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MARX’S HUMANISM TODAY

Rava Duxavevszaya has lectured widely in tha Unfred States,
rope, and Africa, Her writings includo Marxtsm and
, from 1776 uniil Yoduy; Notionalism, Communism,
Marxist Humanism and the Afro-Asian Renolutions; and Fx.
islentiglism: A Critigal Anpraisal of Jean-Paul Sartra’s Philp- -
suphical Works and Developmens, : .

It was during the decade of the First International ( 18B4~74)
—a decade that saw both the Civil War in America and the Paris
Communc—that Marx restrueturedt the many drifts of Copital
and- published the first two editdons of Valome I,

Capital sots forth fi mew concept of théory, @ new dinlectical
relationship between thedry and phactice; and a shift of empha-
sis from the iden of history as the history of theory to the idea of
history as the histary of production. It signifies Marx’s “rehurn” to

. his own philosophic humanism after more than a decade of con-
centration on economies and empiric studies of the class struggles
of his day, Not surprisingly, this return. is on 2 more concrete
level, which, ruther than diminishing Marx's original humanist
concepts, decpens them, This is. obvious in the seetion “The
Working Day,” which Marx first decided to wrile in 1866 under
the impact of the mass tnovement for the shortening of the work-
ing day foliowing the conclusion of the Civil War in the United
States. It is obvious in “The Fetishism of Commedities” which
Marx informs us he changed “In a significant manner” alter the
Pars Commune, It is obvious in the original eategories he ere.
ated for his cconomic analysis and the ereative practice of the
Hegelian dinlectic, Humanism gives Marx's magoum opus jts
force and direction, Yet most Western scholurs of Marxism are
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64 ‘ ON AUMANISM

" content either ta leave the relationship between the pow-famous
Economlc-Philosoplilc Manusctipts of 1844 and Capital implicit,
or to make the continuity explicit only Insofar as the ethical foun-
dations of Marxism are concerned.?® This, it seems to me, leaves
the door wide open for those who wish to transform Marx's hn-
manism, both as philosophy and as histode fact, into an abstract

which would cover up concrete economic exploitation, actual

lack of political freedom, and the need to abolish the conditions
preventing “realization” of Marx's philosophy, i.e, the reunifica-
tion of mental and manual abilities in the individuel himself, the

“all-rounded” individual who is the body and soul of Marx’s hu- _

manism. ‘

The 1844 Manuscripts didn't just “pave the way” for “scientific
socialism.” Humanist: wasn't just a stage Marx “passed throogh”
on his voyage of discovery to “scientific economics” or “real revo-
lutionary politics.” Humanist philosaphy is the very foundation
of the integral unity of Marxian theory, which cannot be frag-
mented info “economics,” “politics,” “sociology,” much less identi-
Fied with the Stalinist monolithie creation, L<'d onto so Srmly by
both Khrushchev and Mao Tse-tung. ’

Of all the editions of Capital, from ity first publication in 1867

until the last before Marx died in 1883, the French edition {1872~
75) elone contained the changes that had, as Marx put it in tho

-, Afterword, “scientific value independent of the original” The

revolutionary action of the Parislan masses in “storming the heav-

ens™ and taking destiny into their own hands clarified for Marx'

the twa most fundamental theoretical problems; the accumula-
tion of capital, and the fetishism of commodities. Just as his analy-
sis of the struggles to shorten the working day became pivotal to
the structors of Capital, so these additions beeame crucial for its

spirit, iec, for the future inherent in the present, The changes.

were of two kinds, One was tantamount to a prediction of what
we today call state eapitalism--the ultimate development of the

law of concentration and centralization of capital “in tha hands

of one single capitalist, or those of one single corporation.”® The
second was the illuminntion of the fetishism of commoditics in-
herent in the value-form as emanating from “the form itself,™
Murx concluded that only freely assoctuted labor can abrogate
the Taw of value; only “frecly associated men™ ean steip the
fetishism from commodities,

Raya anayevskaya.

