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AAi s Kont os

I r et ur n l i nk by l i nk al ong t he i r on chai ns

of memor y t o t he ci t y whi ch we i nhabi t ed so

br i ef l y t oget her : t he ci t y whi ch used us . . .

pr eci pi t at ed i n us conf l i ct s whi ch wer e her s

and whi ch we mi st ook f or our own . . . .

I see at l ast t hat none of us i s pr oper l y t o

be j udged f or what happened i n t he past . I t

i s t he ci t y whi ch shoul d be j udged t hough we,

i t s chi l dr en, must pay t he pr i ce .

Capi t al l y, what i s t hi s ci t y of our s?
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Lawr ence Dur r el l

Any ser i ous, phi l osophi cal i nqui r y i nt o t he quest i on of human needs i s a

nor mat i ve di scour se whi ch must consi der t he ont ol ogi cal st at us of needs .

Ont ol ogy and human needs ar e so i nt er - connect ed t hat no meani ngf ul con-

si der at i on of t he one wi t hout t he ot her i s possi bl e . We cannot af f i r m cer t ai n

needs as t r ul y human and t hus vi t al t o our sel f - f ul f i l ment , and at t he same t i me

pr et end t o know not hi ng about t he ont ol ogy of t he i ndi vi dual bei ngs t o whom

we at t r i but e such needs . Nor can we cl ai m t o know t he essence of human

bei ngs but be bl i ssf ul l y i gnor ant as t o t he needs t hi s essence i mpl i es .

An ont ol ogy i mpl i es cer t ai n needs and cer t ai n needs pr esuppose an ont ol ogy

t o whi ch t hey cor r espond ; be t hey expl i ci t or i mpl i ci t , ont ol ogi cal assumpt i ons

ar e i nevi t abl e i n r el at i on t o t he quest i on of human needs . The ver y st r uct ur e of

' For my f r i end At o Sekyi - Ot u ; wounded by col oni al i sm, hi st or y' s bi zar r e pol i t i cal con-

t i ngency, he r et ai ned hi s f i del i t y t o bot h, t he memor y of l ost , anci ent , myt hi c ki ngdoms, and

t he poet r y of t he pr omi se of t he f ut ur e .
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our mi nd r ender s i t i mpossi bl e, i ndeed i nconcei vabl e, ot her wi se . Tr y t o

i magi ne a human f ace wi t hout i magi ni ng any i dent i f i abl e f eat ur es . I f you can

do t hat t hen you can al so sever ont ol ogy and needs . Such sever ance def i es t he

nat ur e of our ment al const r uct s and i nt el l ect ual concept ual i zat i ons .

I n t hi s essay I pr opose t he i ndi spensabi l i t y of an ont ol ogi cal ar gument

r egar di ng human needs and pr oceed t o suggest a concept ual cl ar i f i cat i on, as a

pr ol egomenon t o a per spect i ve f or t he r esol ut i on of t he pr obl emof compet i ng

ont ol ogi cal cl ai ms . I n doi ng so I dr aw upon r el evant aspect s of t he t hought of

C. B. Macpher son and Her ber t Mar cuse . My ul t i mat e ai m her e i s t o addr ess

cr i t i cal l y Lei ss' cl ai m r egar di ng ont ol ogy and f al se needs .

A meani ngf ul anal ysi s and eval uat i on of t he qual i t y of human l i f e cannot be

i ni t i at ed i f t he nat ur e of human bei ngs i s ei t her pr esumed t o be unknown or

non- exi st i ng . , Such anal ysi s cannot go beyond mer e descr i pt i on of ex-

t er nal i t i es . The quest i on of qual i t y i nvol ves val ues, r el at i ons, j udgment s and

cr i t i cal i nt er pr et at i on . None of t hese i s possi bl e i f one adopt s t he hol l ow vi ew

t hat ever yt hi ng i s equal l y i nessent i al or essent i al . We al l know t he st er i l i t y of

t hat pseudo- sci ent i f i c st udy of pol i t i cal l i f e whi ch, wi t h i mmense i di ocy, sought

t o di vor ce f act s f r omval ues . Avowed empi r i ci st s del ude t hemsel ves i n bel i evi ng

t hat f act s ar e vi si bl y di scer ni bl e, l i ke sol i d obj ect s ; or t hat t he t r ut h of a f act ual

uni ver se i s sel f - evi dent and t hus f ul l y and f r eel y accessi bl e ; or t hat what

const i t ut es a soci al f act i s i nst ant l y and unambi guousl y decl ar ed . Those ecst at i c

cr eat ur es who bel i eve t hey have ent er ed t he r eal m of pr of ound anal ysi s shoul d

be r emi nded of Shakespear e' s el egant wor ds : " a t al e t ol d by an i di ot , f ul l of

sound and f ur y, si gni f yi ng not hi ng" . z Ther e ar e no al t er nat i ves t o i nt el l i gent ,

i magi nat i ve, cr i t i cal i nt er pr et at i on .

Theor y possesses no magi cal met hod f or t he r esol ut i on of t he ont ol ogi cal

i ssue . Nei t her t echni ques, nor mechani cal syst ems exi st . Ont ol ogy must be

deci pher ed wi t hi n t he f l ux and t ur moi l of hi st or i cal t i me . The st r uggl e wi t h t he

r i ddl e of hi st or y i s di f f i cul t , but not i mpossi bl e . Hi st or y of f er s us no vant age

poi nt , no Ar chi medean poi nt f r om whi ch a panor ami c vi ew of i t s t opogr aphy

woul d yi el d aut omat i cal l y t he t r ut h of i t s i nner st r uct ur e - i t s essence, our

essence . Hi st or y must be i nt er r ogat ed f r om wi t hi n . We ar e i mmer sed i n

hi st or y . 3 We ar e not hi ng out si de hi st or y . We ar e our hi st or y, but we ar e al so

mor e t han any hi st or i cal act ual i t y . We ar e ont ol ogi cal l y const i t ut ed by

hi st or i cal l y devel opi ng .

The quest i on of ont ol ogy has been cent r al t o pol i t i cal t heor y f r om i t s ver y

anci ent begi nni ngs . The per enni al t ensi on bet ween appear ance and r eal i t y

const i t ut es t he pr obl emof essence i n phi l osophy . Pl at o' s al l egor y of t he cave i s

t he f i r st i n a ser i es of such ar t i cul at i ons . Pl at o' s al l egor y seeks t o capt ur e i n a

t i mel ess, non- di al ect i cal f or mt he di scr epancy bet ween appear ance and r eal i t y .

The supr eme t ask of cr i t i cal t hought has been, and st i l l r emai ns, t o unvei l
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ont ol ogy wi t hi n hi st or y . Thi s i s not t o i mpl y t hat ont ol ogy, l i ke t hose pr i ncesses

i n f ai r y t al es, l i es dor mant awai t i ng t he magi c ki ss of her pr i nce t o awaken and

f i nd et er nal happi ness . Thi s i s a f ool ' s par adi se, not ont ol ogy . Ador no' s

el egant , cr ypt i c r ef l ect i ons f r om damaged l i f e shoul d di spel any such nai vet e .

Nor i s ont ol ogy a sol i d, i ner t obj ect t o be seen and t ouched by doubt i ng

Thomases . Rat her , i t i s l i ke beaut y and i nt el l i gence . They exi st nowher e but i n

beaut i f ul and i nt el l i gent obj ect s and bei ngs . They const i t ut e char act er i st i c

pr oper t i es of obj ect s and bei ngs but cannot be f ound i ndependent l y of such

obj ect s or bei ngs ( j ust as i n or di nar y l anguage no qual i t i es at t r i but ed by an

adj ect i ve can exi st apar t f r om a noun, a subj ect , t o whi ch such qual i t i es ar e

at t r i but ed) .

The f act t hat ont ol ogy i s not embedded i n t he r eal mof empi r i cal r eal i t y, t hat

i t i s not subj ect t o i mmedi at e vi si bi l i t y, does not mean t hat i t i s a myst er i ous

ent i t y or an i l l usi on . Nor does i t mean t hat ont ol ogy can or must be det er mi ned

a pr i or i . To speak of ont ol ogi cal assumpt i ons we need not , and shoul d not ,

i nvi t e ei t her met aphysi cal myst er i es or t heol ogi cal di vi ni t i es or pr econcei ved,

ossi f i ed syst ems of measur e .

Hi st or y, l i ke empi r i cal r eal i t y, does not di scl ose i t s t r ut h wi t hout

phi l osophi cal scr ut i ny and i nt er pr et at i on . Hi st or y al one, unai ded by

phi l osophy, st ands mut e bef or e i t s own r i ddl e . Hi st or y wi t hout t he

enl i ght enment of a phi l osophy of hi st or y i s not hi ng but a babel of con-

t r adi ct i ons, t he f usi on of appear ances and r eal i t y, t he t hought l ess i nt er pl ay of

l i ght and dar kness . Phi l osophy st eps i nt o t he f l ux of hi st or i cal t i me t o har ness

i t s mul t i pl e, cont r adi ct or y mani f est at i ons . To r ender hi st or y coher ent and

meani ngf ul , i t i s i mper at i ve t hat we di st i ngui sh appear ance f r om r eal i t y, t he

t r ue f r omt he f al se, t he human f r omt he i nhuman .

C. B . Macpher son i n hi s r ecent essay " Needs and Want s : an Ont ol ogi cal or

Hi st or i cal Pr obl em?" 4 of f er s a br i ef , i nsi ght f ul anal ysi s and eval uat i on of t he

var i ous vi ews of needs i n t he moder n t r adi t i ons of pol i t i cal t heor y . Mac-

pher son' s mai n t hesi s i s t hat ont ol ogi cal assumpt i ons ar e necessar y ( I woul d say

i ndi spensabl e) i n any consi der at i on of human needs and t hat t he pr obl em of

needs must be seen as bot h an ont ol ogi cal and an hi st or i cal one . Bot h of t hese

di mensi ons ar e necessar y because t he ont ol ogi cal al one coul d easi l y l apse i nt o

an i mmut abl e concept of human nat ur e i mmune t o t he passage of t i me and

changi ng hi st or i cal ci r cumst ances . Thi s woul d amount t o a deni al of a

devel opment al per spect i ve . Al one, t he hi st or i cal di mensi on l apses i nt o

r el at i vi sm because i t cannot pr ovi de a qual i t at i ve cr i t er i on f or di f f er ent i at i ng

essence f r om appear ance . Ever yt hi ng becomes engul f ed by t he one-

di mensi onal i t y of hi st or y . Unt ouched by hi st or y, ont ol ogy i s r educed t o an

i ner t , unr eal cl ai m; unt ouched by ont ol ogy, hi st or y cannot acknowl edge i t s

i nhumani t y .

