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they feel it is that the Labour Party should be returned at the next election.
At any price? At some compromise with socialist principles? Only as a
fully committed socialist party? To choose the last would almost certainly
pe signing up for another five years in the political wilderness, while pre-
serving intact the purity of traditional socialist doctrine. In fact, the middle
course is the one most likely to be adopted. It alone offers the possibility
of the Labour Party successfully presenting itself to the nation as the
“party of ﬂfrogwss” (in opposition to the “party of order™), to use John
stuart Mill's pbhrase. Paradoxically, this profoundly unrevolutionary solu-
tion to the problems of Britain in the age of the Long Revolution is perhaps
not too far removed from Mr. Williams™ central tradition.
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s volume affords the reader
access to approximately two-
thirds of Xarl Marx’s Economic and
Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844.

stitutes another in the increasing
number of “humanist” interpreta-
tions of Marx. In this introductory

essay Marx is conceived as an “exis-
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The competent translation by T. B.
Bottomore of selections from the
Manuscripts is preceded by a long
essay by Erich Fromm and con-
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g Sympotlum on Race: An ’

tentialist thinker” protesting against
“man’s alienation, his loss of him-
self and his transformation into a
thing,” the every essence of whose
thought is a “concern for man and
the realization of his potentialities.”
All of which is, of course, substan-
tially true. These early Manuscripts
clearly document the values which
animated Marx's protests against
capitalism as a socio-economic and
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litical system.! His s_ubssquent
?:nnulaﬁons, couched in “value-
free” language, succeeded in ob-
scuring, at least in part, the values
to which he had, as little more than
a youth, unalterably committed
himself? It is important that such
a consideration be borne in mind,
for many commentators on Marx
and Marxism, both proponents and
detractors, have contended that sci-
entific socialism required an ethical
or moral supplement if it were to
constitute a legitimate 'world-
view.”® or that Marxism neither
possessed nor needed values other
than simple “technical rules of con-
duct, such as are required for
communism.”

ARxisM, in fact, was nurtured
M on the moral and ethical fare
of German Idealism.’ “The out-
standing achievement,” we are told
in the Manuscripts, “of Hegel's Phe-
nomenology — the dialectic of
negativity as the moving and creat-
ing principle — is, first, that Hegel
grasps the self-creation of man as a
process, objectification as loss of the
object, as alienation and transcend-
ence of this alienation, and that he
therefore grasps the nature of labor,
and conceives objective man (true,
because real man) as the result of
his oton labor. The real, active ori-
entation of man to himself as a
species-being (i.¢., as a human be-
ing) is only possible so far as he
really brings forth all his species-
powers (w%'u'ch is only possible
through the co-gperative endeavors
of mankind and as an outcome of
history) and treats these powers as
objects, which can onl be done at
first in the form alienation
(pp. 176 £.). History, for the young
Marx, was infused with value, it
served a moral purpose: the self-

Ay
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ization of man. The position
mwu argued, as such: it was
“inherited” from Hegel; it const
tuted the common ground shar
by the Young Hegelians.® Howevet
much the interpretations of history
varied, the central theme of all was
the moral concern for the full reali-
zation of man.®
The Manuscripts, themselves,
establish these considerations Wi
compelling finality. But this having
been established, the question of in-
terpretation and analysis becomes
essential not only to formal Marx
scholarship, but also to th_ose inter-
ested in the purport and intentions
of one of the foremost social critics
of our epoch. And it is here, after
having rendered yeoman service it
the cause of an adeguate appraisal
of the intellectual development of
Karl Marx, that Erich Fromm leaves
much to be desired. First in the
order of presentation, Fromm fie-
votes far too much time inveighing
against a view of Marx and Marx-
jsm that could only be entertained
by the incredibly ‘uninformed, im-
possibly naive or unredeemably
biased: the view that Marx con-
tended that the “striving for maxi-
mum profit constitutes the main
incentive . . . in the life of the human
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race, . . . that Marx neglected the
importance of the individual;” that
the “drive for maximal economic
gain [was] a constant drive;” that
Marx believed in “the creative pow-
er of force;” that “maximum produc-
tion and consumption are the un-
questionable goals of society;” that
he was concerned with “equaliza-
tion of income” and making man
“the servant of the state and of pro-
duction.” Should there be those
who interpret Marx in such fashion,
we can hardly expect them to be
materially influenced by a book and
an argument like that under con-
sideration here. But more than that,
in arguing against such postures,
Fromm involves himself in a num-
ber of curiosities. In arguing against
vulgar Marxism he informs us that
Marx never referred to his view of
his as “historical materialism”
(p. 9) — a fact Fromm apparently
conceives to be of some real signi-
ficance. Its significance escapes the
Marx scholar. In the Manuscripts
Marx commends “genuine material-
ism” (p. 171), while Engels regu-
larly refers to Marxism as “the
materialist eoneefption of history.””
Fromm himself forgets his polemi-
cal posture long enough to refer, on
page seventy, to “Marx’s historical
materialism.

