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CONCEPTS OF I DEOLOGY I N MARX*

Gyor gy Mar kus

Ther e i s sur pr i si ng agr eement concer ni ng t he si gni f i cance of Mar x' s t heor y of

i deol ogy, i nasmuch as i t i s gener al l y r egar ded as one of hi s maj or cont r i but i ons

bot h t o a gener al soci al t heor y and t o phi l osophy . Thr ough t he i nt r oduct i on of

t hi s t heor y, Mar x i s sai d t o have ser i ousl y cont r i but ed t o a f undament al

r eor i ent at i on- an hi st or i cal l y and soci al l y or i ent ed " t ur n" - i n t he t r eat ment of

pr obl ems concer ni ng human knowl edge and cogni t i on. Thi s agr eement about

t he hi st or i cal i mpor t ance of t he t heor y never t hel ess goes hand i n hand wi t h an

al most compl et e di sagr eement about t he cont ent of t hese si gni f i cant vi ews . Bot h

Mar xi st and non- Mar xi st i nt er pr et at i ons of t he Mar xi an concept of i deol ogy

seem t o di sagr ee about even t he most el ement ar y quest i ons concer ni ng i t s

meani ng. Does t he not i on of i deol ogy car r y a negat i ve- pej or at i ve emphasi s, or i s

i t i n t hi s r espect val ue- neut r al and t her ef or e capabl e of bei ng appl i ed t o Mar x' s

own t heor y, whi ch coul d i n t ur n be char act er i sed ( at l east i n i t s i nt ent i ons) as a

" sci ent i f i c i deol ogy" ? Does sci ence, i ncl udi ng t he nat ur al sci ences, r epr esent t he

pr i nci pal opposi t e of i deol ogy, or i s i t j ust one of t he f or ms of i t s mani f est at i ons?

I s t he t heor y of i deol ogy essent i al l y a genet i c one, deal i ng above al l wi t h

pr obl ems concer ni ng t he hi st or i cal or i gi n of i deas r egar ded as ef f ect s of ot her

causes? Or i s i t a f unct i onal t heor y t hat basi cal l y deal s wi t h pr obl ems r el at ed t o

t he ef f ect s whi ch i deas and t hei r syst ems- t r eat ed as r el at i vel y i ndependent

causes- can and do have i n ot her ar eas of soci al l y si gni f i cant behavi our ? To al l

t hese, cer t ai nl y ver y basi c, quest i ons one can f i nd wi del y di f f er i ng, even di amet r i -

cal l y opposed, answer s .

The si t uat i on becomes even mor e par adoxi cal i f one t ur ns f r om t he secondar y

i nt er pr et at i ve l i t er at ur e t owar d t hose per haps mor e si gni f i cant wr i t i ngs whi ch

at t empt t o cont i nue t he t r adi t i on i ni t i at ed by t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol -

ogy . On t he one hand, i t seems uncl ear how t hese t heor i es can appeal t o a

common ancest r y at al l , si nce t hey deal wi t h qui t e di ver gent , al most unr el at ed

t opi cs . I n t he so- cal l ed concept of " i deol ogi cal st at e appar at uses" devel oped i n

st r uct ur al i st Mar xi sm by Al t husser , f or i nst ance, t he t er m " i deol ogy" r ef er s

essent i al l y t o t he f unct i oni ng of such i nst i t ut i ons as t he f ami l y, t he school syst em,

t he Chur ch, and t he mass medi a . I n t he wor ks of Mar xi st s such as Lukacs or

Luci en Gol dmann, however , i deol ogy al most excl usi vel y denot es t he par adi g-

mat i c pr oduct s of hi gh cul t ur e- gr eat phi l osophi cal syst ems, exempl ar y wor ks

of ar t , t he hi st or i cal l y most si gni f i cant soci al and economi c t heor i es, and so on .

On t he ot her hand, and despi t e t he r adi cal l y di ver gent pr obl emat i cs t hey deal

* Thi s i s an expanded and r evi sed dr af t of a l ect ur e f i r st pr esent ed at t he Depar t ment of Phi l osophy,

NewSchool f or Soci al Resear ch, NewYor k, Apr i l 1981 .
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wi t h under t he common name of i deol ogy, bot h of t hese vi ews have one t hi ng i n

common, namel y, t hat t hei r st andpoi nt i s st r angel y i r r econci l abl e wi t h t he best

known, so t o say " i nt r oduct or y" , st at ement of Mar x on i deol ogy : i t i s not i deas

whi ch make or t r ansf or m hi st or y, because i deas ar e mer e subl i mat es of mat er i al

l i f e act i vi t i es i n t he heads of i ndi vi dual s . So Al t husser r egar ds t he i deol ogi cal

st at e appar at uses as or gani sat i ons t hr ough whose oper at i on t he empi r i cal i ndi -

vi dual f i r st becomes const i t ut ed as t he al l egedl y act i ve subj ect i n soci et y ; t hese

appar at uses ar e ascr i bed a det er mi ni ng r ol e i n t he r epr oduct i on of t he domi nant

syst emof soci al r el at i ons . Anal ogousl y, r epr esent at i ves of so- cal l ed humani st or

hi st or i ci st Mar xi sm- especi al l y f ol l owi ng t he hi st or i cal t r auma of Fasci sm-

have ei t her under l i ned t he emanci pat or y pot ent i al of ( at l east some) pr oduct s of

aut onomous hi gh cul t ur e, or ( l i ke Ador no and Hor khei mer ) t hey have empha-

si zed t hat t he l oss of t he aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e has been one of t he basi c

causes of a f or ecl osur e of r eal possi bi l i t i es of emanci pat i on i n moder n soci et y .

I have r ef er r ed her e, essent i al l y f or r het or i cal pur poses, t o t he vagar i es whi ch

mar k t he hi st or y of t he r ecept i on and i nt er pr et at i on of t he Mar xi an concept i on

of i deol ogy, t o f i nd some j ust i f i cat i on f or a r enewed at t empt t o di sent angl e an ol d

and r at her bor i ng quest i on : What di d Mar x mean by " i deol ogy" ? But t he

pr obl ems j ust i ndi cat ed may per haps al so pr ovi de some i ni t i al suppor t f or my

own emphasi s on t he compl exi t y and het er ogenei t y of t he t heor et i cal concept of

i deol ogy as i t i s act ual l y used wi t hi n t he t ext s of Mar x . I shal l t r y t o ar gue i n t he

f ol l owi ng t hat Mar x depl oyed t hi s concept i n di st i nct l y di f f er ent cont ext s, f or

di f f er ent pur poses and t hat , accor di ngl y, t hi s concept has r ecogni zabl y di f f er ent

meani ngs i n hi s wr i t i ngs . And whi l e t he t hr ee di f f er ent meani ngs of i deol ogy I

shal l t r y t o di st i ngui sh ar e cl ear l y i nt er connect ed, any at t empt t o per cei ve t hese

as var i ous aspect s of a uni f i ed br oader appr oach cont ai ns not onl y some si gni f i -

cant l acunae- a f act i ndi cat ed by Mar x hi msel f - but may wel l al so cont ai n some

i nner st r ai ns whi ch ar e not so easy t o over come .

I f one t ur ns t o t he ver y t ext s of Mar x i n whi ch he ei t her di r ect l y addr essed ( or

at l east al l uded t o) t he pr obl emat i cs of i deol ogy, i t becomes r at her evi dent t hat

t he t er m i s most f r equent l y used i n a cr i t i cal , di r ect l y pol emi cal way . I n The

Ger man I deol ogy, f or i nst ance, t he concept of i deol ogy i nvar i abl y has a negat i ve,

what i s mor e, unmaski ng meani ng . I t desi gnat es t hose phi l osophi cal and soci al -

pol i t i cal t heor i es whi ch concei ve i deas and t hei r syst ems as t he mai nspr i ngs of

hi st or i cal pr ogr ess . I deol ogi cal t heor i es t r ansf or m t hemsel ves- and t her eby

t hei r cr eat or s, t he i nt el l ect ual s- i nt o t he hi dden demi ur ges of hi st or y. Tr ue, at
some poi nt s Mar x seems t o oper at e even i n t hese pol emi cal cont ext s wi t h a

br oader concept , one t hat embr aces al l t hose cul t ur al obj ect i f i cat i ons whi ch

hi st or y by r ef er ence t o some met ahi st or i cal , et er nal pr i nci pl e i n gener al ( t hus t he

Feuer bachi an t heor y of r el i gi on i s r egar ded as i deol ogi cal si nce i t expl ai ns
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r el i gi on i n t er ms of an ahi st or i cal human essence) . But , f undament al l y, t he

cr i t i que of i deol ogy i n t hi s sense means t he " unmaski ng" of any at t empt t o

demonst r at e t he supr emacy of spi r i t i n hi st or y . ' The concept of i deol ogy i s a

pol emi cal t ool di r ect ed agai nst al l var i ant s of hi st or i cal i deal i sm. I n opposi t i on t o

t hi s i deal i sm, Mar x poses hi s t heor et i cal and, above al l , pr act i cal mat er i al i sm: i t

i s not t heor et i cal t r ansf or mat i ons of i nt er pr et at i ons of t he wor l d, but t he pr act i -

cal t r ansf or mat i on of t he mat er i al l i f e condi t i ons of soci et y and t he mat er i al

l i f e- act i vi t i es of pr oduct s t hat const i t ut es t he t er r ai n of deci si ve soci al st r uggl es

t hr ough whi ch t he f at e of human pr ogr ess i s r esol ved. Thi s i s pr eci sel y t he

( r at her si mpl e) poi nt of t he f amous, and of t en over - i nt er pr et ed, met aphor about

t he camer a obscur a : i n i deol ogi es, as i n a camer a obscur a, ever yt hi ng appear s

upsi de- down because- per def i ni t i onem- i deol ogi cal syst ems of bel i ef suppose

t hemsel ves t o be t he ul t i mat e det er mi nant s of human mat er i al act i vi t i es wher e-

as, i n r eal l i f e, t he pr act i cal l y enact ed and i nst i t ut i onal i sed r el at i ons bet ween

pr oducer s const i t ut e bot h t he ul t i mat e sour ce and t he cr i t er i on of ef f i cacy f or t he

cul t ur al l y el abor at ed syst ems of soci al bel i ef .

To t hi s concept of i deol ogy cor r esponds a def i ni t e i nt el l ect ual pr act i ce- t hat

of cr i t i cal l y unmaski ng bel i ef s t hr ough a demonst r at i on of t hei r soci al det er mi na-

t i on and genesi s . I n t hese pol emi cal cont ext s, Mar x empl oys a genet i c met hod of

cr i t i que of i deol ogi es, t he essence of whi ch consi st s i n t he r educt i on of syst ems of

t hought t o t he consci ous or unconsci ous soci al i nt er est s whi ch t hey expr ess . To

di scover behi nd t he haught y phr ases about t he t r anscendent power or et er nal

r ul e of i deas, t he hi dden sway of wel l - def i ned- but compl et el y unt hemat i zed-

nar r ow cl ass or gr oup i nt er est s i s t o r adi cal l y r ef ut e t hei r val i di t y . And i t i s i n t he

cont ext of t hi s cr i t i ci sm as unmaski ng t hat i deol ogi es appear - per haps at f i r st

gl ance i n a cont r adi ct or y way- bot h as al i en t o r eal - l i f e specul at i ons and as

t r ansposi t i ons of t he domi nant mat er i al r el at i ons of power i nt o t he r eal m of

t hought . By t r ansf or mi ng def i ni t e soci al i nt er est s i nt o t he r equi r ement s of

human r eason as such, t hese syst ems of t hought cont r i but e t o t he st abi l i sat i on of

t he gi ven r el at i ons of soci al domi nat i on : t he f i xat i on of bel i ef becomes a mode of

l egi t i mat i on .