2 7



ALKI SKONTOS

Macpher son caut i ons us r egar di ng t he di st i nct i on bet ween needs - t hi ngs

absol ut el y necessar y t o sust ai n human l i f e - and want s, t hi ngs not necessar y

but gr at i f yi ng . He t el l s us t hat t hi s di st i nct i on i s bot h i nsul ar , mai nt ai ned i n

t he Engl i sh l anguage but not , f or exampl e, i n Fr ench or Ger man, and

i deol ogi cal - onl y t he l i ber al t r adi t i on makes or comes cl ose t o maki ng i t .

Al t hough Macpher son' s cr i t i que exposes t he weakness, i nadequacy, and

danger , of t he needs- want s di st i nct i on, and al t hough he pr oposes i t s r ej ect i on,

he cont i nues t o make use of i t f or no appar ent r eason .

I suggest t hat any such di st i nct i on be di scar ded . s I t per mi t s t he i nt r oduct i on

of an ar t i f i ci al and mi sl eadi ng separ at i on bet ween sur vi val and condi t i ons of

exi st ence beyond mer e sur vi val . The di st i nct i on pr oduces a hi at us bet ween t he

f act of sur vi val and t he qual i t at i ve condi t i ons of a genui nel y human l i f e, whi ch

i nsul at es t he f i r st and under mi nes t he nor mat i ve si gni f i cance of t he second . I t

i s not t he ser i al i t y of sur vi val needs and needs beyond mer e sur vi val , whi ch

char act er i zes human needs, but t he combi nat i on of t hese di mensi ons - a

combi nat i on whi ch i s war r ant ed ont ol ogi cal l y but sat i sf i ed hi st or i cal l y . Fur -

t her mor e, t he f act t hat t hese t wo di mensi ons ar e combi ned i n human needs

pr ecl udes t he di st i l l at i on, even i f onl y f or pur poses of anal ysi s, of t hei r sur vi val

di mensi on . Because t hey ar e mani f est ed and sat i sf i ed cul t ur al l y t hey ar e no

l onger ' .bi ol ogi cal , but bi o- soci al . Thus t hey ar e mor e compl ex i n t hei r concr et e

hi st or i ci t y t han i n t hei r abst r act l y concept ual i zed f unct i on . What t hese needs

sat i sf y cannot be sever ed f r om how t hey meet t hi s f unct i on - t hei r mode of

sat i sf act i on . Food and sex ar e exampl es of sur vi val needs whi ch woul d be

sever el y i mpover i shed, i f r educed t o t hei r mer el y necessar y f unct i on . A

compl ex, sophi st i cat ed const el l at i on of soci o- cul t ur al modes of sat i sf act i on

woul d be const r i ct ed t o i t s mi ni mum bi ol ogi cal r oot s . I n cont r ast , t he

di st i nct i on we need i s one bet ween t r ul y human and f al se needs - ont ol ogy

and domi nat i on .

Macpher son devel ops f our mai n cat egor i es of moder n t heor i es of needs and

el abor at es t hei r cor r espondi ng ont ol ogi cal assumpt i ons . The cat egor i es ar e : ( 1)

Rousseau ; ( 2) Li ber al I ndi vi dual i sm; ( 3) Et hi cal Li ber al i sm; and ( 4) Mar x .

Macpher son' s br i ef anal ysi s di scl oses Rousseau' s ar gument r egar di ng t he

gr adual hi st or i cal devel opment , i ncr ease t he f i nal degener at i on of nat ur al

man' s si mpl e physi cal needs . The t r ansval uat i on of nat ur al needs, t hei r

qual i t y, t hr ough t he quant i t y of ar t i f i ci al needs per mi t s Rousseau t o asser t hi s

val ues of equal i t y and f r eedom, and t o af f i r m hi s di st i nct i on of nat ur al / ar -

t i f i ci al needs . Needs ar e vi ewed by Rousseau as bot h hi st or i cal and ont ol ogi cal

but t he gl or i f i cat i on of nat ur al needs i s r ej ect ed by Macpher son, and cor r ect l y

so . Nat ur e becomes, i n a par adi gmat i c sense, t r ans- hi st or i cal . I t woul d be mor e

accur at e t o speak of cul t ur al l y det er mi ned needs and dr aw t he di st i nct i on be-

t ween needs f r eel y devel oped and needs i n ef f ect " i mposed by a pr edat or y

cul t ur e" . 6
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Macpher son' s cr i t i ci sm of t he Li ber al I ndi vi dual i st s - pr i mar i l y t he cl assi cal

pol i t i cal economi st s and t he Ut i l i t ar i ans - i s t hat t he essent i al post ul at e

oper at i ve her e i s t hat ever y i ndi vi dual ' s needs nat ur al l y i ncr ease endl essl y,

wi t hout l i mi t . Thi s i ncr ease i s vi ewed by i t s pr oponent s as posi t i ve . Macpher son

sees her e a t ot al l y unhi st or i cal vi ew whi ch, because i t accept s t he capi t al i st

mar ket soci et y, di sal l ows any qual i t at i ve di st i nct i ons bet ween needs .

Et hi cal Li ber al i sm: t he l i ber al i sm of J . S . Mi l l , T . H. Gr een, L . T . Hobhouse,

and a host of t went i et h cent ur y f ol l ower s, r ej ect ed t he mer e quant i t y of cl assi cal

l i ber al i sm. The i mpor t ance of qual i t y i s st r essed . Man i s not seen as i nf i ni t e

consumer but r at her as exer t er and devel oper of al l hi s capaci t i es . I nt el l ect ual ,

mor al and aest het i c needs ar e af f i r med . Macpher son' s obj ect i on t o t hi s

l i ber al i sm i s t hat i t f ai l s t o t ake i nt o account t he r ol e of capi t al i st mar ket soci et y

i n t he genesi s of cer t ai n depl or abl e needs .

Wi t h Mar x, Macpher son r ej ect s t he possessi ve, al i enat ed soci et y . For Mar x

t he t r ul y human need consi st s i n " cr eat i ve t r ansf or mat i on of nat ur e and of

onesel f and one' s r el at i ons wi t h one' s f el l ows" . ' Wi t h Mar x we have a pr oper

under st andi ng of t he dual di mensi on of human needs - ont ol ogy and hi st or y .

Fur t her mor e, accor di ng t o Macpher son, no r ank- or der or hi er ar chy of needs i s

suggest ed by Mar x, nor i s i t necessar y . Rank or der i ng i s unhi st or i cal - un-

changi ng human nat ur e must be post ul at ed . I n a br i ef but devast at i ng

exami nat i on of Masl ow' s hi er ar chi cal scheme of needs, Macpher son r e- af f i r ms

Mar x' s super i or appr oach .

Macpher son t el l us t hi s : No needs can be af f i r med wi t hout an ont ol ogi cal

post ul at e ; t he val i di t y of an ont ol ogi cal post ul at e, and consequent l y of i t s

cor r espondi ng needs, depends on t he accur acy wi t h whi ch ont ol ogy and hi st or y

ar e per cei ved . A bal anced, t r ut hf ul vi ew woul d not r ender ont ol ogy ent er nal l y

f i xed nor woul d i t accept hi st or y' s devel opment s bl i ndl y . Fr ee, cr eat i ve act i vi t y

becomes t he measur e of hi st or y' s humanl y appr opr i at e devel opment .

I n a char act er i st i cal l y l uci d sket ch of t he cent r al f eat ur es and l ogi c of t he

moder n t r adi t i ons of pol i t i cal t heor y, Macpher son, i n accor d wi t h Mar x,

suggest s t hat not al l of hi st or y i s good but t hat al l t hat i s good i s i n hi st or y

r egar di ng t he quest i on of human needs .

I n Macpher son' s own t heor y, ont ol ogi cal consi der at i ons ar e cent r al , and so

ar e hi st or i cal devel opment s . Hi s semi nal anal ysi s and cr i t i que of possessi ve

i ndi vi dual i sm and par t i cul ar l y hi s br i l l i ant t r eat ment of Hobbes r est on t he

Mar xi an i nsi ght t hat t he hi st or i cal r eal i t y of t he mar ket soci et y has been on-

t ol ogi zed . Rousseau was t he f i r st t o cl ai m t hat nei t her Hobbes nor Locke

managed t o r each f ar enough i nt o nat ur al man . They di d not st r i p man of al l

hi s soci al l y acqui r ed at t r i but es . Macpher son' s cl ai m i s t hat Hobbes' nat ur al

man, man i n t he st at e of nat ur e ( I t r eat t he Hobbes st udy as t he pr ot ot ype, i t i s

al so t he most f asci nat i ng) i s a pr oj ect i on of ci vi l i sed man, an anal ysi s of men i n
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est abl i shed soci al r el at i onshi ps, est abl i shed i n a speci f i c soci et y - capi t al i st

mar ket soci et y . He al so ar gues t hat Hobbes di d gr asp accur at el y t he soci al

st r uct ur e of hi s t i me . Thi s i s why Macpher son i s so met i cul ous i n demonst r at i ng

t hat i ndeed Engl and was what Hobbes per cei ved her t o be . Hi s st udy moves on

t wo l evel s, t he i nt er nal - t ext ual , and t he ext er nal - empi r i cal .

Hobbes, a bour geoi s t heor i st , por t r ays accur at el y hi s soci et y but gr ant s hi s

por t r ayal an ont ol ogi cal st at us . Hobbes r emai ns f or Macpher son t he f i er cel y

accur at e anal yst of capi t al i st mar ket r el at i ons . Macpher son' s f asci nat i on wi t h

Hobbes i s t he l at t er ' s anal yt i cal abi l i t y ; Macpher son' s r ej ect i on of Hobbes i s t he

l at t er ' s i nabi l i t y t o di f f er ent i at e ont ol ogy f r om hi st or y . Wher e Hobbes

descr i bes, Mar x r est or es r eal i t y . Hobbes and Mar x ar e t he i nt el l ect ual pol es of

Macpher son' s t hought .

Macpher son' s t r eat ment of Hobbes t el l s us t hi s about our sel ves : al i enat ed

and dehumani zed i n our mar ket r el at i ons, we shoul d not see our negat i on as

our essent i al sel f . Macpher son' s ont ol ogi cal post ul at e i nsi st s on f r ee, cr eat i ve

act i vi t y ; he f r equent l y speaks of t he f r ee devel opment of human capaci t i es ; t he

i ndi vi dual i s seen as essent i al l y a doer , a cr eat or , an exer t er of ener gy, an act or . "

I n' or der t o under st and Macpher son' s t hought i t i s i mper at i ve t o r eal i ze t hat

t he f undament al cont ext i n whi ch hi s anal ysi s oper at es i s t hat of l i ber al -

democr at i c t heor y - i t s cont r adi ct i ons - and of capi t al i st mar ket r el at i ons .

