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Gedrie Lukacs:The' hian, His Work Xid His Ideas, ed, G.}

Resialfatelony k5 Reshigliateruiesnin; eaionss, 1250200 on

Jeorg Lukacs, one chapter, "Dialectics of iabor", published in
Telos, RAll.: .'anqiaﬁgﬁﬁga chaptier, ' "The Ontological Founda-
tions of Human Thoght andg Activity”\bqglished in Contenporary
East European Philosophy, Srartucus Euof&, Bridgeport, Cons.,
Yolume IIT, 1971 '

iY, 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 becoues clear that thére is no iel. in hature and that what,
among things, distinguishas natura%'

iS“that every event in the social order is the result of %iﬂﬂeo_
logical act." [ILuXacs claims 'that Marz's discussion of labor and
‘surplus -labér, not Just in economic erms. but infterms of the

clzss struggle; he Jiy defining onto%&%i&allya‘purely economic

oblem, Marx raises the level of the debate.'t] Ah./when‘the

reporter asks whether that would mean that Marxisf’ ontology tiere-
by became an ildeclogy, Lukacs answers ideology,%ﬁ if it were syn-
onomous with philosophy: WIf we look, for exaﬁpieﬂ/uf the histery
of modern sciencé. from Machiavelli to Hume and Ként. we see that-
gcientists and philosopherg aiways 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 showing ug the degree of efficiency of énything."

> A—
ial ectics of Iabdp: Beyond Ceallity and Teleology” "

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

. ‘(Eclov

of & lelevlopically created heing ig the first ¢o establish the
character of the social being." The fact that the lahorer
novhere apnears, the cemple te turnabout, frém the, revolutionary
conception of labor to ite abstract conception régﬁﬂﬂﬁkatﬁg de-
humanization orf capitalism, i3 seor in the "Spa r us’, where
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it all gets redunnd 1o SKLT: "Above ally we propose to g;ﬁﬁ%;i=::- -
whatl%?&noqif necesgity cansists of, At the ouztsat, it Lhould po
erphfitized that thi” is natipenl - .-ag\ ary nroccgj though
Marx himeelf, in his polpmjﬂ w1th Jldenalirm, o'vﬂ“1ona11y used such
an PXpFebSJOn,e-

1n[§?9w10ua gconomic develoriuont, we ean Gsee \E directicrnl’

4%i;l,u;apm;nts, which'have. it g wﬂilmgnﬁwh, come Lo pase, ofte

ver: unevoenf s nde 501ULuElv of manty, do. 11£” and knowladge,
which also ; ':at the g Iounaatiop of our telic pro,]e\. te, %{

fEfist ngf}ally necesqdry_wn *ging, tlmu’ lahor-time for humax
rouuc+1on. tendo cenutantly 4o diminich, Az geneypal tenden-
115 is nol disputed by anyorne. %WW/NL S,L‘;},—y’;%”""d s :
Lni; bprocess of reproduction itserT beeame evér more
..%hpnavxxxxsnﬁkexafxaxpgxranentxkzxzxxsianxafx
*EX¥ .. .that 2ll the decisive instances of human.
_ﬂf@mproduction (such as nourishment ang sexuality) become trange
‘ anently dnd egsentially into uo?:.al momento in
Ster
economie development .creates more and more “rltltal //
Hative as well & quantitative refmtions,, ,at present, one %ﬂ?ﬁ
finds realized the greater and greater cconomic bredeminance 01
the 1nternatmona1 market, klready showing at the very least, an
fun#7réu hunaplty. 11l (pp.228-229)

// 6iéj) All th1° burely capitzlis stic, 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 before Staliniaot,  dhew jo o cecapitalist, pos
It is the more fantastic when vou econsider tha+; ity
2ant to answer the exi istentianlist rrohiems raised by Saritre

in which he is Buppozed B0 prove that true _subjectivity is
—
Narx. i el, ai cou""c, "nrenared the way, ip-

terpretine ontolosy i lirious
ontologists, 2y iracing ot a2 velonmenl
from thoe 'tottom', from att, o $he