I t i s possi bl e t hat by bor r owi ng t he t er m " i deol ogy" f r om t he l ast r epr esent a-

t i ves of t he Fr ench Enl i ght enment , Dest ut t de Tr acy and hi s smal l phi l osophi cal

cot er i e, Mar x i ndi cat es an awar eness about t he t r adi t i ons and r oot s of hi s own

concept i on . What ever t he case may be, i t i s cl ear t hat hi s pol emi cal , unmaski ng

concept of i deol ogy st ands i n a r el at i on of di r ect cont i nui t y wi t h some el ement s

i n t he her i t age of t he Enl i ght enment , par t i cul ar l y wi t h i t s " cr i t i que of pr ej u-

di ces" , concei ved as soci al l y i nduced def or mat i ons of r eason. So one can t r ace

back- as Hans Bar t h act ual l y di d- t he i nt el l ect ual ancest r y of t hi s concept t o t he

Baconi an cr i t i ci sm of t he i dol s of mar ket pl ace and t heat r e- or even f ur t her , t o

t he sophi st s and t o Gr eek enl i ght enment i n gener al . But one shoul d al so add t hat

Mar x i s t he cr i t i c of t hi s t r adi t i on as wel l as i t s cont i nuat or . Fr omt he st andpoi nt

of hi s t heor y of i deol ogy, a cr i t i ci sm of pr ej udi ces i n t he name of an i mpar t i al

r eason or an et er nal and nor mat i vel y concei ved human nat ur e i s i t sel f deepl y

i deol ogi cal . Mar x' s pol emi cs agai nst t he hi dden i nt er est s const i t ut i ng and
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det er mi ni ng t he syst ems of i deol ogy ar e not conduct ed i n t he name of an

ahi st or i c r at i onal i t y al l egedl y abl e t o over come al l hi st or i cal l i mi t at i ons ; t hey ar e

i nst ead conduct ed i n t he name of hi st or i cal l y and soci al l y def i ned, concr et e and

" l i mi t ed" needs and suf f er i ngs whi ch ar e pr oduced and i nduced by t he same

soci al i nt er est s . I n t he cont ext s we ar e speaki ng about , t he t heor y of i deol ogy t o a

l ar ge ext ent pr ovi des a cr i t i ci sm, even a sel f - cr i t i ci sm, of t he " pr of essi onal

consci ousness" of i nt el l ect ual s who, as " pr oducer s of i deas" , ar e bent on ascr i bi ng

a myt hi cal ef f i cacy t o t hei r own act i vi t y . I n t hi s way t hey cr eat e f or t hei r own

act i vi t y a bogus l egi t i mat i on, and t her eby t hey r ender t hemsel ves i ncapabl e of

under st andi ng i t s r eal soci al det er mi nat i on and f unct i on : t hr ough t hi s l ack of

cr i t i cal sel f - awar eness t hey become- of t en qui t e unwi t t i ngl y- apol ogi st s of a

gi ven, pr e- f i xed syst em of soci al domi nat i on and i nj ust i ce.

I f t hi s pol emi cal unmaski ng concept of " i deol ogy" i s t he most f r equent ,

pr eponder ant one i n Mar x' s wr i t i ngs, t her e ar e, however , passages i n hi s wor ks

wher e t he same t er m acqui r es anot her , syst emat i c- expl anat or y meani ng. One

has onl y t o l ook at t he f amous Pr ef ace t o t he Cont r i but i on t o t he Cr i t i que of

Pol i t i cal Economy, t o see an exampl e of t hi s non- pol emi cal t ype of meani ng.

Her e i deol ogy cl ear l y desi gnat es not a speci f i c, cr i t i ci zabl e t ype of soci o-

phi l osophi c t heor y but a much br oader r ange of human act i vi t i es : def i ni t e

br anches of " cul t ur al pr oduct i on" ( gei st i ge Pr odukt i on) and t hei r pr oduct s, and a

cor r espondi ng l evel of soci al i nt er act i on and conf l i ct . The mai n f unct i on of t hi s

expl anat or y, essent i al l y f unct i onal concept of i deol ogy i s t o pr ovi de a par t of t he

answer t o t he quest i on Mar x al r eady posed i n The Ger man I deol ogy : How, and

t hr ough what mechani sms do t he i deas of t he r ul i ng cl ass become t he r ul i ng i deas

i n soci et y? Thi s quest i on i s evi dent l y equi val ent t o t he Weber i an pr obl em of how

syst ems of soci al r ul e ar e l egi t i mat ed under condi t i ons of i nequal i t y and

expl oi t at i on .

At t hi s poi nt one " phi l ol ogi cal " r emar k i s per t i nent . I n t he whol e cor pus of hi s

wr i t i ngs, as Kor sch poi nt ed out , Mar x never appl i ed t he t er m " i deol ogy" t o t he

phenomena of ever yday consci ousness . For hi m ( and i n opposi t i on t o many

l at t er - day Mar xi st s) , t he soci al domi nat i on of t he i deas of t he domi nat i ng cl ass i s

pr i mar i l y not t he r esul t of t he l at t er ' s monopol y over t he means of di ssemi nat i on

of i deas ; i t i s not a mat t er of i ndoct r i nat i on i nt o a def i ni t e t ype of cul t ur e

pr oduced asi de f r omever yday pr act i cal l i f e and onl y i nt el l ect ual l y super i mposed

over i t s act or s . On t he cont r ar y, i t i s Mar x' s t heor y of t he soci al det er mi nat i on of

ever yday t hi nki ng whi ch pr ovi des t he basi s bot h f or an answer t o t he quest i on

posed above and f or an under st andi ng of t he f unct i onal r ol e of i deol ogi es i n

soci et y . I t i s t her ef or e necessar y t o el abor at e br i ef l y on t hi s poi nt , whi ch can be

desi gnat ed as a t heor y of " f al se consci ousness" - a t er mwhi ch of cour se appear s

onl y i n Engel s .
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Accor di ng t o Mar x, a soci al syst em l i ke capi t al i sm, at l east i n some negat i ve

sense, i s sel f - l egi t i mat i ng . Thr ough t he ver y wor ki ng of i t s soci o- economi c

mechani sms i t pr oduces i n t he i ndi vi dual s caught up i n i t s pr act i ces a mat r i x of

t hought , a way of di r ect l y per cei vi ng and i nt er pr et i ng soci al r eal i t y whi ch

syst emat i cal l y excl udes t he possi bi l i t y of i t s over comi ng, bot h t hr ough i magi na-

t i on and act i on . I amr ef er r i ng her e of cour se t o t he Mar xi an t heor y of f et i shi sm

whi ch i s pr i mar i l y di scussed i n hi s l at er economi c wr i t i ngs . I n t hese wr i t i ngs,

Mar x ar gues t hat f or t hose who ar e engaged i n t he mar ket act i vi t i es of sel l i ng and

buyi ng- i . e. , pr act i cal l y ever y member of a capi t al i st soci et y- soci al r el at i ons

wi t h ot her i ndi vi dual s i nevi t abl y appear as r el at i ons bet ween t hi ngs ; what i s

mor e, t hese anonymous soci al f unct i ons assume t he appear ance of mat t er s whi ch

ar e seemi ngl y cont i ngent upon f r ee i ndi vi dual choi ce. Thi s per soni f i cat i on of

soci al . r ol es const i t ut es t he r ever se si de of t he f et i shi st i c r ei f i cat i on of soci al

r el at i ons . Thi s di st or t ed and myst i f yi ng way of under st andi ng t he wor l d i n whi ch

i ndi vi dual s l i ve and act i s not pr i mar i l y t he r esul t of some speci f i c pr ocess of

_accul t ur at i on i n t he sense of t he t r ansmi ssi on t o, and appr opr i at i on by, i ndi vi du-

al s of some i nst i t ut i onal l y f i xed " doct r i nes" . Rat her , i t i s t he di r ect out come of

t he exper i enced l i f e- act i vi t i es of t he concer ned i ndi vi dual s . Mar x cer t ai nl y di d

not deny t he r ol e of l anguage, and gener al l y t hat of a br oadl y concei ved i nher i t ed

cul t ur e i n t he f or mat i on of " f al se consci ousness" . As a mat t er of f act , he was

keenl y i nt er est ed i n t he soci al f unct i on of l anguage, t hough hi s r emar ks on t hi s

count har dl y go beyond a somewhat nai vel y hi st or i cal et ymol ogy . But he di d

i nsi st t hat t he " bewi t chment of i nt el l ect " pr i mar i l y der i ves not f r om" l anguage

i dl i ng" but f r om hi st or i cal l y const i t ut ed l i f e- condi t i ons . What he under l i nes

agai n and agai n i s t he f act t hat f et i shi st i c modes of t hought " ar i se f r om t he

r el at i ons of pr oduct i on t hemsel ves" , t hat t hey ar e t he " di r ect and spont aneous

out comes" of t he el ement al soci al pr act i ces of i ndi vi dual s . These f or ms of

t hi nki ng di r ect l y f i x and mer el y gener al i ze t he pr act i cal l i f e- exper i ences of t he

i sol at ed soci al act or s ; f et i shi st i c f or ms of t hi nki ng enabl e i ndi vi dual soci al agent s

t o or i ent t hemsel ves successf ul l y wi t hi n t he gi ven syst em of soci al r el at i ons,

whi ch ar e t aken as a f i xed pr i us of t hei r l i f e. Undoubt edl y t he Mar xi an t heor y of

f et i shi sm i s heavi l y i nf ect ed by t he Hegel i an t er mi nol ogy of " appear ance" , whi ch

r ef er s not t o mer e sembl ance, but t o a " f al se r eal i t y" , a f or mof i mmedi acy i n

whi ch r eal i t y i t sel f di st or t edl y " expr esses" and " mani f est s i t sel f " ( " si ck

dar st el l t " , as Hegel wr ot e) . Thi s poses a whol e ser i es of di squi et i ng pr obl ems,

and not onl y hi ghl y abst r act , phi l osophi cal quest i ons concer ni ng t he f easi bi l i t y of

an ont ol ogi cal t heor y of t r ut h whi ch, pr i ma f aci e, seems t o be i mpl i ed by Mar x' s

t er mi nol ogy . Hi s const ant i nsi st ence t hat f et i shi st i c per cept i ons and not i ons ar e

not mer e " i l l usi ons" and er r or s of a conf used t hi nki ng, t hat t he cat egor i es of

bour geoi s economy ar e " soci al l y val i d, and t her ef or e obj ect i ve f or ms of t hought "

f or t hi s whol e hi st or i cal epoch, al so cont ai ns t he compl et el y st r ai ght f or war d i dea

t hat t hese f or ms of t hought ar e not mer el y soci al l y pr oduced and det er mi ned, but

ar e i n f act pr agmat i cal l y ef f ect i ve, and i n t hi s sense r eal , val i d and " cor r ect " .

