societ) , at an)'
given time.

Our text is a little longer- ih:.r ihe original
F'rench text, In response io queries r:lsed during
a collective discussion of the transl:iion ihe author
wrote a number of explanator'- foornoies del'eloping
his ldeas further, These har-e be=n lncorporated,
The translation is an exaci one, b:i the'title on the
cover, the chapter headings anC ihe ilLustrations
and quotes (the source of t'hich -.-r'ill be found on
p, 35) are entirely our oY,-n, \1'e found it neces
sary to add these quoies ior the ber:efii of ali those
rnarxists who are une\\-are oi ',i'ha: iheir mentors
really wrote.

'Solidaritl ' (Loncion) , -\ugrst L 97 1

' Letter to Schmidt, August 5, 1890.



1. MARX AND THE ECOI{OMY

.' = sro:ld start by examining what has happened
., .:-: t:-.si col-lcrete par"t of marxist iheory, namel-y.
- - : =:,r::o::ic anaiysis of capitalism. Ilar from
:-:: r;ottingent, accidental or empilical applica-
- -. :: :::..:'xisr theor)- to a particular historical

: -.:.-r::r=:-o:i, :his economic analysis is the piace
-.=: - :i:r '.,.'hole substance of the theory is concen-

:- i :r. i: :s the area where the theory should show
..' -,=: .-,=: :i is capable of producing not merely a
.. ..:.:: =- tceas, but that it can make its own
'.-- - -. :::rciCe rvith the di.alectic of historical
-, - -.,:-i :-:::i1.., ihat it is capable of extracting

G)

from this l,ery movement of reality both the founda-
tions and the orientation of revolutionarJ/ action,
It is not for nothing ihat Marx devoted most of his
life to this analysis (or that the marxist movernent
subsequently ailocated a pre-eminent position to
it) and those sophisticated Imarxistsr of today who
lvould only talk of Marxrs early manuscripis show
not only superficialitl. but also exhorbitant arro-
gance, for their attitude impiies that lvfarx was no
longer aware of what he was doing after he had
reached the age of 30, (1)

Thqe den fufish respcctobility witl nof
be oyetWel if tualhe lcrn'hirl*r'*t
mabhattfla' b desiqaole thof ri*oFlhe
dtrTe oF hlttog utriclt telsthe uth:nat'e

@ute andlhegrzat nouiag potty OFa//
in p rlm f h i shricol et/ait rh lhe wrottrtt
dgdopntarf oF $cieftt, n lhe chaaaes
t h ihe' m o des ofproduriton aad dtaigc'
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\Ve-' knor,v that for. NTarx capitalist econonl.'l
,r.,as s-.ibject to lnsoluble contradictions v'rhich
manifested thernseh,'es both in peri.odic crises
of over -production and in iong'te::;r: tendencres
rvhose unfolding would lncreasingly shake tlie
s:!'stem to its very foundations. Among such
tendencies rvere the increase in the rate of
exploitation (implying increased misery, ab-
solute or relative, of the proletariat), the
rise in the organic composition of capi.tal
(implying an increase of the industrial reserve
army i. e, permanent unemplol''ment) anri the
fail in the rate of profit (irnplying ttre slor,'"'in:'
down of accumulation aird oi ihe expansion of
production). What is expressed in these
Itendencies' is, in the last anal-v sis, ,4e
fundamental contradiction of capitaJ,ism as
Marx saw it: namely the incorr.lpatibi1it1-
betlveen,on the one handrthe development ':f
the productive forces and, on ihe other',
the capitalist rrelations of prodr:ction' or
!forms of propert;-' " ( 2)

The experience ol the Iast twentv )"rears, however,
suggests that pericdic cr"ises of over-production are
not inevitabie untier modern capitalism (exeept in the
form of minor ancl terrporal'y rrecessions'i' Anti
the experience of the last 'hundred 

-vears in any de-
velopeC capitalist country shows neither pauperiza-
tion (absolute or relative) of the proletariat, nor an:'r

lonq-term and permanent increase in unemplo5rment,
nor an)/ fali in the rate of profit' Still iess does it
sho\\, any s1or.,.,ing clown in the development of the pro
du.ctive forces, the growth of rvhich has. on the con-
trary, accelerated to previously unimaginable
proportlons.

trn itself, of course, all this pro\res nothing.
It forces us, however to reconsider N1arx's economic
theorl. in orcier to see if the contradiction 'bet''veen the
theory and the facts is mereiy apparent and temporary'
Perhaps appropriate modifications of the theory wouid
a}low. us to give an account of the facts in'ithout des-
trol:ir-rg the essence oi the theor;'' Or is it, every-
thing considered, the ver,Y substance of the theory
:which is in cluestion?

If one reconslders N{arxrs economic theory, one

is led to the conclusion that neither its premises,
nor its meihod, nor its structure are tenable any
loliger" (3) Ama:ing as it may seem to most
r.i:;:ai'xists' the theory as such'neglects' the actions
of social classes. It rrreglectsr the effect of the
norkers' siruggles on the distrikrution of the social.
produci ancl thus, necessarily, on ai1 aspects of the
functioni.ng of the ecotroml'. It rneglectst in
lartic,.iLal the effect of this struggle on the constant
cxl-.ansiort of th: market for consumer goods' It

'neglects' the effect of the gradual self -organisation
of the capitalist c1ass, precisell- rr'ith rhe aim of
dominating the rspontaneous' tendencies ol the
economjr. These shortcomings steEr iron the
theory's fundarnental premise, namel;' :hat in a cap-
italist economy, men (proletarians or capitalists)
are actually and completely transformed into things
(i, e,' reifled') and that therv are submitted to the
action of economic laws that in no r,l'a.r difier from
natural laws, except insofar as they use tLle
rconscious! actions of men as the unconscioLs instru-
ments of their own realisation.

In fact, this premise is an abstraction. It
relates, so to speak, to only one half of reality,
And as such it is false. Iteification, although
a fundamental tendency of capitalism, can never
completely fulfil itself. If it were ever to do so,
if capitalism were ever suecessful in transforming
peopie into things driven only by economic forces,
the system would collapse, And it rvouldn't be
tin the long runt, but instantly. The struggle of
people against reification is, just as mueh as the
tendency to reification, an essential conditio-n for
the functioning of capitalism, A factory in which
the workers would reallv and total1)' be mere cogs
of the machines, blindly carrying out managerial
instructions, would stop in next to no time' Cap-
italism can only function by constantly, using the
genuinely human activity of its subjeets, which
activity capitalism at the same time seeks con
stantly to limit and to de-humanize as much as
possible, The system can only function if its
fundamental tendency, which is indeed the tendency
to reification, is not achieved' It can only function
if its norms are constantly challenged in their
application. The fundamental contradiction of
capitalism lies here (4) and not in the quasi
mechanical ineompatibilities that the economic
gFavitation of human molecules in the system is
claimed to give rise to. These :.ncompatibi'lities,
insofar as they go beyond particular and 1oca1

phenomena, are in the lasi anaI1'sis, inaginary.

Frem this 1.etonsil:r'.-:.c:- . '-' : -- :-.-, - ..:- - s

of conclusions" \\'e sira--:,::-. -:-. ', :'- :- -..rs
imporiant ones,

Firsii-v one can no loilg=:- l::.-ll-:- -- .:--= . -'--
importance gi-;en b1- ,-iiai:< (:;: -''- ":-:-. :: -'--'::--. -

rnov,.mettt;) t.o f hy , r'o-...r-. . =. :.'.
'economy'is here usei in:ir: :---= -'.' ,' -::.- ..
sense gir-t'n lo i: b'. lae i- '' ''.' '" - . - . -

i. e, the rvhole sii sten: c,f abs::-:-c - =:--:'. :: .: -::, .-. .
relations, rvhich stariing I1.c.r-, : : '. -t-- "'t: ,

iippropriation of iJl ociL: c i'.: ' -'1 . .- .

,
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::--= '3e legally guaranteed as property, or derives
:-r:--;--.'ir.om a rde factot power of disposal) de-
:::::-::tes the creation, the exchange and the distribu
--: :: r.alues, These econornic relations cannot
:: ::j:_strLlcted into an autonomous system, whose
- -:.:.:oning rvould be governed by its own laws,
--.:=::liently of other social relations. Such a
- :-.::uction is impossible in the case of capitalism,
::-r s-nce it is precisely under capitalism that the
: -::l::11' tends to acquire the greatest rautonomyr
:: : s:t3re of sociaL activity, one suspects that
-- '::-l be even less possible to do so for previous
. : : -=:ies, Even under capitalism the economy
: --:-,:-:-s fundamentally an abstraction: society
-: ::-,-:r'iransformed into a series of economic re-
-:.--:-s:c ihe point where all other soeial relations
---: :: consiCered as secondary,

S=ccndl.v, if reification as a category needs to
:. := -::<amined the whole philosophy of history
:-:: :::derlies the analysis of rCapital'must also

: = :=::nsiCered, This question wilt be dealt witl-r

: -:=--1- it becomes clear. that the very concep-
-,:: :a:: -r.Iarx had elaborated concerning social

,.--- :--s:::-ca] dynamics (in their rnost general
- -: :-. :=-,-= to be questioned on the very ground

--.:::1...- i'rere most concretely elaborated, If
-.:-.=- -s so important in Marxts vrorks and in

:.-,: --=:-ts-,' of marxists, it is because this work
-:: . : -: :r demonstrate scientificall;2, and in the
-r-:r:r-,t'.',-nich is precisely relevant (that of capital-
-:: : r:-::.-) the theoretical and practicai truth of a
..:.=:=- :oncepiion of the dynamic of history, namely--.i'. :: = :=riain stage of their development, the
::--.:=:-=_ :roductive forces of societ;r come into cgn-
.-- - - -::- :..e existing relations of production, or -,-.: -: :-: a iegal expression for the same thing -

-':. '.:.= ::'ocertl, relations viithin which they have
:::: :. I,rrk hitherto,' (5i

l=!-.=-, imbueC from beginning to end rvith
,r= -.I-IF. that nothing can notv stop the develop-
:--.=-=-: :: .:ci:nclcg1.'(or the concornitant increase in
:-.: ::::-::-'.'it:'of labour') seeks to show that cap-
-:.-,-.: :-:-= --oas of prod'rrction, ..,rihich rvere at the
-.-.::. ::-: :::cst adequate anC efficier:t irrstrurnent
- -- ,:,- ::-.-:ioonent oi the producti.ve forces, become
:. : ::::c:n siage, a brake on this development

1--.: -:--s. icl' this very reqj:oq burst asunder..

I - :'- .::1-r.'n:ns of praise aCdresseci to--- -:-:-:-r-s.e in its progressive periorl
.-: ---: -:-= -- lor having been the historical

----..r ::-,=:. :, :ie development of the produc-
- -'-- ::',::i ald the condemnation of the
: , =: - _=-= :-. ro:h \,Iarx and later marxists
.:- :'. -- :::-. ,:'.: i:e: that the development of',. --'-- - . _ _-'.-: ior"c=s is henceforth impeded

by the capitalist mode of production, rThe
great forces of production- that shock
factor in historical development - were choked in
those obsolete institutions of the superstructure
(private property and the national State) in which
they found themselves locked by all preceding
development. Engendered by capitalism the forces
of production were knocking at all the walls of the
bourgeois national State, demanding their eman-
cipation by means of the socialist organisation of
economic life on a world scaler wrote Trotsky in
1920. (6) In 1936 he based his Transitional
Programme on the obser,ration thatlthJlloductive
for,ces of humanity had ceased to develop' because in
the meantime capitalist relations had become con-
verted from relative to absolute brakes to their
development.