- . . Y -“-'j
ment comnlicated PbJQCtliicaulOu of humdn culture (p.217) rd
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Again, Lukacs makss noi quly.#,ﬂroducﬁion, a

-

abstrﬁction.,bui consciocusness/as walil: "It ig not ]
-. of prcductidn which creates the cesentinlly detiached momeirt,

_ “but rather the role of 03551dqhe\s which stops being o mere
Jukﬂﬁ eplpazﬁpmenon of blologiza epquupt;on...{p.ZlQ] Undoubtedly
’e-(¢:}J’/( laborins activity arises as a dluticn to its acedcd IQ however

'// orie were tu pass over essende, oﬁb_would De pProcuppesing an ime

“ " mediate relation.” (p.219)
“Labor consists of t@liQ/Q;§j§C : which set the

espective causal serieg in motioln s eino"erir‘" & way of pro-
"jectin ovie cona tantuﬁaﬂcom}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~fthe 1nner dialectic® Jof no- ainp short of

inual perieci n
. rprUEEES is.b elng carried outl.and what is gggggghe "tel
rr of %his labor process? It turns out to be nothing bu /}

3 * =g+ 2ild i 14 € 1 > 'i‘ S Y S u‘ é =l ! .-
p 1nc1e sed Efggggx&ziiy and all the workers know s0 easily ajqr-C::f
A pvesslon. not as teleology, certainly not his goal, It is here

/ wherée Lukacs makes it worse still where thé imanifoldedness of

»
k

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

e . i

Magical praxis indeed: "In relation to these things. men*lonnd /%Zé P

-—-.\.‘_ _.——'——__———.__ . .,_
maglcal praxis] and because labor is rot only the ob;ect;ve. i

1\ /// ontological model of all human activity, bui alse it is the nro- ]
4 #
/// totype for the divine (!&D) creation of rexlity, of all things,
T e

by means STWL " and when ve wlln[ v, 228 de Cind thaTtAukacs
is Tix EE;;J;;#+ skip ovey 2ll its actunl clacn slruggles:

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

)
1m0l sociely ond hictory with their cwn//

e T

nagtion of the ren
developument,” e
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. {4) The a.I't.LC%e“ 4§§movt prefound and authen‘tlc o
nalysis of v«:ac y his undent @van Leszaros in the hook
edited by C.H.R. P:‘ermson, we must skip Nesraros tracing of
.the crucial d*_‘Eectic through Lukacs' work o thetlc and con-
centrate on cur subject, the 1923 wWork Tofn]xl.v pd meami,}g_ L
"remain the key catzpordws ™ (( ‘he, KaZ? Rote_of Jora] iiy. in -Cotem-. 7(-,
mm—ﬁsm{m(p._,ﬁ:bﬁ certaifuali 40 Lukacs' con- '
ception of Ontology a'en the ‘-most recent Lu.cac:-—-—‘the ag_‘tjgor cf
{ & massive Social Ontology--insists on a ua 1t \.l‘i‘.é“ caus~

i ality, and on.an éww of 'd¥cisions between alterna-
/tlve%mx—m “k.\"The question ks not whether one AErEED 'wl‘f';h
Lukees or no%, It's Trimer—thad on the basis of his _ '
Cntology, the positive o unky be emri. 1g‘.d [~ as the 'in'—-. :
" pact of 3 '
' ‘ e the clo el&_
; 'm(.rha u.l.Oﬂ' . .Tne direct
€Lifidation or to'taln.by e an/mmedla’ar\
______t:lhi_c_omplex é‘erymz.nec mon_c_:iﬁ anly pro-/.‘ P

