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"Marx's venture Fmﬂuzes a new type of science in which
a link between theory and practice must take place,
not only for practice to be carried out according to
theoretical analysis, but also for theory to arise
from and be rooted in correct positions; a science
in which the law of each level of social reality can
fully explain only part of the reproduction of its
conditions and never their replacement or transforma-
tion; a science in which a contradietion is never o
negation or a logical impossibility, but a scale
ranging from differences to various types of antago-
nisms; a science in which movements are not identical
to the transformation of movements; the latter
always implying not only the action of several levels
of contradiction on one another, but also contradi-
c¢tions which themselves have arrived at deternmined
stages of development (but no generalization can possibly
be inferred from it due to the uniquemess of situa-
tions and the practical utilization of contradictions
by political practice".l " eeeosbut history is that
original science which is possible as frue science
only on the basis of a correct political commitment,
that is to say, that theory which must conceptualize
the functioning principles of the diverse sectors
of society dependent on the relationship between the
real conditions of their production, their reproduction
or their transformation conditions which exist only
through political practice, It is in this sense,
that history is a theory of a dialectic: it is linked
to one sort of political practice and it leads to

another;...."2
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Professors Bernstein and Depelchin (BD, from now on) have
written an impoftant article which might become, probably the focus
of imbbrtant theoretical struggles around theories of society, with
special reference to African societies, for some time to come, This
. is its greatest merit. While I agree with BD critique of the poverty
of present African historical studies, some of the theoretical points
they advance to support their remedy to the situation are puzzling to
ne, My brief comments, concentrated exclusively on their first and
" most theoretical part of the article, deal pripeipally with those
points. This part of the article provides us with a "theoretical
space" through/in which the poverty of African historical studies
emerges as poverty, and its problem posable. Yet, the conditions
of production/emergence of this "space" (problematic) through which
it needs to be grasped are not elearly explored. ¢can't" prdbiematics"
"have history? How can otherwise, the motive force of the transformation

of "problematics” be understood?

The artlcle was written in 1977, a time when the eriticism
of early Althusserlsm - both from the point of view of IGVOlntianary
practlce and that of marxist theory - was well develoged? This
criticism even forced soue Althusserlans to self-criticise themselvgs.4
A careful reading of BD article shows that they have not completely
followed up with the theoretical and practical oonsequenceé of the
criticism of Althusserism and the latter's own self-criticism., Or at
| ieast,:they dont' show why they feel that thbse criticism and seli-
criticism don't alter anything from the "correctness and sound-ness"
of Althusserism whose formalist framework ("problematic") they‘closély

follow in their article,

The process of knowledge production/development has always
been understood by revolutionary materialists as gewerned by the
contradictory unity practice/theory under the usual determination of
practice - although under certain conditions5 under that of theory..
This strategical primacy of: practice, maintained by dialectical
materialists, does in no way imply that 1) theory cannot become,
in specific conjunctures, determinant (to maintain this is to fail to
be dialectician) and that 2) practice can absolutely be separated from
theofy and vice-versa - whether practice is determined by théory or
theory is determiﬁéd by practice (to maintain this is to fall into i
idealism), Should we not grasp Althusserism as theory within the
perspective of the development of the contradiction theory/practlce
(1n its dual aspect of unity and struggle of contrarles)9 Its reprodu~
ction alsewhere (Africa) may imply a reproduction or a necessary conversence

of its conditions of production,
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By 1977, it became clear that the core of Althusser's idealism
("theoreticism") was his tendency to separate theory from practice in
the analysis of the knowledge process with the use of his "theoretical
practice', Althusser found it impossible to correctly artlculate que-
stions of science and ideology to questions of class struggles.7 While
Marx subbrdinates his theory of SC1ence8 (and scientific development)
in capitalist society under his theory of the capitalist appropriation
of surplus-value, Althusser seeks some sort of a universalist non—clgsé
science, Althusser's theory of ideology9 was the "symptomatic!" ﬁanife-'
station of that difficulty. Not only does he in that theory, conceive
ideology exclusively from the point of view of a dominant ideology,
he "develops the project of producing a general concept of ideology "
conceived independently of its.concrete content and therefore of ifs
class nature®, Thé function of ideology, "in general", is said toJBék"
to maintain individuals in their place in the relations of productlon -
which is of course, a gcharacteristic of the ideology of a dominant
class, ‘This u¢%£§22&f essence " of ideology is theorized through two |
basie asgggptions;ml) a radical and ghistorical apposition between
science and ideology and 2) the thesis of the permanence of the
"ideo;ogical function in a class society as much as in a classless
socief&". The functioning of ideology is "problematized", by Althugser
on the basis of two theses: 1) ideology is the representation of the
imaginary relationship of individuals to social practices and 2) ideolosy
summons or appeals to ("interpelle") individuals as subjects ("sujets")
The relation between ideoldgy and what Marx calls "forms of social
consciousness“lO as well as the relation between ideology énd "class
consoiousness" are blurred. Althusser, on the other hand, denies the
fact that something which could say "it is us" can emerge on the material
basis of social relations: he reduces the question of the subject or
naker of hiétory to an ideological questionll and grasps the process
of productioh of society with his ideology of the "process without
subaect"lg} Society is studied not from the point of view of class