I ndi vi dual s caught up i n t hese r el at i ons can successf ul l y or i ent t hemsel ves wi t hi n

t hei r gi ven f r amewor k onl y i n t hese t er ms . I f t hey go shoppi ng and do not want
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t o squander t hei r money, f or exampl e, t hey have t o t r eat t he pr i ce of di f f er ent

commodi t i es as i f i t wer e a pr oper t y i ndependent of t he ut i l i t y of t hese commodi -

t i es : onl y by compar i ng r el at i ve pr i ces wi t h r el at i ve ut i l i t i es can i ndi vi dual s make
a " r easonabl e" choi ce, a " good buy" . Thi s al so means t hat t he knowl edge t hat t he
pr i ce of a commodi t y i s sol el y t he phenomenal f or mof i t s val ue, and t hat t he
l at t er i s dependent upon soci al l y necessar y l abour t i me, and so on, i s about as
r el evant t o a " good buy" as t he det ai l ed knowl edge of quant umel ect r o- dynami cs
i s t o someone exchangi ng a bl own f use . '

I n addi t i on, and i ndeed behi nd t hi s pr agmat i c ef f i cacy of f al se consci ousness,
t her e l i es hi dden i t s soci al ef f ect i vi t y, i t s capaci t y t o f or ecl ose t he possi bi l i t y of a

r at i onal col l ect i ve t r ansf or mat i on of t he gi ven soci al condi t i ons . Just as f et i shi st i c

i deas successf ul l y gui de i sol at ed i ndi vi dual s i n t hei r ef f or t t o asser t t hei r pr i vat e

i nt er est s wi t hi n t hese gi ven r el at i ons, so t hese i deas al so r ender t he t ot al i t y
compl et el y opaque, t r ansf or mi ng i t i nt o a mat t er of uni nt el l i gi bl e nat ur al ness or
t echni cal necessi t y . I n t hi s sense, f et i shi sm r epr esent s f or Mar x t he mani f est a-
t i on on t he l evel of ever yday t hi nki ng of t hat gul f bet ween soci et al and i ndi vi dual

possi bi l i t i es, t he pr ogr essi ve wi deni ng of whi ch i s seen as one of t he basi c
t endenci es of t hat whol e " pr e- hi st or y" he desi gnat ed as al i enat i on . To use Mar x' s

own exampl es : as l ong as one concei ves pr i ce or val ue as a myst i cal , " nat ur al "
pr oper t y of t hi ngs t hemsel ves, t he ver y i dea of a soci et y wher e obj ect s of ut i l i t y
do not f unct i on as commodi t i es r emai ns i nconcei vabl e ; as l ong as wages ar e
under st ood as r emuner at i on f or l abour done, one can f or mul at e t he demand f or
f ai r , equi t abl e wages but not even i magi ne a soci et y wher e human pr oduct i ve
act i vi t i es woul d be posi t ed i n some ot her soci al f or mt han t hat of wage l abour ;
and so on . The f et i shi st i c cat egor i es whi ch " i nver t " t he r eal r el at i ons and make
t hem" i nvi si bl e" ar e not onl y expr essi ve of t hi nki ng whi ch unr ef l exi vel y accept s
t he soci al wor l d as gi ven : t hese absur d " cat egor y mi st akes" of spont aneous
ever yday under st andi ng al so syst emat i cal l y excl ude t he possi bi l i t y of a t ot al i zi ng
r ef l ect i on bot h upon t he hi st or i cal - pr act i cal const i t ut i on of t hi s wor l d and t he
soci al det er mi nat i on of t hi s way of t hi nki ng . And si nce t hese cat egor i es const i -
t ut e t hat nat ur al l anguage of i magi nat i on and t hi nki ng wi t hi n t he f r amewor k of
whi ch i ndi vi dual s f or mand ar t i cul at e t hei r pr act i cal i nt ent i ons, expect at i ons and
mot i ves, t hey t her eby acqui r e a t r ul y causal ef f i cacy . Fal se consci ousness i s not a
passi ve r ef l ex of t he " sur f ace r el at i ons" of a soci et y whi ch i s somehow const i -
t ut ed and r epr oduced i ndependent l y of t hi s consci ousness ; t hi s consci ousness i s a
necessar y f act or i n t he cr eat i on, r epr oduct i on and uni nt ended, soci al l y uncon-
sci ous t r ansf or mat i on of t hi s soci et y . One quot at i on f r om t he Gr undr i sse i l l us-
t r at es t hi s poi nt . Speaki ng about t he ear l y f or ms of mer cant i l i sm, Mar x empha-
si zes t hat whi l e money f et i shi sm i s an absur d " i l l usi on about t he nat ur e of money
and bl i ndness t owar d t he cont r adi ct i ons cont ai ned wi t hi n i t " , i t has al so been " an
enor mous i nst r ument i n t he r eal devel opment of t he f or ces of soci al pr oduct i on" ,
pr eci sel y because " i t gave money a r eal l y magi c si gni f i cance behi nd t he backs of
i ndi vi dual s" . 3 Thi s i s why Mar x' s own t heor y of f et i shi smi s above al l a cr i t i que of
ever yday consci ousness- pr i mar i l y of t he consci ousness of i t s own subj ect and
addr essee, t he wor ki ng cl ass . By unr avel l i ng t he soci al det er mi nat i ons of spon-
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t aneous soci al awar eness, Mar x at t empt s t o f ost er a t heor et i cal i mpul se t owar ds

t he acqui si t i on of r eal sel f - consci ousness . I n t he l ast i nst ance, of cour se, t hi s

sel f - consci ousness can be at t ai ned onl y i n pr act i ce, si nce t he ul t i mat e over comi ng

of f et i shi st i c t hi nki ng i s not a mat t er of knowl edge, but of t he cr eat i on of

col l ect i ve pr act i cal al t er nat i ves, i n t he l i ght of whi ch t he uni nt el l i gi bl e nat ur al -

ness and myst i cal i mmut abi l i t y of pr esent - day soci al i nst i t ut i ons ar e di ssol ved .

I f i t i s t hi s concept i on of " f al se consci ousness" whi ch pr ovi des t he f oundat i on

of Mar x' s answer t o t he quest i on concer ni ng how t he i deas of t he r ul i ng cl ass

" nor mal l y" r ul e t he whol e of soci et y, i t i s never t hel ess evi dent t hat t he t heor y of

f et i shi sm does not const i t ut e t he whol e of Mar x' s answer . To be sur e, i n a

negat i ve sense capi t al i sm as a syst em of soci al domi nat i on t ends t o l egi t i mat e

i t sel f . But even t hough a spont aneous, f et i shi st i c mode of t hi nki ng r ender s

r adi cal and r at i onal cr i t i ci sm i mpossi bl e, i t i s at t he same t i me t oo conf used,

f r agment ed and sel f - cont r adi ct or y t o i nsul at e i t sel f f r om pr act i cal - i nt el l ect ual

cr i t i ci sm. Mor eover , when t he aut omat i c mechani sms of mar ket pr oduct i on do

not ensur e t he undi st ur bed r epr oduct i on of t he under l yi ng soci al r el at i ons, t he

f et i shi st i c cat egor i es al so t end t o l ose t hei r pr agmat i c val i di t y and ef f ect i veness .

Dur i ng t hose per i ods of economi c cr i si s, t he web of " appear ances" t ends t o

di ssi pat e and t he r el at i ons of soci al domi nat i on mani f est t hemsel ves i n r el at i vel y

naked f or m. The mer e r epr oduct i on of ever yday l i f e- pr act i ces i s not suf f i ci ent t o

l egi t i mat e capi t al i sm- pr eci sel y because t hi s r epr oduct i on pr ocess i s i t sel f punc-

t uat ed by obj ect i ve t ensi ons and di st ur bances.

Thi s i s t he poi nt wher e t he expl anat or y- f unct i onal concept of i deol ogy ent er s

i nt o t he ar chi t ect ur e of Mar x' s soci al t heor y . I nst i t ut i onal l y di ssemi nat ed sys-

t ems of r ul i ng i deas ar e seen by Mar x t o syst emat i ze t he conf used and chaot i c

concept i ons of ever yday t hi nki ng, t o l end a degr ee of l ogi cal coher ence t o t hei r

f r agment ed st r uct ur e, t o expl ai n away ( and t her eby apol ogi ze f or ) t he most

wi del y encount er ed exper i ences t hat cont r adi ct t he seemi ng sel f - evi dence of

f et i shi st i c cat egor i es . The Chur ch, t he Chur ch- domi nat ed school syst em, and

var i ous pol i t i cal and j ur i di cal i nst i t ut i ons ar e t he soci al or gani sat i ons whi ch

Mar x most f r equent l y connect s wi t h t he f ul f i l ment of t hi s t ask . Thus, i n hi s l at er

wr i t i ngs, Mar x somet i mes appl i es t he t er m i deol ogy t o anal yze t he f unct i oni ng

of t hese i nst i t ut i ons, whose per sonnel ar e descr i bed i n t ur n as " t he i deol ogi cal

st r at a of t he r ul i ng cl ass" . ' These i nst i t ut i ons ar e never t hel ess concei ved by hi m

as mer e t r ansmi t t er s and pr opagat or s of i deas whi ch ar e el abor at ed el sewher e-

i n t he spher e of cul t ur al pr oduct i on, of hi gh cul t ur e concei ved as an i nt er nal l y

di f f er ent i at ed br anch of t he over al l soci al di vi si on of l abour . I n gener al i t i s t hese

cul t ur al - " spi r i t ual " obj ect i vat i ons bel ongi ng t o t he spher es of r el i gi on, phi l os-

ophy, soci al t heor y, pol i t i cal economy and ar t - but not nat ur al sci ence, i t shoul d

be not ed- whi ch Mar x r egul ar l y desi gnat es by t he common name of i deol ogy .

These ar e t he f or ms, as Mar x st at es i n t he Pr ef ace, i n whi ch men become

consci ous of t hei r soci al conf l i ct s and f i ght t hemout .

Despi t e t he f act t hat Mar x ext ends t he concept of i deol ogy t o al l t hese

act i vi t i es and t hei r soci al f unct i on i n gener al , hi s at t i t ude t owar ds t hi s wi de r ange

of cul t ur al cr eat i ons i s i n f act mar kedl y di f f er ent i at ed . I n t he most el abor at ed and
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best - known case of hi s cr i t i ques of i deol ogi es, t hat of t he cr i t i que of bour geoi s

economy, t hi s di f f er ent i at i on i s unambi guousl y st at ed and of ser i ous i mpor t ance

f or Mar x' s own economi c t heor y . Whi l e Mar x r epeat edl y and emphat i cal l y st at es

t hat bour geoi s economy as a whol e i s a f or m of i deol ogy, he at t he same t i me

di r ect l y count er poses t he " sci ent i f i c" economy of t he cl assi cs ( above al l , t he

Physi ocr at s, Adam Smi t h and Ri car do) t o t he apol oget i c pseudo- sci ence of

" vul gar " economy . ( Thi s f act al so cl ear l y i ndi cat es t hat , f or Mar x, bei ng sci ent i f i c

and bei ng i deol ogi cal i n a gi ven cont ext ar e not mut ual l y excl usi ve ent er pr i ses . )

The same t ype of di st i nct i on can be obser ved i f one compar es Mar x' s cr i t i que of

t he young Hegel i ans wi t h hi s r epeat ed cr i t i ci sms of Hegel : not onl y i s t he t one of

t hese cr i t i ci sms st r i ki ngl y di f f er ent but , mor e i mpor t ant l y, so al so i s t he whol e

met hod of cr i t i ci sm i t sel f , and i n ways whi ch def i ni t el y par al l el Mar x' s di f f er ent

at t i t udes t owar d, say, Smi t h and Mal t hus . Even i n Mar x' s spar se r emar ks about

ar t - compar e hi s t r eat ment of Eugene Sue and Bal zac- one can f i nd a si mi l ar l y

dr awn pr act i cal di st i nct i on .