The f i r st const i t ut es t he l i mi t i ng cont ext ; Macpher son def i nes hi s i nt el l ect ual

pr oj ect as an at t empt " t o wor k out a r evi si on of l i ber al - democr at i c t heor y, a

r evi si on whi ch cl ear l y owes a good deal t o Mar x, i n t he hope of maki ng t hat

t heor y mor e democr at i c whi l e r escui ng t hat val uabl e par t of t he l i ber al

t r adi t i on whi ch i s submer ged when l i ber al i sm i s i dent i f i ed wi t h capi t al i st

mar ket r el at i ons" . 9 Man as i nf i ni t e appr opr i at or cont r adi ct s man t he exer t er ,

enj oyer , and devel oper of hi s essent i al power s . Thi s i s so because t o appr opi at e

wi t hout l i mi t i s t o appr opr i at e l and and capi t al as wel l as goods f or con-

sumpt i on . Thi s consequent l y r esul t s i n al l t he l and and capi t al bei ng ap-

pr opr i at ed by some, l eavi ng t he r est wi t hout t hei r own means of l abour . Thi s i s

necessar i l y so i n a capi t al i st mar ket soci et y . I bel i eve i t i s because of t he l ogi co-

hi st or i cal cont r adi ct i on wi t hi n l i ber al - democr at i c t heor y t hat Macpher son' s

aver si on t o met aphysi cs does not damage hi s t r eat ment of ont ol ogy as i t coul d .

A gr eat deal r egar di ng ont ol ogy t hat war r ant s ar gument at i on and pr oof i s, i n

Macpher son' s case of l i ber al - democr at i c t heor y, al r eady gr ant ed as a f eat ur e of

t he uni ver se he wi shes t o r ehabi l i t at e .

That Macpher son does not agoni ze over cr uci al ont ol ogi cal and met aphysi cal

pr obl ems i s not because he i s obl i vi ous t o t hembut because hi s own goal car r i es

such speci f i ci t y t hat wi t hi n i t s boundar i es no such met aphysi cal pr obl ems ar i se .

The cont ext of hi s t heme i s t he pr obl emof l i ber al - democr at i c t heor y, hi s desi r e

t o r evi se and t hus r ect i f y i t . Thi s cont ext f or ces hi s anal ysi s t owar d t he concr et e
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pol i t i cal r eal i t y and di sal l ows hi mf r omunder t aki ng any abst r act phi l osophi cal

anal ysi s . I t i s t r ue t hat t emper ament al l y he i s not at t r act ed t o t he r eal m of

met aphysi cs . Consci ousl y he t r i es t o keep hi s cr i t i que as cl ose as possi bl e t o t he

r equi r ement s of hi s i nt el l ect ual pr oj ect . Macpher son' s cr i t i que of capi t al i st

mar ket r el at i ons on Mar xi an gr ounds i s t he r oad t hat can l ead hi s anal ysi s and

i nsi ght s wel l beyond t he l i ber al - democr at i c t heor et i cal per spect i ve and

pr edi cament .

The mast er anal yst of possessi ve i ndi vi dual i sm has achi eved t he si mul t aneous

est abl i shment of a pr eci se domai n of i nvest i gat i on and a t heor et i cal per spect i ve

expansi ve enough t o embr ace t he uni ver sal . Macpher son' s i mpeccabl e schol ar -

shi p and i l l umi nat i ng anal ysi s command our at t ent i on . The pr i nci pl es and

l ogi c of Macpher son' s own ont ol ogi cal post ul at es, as wel l as hi s cr i t i que of ot her

such post ul at es, st op shor t of a f ul l , syst emat i c i nvest i gat i on of ont ol ogy . That

Macpher son does br i l l i ant l y what he set out t o do and t hat such a t ask i s of gr eat

i mpor t ance, we shoul d have no doubt . St i l l , t he ont ol ogi cal ar gument war r ant s

mor e, especi al l y when r emoved f r om t he pr ot ect i ve l ogi c of l i ber al - democr at i c

t heor y .

Macpher son' s anal ysi s of ont ol ogy coul d be summar i zed as f ol l ows : ( 1)

al t hough ont ol ogi cal post ul at es ar e necessar y, not any such post ul at e wi l l do ;

( 2) ont ol ogy shoul d not be set apar t f r om hi st or y, but hi st or i cal devel opment s

must be eval uat ed f r om t he qual i t at i ve per spect i ve of ont ol ogy ; ( 3) f r eedom,

f r ee cr eat i ve act i vi t y i s t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e ; ( 4) soci et y must be r at i onal l y

or gani zed t o per mi t t he act ual i zat i on of t hi s post ul at e and f ul f i l l i t s cor r es-

pondi ng human needs .

Cer t ai nl y t hi s much suf f i ces f or Macpher son' s pur poses, but mor e must be

sai d about ont ol ogy and hi st or y, t hei r possi bl e di f f er ent i at i on and t he

val i dat i on of ont ol ogi cal post ul at es . For exampl e Macpher son ar gues t hat an

ont ol ogi cal post ul at e i s a val ue post ul at e and as such not ent i r el y a f act ual one .

Si nce post ul at es about human essence ar e val ue post ul at es, " t hey may pr oper l y

be di scar ded when t hey ar e seen t o be at odds wi t h new val ue j udgment s about

newl y possi bl e human goal s . " 10 Her e Macpher son i s r ef er r i ng t o t he post ul at e

of man' s essence as i nf i ni t e consumer , i nf i ni t e appr opr i at or . Logi cal and

t echnol ogi cal consi der at i ons per mi t us t o di scar d i t . " The post ul at e t hat i s

bei ng di scar ded i s now obsol et e . Thi s pr ocess of di scar di ng coul d pr ove

pr obl emat i cal . Cer t ai nl y t her e i s ambi gui t y i n Macpher son' s r ef er ence t o val ue

post ul at es and f act ual post ul at es . The f act t hat we can di scar d a post ul at e sur el y

i s evi dence of i t s i nval i dat i on i ndependent l y of i t s bei ng a val ue post ul at e as

opposed t o a f act ual one . A val i d val ue post ul at e woul d not be di scar ded .

Fur t her mor e, t he ar gument t hat i s empl oyed i n di scar di ng t hi s post ul at e does

not val i dat e t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e whi ch cl ai ms man t o be an exer t er , doer ,

devel oper . The negat i on of t he one post ul at e does not necessar i l y suppor t t he
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ot her except i n t he cont ext of l i ber al - democr at i c t heor y . I t i s t he di chot omous

hi st or i cal char act er of t he l i ber al - democr at i c par adi gm whi ch per mi t s Mac-

pher son' s f or ce of ar gument . I t must be bor ne i n mi nd t hat t he t wo post ul at es

of t he l i ber al - democr at i c par adi gm ar e not exhaust i ve . Ther e can be, and have

been, ot her qui t e di f f er ent post ul at es . One such post ul at e i nvol ves t he ascet i c

r ej ect i on of bot h capi t al i st possessi veness and r at i onal - t echnol ogi cal f oun-

dat i ons of f r eedom. Such a post ul at e cal l s f or r ef ut at i on on di st i nct gr ounds

r at her t han by associ at i on . I n anot her essay, Macpher son r ef er s t o t he supposed

i nf i ni t e desi r e f or ut i l i t i es as " t hi s per ver se, ar t i f i ci al , and t empor ar y concept of

man" . 12 Her e Macpher son l eaves no doubt t hat t hi s post ul at e i s i ncor r ect , t hat

i t pr et ends t o be ont ol ogi cal but i s not . Fr om a st r i ct l y phi l osophi cal poi nt of

vi ew t hi s i s pr eci sel y what must be est abl i shed : i ndependent gr ounds f or t he

val i dat i on of ont ol ogi cal post ul at es .

Thus I am cogni zant of t he i nher ent di f f i cul t i es i n t he at t empt t o val i dat e

t he t r ut h of t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e . However , I amal so adamant l y convi nced

of t he i ndi spensabi l i t y of ont ol ogi cal post ul at es, and hence t he i nescapabi l i t y

of at t empt s at val i dat i on . I do not expect unani mi t y on any pr oposed r esol ut i on

of t he pr obl emat i cal char act er of ont ol ogy, nor do I acknowl edge unani mi t y as

a val i dat i ng pr i nci pl e . The ar gument s, evi dence and i nf er ence t hat can be

pr esent ed i n suppor t of an ont ol ogi cal posi t i on, do not and cannot car r y t he

concl usi veness of a st r i ct l y empi r i cal asser t i on - nor i s ont ol ogy pr oven i n t he

manner and met hod of t he nat ur al sci ences . Nei t her t he apodi ct i c char act er of a

syl l ogi sm nor t he f or ce of a mat hemat i cal t heor emappl i es her e . Ont ol ogy i s not

demonst r abl e i n any of t hese senses . However , we shoul d not assume t hat

ont ol ogi cal post ul at es ar e ar bi t r ar y, mer e quest i ons of t ast e not amenabl e t o

l ogi cal i nf er ence, r at i onal di scour se, i nt el l i gent i nsi ght nor i magi nat i ve per -

cept i on and cr eat i vi t y .

To sear ch f or ont ol ogy as such, f or an ent i t y, woul d be vai n as wel l as i di ot i c .

We do not sear ch f or l ove i ndependent l y of l over s . Ont ol ogy i s empi r i cal l y

mani f est ed, or r at her , suggest ed . I t does not di scl ose i t sel f f ul l y f or i t i s al ways

i n a pr ocess, an hi st or i cal pr ocess of becomi ng . I t ake ont ol ogy t o be a set of

essent i al at t r i but es whi ch di scl ose t he essent i al human bei ng i n hi s/ her

member shi p i n t he speci es . These at t r i but es def i ne human bei ngs per . r e .