contradlctlons but from that of the articulation of instances,

“i .° .. The various polarizations which BD make, in their article, -
such as "materialist thebry vS, bourgeois theory", "scientific proble-
matic' vs, ”bourgeois problematic", "historical materlallsm" Vs
"bourgeois social theory", "moterialist history" VS ";deologlcal histor;™,
etc. - are of‘the Althusserian order of opposition séieﬁce/iéeology
(equated wifﬁ'truth/falsehood), 'Conceived_outside_of'the pefSpectiVe

of class'cqntrédictions,lpolarized terms refer to Beparate ontological
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entities rather than first of all to different class perspectives in

the struggles for the understanding of society. For, if "materialist

- problematic" and " bourgeois problematic' were not aiming at grasping
the same object, why should materialists be concerned with the bourgecois
non-object discourse? As Laclay has shown (Politics and Ideology in
Marxist theory. NLB, 1977, pp. 59-71), indicating the differences

between two opposite problematics is not proving that one is superior

to the other, To do this one has to go beyond these differences to (1)
establish a.theoretical method of validation of the soundness of a pro=—
blematic and (2) Bhow that all the theoretical contraditions and
inconsistencies of one problematic are effectively dealt with by the
other problematic, |

Moreover, BD talk about the "penetration of various elements of bourgeois
social theory" in historical materialism (pe.l2) and see that J=C, Miller,
-whose . theoretical work moves within an idealist problematic, is still
producing sound knowledge (p.3%) Does this not deny the sharp diachoto-
nization science/ideology and the claim that correct method decides
everyth;ng in scientific work!? leedless to say that, outside of the
pergpective of class struggles.in theory and theory iﬁ class struggle,

it is difficult to unde#stand.this "penetration”: how can a scientific
study governed by a matériaiist probiématic be penetrated by ideology
(in the‘AlthusseriAn sense of non-truth)? Althusser's ansWer, in line
with his theory of ideolégy, would be that it is the fact of "human
nature" i.e. the imaginary relétionship of individuals to social practices-—
they cannof help it! This cannot, of course, be avoided when one is

" reasoning in the framework of the structuralist ideology of the "arti-
culation of instances and levels of a social whole", According to this
ideology, 'marxist theory is not a dialectical theory of contradictions,
but a theory of a social whole conceived as an articulation of instances,
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each being defined as such as a term of a combination".

In a fine marxist piece of work,14 Badiou and Balme's have
thoroughly exposed and analysed Althusser's-theory of ideology; there is
no need for me to dwell on it. They have convincingly shown that ideology
cannot be correctly understood outside of the perspective of the practice
of ideological struggle; the marxist theory of ideology is a theory of

ideological transformations and not that of ideological states.

Ideology must be understood as a contradictory process and in its
internal reference to real-so-cio-material tiransformations. The focal
pointof a marxist theory of ideology is a theory of ideological contra-

dictions, a theory of the divided character of ideological representations,.
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It is from the point of view of the appressed classes that one gets .-

the experience of a divided ideology. '"The dominant class practices ..

and imposes its own ideology - expression of material relations of domina-
tion - as'domihant ideology, it presents it as unique and unifying,