At t he r i sk of over i nt er pr et at i on, I woul d suggest t hat Mar x consi st ent l y

di st i ngui shes bet ween what can be cal l ed " i deol ogi es of t he hi st or i cal moment "

and i deol ogi es t hat r epr esent epochal cul t ur al val ues . ' Concer ni ng t he f i r st ( e . g . ,

vul gar economy) , t he si t uat i on i s r at her cl ear . These ar e cul t ur al " pr oduct s"

whi ch di r ect l y pr ovi de t he i nt el l ect ual mat er i al f or t hose ( af or ement i oned)

i nst i t ut i ons whi ch di ssemi nat e i deas t hat ser ve i mmedi at el y apol oget i c pur poses .

The cl ai m t o ( sci ent i f i c, phi l osophi cal or ar t i st i c) t r ut h of t hese i deol ogi es i s a

mer e veneer t hat conceal s t hei r def ence and ar t i cul at i on of speci f i c, nar r ow,

par t i cul ar i st i c i nt er est s whi ch ar e t i ed t o t he i mmedi at e, pr act i cal r eal i t i es of t he

pr esent . 6 I t i s i n r el at i on t o t hese i deol ogi es t hat Mar x adopt s t he t ype of cr i t i ci sm

ear l i er char act er i sed as " unmaski ng" : t he r educt i on of t he cont ent of vi ews t o a

speci f i c conf i gur at i on of i nt er est s . I f one mer el y gl ances at Mar x' s t r ul y vol umi -

nous cr i t i ci sms of Hegel or Ri car do f r om t hi s vi ewpoi nt , i t i s i mmedi at el y

st r i ki ng how l i t t l e Mar x appl i es t o t hem t hi s met hod of " expl anat i on t hr ough

i nt er est s" . Cer t ai nl y, he char act er i ses t hemas t heor et i ci ans of bour geoi s soci et y,

as r epr esent i ng i t s st andpoi nt . Yet Mar x r ef er s t o t he speci f i c, concr et e si t uat i on

and i nt er est s of , say, t he Ger man bour geoi si e i n t he ear l y ni net eent h cent ur y onl y

i n cases wher e he i nt ends t o i ndi cat e and expl ai n some i nt er nal i nconsi st ency of

t he Hegel i an t heor y of t he st at e and not t he t heor et i cal ker nel and si gni f i cance of

Hegel ' s phi l osophy .

At t hi s poi nt t wo quest i ons ar i se . On t he one hand, how, and on t he basi s of

what cr i t er i a, does Mar x dr aw t hi s di st i nct i on bet ween t wo t ypes of i deol ogy?

And, on t he ot her hand, what i s t he soci al si gni f i cance of t hese cul t ur al cr eat i ons

her e descr i bed as " epochal cul t ur al val ues" ? I n a sense, t hese t wo quest i ons ar e

cl osel y i nt er r el at ed . Tr ue, t he di st i nct i on whi ch Mar x dr aws bet ween, say, vul gar

and cl assi cal economy i s t o a consi der abl e degr ee based on accept ed and " t r i vi al "

cul t ur al cr i t er i a . I n hi s cr i t i que of Mal t hus or Smi t h, Mar x spends an enor mous

( one i s i ncl i ned t o say, di spr opor t i onat e) amount of space t o pr ove t hei r l ack of

or i gi nal i t y or even out r i ght pl agi ar i sm, t he pr esence of ecl ect i c conf usi ons or

l ogi cal cont r adi ct i ons, t he mi ssi ng expl anat or y power i n r egar d t o el ement ar y
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obser vat i ons concer ni ng r egul ar i t i es of economi c l i f e, and so on- a f act wor t h

ment i oni ng i f onl y because i t suggest s t hat he t r eat s as sel f - evi dent l y val i d t hese

i nher i t ed cr i t er i a of eval uat i on speci f i c t o, and accept ed wi t hi n, a gi ven spher e of

cul t ur al act i vi t i es . But such consi der at i ons cer t ai nl y do not exhaust hi s cr i t i ci sms .

For i t i s act ual l y t he way Mar x cr i t i ci zes t hose wor ks whi ch i n f act meet t hese

el ement ar y cr i t er i a t hat best demonst r at es what const i t ut es f or hi mt hei r si gni f i -

cance, what makes t hem ul t i mat el y a " cul t ur al val ue" .

Ther e i s a def i ni t e met hodol ogi cal par al l el i sm ( t o whi ch del l a Vol pe has

al r eady dr awn at t ent i on) bet ween t he Mar xi an cr i t i ques of Hegel i an phi l osophy,

on t he one si de, and t hat of t he cl assi cs of Engl i sh economy, on t he ot her . Fi r st , i n

al l t hese cases Mar x act ual l y depar t s f r omt he cr i t i ci smof a met hod of t hi nki ng .

Thi s i s r at her sel f - evi dent l y so i n t he case of Hegel , but one shoul d r emember

t hat hi s whol e anal ysi s of Smi t h' s syst em i s al so embedded i n an unr avel l i ng of

t he cont r adi ct i ons bet ween hi s dual , esot er i c and esot er i c modes of expl anat i on,

whi l e t he di scussi on of t he Ri car di an economy depar t s f r oma di ssect i on of t he

anal yt i c met hod of t he l at t er . ' And i n al l t hese cases he act ual l y at t empt s t o

demonst r at e how a def i ni t e way of t hi nki ng r esul t s i n t he excl usi on of a def i ni t e

pr obl emat i cs, i n t he f ai l ur e even t o st at e quest i ons of a def i ni t e t ype . So Mar x

ar gues t hat t he seemi ngl y i nnocent , common sense empi r i ci sm of Ri car do

pr event s hi mf r omr ai si ng t heor et i cal quest i ons about t he soci o- hi st or i cal gene-

si s of t he val ue- f or m i t sel f ; Ri car do i s l ogi cal l y f or ced t o accept ( as sel f - evi dent )

t he val ue- and commodi t y- char act er of obj ect s of ut i l i t y, as i f t hey wer e t he

i nevi t abl e, " nat ur al " char act er i st i cs of any economy based on a devel oped syst em

of di vi si on of l abour . $ Si mi l ar l y, t he i deal i st hypost at i zat i on of sel f - consci ousness

i n Hegel i s t r eat ed by Mar x as necessar i l y l eadi ng t o an i dent i f i cat i on of al i ena-

t i on wi t h t he mat er i al l y obj ect i ve char act er of human act i vi t i es and, i n t he f i nal

anal ysi s, wi t h human f i ni t ude as such- and t her eby i nevi t abl y excl udi ng t he ver y

abi l i t y t o i magi ne i t s pr act i cal over comi ng .

What makes t he wor k of Ri car do or Hegel epochal l y si gni f i cant , what makes

t hese t hi nker s t heor et i cal r epr esent at i ves of a t ype of soci et y, and not mer el y

i deol ogues of a def i ni t e soci al gr oup i n a gi ven count r y at a gi ven moment , can be

summed up i n t he f ol l owi ng t hr ee poi nt s :

1 . Thei r unt hemat i sed, t aken- f or - gr ant ed asser t i ons and pr emi ses appear not as

ar bi t r ar y assumpt i ons, but as necessi t i es of t hi nki ng, as out comes of a met hod,

of a def i ni t e t ype of " l ogi cal const r ai nt " .

2 . At t he same t i me, t he " unconsci ous" pr esupposi t i ons of t hei r syst ems act ual l y

expr ess, f i x i n t hought , some f undament al char act er i st i cs of capi t al i st soci et y ;

t hese pr esupposi t i ons ar e r el at ed not t o some moment ar y const el l at i on of

par t i cul ar i nt er est s wi t hi n t hi s soci et y, but t o i t s essent i al l i f e- condi t i ons . I t i s

t hese l at t er whi ch t hey el evat e- t hr ough t hei r met hodi cal l y unf ol ded l ogi c-

i nt o uni ver sal l y bi ndi ng nor ms or , al t er nat i vel y, i nt o unt r anscendabl e nat ur al

necessi t y .

3 . These t hi nker s not onl y consi st ent l y ( " cyni cal l y" ) f ol l ow t hr ough t hei r own

consequences, but al so at t empt t o sol ve i nt el l ect ual l y- f r om t hei r f i xed poi nt

of depar t ur e- a whol e r ange of pr obl ems and cont r adi ct i ons whi ch ar e
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mani f est ed i n t he ever yday l i f e of t hi s soci et y . The " cr eat i vi t y" of such wor ks

of cul t ur e i s not t o be f ound mer el y i n t hei r i ndi vi dual or i gi nal i t y, but

pr i mar i l y i n t hei r st r enuous ef f or t t o over come i n t hi nki ng t hose conf l i ct s of

r eal l i f e whi ch chal l enge and pot ent i al l y under mi ne t he uni ver sal val i di t y of

t hei r si l ent l y adopt ed pr i nci pl es . I n t hi s sense t hey do not si mpl y par ade

i nt er est s as uni ver sal ones ; r at her , t hey at t empt t o uni ver sal i se t hose i nt er est s

whi ch domi nat e t he gi ven f or mof soci al l i f e . I nsof ar as t hey succeed i n t hi s

at t empt , t hey make expl i ci t and mani f est t he def i ni t e l i mi t s of a t hi nki ng

whi ch t akes f or gr ant ed and posi t s as unal t er abl e t he basi c condi t i ons of

exi st ence of a gi ven t ype of soci et y . These wor ks of cul t ur e ar e not onl y

i nt el l ect ual , but al so hi st or i cal - par adi gmat i c cl osur es of t hought . They must

t her ef or e be unr avel l ed or cr i t i cal l y over come i f t hi nki ng about anot her f ut ur e

i s t o be f r eed, i f t hi s f ut ur e can be cl ai med not onl y as a desi r abl e ut opi a, but

al so as r at i onal possi bi l i t y .

I n t hese senses, t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy i s not mer el y a f or m of

soci al expl anat i on ; i t al so r epr esent s a def i ni t e t ype of her meneut i cs, a " her me-

neut i cs wi t h emanci pat or y i nt ent " ( t o bor r ow an expr essi on suggest ed by S.

