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31w : “W‘Iintage Books, !
Gedrie Lukacs:The' hian, His Work Xid His Ideas, ed, G.}

Social Ontolory “{ajsq PE8L R aRe TSRy 1 301 beniionds, 1259279 on
Scorg Lukacs, one chapter, "Dialectics of Tabor", published in
Telos, REit i .'anqiaﬁgﬁﬁéa chapter, / "Phe Ontological Founda-
tions of Human Thoght and Activity”\ﬁqglished in Contenporary
Ezst Europenn Pliloesouvhy, Spartacus Eookﬁ, Bridgeport, Cons.,
Volume III, i971

Y, 1970
{.R. Parkinson

%3y the interview: Where Lukues, in trying

%o prove his points, states that whereas in Greel and medieval
philosophy,al hilosophers considered existence either in terms__
of causality or £§'teleology: "In the light of marxist'ﬁitology, fﬂ
it becomes clear that thére is no iel. in nature and that what,
among things, distinguishas natura%'
iS“that every event in the social order is the result of %iﬂﬂeo_
logical act.” [Iukaes claims ‘that farx’s discussion of labor and
‘surplus -labér, not Just in economic erms. but infterms of the
clzss struggle; he Jay defining onto%%;i%allya‘purely economic

oblem, Marx raiseS the level of the debate.'tj Ah./when‘the_
reporter asks whether that would mean that Marxis§ ontology titere~
by became an ileology, Lukacs answers ideology,%ﬁ if it were syn=
onomous with philosophy: WIf we lock, for exaﬁpie!/uf the history
of 'rodern science, from Wachiavelll to Hume and Ként. we sce that-
scientists and philosophers always try toigggyg;;gyestions raised
by socistyrrfTdeclogy must be. congidered ag part ofzr?ﬁifﬁfgf:b
orical nrocecs,—~And in Such & process, therejis no formula cava-

: " . . - / - .
ble of showirg us the degree of efficiency of anytning,’

_--——'-'_"_-‘_—-—_—-—.
ial ectics of Iabdp: Beyond Ceallity and Teleology” "

hus, harzian thesry ST 1abor us the only existing form

. ‘(;clov

of & lelevlopically created heing ig the first ¢o establish the
character of the social being." The fact that the lahorer
novhere apnears, the cemplete turnabout, frém the, revolutionary
conception of labopr to ite abstract conception régﬁﬂﬂﬁkftﬁg de-
humanization of capivalism, is seor in the "Spa r ugl, where

G

uniogue
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existence from soiial existence, .

.
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it all gets redupnd to SKTLT "Above all, we propose to ;;Eﬁ%giﬁﬁ.-
whatl%?ﬁnoqif necesgity consists of, At the outs 52ty 1t chould be
emphisized that th;ﬁ is . natupslraoeg Lrv nrocc;] though
Marx himself, in his polemJn w1th idealirm, O'ﬂﬂ“?ondllj used such
an oxpre b e] o )
in[ﬁ?éfxous economic develuriunt, we can see \t directicrnl”
4%i;l,g*opmhnt which'have, it i wnilngncxn, come %o pase, ofte
ver: unevoenf s nde 501ULuElv of manty, do. 11£” and knowladge,
which also ; ':at the & Iounaatiop of our telic pro,]e\. te, ,%(

fEfist socially necesqary oz Piing tlmu’ lahor-time for humnw
T ..
fouucflon. tendo censtantly o 2iminich, s reneral tenden-

115 is nol disputed by anyorne. (7ﬁﬂrywﬁﬁé”7%1- S&gﬁﬂhﬁf*ﬂ‘h:-
Lni; bprocess of reproduction itserT beeame evér more
..%hpnavaxxxsnﬂkexafxaxpgxranentxkzxzxxsianxmfx.
/ REX¥X .. .that 2ll the decisive instances of human.
_ﬂf@mproduction (such as nourishment ang sexuality) become trange
‘ anently énd esgsentially into uo?:.al momento in
Ster
y economjc development.creates more and more critical //
Ttativias well g quantitative relations...at present, one %ﬂfﬂ
flnds realized the greater and greater economie vredominance 01
uhE 1nternatlona1 market. klready showing gt the very least, an sz,
' P12 (pp.228-229) oy