We know today that all this is not so. In the
last 25 years the productive forces have undergone a
development far in excess of anything previousJ.y
irnaginairle, Certainly, this development has been
the result of modifications in the organisation of
capitalism, and has itself brought about further
c}ranges, but it has not aLtered or challenged the
capitalist nature of the relations of production.
What seemed to Marx and the marxists to be a
contradictionr which would lead to the explosion of
the system has been rsolvedr from within the system
it seIf"
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This shpws that, in fact, there never lvas a

_contradiction, To speak of a rcontradictionl
between the forces of production and the relations
of production is worse than an abuse of language,
It is to resort to a phraseolory rivhich gives a
'dialeciical appearance to someihing 

"vhich 
is but a

model of rmechanistic thinking. When gas is
heated in a closed vessel, and exerts a growing
pressure on the wall of the vessel (a pressu::e which
may eventually make the vessel burst) it is
meaningless to say that there is a rcontradictionr
betwqen the pressure of the gas and the rigidity of
the vessel wail. Simil"arly there is no rcontra-
dictionr between two forces appl"ied to the same
point and acting in opposite direciions. trn the
case of society, one could at rnost onl,\' speak ol a
tension, of an opposiiion or of a conflict between the
productive forces (the actual production of society or
its productive capacity ) - ttre de,relopment of which
requires at each stage a given type of organisation
of social relations - and those types of organisation
which rlag' behind the productive forces and cease
to be appropriate to them. When the tension becomes
too high, or the conflict too sharp, a revolution
sweeps away the r:1d pattern of social organisation
and open-s ihe u,ay lo a new stage in the der..elop-
ment of the proiluctive ioi"ces,

But even at ihe simplest empirical ievel ihis
mecharrisiic model is nct tenable, Ii represents
an irrrpei'n:issible extrapr:iation applied to the
.vhol.e of histr:ry of a pr ocess which onl;r existed

during a single period of history: the period of the
bourgeois revolution. It more or less accurately
descri.bes lvhat happened during the transition from
feudal to capitalist society. Or, more accurately,
it describes what happened to the hybrid societies of
Weste(n E'urope, betw'een 1650 and 1850, when an
already well developed and economicalll' dominant
bourgeoisie clashed with absolute monarchy and with
feudal remnants in land ownership and in the juridical
and political structures. But this rmodel' can be
applied neither to the collapse of ancient society and
to the subsequent appearance of the feudal rvorld, nor
to the birth of the bourgeoisie, which emerges pre-
cisely outside of the feudal relations of production
and apart from them, Neither can the rinterpretationt
account for the constitution of the bu;:eaucracy as -a

dominant social stratum in those backrvard countries
now being industrialised. Nor, fina11y, can it account.
for the historical evolution of non- European societies.
In none of these cases can the gro"vth of the productive
forces be identified with the development of a social
class within the existing social structure, a develop-
ment which rat a given stage' would have beeome
incompatible with the existence of the system and thus
lead to a revolution giving povier to the 'risingr
class,

Here again, we must look be1'ond the 'confirmationr
or the rrefutation' of the theory brought about by real
facts, We must centre our thoughts on the meaning
of the theory, on its deepest. content, on its categories
and on the type of relationShip it seeks to achieve with
reality.

'), ,nrr gsrtrhes,

45,o:, C, Ct':t ?i1i', EtldA/
O!4, ti1)i€/i'1 bcugeo.tS
liccd Ci at'cd2:diol1
CAi: ,€ CeSictiJi€i
af :,'cq/6le !rc:,rs
. -i7Zf-cr, irlsion- 

\f tccter4.
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?, ON THE

E\ OLUTION

OF

TECHNOLOGY

--_. ,.=,: :.-.-::o recognise ihe fundamental
-i:_: :: l,-.-:.-,:'s insights on the connections

r -,, :- :::',,..a:: produCtion and other aspects
. :.- ----, -:. . soc:eir'. Since l{arx. nobody can' -- :- t =::: ,o:get' rhat ever.-i sr:ciety has

i.: ..: .-_= :,:.,-r:1*ciion ol the n:atcrial necc]ssities
. : - - j .,-..: or thai eveul- it.sp€cL of sociai
: ...-:- __-:,.C i,-irit ivork, rvitii the way illo-
: _: _r =.::-sed and .,',.ith ttre sociai divisior..s

, .: , :-__ .:-s Or.garlSatiOn,
: - .. .-:'.::lr::" thil: to reduce production,

- : :-. : :::i.. i,r,.s mediateC 'n.y, instruments

and objects to the leve1 of 'productive forces' i. e. in
the end to the levei of technolory. (Z) ena it r,vould
be just as wrong to grant to technolory an evolution
which 'in the Iast analysist would be autonomou.s.
One cannot evolve a system of social mechanics
based on an eternal, and eternally constant opposi_
tion between a technology (or productive forces)
endowed with an autonomous evolution and the
remaining mass of social relations and human
Iife (the rsuperstructurer) to which would just as
arbitrarily be attributed troth passivity and an in-
l:uilt inertia.
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In fact there is neither autonomy of technology
nor anv ingrained tendency of technolory in the
'direction of such an autonomous development'
During 99. 5% of its development (that is to say

during the whole of its evolution except for the

last 500 years) known or presumed history was

based on what appears to us now to have been techno-

logical stagnation' Those thousands of years were
lived and perceived by colrtemporary mankind as

ernbodying a self -evident technological stability'
During 'several millenia, civilisations and empires
were founded and collapsed on sirnilar technological
rinfrastructures', (8)

During Greek antiquity the techniques applied
to production lagged behind the possibilities already
offlred bv the development of knowledge' But this
fact cannot be separated from social and cultural
conditions of the Greek world or from the attitude
of the Greeks towards nature, work and knowledge'
Similarly one cannot divorce the enormous techno-
logical development of modern times from radical
changes in these attitudes, howe'zer gradually these

mav have appeared' For instance, the notion
that nature is only there to be exploited by man

would be an;rthing but self-evident from the point
of viern of previous generations of mankind - and

would even today be questioned in many non-industrial
societies. To convert scientific knowledge pri-
marily into a rneans of technological development and

to vest it with predominantly instrumental character"-
istics also corresponds to a new attitude' The

appearance of these attitudes is inseparable from
tfre firtir of the bourgeoisie which takes place' to

begin with, on the basis of the o1d techniques' It
is oniy with the flowering of bourgeois society that
one begins to witness what appears to be a sort of

autonomous evolution of technology' But this is only

appearance, This technological evotrution is a

proauct of the phiiosophic and scientific development

launched or accelerated by the Renaissance (rvhose

d'eep links with the whole of bourgeois culture and society
are undeniabLe). It is also deeply influenced more
and more by the development of the proletariat and

by the class struoqle waged i.n the womb of capitalism, a

develppment which ieads to a selectiqn of techniques
applied to production from among a whole spectrum
of possible techniques.(9) Finally in the present
stage of capitalism, technological research is
planned, directed and explicitly orientated towards
the objectives of the dominant strata in society'
Does it rea11y make sense to speak of an
rautonomousr e.'olution of technology rvhen ihe U. S,

Government decides to spend a thousand million
dollars on rocket fuel research and onl,"' one

rr-riLiion rlollars on research into the causes of cancer?

During past periods of histor-;, rvhen men so to

speak acciJentally came across some new- method or
invention, and when the basis of production (as well
aS of war and of other sociai acti.rities) t,as chiarac-
terised by technological scarcitl-, the iclea of a relative
autonomy of technique might har-e appeared to have some

meaning ' although even then it would have been false

to claim that this technique was a rdete;'minantr, in any

exclusive sense, of the structure and evolution of

society. This is proved bi' the immens.e variety
of culiures, both archaic and historical (-\siatic'
for instance) built on the same technological bases'
Even for these periods the problem of relations
iletween the t1'pe of technique and the type of society
and cr-rlture rernains unsolvecl In ccntemporary socie -

ties, on the other hand, the continuaL expansion of the

range of what is technologicall.; possibLe, and the

perLanent influence and aciion of societ;r in relation
io its methods of '.-,'ork, of cor::rrn'-rnication, of vrar'
etc,, definitivelv refutes an.'- idea of the rautonomyr

of the technical facior. \lodern societl' makes the

reciprocal relatlonship absoiuieh explicit' There
is an uninterrupted circular ieed back betrveen

methods of produciion, sociai or"lanisation and the

total content of citltur: '

B-

frfsume pafticuar trcgd oiaaeoory'a1f tfi Plodudl't
coi))rc[ and co1dnTian oad e'a41 ftrtl horE

d Corrd4irlq soc a,ca,tt'.ru-bnr,a qqan!:rg

?Br'#H',/5;,"ffiu,f::tr : {r' * )



3. 'INFRASTRUCTURE, AND

:-:: ,.:3 aave just said shows that there isn't
- . . -,."- ...re e\.er ha.re been any inherent inertia in
'' . - -, : - :ccia1 life, rSuperstructures' have never
.', ., .:-: rrivilege of being passive, These super-
:', - -.--:-< =:'3 onLy a web of social relations. They
.:. a'--.a,a:' ::ore nor less I rea1r, neither more nor
.:: -r rr iran other relationships. They are as
- --:--:-.tr :'.'the infrastructures as the infrastructures

: .: , .:.--.-cneci by ttrem (if the term rto conditionr can
: i - - .,- :escribe the mode of coexistence of various

r- :::: is:eclS of social activity),

- - :::::c-rs phrase aboutrconsciousness lagging
- -:-.- :'-=-r:-.'' is no more than a phrase, It re -
.:!:-.- ,---::npirical assertion, vaLid so to speak
- -.: i'-ra: ralf of any phenornenon aad false for

' .- -='. :.-'-'-, In the speech of the marxists, and in
- --r : -- :::-scious it has become a theological phrase
,. - :: --:1 quiie meaningless, There is neither
. - :.- r :-.:-=i reality wiihout eonsciousness and to
: = . =. -:,:-.cicusness is lagging behind reality is

-.-i:-:'. - -:- :c sal.ing that the head of a wal.king rnan
-: : . - :: :h: rear of the man himself, Even were

. - :=.-- :llrsci.ousness r in the narrow sense (cf
- -- --. -::--:c-cusness, of a theoretical elaboration

.- :.- ,,:=) the lormuia would stil1 as often be false
-,: - .. .:-::e can be a 'laggingr of corisciousness .

'-' '-- ..-.-'-'- arrd a 'laggingr of reality behind conscious-
r!: -:-- ::her t'ords tlrere is as rnuch correlation
: : -- :,-:-...eln rihat people do (or hov". the-v live)

: = :::i:,ii. iVh'-:t ihey tiririk is noi on11, a.
.,.-.-: :a rnsishi and elal:o::aiion of r,,,,hat

. :.- - '-, ) sort of 'l:'re::thtress n:arch aiong
: : -: . : . r sai j.t.,., It is also tlie r-elatjr.isatlr-r

- : . - . :.r. :.r.r-:irrg one rs Cisiari6s.s, proriectioti.
.: : .. ::- -::ir congcious cre3,tiorl as unconscious

. :. . .' : at -,,Ialx ci..i1ed the superstructure has

-,: :r-.t. :-t-.::.i-rie socral. r;r:.ateri.a.lit),r tlran
:, .-:r .-.ln :r:rl kno';,'iedgc ha'ie been haz-v anci
:: - . ,:::icr.sl r.lf an external rvor]-d rin itself I

'. -::-::::- coiour'eo a.nci i:ndovred ..litir oCour,

--- :: :. h.lnancronr;ciouslress -aongidereC
: -- ,..., -- :.-:-,= -:-n,j ci'eative factor in hisiory -
- : : :- .,- , :r'rctical ccnscic'{sness, It is

:. - - ,.::i .ctive reason, rather than a

:, : : .-,:.:ion tc v.,i:ich p|axis coilld be
..:==:-:=: ,-i<e r::e coroliary to the theorem, merely mate--
. -=--. ----- ::-; .,rn.equences of the reflection. But I

:'-:--:i-. ::.:r.s -s not just a modification of the material
-- -r, I: r. =s nuch, and even more, a modification

--- :: = :=:-.',-io:,r:' oi rneir and of their relations. The
':=:,:---:: :: :i-Le f,Iountr and the 'Communist Manifqstql
- :-::.. --..s: :3 :nuch to historical practice as any
-=::.:--: -,: a-:=- ir:r'ention. And their real effects on

- =-:.- . :.,-.': : een infinitely weightier.