Wi t hi n t he gener a we must r ecogni ze t he uni que . The at t r i but es we name as

ont ol ogi cal ar e pot ent i al i t i es, capaci t i es, i n t he expr essi on of whi ch t he human

essence i s mani f est ed and r eal i sed . Thi s essence i s not a f i xed i mmut abl e

qual i t y of cer t ai n quant i t y . I t i s not f i xed l i ke t he physi cal di mensi ons of an

obj ect , i t s wei ght or vol ume . Rat her , i t i s l i ke a qual i t y whi ch char act er i zes

somet hi ng but whi ch t r anscends i t s speci f i c expr essi ons . Consi der ar t i st i c

t al ent . Wi t hout an obj ect i f i ed expr essi on/ per f or mance of i t we cannot know of

i t s exi st ence ; but no speci f i c expr essi on or expr essi ons of i t det er mi ne, r eveal or
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exhaust i t s t ot al i t y . The next expr essi on i s al ways qual i t at i vel y r oot ed i n t he

t al ent , but i t s concr et e speci f i ci t y r emai ns vei l ed i n i ndet er mi nacy unt i l f ul l y

obj ect i f i ed .

Ont ol ogi cal capaci t i es ar e not i dent i cal t o t el eol ogi cal vi ews of human

nat ur e . Tel os can mean a t er mi nal poi nt of ar r i val , compl et i on ; i t can al so

mean pur pose, or i ent at i on f or an ongoi ng voyage . I t i s t he f or mer whi ch I r ej ect

her e . Tel eol ogy suggest s a det er mi nat e t el os i n t he begi nni ng whi ch unf ol ds i n

t he passage of t i me : t he t r ee i s i n i t s seed, pot ent i al l y - mor e pr eci sel y i t i s

t her e act ual l y . Tel eol ogi cal vi ews ar e devel opment al onl y i n a f or mal sense . The

hi st or i cal di mensi on i s never an act i ve f eat ur e . The t el os can and mi ght be

pr event ed f r ommat er i al i zi ng ; however , wi t hout any negat i ve i nt er vent i on i t i s

secur e, and wi t h i t s ar r i val t he pr ocess t er mi nat es . Tel eol ogy pays l i p ser vi ce t o

hi st or y but i n r eal i t y i t af f i r ms an unhi st or i cal devel opment : pr econ-

cept ual i zat i on and unf ol di ng . Tel eol ogy of t hi s t ype as wel l as i nsi st ence on a

f i xed, r i gi d concept of human nat ur e bot h f ai l t o consi der t he hi st or i cal

exi st ence of ont ol ogy . They ar e ut t er l y axi omat i c . Thi s i s so because f r om t he

di ver si t y of hi st or i cal human behavi our and act i on a sel ect i on i s made as t r ul y

t est i f yi ng t o t he pr oposed i mage of human nat ur e . On what gr ound, however ,

can such an i mage be enunci at ed? Hi st or y t est i f i es i n par adoxes, i n i r oni c

opposi t es : war and peace, cr uel t y and gener osi t y, sacr i f i ce and expl oi t at i on,

suf f er i ng and j oy, knowl edge and i gnor ance . These cont r adi ct or y mani f est a-

t i ons r ef use t o di scl ose a coher ent pat t er n . Al one, such opposi t es of f er us a

ver i t abl e dual i sm. I n f or mal l ogi c ei t her t he dual i smwoul d have t o be accept ed

as t he t r ut h or we woul d have t o appr oach t he i mpr act i cabl e asser t i on t hat t her e

i s no human nat ur e . Thus, ei t her our at t empt t o under st and hi st or y' s dr ama

and t he nat ur e of i t s pr ot agoni st s must t er mi nat e i n t he mor ass of hi st or i cal

epi sodes, or , i n desper at el y ar bi t r ar y f ashi on, an a pr i or i concept of human

nat ur e must be advocat ed whi ch we pseudo- val i dat e by par t i al , ar t i f i ci al

hi st or i cal evi dence whi ch i t sel f i gnor es t he ot her si de of t he hi st or i cal dual i sms .

None of t hese al t er nat i ves ar e sat i sf act or y .

That ont ol ogi cal capaci t i es shoul d not be i magi ned as sol i dl y seal ed i n any

f or m t hat quant i f i es t hem, does not mean t hat t hese capaci t i es ar e i n const ant

mut at i on whi ch ei t her per mi t s t hei r qual i t at i ve r ever sal or pr ecl udes t hei r

r ecogni zabi l i t y . Ont ol ogy suggest s an or i ent at i on, a pr opensi t y or pr ocl i vi t y of

a cer t ai n qual i t y . j ust as i nt el l i gent t hought s emanat e f r om i nt el l i gence so i t i s

wi t h ont ol ogy . I t i mput es qual i t y, t he ont ol ogi cal l y essent i al one .

I vi sual i ze ont ol ogi cal capaci t i es as i nher ent and dynami c, i n const ant

di al ect i cal r el at i on wi t h hi st or i cal t i me and i t s emer gent st r uct ur es, mat er i al

and ment al . Onl y i n t hi s sense do t he ot her wi se unr esol vabl e and conf usi ng

hi st or i cal opposi t es ent er i nt o t he di al ect i c of appear ance and r eal i t y . They ar e

t r ansf or med i nt o meani ngf ul , act i ve di al ect i cal opposi t es . They ar e no l onger
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i sol at ed, i ner t cont r adi ct i ons . The di al ect i c embr aces act ual i t i es and pot en-

t i al i t i es . The act ual i s vi si bl e and conceal s pot ent i al i t y . I t i s t hi s di al ect i c whi ch

di scl oses ont ol ogy and r ender s i t si mul t aneousl y empi r i cal l y i nf er abl e and

i nt el l ect ual l y- i magi nat i vel y vi si bl e . Ont ol ogy i s not f ul l y of t he act ual but i t i s

f ul l y submer ged i n i t . I t i s r el at i onal , but di al ect i cal l y . I t i s t hi s di al ect i cal

r el at i on t hat Macpher son' s t hought ci r cumvent s al t hough i t i s per f ect l y capabl e

of accommodat i ng i t . Let us not f or get t hat Macpher son i s a cr i t i c of capi t al i st

mar ket r el at i ons f r oma Mar xi an per spect i ve .

Mar cuse' s t hought i s cent r ed upon such a di al ect i c . I t shoul d be poi nt ed out

t hat bot h Macpher son and Mar cuse post ul at e f r ee cr eat i ve act i vi t y as t he human

essence . Bot h of t hem, i n accor d wi t h Mar x, cl ai m t hat t he f ul l cont ent , t he

subst ant i ve expr essi on of a f r ee l i f e cannot and shoul d not be pr e- pl anned, pr e-

ar t i cul at ed ; t he cr eat i on of i t s subst ant i ve st r uct ur e r emai ns t he t ask of f r ee

i ndi vi dual s . 13 To pr onounce i t s cont ent i n advance i s t o ext i ngui sh t he ver y

meani ng of f r eedom.

That Mar cuse i mposes a Mar xi an per spect i ve on Fr eud' s t heor y, t her eby

dr awi ng t he di st i nct i on bet ween ont ol ogy and hi st or y, i s a wel l known f act . My

i nt ent i on her e i s not t o of f er a syst emat i c el abor at i on of Mar cuse' s t hought . 14

Mar cuse' s nar r at i ve of t he hi st or y of ci vi l i sat i on i s based on cer t ai n f un-

dament al concept ual di st i nct i ons . These di st i nct i ons usher i n qual i t at i ve

di f f er ent i at i ons whi ch per mi t t he i nt el l ect ual - empi r i cal deci pher ment of

hi st or y and ont ol ogy . These di st i nct i ons ar e :

Necessi t y : A per manent , i ner adi cabl e f eat ur e of human exi st ence, i t i s

pr esent what ever t he f or mof soci al or gani zat i on . Thi s i s t he r eal m of human

st r uggl e f or sur vi vi al . The mat er i al pr oduct i on of ever yday l i f e bel ongs her e .

Scar ci t y : I n a wor l d t oo poor t o sat i sf y human needs wi t hout const ant wor k,

scar ci t y i s t he exi st ent i al exper i ence of necessi t y . The f act of scar ci t y and t he

or gani zat i on of scar ci t y ar e not t he same t hi ng . 15

Sur pl us- r epr essi on : Addi t i onal , excess, unwar r ant ed r epr essi on, i t i s

r epr essi on over and above what i s necessar y f or t he mai nt enance of ci vi l i sed

human associ at i on . I t i s r epr essi on i n t he ser vi ce of soci al domi nat i on . Wi t h

t hi s concept , Mar cuse l i t er al l y f or ces us t o vi sual i ze t he non- i nevi t abi l i t y of

domi nat i on . I t consi st s of st r at a of r epr essi ve cont r ol s not necessi t at ed by

ci vi l i sat i on i t sel f . 16

Per f or mance pr i nci pl e : t he pr evai l i ng hi st or i cal f or m of t he r eal i t y pr i nci pl e

i n cont empor ar y ci vi l i sat i on . Under t hi s pr i nci pl e a soci et y i s st r at i f i ed ac-

cor di ng t o t he compet i t i ve economi c per f or mances of i t s member s . The f act of

sur pl us- r epr essi on i s empi r i cal l y mani f est ed i n t he or gani zat i onal , i nst i t ut i onal

st r uct ur es of t he pr evai l i ng hi st or i cal f or m of t he r eal i t y pr i nci pl e . I n t ur n,

t hese st r uct ur es oper at i onal i ze such sur pl us- r epr essi on .

Unf r eedom: I t i s di st i nct f r omt oi l , al i enat ed l abour , soci al domi nat i on . I t i s
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t he r at i onal i zed and t echnol ogi zed r eal m of soci al l y necessar y wor k . I t i s t he

hi ghest possi bl e amel i or at i on of human ef f or t and wor k i n t he r eal m of

necessi t y . Thi s humani zat i on of necessi t y does not suggest i t s er adi cat i on . Nor

does i t t r ansf or m necessi t y i nt o f r eedom. I t est abl i shes t he necessar y and

suf f i ci ent condi t i ons f or ont ol ogi cal r eal i sat i on : f r eedom.

Fr eedom: Human act i vi t y as an end i n i t sel f - t he expr essi on and f ul f i l ment

of t he human essence .