// 6iéj) All th1° hurely capite= listic, purely mar-
t i1 fbory gg;f:ellzgg, s the climax to his supposed cri-
; ique /of p001t1v1§ﬁf"ﬁh¢ch in fact ends up noething short of
/ lecting befare Staliniet gnce 3o o teccapitalist, nos
It is the more Tantastic when vou econsider tha+; ity
2ant to answer the exi istentinlist rrohiems raised by Saritre
in which he is Buppozed to nrove that truefsubjectivity ig
mary, n'el, oi couwﬂc. ;Brenared the way, ip-
terpretine ontolosy eallyy in conltrast to the relirious
ontologists, ny tracing tho nocessnrv 1% ’.y. develonment

from the 'hbottom', from the :implfhi, to %re 'hi itt, to the
ment complicatod EEEEFtiflcation ol human culture. " (p.217) -
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ST)J' Pors”

Agdin, Lukac makss nov iny.#_produu@ioﬂ: 21

abstraction,_but{conscicusnessfas waell: "It lg not
of preduction which CrLatOh the e"ﬁontialJy dgetiched moment,

7 “but rather the role of onsc1dqhe\s which otous beilngr a mere
Jukﬂﬁ eplpgéﬁpmenon of blvlogiza eproduction,,.{n, 214) Undoubtedly
’e-rd:;j’/{ ldborlng activity arises as a wWlubticn to ito needsd I however

'// ‘ orie were to pasE OVer ossende, uRb_wOuld he presuppesing an -
o~ nediate relation.” (p.219; B

“Labor consists of t@liQ/Q;§j§C : which set the

espective cousal series in motlor eino"erir'" & way of pro-
"jectin ovie cona tantuﬁancom}llchod i —ﬁﬁ’égigg,he the « « SVETY :
'ﬁqiég; prectice (praxis) if we think of labor ss the model, re-
'beneile these opposites,” {v.220~-221)

__— hhauever the project® means to Tulzes it ik\-
“he way changea(fgg.aalenated labor process. On the contra o
/-___—‘_-' .
‘suddenly -sees-pthe 1nner d1a1ect10* of no- ainp short of

1nual periect n

558 15 -being carried outVv.and m“at is the "tel
1 .

rr of this labor process? I% turns out to be mnothing bu

V 1ncrehncd E:ggpc ivity and all the workere know so eaiTIy¥d~op-
A pvesslon. not as teleolopy, certainly not his goal, It is here
! wherée Lukacs makes it worge still where thé iranifoldedness of

»
k

mor extens velg_ﬂgg;;lg__gxn as wg}l asg 1ntenﬁ1velv. (p. 23)

Magical praxis indeed: "In relation to these things. men*lonnd

e il N .
maglcal praxis] and because labor is rot only the ob;ect;va.

“ /// ontoleogical model of all human activity, bdbut alse it is the pro-“a' 72|
, Fd
/// totype for the divine (!&D) creation of rexlity, of all things,
e e

by means STWL " and when ve wlln[ v, 228 de Cind thaTtAukacs
is Tix EE;;J;;#+ skip ovey all its actual clasn =truggles:

[ ‘-'——-.....____,,_._._._.-.—--——'-—' TR  ———ee ¥
"Thus we cinnly zliiv over the pout lmportunt mediating areas /’
bringing out mors cjomrly, a2t lenct the moot niverss o=

)
si1m of sociely ond hictory with their cwn//

e T

nagtion of the ren
development." . PR
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SOCTAL ONTE‘)LOGY“.. ' ' /D/(K‘.Q/QJ“RW

{4) The artxc%e QP mest profound and authentic
rl Gl B
y 115706

analysis of —fac I‘udenb (Istvqn keszarog in the hook

edited by F.H.R. PArkinson, . We must skip Mesraros tracing cf
-the crucial difectic through Lukacs' work oL thetlc and conwe
centrate on,c;E‘subjact. the 1923 vwork ToﬁJILv tnd meglatgg: L>
"remaln the koy catepondwst(The MEEEX Rote. of Morality. in -Come.. ¢L-
wmuﬁéﬂrfTSJﬁEffﬁﬁjT“Tﬁ;ﬁﬁf?“ﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁ certaif@uaii in Lukacs con-
ception of Oritology. é;en the ‘-most recent Lumac:--the agibor of