No time would be spent with such
a lapse were it merely a curiosity.
But it seems to betoken a “reinter-
pretation” of Marx and Marxism de-
signed to endear itself to the un-
reflecting romantic and the senti-
mental existentialist. Marx finds
himself increasingly embarrassed
by implications of a seeming fellow-
ship with the “tradition of prophetic
Messianism” (p. 33), including the
Society of Friends (p. 68), Ger-
man mysticism (Jacob Boehme and
Meister Eckhart) (pp. 30, 35, 64),

Gregor, A. J., 1962: Review Fromm, E.: Marx'y,:Concept of Man. With a Translation
of Marx's Economic and Philosophical Manuscfipts (1961b, English): Erich Fromm and the
Young Karl Marx, In: Studies on the Left, Madison, Vol. 3 (1962), pp. 85-92.

Books

and Protestant Existentialism (par-
ticularly Paul Tillich) (pp. 44,
46, 59; cf. p. 73). Real or contrived
connections have been argued, in
the past, between Marx and Kant
(pp. 53 £.), even between Marx and
Kierkegaard (pp. 46, 49) and Marx
and Goethe (pp. 28, 33n) —but
Marx and Nietzsche? (p. 72). The
entire enterprise, it would seem, be-
comes bizarre when connections are
discovered between Marx and Zen
Buddhism (pp. 21 n., 33, 64). Marx-
ism, in this guise, is conceived as
“a resistance movement against the
destruction of love in social reality”
(Tillich, quoted with approval by
Fromm, p. 59), a protest against a
society based upon “organized love-
lessness” ( Huxley, quoted with ap-
proval by Fromm, p. 63).

vce of the merit of what

Fromm says is vitiated by a
penchant for such misplaced em-
phasis. One cannot, for example,
creditably read the Manuscripts of
1844, written when Marx was
twenty-six, or for that matter the
Holy Family or the German Ideol-
ogy, written when he was twenty-
seven, as though they constituted
the whole body of available primary
literature. And yet such seems to
be Fromm’s intention. Marx did
identify himself with “humanism”
and “naturalism” explicitly, both in
the Manuscripts (p. 181) and in the
Holy Family,® but to suggest that he
continued until his death to identify
himself with the position assumed
in these early documents, without

7

F.
o Poven Ton 1955 36
cow: . 136;
“Rasl Marse A Contribution to Ohe Critionn
of Poliical 5 Thid., I, 369: “The
e s Wis i o
Ibid., I, 840. V.
8 Cf. the Foreword to K, Marx and F.
The Holy Femily (Mosoow: ok
guages, 1858), p. 18,
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reservations, is to strain credulity
and do considerable violence to
Marx scholarship. Eighteen forty-
five was a critical year in the intel-
lectual maturation of Karl Marx, a
year in which he decided to settle
accounts with his philosophic con-
science, a “self-clarification.™ To
pretend that Marx had not, in fact,
in any significant sense settled his
accounts with his J)hﬂosgphical heri-
tage, that he did not “clarify” his
position, is to be at fisticuffs not only
with his own unequivocal state-
ment, but also with a considerable
body of internal evidence. .
Marx, in fact, during this early
period, consistently labored to dis-
abuse himself of idealistic residues.
That there are idealistic vestiges in
the early writings is so evident it
hardly need be documented. But
since the issue has been joined one
need only refer to his early state-
ments on the nature of revolution:
in the “Debatten ueber Pressefrei-
heit und Publikation der landstaen-
dischen Verhandlungen,” of 1842,
Marx suggested that “the Belgian
Revolution was a product of the
Belgian Spirit [Geistes];"*° and in
the “Zur Kritikk der Hegelschen
Rechtsphilosophie,” he contended
that “Germany’s revolutionary past
is particularly theoretical, . . . it is
the philosopher in whose brain the
i‘:vo utiot::l %nsu”;‘edThese can be
gitimately identi as vestigial
idealistic elements. The tone and
temper, even in the early Holy Fam-
ily, was to be significantly altered.
“The question is not what this or
that proletarian or even the whole