It is 'the dominated classes which bring to the fore the mystification-

of the unifying ideology, on the basis of {?e class practices of ‘rebellion
ne

irreprésentable in the dominant ideclogy. It is because there exists

an irrepreséntable practice in the dominant idegmdgy(revolutionary class

rebellion) that the latter is intelligible as mepresentation. It is

from the point' of view of what falls outside of s dominant ideology

that the latter is known in its dialeetical particularity and its

class foundation. In its collective newness, the non-representable
produces the adequate re-presentations of all the fallacious represe-
ntations: “The ideological sphere is always a split sphere in which
dominant ideology and dominated ideologies are in constant confrontation,
Transformations of the dominant ideology are historically developed s

as theoretical responses to idelogical resistance,

Moreover, the content of an idelogy is never imaginaxry,
The motive force of a thought is never imtrinsic to thought itself,
While the place of ideology is of the order of representations (it deals
with intellectual”process" and "materials™) igsforce is real, practical,

Thought is the location of ideés and not the principle of their movenent.
"The force of py ideas is_what passes through me, it
is what, par excellence, deploys the exteriority and

the interpellation of history. Thought is without force.

It is the place of passage and investment of massive
energies of history. Thuat is what ideology ignores,
that is what whose. spontancous coblivion generates

false consciousness. It does not absolutely follow

that ideology is of the order of the closed pphere of
imagination. It is the contrary; ideology is moved,
through and through, by "real motive forces", and it is
that feality which it disposes and reflects, even in the
~case of the element of a false consciousness. In other
words: illusion is linked, not the ideas themse¥ves,
which cannot proceed from nothing'alse~ except feality;
but %o the representation of their autonomy. The
ideological illusion is philosophical idealism: to assers

the existence of an intrinsic force of thought, where
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thought derives its force from material forces which
'prescribe'it its movement. It therefore follows

that illusion andfalse cohsciousness concern the

form of repreSentatibn, not their content. I4 canbe

be said that Althusser advances an idelogical
conception of ideology, idelogical in the precise sense

of the belief in the functional autonomy of ideas."
("La force de mes idfes est ce qui me traverse, ce

qui par excellence déploie L' exte 'riorité et 1!
interpellation de 1' histoire. La pensée est sans
force. Elle est Be lieu de passage et de placement
ds eTnergies massives de 1' histoire. Voila' ce que
1'idéblogic méEonnaft, voila' ce dont 1! oubli.sponta—

ne' engendre la fausse consclence, Q)Q:ne s'ensiit

mullement que 1' idéologie soit de 1' ordre de 1'

- imaginaire ferm&é. C'est tout le contralre. 1'1deologle
‘est de part en ogrt mise en mouvemenu par des "forces
motrices ré%lles” et Clest cette r&hlits™ qu re11e” diSpOSL
et refleMte, 3&9%—06 dans l'efément de la fausse
conscience, Autrement dit: 1'1llu31on g'attachey, non aux
idfes elles—m@mes, qui ne peuMent procéder de rien
d'autre que du reél, mais a' la reprBsentation de leur
autonomie., L'illusion idedlogique, c'est 1'idéalisme
philosophique: affirmer 1l'existence d'une force
intrinséque de la.penséé, la' eg:‘ la pen-sfe se
divise d'avec les forces matérielles gui lui prescrivent

son mouvement, Il en résulte que 1l'illusion et la fausse

conscience concernent la forme des reprééentations,non
leur conteMi..... On’feut dire qu' Althusser met en
avant une conception idéﬁogique de l'idéﬂogie, idéblogi—
que au sens précis de la croyance dans L'autonomie

fonctionnelle des idees.").

Ideas denote practical and historicel realities, class relatlons, and
not imaginary relations; they, as far as their process of transformation
is concerned, are governed by forces external-td thought and not by

the laws of the imaginary sphere ("les lois de 1l'imaginaire").

One of the consequences of the criticism of Althusserians is
that the content of the relation between science and ideology (as well
as that between materialism and idealism. for that matter) cannot be
understood outside of specific conjungtures of class struggle. We are

dealing here with a complex contradictory relationship between processes
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(i,e. science and ideology conceived as contradictory processes) .