= —

duce a my’l:.h...’I‘hn aa rly,_.m.LLac vas unable to formulate the eon-
gause he was not in A position to

envisage those (mediotiuns/ which could transcend the ~*details, )
fragments, isolated thimgs' of the fimaediat) ey givern' in the ul-

timate unity of a dynamic changing diaiec tical "tut’&lit@‘ {p.54,
566} ’ )
o

— T T ——
e 4

_Lukfm:.,_.nkl-%‘/"}{egel'ﬂ tremendous intellectual \ -
| contrivltion consizted in the fact that he nade Lheory and hx'"tur;y__}
L," dflalr-c Eicallv @reld tive to ecach other, eraisned then in a dm‘l..o-

tical reciprocal venetration,.."” —

L]




Fianlly;'bac to

y N . .
Oy this time the special
‘issue on Lukacs, Spring 19

N N s .
wre 1ls quite =& tremendous Jdiff-
erence in faul kicconnja article here, "Dialecticm and haterial-
¢ . - . N s had,. .
ism 1n lwukaces”™ from the one he wrote in the 1970 issue wh;cﬁ Said
that Lukacs was the rreatsst thing in a hundred years, (Inci-
dentally, on# the question of the‘lf%@rary ossay? he quotes one

- \
Asor hosa's heautiful definition as ﬂthe typieal form o ox~
SRR R

L .
: qpression of an age in which valuetho m lonser live directly in
. s"’ A

™
L

. R 1. -
thing even as Jt is clear that the Literary essayl Was 4o ILukacs
himseZ

an\'atteipted reconciliation between the expression of
fdiacy (postry) and abstract form of mediation {philc-
Especially significant is his attack on Lukacs' later
writings where it is clear that Ezbkucs ends up with' the positivist
totality when he considers socialism as th

siciedy, or he sees proletarian ¢lassg consel

K life's im
sophy)".

lanningfof capitalisat

v

55 235 the gum

o . total of bourgeois seiontific factsLE:Ep.127) “ny he should there-
fore -conclude with a eulogy is clear only from the point.of vigw
‘that it a ws him to close up the loopheles by Lringing in'phenom-

S enologyiY"What makes Lukacs™ History ¢ Consciousness so at-

<y ftractive 13 preciselx_hig\ggftiqué"of science dag- %
A of Wwurgeois reigfitation,\ re—Trzns: e tuLgfocessev

. Tixpled structuredy = <5 alttempt tec reinstatoe subjiect/ae the
nigtorical agente-even & if he eveniually fails in ing all thise,

"What is needed ig aﬂpreactivizatlon...which will allow 2 dialectic

between ‘the subhject and group, & phenonenclogy..." {p.132)

(3

k3 3 * - -

\r\.»":’ o | ’
I'E Paul Breines: "Significantly, Qsijher Korsch nor Lukacs took

part in the discussion apened in 1932 by the Tirst pdhlication of
dlarxts 1L canugseript, .. essentially, {these) enabdled Lukees to
sce that hs theory of reification and class consciousness was not
Narxian enough£§£§£§§9 it was not really Hegelian engaun, That is -
Lukacs recopnied that, unlire Farx, he himsel® never Frounded his
fritique of alienntion in a critl{ﬂﬂ

transformation of Hegel's
oncepil vl Iacor as the processthioush which man realizes himself,
S a result Lukacs now sow (the book) ended with 7 COﬁdépf”Gf‘c}ass
’Tﬂﬁgiguﬁnsgﬁmyhich WRo oI Fhan @ purely npgtgg@@mpgggﬁggn'of
_tLuzaqa_Ehggygﬁgpal develon-
-atliﬂﬁggzﬁhis'iTI sory concfé¥§§é§igﬂj
of hig‘xhegry of nraxis and Ns nability| to ovevcome-%ho antimeng