Benhabi b) . The essence of t hi s emanci pat or y her meneut i cs cannot be r educed t o

t he sear ch f or some " soci ol ogi cal equi val ent " t o t he poi nt of vi ew pr esent ed i n

any t ext . The cr i t i que of i deol ogy as her meneut i cs of cour se i nsi st s on t he

i nsuf f i ci ency of a mer el y " i mmanent r eadi ng" of t he t ext , f or i t demands a

compr ehensi on and i nt er pr et at i on of t he t r ansmi t t ed cul t ur al t r adi t i on whi ch

si t uat es t hi s t ext i n i t s own soci al - hi st or i cal cont ext . But i t does so wi t h t he ai m of

di scover i ng i n t he " cl assi cal " t ext s t hemsel ves t hose " unconsci ous pr esupposi -

t i ons" , t hose unr ef l ect ed " pr ej udi ces" whi ch bot h st r uct ur e and set a l i mi t t o t he

possi bi l i t y of r at i onal di scour se wi t hi n t hem. Mar x of f er s a her meneut i cs whi ch

posi t s t he const r ai nt of concept s as a consequence of t he const r ai nt of ci r cum-

st ances, a her meneut i cs whi ch i s gui ded by t he i nt ent i on of cont r i but i ng t o t he

r emoval of t he second t hr ough t he r emoval of t he f i r st . Accor di ng t o hi m, onl y

t hi s t ype of r eadi ng can, i n one and t he same act , capt ur e t he or i gi nal meani ng

and t he r eal hi st or i cal si gni f i cance of a t ext , and t her eby r eal i ze t he cl assi cal

her meneut i cal post ul at e of Enl i ght enment : t o under st and a wor k bet t er t han i t s

own aut hor di d .

I have t ent at i vel y i ndi cat ed t wo t ypes of cont ext s i n whi ch t he concept of

i deol ogy occur s i n Mar x and, cor r espondi ng t o t hem, t he t wo meani ngs t hi s t er m

acqui r es i n hi s wr i t i ngs . But t her e i s al so a t hi r d one whi ch- i n cont r ast t o t he

pol emi cal - unmaski ng and expl anat or y- f unct i onal uses of t hi s concept - I wi l l

desi gnat e as t he cr i t i cal - phi l osophi cal sense of i deol ogy . When di scussi ng t he

over al l r esul t s and consequences of t he di vor ce bet ween manual and ment al

l abour under l yi ng t he whol e cour se of hi st or i cal ci vi l i sat i ons, Mar x somet i mes
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empl oys or i mpl i es a concept of i deol ogy whi ch seems t o r ef er not t o speci f i abl e

wor ks ( whi ch ar e ei t her unmasked and cr i t i ci zed or i nt er pr et ed t hr ough hi st or i -

cal expl anat i on) but , r at her , t o a def i ni t e t ype of cul t ur e i n gener al , and t o a

def i ni t e way of under st andi ng cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons whi ch i s, accor di ng t o hi m,

bot h decept i ve and at t he same t i me " adequat e" t o t hi s t ype of cul t ur e. " [ T] he

aut onomi sat i on of t hought s and i deas i s onl y a consequence of t he aut onomi sa-

t i on of per sonal r el at i ons and cont act s bet ween i ndi vi dual s . . . . [ N] ei t her

t hought s, nor l anguage const i t ut e a r eal mof t hei r own ; t hey ar e mer el y expr es-

si ons of r eal l i f e . " 9 The cr i t i cal edge of t hi s i mpl i ed concept i on of i deol ogy i s

di r ect ed pr i mar i l y agai nst any compr ehensi on of cul t ur al cr eat i ons whi ch per -

cei ves t hemas r epr esent at i ons whi ch " cor r espond" t o r eal i t y ( or embodi ment s

of equal l y t r anscendent val ues) , whi ch t her eby acqui r e an al l egedl y t i mel ess

val i di t y . To t hi s concept i on Mar x count er poses a vi ew of cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons,

whi ch ar e anal ysed as expr essi ons of t he act i ve- pr act i cal l i f e- si t uat i on of def i ni t e

( act ual or pot ent i al ) soci al agent s who may acqui r e t hr ough t hese l i f e- f or ms a

consci ousness of t hei r hi st or i cal l y si t uat ed needs and pot ent i al i t i es . I n t hi s sense .

cul t ur e never const i t ut es an aut onomous r eal mof val ues over pr act i cal and soci al

l i f e . I n t he f i nal anal ysi s, i t i s an ar t i cul at i on of t he conf l i ct s of t hi s soci al l i f e,

whose ul t i mat e f unct i on consi st s i n maki ng t he sol ut i on of t hese conf l i ct s

possi bl e.

The appar ent aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e f r omsoci al l i f e i s, i n one sense, t he

i deol ogi cal i l l usi on, t he i l l usi on of a cul t ur e whi ch i n i t s t ot al i t y f unct i ons as

i deol ogy . For t he ul t i mat e and hi dden pr econcept i ons, and t he f undament al

pr obl em- cont ent of any wor k of cul t ur e, al ways r emai n det er mi ned and ci r cum-

scr i bed by t hose pr act i cal possi bi l i t i es and at t i t udes t hat ar e open t o t he t ypi cal

soci al act or s- i t s pot ent i al addr essees- under t he gi ven condi t i ons of t hei r

exi st ence . So when Mar x i s engaged i n t he age- ol d pr act i ce of al l phi l osopher s-

expl i cat i ng t he " t r ue meani ng" of t he phi l osophi cal t r adi t i on i n hi s own

l anguage- he i nvar i abl y i nsi st s upon a t r ansl at i on of even t he most abst r act and

t i mel ess pr obl ems and cat egor i es i nt o t he pr act i co- hi st or i cal . I n hi s vi ew, t he

specul at i ve quest i on concer ni ng t he r el at i onshi p bet ween mat t er and spi r i t

ul t i mat el y r ef er s t o t he pr act i cal pr obl emconcer ni ng t he r el at i on of physi cal and

ment al l abour ; t he phi l osophi cal phr ases about " subst ance" shoul d be deci pher ed

as at t empt s and pr oposal s t o cl ar i f y t he possi bl e r el at i onshi p bet ween human

act i vi t i es and t hat syst emof i nher i t ed obj ect i vat i ons whi ch f or ever y gener at i on

const i t ut es t he r eady- f ound pr i us of i t s l i f e.

The i deol ogi cal i l l usi on t hat hi gh cul t ur e i s aut onomous i s i n anot her sense

st ar k r eal i t y : t he r eal i t y of a soci et y i n whi ch hi gh cul t ur e has become a spher e

di vor ced f r omt he l i f e of t he maj or i t y, wher e bot h i t s cr eat i on and enj oyment i s

t he pr i vi l ege of a f ew. Cul t ur al el i t i sm i s not mer el y a pr obl emof educat i on and

t he di ssemi nat i on of l ear ni ng : i t s over comi ng demands a di smant l i ng of i t s

i deol ogi cal t r ansposi t i on, whi ch i n t ur n r equi r es a newcul t ur e whi ch di r ect l y and

openl y addr esses i t sel f t o t he pr obl em of r eal - hi st or i cal l i f e, a cul t ur e whi ch

adj udi cat es mundane conf l i ct s not f r om t he vant age- poi nt of an et er nal t r ut h

best owed by an i mpar t i al j udge, but f r om t he poi nt of vi ew of a commi t t ed

94



CONCEPTS OF I DEOLOGY

par t i ci pant . The r eal i sat i on of phi l osophy i s possi bl e onl y t hr ough i t s over com-

i ng as phi l osophy . And i t i s char act er i st i c t hat Mar x- al ways at gr eat pai ns t o

avoi d desi gnat i ng t he nat ur al sci ences as " i deol ogy" - seems at some poi nt s t o

i mpl i cat e t hem, i nsof ar as t hei r cul t ur al f or mi s concer ned, i n t he same t ype of

cr i t i ci sm. " Sci ence [ he wr i t es concer ni ng t he devel opment of t he machi ne pr o-

duct i on t hat compel s t he i nani mat e l i mbs of machi ner y, by i t s ver y const r uct i on,

t o act as a pur posef ul aut omat on] does not exi st i n t he consci ousness of t he

wor ker , but act s upon hi mt hr ough t he machi ne as an al i en power , as t he power

of t he machi ne i t sel f . . . . The accumul at i on of knowl edge and ski l l s, of t he

gener al pr oduct i ve f or ces of t he soci al br ai n, i s t hus absor bed i nt o capi t al , as

opposed t o l abour , and t her ef or e appear s as an at t r i but e of capi t al . . . . " ' 0

I n t hi s br oadest , cr i t i co- phi l osophi cal sense, i deol ogy i s t he cul t ur e of an

al i enat ed soci et y wher e goal - r eal i sat i on and goal - posi t i ng- t he cr i t i ci smof pr e-

vi ousl y t r ansmi t t ed meani ngs, t he per f or mance of soci al l y codi f i ed, meani ngf ul

t asks, and t he cr eat i on of new soci al meani ngs- become r adi cal l y di vor ced f r om

each ot her . Humans t her ef or e do not have- ei t her i ndi vi dual l y or col l ect i vel y-

cont r ol over t he gener al r esul t s of t hei r own act i vi t i es and t he ensui ng di r ect i on

of t hei r own devel opment . I deol ogy i s an al i enat ed f or m of soci al sel f -

consci ousness, si nce i t br i ngs hi st or i cal conf l i ct s t o awar eness onl y by t r anspos-

i ng t hem i nt o what appear s t o be a spher e of mer e i magi nat i on and t hought .

Soci al t asks and possi bi l i t i es whi ch can be sol ved and r eal i sed onl y i n pr act i cal

col l ect i ve act i vi t y t her ef or e assume t he f or mof et er nal quest i ons t o whi ch some

r el i gi ous, phi l osophi cal or ar t i st i c answer i s sought . Cr i t i que of i deol ogy i n t hi s

sense i s a cr i t i que of cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons whi ch conf r ont s t hemwi t h t hei r r eal

l i f e- basi s, agai nst whi ch t hey asser t t hei r aut onomy and whi ch t her ef or e r emai ns

f or t hem hi dden and unr ef l ect ed, an ext er nal l y i mposed bar r i er t o i magi nat i on

and t hought . Conver sel y, t hi s cr i t i que of i deol ogy al so- and per haps pr i mar i l y-

assumes t he f or m of a cr i t i que of t hi s l i f e- basi s by conf r ont i ng i t wi t h i t s

par adi gmat i c cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons . Cr i t i que of i deol ogy i s a cr i t i que of a f or mof

soci al exi st ence i n whi ch t he awar eness of soci al needs and possi bi l i t i es can be

achi eved onl y i n a spher e di vor ced f r om, and cont r ast ed t o, l i f e, a spher e t hat has

t o r emai n a mer e " cul t ur e" , a val ue and i deal whi ch i s bot h unat t ai nabl e and

i r r el evant f or t he over whel mi ng maj or i t y .

I V

Thi s ver y cur sor y over vi ew per haps succeeds i n i ndi cat i ng t hat t he t hr ee

meani ngs of i deol ogy whi ch seemt o be equal l y pr esent i n Mar x' s oeuvr e ar e not

compl et el y i ndependent and i sol at ed f r om each ot her , but ar e at l east vaguel y

uni f i ed bot h i n t hei r pr act i cal i nt ent and i n t he t heor et i cal f r amewor k t hey al l

ul t i mat el y pr esuppose . However , no di scussi on of Mar x' s vi ews on i deol ogy i s

adequat e, even i n a mi ni mal sense, i f i t f ai l s t o ment i on at l east t hose " gaps" i n

hi s concept i ons t o whi ch i n some measur e and on some occasi ons he hi msel f
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dr aws at t ent i on . Two pr obl emat i c gaps seemt o be of par amount i mpor t ance i n

t hi s r espect .