.SUPERSTRUCTURE'

Sueh is the present ideological confusion, and
so forgotten are eertain elementary truths, that
what we have just said will appear as tidealismt
to many marxists. But could there be cruder or
more naive iddalism than the attempt to reduce the
whole of historical reality to the effects of a single
deterrninant? What is more idealist than isolating a
single abstract factor (the evolution of technology) -
rvhich is moreover of the order of an idea - and buitd-
ing a whole theoretical edifice on this basis?

Inewrybiddcal eNT,lhe prepjhio node oF \
@anft pdttdit*t and elhaae. 6nd lte gia/
o,vqonizaiioo neragriltt htfuiaq-hin ft, hrm ilz
o"iis y, 41fTo!it+ "n:'?! fryg 4f,_.,-iii ol exy'arned- he piificot and titd/n?alhifu!
oF that' e4r.. lh,3 Fptb,n lo^rl,op,f?l-i;of lhaf e@tlr... fitt pto4titron u Drq opinbo t.

desud b do tur'n&U khat DatbinS lt'atJ

.hos done brbrolqg..i ,

-9-
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In what is known as ,historical materialisrri
history is indeed propelled b;r ideas. But insteaci
of being religious, phiiosophical or politicaL ideas.
the ideas are technologicai. It is true ihai to become
operative these ideas must be rernbodiedr in insrruments
and methods of work" But the ideas ihernseives
determine this incarnation. A new instrument i.s new
in so far as it is the materialisation of a new concept
concerning relations betw.ee n pr"oductive activity
and its means and ends. Technologicai ideas
remain then a kind of prime n-rover. One of two
alternatives then has to be ctrosen. r,&e either
remain just there - and the whole alLegedl,,-
rscientifict edifice of historical materialism
is seen to base all history on a rnystery: the
mystery of the autonomous and inexplicable evolu.ticn
of a particular category of ideas {techrrol.ogicirl

ideas). Or we replunge technologz into the bath
of total social reality. But if we do so technology
can no longer claim a privileged positions as a de-
termirrant, either ra priorit or ta posteriorit .
Engelsr attempt to escape this ditemma by explaining
(10i that although superstructures may act on infra-
structures, the latter remain determi.nant tin the last
analysisl hardly makes sense. In a causal explana-
tion there is no rin the last analysist, each link
being inevitably related to others. Either Engels
was making a purely verbal concession in which case
we are left with a factor (technological ideas) which
determines history without being determined by it.
Or Engels is making a genuine concession and the
pretension of having discovered the ultimate explana,
tion of historical phenomena (in a specific factor)
lies shattered.

' 
hcrard ino h lle maleria/if ctr)ephoo

o F h i sta rg-,,he,1 h*! d:y.*ry
eiaruflh hitfirq i ke prodact/on itd
,@fuidion olreol iifu'hue;fua rhtr

klaw nar i have evar oseied... Lle
??141e dur hisbryoursetyes tutn4e
ir?tt piagg un& vetg.7ean,1e
a $ump{ilns aad oilrft@ls. fiuanq
lhe-vi he Ee*tonic o?1es ote "/
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'Ihe rea1l;.' idealistic character of the rmaterialisi
conceptio,n ol history' appears at an even more funda -

rnental level when one considers anoti'ier aspect of
the categdries rinfrastructure' and I superstructurel
as used by Marx, In lVlarxrs vision not r:nl;r has the

infrastrueture a determining weight but it alcne has
weight, for it alone is at the origin of ihe moveroent
of history. Unlike everything else, iire inir:"astruciure
embodies truth, Consciousness can bs 'false
consciousnessl and most ol the time it is. It is
rnystified, its content is'ideological'. rSlllelstruc-

f*j=g' are ahvays ambiguous: they bottt expr'ess
anO Uee the rreai sitrrationr. Their functi.on is
essentially a dual one. !'or exar::p1e, the Constitution
of an"r'bourgeois Republic - or Civil I.a"v - have an

explicit or apparent meaning (pror-iCed !r- reading
the text itseif) and a Latent or real r::eaning, revealed
b,-v n:ar"xist anaiysis. T'he text talks of the equallty
of citizens and of the soverelgntl of ihe peopie' The
reaiity is the division of societ:" inio classes and the

'de facto' power of the bourgeoisie' Sticking to
explicit, rranifest meanings is sheer juridical cret-
inisr:r, Law, politics arrd religion can oni.'- be fully
understood in the context of the rest of the social
p}:enomena of a given period, eic" , eic,

But fo:' marxists this ambiguiiy, this deformed
relationship to historical reality rvould appar'ently
cease to exist when we stari dealing with the infra-

,.
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:-: - - -::, H:re things can be understood in them -
:: r. . -- :echnical fact has an immediate and full
.-.:.---:,,:-c:. There is no ambiguity about it. It is
'=' '--. s:'s'and it sa1's what it is. It even spells

- . -:. :::or'e. The water wheel speils feudal society,
.: :-:-::- .:-:il: capitalism, There are therefore
'. -.: .:-:: i:: themselves embody meanings anC which

: . -. -..-. sane time fuliy and immediatelv (11)
- . .'=nc:ble b\- us. Technical facts are not only

' - ,-:,:,r:r:rent of previous ideas (i. e, incarnated
- -i:r,.:s). The1. are also ideas rto the fore': they
., :- .- ,.r:rif'. everything that will rresult' from them,

--.=:: ;s not the shadow of a doubt that history
. .:=.- .,.i-r:r'e meanings become'embodiedr
:,:: : :h:ngs become meaningful. But, in

- -:,..--.::r none of these meanings are ever some-
- -:.- -:.-.::rl or closed, They allvays throw one

- =: r .o something else. Nothing - and certainly
.., .-. ::'-c=: fact bears inscribed on it a meaning

, ,:-- --rs: accept at face value. No technical fact
i: -:-, :==-.-:nable meaning if isolated from the society

'.--:. -- cccurs, And no tdchnieal fact imposes a
.. , -,,.- =::i ineluctable direction on the human ac-
-. - -:: :'.-:n the closest ones - that it may give rise
-- . -: -:--: sarne jungle, two primitive tribes may be
. . . ::.-- = feil' miles apart, Thel, use the same
::, ,r'.: =r:: instrurnents, Yet they may have Ce-
: , -:-. ::-:*res and social structures as different

.. -..:::-:. flust we resort to God or to the parti-
. . -: .:-:- o: each tribe for explanations? Surely

. -- s:--.'.' of the total hislory of each tribe, of its
r--.:--r'--. .,::h others, etc,would a11ow us to understand

. -': ' : C-ifierent evohrtions took place (although
' : - : :r,r: a-lorr. us to runderstand ever;rthingr, and
.'- ... : isoiate a 'cause' of this evolution).

-:.. E:'r:ish motor car industry operates on the
:: = .=::-:o-ogicalrbasis as the French motor
::: :. I: rses machines of the same type and
:---- s :-: same methods to produce the same--, s li-ie 'relations of productionr are identical

: .:- -,, ::-::ies, Capitalist firms, producing for
: ::-: :-::. i:r': g.orkers, But ihe situation- -. : .-: . -r:'-e s is quite diiferent, In Britain:
- --- -.. -:-o--tcial stcikes, a permanent guerilla
: .: ,: :::: S against management, and bodies like
, :.: -r:rs .r'hich ar.e probably as dentocratic,
- -:. =:'-: :onbattive as is possible under capir

-.-:.. -:-l:"::ce: apathy and the integral trans-
--. :- r 31[s15r rdelegatesr into buffers
: -.:i::-:a:::eni anC men. The real 'relations

. - -:-,-:-- . -h:t is the extent to ,rhich the
-:r:-:r-. . :r::'chase of labour power assures

: -:--::-cl over it, are significantly
:--.:: --. r-,:l-tia1 understanding of how

:: _.' .-:,.:.:-ons arose ,,vould require an
: -: - .= ,:-,r-r oi each of these societies

r '-:-__-::. etc,

Union lepublir
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"Thosorurr/ resutr a{ tlhld f arrire{ okd '/tlkhl
once u/oo ) savved os a 1uidr11 ho'^,.*' ry
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4. ON THE HISTORICAL F{ATURE
OF TflTSTORICAT CATEGORIES

So far we have dealt by and large with the
content of the materialist conception of history. We
trave sought to see to what extent its actual fcrmula
tions could be held to be true or even made sense,
Our conclusion is cleariy that this content is un -
tenable, and the marxist conception of histor,v dces
not offer the explanation of history that it ciaims
to provide.

But the problem is not exhausted by these
considerations, If the marxist conception fails to
prbvide the explanation of history we are iocking for,
might there not be another conception that wou1cl
provide it? And would it not then be an urgent task
to work at the elaboration of a rbetter' theor;i ?

This second question is far more important than
the first. Afte-r all i.t is one of the very larvs oi the
progress of kno.rrleCge that scieniific theories should,
at a given stage, be seen to he insuflicient or erroneous,
The real conditio;r for progress, however, is to under-
stand why a thec.)ry reveals itself as false or inaCequate,

From what has already been said it wi1I be seen that
what is at stake in the failu-re of the rnaterialist con-
ception oi historf is something much more funda:
rnental, than tire relevance or acCUraC';, of a par:ticular
idea relating to the theor:1 . It is the al1ri of the theory,
and the ver). t,vpe of theory we are dealing with, that
should he incriminated" Behi.nd i.he attempt at
ereciing the productirre forces into an autonomous
iactor determining historical evolution, there lurks
the notion of condensing into some simple model the
'iorcesr which have dominated this evolution. And
the simplicity oi the rnodel flows from the belief that
the same forces, acting on the same objects, must
produce the same chain of effects.

In what measure can history be made to confoi.m
to these categories? To rvhat extent does historicai
mate::iaI lend itsel-f to this kind of tr:eatment?

The idea, for instance that in all societies the
development of the productive forces has idetermined'
the relations of production and therebl all 1egaI, pol-
itical and other relations presupposes that in ever..,
society there has existed the same t1 pe of articulation
l,retween various types of human actir.it.v, It presupposes
that economy, 1au', poiitics, religion etc, have al,,^rays
been, and have ah,va,rs necessarill, been, bottr
separate and separable, (if they are not, the openirig
statement is meaningiess), Rut this is an unwarr:anteci
extrapolation, The articuiations and structurations
w-hich characterise our societv are not necessarll.;
meaningfui outside of orr soci"tl.'. In lact these par"-
ticular articulations and str-r,rcturations are precisely
products of historical Ceveiopment. Marx has alread-r
pointed out thatrthe individuaL rvas a sociai proCuct'.
By this he didn't mean that the exisience of the ii-t-
dividual presupposed the exisrence of society or ihat
society determined rvhat the indivldual r,"ould ite. lie
meant that the cqtegory rthe individual' (as a persan
freel;r detachabLe from his fami1i., tlibe or clty) lyru
not a Inaturalr category and that it oniy appeared at a
given stage of histor;.. SimiLarll- NIarx repeated1.1,
stressed that the diflerent aspects or sectors oi
social activity onl;r tend to becorne rautonorrousr
in a given t;rpe of sotiet)- and at a certain stage in
historical development, Eut if this is true it
becomes impossi'ole to pror.iCe, once and for ail, a
model of relations or idetermlnationsr valid fcr anv
society" The points of support of these relations
are not fixed, The rnovement of history constantly
reconstitutes or redeplo;.s the social structures, in an
ever'changing manner. This does nct necessarilv t:ke

Itlnrx hos or1{cd lhal lhe whole oF Previou's .-
,Ai* itiTtTors oF closs sfru31)tesrthaf n
)it Y*" maniFold and com/icaled pifical ,
Slruggles ke onq thing or. ltsuF nas /
b"i n. seio/ and Palilica/
rule oF sodal clatses..'
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Cirection of an ever increasing dif-
-\spects of sociaLl life for instance

separate in the Greco-Roman wor1dl
:ed under feudalism (12) which in
recresents an involution or recon-
-'\-e can sum it all up by saying

