e _.Kouik nmmcms or‘ THE. cowam'm IR
_consists of: e cha.pterss ﬁ o
_ [. Diuleot*cs oi‘ tha Concrete Totality .
Iz, Eeunomics and- Philosophy
hiins hy_and Eco my
lﬂ;ﬁaéumt&gnu?

- T the. ist. cha.pter, KK takes issue with world of the(pseudo-

.&9\, 'be, .the constant manipulation of man._ whereln he brilliantly s - .

poses the gulf aepara.ting marn s'&tiarized praxis *(-m -1s not identi-

cal with tne revalutiomw-critﬁcal rraxis of mankinpd

o v e “Ei%?*‘-’“*mmmw“ﬁ‘w
iiﬁiné: Gzechoslovakip. Whan_!::cii’ends ;hTfEEoprsy, he 18"
.roducing; T.he uialec 1c as the. "evolutlonary pivot 04.

ppositio to the' m so-cn.lled ctﬂcy}te, _the p@enal, )
He insiststha.t cogn‘tio‘m i'! dialectics 11‘:53" f‘" ,aﬁd pn.tlo.z‘ 1y

n, :mind ‘I'.hat th:.s waspm precise'.ly at’ the tima of the famo ie: F'J:anz

‘ apalvsls of the .comm dot:, ‘
, To -&rsharpen the difference between Tapl o
dn/d the "simple" thing that people shink & commodity 1s. Kosik stresses,

'
in discussing fetishism, thaf "a commodity 1s an ‘absdute reality’ iy
G_s..,_w—- C———’ Lty fe

= w: Eutiaty Wrauad) Lt in” *um.'ry ‘of il uetemznauons tne

gem of all contradictions. and as such can be cha.racterized 1n Hegelian

' terms as the unify of 'bcing and nnt.-'be.’mg, of differentiated and undif- ;
ferentiated, of ideniity and non-identity."” (p.16)
"Dialsctics is not a method of reductlon, but a metn Qs"_ﬁ.viriim_nnd_

intellectua [Teoroduction)ef soclety, a method of unfolding and explica-,

ting social phenomena. on the basls of the objective activity of the his-

tpr_ica.l man" (p.17).
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Kosik - pi2

When !ﬂ{ slxows wha.t happens to philoso,;hxc catagorias, he :Ls :,\
: ‘ Lt.?e dialectic: ccnrept_) g
again hii.tiug out 1ndgrect1y n+ the bureamra.tized eW o 'W_t“e“'f:o—
tality: "'!:he d.ialectics of concrete totalify is nr:t & method thnt wou_d.
'~:na.i.ve1y aspi.re tn kaow. 211 aspects of reality. exhsusi.ively and to pre-
senh ‘4 'total' imga of reality Hith allQ 1t= 3 inite aspects and uro-’ _
. COnmta touality ‘s@a nethod for capturing aﬁd deacribing

T T

-'tneory of mgut.v‘@)a conc:ceta to

i

S

L
‘-1n a. rigo*oua sense. I'l:'s first. an attack on Heida gorian exisb%‘ﬁ:ium._

: categories, 11ke{ ‘\_ry Tha everyday life and histo rY __;,_g_gggj.n.nu ______trio&_ly
hia i

" fact tha.t in back of this man s abstra;:tiona must be a lot of concrete

'I:hough... For exa.mple, @ he saysEThe world of everyday familie.rity
18 not a known and recognized one. In order to present it 1h its reaiity,

@i't/. Experienoing the workaday life naively and uncritically. as
though :|.1:. were a natural envirorment. shares a suhsta.n*ial trait with
philosophicsl rihiliam...To behold the truth of the alienated everyday
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uiscusses

._q‘, .|U.