At this moment in history, when establishied state powers claim
“to practice” or to base themselves on Marxism, it is essentizl to
re-establish what Marx himse)f meant by practice, It was freedom.
The notion"of freedom, always Mard's poitt of departure and of.
return, is concretized through a most painstaking and original

“analysis of the “inexorable Iuws” of capitalist development. This

discloses how the proletariat, as “substance™ (or mere object of
an exploitative society} becomes “subject” Le,, revolis against
the conditions of allenated Inbor, thereby achieviag “the negation -
of the negation,” or self-emancipation. In a word, Copital is the.
culmination of the twenty-five years of labor that began when
Marx, in 1843, first broke with bourgeois soclety and melded what
he considered its bighest achievements in thought—English poe
litienl economy. French revolutionary doctrine, Hegelian. philoso-
pby—into a theory of liberation, # new philosophy of human ac-
tivity which he called “n thoroughgoing Naturslism or Hu-
manism,” . :

The Hungarian Revoluton of 1956 transformed Marx’s human.
ism from an academic debate to & question of life and death.
Interest in it intensified the following year when the “Hundred’
Flowers™ blossomed briefly in Chins before the totalitarian state
caused them to wither abruptly.® From 1958 to 2961 the Africon
revolutions gave proof of a new, third world whose underlying
philosophy, again, was humanism.? . ‘ T
/Theé Cold War and MeCarthylsm helped keep the United States
isolated from the West European rediscovery of Marx’s 1844
Iumanist Essays in the mid-1940s and early 2g50s. Now, how-
cver, Americans have an opportunity to make up in comgr\qhe:i'-‘ .
slvencss of discussion what was lost i the belated stark3®The
Freedom Now movement of the Negroes, on the one hend, and,
on the other hand, tho 1962 missile erisls over Cuba,; which made
real the nuclear threat, have helped rekindle the debate, In his
own way, the scholar too must grapple with the inner identity of
the Marxian economfc, political, sociological, scientific, and phile-*
sophle categories, It was the Inte, on-Marxist, anti-FHegelian
cconomist, Joscph Schumpeter, who pinpointed Marx's genfus |
as “the fdea of theory,” the trarisformation of “historie narmtive
luto historic ralsonné.™ ' } .
! Elsewherel?)1 have mode a detailed analysis of all four vol.'
umes of Capital and thelr rclationship to tho 1844 Manuseripts,




€6 ON HUMANISM

Here space considerations limit me to the two basie theories—
the Marxian analysis of value and the fetishism of commodities—
which are, in reality, the single, declsive, unified theory of aliena-
tion, or historical materialism, dialectically understood.

Marx’s discovery that “jt is not the consciousness of men that
determines their existence, but, on the contrary, their socfal exis.
tence that determines their comsciousness™® was no departure
from either his own theory of alienated labor or the theory of
alienation as the central core of the Hegelian dialectic. But Marx's
precise analysis of the actual labor process under capitalism is
more concrete, alive, shattering—and, of course, revolutionary-
- than any stage of alienation in Hegel's Phenomenology of Mine,
* In true Hegelian fashion Marx focuses on creativity, but, unlike
Tegel, he bases it on the nctual process of production, There, fac-
ing not just on idea but a human belng who has ideas, Marx de-

velops his entlier concept of the worker’s “guest for universal- -

jty."14 The “new passions and new forces” he now sees are born
not only to overthrow the old order, but to construct a new one,
_“a society in which the full and free devclopment of every indi-
vidual is the ruling principle.”1®
So organically related are the economic, political, and philo-
sophic concepts in Capital that when, in 1543, the Russian
theoretictans first opealy broke with the Marxian analysis of value,

they had to deny the dialeetic structure of Capital and ask that,,

in “teaching” it, Chapter T be omitted. It does not speak highly
 of “Western” philosophy that it never saw the philosophic implica-
tions in this cconomic debate, and therefore also failed to discern

the reason why the thecretical magazine of Soviet Marxism {Un-,

der the Banner of Marxism), which had .carried on the tradition
of Marx's dialectie philosophy, ceased its publication. Thereafter,
without further ado or any reference to any previous interpreta-
ton of Marxian economics, the revision of the Marxian analysis
of valuo beeame the standard Communist analysis, The whole-
ness of Marxinn theory has always been the béte nolre of cstabe
lished Marxism, It took the collapse of the Sccond Internationl
and a break with hiis own philosophic past to make Lenin, at the
end of 1914, fully grasp the organic connection of Marxan eco-
nomics with Hegetian philosophy. And from then on he heeamo
uncompromising in his critfclsm of all Marxists, himself included.
In one of his "aphorisms” lie wrote, “It is impossible fuliy to grasp