.: - -:. :,:s:or']- any separate and fixed sub-
,::-rg from the outside on one ano-

' ' 
= | -, 

-=-: cannot make any generalisations
.. - - ::o:ror-r]- deterrnining ideologyr or
: .. -::c:og'' determining economyr ( or
: =.. :1:*: 'economy and ideologv mutually
:--- :-.--=--::E one another') for the very good

: - -: , :. .:r:i 'coth economy and ideolog (eon-
. - - - - =: . s sepalate areas that might or might
-. -' : -- :.. ole another) are themselves pro-
- -: : .. ::'.'en phase (and a fairly recent me
1- --- :: ::s:orical development, ( 13)

-- -..-:-.-:--: :'ole means that these forces must some,
, - -.: =s::nC to eterhal and ubiquitou.slrY g6r1sf3n

- - -- :-.- si.::e in everl,' society. Historical 'force["''
. :-.- -'.'. c." otherwise) can on11. becorne effect-'. ,

. : --- :,.-.:l: :ie actions of men, To say therefore . .rt
: :-.: :::re iorces play everywhere the same {{

-:-- = :---.::::-n n-iotivations: roughl),- speaking the j.'
, - - :,-- -: ::-ioiir-ation, Ii implie s that throughorr-t ii
-:: - - . .--*l:an societies have always aimed firsi ii'
-- - :'::::os: ic increase production and consump*,

,P i,j
A ,iri.

iJ !
,, f .t./
.t '-/A;l ,l&

Jfr
: i:-r -: :oes not matter here whether this aim
. -::-::-clS Or UnCOnSCiOUS),

: -: :r:s :cea is not only materially wrong. It

:-i,_-_rd \-tl

'' ^i- -Li..- ^ ^ ^ 'human naturer that could-: --! : -.r rr rLlrrrB dD d
-.= ::-,r':1r1.ng process. Man does noi at }:irt.L bta:-'

:seLf ihe finished meaning of his life, The r:raxi.i::- .1

ccnsumption, or of power or of sanctity, are not
, -r:erent in the nervborn child, It is tLre pr:evailiag
'....rich he r,r-ill be brought up which rvill teach him tl-rat
.le se things,

F*', li., ,:..

.,;

or il:e 'instincir of self-preservation are the universal j-*
-- -e-,--cent bases of any human society, or for that maiter.6."gp
::-.-:::g sp*.cies, They can teIl us nothing about any 

,?g
€ls&ffi,"

-. -:--::::--r::ib1e to r:rix biglgglge!!needsr, or tire rir:siii:r:ti
: -:--'r:=:..':.ron r..,'itir the-analys-s of hi.story, {15) Eiologir,ri

-:.= ::-=:'xist theorl, of history - and an;,
.: .=: =-- ,:-: simple theory of the same type
-: -:,:-s::'-i.- 1ed to postulate that the fundam- 

".

: :-,,-.--. ::'esupposed a constant pattern of funda-

-:: r 'r, -.'=-ues and rears individuals inaeorr*rncei.l1
- -- -.: :,.,': norms, This moulding is viriuall;, 'r

=-- :- ''::l-rr' (i+) for the very good reason that

,:,i+::l{;{
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particular societ:),, To base histor;* (by definition always diflelent) on the permanence of an 'instinctr of seli-
preservation (by deliniiion always identical) is as absurd as trying to attri.bute to the constancl,- ol tire libido
the infinite .rariet)' of neuroses, of sexual perversions existing in httman societies, or of iamiiial organisational
structures,

When therefore a theory postulates that the development of the productive
determining factor, it does not just imply that men have always needeC food (in
remained apes). It implies something more, It implies that men always went
that they ci:eated for tliemselves rneeds' of another kind, and in this respect
historical rnair:r'ialism is ineieed a theory of the history of rnen, But iris -
torical materialism irnplies at the same time that theserother needs'
have alwa,vs, in all places and at all times, been predominantly
economic needs. And in so doing the marxist theory of
historl. is not speaking about hisiory in general but
only about the history of capitalism, In fact to say
that men have always sought the greatest possible
development of the productive forces and the
only obstacle encountered in this endeavour
u,as the state of technolog. - or to claim
that societies have always robjectively'
been dominated by this tendency and
shaped according to it - are
impermissible extrapolations, To
proclaim thiese l:eliefs is tantamount
to applying to the rvhole of history
the motivations, values, movement
and structuration of present society,
or precisely of its capitalist ( or
state capi.talist) haLl,

forces has ever)-where been the
that case, thel' might have
further than biological needs,

-16



The notion that the meaning of life lies in the
. -:::-ilation and preservation of lvealth would
i -:::. sheer lunaclr- to the Krvakiutl Indians, who
..:.-..r' r'iches in order to destrol' them. The idea

: "cne deliberatel;, seeking power or authorit)'
, - j seem just as absurd to ihe Zuni Indians, who
:'= ,.'.ant a chief for their tribe have to beat up

. : :--: rcandidatel into acceptance. (15) M1'opic
: . : :r-st s may smirk at examples of this kind which

.-.: ::rai- consider mere ethnological curiosities.
- - :1e real ethnological curiosities are those
:. :--.:ionariesr who equate capitali.st mentality
-.: ::-e u}:iquitously identical and eternal content

-,: :::an nature. What is this curious species
- ::r '... rile endlessly prattling about the colonial

:: -:-.::: or about the tThird Worldr forget, in their
. -,.:.jnce of hi.storical materialism, to take account
:. , : l::.irCs of mankind?

l::: ol the major obstacles which the penetration
.. ,:-:=i met, and stil1 rrreets, in the rbackr,vardr

-:,::'-es is precisely the lack of an; capitalist
- - = :l :conomic motivation and mentality. A t)'-
: - - -- :: se (stilI often seen) is represented b.v those

-- -:.ls .'.ho rvork for a time, stop as soon as the.r
. : -l.aered a certain smal1 sum, return to their
,,-: =: --::d resume what for them r.r,as the only normal
-.: ' ::ee capitalism succeeded in creating anong
',-.= :::lie a class of ,,vage earners, it had not only
.. . ---:< c1earl1. showed) to reduce them to miser-y

s :,:I:aticall;. destlol,ing the material basis of
:.. -, ,:-.::oendent existence, It had simultaneously-,

- -=:sr-- to destroy the -ralues and meanings of
:.--r ---.:re and 1ife. It had to convert them into
- .. -.:::--:iration of muscular brawn and emptr
: - :::- : --. readr. to accept meaningless r,.,,ork. \\'hlch
-: . -.:.':-ist i,'neqe ol man.(i7)

- -. ,',rong to claim that technico economic cat'
-:, -'--: i:-.'e alrva;,s been the determinant ones, for
r : -..: -on: periods of history the;.- neither existed as
':.' -: -.----sed categori.es of social life ncr as poles or
'=--.=.. It is aiso false to pretend that irr fact these
- ,. .: .:,:--e s ,,.. ere alll.a1,-s there, aLbeit buried beneath
--- :-': ci :::..-stification (snch as reiigion, politics, etc,
,-:-r : ::'.- riTat capitalism b-v ciemystif...ing anC disen-
-:.--:r.-: . ihe '*'orld, has ailov,,ed us at Last to ciiscover
:- :':=- ::ealing oi menrs actions, a meaning \i,hich

-,-.--: :ae r.en themselves. In a sense, of course,
-,i::---:-e ani economy lhave ahval.s been therel,

: -.-. - : : . e:' . society has to produce in order to survive
::-r :-,i.s :c e..-olr.e a social organisation of this pro-.
r,-,.-,-rr,, B:: the addition of these v.,ords rin a
.=:--.=r :::=kes all the dlfference. Can one pretend
:-,,.:':t= :.:- economic factors integr:ate with other
. -- - -,- :'e-arrons (for example with authority relations
- -. - :: :i-re r'elations of allegiance within feudal
.::-e:- ) ::'.e no influence either on the nature of
-= e:::-o:llc relations of society in question or on
::-: -.,,.. . :hese relations act upon one another?

'The ecanamic s'frucfure oF soc)el7 glwo1s-fum$ns t/'1s

{€s/ basis' starfiqg from whieit vqe ca' ololte wark aaf

EZ-ultt'nafe exdanahbn oF lhe v/hale suPersltuclure

oi fia,",of an:d polif,ca/ as.t'ituhons'" (Xfr)
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For example there is no doubt that once cap-
italism is constituted the distribution of productive
resources between the different social strata and
among the capitalists themselves is essentially the
outcome of the free play of the economy. Such an
affirmation would be meaningless horvever in the
case of a feudal (or an rasiaticl) econom-v. At
another leve1 we might accept ihe idea that unctrer
rlaissez-fairet capitalism the State apparatus (and
political relations) can be envisae,ed as a tsuper -
structurer depending on the economy but having
no influence over it. But u'hat becomes of this
idea r,then the State owns or has the effectirie control
of the means of production or when the State appa
ratus is peopled b;" a hierarch,v ol bureaucl'ats rvhose
relation to production and to exploitation are
necessarily mediated through and subordinated to
their relations to the State? This was the case
during several thousand 'y'ears for: such ethnologic
curiosities as the Asiatic monarchies and is the
case today for such sociological curic.rsities as the
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics, the Peoplers
Republic of 'China and sundry other rsocialistr
countries. Does it real-ly rnake sense to say that
today the treal' bureaucracy of the USStr ot-tly

comprises the man:rgers of the factories and that
the bureaucrac-v in the Part1 , or Army, or State are
merely secondai'y bureaucracies?

Horv can one cLaim that the wa1- people experience
these relations, whrch is so different betr,veen one

society and another, is not important? Can one

pretend that t1-re ineanings, r'notivations and values
created b-1' eactr culture have no function or effect
r:ther than that of camouflaging an econoinistic
ps;,'cholo g"-v, which .somehow a lr,v ay s existed ?

This not onl.!' leads one to the paradoxical postu -
lation of an unalterable human nature. It also
leads to the no less paradoxical attempt to
reduce the life oi men as thet' themselves gen-
uinel,'- lived it (rvhether consciously or uncon-
sciousiy) to a mere illusion - an illusion in
relation to the lrealr (economic) forces rt"hich
Ceterr:rined it. A11 this is equivalent to the
invention of another subconscious beneath the
subconscious, rvhich. unLike the firsi subconscious
',vould be both robjectiver (since totallr independent
of the past l-ristorl'of the individual and of his actions)
and rr:ationalr ( since constantlv geared tclvards de -

finable and even quantifiabLe objectives - nameil'-
economic objectives. ) But unless we believe in
rrlagic, the consciously or unconsciouslv motivated
action of individuals is the obvious channel through
rvhich anl' p1a-v of historicaL rfolcesr or tlawsr must
exort'itself. The elaboration of a rvhole leconomic
ps,vchoanalysis'rn'ould be required in order to reveal
the rreal! -. if.hiclden - economie meaning of human
actlorl. In such a s1-stem reconomistic surgesl would
replace the pulses of the libido.