{ & massive Social Ontologyv--insists on a ua.l \J&aé caus~

i ality, and on.an éww of 'd¥cisions between alterna-
/tlve%x¢:§kxt 'Kg\thhe question_ ks not whether one AErEED mlth
Lukacs or no%, It's Tmbhmer—thal on the basis of his _
Cntology, the positive o unky be envi 1g;d :ﬂ'aﬂ the'iHQK
‘ pact of‘ 3 '

u“he c;o el&
of '-w[k 'mndlau;on'...Tne dlrect .

e v __,__--—----“_5\‘v
oi total Lfy, the my<€tifidation or totallby e an/:mmedlaﬂiky.,y-

s —

the negation og;mggigl&ggh_gg_spmplex lﬁteEQUhHGCCLOH _Lan nnly protjkj
duce a myth.,.The ea rl_,auldc was urable to. farmulﬂte the con-
cept off 'concrete_to gause he was not in A position to

envisage those (mediations/ which could transcend the"details,_
fragments, isolated things' of the fiﬁ&ediat]ey given' in the ul-
timate unity of a dynamic changing diﬁieutical‘tuﬁﬂlitgzy {p.54,
5,66) ' )
T ey
lﬂkaC$1~ﬂQLg§é:$;(ﬂﬁ;;51'“ tremendous intellectual \ -
| contrivltion consizted in the fact that he nade Lheory and history )
dﬁalnctlcallv q?rﬂldulVO ta cach other, grasped them in a dlﬂ]uc-_n;

tical reciprocal venetration,.."” —
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Fianlly, back™ to orly this time the special

- e s L . s

1zsue on Lukacs, Spring 19 ere 18 quite 2 tremendous dirf-

erence in paul Vicconnjs article here, “Dialecticm and kad crlal-
- P e

ism in Iukaes” from the one hc wrote in the 1970 lzsue WhLLH daid

that Lukacs wa the greatsst thing in a hundred years, (Inci-

cental]v, on the question of *hnilff@rary n“"ay? he quotes one

uAaor Rosu' ;buautl ‘ul definition as 1tn; typleal form of ox~

P—

anegsnn of an age in which valuedho w lorwe_r_"‘l_g:;_directly in

things" jeven as it is clear that tne liuerarv essayl Was *o Lukacs
himsezT s

"attempted reconciliation between the expression of
- life's immediacy (po=try) and abstract form of mediation {philc-
sophy)"l Especially olanvflcant is his attack on Lukacs' later
writings where it is clear that EEExdcg ends up with' the positivist
totality when he considers socialism as th of capitalist
siclety, or he sces prolotarian class conscel S the ggm _ '
o . total of bourgeois reiontific factsLE:Ep.LP7) “ny he should there-
fore -.conclude with &8 eulogy is clear only from the point. of vicw
‘that it a ws him to close up the loopholes by bringing in phnnom-
 4 enoclogy:iN"Vhat makev kaace" hl"LOry £

lanning

Conarlousness so at—

troctive ia prncl gg;ttque'of bClEnLG aq- xpression
of bourgeois reis lcat1on. B TTENGIOTMiNG tolﬁﬂ #all
Tixped siructuresi— =5 attempt te reinstato subjisct/as the

nlutor.;.ca] dgeut——ev n & it he =venuuall,,r iails g all this.
"What is needed is ﬁ?reﬂct~v1z tion,..which will allow & dialectie
between the suhject and group, a phenomenclogy..." (p.132)

S % % DS *

Ve Paul Breines: "Fignificantly, Qsi}ner Korsch»n4r Luchs took

part in the discuss¢on apened in 1932 by the Tirst publication of

dlarxts 1L wanugseript, .. essentially, {these) enabdled Lukees to

sce that hs thevry of reification and zlass consciousness was not

Narxian 0“°”€“£§E§E§:} it was not really Hegelian enq@@h. That is -

Lukacs recopnied that, unlirs Karx, he himsel® never Frounded his

fritique of alienntion in a criti{ﬂﬂ transformation of Hegel's

oncepil vl Iacor as the processthioush which man realizes himself,

S & result Lukacs now aow (the book) ended with 7 concevi §f c}aﬁ"