Raya Dunaycuskaye 67

Marx's Capital, and especially the first chapter, if yon have not
studied and understood the whole of Hegel's Logic. Consequently,
none of the Marxists for the past half century bas understood
Marx!” . ) - ' .
There is no more remarkable piece of analysis In the annals of
political econumy~and xo mare Ilegelian kind of writing in
Marx's "early Hegelian period”—than the final section of Chapter -
1 of Capital, entitled “The Fetishism of Commodities.” There phi-
losophy and economics are connected with history as integrally as
content and form are welded together in a great work of litera-
ture. By the time Marx introduced further changes into the
French edition, after the Paris Commung, those fifteen pages
were as tightly drawy as the strings of a violin. We must remem-
ber that Marx considered the greatest achievement of the Com-
mune to be “its own working existence.” Thé fotality of the
reorganization of soclety by the Communards gave Marx a new
insight into the whole question of the form of value, not only as
it was historically determined, but also as it conditioned bour-
geois thought in tumn, Under capitalistic conditions of produc-
tion, philosophy had been reduced to an ideology, ie. false
consciousness. The categories of thought proper to capitalistic
production were uneritically accepted by all, including even

_Adam Smith and David Ricardo, the authers of the epoch-making

discovery that Jebor was the source of all value, This is why, de-
spite their discovery, they could not dissolve the fetishism of
commodities. Classical political economy, concludes Marx, met
its historic barrier here. . , o -

The commodity form of tho produets of lcbor became a fetish
because of theperverse relationship of subject to object—of living
Inhor to dead cipital. Relations between men appear s the rela- -
tion between things beeause in our alienated society that is all
“they really are1? Dend capltal is the master of living Inbor, The
fotishism of commodities is the opiate-that, to use a Hegelian
expression, passes itscll off as “the very nature of the-mind™® to
all except the proletartat wha daily suffer from the domination
of dead labor, the strangichold of the machine. Therefore, con-
cludes Marx, no one can strip the fetishism from the commodities
except frecly assoclated labor. Obviously the Russian theoret!-
clans, in 1943, were detcrmined that no ono should,

The nceessary idcology to cover up the exploitation of the
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68 ON NUMANISM

laborer did not change its essence vhen it changed its form from
the private to the state capitalism that calls itself Communisin.
Nor has the idesclogical rift betwesn. China and Russiz under-
mined the exploitative relationship in cither land. Were Marx to
return to earth, he would have no diffculty whatever in recogniz-
ing in its new form—the Stute Plan and its fetishism—the state
capitalist development he predicted as the ulimate effect of the
inexorable laws of eapitalist development, Cur generation should
understand better than any previous generation that it is not a

question of nationalized vs, private property. It is 2 question of

. freedom, Wherever and whenever freedom was Nmited, Mamx
struck out against the bamder, in practice and in theory. Thus,
. when classical politieal economists spoke of “free labor,” by which
they meant wage Iabor, Marx wrote eaustimlly: “For them there
was history, but history is no more.”