To be sure, hidder-r economic meanings can
often be discovered in actions t'hich on the s;rface
donrt appear to have anl . Bui this coesnr: i:::pl;' that
these economic meanings are the onl.l ones oj' er-en the
primary ones. It certainl;"' does not .':ean :hat their
content is al'",,'ays and everl-u'here ihe E:r:::isation ol
reconomic satisfactiont in the \1'esiein c:p:iaiist sense.
Whether leconomic surgesl(orre r:i:h: sa-' the
tpleasure principler diverted to the e:l:s oi consumption
and appropriation) take this cr :ha: io:'::r. -','hether they
choose this or that objective, 'rhei::el' i::e naniiest
themselves in this or that pattern o: :'eh:' iour', ir''ill'
depend on a i*talitl' of inter- rela:e: iac:crs' It rvili
depend in particular on the relar':o::s bei-:''een the
leconornic drivei and the sexua- rr-r' e (and in par -

ticular: on the manner ln rr'hich ihe 1a:1'e' rspeciliesl

itself in a given societ;'-) . i: '.',-1--:epend iinalli- on

the u,orld of meanings and r-:1'.es c.ealed c.' the
culture in which the indli-idual ii- es. (18) In fact
it would be less false to sa;. iha' io::'lo ee onomicus
is a product of capitalist c;i--:'e:.al: to sa.r thai he

created that culture. But t,\ e i:-s: sa neiiher.
There is always a cleep sirniiar'i:'' a::l correspondence
between the personalitl' sii'uc:::e r- i:iir-iduals
and the cultural contents of ine .o:-::ies in r"'hich
men live, It is pointiess io se:.: :o Dl'e -determine
the one b1' the other'.

(rw)

i i.iA1"'.A-f
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The cultirration of rnaize alnong certarn flTr:xican
ir:ll:eg, or the cuitivation of rice in some Indonesiay:
viilages is not only' a means of ensuri.ng food, A g,
ricultnrai labour is also lived as god-vrorship, as
festival and as dance. And when some rnarxist
theoretician come s along and claims that on these
occasions ever,vthing u'hich is not directly produc-
tive labour is but mystification, ilLusion or tcunning
of reasonr, it.must be forcefull)' pointed out that he
is himself a far rnore con-rpiete personification of
capitalism thdn anr.' mere boss ever could be.
For not only does he remain pitifuil-; entrapped ir-r
the specific categories of capitalism 'br-ri he u,ouid
iike to enforce them upon the rest of human histnr.-.."

What he is saying, in the end, is that evervthing
that men have done or sought to do in historr- rvas
only crude prefiguration of the factorl; sr-stem,
Nothing justifies our pretence that the framew'ork
of gestures that make up producti.,:e work in the
narrow sense is any more ltruel or trealr than the
web of rneanings into which these gesiures have
been woven by those who engaged in them, Noth-
ing except the postulate that the real nature of man
is to be a productive-economic anlmal. This is a
totally arbitrarl.- postulate, and if it .sere true it
would mean that socialism t,ou1d for er-e:' be
impossible.
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If in order to retain a theory we have to expunge from history almost everyrhing that
real happened there (except what occurred in the course of a few centuries in a narrow belt
bordering the North Atlantjc ) the price is really too high, We had better keep the history
4fid,r-eject the theory, But there is no such dilemma, As revolutionaries rve have no need
to reduce historv to simple diagrams. V/e need first of all to understand and to interpret our'
orvn society. And 1ve can onl;, do this b;u relativising it, by showing that none of the present
forms of social alienation are inevitabLe and ihat they have not always existed. There is no
need whatsoever to transform our societ]' into an absolute, or unconsciousll, to retroject onto
ihe past the modeis and categories rvhich express the most fundamental aspects of that very
capitalist reality against .,rrhich r,ve are struggling.
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5. ECONOMIC DETER&{HI{ISM

Another aspect of Marxism, the one that proclaims
that rthe. history of humanitl, is the history oi the ciass
strugglb.l seems to be opposed to economic deterrninism,
But only seqms , If one accepts th-^ main propositions
of the rnaterialist conception of histor,r', the class
struggle is not an independent factor', It is but one
link in the chain of ca'usal relations r.rnarnbi.quousiy
determined at any given moment b;", the state of the
technico-economic i.nfr:asiructu:'e, \\rhai the social
eLasses do, rvhat they h.ave to do, is each time piotied
cut f-or them by ilreir situation in thre relaticns of
production. Since these relar;ions ol production have
a causal and lcgicai prirnacy classes can exert no
influence over thern" In fact, classes are oni5-
seen as the mediums, in which the action of the pro-
ductive forces seei<s incarnation, If classes act on
the stage of history we have to undei'stand the r,vords
Ito actr much as the;v ays uss6 in the classica"i
theatre: actors recite a text pub1.isl-red in ad.vance.
They.carry ':lt prerletermined gestures and, be their
acti.ng gfiod 61' "i:ad, ihel- cannot prer.ent the trageC;,r
irom mo:zing cn to i.ts i.nexorable conclusion. 15,

ciass is nceded to keop a gilen socio-economic
s)rstem 'rvorking according to its o."vn lau,'s. And
another class is needeC to destrol. that system when
it becornes tir;compatible with the derzelopment of
the produciive fnr-cesr. The class which destroyeci
the pre'.;ious s-y'stein wiii then inevitably }:e led iiy
its o',vn interests to institute a new system, u'hose
lunciioning .it wili have to ensure. Accordin;g
to the cl"assical schema classes are agents oi
the historicai. process, but unconscious agents

ANE} CLASS STRUGGLE

(the term recurs re:ea:::-
lWar x anC Enge-s ). i:- ':-.
Lukacs 'ihey don'' so ::-- -:
they are acteC upo::', T
ording to their: class c:l=:
But ',ve are :olC -l^a - -: :-

conscicusncss -t,a. :. :: .:..
being, but their so.'-:- :..:
determines their coi-s r-r'-;
Thcreforr'noi onl. :.rs ..
power be conse:',-a i.'- ,:. -

class revolutionarl
atisry and this rer-olut:or-a:-
predetermined in ri:e.: co:-.
all their imporiant C,----s '

situation ol each c-a-.. -:- ::.
ive process,
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It is no accident that for a marxist the idea
of capitalism resorting to more or less intel-
ligent policies is a stupidit), hiding a mystifi-
caiion. To even speak of an intelligent policy
pre-supposes that one accepts that the appli_
cation or non-application of such a policy can
make the reai evolution different, But for the
marxist that is impossible since this evolution
is determined b;. robjectiver conditions, It
isnrt even argued that the policy didn't fall from
[Ieaven, that it can only act in a given situation,
that it cannot transcend the limits determinei by
the historical context, that it can only evoke an
echo if other conditions are present - all this is
brushed aside. No marxist will speak as if this
intelligence could change anything (except per_
haps the style of the speeches). At most he
will seek to show how the rgeniusr of Napoleon
or the 'stupidityl of Kerensky were ,neededr and
engenCered by the historical situation,

It is no accident either that marxists wiil
violentl;,' resist the idea that modern capitalism
has attempted to adapt itself to hi.storical evol_
ution and to the social str.uggle and that it has
modified itself in consequenee, This would be
tantamou"l:rt to admitting that the history of the
last century has ngt been exclusively determined
by the remorseleEfunctioning of predetermined
econoniic laws but that the actions of social
groups and classes have been able to modify the
larvs thernselves by changing the conditions under
''l,hich they operate.

7 I * liapalean 1 Tise bat pt tkular fuSg1gp.
stilid haie ded, tle mttitaru d|d.rbrw*#;
,tre tugcr,?cpuarc, tzitartsl# 4 ;tt * 

.Jartu.e h; ; ;.;"d. d i -aesii-, 
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-ne oe,re,op,r'€. ' :.' ''r'-'?, ' '':-:-/
/fierebre cot 1ar tr':€r '-4'
fut lhe t'enl Zun'r 31 3; ''" !':
itte oowqei e e;3':/::4''' r
gppt ccr-.clS -''::-.:: .; '':-- e

b'krqeat c -'s2?: -'r::' :e'.:zr 3

al, "a,e 3 :^r Jr=.e 7 xa:
fts iati , cr; -'i . :'-'. - )--'-'?
'prolda:r c't ,,€ a-:': -)' 

' t' =: '

(xff)

This last erample clearly shorvs that economic determinism an class struggle pr-opos= :.i - :i-- -' -'
incon-rpaiib}e explanations, In marxism there is not real1y a 'synthesis'irut a triumph of ie:e:-::---:-:sr-:
over ciass struggle, What, in historical materialism, is essential for the evolution of cap-.--::::ri l- -

the deyeicpment of technoiogy and the eilects of cconomic lavrs that govern the syster:r? Or -s -: :-=

stniggle of groups and social classes? As far as 'Capitalr is concerned the firsi ansl\'ei l: :--: --:,:-.
one, Clnce the initial sociological conditions are esta'biisheci, capitalisrn evolves as the :"es:-. :r- -.s :.r.:.
rlawst rvhicir \{arx outlineC, These rnay be ca1led rthe axiorns of the systemr, Thel'are e::-,..:-=: --=- .
giverr hisiorical reaiity (a given level and a given t1-pe of technical developrnent, the existence :- =i=:--=.=
accun:ulated capita.l, the development of a sufflcient proletariat, etc. ). The s-u-stem is cott:i:--:--'- :- -

pelled i:,s the result of the autonomous progression of technology" The class struggie here :== :-: -:-:=:-::- -

ent roie to p1ay. (2A1,

L{ore sophisticateci marxists, referring if necessary to other texts ofX,4arx, x'i].1 re::se :-s .^:-- =..,.-
view and r,r,il.l asserl that the class siruggle plays an important role in the hiistorl. ol the s-. s::t:: . -.--, -, -----
modif-v the functioning oi the economy, and that on.e should not forget that this struggle car on-. .=.'= ;-.-=
"within a glven irarcerr,crk which deterrnines iis limits and gives it its direction.
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But these concessions are useless. One cannot
- ::.:iliate lion and lamb. The economic laws
. -:-::ulated by N{arx are simply meaningless out-
.-:: of.the class strugg1e. For example the tlaw
,: -.'aluer means nothing when applied to the funda -
:.=::a1 commodity: labour power. It is then an
-.:r::-.' formula whose real content can only be
::'-,'iCed by the constant struggle between workers
.:.: enployers, a struggle which is the main de-
:=:-:rinant both of the absolute leve1 of wages and of
:-.= r:ift of wages over a whole period of time -And
.-:.:e all the other rlawsr presuppose a given
:-=::lbution of the social product, the whole system
'..-:-.:s in mid-air, completely undetermined. (2I)
-:-s is not just a theoretical lacuna - it is a hole
.: .aping that the whole theory is ruined. It also
-=,- js to different worlds in practice. Between
':.'. :apttalism of rCapitalt (wherebconomic lawst
-.,-: to a stagnation of wages, to increasing
-:-==plo;rment, to more and more violent crises
-:.- :inally to a virtual impossibility of the system
- - :.:nction) and real modern capitalism (where wages
.:-,i'?ase in the long run in parallel with production
,--=.: -,,.here the expansion of the system continues

-:::out encountering an5' economically insoluble
:r'::lero) there is not only the difference between the
:-.- and the imaginary. There are in fact two
--:::'ent universes, each embodving a different fate,

. :-iierent philosophy, a different policy, and de-
::-..::ing a different conception of revolution.

The i.dea that the autonomous action of the masses
constitutes the central element of the socialist revo-
lution - whether adrnitted or not - will alwaj,s remain
a secondary matter for a consequential marxist.
The idea would be devoid of any real interest and
wouldnrt even have a proper theoretical or philo-
sophicat status. The marxist knows where history
must go. If the autonomous action of the masses
happens to go in that particular direction it teaches
him nothing. And if it goes in another direction
it is a bad autonomy, or more correctly it is no
autonorny at all, since if the masses arenlt moving
towards correct targets it is because they are not
autonomous and still under the influenee of capi -
talism. When one holds truth, all else is error.
But error means nothing in a determinist universe:
error is only the product of enemy class aetion
and of the whole system of exploitation.