’Tnac;ou_nqyjmyhlch WS 1 than a purely 1butv4¥L nﬁpat;qn of
_[Luzac tnoorellga] aovelon-

dtgﬁ_iggjijﬁ
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of his theory of nraxis and ha nabel ity to ovm"-‘omn 1E57;ET’0 v
‘?Qﬁmwﬁ?mwméyfg '.;gK{~deA” /’ ﬁ@{%éWéz\
Y ) U ,

- 12886

=

-k
|

l
B
=
.
[
i
o
{9
8
f
|
I
5

i
1
1

'




S ﬁ\
Ml: the concrete labor ho is that L.b.,o“iu'tﬂ QPDOS 1_1.e, who

\

society", (p.D‘
hae's not dealing b the labr--r. that ho is not deﬂling #ith
the process of production, mus esn with bhe presen{ perioc
in which Arato himself lives a d which seoms never to have gone
beyond "advanced capltallsm", There iz a trémendouu' uo e
‘from Hegel however, Phenomenology, P.7 "Nediaticn é%’nothinﬁ
but self-identity \working 1tself ou rough an active self-
directed proneuo. The relaticnshlip Lo Weber is weell worked out
but again (n-&i esnnrlaljy) where he Spedks of Lukacs "fus@gesh
‘the Marxian categor istracet labor 'a Weber's category of
formal rationality. All in all, the régﬁﬁ%lon of quallty to
quantity is handled itself as an abqtr tior D1

k/ oapreéion\lt is for the worker aagi ;fi=:£?
solute opposxte of

ants not merely to T Yereate h-f'“ut111'tv" and thal bhe only
way he feels he will avercuns postraction iz not merely shoutinge

. a . :
Or\ \( shout hiz miserics but rraatine totalily new “human relations®

I JWL:‘)’
be.gzlnn ne at the pc:_:en‘r'of p?odu: “"“)whu ',44_04 ﬂﬂdﬁ/ Hf(:}d
*\'dv/g-iv"z./“;r/ BN 1,09 WJJPb‘_,ﬂ_ Noabs i M hfep /

>4 ; 1tc"-",b eseribinus of philosophy
thanculmwnation 0o, nie nresnnttllon of LnC 1nmcd1 ey of re-
<.1‘1cat10n1 ag if what the prolatariat is ilghtlnp Tor 18 "iif
~mediaey" and nom“b%QWQ,lonh




| IUKACS -3

od '
S agalnst 28 pages of Section I on the phrnonenon of reification,
nd whereas Section III, “The Standpoint of the Proledﬁ%{hu saem _
ﬁzo redrass the balance, the truth is that there is nothing 'am!hljgfuf
the proletariat, but only deductions from the concept of the prole—s
tariat--a perfectly Marxist concept,but Mard; dtureastuaidds du F-
'?concept weesn't "a deduction" but a return to the process pro-
. duction where the voice that was "stifled" was heard as well as

' seéxj in both its struggles and its attitudes,

:nich Lukaca is tryn.ng very hard to

‘Marﬁan arm. m%lz };1 re ;s no more cruclal Hegelian cateeory,
' Jc-s:..cngcrema-ta-on—mmﬂr ‘the prole- o

'_freelx-assocma'te prole‘tar:.a% ytaking destiry into its own hards,

e

WA T TR
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the X abzclute apposite Lorin, of workers relatiovns at Lhe point of

production and in poll Llc.ﬁt the DOlIthdT Torm ql lagt dicovered
to work out the cconomic ~mancipation of labor". Khkxkxkz This
statement of Marx in the Civil War in France waz dranslated by him
'in the B French edition of CabBitul which stressed "the siprilicant
addition*to the section on commodity Tetiuchisom as "only freely uue
gociated labor can remove the Cfetlshism from commedities",

As freely assvciated 1dbor4é§feg comes Subjectd and
its the. laborerzwho X¥&%f root out the fetishism and destroy the
'xeification. Iﬁ isn't that Lukacs doesn't "agree"; it is that by
now he-is so interested in the "universmality" ol relfication Phatf
he wrltes "aven his thoughug and feelings beccme reﬁ;ed‘ﬂ(n 1?2)
”HH&XXZKEH How then could th
:xkxxpxaixtazxsxxasxxxxiaxs
‘unmediated SSUa are abcllshed, the true existgnce of the =~ -
proletariat as class wil egin" (p.172) and at that point theg we have -
"consciousness® and since’ "counscicugness is nothing but the éxn-f :
pression of histcorical necessity" {p.i?i’:] A