y o ™~ r ﬂ;vv”'“f? &
- ;;ww-.ncK,aM.zw/fuk,g {{1 ‘Fq _i?ilfal»- d{\,u! = /’/

ment, 191922, clearly illust

4%7621\
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anding 1"1._, correct -..-onclusion he gloritTes the theory ol najfi.
cation as “the- i kaberﬁ\u;lc parionf the dialectic theery u?.‘L e
so'ci'e“ty“. {p.os ot only ‘tha’t,throufrhou*' there iz no idea that
he's not dealing M the labe o tnat ho is not o ;umf' #ith
the process of producm.on. muche¥ess with Lhe pres.en‘b perisd
in which Arato himself lives arid which seoms never to have gone
Theee iz a tremendous Huote
%/r:o‘think;

beyond "advanced capitalism"n
from Hegel however, Phenomenology, P.7 "Nediaticn
but self-identity \werking 1tself ou rough an active self-
directed pror‘euo. The relaticnship Lo Weber is wepll worked out
but again (p -%. esnnr-lally) where he Spedks of Lukacs "fus@gesh
‘the Marxian categor istracet labor P Weber's category of
formal rationali'ty. All in all, the reg’a{tmn of quahty to
quantity is handled itself as an ab's'tr tior D1 ;

U o-:pres'}.u.on\ 11: is for the worker aa&i CL_:)—:

/ants not merel; io T Yeteato h-v"u't111-tv" an That Bhe only

~way he feels he will overcows sbotraction iz not merely shanting
ahout hlzs miserice but eresting totallv new human relationg® )

[fi¥holonw !
beginning at the po\sém"cf produ: “U”)wi\gu ;M‘?L‘Hf ﬂ‘ﬁ,{’ g(f:u‘“ |
#\4\}/ M"/ TN, M ;WMW__@ Aonks s “""’7 " /
Jriteoss ,.‘u wesTeritigus of philosophy

thn—-culnn nation «a. ::i«' nre:znn’culon of LnC 1nmc<11 ey of re-

( if 1ca’t10n1 ag if what the prolatariat is fllgh Lilig Tor 1g "iinf
xﬁ&u&dey" and novbf‘)qv'-c sionk,.




 TUKACS -3-
4 .
as agalnst 28 pages of Section I on the phenomeron of reification,
nd whereas Section III, "The Standpoint of the Proleéﬁ%iau saem
‘)m‘yﬁo redress the balance, the truth is that there is nothing w%%:bf
@»‘the proletariat, but only deductions from the concept of the prole-»
: % tafiaté-a perfectly Marxist concept,but Mard; Kpmreoencidds 4w #
: concept veesn't{ "a deduction" but a return to the process pro-
ductzon where the voice that was "stifled" was heard as well as

seen in both its struggles and its attitudes.

£

:nich Lukaca is trylng very hard to aym i p

Maﬁiian arm.qn§%251¥ } re ;s no more cru01al Hegelian category, f_@;'
x—a_cngcrem*za¢4on—meant‘the prole o

)ie, the seshwwacieky
freelx-assoczate proletarla%/taking_destiﬁy into its own hands,
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R
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the £ absclute appoiite form\ of workers relatichns at Lhe point of

praoduction and in woli Llc.ﬁf the nolat1cal Torm ﬁl Clast dicovered
to work out the cconomic —mancipation of labor". %kakzza This
statement of Marx in the Civil War in France waz translated by him
'in the E French edition of CaBitul which stressed "the siprificant
addition%*to the section on commodity fetichiom as "only freely s
gociated labor can remove the Cfetlshism from commedities",

As freecly assvciated 1dbor4é§feg comes Subjectd and

its the. lsboregrzwho ¥k root ocut the fetishism and desiroy the
'xeification. Iﬁ isn't that Lukacs doesn't "agree"; it is that by

now he-is so interested in the "universmality" ol relfication Phat‘

he wrltes "aven his thoughug and feelings beccme reﬁ;ed‘ﬂ(n 1?2)
”HH&XXZKEH How then could th