LIt slmuld be obvious that Marxs primary theory of value, or

“abs “value-producing” Inbor, is a theory of alienated la-
bar.rl-;ll the humanist essays Marx explained why he analyzed
economic facts "in conceptual terms as alienated labor. . . . How
does it happen, we may ask, that man alicnates his labor? How
is this alicnation founded in the nature of human development?
We have already done much to solve the problem insofar us wo
havel transfermed the question concerning the origin of private

propesty into a question about the relation betfreen aIlc;nated )

labor and the process of development of mankind) For in‘speak-
ing of private property one- believes oneself to be dealing with
something ‘external to mankind, But:in speaking of labor one

deals directly with mankingd itself, This new formulation of the _

problem already contains its solution.”1®
. By the time he completed Capital, however, Marx felt the
" neced to create economic categories to analyze the alien charac-
ter of labor under capitalism both as au netivity in the factory
and as o commodity in the market where “alone rule Frecdom.
Equality, Property and Bentham.”z0
Marx created special ceonomic categories not only to expound
his theory of value and surplus-value, but also to show how de-
graded human relations were at the point of production jtself.
By splitting the calegory of tahor into Tabor as aclivity and Tabor
power as a commodity—as If the laborer could indeed disjoint his
hands from his body and have them retain their function—Marxz

-Raya Dunayevskaya

was zble to show that, since labor power cannot bhe so disem-
bodied, it is the laborer himself who enters the factory. And fn
the factory, continues Marx, the laborer’s ability becomes a mere
appendage t6 a machine and his concrete labor is reduced tp a
mass of mngealud abstract Tabor.

Now there is, of course, no such creaturs as an “abstract la-
borer”; one is a miner or a teilor or a steelworker or a baker.
Nevertheless, the perverse nature of capitalist production is such
that man is not master of the machine; the machine is master of
the man. By the instrumentality of the wachine, which “ex-

- presses” itsclf in the Heking of a factory clock, & man’s skill he.

comes unimportant o long ag he produces a given quantity of
products in a given ime. Labor time is the bandmaiden of the
machine which accomplishes the fantastie transformation of all
concrete Jabors into one abstmct mass, | .

Marx considered his analysis of concrete and abstract labor his :
original contribution to politicel economy, “the pivot on which a
clear comprehiension of political economy turns”™ In the pro-
cess of his unalysxs of the capitalist’s “weréwolf hungier for surplus
labor” as “a live monster that is fruitful and multiplies,”® Marx
creates two other new categorles: constant capifal (machines)
and variable copital (wage labor). All labot, paid or unpaid, he
Insists; is forced Iabor. And this Jabor is so alien an activity’ that it
has itself become a form of copital.

The precision, as well as originality, of this deseription of alien-
ated labor is not, of course, merely a category of the “deductive

" Hegelian dialcetie.” It is a category of the dialectic empliricism

of Marx re-creating an altogether new Jevel of truth. Only po--
litically motivated, self-induced blindness can, when reading
Marx's pages upon pagen on the Inbor process under capitalism,

conclude either that the mature Marx departed from his theory

- of alicnated Iabor, or that alienated labor is a “leftover” from
. Marx's “left Flegelion days” before he worked his way out of

“Hegelien gibberish™ into “scientific materialism.” At the some
timo, becnuse Marx’s economie categories have so incontrovert-
ble a class character, it is impossible to denude them of their class
content. Although some of today’s near-Maxxists toudly proclaim
the “noutralization” of these eateogorics, they apply them to capi-
talism and to capitalism only, Because the Marxian Inw of value
is the supreme manifestation of cnpitahsm, not even Stalin-at
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least riot for very nearly two decades afier he already had total
power, the State Plan, and the monolithic party—~dared admit its
operation in Russia since he chimed the land was “sociallst.” It
was only in the midst of a world war that the Russian theoreti-
cians openly broke with the Marxian concept; in practice, of
course, the ruling bureaucracy had long since followed an ex-
. ploitative course. .