!
Heceseity amd Freedom, They are not only a gue- !
stion of ﬁ?uk i 1ife into Things'; ii's a question of transfor-
J@Jggg.bf reality. Read over j Lukacs is =o overwhelmed /
by the question of reification oI thoughkt and the nced not %o stop/
at mere "facticlty"”, unmediatedy—sa mediation, that "higher ‘;j

reality than emplrical fact' deminates over-agw huma
relationéﬂ “ﬂgizt;///

-._ﬂ_-"-‘—-_-
Lukacs on the other ha 13, =0 bus aking ro-

+ [] 2
Afdcation “the mediate reality u/éVcEv I

erscn livings in capitalist
society” (p.137) that becoming conusecicun zecius Lo be the

encd-all
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even as quantity and quality appears as %he cbsoluta conips-
dicion rather than Bsssnce from which we 5till have to

Notion, that is to say, toe the abolition of the divi
Notlcn and ®Reality und thence to ihe unity of theory and prac-

tice.. Lukacs-did save himseli by saying "History is at its ieast,
automatic when it is the consciousness of ithe prolectrint that is
at issue,” (p.208) Unfortunatley that was not the peginning but €

the'conclusionﬁznﬁﬁ Ll Q” . fwmﬂzdbuquﬁp? e diedd
'EéjéL;jLL'ﬂ’7/g3<t‘gp Tﬁ “VFY ,' : .

That praxis did not mean the activiiy of *the

E laborer but only of labor was not %o become clear;untii"evénf'
- to- Lukacs until )

ol
Vol

i:
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. 7 ot ] Fq)es At Ceund? bdpet infelle
%hnwfﬂ -UﬂELL* Cﬂfwfpwmmwhﬂﬁ%

:J’[’fELOS. Fall,1970 #6 GECKG LYKACS :Dialectics of labor - e

Wf

"Realization (the result of human praxié

*abor) enter' 1n'to.rhel real worlid as‘ neeé?nm%@\obj(-ity.“ fm .

TEIOS #11,S ring 1972 - SPECTAL LUKACS 1ssuE 11, e
%gﬂdﬁgw@rﬁgtqrﬁﬁg 92 FREo o FeREDF Foa §BY - th - of knowledge: /f

P?#&p 37"proklem of reification that L,
raised frop-the eco,level to the level of total socifty “.... .
Q Lu,p.931Just as ¢ /sys‘(’ . .reproduces, . .THE STRUCTURE OF REIFICA- -

tion sinks mora de y. more fatefully &more difinitively into
conscioum.\.s's of Bnal v e — 3
' IFICATION OF CONSCIOUSNES(!!!rd

Pe50:"The his.{rocess both produces &is produced by the subj.This is
how Lukags interprets the famous demand to grasp &express "the
true hot only as substance but as subj." :

p 55i1"Lét us review the He elian notion of mediaticn. Mesi:.__tion 1.8 '
} an-insight into (UR RELEASE OF) of the dyrmamic of the{given(imm eaiacx),
tit is the movement TRET realizes &externalizes a potential “that is _

bplicitly present in the lst place...(QLu.p.lssn"ro go be,;ond the |

immediate existence of objects as they are given ¢an be shown to

':ﬁ the structural principles &the real tenden?es of the objects
emeetvest

(rd. LABOR TIME Arato speaks, Lukacs speaks as if that ~
re "Marxian" instead.of Marx‘'s analysis of CAPITAI.IbM)

/}W N2 S . > /'H _r/;d
j **&%4**%@ “_/;/ J;‘f R m‘f ./l/*

"Praxis &its Theor:.sts:'i‘h mpaqt 9f L % I{orééf'f-—

‘.‘\./in y ! Breln
1;0" sh J.Il t ; 19 O's
"n ,l i %Us )Tl. 6 ’

p .
consWed Luka &:K 'I:o a virtually earth-shakin h:l.evenent.
;With his reconstrucuon & eglaboration of Marx's cr¥t c transforma-,
tion of Hegel's 'obj=subj.d¥alectics Lukacs sent human consciousnesd
crashing thru the walls of its own long-standing impasses to do ¢.\'
battle with the social onisms that determined. those J.mpasses