For Mar cuse t he opt i mal possi bl e human exi st ence woul d be def i ned by t he

co- exi st ence of unf r eedom and f r eedom wher e unf r eedom ser ves as t he

f oundat i on of f r eedom. Sur pl us- r epr essi on, i n any f or m, i s i ncompat i bl e wi t h

t hi s opt i mum. Because of t hi s necessar y r el at i onshi p bet ween unf r eedom and

f r eedom, t he l at t er cannot pr evai l i n t he absence of unf r eedom as def i ned

above . Cl ear l y t hen t he human condi t i on must be seen as devel opment al ; i t

f ol l ows t hat wher e soci et i es ar e pr ecl uded f r omat t ai ni ng t he necessar y mat er i al

base f or t he act ual i zat i on of f r eedom, t he onl y meani ngf ul goal i s t o amel i or at e

t he r eal m of necessi t y, of expl oi t at i on : t o r educe human suf f er i ng t o i t s

mi ni mum and t hus r ai se t he soci et y t o i t s maxi mum possi bl e l evel of

devel opment under t he pr evai l i ng mat er i al ci r cumst ances . Mat er i al i m-

pr ovement of i mpover i shed condi t i ons, par amount as i t mi ght be, shoul d not

l ead t o t he bel i ef t hat quant i t at i ve pr ogr ess i s t he meani ng of f r eedom - f ar

f r omi t . Capi t al i st mat er i al possessi veness i s not f r eedom. Nor , however , shoul d

we assume t hat not hi ng can or ought t o be done f or i mpr ovement because t he

mat er i al condi t i ons of t he hi st or i cal moment pr ecl ude f r eedom i n t he on-

t ol ogi cal sense . Si mpl y, we shoul d not conf use sur vi val wi t h t he condi t i ons of

sur vi val , nor shoul d we f or get t hat qual i t at i ve di st i nct i ons ar e necessar y t o any

meani ngf ul soci al cr i t i que and must bal ance t he possi bl e wi t h t he desi r abl e -

t he ont ol ogi cal l y desi r abl e .

For Mar cuse t he quest i on of ont ol ogy i s nei t her a st r i ct l y empi r i cal nor a

pur el y i nt el l ect ual i ssue . To pr oceed t owar d t he r ecogni t i on of ont ol ogy we

must ef f ect a genui ne r ecol l ect i on . Thi s i s not t o r ecal l t he anci ent , t i mel ess

past , but t o r econst i t ut e t he f r agment s i nt o a coher ent t ot al i t y, t o uni f y what

has been set assunder t hr ough al i enat i on and domi nat i on . Memor y - i n-

di vi dual and col l ect i ve - must r upt ur e i t s r epr essi ve pr i sons of amnesi a . Ar t ,
wher e t he gr eat r ef usal i s nour i shed and pr eser ved, must be seen as t est i f yi ng t o

t he per enni al , pr i mor di al condemnat i on of human suf f er i ng . These ar e sour ces
of evi dence and i nf er ence ; none of t hemal one suf f i ces . I n uni son t hey do not

val i dat e t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e of f r ee cr eat i ve act i vi t y as t he human essence .

However , al l t hese subl i me and most el ement al voi ces of past and pr esent

humani t y become sour ces of i magi nat i ve af f i r mat i ons of t ot al l y ot her wor l ds, of

a t ot al l y ot her dest i ny, a l eap i nt o a qual i t at i vel y di f f er ent f ut ur e . I t i s wi t h
such i mages and met aphor s t hat t he cr i t i cal spi r i t can st ep i nt o t he f l ux of
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hi st or i cal t i me wher e t he gor di an knot of ont ol ogy and hi st or y can be f or ced

l oose, wher e t he l abyr i nt h of appear ance and r eal i t y can be seen f or what i t i s i n

t he r ef l ect i on of t he di al ect i cal movement . Ther e, i n hi st or y, we can f i nd t he

act ual , concr et e negat i on of what t he i magi nat i on dr eams, of what cr i t i cal

t hi nki ng demands, of what r eason pr ocl ai ms . Hi st or i cal exper i ence becomes

t he concr et e deni al of t he r eal i sat i on of t he human essence . I n i t s i nver si on, t he

human essence i s t he evi dence of i t s t r ut h .

Dehumani zat i on, t hen, has a st r uct ur e and a l ogi c whi ch can be i nvest i gat ed

under t he auspi ces of cr i t i cal t hi nki ng . The pot ent i al i t y of f r eedom and

happi ness i s r ef l ect ed, al bei t t hr ough a gl ass dar kl y, i n t he hi st or i cal f or ms of

human suf f er i ng . I t s st udy and anal ysi s t ouch many cr uci al ar eas of human

exi st ence ; some ar e empi r i cal , ot her s ar e not .

When we begi n t o t hi nk ser i ousl y about ont ol ogy we must r eal i ze t hat our

t hi nki ng does not begi n f r om a desol at e not hi ng . We have t he t hought s and

dr eams of ot her s who pr eceded us . We have exper i ence, we have t he wor l d

bef or e our eyes . We have our own i ndi vi dual sel f . A f ul l syst emat i c anal ysi s and

ar t i cul at i on of our ont ol ogi cal di mensi on must ul t i mat el y be t he gr ound upon

whi ch' ' we cl ai m our own sel f - i dent i t y . Such gr ound cannot be ei t her f ul l y

subj ect i ve or f ul l y obj ect i ve . I t must be bot h, br i dged i n consci ousness and

i magi nat i on .

When we t ur n t o t he dehumani zed soci al wor l d we must see i ndi vi dual

dest i ni es i n t hei r f ul l negat i on . When ont ol ogi cal capaci t i es ar e bei ng deni ed i t

does not mean, at l east not yet , t hat t hey have been el i mi nat ed . They ar e exi l ed

t o t he i nt er i or .

What i s al i ve, even i f exi l ed, mani f est s i t sel f . Thus t he gr and deni al of

ont ol ogy need not i ni t i at e t he gr eat r ef usal , but i t does show si gns of i t s

bet r ayal , of i t s f al se cl ai ms agai nst ont ol ogy . The f al se, as an act ual , concr et e

deni al of t he essence t hat i t masks, conf esses i t s secr et mi ser y .

Evi dence can be mar shal l ed t o show how cont r adi ct or y and hol l ow t hat

uni ver se i s, r i ddl ed wi t h anxi et y, l onel i ness, t r oubl ed sl eep, t he f r enzy of

possessi veness . Evi dence can be mar shal l ed t o i ndi cat e t he secr et meani ng of i t s

bel i ef s and val ues .

Syst emat i c i nvest i gat i on of t he mat er i al and val ue uni ver se of t he subj ect s of

domi nat i on woul d r eveal t hei r f al se par adi se . Mar x as a young man wr ot e of t he

dehumani zi ng ef f ect s of capi t al i sm. Hi s ut t er ances and condemnat i ons wer e

passi onat e and poet i c . He gave a f i er ce, penet r at i ng cr i t i que of t he t r ans-

val uat i on of val ues, t he i nhumani t y of money- capi t al . 17 He cal l ed money " t he

al i enat ed abi l i t y of manki nd" . 18 He quot ed Goet he and Shakespear e, f or t hey

knew of t he f al se wor l d t hat money can f abr i cat e . Money becomes " t he

common whor e, t he common pi mp of peopl e and nat i ons" . 19 To t he t r ut h of

t he poet s Mar x sought a count er par t , t he t r ut h whi ch i s f ound i n t he wor ki ngs
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of t he mar ket pl ace . The met hodi cal anal ysi s of t he wor ki ngs of capi t al as wel l

as t he f aces of t he suf f er i ng const i t ut e t he ot her r eal i t y t hat Mar x st udi ed as an

ol der man . The Gr undr i sse and Das Kapi t al ar e t he maj or r esul t s .

I t i s i n t he di al ect i cal r el at i ons of mat t er and mi nd, of economy and qual i t y

of l i f e t hat ast oni shi ngl y we f i nd evi dence of ot her possi bi l i t i es . Ont ol ogi cal

I t i s i n t he di al ect i cal r el at i ons of mat t er and mi nd, of economy and qual i t y

of l i f e t hat ast oni shi ngl y we f i nd evi dence of ot her possi bi l i t i es . Ont ol ogi cal

post ul at es per mi t and gr ant ent r y i nt o t he sol i d wor l d of ever yday l i f e . Ther e, a

meani ngf ul i nt er pr et at i on can commence i n whi ch t he cl ai ms of ont ol ogy can

be measur ed agai nst t he pr esumed achi evement s of soci et y . Ther e, t he gr eat

exi l e can r et ur n t o accuse and r e- cl ai m.

I n a br i ef , l i t t l e known essay i n whi ch he summar i zes hi s soci al t heor y , 2°

Mar cuse ar gues t hat val ues, " nor ms and aspi r at i ons whi ch mot i vat e t he

behavi or of soci al gr oups i n t he pr ocess of sat i sf yi ng t hei r needs, mat er i al as

wel l as cul t ur al , and i n def i ni ng t hei r needs" 21 ar e expr essi ons of t he

exi genci es of t he est abl i shed soci et y, but t hey ar e al so expr essi ons of " t he

possi bi l i t i es i nher ent i n but r epr essed by t he pr oduct i vi t y of t he est abl i shed

soci et y" . 22 He t hen pr oceeds t o el abor at e t he t wo- f ol d char act er of val ues . He

ar gues t hat t he val ue of honour i n f eudal soci et y expr esses :

t he r equi r ement s of a hi er ar chy of domi nat i on and

dependence f ounded on di r ect per sonal r el at i onshi ps

assur ed not onl y by f or ce but al so by t he sanct i t y of

cont r act s . The val ue of l oyal t y, pr ocl ai med i n a soci et y of

oppr essi on and i nequal i t y, was i deal i zed, subl i mat ed, i n

t he gr eat epi cs, t he r omances, t he cour t cer emoni al of t he

t i me, but i t woul d be nonsense t o say t hat her oes l i ke

Tr i st an, Per ci val , and ot her s ar e not hi ng but f eudal

kni ght s and vassal s, t hat t hei r i deal s, advent ur es, and

conf l i ct s do not t r anscend t he f eudal soci et y ; t hey cer t ai nl y

do . I n and above t he f eudal f r amewor k, we f i nd uni ver sal

human possi bi l i t i es, pr omi ses, suf f er i ngs and happi ness . 23

Si mi l ar l y wi t h t he val ues of l i ber t y and equal i t y whi ch " expr ess f i r st of al l t he

exi genci es of t he capi t al i st mode of pr oduct i on, namel y, compet i t i on among

r el at i ve equal s, f r ee wage l abor , exchange of equi val ent s r egar dl ess of r ace,

st at us, and so on" . 24 They al so pr oj ect qual i t at i vel y bet t er f or ms of human

associ at i on - as unr eal i sed possi bi l i t i es . Wor k as necessi t y i s al so sai d t o be t he

vocat i on and t he cal l i ng of human bei ngs . Mar cuse, ar gui ng f or t he am-

bi val ence of val ues, suggest s t hat t he hi dden ot her meani ng i s t he sel f -

r eal i sat i on of a human bei ng- i n cr eat i ve wor k . 25
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Macpher son' s cr i t i que of t he cont r adi ct i ons t hat beset and vi t i at e l i ber al -

democr at i c t heor y and t he concept ual - anal yt i cal appar at us whi ch Mar cuse

empl oys t o di f f er ent i at e ont ol ogy f r om hi st or y of f er us a per spect i ve whi ch

di ssect s hi st or i cal exi st ence i nt o essent i al s and cont i ngenci es, i nt o - i nevi t abl e

f at es and possi bl e new dest i ni es . Thei r power f ul anal yses move bet ween t he

t heor et i cal and t he empi r i cal , sket chi ng a soci o- pol i t i cal uni ver se whi ch must

be r i gor ousl y expl or ed . Al t hough Macpher son' s and Mar cuse' s t heor et i cal

achi evement s ar e enor mous, much r emai ns t o be sai d and done . Even i f one

does not f ul l y agr ee wi t h t hei r vi ews and i nt er pr et at i ons, st i l l many i nsi ght s and

chal l enges ar e di scer ni bl e i n t he cor pus of t hei r wor ks .