In 1947 Andrei Zhdanov dramatically (or at least loudly) de-
manded that “the philosophical workers® replace the Hegelian
dialectic with “2 new dialectical law™: criticism and self-criticism.
By 1955 the critique of Marxian concepts concerned his humanism.
V. A. Karpushin wrote in “Mary’s Working Out of the Materialist
Dialectics in the Economic-Philosopliic Manuseripts in the Year
1544": “Marx was the first philosopher who went beyond the con-
fincs of philosophy and from the point of view .of practical Jife
and practical needs of the proletariat analyzed the basle question
of philosophy as a truly scientific method of revolutionary change
and knowledge of the actunl world"™

The Russian Communists were not, however, about to faver
“revolutionary change” where revolutionary change meant their
downfall. Therefore, when the Hungarian Revolution tried the
following year to transform reality by realizing philosophy, that
is to say, by making freedom from Russian Communism a real-
ity, the debate ended in machine-gin fire. Thus the violation of
the logos of Marxian theory was followed by the destruction of
liberty itself, :

Soon after, the Russian theoreticians tmloosed an unbridled,
vitriolic attack on all opponents of established Communism, whom
they gratuitously laheled “revisionists.” Unfortunately, too many
Western scholars accepted the term and referred to the ruling
Communists as the “dogmatists,” despite such wild gyrations and
“llexibility” as, on the eve of Warld War I1, the Hitler-Stalin Yact
and the united front between Mao Tse-fung and Chiang Xai-
shek; and, mare recently, the rift between Russia and China, At
the same time, the single grain of trut! in the dunlity of Lenin's
philosophic legacy—hetween the wu: “udy materialistic Materk
alism ard Empirlo-Criticism and the meative dialectics of his
Philosophic Notcbooks—has provided a ficld day for the innate
anti-Leninism of “the Wost.” Elsewhere® I have analyzed “Mao's
Thought,” which is supposed to have made “original contribu-
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tions to Marxism,” especially his On Practice, and On Contradic-
tion, as they relate to his rise in power. Here T must limit myself
to the fact that the humanist debate was in danger both of be-
coming a purely academic question, and of being separated from
the “political” dobates on “revisionism.” Fortunately Mardsm
docs not exist only in books, nor is it the possession only of state
powess. 1t is in the daily lives of working people trying to recon-
struct society on new beginnings. : _
The liberation from Western imperialism, not only in Africa
but in Latin America (Fidel Castro too frst ealled his revolution
“humanist”), unfurled a humanist banner. ‘Thereupon the Rus-
sian Communist line changed, Where, at first, it was claimed that
Leninism needed no sort of, humanization, nor any of the reforms
proposed by the propenents of “humanist socialism,” the claim -
now became that the Soviets were the rightful inheritors of “mili-
tant humanism.” Thus M. B, Mitin, who has the august title of
Chairman of the Board of the All-Union Society for the Dis-
semination of Poliicel and Scientific Knowledge, stnted that
Khrushchev's Report to the Twenty-first Congress of the Russian
Communist Party was “the magnificent and noble conception of
Marxist-Leninist socinlist humanism 2 And in 1963, at the thir-
teenth Intemational Congress of Philosophy, held in Mexico, it.
was the Soviet delegation that entitled one ‘of its reports “hu-
manism in the Contemporary World."2® Thus, curiously, Western
intellectuals can thank the Russinn Communists for throwing the
ball back to them; once again, we are on the track of discussing
bumanism, I _—
{Let us not debass freedom of thought to the point where it is ]
no more than the other side of the coin of thought control, One ..
look at our institutionalized studics on “Marxist Leninism” as the -
“know your encmy” tvpe of course will show that, in methudol-
ogy, these are ne diflerent from what is being taught under es-
tablished Communism, altheugh they are supposed to teach
“opposite principlcs.ﬂﬂm polut is this: unless freedom of thought
means an undeslying philosophy for the fealization of the for.
ward movement of humanity, thought, at least in the Hegelian
sense, cannot be called “an Idea™ Preciscly beeause, to Hepel,
"only that which is an object of freedom can be called an Ides,”
even his Absolutes breathed the earthy air of frecdom. Our age
can do no Jess, It is true that the Marxian dialectic is not only po-
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litieal or historical, but also cognitive. However, to claim that
Marx's concept of the class struggle is a “myth” and his “glorifica-
tion” of the proletariat only “the end product of his philosophy of
alienation™ flies in the face of theory and of fact. In this respect,
George Lichtheim's criticism that such an American analysis is
“a sort of intellectun] counterparl o the late Mr. Dulles’s weekly
sermon on the evils of communism™® has validity.