of the proletariat at the moment

considers as its aim. The question
is what the proletariat is, and what,
consequent on that being, it will be
compelled to do. Its aim and his-

ical action is irrevocably and
obviously demonstrated in its pwn

’

life situation as well as in the whole
organization of bourgeois society

ay.”?® There n not neces-
sarily be a manifest contradiction
between the two positions, but there
certainly is a redirection of empha-
sis, a reassessment with respect to
the weight of constituent factors
determising the m ofhr?volu-
tionary dynamics. is whole pe-
riod, comy:wndng with 1844 and
ending in 1845, marks a period of
intense self-criticism. This is no
more evident than in the varied
treatment of alienation (Entfrem-
dung, Entacusserung) in the Many-
scripts and in the subsequent
literature.

\

F roMMm correctly conceives the
concept of alienation as being
central to Marx’s discussion in the
early documents and the concept
does provide, in fact, the ethical
substructure of even the last of Karl
Marx’s analyses. But Fromm does
not indicate that the concept is sig-
nificantly altered after 1845. The

period with which we are concerned
was a period of critical apprai
Marx made concerted to

“concretize” the formal abstractions
of German Idealism, even in its re-
formed guise. Marx sought to estab-

lish his revolutionary world-view on
5 G Moty B i e f 2

3 S
1, 364; Popitz, op. cit, p. 166.

PR

Ta L Mg Reug e WA En i

T L A I o PR k) e P

P e I

the sure foundation of empirical fact
:;thg than absh-s;ts' deduction. In

e Manuscripts program is, as
yet, incomplete. Fromm quotes an
extremely significant passage: “Pri-
vate property is . . . the product,
;he neoesPsary result of alten&teddla-

or . . . . Private prop is thus de-
rived from the anal e'"yof the con-
cept of alienated labor . .. (p. 52;
cf. pp. 105£.) But he does not com-
ment on this singular presentation.
The very stylization is Hegelian:
the notion that the empirical fact
of private pro is the result of
alienated labor, the concept of
alienated labor, is singularly ab-
stract — idealist if one will,

The young Marx continues: “...

althou ivate property appears
tobe%e asis and cause of alien-
ated labor, it is rather a consequence
of the latter . . . (p. 108) private
property .. . has resulted from alien-
ated labor . .. ” (p. 107). The singu-
larity here is too evident to pass
without comment. “Alienation” in
the Manuscripts is a vague concept
argctih in the last analysis seems to be,
With respect to private property, an
esoteric and llt,)gicallypr;recedent
act Like Helegian concepts, the
concept of alienation in the Manu-
Scripts sometimes operates as a logi-
eaﬂtj‘r)lgnor neeessig (and then it is
tautological’®) with respect to em-
piric fact (in this case private prop-
erty), and sometimes it operates as
a causally  prior necessity. The con-
cept of “alienation” operates in
much the same way in the writings
of Moses Hess who directly influ-
enced the articulation of the notion
in the Paris manuscripts.!® It is “nec-
essary” that the Human Essence de-
velop in an historical, evolutionary
process.!” Alienated human essence,
for Hess, is essentially a logically
hecessary postulate if history is to
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have meaning. Man develops his
essence througx tension and con-
flict, through the loss of his proper
object; alienation gives rise to pri-
vate property. History resolves it-
self in communism, the abolition
of private property. We have
indicated that Marx entertained
essentially this position in the
Manuscripts.

Marx ultimately sought to pro-
vide an “earthly” (irdische), mate-
riglistic basis for human history
(p- 200) to “bring out empirically,
and without any mystification and
speculation, the connection of the
social and political structure with
production (p. 197%). ... There,
where speculation ceases, in real
life, there commences real, positive
science, manifest practical activity,
the practical evolutionary process
of man."® As a consequence the
concept of alienation is treated in
an entirely empirical manner in the
German Ideology of 1845. The dis-
cussion commences with “real”
premises: that men must produce
in order to live, that they must re-
produce in order to maintain the
species, and that as production in-
creases a division of labor com-
mences on the basis of the natural
distinctions among men ( ori%z:lly

m

. no more than a division of la

the sexual act) — differences in
osition, needs, accidents and so

forth. This division of labor implies

14 “Der Begriff der ‘Selbstentfremdung’ wurde
von Marx in g Pariser s ver-
schiedentlich verwendet und scheint dort auf
die unbuumdn:a Vorstellung eines emi;
Fopits, op, o 3. 1688 hinzudeuten