:xkxxpxaixtazxsxxasxxxxiass

‘unmediated Apkix are abcllshed, the true existgnce of the = -
proletariat as’class willbegin" (p.172) and at that point then we have -

"eongclousness” and since “counscicuszness is nothing but the exg-"
pression of historical necessity" {p.i ??,:]

——"
Heceseity amd Freedom, 7They are not only a gue- ;

stion of ﬁ?uk g Life into Thingg'; it's a question of iransfor-

J@Jggg.bf reality. Read over j Lukacs is =o overwhelmed

by the question of reification oIf Thoughkt and the nced not %o stop/

at mere "facticlty"”, unmediatedy—sa mediation, that "higher ‘\/

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

"_a———!-'--‘—-_-
Lukacs on the uther ha 13, =0 bus aking ro-
* [] 2 .
Afpcation "the Imediate realltly U/@VCEV re¥scn living in caocitalist
society” (p.137) that becoming conucicusn zeems to be the ence-all

12889




even as quantity and QUallty appears #s the cbsolita conira-
dicion rather than Eg;ence from which we still have fq move to
thioq, that is to say, te the abolition of the diviusion potween
Noticn and 'Reality'and thence to ihe unitly of theory and prac~
tice, Lukacs-did save himsels by éaying'"Histpry i at its ieast

automatic when it is the consciousness of ihe proleatriat that iz
at issue,"” (p.EQB) Unfortunatiey ithat was not the beginning but €

the conclusiong ey g o Q . qugzdzug4;$py e died T
&(\‘hg/,‘/l\l M/l%\\‘a‘

That praxis did not mean the activiiy of *he

laborer but only of lakor was not to become clear;untii"evénf'
" to- Lukacs until )

ol
Vol

i:
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«}‘['fELos. Fall,N970 #6 GEOKG LYKACS :Dialectics of Labor ™

bt

“"Realization (the result of human praxié

labor) enter into rhe real world bjs~ity." :
R T )

! - " Ji- o

TELOS #11,8 ring 1972 - SPECIAL LUKACS ISSUE II,

%Eﬂd'ggwnﬁré‘é%t“L%ﬁ&@s"a’ﬁﬁﬁ_o UeoFeRED 9o a8BK th-of knowledge 'V

P?#&p.37"problem of reification that L,
raised ﬁsgg,the eco,level to the level of total socifty “.... .
Q Lu,p.931Just as ¢ /éysf’v’..reprcduces...THE STRUCTURE OF REIFICA~ -

tion sinks mora de y. more fatefully &more difinitively into
consciousu-es of fnal* - — — 3

' IFICATION OF CONSCTOUSNES(!!lird

Pe50:"The hismﬁkocess both produces &is produced by the subj.Thls 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. Meﬂ1~tion 19

} an-insight into (OUR RELEASE OF) of the dyrmamic of the{given(imm ediacx),

tit is the movement TRET realizes &externalizes a potential ~that is ;
tplicitly present in the lst place...(QLu.p.lssn'*o go be;ond the = -
imnediate existence of objects as they are given ¢an be shown to

be the structural principles &the real tenden?es of +the objects
themselvesst

(rd. LABOR TIME Arato speaks, Lukacs speaks as if that -
re "Marxian" instead.of Marx's analysis of CAPITALISM)

j **:éf**??‘z;}f/ﬁ ‘?’:’{é* A /):f—ﬁﬂ 7/ rl:d

: .//J z[‘&
"Praxis &its Theorlsts:Th mpaqt 9f Lufkats %’ Kor e

,// @l Brein
Cha ): InFetishing in ¢

19%0'5)