Marx’s humanism was neither 2 rejection of idealism nor an ac-

ccptance of materialism, but the truth of both, and thercfore a.

new unity. Mand's “collectivism” has, as its very soul, the indi-
vidualistic element. That is why the young Marx felt compelled
to separate himself from the “quite vulgar and unthinking com-
munism which completely negates the personality of man.” Be-
cnuse alienated labor was the essence of gl that was perverse in
capitalism, private or state, “organized” or “anarchic,” Marx con-
cluded his 1844 attack on capitalism with the statement that
“communism, as such, is not the goal of human development, the
form of human soclety.” Freedom meant more; a great deal more,
than the abolition of private property. Marx considered the aboli-

tion of private property to be only “the first transcendence.” Full

frecdom demanded 2 second transcendence. Four years after
these humanist essays were written Marx published the historic

Communist Manifesto. His basic philosophy was not changed by’

revolutions, the Manifesto proclaimed:\>The freedom of the in-
. dividual is the basis of the freedom of all’MAt the end of his life
the concept remained unchanged. His magnum opus, like his life's
" activity, never deviated from the concept that only “the develop-
* ment of human power, which is its own end” is the true “realm
of freedom.”? Again, our age should understand better than any
other the reasons for the young Marx's insistence that the aboli-
tion of private property is only the frst transcendence. “Not until
the transcendence of this mediation, which is neverthelesy 2 nec-
cssary presupposition, docs there arise positive Humanism, be-
ginning from ilsell.”

“Poshtive Mumanism” hegins “from itself* when mental and
manual Jabor are reunited in what Marx calls the “all-rounded”
individun), Surcly our nuclear age should be oppressively aware
that the division between mental and manual labor, which has
been the underlying principle of all class socicties, has reached

the new terminology. On the conuary.(gill the eve of the 1848
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such monstrous proportions under capitalism that lve antago-.
nisms characterize not only preduction, but science jtself, Marx

_anticipated the impasse of modern science when he wrote in

1844: “To have one basis for life and another for science is @
priori a lie” We have been Hving this lie for one bundred and
twenty years. The result is that the very survival of civilization
as we have known it is at stake. .
The task that confronts our age, it appears to this writer, Is,
first, to recegnize that there is a movement from practice—from

. the actual struggles of the day—to theory; and, second, to work

out the method whereby the movement from theory can meet it.
A new relaticnship of theory to practice, & new appreciation. of
*Subject,” of live human beings struggling to reconstruct society,

. is essental. The challenge of our Hmes is not to science or ma-

chines, bat to men. The totality of the world crisis demands a
new unity of theory and practice, & new relationship of workers -
and intellectuals, The search for.a total philosophy has been dis-
closed dramatically by the new, third world of underdeveloped-

_countrics. Rut there are also evidences of this search in the

strupgles for freedom from totalitarian regimes, and in the West.
To discern this mass scarch for a tota! philosophy it is necessary
only to shed the stubbornest of all philosophies~the concept. of
“the backwardness of the masses™—and listen to thefr thoughts, as
theey battle automation, fight for the end of diserimivation, or'de-
mand frecdom now. Far from being mtellecjunl abdicntion, this

- is the beginning of a new stage of cognition. This new stage in the

self-liberation of the intellectual from dogmatism can begin only
when, as Hegel put it, the intellectual fecls the “compuision of -
thought to proceed to . , . conercte truths.”’

The espousal of parkiynost (purly principle) as a philosophic
principle is another manifestation of the dogma of “the backward-
ness of the masses,” by which intellectuals in state-capitalist so-"
cioties rationalize their contention that the masses must be
ordered about, managed, “led” Like the ideologists in the West,
they forget all too easily that revolutions do not arise in the full.
ness of time to establish a party machine, hut to reconstruct so-
cirty on a human foundation. Just as partiynost, or monolithism,
in politics throttles revolution instend of releasing the creative,
energy of new millions, so partiynost in philosophy stifles thonght
instead of giving it a new dimension, This is not an academic
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question for either the East or thc West, Marxism is either a
theory of liberation or it is nothing, In thought, as In life, it Javs
the basis for achieving a new htman dimension, without which
no society is truly viable, As a Marxist bumanist, this appears to
me the whole truth of Marx’s humanism, both as ghilosophy and
as reality. - :

11In his Preface ta Volume II of Marx's Copital {Kerr cdition}, Fricdrich

. Engels lists tha original mamiscripts in such a way that the pagination tells
the story of the restructuring. For my analysis of this, see pages 87-91 of
Marxivm and Frecdom {New York: Twayne Publishers, 1958, 1964).