The negat i on of ( t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e of ) f r ee, cr eat i ve act i vi t y can be

ef f ect ed i n t wo di st i nct modes : oppr essi on and domi nat i on . 26 Oppr essi on,

r eachi ng i t s apex i n t yr anny, i s a condi t i on of over t , vi si bl e, f or cef ul r est r i ct i on

of anot her ' s l i f e- act i vi t y . I t ensl aves t he ot her . Thi s condi t i on can occur i n any

mat er i al ci r cumst ance, pr i mi t i ve, t echnol ogi cal l y advanced, or ot her . What

char act er i zes t hi s condi t i on i s t he f or cef ul depr i vat i on of anot her ' s l i f e- act i vi t y

f or t he pr esumed per sonal gai n of t he oppr essor and t hat t he oppr essed per -

cei ves hi s st at e as one of ensl avement . Ther e i s no i l l usi on or decept i on her e .

The pai n and t he angui sh ar e exper i enced as such and t hey cor r espond t o t he

exer ci se of mast er y and t he i nf l i ct i on of subor di nat i on . The pr i vi l eges ext r act ed

by t he mast er s mi ght be seen as nat ur al f r om t he cr ushed per spect i ve of t he

sl ave . The sl aves mi ght bel i eve t hemsel ves i nf er i or t o t he power f ul mast er s . 27

The possi bl e conf usi on, passi vi t y and i gnor ance of t he ensl aved do not ,

however , er adi cat e t he f act of t hei r negat i ve exper i ence . What ever magi cal ,

di vi ne or super human power s and t al ent s t hey mi ght assume t o be t he speci al

and uni que qual i t i es of t hei r mast er s, what ever gr ot esque, abysmal and unr eal

di st ance t hey mi ght dr aw bet ween t hei r mast er s and t hemsel ves, t he oppr essed

al ways exper i ence t hei r oppr essi on as a negat i ve condi t i on . The hel l i sh

di mensi on of oppr essi on i s never pr esent ed or per cei ved as a bl essi ng . The

oppr essed can be mani pul at ed t o bel i eve t hat t hei r condi t i on i s nat ur al or

di vi nel y or dai ned ; t hey can be made t o see no al t er nat i ves ; t hey can be dr i ven

i nt o t ot al f at al i sm; t hey can be made obl i vi ous t o t he pol i t i cal dynami cs of t hei r

f at e . They cannot , however , be made t o exper i ence t hei r oppr essi on as

somet hi ng pl easant and wonder f ul . Oppr essi on i s vi si bl e depr i vat i on .

Domi nat i on r ef er s t o a t ot al l y di st i nct condi t i on . The domi nat ed ar e deni ed

t he f ul f i l ment of t hei r ont ol ogi cal capaci t i es, a f ul f i l ment whi ch i s obj ect i vel y

possi bl e but i nt ent i onal l y r ender ed i nvi si bl e by t he mast er s of t he soci al

or gani zat i on of domi nat i on . The vi ct i ms of domi nat i on ar e syst emat i cal l y and

cont i nuousl y pr esent ed wi t h a soci al st r uct ur e and act i vi t y t hat i s gr ant ed t he

sembl ance of t he nat ur al , r at i onal and posi t i ve . They r eor i ent t hei r goal s and

aspi r at i ons t owar d t hi s pr evai l i ng soci o- cul t ur al uni ver se . Yet t hi s soci al or der ,
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whi ch i s pr esent ed as and pr esumed t o be t he humanl y appr opr i at e or der of

t hi ngs, mi sl eads and decei ves . I t i s an act ual negat i on of what coul d have been

t he negat i on of ont ol ogi cal f ul f i l ment and r eal i sat i on . Domi nat i on r est s on an

act ual but f al se soci al or der - f al se i n t he di sgui sed meani ng and si gni f i cance

whi ch ar e gr ant ed t o i t . 28 I t i s f al se because i t est abl i shes a sel f - i mage of

humani t y agai nst i t s r eal essence . Fal se needs ar e t he dai l y quest of t he

domi nat ed, not of sl aves . Unl i ke sl aves, t he domi nat ed appear i n t he gui se of

f r ee, sel f - det er mi ned agent s, but i t does not mean t hat t hey ar e so . The pr ocess

of i nt er nal i zat i on of t he ext er nal st r uct ur es of domi nat i on can be i dent i f i ed and

exposed . The i nner st at e of bei ng of t he domi nat ed does not suggest i di ocy . I t

i s not a mat t er of i nt el l i gence, i t i s a mat t er of consci ousness . Al t hough t her e

cannot , per haps, be consci ousness wi t hout i nt el l i gence, t her e can be i n-

t el l i gence wi t hout consci ousness . I nt el l i gence i s t he necessar y and not t he

suf f i ci ent condi t i on .

Oppr essi on can be ef f ect ed bot h i n condi t i ons of mat er i al - t echnol ogi cal

advancement and i n pr i mi t i ve, l ess devel oped soci al ci r cumst ances . I t does not

war r ant t echnol ogi cal i mpl ement s, al t hough t hei r avai l abi l i t y coul d r ender

oppr essi on mor e ef f ect i ve and/ or mor e wi de- spr ead . To ensl ave and conquer

we must cr ush t he wi l l of t he ot her . Physi cal f or ce and coer ci on r emai n t he

uni ver sal , cl assi cal modes . Ter r or and t or t ur e need not be t echnol ogi cal . Or wel l

br i l l i ant l y r emi nds us i n hi s haunt i ng mast er pi ece t hat t he f i nal , most

unendur abl e t or t ur e i n Room 101, beyond pai n and cour age, was what I m-

per i al Chi na knew and pr act i ced as puni shment . 29 Her e, a puni shment r oot ed

i n t he past pr act i ces of human cr uel t y i s r esor t ed t o by t hose whose f ondest

desi r e i s t he abol i t i on of t he past .

Domi nat i on, however , pr esupposes mat er i al - t echni cal advancement . I t i s

possi bl e onl y wher e a r at i onal r e- or der i ng of exi st i ng ci r cumst ances coul d r esul t

i n t he r eal i sat i on of f r eedom. By r edi r ect i ng al l such capabi l i t i es, domi nat i on i s

i n ef f ect t he negat i on of f r eedom, t he deni al of t he expr essi on of f r eedom i n

what coul d have been a r at i onal i zed, t echnol ogi zed r eal m of necessi t y . 30 The

di st i nct novel t y of domi nat i on as a mode of human bondage i s pr eci sel y t hi s: i t

negat es t he act ual possi bi l i t y of f r eedom and gr ant s t o i t s negat i on t he aur a of

par adi si ac bl i ss . I t f al si f i es exper i ence i t sel f . I t i s t hi s f al si f i cat i on, ef f ect ed on

psycho- mat er i al gr ounds, t hat cannot be achi eved i n condi t i ons ot her t han

t hose pr eval ent i n advanced i ndust r i al soci et i es .

Absence of oppr essi on when a soci et y i s mat er i al l y i ncapabl e of conquer i ng

scar ci t y does not mean ont ol ogi cal f ul f i l ment . I t means exper i enci ng nat ur al

scar ci t y equi t abl y but sever el y enough not t o be abl e t o achi eve f r eedom.

Cl ear l y t hen, i n Macpher son' s pr eci se, measur ed wor ds " t echnol ogy assi st s

ont ol ogy" . 31

I f t hen t echnol ogy i s so i mper at i ve when r at i onal i zed, we must come t o
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under st and t hat t he hi st or i cal devel opment of ont ol ogy not onl y demands a

f ut ur e or i ent at i on but al so r ender s i r r el evant , i f not mi sl eadi ng, quest s f or t r ue

humani t y i n t he pr i mi t i ve . Our needs have t r anscended t hat pr edi cament as

wel l as t he i nnocence of i ndi vi dual chi l dhood .

Thi s essay, as a pr ol egomenon, sought t o cl ar i f y and concept ual i ze t he

gr ound upon whi ch t o const r uct an appr opr i at e per spect i ve on ont ol ogy . The

schema of what I at t empt ed t o do r egar di ng ont ol ogy i s t hi s : t o poi nt out t he

i mpossi bi l i t y of soci al cr i t i que wi t hout ont ol ogi cal post ul at es ; t o ar gue t hat t he

val i dat i on of t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e war r ant s qui t e a di st i nct met hod of

pr oof - val i dat i on ; t hat such an ont ol ogi cal post ul at e i s nei t her an ar bi t r ar y a

pr i or i ; nor a pur e empi r i cal dat um. Such a post ul at e does not or i gi nat e f r om

nowher e . We do not begi n ex ni hi l o . We begi n f r ommany aspect s of t he past

and pr esent . I have used Macpher son' s and Mar cuse' s t hought her e because of

t hei r si gni f i cant cl ai ms and i nsi ght s . I do not t r eat t hei r t hought as concl usi ve

t r ut h ; nor do I cl ai m t o have done anyt hi ng mor e t han suggest ed t hat f r ee,

cr eat i ve act i vi t y i s t he ont ol ogi cal post ul at e . I do f eel , however , t hat I am i n

good ' company r egar di ng t hi s post ul at e . Mi ni mal l y, I have suggest ed t hat

ont ol ogy i s not a t er r a i ncogni t a . Much r emai ns t o be done . The i nvest i gat i on

of consci ousness, of t he l ogi c, cont r adi ct i ons and ambi val ence of our nor ms and

val ues, of domi nat i on and t he possi bl e sour ces of r ecol l ect i on, of t he r eal mof

t he i magi nat i on and memor y, of myt h and t echnol ogy, and mor e, i s t he i n-

t el l ect ual t ask t hat l i es ahead . Macpher son and Mar cuse have poi nt ed t he way .