1% i;w n.76 i -‘
cons@&tgéd Luka &K to virtually earth-shakin hlevenent.
;With his reconstructlon & eglaboration of Marx's cr¥t c transforma-b

tion of Hegel's ‘'obj=subj.d@alectics Lukacs sent human consciousnes
crashing thru the walls of its own long-standing impasses to do ¢i
battle with the social onisms that determined. those 1mpasses
‘antinomies!).,.., loch..was 0NE~% THE &T£ONLY COMMENTATORS . -
place Lukacsj th,of{reificayion' AT THE CENTER OF THE WHOLE DIS-
CUSSION,.W ﬁnmhls igu reification’ Lukaca.aggggg;ng_:a_
Bloch, had Marx's key to the mysteries of this world
&to the reWBdIutIon <o its phil,theological,culturalépractical
contradlctlons."Lukacs.Bloch wrote ,"liberated thought...the *human
'We'unfolds &constltutesxmtaeIF in ths process &prepares for its full

‘ realization in prol.rev.\p.8

— - "the*new dogmatism® of officiag
C-ist th,,to quote MERLEAU-PONTY again, 'placed the¢knoWing su

{ultimate Party itself)outside the tissue of his,&a¢corde access
to abs,being,freed it from the duty of autoecriticue,dispe qed Mxism
from applying its own principles to itself &installed dualthought

in 2 massive positivity which dg\d .thought itself is unable to accept.”

9335&{‘%%%—%—8&5% 6P 1225 ricall $HO4HAR MOV EERaRg Eed "around




intepretation of the Mxian concept of ‘commdotity fetishism; to
theproblems 0of culture," ' .

O@K +"Signiticantly,neither Korach nor Lukacs took part in the discussions
\ - opaned in 1932 the lst pub.of Mx’s E-P M3S of 1844, « . forsch
. by 1930-32 Korseh had come to g;cw both Mx&his own earlier *Hegelian
ZERRRERRE! Mxism® ag ideologoical expressihs of obsolete phPaee of <the prol,

e\ ENOUGH BECAUSE IT wAs HO| REALLY HEGELIAN ENOUGH BY i Jukacs recog-
~that, unlike Marx, he himself never grounded his qUe of alieration

- ngvement, " ,a-my ~ .
NSV Y.G.Radd®y p,1027) Essentially, the 1844 MSS enabled kukacs to see
-y § hat his {heo of reification &éclass consciousness wag NOT MARXTAN

A
' a critical transformation of H's concept ‘f‘—-\.a.tm;sl._%.thg Trocess
through W MAnN XASWEANL realizes himself.ls a resn %, \L{ kacs

, now. saw nded with' a concept of fclass corn¥fioushess which was

N0 more than “the purely abstract negation of a totally-reified world,"
. RE- "ITINERANT MARXISTS" ;

+
.. Be&y ning in the mid-1950 "with the new reconstruction of Hegelian
Mg'xiem 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- celbér/of yet another fundamental confrontation o¥ethe whole
ituati¥nof contemporary Mxism, -




Georg Lukacs -
“In the case of labnr, there is slso the possibility of its

higher development, which it ontolegically imparts to it by man act-
“ing, ~ Already in this way, but wholly ac & consequence of the trans-'
formation of the mere reactive-paseive adaption of the reproductive
processas in the environment, through its conscious and active meta-
morphosis; labor does not become mere}y a fact. in which the new typa
of social being attains its expression, but{égzig:553§i§§§§§ii§l

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

“Labor consiats of telic (% eleologischen) projects. which

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

", e propae to examine what economic necessity cohsinté7

neéessarf process,” though Marx himself, in his polemxc with ideali
occasionally‘ﬁsed guch an ex '
. In prev1ous economic development, we can see three-directionnl

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

unevenly. 1ndependent1y of men's desires and knnwledge. which also

lie at the foundation of cur tel;c pro;ects.,
éﬁ?’ (ézrstb gocially necessary worklng time, labor~time for
humah reproduction, tends constantly to diminish," (228)

, thig process of reproduction itself became ever

more socially @ {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 gshowing, at the very least, an economically

unified humanity." {229)

12893