I n a f oot not e t o Capi t al , Mar x makes t he f ol l owi ng r emar k : " I n f act i t i s much

easi er t o di scover t hr ough anal ysi s t he ear t hl y ker nel of t he mi st y cr eat i ons of

r el i gi on t han, i n t he opposi t e way, t o devel op f r omt he act ual r el at i ons of l i f e i n

quest i on t he f or m i n whi ch t hey have been apot heosi zed. Thi s l at t er met hod i s

t he onl y mat er i al i st i c, and t her ef or e sci ent i f i c one . " ' 1 Thi s passage agai n makes

abundant l y cl ear t hat Mar x' s own i dea of a cr i t i que of i deol ogi es i s i n no way

i dent i cal wi t h a r educt i oni st , soci ol ogi cal expl anat i on of t he cont ent of cer t ai n

cul t ur al cr eat i ons . But t hi s r emar k al so br i ngs shar pl y i nt o r el i ef a r equi r ement

whose f ul f i l ment i n Mar x' s own t heor et i cal pr act i ce seems t o be r at her pr obl e-

mat i c : t he need f or an hi st or i cal expl anat i on of cul t ur al f or ms t hemsel ves, of

genr es l i ke r el i gi on, ar t , phi l osophy, sci ence and t hei r var i ous subdi vi si ons . That

t he i nt er nal di vi si on of cul t ur e i nt o var i ous t ypes of pr act i ces i s a changi ng

hi st or i cal phenomenon whi ch at t he same t i me, and i n each hi st or i cal moment ,

pr esent s a number of nor mat i vel y f i xed possi bi l i t i es and cr i t er i a f or cr eat i ve

act i vi t i es, i s undoubt edl y a maj or pr obl emwhi ch a t heor y of i deol ogy ( especi al l y

i n i t s br oadest , cr i t i co- phi l osophi cal sense) cannot by- pass . One can enumer at e a

number of Mar xi an obser vat i ons t hat may be r el at ed t o t he quest i on so posed .

These obser vat i ons i ncl ude hi s di scussi on of t he or i gi n and gener al char act er of

specul at i ve phi l osophy i n The Ger man I deol ogy ; hi s not e i n t he Gr undr i sse ( one

t hat har dl y goes beyond Hegel , admi t t edl y) about t he ani mosi t y of bour geoi s

soci et y t owar d def i ni t e f or ms of ar t such as epi c poet r y ; hi s hi ghl y i nt er est i ng,

t hough di sper sed and unsyst emat i c, r emar ks i n hi s var i ous economi c manu-

scr i pt s about t he soci al pr econdi t i ons of t he emer gence of pol i t i cal economy as

sci ence ; and so on . However , al l t hese obser vat i ons have not onl y a hi ghl y

schemat i c, but al so a r at her acci dent al char act er . They cer t ai nl y do not i ndi cat e

howt he pr obl em, so ener get i cal l y st at ed by Mar x, can and shoul d be appr oached

i n gener al t er ms . Thi s absence of an answer t o t he pr obl emof cul t ur al genr es i s

al l t he mor e si gni f i cant , because i n hi s own cr i t i cal pr act i ce- as I i ndi cat ed

above- Mar x does seemt o accept as sel f - evi dent l y val i d t hose cr i t er i a of eval ua-

t i on whi ch ( i n t he ni net eent h cent ur y) wer e i nher ent and t i ed t o t he pr edomi n-

ant cul t ur al f or ms . I n a sense i t woul d be t r ue t o say t hat - especi al l y i n hi s l at er

wr i t i ngs- Mar x seems t o t ake i nher i t ed cul t ur al genr es f or gr ant ed, and t hat t hi s

makes hi s " phi l osophi cal " concept of i deol ogy as t he cul t ur e of an al i enat ed

soci et y r at her ( and at l east ) i ndet er mi nat e. I t was onl y a much l at er gener at i on of

Mar xi st s- one whi ch i ncl uded Lukacs and Gol dmann, Benj ami n and Ador no-

who di r ect l y f aced t he pr obl emof cul t ur al genr es, t hough pr edomi nant l y wi t h

r ef er ence t o t he ar t s al one.

The second pr obl emi s not compl et el y unr el at ed t o t he f i r st , and can agai n be

i nt r oduced wi t h a quot at i on f r omMar x . At t he end of hi s somewhat eni gmat i c

and abr upt l y t er mi nat i ng met hodol ogi cal di scussi on i n t he Gr undr i sse, he st at es

t he f ol l owi ng : " The di f f i cul t y l i es not i n t he under st andi ng t hat Gr eek ar t and

epi c ar e bound up wi t h cer t ai n f or ms of soci al devel opment . The di f f i cul t y i s t hat

t hey st i l l af f or d us ar t i st i c pl easur e and i n a cer t ai n r espect t hey count as a nor m
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and as an unat t ai nabl e model . " " I t i s agai n cl ear t hat t hi s " di f f i cul t y" i s much

br oader and mor e pr of ound t han t he gi ven exampl e . For t he " f unct i onal "

concept of i deol ogy i n Mar x somet i mes r est s upon an account of t he par adi g-

mat i c char act er or epochal si gni f i cance of cul t ur al cr eat i ons . These par adi gmat i c

cr eat i ons ar e seen t o ar t i cul at e t he l i mi t s of i magi nat i on and t hought whi ch ar e

bound up not wi t h moment ar y, passi ng gr oup i nt er est s, but wi t h t he essent i al ,

st r uct ur al char act er i st i cs of a whol e st age of soci al devel opment . But t hi s concep-

t i on advanced by Mar x has i t s l i mi t s- i t r emai ns st r i ct l y hi st or i cal . As i t st ands, i t

does not account di r ect l y f or t he f act t hat , at l east i n some cul t ur al genr es l i ke t he

ar t s or phi l osophy, some of t he cul t ur al her i t age of past epochs ( t he soci al

condi t i ons of whi ch we may even have di f f i cul t y r econst r uct i ng) pr eser ves i t s

si gni f i cance f or t he pr esent cul t ur al pr act i ces of cr eat i on and r ecept i on al i ke.

Thi s pr obl em- t hat cul t ur e may exer t a l i vi ng r el evance f ar beyond i t s or i gi nal

epoch- cer t ai nl y cannot be sol ved by mer el y r ef er r i ng t o t he now el ement ar y

obser vat i on t hat t he l i st of " cl assi cal " wor ks i t sel f under goes deep changes i n t he

hi st or y of cul t ur al t r ansmi ssi on and r ecept i on : t hi s f act cer t ai nl y i ndi cat es t hat a

t heor y of cul t ur al t r adi t i on ought t o be an hi st or i cal one, but i t does not r ender

such a t heor y super f l uous .

Mar x' s own shor t answer t o t hi s " di f f i cul t y" seems t o be cont r adi ct ed by t hi s

now el ement ar y obser vat i on . However , t hi s i s not t he onl y and t he most di scon-

cer t i ng f eat ur e of hi s r epl y . I n gener al , he answer s t he quest i on about t he

per si st i ng ar t i st i c si gni f i cance of some anci ent Gr eek wor ks by r ef er r i ng t o t he

speci f i c pl ace Gr eek ant i qui t y occupi es i n t he hi st or y of human devel opment as

such . Thi s ant i qui t y i s seen t o r epr esent t he " nor mal chi l dhood" of humanki nd,

" i t s most beaut i f ul unf ol di ng" ; i t s mani f est at i ons- as chi l dhood memor i es i n

gener al - t her ef or e exer ci se upon us an " et er nal char m" . Leavi ng asi de Mar x' s

( i ndubi t abl e) Eur opocent r i sm, t hi s r epl y, i f t aken l i t er al l y, i s suggest i ve of a most

di st ur bi ng appl i cat i on of t he bi ol ogi c i mager y of " mat ur at i on and gr owt h" t o

hi st or y . Cl ear l y, t hi s woul d l end an openl y t el eol ogi cal char act er t o t he whol e

Mar xi an concept i on of soci al pr ogr ess . Per haps one shoul d i nt er pr et t hi s st at e-
ment much mor e l i ber al l y, above al l by connect i ng i t wi t h an Hegel i an, her me-

neut i cal concept of memor y as " Er - i nner ung" . Thi s was act ual l y Lukacs' pr oj ect :

He i n hi s l at e Aest het i cs, devel oped a concept i on of ar t as t he col l ect i ve memor y

of humanki nd by dr awi ng upon t hi s f or mul at i on of Mar x . But even gr ant i ng t hi s

most l i ber al and i magi nat i ve i nt er pr et at i on, t he di f f i cul t y i ndi cat ed by Mar x

seems t o be much br oader and mor e gener al t han any answer al ong t he l i nes

pr oposed by hi m i s abl e t o sol ve. Mar x does not account at al l f or t he di f f er ent

r ol e t r adi t i on pl ays ( and t he di f f er ent f or m i t t akes) wi t hi n di f f er ent cul t ur al

genr es ; t hat i s, he i gnor es t he speci f i c f or m of hi st or i ci t y i mmanent wi t hi n, and

char act er i st i c of , di st i nct cul t ur al f or ms . Si nce t he f unct i on of i nher i t ed t r adi t i on

i s an i mpor t ant aspect and component of t he of t en- di scussed pr obl emof t he

" r el at i ve i ndependence" of i deol ogy, t he quest i on essent i al l y l ef t open by Mar x

becomes of par amount t heor et i cal si gni f i cance .
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I t i s cer t ai nl y j ust i f i ed t o i ndi cat e at t hi s poi nt t hat Mar x never i nt ended nor

cl ai med t o cr eat e a syst emat i c t heor y of i deol ogy . The het er ogeneous and most l y

cr i t i cal uses he made of t hi s concept can be seen i n r et r ospect t o have encl osed a

def i ni t e f i el d of i nvest i gat i on and t o have suggest ed/ out l i ned an essent i al l y

uni f i ed t heor et i cal appr oach t o t hi s f i el d . No doubt , t o speak about " gaps i n

Mar x' s t heor y of i deol ogy" i mpl i es a cr i t i cal j udgment accor di ng t o a cr i t er i on-

compr ehensi veness- whi ch i s i n t hi s case cer t ai nl y i nappr opr i at e . I t i s, however ,

j ust i f i ed t o ask whet her t he f ai l ur e of t hi s t heor et i cal appr oach t o account

adequat el y f or some of t he most compr ehensi ve and st r i ki ng char act er i st i cs of

t he domai n i t encl oses i ndi cat es mor e t han a mer e l ack of ( per haps never

i nt ended) compr ehensi veness . Ar e not t he " gaps" I have ment i oned mor e t han

mer e l acunae? Ar e t hey not expr essi ons of i nt er nal st r ai ns wi t hi n t he concept i on

i t sel f ?

A shor t essay cer t ai nl y cannot answer t hi s quest i on. But si nce no one, whose

i nt er est i n Mar x i s not sol el y ant i quar i an, can si mpl y negl ect i t , I woul d i n

concl usi on l i ke t o suggest some consi der at i ons t hat may be r el evant t o such an

answer . Wi t hout f ur t her expl anat i on, I wi l l t ake up one pr obl em, i n r espect of

whi ch t he i nt er nal consi st ency of t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy has been

ver y of t en quer i ed, and t o whi ch t he ear l i er exposi t i on has al so r ef er r ed . Thi s i s

t he quest i on of t he r el at i onshi p bet ween i deol ogy and t he nat ur al sci ences .