2 Mand's 1844 Manuseripts are now availablo in several English transla-
tons, including onc fssucd in Moscow, but the ong mors readily avallabla
hero is by T, B. Boltomore, and is included in Mearx’s Concopt of Man by
Lrich Fromm (New York: Frederick Ungar Publishing Co., 2961). Outside
of the essay on “Alicnated Labor,” I am, howover, using my own translation
and therefore not paginating the refererices. - ‘

9 Seo es{:ecin]ly The Ethical Feundations of Maorxizmn by Eugeno Knmenkn

- (New York: Frederick A. Piacper, 1952). : .

* The Ciull War in Tranca, hy Karl Maorx, fs widely available in many
Janguages both as a separate. pamphlet and In Marx's Selected Works and
Cotlecled Waorks.

6 Cupital (Chicago: Charles H, Kerr & Co,, 1906), Vol 1, p. 648,

S Ihid., p. Ba.

71bid., p. gz.'

8 The indispensable book for the English reader is The Hundred Flowers '

Campalgn end thr Chincse Intolleciuals by Roderick MacFarqubar {New
York: Frederick A. Praeger, 20680). The volces of revolt in China should then
* be compared with those in Eostern Europs, By now the beoks, not to men-

tion pamphlets and articles; on the Hungarinn Revolution are leglon. A few ‘

which I consider important for tracing the role that Marx's humanism played
are the following: -Imre Nagy on Communism (New York: Frederick A.
-Praeger, 1957); Frangols Fojt§, Behind the Raps of Hungary (New York:
David McKay Company, 1957); The Hungarian Revolution, A White Dook
tdited by Melvin ]. Lasky (New York: Frederick A, Preger, 1057); Ditter
IHaruest, edited by Edmund O, Stillman with Introduction by Frangols Bondy
(New York: Frederick A, Prueper, 1959). For eyowitness mports, and cs-
lzccluﬂy these relating to the Workers' Counclls, the fssues of The Iicolew

periodical published by the Imm Nagy Institute, Brusscls) s quintessential
Some repors also appearad I the magazing East Enrepe, which did a compo-
tent job on Poland, especinlly In the publication of the debate on Marx's hu.
manism between the leading philosophers in Poland, Adam Schalf and
Leszok Kolakewskd, Doth-of these philosophers are also transtated in the
collection entitled Rovislonism, edited by Leopold Labedz (New York:
Frederick A, Praeger, 2962).

Y African Socinlism by Léopold Sédar Sengher {New Yorks American So-
ciety of African Culturs, 195p); Sckou Toure's “Africa’s Path in History"
was excerpted for the Enr,ltsh render In Afrfca South, Apdl-funo 1086, Cape-
town; new avellable only abroad. See also my Nationslirm, Communism,

* plsts sinee, in Europe os in the United States, it was only after

Raya Dunayecuvskaya . 78

Marzist-Humenism and the Afro-Aslan Recolutions (American, 1958, and
English, 1061, cditions availablo at News & Letors, Detroit, -Michigan ).
91 do not mean to say that T accept the West Ensopean intellcctual's
altitude on either the question of the degree of belatedness, or the low Jevel
of discassion In the Unlted States. Four or five years hefore Eurape’s first
rediscovery of Marx's early essays, when Europs was under the heel of fus-
cism, Herbert Marcuse dealt with them in his Reason and Ravolution, 1 is
true that this was based on the German text of the essays, that no English
translation was available, and that the discussion of Professor Marcuso's semi-
nal work was Hmited to small groups, It is also true that I had great difficulty
in convincin[i cither commercial publishers or unIvcxsi?r presses that they
ought to publish Marx's humanist essays or Lenin’s Philasophic Notchooks.
I succeeded In 'get!in% both these writings published only b¥| including them
as appendices to my Marxism ond Freedom (1058}, Even then thay did not
become availabla fo a mass audience, It was oot until 1981, when Erich
Fromm included a tesslation of the 1844 Manuscripts in Marz's Concept of
Man, that Marx’s humanism reached a mass audience In the United States,