Recent l y, i n what I t ake t o be a r egr essi ve move, Wi l l i am Lei ss ar gued ex-

pl i ci t l y agai nst t he concept of f al se needs and commodi t y f et i shi sm and by

i mpl i cat i on voi ced hi s doubt s as t o t he vi abi l i t y of ont ol ogi cal post ul at es . 32

Lei ss i mpl i ci t l y hol ds an ont ol ogi cal post ul at e . He suggest s t hat hi s i mpl i ci t

nor mat i ve post ur e i s " an ont ol ogy of needs f ounded on t he somewhat dubi ous

val ues of st abi l i t y and cl ar i t y" . 33 I t hi nk hi s i mpl i ci t ont ol ogy i s not what he

conf esses i t t o be . Lei ss hol ds a hol i st i c i mage of t he wor l d wher e a symbi ot i c

r el at i onshi p exi st s bet ween human bei ngs and t he r est of t he wor l d, or gani c

and i nor gani c . Thi s i mage suggest s a compl ex and i nt r i cat e i nt er connect i on and

i nt er dependence bet ween t he human r ace and t he envi r onment . The pr eci se

bal ance of t hi s coexi st ence war r ant s r eason and moder at i on . St abi l i t y and

cl ar i t y r esul t f r omr eason and moder at i on .

Lei ss' i mpl i ci t ont ol ogy al so ar gues f or a di ver si f i ed not i on of human ex-

per i ence, di ver si f i ed beyond commodi t i es and possessi ons . Thi s di ver si f i cat i on

i s expr essed and r ef l ect ed i n t he dual char act er of commodi t i es : symbol i c and

mat er i al . For Lei ss, t her ef or e, t he soci o- mat er i al cont ext of human sat i sf act i on

ought t o be pr ovi ded by t he symbi ot i c har moni zat i on of man wi t h nat ur e and

some necessar y degr ee of symbol i zat i on . However , Lei ss f ocusses i nst ead on t he

hi gh- i nt ensi t y mar ket set t i ng, and shows t hat what exi st s i s a f ut i l e sear ch f or
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sat i sf act i on i n a conf usi ng quest f or commodi t y appr opr i at i on .

Had Lei ss expl i ci t l y st at ed hi s ont ol ogi cal post ul at e a gr eat deal of hi s anal ysi s

woul d have been al t er ed . An expl i ci t ont ol ogy woul d have compel l ed mor e

caut i ous but cr i t i cal specul at i on t han hi s pr esumed cr i t i cal phenomenol ogy 34

per mi t s .

Lei ss' i mpl i ci t ont ol ogi cal post ul at e i s not a f eat ur e of t he hi gh- i nt ensi t y

mar ket set t i ng . The gr ounds upon whi ch i t i s af f i r med t r anscend t he nar r ow

phenomenol ogi cal met hodol ogy of t he whol e st udy . The ar t i cul at i on and

el abor at i on of t hese gr ounds woul d have suggest ed and consol i dat ed t he i n-

di spensabi l i t y and non- ar bi t r ar y pr i macy of t he ont ol ogi cal ar gument . Lei ss,

however , i s si l ent as t o t he l ogi c, met hod, and sour ces of hi s i mpl i ci t ont ol ogy .

Lei ss' i mpl i ci t ont ol ogi cal post ul at e, had i t been f ul l y st at ed, woul d have

consequent l y suggest ed cer t ai n cor r espondi ng human needs whi ch woul d have

per mi t t ed a mor e r eal i st i c expl or at i on of commodi t i es and mar ket r el at i ons .

Such an ont ol ogy woul d have demanded t hat Lei ss pay at t ent i on t o t he sub-

j ect i ve st at us of needi ng and sat i sf act i on wi t hout ever havi ng t o el evat e t hemt o

a sacr osanct myst er y i mmune t o obj ect i ve j udgment . I ndeed such an expl i ci t

ont ol ogy woul d have pr ot ect ed Lei ss f r om a " pur e empi r i ci sm" or cr i t i cal

phenomenol ogy i n whi ch t he t er r ai n under i nvest i gat i on i s neut r al i zed as much

as t he met hodol ogy empl oyed, t hus el i mi nat i ng a pr i or i any cr i t i cal i nsi ght s .

The ver y char act er of t he i nt ensi f i ed needs- commodi t i es i nt er pl ay wi t hi n t he

hi gh- i nt ensi t y mar ket set t i ng, pr ecl udes t he di scl osur e of anyt hi ng

meani ngf ul . 35 Nei t her t he f er oci t y of t he bat t l ef i el d nor t he var i et y of mi l i t ar y

uni f or ms can di scl ose t he connect i on bet ween war and i mper i al i sm. Det ai l ed

descr i pt i on and obser vat i on cannot show t he i nver si on of an act ual , empi r i cal

si t uat i on ; t hey ar e not di al ect i cal .

Lei ss al l udes t o capi t al i sm and mar ket r el at i ons . I nst ead of appl yi ng hi s

obvi ous and many t al ent s t o a badl y needed anal ysi s of t hese phenomena, he

hi des behi nd t he vi r gi n mi nd of t he conf used consumer . To i nt er pr et i s t o

unvei l , r eveal t he r eal i t y beneat h al l appear ance . Lei ss has f ur ni shed us wi t h t he

appear ance i t sel f . I see not hi ng wr ong wi t h t hi s, but I see ever yt hi ng wr ong

when he i nsi st s t hat t he has gr asped r eal i t y .

The conser vat i ve posi t i vi st Dur khei m poi nt ed out t hat mor al i t y cannot be

seen di r ect l y . I t must be r ead i n soci al i ndi ces, i n l aws and sui ci de r at es .

Anomi e, he t ol d us, must be seen i n human unhappi ness and di ssat i sf act i on,

whi ch must be r ead i n t he sui ci de r at e . Dur khei mknew t hat by t hemsel ves, t he

soci al t ext of l aw and t he sui ci de r at e di scl ose not hi ng . So i t i s wi t h t he hi gh-
i nt ensi t y mar ket set t i ng .

The di sast r ous ef f ect s of al i enat i on and domi nat i on coul d l ead t o a new er a,

an er a of f r eedomor of ci vi l i sed bar bar i sm. Weber spoke of t he i r on cage and

t he wast el and of bur eaucr at i c cul t ur e and wor l d di senchant ment . The f ul l
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si gni f i cance and t er r or of bar bar i sm i s t hi s : t he ext i nct i on of memor y and

i magi nat i on, of past and f ut ur e .

Macpher son has ar gued t hat t he vi ci ous ci r cl e of f al se needs can onl y be

br oken by concent r at i ng on t he ext er nal i mpedi ment s, now i nt er nal i zed under

domi nat i on . He says, " t he ext er nal i mpedi ment s, pal pabl e, r oot ed i n cl ass,

r emai n basi c and deser ve t he f i r st at t ent i on . " 36 They ar e an empi r i cal r eal i t y,

ont ol ogi cal l y per cei ved .

The i nadequacy of our soci et y must be shown, but i t must al so be seen as

such by t he domi nat ed t hemsel ves ; 37 whet her t hi s i s possi bl e r emai ns t o be

seen . What ever t he out come, t hese dar k t i mes must be r egi st er ed as t he epoch

of domi nat i on . Domi nat i on mi l i t at es agai nst cr i t i cal t hi nki ng, but cer t ai nl y i t

does not command conf used t hi nki ng . Or t ega y Gasset has sai d, I amI and my

ci r cumst ances . That " I " , t hat sel f , t o become t r ul y i t sel f war r ant s as i t s ci r -

cumst ances f r eedom, f r eedom f or al l . I f f r eedom wer e r eal i sed, t hose who

wi t nessed t hi s t r ansf or mat i on, t hi s l eap f r om pr e- hi st or y i nt o human hi st or y,

coul d say wi t h Ni et zsche' s ol d At heni an : " how much di d t hi s peopl e have t o

suf f er t o be abl e t o become so beaut i f ul " . 38

Not es

6 .

	

C. B. Macpher son, " Needs and Want s . . . " p . 31 .
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Hannah Ar endt , The Human Condi t i on, Chi cago : The Uni ver si t y of Chi cago Pr ess, 1958 .

Thi s i s a per f ect exampl e . She cl ai ms t hat we cannot knowhuman nat ur e and t hat i t i s hi ghl y

pr obabl e t hat such nat ur e does not exi st , ( p . 10) but t he anal ysi s of t he human condi t i on i s

i ni t i at ed under t he auspi ces of t hr ee, i mpl i ci t l y ont ol ogi cal , cat egor i es : l abour , wor k, act i on .

My poi nt i s si mpl y t hi s : Ar endt coul d not i ni t i at e her anal ysi s wi t hout de f act o r ef ut i ng her

cl ai ms r egar di ng human nat ur e, and t hi s appl i es t o ever yone .

2 .

	

Shakespear e, Compl et e Wor ks, W. J . Cr ai g, ed . London : Oxf or d Uni ver si t y Pr ess, 1971,

p . 868 " Macbet h" .

3 .

	

Jean- Paul Sar t r e, Si t uat i ons, t r . Beni t a Ei sl er , NewYor k : Geor ge Br azi l i er , 1965, pp . 102- 3 .

Her e Sar t r e r epl i es t o Camus .

I n Human Needs and Pol i t i cs, ed . Ross Fi t zger al d, NewYor k : Per gamon Pr ess, 1977, pp . 26-

35 .

5 .

	

See Wi l l i am Lei ss, The Li mi t s t o Sat i sf act i on: An essay on t he pr obl em of needs and com-

modi t i es, Tor ont o : The Uni ver si t y of Tor ont o Pr ess, 1976, pp . 61- 3 . Lei ss r ej ect s t he

di st i nct i on but f or r easons of hi s own : t he conf used consumer .
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Such ont ol ogi cal at t r i but es can be f ound i n hi s The Real Wor l d of Democr acy, Tor ont o :

Canadi an Br oadcast i ng Cor por at i on ( The Massey Lect ur es) , 1965, especi al l y pp . 54, 58, 59,

67 ; Democr at i c Theor y : Essays i n Ret r i eval , Oxf or d : Cl ar endon Pr ess, 1973 ; especi al l y pp . 4-

5, Essay 11 passi m, pp . 42, 51, 53- 5, 61, 184 ; The Li f e and Ti mes of Li ber al Democr acy,

Oxf or d : Oxf or d Uni ver si t y Pr ess, 1977, especi al l y pp . 47- 8 .

9 .

	

C. B . Macpher son, " Humani st Democr acy and El usi ve Mar xi sm: A Response t o Mi nogue and

Svacek" , i n Canadi anj our nal of Pol i t i cal Sci ence, i x, no . 3, ( Sept ember , 1976) , p . 423 .
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C. B . Macpher son, Democr at i c Theor y, p . 38 .
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I bi d. , pp . 36- 8 .
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I bi d. , p . 20 .