As has al r eady been i ndi cat ed, Mar x had r i gor ousl y avoi ded appl yi ng t he t er m

" i deol ogy" t o t he cont ent of t he t heor i es of nat ur al sci ence, even t hough hi s

cr i t i ci sm cl ear l y i mpl i cat ed bot h t he cul t ur al - i nst i t ut i onal f or m of t hei r devel -

opment and t he char act er of t he soci al appl i cat i on of t hei r r esul t s i n cont empor -

ar y capi t al i st soci et y . I n f act , t hough he was compl et el y awar e of t he hi st or i cal

connect i on bet ween t he emer gence of t he nat ur al sci ences and t he capi t al i st

mode of pr oduct i on, 13 he consi st ent l y chose t o char act er i se nat ur al sci ent i f i c

knowl edge i n expl i ci t l y uni ver sal i st i c- r at her t han hi st or i co- soci al l y speci f i c-

t er ms . He descr i bed i t , f or exampl e, as " t he gener al cul t ur al " [ gei st i ge] pr oduct

of soci al devel opment " ; as " t he pr oduct of t he gener al hi st or i cal devel opment i n

i t s abst r act qui nt essence" ; as ( i n cont r adi st i nct i on t o co- oper at i ve l abour ) " uni -

ver sal l abour " ; as " t he gener al pr oduct i ve f or ce of soci al br ai n" ; and as " t he most

sol i d f or mof weal t h, . . . bot h i deal and at t he same t i me pr act i cal weal t h" . 14 Now

i t cer t ai nl y can be ar gued t hat t he use of such uni ver sal i st i c met aphor s i ndi cat es a

ser i ous i nconsi st ency wi t hi n a t heor y whi ch, i nsi st i ng t hat consci ousness never

can be anyt hi ng el se but t he consci ousness of an exi st i ng hi st or i cal pr act i ce,

under l i nes t he soci al det er mi nat i on and hi st or i cal embeddedness and l i mi t at i on

of ever y syst em of i deas . Accor di ng t o t hi s ar gument , t he t r eat ment of nat ur al

sci ences as " non- i deol ogi cal " must be r egar ded as one of t he si gns of mer e

evasi veness, as a speci f i c i nst ance of a f l i ght f r om t he unt enabl e or undesi r abl e

r el at i vi st i c consequences of a t hor oughgoi ng hi st or i ci sm whi ch r ender s t he

whol e concept i on of i deol ogy i n Mar x beset by i nt er nal cont r adi ct i ons .
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As i t st ands, t hi s cr i t i ci sm seems t o me i nval i d, f or i t f al sel y const r uct s t he

pr obl emt o whi ch t he Mar xi an t heor y of i deol ogy addr esses i t sel f . Thi s pr obl em

i s not t hat of t he hi st or i ci t y of al l t hi nki ng i n gener al . Rat her , t he Mar xi an t heor y

i s concer ned wi t h t hose speci f i c soci al - hi st or i cal condi t i ons whi ch make i t

i mpossi bl e f or t hi nki ng t o r ecogni se sel f - r ef l ect i vel y i t s own hi st or i cal const i t u-

t i on and whi ch t her eby l ock t hi s t hi nki ng i nt o a syst em of cat egor i es or i mages

t hat bot h j ust i f i es and at t empt s t o per pet uat e i t s ver y hi st or i cal l i mi t at i ons . Mar x

t akes i t f or gr ant ed t hat t her e i s no t hi nki ng " wi t hout pr econdi t i ons" , t hat al l

syst ems of i deas- nat ur al sci ent i f i c as wel l as " i deol ogi cal " - ar e hi st or i cal l y

si t uat ed and t her ef or e al so l i mi t ed. I t i s equal l y evi dent t o hi mt hat t he mer e f or m

of sci ent i f i ci t y, under st ood as t he sat i sf act i on of a set of pur el y epi st emol ogi cal or

met hodol ogi cal cr i t er i a, i s never abl e t o ensur e by i t sel f t he excl usi on of t he

possi bl i t y of an " i deol ogi cal cl osur e" . He di st i ngui shes t heor i es of nat ur al sci -

ences f r om f or ms of i deol ogy not because he ascr i bes an ahi st or i c val i di t y t o t he

f or mer , but because he want s t o di st i ngui sh t wo di f f er ent - and by vi r t ue of t hei r

di f f er ent soci al const i t ut i on and f unct i ons- opposed pr ocesses of hi st or i cal

change i n t he br oad f i el d of cul t ur e . On t he one hand, nat ur al sci ences ar e

hi st or i cal , i n t he sense t hat t hey exi st as an uni nt er r upt ed pr ocess of cr i t i cal

i nqui r y i n whi ch ear l i er t heor i es become const ant l y r epl aced by mor e abst r act -

gener al and mor e exact ones on t he basi s of an ever - expandi ng exper i ment at i on

and obser vat i on t hat i s bot h const ant l y spur r ed on and at t he same t i me con-

t r ol l ed by t he exper i ences and r equi r ement s of pr oduct i ve mat er i al pr act i ce . I t i s

t hi s or gani c l i nk of t he nat ur al sci ences wi t h t he ever yday pr act i cal r esul t s and

exper i ences of t he pr ocess of pr oduct i on t hat ul t i mat el y ensur es t hat t hei r

hi st or i cal change t akes t he f or mof an i nt el l ect ual pr ogr ess, vi z. , t he accumul a-

t i on and gr owt h of knowl edge . The concept of i deol ogy, on t he ot her hand,

expl ai ns why such pr ogr ess cannot be obser ved i n ot her f i el ds of cul t ur al

cr eat i vi t y . The concept of i deol ogy i ndi cat es t hat , i n ant agoni st i c soci et i es,

i ndi vi dual s can r each t he l evel of soci al sel f - consci ousness ( as di st i nct f r omt he

soci al consci ousness of t hei r r el at i on t o nat ur e) onl y by maki ng del i ber at e choi ces

bet ween cul t ur al obj ect i vat i ons and wor l d- vi ews whose st r uggl e and di sput e

cannot be r esol ved by pur el y i nt el l ect ual means, and whose hi st or i cal al t er at i on

t her ef or e cannot be concei ved accor di ng t o a model of accumul at i on and gr owt h .

Mar x' s di st i nct i on bet ween nat ur al sci ence and i deol ogy i s t her ef or e not onl y

i nt er nal l y coher ent , but al so i n compl et e accor dance wi t h some of t he most

f undament al and per vasi ve concept ual di st i nct i ons t hat bel ong t o t he basi c
f r amewor k of hi s t heor y of hi st or y : t he di st i nct i on bet ween mat er i al cont ent and

soci al f or m; bet ween t he pr oduct i ve f or ces and t he r el at i ons of pr oduct i on ; and,

i n gener al , bet ween t he pr act i cal r el at i ons of humans t o nat ur e and t he r el at i ons

of soci al i nt er cour se bet ween humans, a di st i nct i on whi ch he at t he same t i me

i dent i f i es wi t h t he axes of cont i nui t y and di scont i nui t y i n hi st or y . The cont r ast

bet ween t he nat ur al sci ences and i deol ogi es can t hus be seen as t he consi st ent

appl i cat i on of t hese pr i nci pal di chot omi es t o t he f i el d of cul t ur al pr oduct i on

pr oper .

So t he pr obl em i ndi cat ed by cer t ai n cr i t i cs har dl y pr oves Mar x gui l t y of any
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di r ect i nconsi st ency . Never t hel ess, a si mpl e out l i ne of hi s ( l ar gel y i mpl i ci t )

" sol ut i on" t o t hi s pr obl em r ai ses a number of r at her di squi et i ng quest i ons . Fi r st ,

such an out l i ne makes cl ear t hat at l east some of t he par t i cul ar pr esupposi t i ons of

t he Mar xi an concept of i deol ogy ar e r at her i mmedi at el y t i ed t o a ni net eent h

cent ur y vi ew of sci ent i f i c pr ogr ess whi ch i s nowadays di f f i cul t t o def end. One

must not necessar i l y accept t he vi ewpoi nt s of Feyer abend or even Kuhn t o

appr ehend t hat t he concept i on of sci ent i f i c devel opment as a uni l i near , cumul a-

t i ve gr owt h nei t her f i t s t he hi st or i cal f act s, nor i s def ensi bl e i n vi ew of t he

compl ex i nt er r el at i onshi p bet ween obser vat i on and t heor y i n t he nat ur al sci -

ences . Fr om a cont empor ar y per spect i ve, Mar x seems i n par t i cul ar t o have

mi ssed t he poi nt t hat t he nat ur al sci ences' expl i ci t l y empi r i cal basi s does not

r ender t hei r hi st or i cal si t uat edness t r anspar ent , pr i mar i l y because t he f unda-

ment al under l yi ng par adi gms i n t er ms of whi ch t hei r empi r i cal dat a ar e con-

st r uct ed can be cl ear l y r ecogni zed as such onl y af t er some al t er nat i ve and

compet i ng ways of i nt er pr et at i on have been of f er ed . Secondl y, a r econsi der at i on

of t he Mar xi an concept i on of i deol ogy i ndi cat es t he ext ent t o whi ch i t i s

embedded i n a t heor y of hi st or i cal pr ogr ess whi ch sust ai ns i t sel f upon a key

di chot omy bet ween t he cont i nuous gr owt h i n human mast er y over nat ur e and

t he di scont i nuous t r ansf or mat i ons i n t he r el at i ons of br oadl y concei ved soci al

i nt er cour se- a t heor y of pr ogr ess whi ch t oday can be addr essed wi t h many

quest i ons .

But t he pr obl emunder di scussi on her e not onl y i ndi cat es di f f i cul t i es concer n-

i ng t he r el at i onshi p bet ween t he par t i cul ar det ai l s and t he most abst r act - gener al

pr esupposi t i ons of t he Mar xi an vi ew. I t al so makes compr ehensi bl e Mar x' s

r at her st r ange combi nat i on of a r adi cal phi l osophi cal cr i t i ci smof t he t ot al cul t ur e

of bour geoi s soci et y as al i enat ed- i deol ogi cal wi t h t he unquest i oned accept ance of

t he val i di t y of i nher i t ed cul t ur al cr i t er i a, above al l t hose of t he sci ences . Ther e i s

no doubt t hat , at l east i n hi s l at e oeuvr e, Mar x concei ved hi s own t heor y i n

conf or mi t y wi t h t he cul t ur al model of t he nat ur al sci ences emanci pat ed f r om t he

domi nat i on of capi t al . Di r ect l y connect ed wi t h t he ever yday l i f e- exper i ences of

i t s soci al addr essees, t heor y makes t hese exper i ences compr ehensi bl e i n t hei r

hi st or i cal speci f i ci t y and necessi t y, and t her eby, at one and t he same t i me, i s

conver t ed i nt o " t r ue sci ence" capabl e of unl i mi t ed pr ogr ess ( si nce i t makes i t s

own hi st or i cal pr esupposi t i ons t r anspar ent as " empi r i cal l y obser vabl e and ver i f i -

abl e st at es of af f ai r s" ) and a " popul ar f or ce" .