“and recefved widespread attentinn in Amerfcan journals, Novertholess, I see

no suhstantive reason for tho intellectunl nroganca of the Eumgc:m Marxolo-

he Hungarian
evolution that the discusslon of humandsm_resched tbg lovel of rither con-
creteness or wrgency, When I refer to tho'belatednessjof the discussion, I

"liave in muind tho long perfod between the time the 1844 Manuscripts were

firt published by the Marx-Engels Institute in Ryusin, in 1927, under the
cditorship of Ryazanov, and the time they reeclved general atteation,

WA History of Economlo Analysis by Joseph Schumpeter (Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1954). ' . . '

- 12 Marxism_and Freedom. Sec mp:dnllf Chs, V through VIIL

13 A Doniribution to the Critiquc of Poittical Economy (Chus. H, Kerm),

. 11 . \
P M Poperty of Philosophy (Chicago: Chniles H. Kerr), p. 357
13 Capltal (Korr ed.), Vol. I, B. 649, . )
-16 Pogd Znamenem Marzisma (Under the Banner of Marxism), Nos. p-8/
1943, ‘Ths ‘erucial article on tho law of valus from this issue was translated
by mo under the titla, “Teaching of Economics i the Sovict Union” Alon

-with my commentary, “A Now Reviston of Marxinn Economics,” the article

was published in The Amorican Economie Rewlew (September 1944). The
controversy-around ¢, in which Profcssors Oscar. Eange, Leon Rogin, and
Paul A, Baran participated In the pages of that joumal, lasted for o year, at
the end of which {Septembor 1945]; my rejoinder, “Revision or Reafirmation
of Marxism* was published.

17 Capitad, Vol, 1, p. 4. ’

188ea Hegel an *“The Third Attitude to OI:]ccttvilr“: "What I discover
in my consclousness Js 1hus exaggernted Into 4 fact of the eonscinusncss of all
and even passed off for tho very natire of the mind” (Hegel's Logle, fisst
Whllace translation, Oxford Unlversity I'ress, 18y2). .

10 5ce “Allenated Labor” in Marx's Goneept of Man by Erich Fromm,
op. 103, 108,

20 Capltal, Vol. I, p. 10%

[, p. 48,

24Thid,, p. a17.

¥ Voprosy Fllosofit {Questions of Philosophyd, No. 3/1055.

4 Sue the now chapter, “Tho Challengo of Mag Tsetung” in the papes-
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back edition of Marzist and Freedom {New York: Twayns, 1984). For an
analysis of a skmilar perversion of Lenlu's 3’ in philosaphy into
Stalin's monolithie *'party-ness ia m 13"” sea the well-documented
aad perceptive analysls Sovict Mar: atunl Sclence, 1917=1922 by
David Joravsky (Néw York: Columbia Un!vorsity Press, 1961},

=5 Provda, Feb. 6, 1950, The English translation usad here appears In The
Curent Digest of the Sooie? Fress, June 3, 1950.

“%The report of this conference by M, B, Mitin sppears in Voprosy
Pilosofi, Ne. 11/1953. For a different “'i?‘m of the sams conferenca sco
Studles in Sooiet Thought, No, 4/1963 ( Switzerland).

31 Philosophy end Myth in Korl Mars by Robert Tucker {Cambridge
University Press, 1961}, . . .

28 George Lichthaim’s “Westorn Mamdst Literature 2053~3953" appears
in Survey, No. 5é.l}anuary 1964

2¢ Capital, Vol

L pp- 54-55.