13 .

	

C. B . Macpher son, " Needs and Want s . . . " p . 34 . " For Mar x' s whol e poi nt about t he f ut ur e

good soci et y was t hat i t woul d be a r eal mof f r eedom - f r eedomf or peopl e t o devel op t hei r

own needs and want s i n what ever ways t hey l i ked . I t woul d have been per f ect l y i nconsi st ent

f or hi m t o say i n advance what t hey woul d be" . Her ber t Mar cuse, An Essay on Li ber at i on,

Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1969, p . 20 . He says i t i s i mpossi bl e t o ant i ci pat e " t he ways i n whi ch

l i ber at ed human bei ngs woul d use t hei r f r eedom" . Thi s at t i t ude t owar d f r eedom shoul d be
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pr essi on r emai ns excl usi vel y t hei r s . I nt el l i gence i s t he condi t i on ; i t s concr et e mani f est at i ons

ar e t he t hought s of act ual , i nt el l i gent i ndi vi dual s . So i t i s wi t h f r eedom. Fr eedom i s t he

condi t i on ; i t s concr et e mani f est at i ons ar e t he act i ons of f r ee i ndi vi dual s whi ch cannot be

f or ecl osed . Cer t ai nl y t hei r qual i t y can be speci f i ed : Negat i vel y, f r eedom i s i nver t ed i n

al i enat i on and domi nat i on ; posi t i vel y, i t amount s t o t hei r abol i t i on . The pr ocess of abol i t i on

i t sel f i s t hat of l i ber at i on .

14 .

	

See Al ki s Kont os, " Bet ween memor y and dr eam" , i n Thi nki ng About Change, ed . Davi d P.

Shugar man, Tor ont o : Uni ver si t y of Tor ont o Pr ess, 1974, pp . 53- 70, especi al l y on Mar cuse pp .

60f f . Mar cuse' s phi l osophi c geni us, compl exi t y and sophi st i cat i on have been mi ssed by bot h

hi s vi t r i ol i c det r act or s and hi s pol i t i cal l y r adi cal , but phi l osophi cal l y nai ve, f ol l ower s . A

syst emat i c monogr aph i s necessar y i n or der t o do j ust i ce t o Mar cuse' s t hought .

15 .

	

Mar cuse does not vi sual i ze mat er i al abundance i n i ndi scr i mi nat e massi ve quant i t i es as t he

i deal . See hi s r ef er ence t o Baudel ai r e, Er os and Ci vi l i zat i on, New Yor k : Vi nt age Books, 1962,

p . 139 . Nei t her i s Mar cuse advocat i ng a r et ur n t o a si mpl e, ascet i c or i dyl l i c pr i mi t i ve past . He

i s wi ser t han t hat . On scar ci t y, Macpher son i s ver y i nst r uct i ve . He di st i ngui shes nat ur al

scar ci t y f r om scar ci t y t hat was set up as an or gani zi ng pr i nci pl e f or t he emer gi ng capi t al i st

mar ket soci et y . Macpher son and Mar cuse ar e ver y si mi l ar on scar ci t y and t he t echnol ogi cal

pr er equi si t es t o t he l i ber at i on of ont ol ogy . See Macpher son' s " Democr at i c Theor y : Ont ol ogy

and Technol ogy" i n hi s Democr at i c Theor y .

16 .

	

See Al ki s Kont os, " Domi nat i on : met aphor and pol i t i cal r eal i t y" i n Domi nat i on ed . Al ki s

Kont os, Tor ont o : Uni vesi t y of Tor ont o Pr ess 1975, pp . 211- 228 . Sur pl us- r epr essi on i s t he f act

of any mode of expl oi t at i on . I t i s pr esent i n t yr anny and i n domi nat i on . I t i s t he common

denomi nat or of al l f or ms of dehumani zat i on . The per f or mance pr i nci pl e, a speci f i c hi st or i cal

mani f est at i on of sur pl us- r epr essi on, const i t ut es t he gr ound of domi nat i on i n my sense of t he
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t er m. Mr . Char l es Rachl i s' wor k i n pr ogr ess t r eat s syst emat i cal l y and per cept i vel y Mar cuse' s

f undament al cat egor i es . See hi s excel l ent essay " Mar cuse and t he Pr obl em of Happi ness" , i n

Canadi anj our nal of Pol i t i cal andSoci aI Theor y, Vol . 2, No . 1, ( Wi nt er , 1978) , pp . 63- 88 .

17 . Kar l Mar x, " The Meani ng of Human Requi r ement s . . . " and " The Power of Money i n

Bour geoi s Soci et y" i n Economi c and Phi l osophi cal Manuscr i pt s of 1844, Moscow: For ei gn

Languages Publ i shi ng House, 1961 .

18 . I bi d. , p . 139 .

19 . Loc . Ci t .

20 .

	

Her ber t Mar cuse, " A Revol ut i on i n Val ues" , i n Pol i t i cal I deol ogi es, eds . James A. Goul d and

Wi l l i s H. Tr ui t t , NewYor k : The Macmi l l an Co . , 1973, pp . 331- 6 . See al so hi s br i l l i ant essay

" The Concept of Essence" , i n hi s Negat i ons : Essays i n Cr i t i cal Theor y,
i t

. Jer emy J . Shapi r o,

Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1968, pp . 43- 87 .
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Mar cuse, " A Revol ut i on i n Val ues" , p . 331 .

22 . Loc . Ci t .

23 . Loc . Ci t .

24 . Loc . Ci t .

25 .

	

I bi d. , pp . 331- 2 .
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Mar cuse uses t he t wo t er ms, and al i enat i on, i nt er changeabl y . I bel i eve t hi s t o be i naccur at e .

Rachl i s i s one of t he ver y f ew who dr aws cor r ect l y t he di st i nct i on bet ween t hem. Doug

Tor ger son i s anot her one . See hi s sensi t i ve, el egant " Domi nat i on and Li ber at or y Pol i t i cs" , i n

Canadi anj our nal of Pol i t i cal andSoci al Theor y, Vol . 2, No . 1 ( Wi nt er , 1978) pp . 137- 157 .

27 .

	

Mar x was i r r i t at ed by t he passi vi t y of ensl aved human bei ngs . Weber was mor e sensi t i ve and,

at t i mes, mor e per cept i ve r egar di ng t he ment al and psychol ogi cal l egi t i mat i on pr ocess of

hi er ar chi cal soci al st r uct ur es . He saw t hei r i deol ogy as emanat i ng f r om bot h sour ces, t he

mast er s' sel f - r i ght eousness and t he vi ct i ms' t angi bl e mi sf or t une . Theodi cy was t he r esul t of

t he vi ct i ms' desi r e f or t he r est or at i on of j ust i ce - t he i mpr ovement of t hei r suf f er i ng f at e .

What ever t he del usi ons of di vi ne j ust i ce, t he poi nt her e i s t hat suf f er i ng humani t y sought

r ef uge i n an ot her - wor l dl y pr omi se pr eci sel y because t hey per cei ved and exper i enced t hei r

condi t i on as one of suf f er i ng . See Weber s " The Soci al Psychol ogy of t he Wor l d Rel i gi ons"

and " Rel i gi ous Rej ect i ons of t he Wor l d and Thei r Di r ect i ons" , i n Fr omMax Weber : Essays i n

Soci ol ogy, t r . and ed . H. H. Ger t h and C. Wr i ght Mi l l s, New Yor k : Oxf or d Uni ver si t y Pr ess,

1958 . Unf or t unat el y Weber does not di st i ngui sh bet ween exi st ent i al suf f er i ng, t he t r agi c

di mensi on of human l i f e, and soci o- pol i t i cal suf f er i ng . The vi ct i m of t r agi c event s and t he

sl ave ar e i ndi st i ngui shabl e i n Weber ' s per spect i ve .

28 .

	

See Al ki s Kont os, " Domi nat i on : met aphor and pol i t i cal r eal i t y" , pp . 219- 221 .

29 .

	

Geor ge Or wel l , Ni net een Ei ght y- Four , Pengui n, p . 230 .

30 .

	

See Al ki s Kont os, " Bet ween memor y and dr eam" , pp . 61- 4 .

31 .

	

Macpher son, Democr at i c Theor y, p . 37, and Mar cuse st at es : " The cl assi cal Mar xi an t heor y

envi sages t he t r ansi t i on f r om capi t al i sm t o soci al i sm as a pol i t i cal r evol ut i on : t he pr ol et ar i at

dest r oys t he pol i t i cal appar at us of capi t al i sm but r et ai ns t he t echnol ogi cal appar at us, sub-
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j ect i ng i t t o soci al i zat i on . Ther e i s cont i nui t y i n t he r evol ut i on ; t echnol ogi cal r at i onal i t y,

f r eed f r om i r r at i onal r est r i ct i ons and dest r uct i ons, sust ai ns and consumat es i t sel f i n t he new

soci et y" . One- Di men Tonal Man, Bost on : Beacon Pr ess, 1966, pp . 22 .

32 .

	

Wi l l i am Lei ss, The Li mi t s t o Sat i sf act i on; i n hi s exchange, .. . . . an ont ol ogy of st oned con-

cept s" i n Canadi an Jour nal of Pol i t i cal and Soci al Theor y, Vol . 1, No . 2 ( Spr i ng- Summer ,

1977) , pp . 103- 6 ; St ephen Kl i ne and Wi l l i am Lei ss, " Adver t i si ng, Needs and ' Commodi t y

Fet i shi sm' " i n Canadi an Jour nal of Pol i t i cal and Soci al Theor y, Vol . 2, No . 1 ( Wi nt er ,

1978) , pp . 5- 30 . I n my r evi ew of Li mi t s t o Sat i sf act i on I have pr ai sed what I t hought or i gi nal

and si gni f i cant t her e . I st and by t hat pr ai se . I al so poi nt ed out my phi l osophi cal

di sagr eement s . I st and by t hose t oo . See Canadi anj our nal of Pol i t i cal and Soci al Theor y, Vol .

1, No . 1 ( Wi nt er , 1977) .
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34 . I bi d. , p . 104 .
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pr oxi mat i ng i t t o per mi t a cr i t i cal anal ysi s .

36 . Macpher son, Democr at i c Theor y, p . 76 . Mar cuse ar gues si mi l ar l y . Technol ogi cal ad-
vancement s al t er ext er nal st r uct ur es whi ch al l ow i nt er nal changes, l eadi ng t o i nst i nct ual

changes . See Er os and Ci vi l i zat i on, ch . 10 .
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