Not onl y Mar x' s uncr i t i cal at t i t ude t owar d t he cul t ur al f or m of t he nat ur al

sci ences makes hi s pr ogr am of a consi st ent " sci ent i sat i on" of t he cogni t i ve

cont ent of t he cul t ur al her i t age t heor et i cal l y suspect . Thi s weakness appear s al so

t o have i t s r ever se si de, namel y, t he Mar xi an t heor y' s essent i al l y " negat i vi st i c"

concept i on of ever yday consci ousness . I t seems t o be mor e t han acci dent al t hat

t he Mar xi an t heor y of ever yday consci ousness, at l east as f ar as i t s syst emat i c

achi evement s ar e concer ned, l ays al l t he emphasi s on t he necessar i l y f et i shi st i c

char act er of ever yday t hi nki ng i n capi t al i st soci et y i n gener al . Theor y can l ocat e

t he emanci pat or y i mpul ses of i t s own subj ect and addr essee, t he wor ki ng cl ass,

onl y i n t he f or m of unar t i cul at ed needs, f r ust r at i ons and anxi et i es or , mor e
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usual l y, i n t hat of " obj ect i ve i nt er est s" . I t t her eby by- passes t he pr obl em t hat

even " spont aneous" r esi st ance t o capi t al i st soci et y f i nds i t s expr essi on i n def i ni t e

cul t ur al f or ms . ( I t was Gr amsci who f i r st f aced t he pr obl ems i nvol ved i n t hi s

phenomenon. ) The Mar xi an t heor y of i deol ogy t her ef or e i n f act assi mi l at es t he

r el at i onshi p of cr i t i cal t heor y and i t s addr essees i nt o t he model of " l ear ni ng a

sci ence" . Thi s i n t ur n seems t o r evoke t he r adi cal concept i on of t he cr i t i cal t heor y

i t sel f . Mar x' s near - cont empt uous at t i t ude t o ever yt hi ng t hat t oday woul d be

l abel l ed as " wor ki ng cl ass cul t ur e" - consi der hi s di sput e wi t h Wei t l i ng- r at her

dr amat i cal l y i l l ust r at es t hi s poi nt .

But , above al l , t he pr obl ems associ at ed wi t h t hi s pr ogr amof over comi ng t he

" i l l usi ons of i deol ogy" t hr ough a si mul t aneous " sci ent i sat i on and popul ar i sa-

t i on" of t heor y and cul t ur e i n gener al ar e of a pr act i cal nat ur e. I f t he shi bbol et h so

of t en hear d t oday- " t he cr i si s of Mar xi sm" - has any meani ng at al l , i t shoul d

desi gnat e a whol e hi st or i cal pr ocess whose end r esul t we ar e now f aci ng. Thi s

pr ocess i s one i n whi ch, i n a si t uat i on of deep and gener al l y r ecogni sed soci al

cr i si s, Mar xi st t heor y enj oys an unpr ecedent ed " sci ent i f i c" ( i . e . , academi c)

r espect abi l i t y, whi l e at t he same t i me i t s t heor et i cal l y " r espect abl e" ( i nt el l ect u-

al l y honest and ser i ous) f or ms have no i mpact or connect i on wi t h r adi cal soci al

movement s of any ki nd. I n a sense, t he hi st or y of Mar xi smhas t ur ned f ul l ci r cl e.
I n t hese t i mes, Mar xi an t heor y has r epr oduced t hat i ni t i al si t uat i on whi ch i t so
conf i dent l y set out t o change- t he compl et e di vor ce bet ween t heor y and pr ac-

t i ce . I f one i s i ncl i ned, however , t o t r ace back ( at l east par t i al l y) t hi s f ai l ur e t o t he

or i gi nal sel f - i nt er pr et at i on of t he t heor y- t o i t s l ack of cr i t i cal r ef l ect i on upon

i t sel f as a speci f i c cul t ur al f or m- one shoul d al so r emember t hat t he hi st or i cal

exper i ence of r adi cal at t empt s t o chal l enge di r ect l y t he aut onomy of hi gh cul t ur e

i n t he name of soci al emanci pat i on have pr oved t o be equal l y negat i ve, and of t en

even much mor e di sast r ous . These chal l enges t o aut onomous hi gh cul t ur e have

been assi mi l at ed i nt o t he domi nant i nst i t ut i onal f or ms of cul t ur al pr oduct i on

and r ecept i on wi t h conspi cuous ease ( as i n t he case of many ar t i st i c exper i ment s

and movement s : Br echt , sur r eal i sm, et c . ) ; or ( as t he case of t he Bol shevi k

pr ogr amof t he " pol i t i ci zat i on" of cul t ur e i ndi cat es) t hey have r esul t ed i n t he

t r ansf or mat i on of hi gh cul t ur e i nt o i deol ogy i n t he cr udest sense- i nt o sheer
apol ogi es f or t he exi st i ng r el at i ons of domi nance and oppr essi on, whi ch as a

consequence become cul t ur al l y desol at e. To under st and t hi s hi st or y, t o " appl y"

t he t heor y of i deol ogy t o t he t heor y of i deol ogy i t sel f , t oday seems t o be a

necessar y and unavoi dabl e t ask.

Not es

Gener al Phi l osophy

Uni ver si t y of Sydney

Aust r al i a

1 . Mar x- Engel s Wer ke ( Ber l i n, 1958) , vol . 3, p. 49 ( her eaf t er ci t ed as MEW) .

2. 1 shoul d i ndi cat e at t hi s poi nt t hat f et i shi sm- t he hi st or i cal l y speci f i c f or m of ever yday con-



3 . Gr undr i sse ( Ber l i n, 1953) , pp. 136- 137.

GYORGY M, 4RKUS

sci ousness under capi t al i sm- does not f or Mar x r epr esent t he sol e t ype of soci al l y i nduced

di st or t i ons of exper i ence and i nt er pr et at i on of t he wor l d i n whi ch i ndi vi dual s i mmedi at el y l i ve .

I n r el at i on t o pr e- capi t al i st soci et i es, he makes at l east f l eet i ng r ef er ences t o t he " i dol at r y of

nat ur e" as an hi st or i cal phenomenon anal ogous t o f et i shi sm. As t he t hi r d vol ume of Capi t al

makes cl ear , t hi s i dol at r y i nvol ves bot h t he per soni f i cat i on of nat ur al f or ces and t hi ngs upon

whi ch human act i vi t i es ar e st i l l dependent and t hecor r espondi ng nat ur al i sat i on of soci al r ol es, i n

whi ch r el at i ons of per sonal dependence and bondage mani f est t hemsel ves .

4 . See, f or exampl e, MEW, Vol . 26, 1, pp . 145- 146, 256- 259.

5 . Thi s abbr evi at ed t er mi nol ogy i s cer t ai nl y qui t e al i en t o Mar x . The onl y pl ace ( t o my knowl edge)

wher e he expl i ci t l y f or mul at es a cont r ast r esembl i ng t he one dr awn her e i s i n hi s cr i t i ci sm of

Scor ch ( MEW, vol . 26, 1, p. 257 ; see al so p . 377) , wher e he di st i ngui shes t he " i deol ogi cal

component s of t he r ul i ng cl ass" f r omi t s " f r ee cul t ur al - spi r i t ual ( gei st i ge) pr oduct i on" . Fr omt he

st andpoi nt of hi s whol e t heor y, t hi s l at t er ( and cer t ai nl y acci dent al ) desi gnat i on i s r at her

quest i onabl e, and i s t her ef or e not used her e.

6. See, f or exampl e, Mar x' s gener al char act er i zat i on of vul gar economy i n MEW, vol . 26, 3,

pp. 430- 494 .

7 . Cf . i bi d. , vol . 26, 1, pp . 40- 48, 60- 69 ; vol . 26, 2, pp . 100, 161- 166, 214- 217; vol . 26, 3,

pp. 491- 494, 504.

8. The f ol l owi ngf or mul at i on i s r at her t ypi cal of t hi s t r ai nof t hought i n Mar x : " Cl assi cal economi cs

pear as bear er s of t he l at t er , t he var i ous f i xed and mut ual l y al i en f or ms of weal t h t o t hei r i nner

uni t y and t o st r i p t hemof t hat char act er due t o whi ch t hey st and si de by si de, i ndi f f er ent t owar d

each ot her ; i t seeks t o compr ehend t he i nt er nal i nt er connect i on apar t f r om t he mul t i pl i ci t y of

f or ms of appear ance . . . I n t hi s anal ysi s, cl assi cal economi cs now and agai n f al l s i nt o cont r adi c-

t i ons ; i t of t en at t empt s t o accompl i sh t hi s r educt i on andt o demonst r at e t he i dent i t y of t he sour ce

of t he var i ous f or ms di r ect l y, wi t hout medi at i ng l i nks . However , t hi s necessar i l y f ol l ows f r om i t s

anal yt i c met hod, wi t h whi ch t hecr i t i que and compr ehensi on i nevi t abl y begi ns . I t has no i nt er est

i n genet i cal l y devel opi ng t he var i ous f or ms, onl y an i nt er est i n t hei r anal yt i c r educt i on and

uni f i cat i on, because i t depar t s f r om t hese f or ms as gi ven pr emi ses . . . Cl assi cal economi cs ul t i -

mat el y f ai l s, and i s def i ci ent because i t concei ves t hegr ound- f or m of capi t al , pr oduct i on di r ect ed

t owar ds t he appr opr i at i on of al i en l abour , not as a soci al f or m, but as t he nat ur al f or mof soci al

pr oduct i on- a mode of compr ehensi on f or t hedi scar di ng of whi ch i t i t sel f cl ear s t he way" ( i bi d. ,

vol . 26, 3, pp . 490- 491) .

9. I bi d. , vol . 3, pp . 432- 433 ; see al so Gr undr i sse, pp. 82- 83.

10. Gr undr i sse, pp. 584, 586 .

11 . MEW, vol . 23, p . 393.

12. Gr undr i sse, p. 31 .

13 . See, f or exampl e, i bi d. , p . 313 : " Just as pr oduct i on f ounded on capi t al cr eat es, on t he one hand,

uni ver sal i ndust r i ousness- i . e. , sur pl us- l abour , val ue- cr eat i ng l abour - so i t cr eat es, on t heot her

hand, a syst em of gener al expl oi t at i on of t he nat ur al and human qual i t i es, a syst em of gener al

ut i l i t y . Bot h sci ence i t sel f and al l t he physi cal and ment al qual i t i es appear as bear er s of t he l at t er ,

whi l e t her e appear s t o be not hi ng hi gher - i n- i t sel f , not hi ng l egi t i mat e- f or - i t sel f out si de t hi s ci r cl e

of soci al pr oduct i on and exchange . . . Hence t he gr eat ci vi l i si ng i nf l uence of capi t al . . . For t he

f i r st t i me, nat ur e becomes a mer e obj ect f or humani t y, a mer e mat t er of ut i l i t y ; i t ceases t o be

r ecogni zed as a power f or i t sel f ; and t he t heor et i cal knowl edge of i t s aut onomous l aws i t sel f

appear s mer el y as a r use t o subj ugat e i t under human needs, ei t her as an obj ect of consumpt i on, or

as a means of pr oduct i on . "
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14 . The f i r st of t wo quot at i ons appear i n Resul t at e des unmi t t el bar en Pr odukt i onspr ozesses, Mar x-
Engel s Ar chi v ( Moscow, 1933) , vol . 2, vi i , pp . 156 and 160; t he r ef er ence t o " uni ver sal l abour " i s
f ound i n MEW, vol . 25, p. 114 ; t he l ast t wo sent ences ar e t aken r espect i vel y f r omGr undr i sse, pp.
586 and 439 .
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