The logic of places (dlstribution of places: domlnant/dOmlnatad, whether
places of concepts, 1nstances oﬁ'levels) cannot 8o easily be Separated
from the logic. of forces (struégle, class contradictions provoking

the displacement of places) without falling back into idealism, It

is thus of no surprise to 'militant materialist! (ienin) that the
intensification £of class struggles in theory (elaboration, production,
propagation) and the efficacy of theory in class struggles im increasingly
leading idealists to cover their theories with materiglist clothes,

This simple "materialist form"™ should not mislead one to think that
these idealists have been converted to materialiém or that the self-

- proclaimed materialists are always consistant materialists. But, on
the other hand,if one camnnot follow the variations of materialist

forms,one may be still struggling agalnst already “dead.enemles“

What is materialism and what is a materialist point of view in

gfrican hhistorical studies? BD seem toinscribe the real motive

force of the crisis of african historiography - a particular case

of the crisis of African studies ang philosophyl8 to its failkure

to adopt a "paterialist problematic" eee. in its methods, Althusserism,
with its ghistorical ideology of reading Marx, tended also to attribute

anything wrong in revolutionary movements to a bad reading ofMarx.l9

laterialism is first of all a critique of idealism,
- As a critique of idealism in all its historical
forms, materialism can only be grasped from the point of view of the
struggle materialism/idealism as a reflection, in theoretical work,
of class struggles. The theoretical sphere is always a divided/
| spllt Sphere° dominant theories are atwar -With dominated ones;

and each particulars theoretical work reflects this struggle., The
struggle.ls carried out .through three mein contexts: ontological/

metaphysical, epistemologifal, and methodological, As is clear with
the interchangeability of use; ih revolutionary movements, of the
concepts: world outlook, method and dialectios, those three contexts
are closely interlinked, The first context involves questions
concerning conceptions or theories of the world: "how does newness

on novelty come into the world?" is a central questioﬁ%?' The second
context deal with the appropriate ways of knowing the world and the
last context deal with appropriate methods and procedures for studying
appropriate objects, Marxism conceives tho»e three contexts as being
dlaleutlcally interlinked, This is clear in the five theses Mao gives

in his essay, On Contradiction: 1) all reality is a process; 2) every
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process -is, in the last analyéis, a system of contradictions; 3) in

a process (i.e@ a systen of coﬁtradiqtions), there is always one
contradiction which is principal; 4) each cohtradicfion.is dissymmetriccls
one of the terms of the contradiction always dominates in the overall
movement of the contradiction itself (theory of the principal aspect

of the Qontradiction); 5) there exist different types of contradictibns
whose resolution requires different processes: the principal distinction
to be made on this matter is that;betﬁeen antagonistic contradietions
and non-antagonistic ones.zl Those theses deal: not only with
ontological, epistemological problems buf also with.ﬁéthodological ones.
Of course, if one context is being emphasized, extra theoretical elabo-
ations v done%' T A S o

Since ‘it is from the point of view of transformations (practice)

23

that we gain correct knowledge, the failure to start from the point
of view of real transformations blocks the process of knowledge.
Commitment to materinlism is commitment to advence the process of know-
'lédgé i.e. comaitment to real transformations, to practice and not to
mere interpretations from the perspective of opposition to real trans—
formations;«(Dialectical naterinlism or materialism associated with
dianlectics means precisely commitment to real transformations of the
real Wdrld.) This is clear in the six characteristics which Ruben
finds a marxist theory of knowledge to have3 1) it must be adequate

to the real cognitive situation in which men: find themselves; 2)

it must be-consistent with scicnce;-3) it must conceive knowledge os
‘being irreducibly Bocial (instend of the asocial conception of the
cl&ssical-ompiricits, Descartes,:Kant, etc, centred on the question,
MWhat can. I know?! the logically prior poinv of departure for marxists
is: "what can we know?'); 4) it must make of the social practice of
man.central; 5) it wust be a dialectical theory; and 6) it must not
necessari ly accept the world as it appears, but permit access to the
way the worldessentially is. In fact, morxism not only grasps.
materialism from the perspective of the struggle uaterialism/idealisu
in theoretical work but most importently from thai of the articulation
proletariat/materialism/science/revolution.2?, As we saw above,

in relation to dominant ideology, oppression, domination and exploitation
ere major abstaclésdoknowledge process; only from the point ofvii§§w

of the complete liberation is such a process enhanced, It is iﬁ;%ﬁis
sense that the proletariat represents the social basis which favours

the advancement of knowledge process,
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Marx, Engels, lenin, Mao Ze-dong, etc,have constantly
ingisted on the fact that materialism is based on a practice and
a theory of concrete social relations, on class contradictions,
It is "impossible to be right alone, and for oneself., One is right
(Corfect) against reactionaries, ~One is always right against r
recctionaries, the 'against reactionaries? is an internal condition
of truth.'> To be materialist, it is indispensible to start,
as of a principal determination, from concrete social relations
petwoen people and the reality of class struggles., That is what
is strictly absent in Hegel, in all idealist philosophers
and in'all materialists before iiarx. This is the substance of