‘antinomies!).,.. loch..was ONE, q THE &T£ONLY COMMENTATORS . -
place Lukacs th,of \{reificayion' AT THE CENTER OF THE WHOLE DIS~
CUSSION,.With.his igu reification’ L\.kaca.agci.;ggg;ng__to.
Bloch, had Marx's key to the mysteries of this world
&to the re¥ 1u 1o to its phil,theological,culturalépraciical
contradlctlons."Lukacs.Bloch wrote ,"liberated thought,..the *human
'We'unfolds &constltutesu‘t,aeIF in thle process &prepares for its full

‘ realization in prol.rev."\p.8

. "the'new dogmatism® of officiaé;
C-ist th,,to quote MERLEAU-PONTY again, 'placed the¢kno I’E su

{(ultimate Party itself}outside the tissue of his,&2a access
to abs,being,freed it from the duty of autocrlthue.dlsp qed Mxism
from applying its own principles teo itself &installed dua.?thought

in 2 massive positivity which d)\l .thought itself is unable to acecept.,”

9335eI%ewﬁsﬂ8¥9iieh—¥e—3¥eax 6P 1225 rical $H04HAR MOV EERaRg Eed "around :




intepretation of the Mxian concept of ‘commdotity fetishism; to
theproblems of culture, ' .

()Q( t"Signiticantly,neither Korsach nor Lukacs took part in the discussions
\ ' opened in 1932 the lst pub,of Mx's E-P MSS of 184%.. .+ Korsch
: by 1930-32 Korsch had come to 1_abiew both Mx&his o earlier 'Hegelian
PRELEEI Maxdsm® ag ideologoioal expressihs of obsolete Phraee of the prol,

s
Ny

mpvement.,® _ameml . _
N V.G.R02ey p, 1027} Eesentially, the 1844 MSS enabled Xukacs to see
3 hat his fheory of reification &class conscicusness was NOT MARXIAN
. ENOUGH BESAUSE I WAS HOV REALLY HEGELIAN ENOQUGHREY T8 [ukacg recog~
- f that, unlike Marx, he himself never grounded hilg qGe of alieration
a critical transformation of H's concept W‘thg rocess
through which man xsssEr=. realizes himself As a resu t, ! \I;[ kacs
, now- saw gEéLAnded with-a concept offclass con¥fiousness which was
N0 more than “the purely abstract negation of a totally-reified world,”
: RE' "ITINERANT MARXISTS" :

+
,“Be_g ning in the mid-1950 "with the new reconstruction of Hegelian
" Mafxism by some of the Fr, Existentialists &in the early 1960's
‘th- tho-emergence of the ‘new left! critique of the old orthodox
/Mxlem Foostwar cap, Lu #& Korsch's hook were being drawn back 8nto
- the- celbr/of yet another fundamental confrontation o¥ethe whole
ituati¥nof contemporary Mxism, -




Georg Lukacs - _
‘ wIn the case of labnr, therc is also ‘the possibility of its
higher development, which it ontolugically imparts to it by wan act=
ing. Already in this way, but wholly ap & uonsequence of the trans?'
formation of tha mere reactive-passive adaption of the reproductive
processes in the environment, through itse conscious and active meta-
morphosis} labor does not become mere}y a fact. in which the new type
of social being attains its expression, but(QEEEEZE§§§§g§§§ii§l

rives at a model case of 2 wholly new form of being.”

“TLabor consists of telic (% eleologischen) projects. which

set the respective causzl geries in motion," (220)

", e propse to examine "what econocmic necessity cohsints

neéessarf process,” though Marx himself, in his polemxc with ideali'
occasionally‘ﬁsed guch an ex '
N In prev1ous aconomic development, we can see three—directicnal

developments, which. have, it is well-knovm,’ come topass. often very

unevenly. 1ndependently of men's desires and knnwledge. which also

lie at the foundation of cur tellc projects.
éﬁ?’ (ézrstb socially necessary worklng time, labor~time for
reproduction, tends constantly to diminish," (228)

, this process of reproduction itself became ever

more socially \T@ {228)

qg “,..that all the decisive instances of human reproduction
-FQ (such as nourishment and sexhaiity) become transformed permarently
and essentially into social moments in their own right.”
G}‘v\’kgg;ggz economic development creates more and more critical
qualitative as well as quantitative relations...At present one finds
realized the greater and greater economic predominance of the inter
national market, already showing, at the very least, an economically

unified humanity." (229)
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