The action of one particuiar class (the
proletariat), its accession to a consciousness
of its interests and situation has a special status
in rnarxism. But only in a iimitecl and special
sense, This special status doesnrt grant the
proletariat much autonomy" The proletariat has
to undertake a specific task. (22): the socialist
revolution" And in the classic perspective the
task of this revolution is, rougLrly speaking, to
deveLop the pr.oductive forces to a level of such
plentl' that communist societ;. and a free humanity
become possible. The only real autonomy granted
to the ivorking class in all this is the autonomy
to make the revolution or to refrain irom doing so.
Side by side with the idea that socialism was in-
evitable" Marx and the great marxists (Lenin and
Trotsky, for example) envisaged the possibility of an
incapacit;r c* societ;r to transcend its crisi s. This
possibilitl. of a rmutual destruction of the two classes
in strugglel J.eft open an historical alternative:
sccialism or barbarism. But this idea is the limit
of the system, and in a sense, the limit of any
coherent thcught" It rvas not completeiy excluded
that histor-1. mieht rfaiir, thus revealing itself to be
a.bsqrd. But it wouid then not only be this theory
but an.y theory that would collapse" The questi.on.
of whether the proletariat vrill or wonit carry out the
revolution, even if the answer is uncertain, there-
fore conditions everl,thing and no discussion is
possibJ.e without the hypothesis that it wii1. This
hypothesis granted, the direction in which the
proletariat will carrl, out its task is preciete:,mined.
The autonomy thus allocated, to the proleiariat is
seen to be no different from the f:'eecion: to be mad
that each of us can grant to himseli, It is a freedom
which on.iy exists - rphich only has any validity.-- as
long as ',lle donrt seek to implement it. Using it would
abolisii it, as u'eil as any coherence to tire worid" (?3)

No social order ever perisha 6ebD
at/ lhe produclire furces hY witi<'t

-fhere ii rann h if have aeuelopea. -

(xx)
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We must reject the idea that ciasses anrl their
actions are mere relays and adrnit that the deveJ.op.-
rnent of consciou.sness and the acti-,'itv of classes
and social groups (or individuals) may bring about
new elen:ents, which are neither predetermined
nor predeterminable, (This does not rnean of
course, that either the achievement of conscious:
ness or the activity of ciasses occur independenily
of the situation in which they take place. ) But to
do so we have to abandon the classie marxist m,:del
and look at history with new eyes.

SIIBSfiRIBE TO $OLIDARITY

A paper for militants - in industrv and

elsernhere, Attempts a total critique

ol modern society, and a systematic

rdemystification' of its values, ideas,

and forms of organisation. Discusses

what likre::tarian revolution is all about.

Senci f 1 to 'So1id3r.!t:,' , cl o H, Russell,

53A Westmoreland Road, Bromley, Kent,

to receive forthcoraing issues r.:f the paper

a-nd pamphlets to that value.

The important conclusio:- :: r:.-. ,__ -...-= ._. -,.
that the content of the materi.a_ist co::l:::__-*- ,,: :-isioi.r,
is '.,u,.rongr. It is that the t;,.pe o. -r: _ _.. _-::::: :.. tr-
th': s couceplion is mear:ingles-:. : -: .. .. .:. - - :-.
impossible to establish and is mo:eo,.,:: ._....- _l=.. =.-. .

To pretend that at last u'e ha.,-e u::ral-eL-::::-= :ec:.i
of past and present histor;1- (anC to :. c::::.-:. =:::n:,the secr:et of the future) is no less a:s::: :._a:. iJ
pretend that we have discor.ered the :a.:?: o: :_-:.-r.e.
It is in fact rnore absurd and ior :iose ,. 

=t-. r.::.so..s
that rnake of history a histon- an: ci :_s:l_-- -.-
Enowiedge historicai knowiedge.

' 

Ju sf as Dorwin drscovered

lhe law of deueloPnent
oF orgoaic noluretso
Merx dscoucred /he laa
oF develomtent oF

#..---diinoi Qistoryt

SOLIBARITY PAilIPH LETS

THE IR&\T]O-\4L ni PCiITICS :: .
Brinton. iiow modern socie .

slavcs to accept thei: si:re.'
repression end aurhorLt-, 1--ri. io-'-t'- .

"in iro'ih Western and Easir:r':: :::--:,,

Cardan. The interlockir-rg cr:ses -l .,.:r.,.
poiitics, values, education, th: :.::-,---. -.----:

relations belween the seso., l:

THESES CNTHE CHINESE RET,.Ci .'T.]]]; -.
Ca jo B.e"dei',\ 'jgiid!.111 (:,i. j -

parnphlet, Hot, state capii:l:.:r-- (-:: E:. =:-=
vik garb) came to China, The e:: :- .r.
rCultural Revolutionr and the e::e :s:,--c: :-
the new class, i0p.
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6. SUBJECT AND OBJECT OF

lVhen we speak of history, who is speaking?
1.:'.-ious1y, a person of a given epoctr, society and
--:ss - in short someone who is himself an historical
:=-ns. But the very situation that creates the
,.:ssibility of historical knowledge (namely the fact
.:-:.r only a historiial being can have an experience of
-,--:orJ,' and speak about it) also makes it impossible
-::' :his cognition ever to achieve the status of
:-:ished knowledge. Historical knowledge is itself,
-:. essence a historical phenomenon, needing to be
-:-ierstood and interpreted as such.

These ideas should not be confused with the
=::::'mation of a naive scepticism or relativism. We
.:e not saying that nhat anyone says is but one opinion
=:-: that when we speak we onll. betray ourselves and
::,:r: convey anything real. There is something more
.:-1:t mere opinion (otherwise neither speech, nor
:i:ion. nor society would ever be possible), Frejudices,
:::ierences, hatreds can be controlled or eliminated,
:.:.: ihe rules of 'scientific objectivity' can be applied.
.-- -- opinions donrt have the same value. N1arx for
-:.:=:::pJ.e is a great economist (even rvhen he is u,rong)
. :-::eas F iancois Perroux is but a windbag (even when

.r. :s not wrong), But even after all the sifting has
--=:. carried out, all the rules observed, all the facts
---" respected, the person vrho speaks is not a ,trans_
-e:iental consciousnessr, He is an historical being.
---:-: this is not an unfortunate accident but a logical
-::::iiion (one might even say a ttranscendental
: :.--:itionr) of historicat knowledge, Just as onl.r.
:-:::'al beings can ask themselves questions about a
..,-e::ce of nature (for only a being of flesh and blood
-=:- ha.,-e an experience of nature) (24) ont1. historical
:=-:.is can take up the problem of the knorvlecige of
:.-::cri-, They alone can have experienced historl..
- ,: just as experiencing nature does not consist in
::-::s out of the Universe and contemplating it from
. --- outside, having an experience of histor;- is not
_: .=:".'ing it from the outside as a finished product,
-,:: out in front of one. Such a history has never
-,,.rs:ed and shail never offer itseif to anybodl. as a
. -=-: of stud'v.

To have an experience of history as a historical
:=-l: is to be iq and part of history, as well as in: .1 part ol' soEluty. -iIlEI6ss".ily 

means ,rri"trrrg
- -s:cr-.' in terms of the categories of oners own
=:c.:h and oners own society (these categories being-'.erselves the product of historical evolution) (25).
-: :.so mqans thinking history in relation to some
-:.:c:ive or purpose, which purpose is itself a

=:'i of history.

HISTORICAL KNOWLEDGE

Not only was Marx aware of all this but he was
the first clearly to say it. When he mocked those
who believed themselves able to rstep out of their
epochr he was denouncing the idea that there could
ever be a theoretically pure subject, producing pure
insights into history. He was attacking the idea
that one could ever deduce ta priorit the categories
relevant to historical data (except as empty abstrac-
tion) (26). He denounced the bourgeois thinkers of
his time who both : naively applied to previous
historical periods categories which were only mean-
ingful in relation to capitalism and who refused to
relativise these categories historically. (rFor them
there has been some history, but there is no morer
Marx wrote in a sentence one might believe coined
as an anticipatory description of later marxists).
When Marx affirmed that his own theory reflected
a class viewpoint (that of the revolutionary
proletariat) he was not only exposing the bourgeois
thinkers of his time, He was raising (and for the
first time even attempting to answer) a problem
which we now call socio-centrism: the fact that
every society sees itse,lf as the centre of the
world and considers all others from its own view-
Boint.

We have tried to show that Marx did not over_
come this .socio-centrism. His works embody a
paradox. Marx was fully conscious of the historical
relativity of capitalist categories, yet at the same time
he was projecting (or retrojecting) them onto the
w-hole of humanity. To say this is no criticism of
Marx. It is a critique of historical knowledge in
general.
of any attempt seriousiy to think aE!ilt hGtory. 1r1s6
our vantage t only
can, we must relativise certain of Marxrs categories,
clearly isolating those elements of a great theory which
deeply rooted it into its particular epoch. It is pre _

cisely because it is deeply rooted in its epoch that a
great theory is great. To become aware of the
problem of socio-centrism and to seek to eliminate
all elements of it that can be identified is the first
step towards any serious revolutionary re-.thinking.

To believe that being deeply rooted has only
negative characteristics (and that we could or should
get rid of them by means of an infinite purification
of reason) is the iltusion of a naive rationalism. It
is not only that this rooting is the condition of our
knowledge and that it is only as historical beings,
part of a moving society, that we can experience
social structuration and struggle. Being deeply
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raoted ln our epoch i.s a pqlitivq condition of our
knowledge. It is our very particutr.arity tha'i opens
to ui the doors of the universal. Ii is becau.se w'e

are linked to a certain viewpoint, to a str"ucture of
caiegories, to a given project, that we can mean-
ingfully speak about.the past. It is only when the
present is intensely lived, e*-perienceC and under:-
stood as the present that we be gin to see more -
and other things - in the past than did the past
itself. In a sense it is becausq Marx projects
something onto the past that he discovers something
about it.

It is one thing to criticize Marxrs projecticns, as
we have done, rvhen they are presented as integral,
exhaustive, and systematic' lt is anothe:' thing to
forget that, however iarbitrary! Marxrs attempts were
to size up preceding societies, using capitalist cate-
gories, they proved trernendousiv fruit'fu1 - even if
these attempts did, in the process, rape the rt:ruth

proper' belonging to each of these societies. For,
irr fact, there is not such rtrutir properr: neither the
onetrevealed! b-v- historical materialism noz' the one

which would be re,zealed bv a quite utopian (and in
the end quite socio-centrist) attempt tto think each
society for itself and fv'om its own point of vievrr.
What can ire cailed ihe tr"r,tth of any society i's iis
truth for itself and fo:: all. other soeieties too" (28).
It is oae of the paradoxes cf history that each civi-
lisation or epoch, from the very fact that i.t is
particular and domirlated by its own obsessions,
is led to suggest or to uncover new meanings in the
societies rThicir preceded it or surround it. These
meanings can never exlraust er fix their ohject, not
the least reaso:1 for which is that they themselves
sooner or later" become objects 'of interpretation.
(People are today trying to understand why and how
the Ren.aissance or the lTth or l8th centuries inter-
prete.J classical Antiqriity in such different ways)
T'hese meanings moreover can never be reduced lo
ihe obsessions of the epoch which brought them to
I.ight, otherwise history would only be a juxtaposition
of tieliria and we would never be able to read a book
about the pasi.