15 Ibid., p. 142 n. 48.

16 Cf. A, Comu, Karl Marx; Die

oekonomisch-
(S gmlﬁau (Berlin: Akad-

17 M. Hess, “Ueber das Geldwesen,” op. cit.,

PP, 332 £,
F. Die Deutsche Ideolo-
: Dietz, 1953), p. 24,

|
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Studies on the Left

a technical need, that helps science
forward more than ten universities.”
Such a position is consistent with
that assumed in the German Ideol-
ogy and accords itself well with the
more explicit statements concern-
ing the relationship of the ideologi-
cal superstructure and the economic
base of society that characterizes
the materialist conception of his-
tory. In the Manuscripts them-
selves, Marx contends that “religion,
family, state, law, morality, science,
art, etc. are only particular modes
of production, and fall under its
general law” (p. 128). He refers
to these as various forms of “aliena-
tion,” forms later lodged in the
“ideological superstructure” identi-
fied as “efflux of [man’s] material
behavior” (p. 197), "ideolcﬁica] re-
flexes and echoes of [his] lite proc-
ess” (p. 198). Engels, in 1877, con-
tended that while the discovery of
the materalistic conception of his-
tory and the theory of surplus value
rendered socialism a science®
“modern socialism is nothing but [a]
reflex in thought . . . an ideal re-
flection in the mind . . . 7%

Such an interpretation would
make science essentially a by-
product of developments in the eco-
nomic base of society rather than
qne of the material ductive
forces. And most orthodox Marx-
ists have thus conceived it** In-
dependent Marx scholars have, at
best, held that science somehow
“floats” between the material pro-
ductive forces and the ideological
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superstructure of society.® If there
is error in interpretation here, it will
take more than a pronouncement by
Erich Fromm to correct it.

Fnomu’s aip a;‘fefnt lelrrors, htlhs
seeming lac amiliarity wi
basic Marxist works and his insist-
ent but misplaced emphasis, jeop-
ardize the essentially sound
élements of his exposition. The
young Marx was a critical natural-
ist, a humanist in a profound and
social sense. How and how much
of this youthful sentiment infused
itself in the later Marx is a problem
which can only bé carefully and
laboriously explicated. To muster
Marx, anX Marxism, into the ranks
of Quakers, mystics, Protestant di-
vines and Zen Buddhists, to idﬁfz
Marxism with that “orgy of love
both Marx and Engels roundly
mocked, seems but little calculated
to enhance such a program.
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A Vision Beyond the Absurd

Leonardo Ricci, Anonymous (20th Century). New York. George Bra-

ziller, Inc. 1962. 254 pages. $5.00.

Emile Capouya

“Are all apostlesP Are all prophetsP Are all teachers? Are
all workers of miracles?” — I Cor. 12:29

r I were a poet, says Leonardo

Ricci, rather ‘than an architect
and painter, it would be easy for
me to write this book. Except that
words, even for poets, have lost
their resonance as they have lost
much of their essential meaning.
But what am I to do? The painter's
symbols no longer evoke commu-
nion, the architect’s buildings no
Immger reflect community. I am
flled with a revelation that those
desiccated arts cannot express. So
1 am forced to practice as best I
may the unfamiliar art of 05})ee<:h,
tiving out imperfect hints of what
has heen revealed to me. And in my
professional life too, in the practice
of my own mysteries of paintin
and architecture, henceforth I shaﬁ
work under the sign of revelation. I
am confident that, insensibly, all
men will be led to do so by their
rutuition of what is to come. Speech,
puinting, and the art of building
will change insensibly till all three
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are making their full contribution
to the new estate of man.
Formerly, says Ricei, men lived
by myth. They still do, but many of
us are disabused of the myth and
are committed instead to the ab-
surd. In our day there is even a
school of philosophy devoted to the
absurd, deﬁgloring it and celebrating
it. But while the myth may have
become meaningless, the absurd is
at best the ground of a stoic phil-
osophy of suicide, of an honorable
death-in-life. Or else it is the meta-
physics of mere continfgency, teach-
;I;ﬁ frenzied pursuit of sensation to
ieve the boredom of a featureless
chaos.
The myth is barren. The absurd
is mortal poison. But there is a third
and saving canon that, though it
may be neglected, is still the vital
element in any humane polity, cul-
ture, or tradition. That is the com-
mitment to logic — by which Ricci
means logos, the concept, the crea-
tive word.
SUcn language is stirring but un-
satisfying. Ricei is aware of it.
He tries, accordingly, to invest his
categories with meaning through
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