_ onc L
ultum_,/In tha lattsr section. there a va\ts tha-l-. you ean holo. onto. '
..-." . S

a.nd thsy t.lzr:n out to ‘oe very, oxcellent crit,inua of the a.z-m' Aam

(AR ; ;
:‘educed to coﬁ,ﬁé&n; ::a-l:her at.t_ntlon 15 fccused on- ihe.

ly urodnced and reproduced 1n At himself as. 'well"

‘cially at pp.?é-??. Where. the critique of Plehhanov on
...,_,_..-—-—-—--—-'_-""'“"""-——--n...___,m,_ _,.-—'"""’—--.._ .

"I't la.oku the 'huma.n senscry activity which cannot be 'reduced. 07

sycha or tc tha sp.trit of the timﬂs'")

B J —_—
-;/“ ot =

————

_ f
’ anpter TIII, on Philosophy and- Economy—:\
i "‘I":rm 8t 18P0 ant chaptexr, 1n fact, the crucial one

. for the Hhole book, both 'because it is a rigorous focus on a concrete
woz‘k--Marx‘a GAPITAL;-and beca.use the discusslon of Ma.n ra.ther than worker '

turns out not to be what the Paul Piconns intarpret 1t %o _be--an e’vasior} ’




Pofithe 'clans strugglg {st. KK takes up the many and var.led inter:pra-
ta‘ci.ons .of Marx's' text a.ua its so-called popularlz&tiomd“'me h!.stozv

-

(@aﬁod and@'—‘ genaration ampha.ztzes di*’ferent uspects of .H.... ool -

',a.nd a.ccoxﬁingl;r revealzkd&'femnt meaningegnr the text," (p.\?l&),J S

—————

:Em aggj_n "The - hiatory of intexpretations of Karx's CAPITAL shous tha.t L

= of a text 15 in & ccrta.i.n aerie} the hiata-y of its (nﬁrpretations:

every i.nterpretatlon covers up a particmar -uncept of‘ p‘ﬂ 1oaonhy, or
science and realitv, of the rela.tion be..ween ph:l.losophy and economy,, e.mi

The::e are quite a few criticiams of Harcuse, eapecially on the
quest" on. of fhe facte:ﬂﬂ of Marxism being the transition to'a new a.nd
4 uﬁt&uy u:r.n:erent figld," from philosc:aphy, .e.,'; "ac nee
) 13 ohe very high pratse of HM espacially an article by h:l.m on the concept
“of labor, bu'!; tha:b sign:lﬁcantly is fmm the early period. NDGATIONS, 1933)
He \.unsiders that a, "d.*.ssolution" tgn p.10k, there 15 quite a.n excelleut

‘ analys‘l.s of the disolution of Hegel‘s systens El.storica.l reaearch ha.s cor-

\A t £ H 2
rectly pointed out that the d:l.sintegra ion of Hegel's aystem reaulted j.n._-

no ’_i_n,tel:!acml&_‘ the very. term 'disintegm*ion' conceals and masks
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la mlth of philosophical activity which gave rise ‘to i-.hs two 1nporta.nt

_"'phllosophical Orientations of Marxisn and Extstantia 1am. The ahort.‘
"mmia.gs of\ t.hesa obscrvationh is that “thay coms dar ‘kLgel tha pixmacle
and syathesis, compamd with
' ---:_'one-s:lded... nel

"In Call 1nstances, hanclst sociology
n ﬂa;xiéi;yhildSophy
s
,;- _ areby :,.aes beautifully i

Marx’é' theory as if ii: were only t question of tha soc!al
ggal#ffi;!
) his‘;é‘;ciaineaa. Pm;.xts which in Marx 8 philosophy had ma.de p sa{b] _
objectivation@ objective cognition, and ma.u 8 openness touard being, ;.7

._—--..,___,‘-

‘ socialneas" (p 1}%) RK insists & that aubj

- -___,.__..- o et

”1 revolutioa ary elemé.!.;t of th ,_Q..&uhjg_gt creating histo‘
— T
; L

' Knsik then p_roéeedé to the question of the 'canstruCtiqh of 'CAE_’ITAL

(It is hem, and(noy where I 1st stated it, that KK’refers to VIL. not having
known PHENOMENOLOGY Note 118, p.129.)

[
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