As we know, marxism attempted to transcend
this paradox, integral to any historical thinking.
This transcendence was seen as the result of a

double movement. On the one hand there was the
dialectic of histor.v-, u'hich meant that ttre succes-
si..,'e viewpoi.nts of differeni epochs, classes,
soc'ieries, had a definite relation (aibeit a verJY

complex one) with one another. These successive
points ol vierrr r,:onformed, howerrer, to a certain
order. Together they formed a system which
unfolded throughout tirre, irr such a way that what
followed ii:anscendecl (i" e. suppressed while
maintaining) 'what went before. The present was
seen as encompassing the past (as a rsurmounted!

moment) and fr:om this fact the present could
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-::ierstand the past better than this past could understand itself, This dialectic is essentially the Hegelian
:-aiectic, That what was for Hegel the movement of logos (reason) becomes in Marx the development of the
::tCuctive forces (and the succession of social classes wbich marks the stages of this development) is, in this
::sDect, of little importance, For both Marx and Hege1, Kant transcended P1ato, and bourgeois society is
::peri.orrto theAncient wor1d, (29) This gives importance to the second term of the movement. Precisely

:.3ause this dialectic is the dialectic ofthe successive appearance ofthe various classes inhistory, it is not

=-:'-ni.te, 
(30) Historical analysis, according to marxism, showed that the succession could and would end with

::: appearance of the tast classt: the proletariat. And the proletariat was the last class - not simply the latest
:r :Dpear on the scene (for we would then remain bound, within the terms of the historical dialectic, to a parti-
:'--.r viewpoint which would later have to be relativised) - but the last ever, It would achieve the abolition of
.-- classes and the passage to the ttrue history of humanityt, The proletariat was a universal class, and it was
::cause it had no particular interests to defend that it could both achieve the classless society and have a rtruel

-.::ght into past history, (31)

We cannot today maintain this point of view for a number of reasons, We cannot give ourselves in advance

= i:nj.shed dialectic of history or a dialectic on the verge of completion, even if we call it a dialectic of 'pre-history',-r'e cannot grant ourselves the solution in advance of the problem. We cannot give ourselves as a starting point a
-:=-ectic of any kind, for a dialectic postulates the rationality of the world and of history, whereas this rationality
:. :. problem, both practical and theoretical We cannot think of history as a unity, blinding ourselves to the
:::ormous problems that this formulation gives rise to, as soon as more than mere lip service is paid to it. Nor
:::r rve think of history as a progressive dialectical unification, Plato is not absorbed inKant, nor the Gothic in
:.--e Rococqo, Ancl the statement that the superiority of Spanish over A,ztec culture was proven by the extermination
:-:he latter satisfies neither the survivingAztecs nor ourselves, who fail to understand how or why pre-Columbian
-lrrerica was silently preparing its dialectical negation in its meeting-to-come with the Spanish musket-carrying
:=-;a1ry, We cannot base a final answer to the ultimate problems of thought and action upon the fact that Marx
::ought he had an exact understanding of the dynamic of capitalism. We now know that his understanding was partly
--1usion, But neither could we have done so if we still thought his insights Itruer, We cannot present a theory,
:-.-en our own, as if ii represents 'the viewpoint of the proletariatt, for as the history of the last century has shown,
-::s viewpoint far from offering the solution to every problem is itself a problem whose solution may or may not be
:c:nC by working humanity, In any case we cannot accept the idea that marxism represents this viewpoint, for it
:c::iains capitalist elements deeply ingrained in its very substance and, not unrelated to this fact,it is currently
.-,-err.where an ideology defending the acts of the bureaucracy and nowhere a system of ideas embraced by the prol-
:::.r'j.at, We eannot accept, even if the proletariat were the last class, and marxism its authentic mouthpiece, that
::-:s vision of history would be the vision of history which would finatty close all discussion on the matter, The
:::ative nature of historical kn6ilfedge is not only function of its production by a cLass - it is also a function of its

-:.: p:.st which mighi exist within it, Nor rvi11 it give to t
,, il not protect such views from historical evolution,

ws an immediate coincidence with their object, It

in the Hungarian Revolutionary Government,

.::oduction within a given culture and in a given epoch, andfhe latter statement can in no way be offset by the former,
I:-e disappearance of classes in a future society will not aJtolngticaLly eliminate all differences concerning views of

-., i919, in r

==-r: 'Now
. ..nilateral
:1 ,,,-er, l/e have even

an official speech, Lukacs, then Minist
that the proletariat is
view of the past', In 1964,

i* power, we need no longer maintairi
when the proletariat is nowhere in

less possibilit;, of doin g so.
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In the (as yet) untranslated portion of this text
i. e. in Socialisme 

"g 
Bg.!gl&No. 3T (pp 28-53)

No. se@16 to 66j and No.4o
(pp 3? to ?1) Cardan goes on to discuss, amongst
other things, the two elernents in Marx and how
historical development led to the virtual disappearance
of the one and to the monstrous hypertrophy of the
other. He shows how Marx cannot be either
identified with - or disconnected from - the movement
he created and stresses that there are manytcontradictionst in the writings of Marx, as indeed
there are in those of any great thinker. (Eds.
Solidarity)

A quote among dozens: rThe monopoly of capitai
becomes a fetter upon the mode of production,
which has sprung up and flourished along with, and
under it. Centralisation of the means of production
and socialisaticn of labour at last reach a point where
they become incompatible with their capitalist
integument. This integument is burst assunder. . . r

Karl Marx, Capital (AIlen and Unwin, l93g) p. ?89.

For a detailed critique of Marxrs economic theory
see Modern Capitalism and Revolution by paui
Cardan (Solidarity, i965) pp l9 -93,

See Modern Capitalism an: R=.c_- _-: :: :: :.r -i5.

Karl h{arx. Freface to lA Co:,:: -:. -: :__:-. _ . .- _:__-?ug
o! Eolitical -Econonlv! -Sel,.i:e:. 

-,' :,:.-. - - - . l:.j
F'oreign Lang.rages FuEL;srr-.E::l- '-_., _ _g.

LeonTrotsk_y, 'i?rroiisr'--'::r-j C,ir:- jr'.:;'. -j : --tror.
Faper"back, 1961, p,lil. \., .i . . :. ., -. .- - -'- 

-.--: 
.,recentl;. (and erren toCa. ) si:--nt::_.. : , ..-: .. . .:-.r

the purists nf rultr,: -leftst .,...e:.: '.' r ::, _ , . ::.= ::--::::l
in den1.inq, carnauilaging oi ::-i:.-::--.-:_: _:--- : :
po,ssibiepretextiheconrlr, ^.._'... -

ductionsincejo45. E.er-.:. :....
of a n:arxist is rl\h, but itis :.__ -,.- tt i-.: : _-__:_.tr-r
of 2 rma ments I 

"

rA clistirrction sirould alr,, a.. s be ::-::: _ : . = - _, :r)a
material transformetiion cf lhe e::,:,1:u-._, :::-:- :::s ci
orodrction, lvllich qjrrr be rie:e:'::'.-:--: - - . . =::sior.

;
iresthetic or philosophic -:r slli: -_._ _ __:- l:,r.ms
in r,qhich i:ren become co:r:cro-.= ,,_ ::.-. _ ..:-__:. .l:
fi otrr+ ii nrr+l

K, l,{arx, Frelace io' y ,-Jol::'i::._:r.: .: :-_.. -_ _:iqi;€ of
PS1itlc4-g q9lo gj p-rs :F-__

F'OOTNOTES
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- , :-scussing technological stagnation (whether
.-.--: 'feudalism' or more generally ) two points

. :. -r',.-: be Cisting,rished :

: -:'st1y there is the specific problem of what
=:::ened in Western Europe in the realm of

'-::-:o1ogy between the fal1 of the Roman Empire
: -';en before, i, e. from the 4th century on)

. .: :i-:.e llth or 12th centuries, These 600 or
- . . ears of human existence are part of the

: =:::endously important, paradigmatic, hegelo-
.-:..:':rist segment of histor;,- known as rwestern

-- or--.'r (or', to continental philosophers, as
.r::o-occidental' history). I call this particular
:..se of history 'paradigmatic'and rhegelo-
'..-:'xist' because it is in fact the only instance

--- ::s:or') where a quasi-rdialecticalr development
-.-:le socio-economic sense as well as, for

:- :e\, in the philosophical-rspiritual' sphere)
,.:. :e construed (at the cost of repeated rapes
:: ::-e lacts, br-rt this is anottrer matter ), But
: :r :his construction can only be elaborated by
: - --::r:ating 6 or 7 centuries which. were, whether
,::::par-eC tc the greco-roman world or whether
.--;ed globaliy, a period of tremendous reglqqs:iog
I.l=:'sisis never speak about these lost centuries,

:.=r the-w refer to rtechnological progress during
'.= Liiddie Agesr they mean by rN1iddle Ages' the

- -::.. l3th or 14 centuries. I donrt care about
: -::::rlological quibbles, except that terminolo-
--- -=, sioppiness oi' tricks often serve to hide
.. :-r:1eC thinking or sophistry. I am asserting

: -.', .rnat rre have here is not an 'accidentr or a

....sonai variationrbut a tremendousll' long
.-. ::-ical period during which, even i.f on specific
- -;:,s (sa1., the replacernent of the light roman
.--.:ch plough by the heavy plough) a progressive
-.-.::'-:e took place, the social fabric as a r.vhole
- :, ::osr of the achievements of the previous
-=:'-:o. T'his is important, for it shows that
=r:.::ologf is not bound to pr-ogress continuallr.

::-.i ::.ai it is not lautonomousr in anv meaningfui
.=:s= oi the word,

:econCl,v, there is ihe more general problem of':-- .ir.nse (and rate of change) of iechniques during
- i:..::: histcirl'. It would be absurd to claim that
..:': r'3s absolutb and -wholesale technological stag-

--i'-1.- :ntil the lSth century. What I am sal-ing is
-.. :::ost societies have lived mostof their historv
-..:.;, b:-sis of relativel.y stable technologlcal
-:---:i:-ons. So stable were in fact these conditions' '. io ,\'ester.n cr-es in the iast few centuries,--: ,. c,:iC appear indeed as sheer technological
. -::=rlon *-i!hin the societies and during the
:: --r:s consi.clered, This would apply, roughl_y

.:=.rr|ig, to long periods of Chinese history, to
- -- - -=:: historr. irom the 5th . or 4th century B. C.,
-: -- ::e floslem invasions - and then again until
.'= ::r::sh conquest - not to mention the histories
: --- ::j sunCry- rprimitiver societies. It rnakes

all the difference in the world whether one lives
in a society where an i.mportant new invention
takes place every day, or every year, or every ten
years (as has been the case in the West over
the iast 3 centuries) or whether one lives in a
society where such events only occur every 300
years. .Human history has taken place over-
whelmingly under the latter, not the former
conditions.

9. This problem will be discussed more fully in a
forthcoming pamphlet dealing with the economic
foundations of a self-managed society.

i0. Letter to Joseph Bloch of September 21, 1890.

il. We dontt mean rimmediatelyr in the chronologicai
sense, but in the logical sense of rwithout mediationr,
without the need of passing through another meaning.

12, For instance in the 'classicr period of feudalism the
feudal lord was simultaneously the military leader,
the administrator, the judge as well as the exploi.ter.

13. This was clearly perceived by Lukacs in his famous
article on the tChanging tr'unction of Historical

Materialismt See Histoire et Conscience de Classe,
( Pa.is, 1960. Edit

i4. No cuiture can of course condition people to walk on
their heads or to fast eternally. But r,vithin these
limiis, one encounters in history almost ever,,,
congeivable t;,pe of conditioning,

As Sartre does ior instance in his Critique de 1a

E4:gl P:e1e41Sg9 p. 166 et seq,

See Ruth Benedict Patterns of Culture,

17.See Margaret Mead et ai, Cultural patterns and
TSSlgce!_qhrleg_, " umr@)
See Margaret MeaCrs Male and Female and Sex

Strictiy speaking one should sa.,- ti.n aLl their detailsr ,
fu1l stop. Determinism onlv has meaning as a total
determinism: even the resonance of the voice of a
fascist demagogue or of a peoplers tribune should
flow from the laws of the s.vstem. To the extent
that this is impossible, determinism takes refuge
behind distinctions betr,veen rvhat is rimportantl
and what is',secondaryr , We are toid that Clemenceau
may have added a certain persorial st;rle to the policies
of French Imperialism, but that str'1e or no stJlle
these policies would in any case have been rthe samet
in their important aspects, in their essence. Reaiitl,
is thus divided into a principal layer, r,vhere'essentialr

Itr

1C

18.

to
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things happen (and where causal conneciions can and
must be established around the event considered) and
a secondary layer (where such connections either
donrt exist or matter littie), Determinism can thus
only fulfilI itself by again dividing the world. It is only
at the level of ideas that it aims at rone worldr - in
practice it is compelled to postulate a rnon-determinedt
segment of reality,

20, It only intervenes, in this vision, at the histor-
ical and Iogical limi.ts of the system' Capitalism
i s not organically born out of the mere functioning
of the economic laws of simple mercantile-lroc!:
uction. Primitive accumulation is necessary,
which constitutes a violent break with the old
social order. Moreover, capitalism wonrt cede

its place to socialism without the proletarian
revolution. But this doesnrt alter what we are
saying, It is stiil necessary that these active
interventions of classes in history be predeter-
mined. 'They introduce nothing that, in its own

, right, could be unforeseen'

21. See Modern Capit?lism enll Revqlution, pp. 19-33)

22. rThe question is not what this or that proletarian,
or even tLre wh.ole of the proletariat at any momeht
considers as its airni " The question is what the
gptstgltrilg a nd what, eons equently o.,-iEEt--
being, it will be compelled to do, I

K, Marx and F. engets The Hgly tr'er:t4X (Moscow
1956, Foreign Languages Publishing House), p,53.

23. Despite appearances this is also true for Lukacs.
When he writes that tfor the proletariat,..liberation
can only eome about through its own actiont and that
tobjective economic evolution,., can only place in
the hands of the proletariat the possibility and the
need to transform society. But this transformation
can only be the free action of the proletariat itself.r
(Histoire et Conscience de CIasse, p 256" It
i historv he is
describing is only valid on condition that the
proletariat aciomplishes the tfreer action
allocated to it.

24" In terms of Kantian philosophy: the corpora'lity
of the subject is a transcendental condition of
the possitrility of a science of nature, and thereby
of everything that such corporality implies.

25. See the Fate of Marxism p. 4.

26. See for instance Marx's critique of the abstractions
of the trourgeois economists in his Preface to his
Corrt.ib

To think seriouslT and in depth. For the naive
o:: the superficial there is no paradox but only
the simple platitudes .of non-criiical projections
or of an equally non-critical relativism,

It will be claimed that thi.s formulation is
tantamount'to denyi.ng history an;. runityt or

rdevelopmenti and that such an attitude can
on3.y lead to relativism, scepticism or eclec-
ticism in the field of revolutionarl' practice,

But what is the iunityr of historl- other than
the sum total of the acts of speaking bipeds,
w-hich is a purely descriptive definition? I
have sought to show that the rdialectical unityt
of history is a myth, The onl1- rclearr unr[-
one can see is the one I have tri.ed to describe
when saying that each and evers socief' neces-
sarily had a tview of itselfr which q'as at the
same time a rvi.evr of the worldt (including a
view of other societies it may have been a'ware
of) and that this view was part of tits truthl
( or, to use Hegelian jargon, of its rreflected
realityt) but did not exhaust it.

We know almost nothilg of Greece, for instance,
if we do not know what the Greeks krre*', thought or
felt about themselves. There are obviousll- equally
important things about Greece ra'hich the Greeks did
not, and could not have knou'n. 1\'e see them but we
see them from where we are, and also bi- vi:'tue of
where *reEr6] This is what seeins is ail about, One
never sees anything from all possible p).aces at once,
One always sees from a definite siewi::g poi.nt and one
then always sees an raspectr, I see because I am my-
self, I see not only with my e)-es: rvhen I see some-
thing, my whole life is there, embodied ia this vision,
in this act of seeing. Those u'ho beliere that a total
history of humanity, almost free from socio-centrism,
will be achieved under socialism are utterl;- rvrong,
This is equivalent to saying that socialist society will
be capable of seeing everything (irecludilg, strictly
speaking, the future, otherrvise'rhat is total history?),
How can you rfixr the meaning of the pa.st if 1'ou do not
know what comes afterwards? \\'as the rmeaningr of
the Russian Revolution the same in I91?, in 1925, in
1936, and today? Or is there, somewhere in the sky,
some Marx Yaveh seeing ever-vthing and from nowhere,
everything, including a rmeaning in itself ' of the
RussianRevolution which would include, of necessity,.
the meaning of all its possible consequences and
repercussions until Doomsday?

We always see from somewhere, from a certain
perspective. this is rroti-'dEIEiTiE our vision: it
is seeing, it is vision, The rest is the perennial
phantasm of theology and philosophl- aliks,-\nd v/6s1
we say about seeing also applies to thfuking,

Does the fact that I can onl,v explore successive
raspectst of an object, that I can never be everywhere
at once (for instance both inside and outside the object
simultaneously) abolishthedistiactionbetween
a blind man and one capable of sight? Does it

28,
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abolish the ilistineilon belween fhe colour bTind and
the.normal? Or the difference between somebody 'who
has hallucinations or sees what he wishes to see (like
the hungry Charlie Chapiin in The Gold Rush seeing his
companion take the form of a chicken) and sornebody
else? Does it abolish the difference between somebody
who does nVt know that the stick bent in the water is a-n
optical illusion and sornebody who does? Do.,n,t we
see the stick unbent when we know? And so on anri
so forth, Ifhuth is anything at all in history or
anywhere else - it is this eontinuous qroject of
bringing to light other aspects of the object, and
of ourselves, of locating the illusions and the reasorrs
they exist, of trying to relate all this in what we call
- mysterious.words- a consistent way, This is oi
course an infinite.project. But, contrary to what
Marxists and sometimes Marx himself thouglrt, all
this is not, and never was, the prerequisite of
revolution and of a radical reconstruction of society.
To possess 'absolute truthr in this sense (i, e. the
fulfillment of this infinite, project) is rather the
very opposite. The belief that an absolute truth
exists (and therefore can be in the possession of
an individual or a group of individuals) is a

.profoundly reactionary belief and one of ttie common
intellectual foundations of Faseism and Stalinism
alike.

Marx never specifically asserted the rsuperiorityt
of bourgeoi.s society (and cul.ture) over that of the
Greeks trut this is the inevitable logical implication
of,diaiecticsrapplied to history, where the so-calledrsuperstructuret is made dependent on the so-calledlinfrastructurel. It is precisely because Marx was
not a phi).istine, and not the Absolute Spirit macle Mant
that he rcontradictedt himself on this very point.
In a sense, this is all to his credit.

On March ?, 14 and 21, 1903, Karl Kautsky
published in Neue Zeit an article which Marx had left
unfinished inTGTG-Iime. In it Marx starts asking
such questions as 'Is the view of nature and of social
relations which shaped Greek imagination and Greek
art possitrle in the age of automatic machinery, .and
railways, and loeomotives aad electric telegraphs?
Where does Vulcan come in as against Roberts and
Co. , Jupiter as against the lightning rod, and Hermes
as against the Credit Mobilier .. . What becomes of
the Goddess Fame side by side with Printing House
Sauare . , , Is Achilles possible side by side with
powder: and lead? Or is the Iliad at all compatible
w:ith tl-1b printing press and #"m press? r.

Marx then woriders why, despite
the links between Greek art and the specific forms
of social development to which it corresponded, we
could tstill enjoy them and consider them, in

certain respects, as norms and unattainable modelsl.
The rexplanationr he offers - tt.irE"-Cioilll[E-
r:rarm:-rI childrenl and therefo::e rhat thel convey to
us the reternal charrnr of the chilCrs r':::.ire[.t and
rsincerityt - is, to put it n:i1d1...', chi-cish. One
can only laugir at the idea ihat Oedip.:s F, ex is

I naive and sinceret. -\nC ',r'h=r :.:o:: ::-:-osopi:1-,
Are we still reading Plato and \ristoiie - :.nd
heaping interpretation upon ir:ierprei:.iion - because
\i1e are under the charm oi lhe-r' i::i:.:lile ro:nralcy?
hltrarxrs manuscript ends abruprl-.- a: :h:s po-nt -
as does the chapter on Sociai C-asses -n Das
Kapilql - ancl -ir.e are left .,i'i;h tne p:o:-:iI:- its
epiirety- : how is it that 25 cer-.t :r-=s -:.:er one
finds more focd for ihougi':t ir :. f:'.'. :.n:.::ces
of these authors than i.n 99{: oi ti: =:--::ns of
vciumes now printed, :-eal i:--, -.:=: c;:? --nd
if Plato trelongs to a happ'. rc:1-i:,c:: oi :':n:.nif;r
Kant alfhough perhaps less ri::c:::-', ::.ou-c
certainly be more inteliigent :r-:: ?-:.:o,
But he is not. if humanit-.' pa: s e s ::-:. - =.=-tchildhoodr and subsequent f ac':-:i:rir ( -=:-:in{fully that metaphors are rnetap:c:sr ::-::l
Spinoza is of necessitl. n-lo:e ri::..-:ar ::r.:l
Aristotle. But he is not. Thes: s:r::::-.::is are
meaningless. Kant ancl Sp-iloz= :.:': r:::'s-;er:orr
to Plato or Aristotle neith:r' -:= :l-.: ' r-::::i'io:'l
(though one might recall lh=t , ::o:- r--:=:'=: 'r

scientific philosopher, such :s ---.1.,, ,'' :-:::::.i
once wrote that'the whoie of '.'..?::.r..::---c:cpa:-
is best understood as a series c: :::=:'.--,---
annotatioas to Plators textr,) E'.: :::-::::::c:arr
technologr, quq techncloq. , '-s ::--'-:.-:=- '. - p=i'icr'
to Greek technology. No ,'. ',', h:: :.- -. l,l =::.- (:.:::
the marxists, vulgar or not) ic sa'. :-:r-::r-s
divorce? Nothing. The-. r.- . : l'-:.: : -: ::.-:
accoOding to Marx bourgeois sc:1::'. .. :: ::rcre
progressive than ancient, r'-ri i.=::--.- -. -!-=:-c:. . . I

But this single little sentence lo:a-i', :-:-:
irreversibly ruins the whoLe or iae =ar:i-:'conception of history, If 'prog:es:-.-::. .:-i
rinferiorityr can go together, o: co:-'.--.:::--.'
if a society can be rmateria1l'.'' i:ror a ::.:.:..','a:'c'
and culturally tsuperior' (or 'no: r::ie:--:: I '..,':a:

is left of the rmaterialist co::cep::o:- ri::::c:'-. ?

What is left of the rdialeciica: dei'e-c;=.=:,. -.-
historyr, etc,,, ?

30, The need for such an ,i.nfir:it-: a:-i i::- ,.=
opposite i.s one of the lrnpossibil.'-:-=s c,
Hegelianism and of an1'' s]-sier ci :rai:c --: s.
We will return to this polnt ia:er.

developed this point ln
rigorous manner,
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:::ciaL introduction to the English (1892) edition
:: SociaLism: Utopian and Scientificr.
-,;rie-. Beardsley. Salome: the Dancerrs Reward.

( 1 Be4)

j::ralisrn: Utopian and Scientific' (1877).

-.,s:a-;e Dord. The Vision of Death (1865).

lr:-:ce to the lBBB English edition.of the Com-
::'-..r:s: f Ianifesto,
l' --:ai-e Dorei. Thre Last Supper ( i865).

:: ei:ce to the lBBB English edition of the
::-':::- s: llanife sto,

Com

- -- L:::er io Bloch ( iggo ),
.. :. )or"e, Don Quixote and Sancho setting out (1863)

-'-. L:::e: to L{ehring ( 1893 ),

'.-- li:r'- llarxr. Brunswick Volkskalender, 1878.

. --, I::roiuction to 3rd German (1885) edition of
-.-.- x s 'Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte',

" 3:'::k vase: Hercules feasting among the gods
::: C1r::-rpus. About 510 B. C,

,-- :c:i:1isn'i: Utopian and Scientific' (1E77).
- ::'.-:-. llasereel, Skyscrapers (1926),

- ' I=-.=r'cach and the end of classical German

--:.r-,..s I-ouis David, The Death of Marat (1793).

,'---- -- .::- .o Starkenburg (1894).
-.-.-,j : \:noLeon crossing the Alps' and V, Ver-
-,=:--,::==-:'- s '\apoleonrs retreat frorn H,ussia',

--. - : -: .- -:-- :: :he graveside of Karl Marx ( 1883 ) .

III, Preface to rA Contribution to the Critique of
Political Eeonomy'. ( 1859 )

'r The storming of the Winter Palace,
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