Marx's Theses on Feuerbach, The third Thesis reads: "The materialist

doctrine (old materialism of Diderot- Feuerbach) conéérning the
changing of circumstances and education forgets that circumstances

are changed by men and that the educat or himself must be educated,
This doctrine has therefore to divide sbciety into two parts,

one of which is superior to society, The coincidence of the changing
of circumstences and of human activity or self-changing (new materia-
.lism based not on naturalism but on historical perspective) cén

only be comprehended and rationally understood as Tevolutionary

practicey And the last thesis readss "The philosophers have only
interpreted the world, in various ways; the point, however, is to
change it". Marx's materialism insist on the study of the world

from the point of view of practice, of its transformation,

BD summarize their understanding of the materialist epistemo-~
logy this way: "Materiglist epistemology is premised on the objective
miture of the material and real world, prior to and independent
ofits appropriation in thought, The real cannot be appropriated
in thought without the mediaticn of categories. The cognitive
appropriation of the real world in scientific knowledge necessarily
employs a methodology distimodtfrom that which operates to produce
practical knowledge derived from the daily experience of social
life (knowledge that is practical in a social and ideological as
well as a technical sense)," - An attempt is being made here to.
get rid of social practice as the critorium for truth, The .
relationship between daily-life activities and science is left
unclarified, The éaily-life activities thus fall outsdde of
the "proper object of science". The necessity of struggling:

against empiricism should not blind us to the possibility of
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falling into natur@l materiélisﬁ of Feuerbach,., The real task

of marxist epiStemolbgy is to critically re-interpret even the
epistemoiogy of natural sciénces from the point of view of historical
materialism ("We know only of one.single science, the science of y/

. ‘ *rather than .
history!" Marx/Engels in german .Jdeology) /to align historical

materialism to the requifements of an epistenology based on natural

sciences,

For Marx, the essential independence of things, of nature,
of reality~fobject independence') from thought runs only in one
direction, thought or "the thinking human beings" (Marx) are not
essentially independent from reality, "Like Lenin, we uphold
the essential independence of natural order, But that which is
not essentially independent of man is precisely social being."27
Especially when we are dealing with a theory of history i.e. a scienti-
fic study of what is essentially a form of social consciousness
of social tramsformation, of how societies are produced and how
they‘pfoduce,hﬁman beings, the specificity of Marx's mateg;alism
is cx;,_ucigi._;1 “To‘understand the human world", wrote A. Séﬁﬁ;Rethel,
"Marx created historical materialism, The vital point for him
in this respect was the realisafion that 'it is men's social

being that determines their consciousness? -~ their social being,

not nature, not natural being, When a theorist of reflection

speaks of 'nature', 'external nature'! or man's own 'internal nature'
he is animated by ideas already determined by his social being,

His whole thought about reflective consciousness is an ideology

of a particular social class and historical epoch"zBHanri' Wald,

writing on the history of logic wrote:

8 o "Logic and the history of logic have got a class
character and are social sciences due to their
gnoseological foundations, The materialist-
diaiectical interpretation of the laws of correct
thinking proving, on the one hand, the objectivity .
of these laws -~ from the stand-point of materialism—
and, on the other, the peiative character of their
validitybjjf:om'the standpoint of dialectics - is
What-makeé logic - the science of these laws - be

social sciences and, consequantly, assume a clags character,
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That 1s why the world outlook of the most advanced
5001al class at a particular historical moment was
always what enabled the elaboration ofIa rather
scientific history of a social sc1engﬂ The view

e et et
p01nt of the revolutlonary class in a partlcular

hlstorlcal age is the most s01en¢1f1c ‘at that

" moment of histofy, since;Jéven though itself relative,
it is nevertheless the most objective, i,e., the

~most adequate to history, and, hence, it is also
a step forward on the ladder leading incessantly
to the absolute truth, Being the world out;ook.of
the most revolutionary social class throughout
history, .dialectical materialism enables the
elaboration of a rigorously scientific history
of logic......"29

BD, reasoning closely through Althusserism which failed30

to establish the foundation of the theory (dialectical materialism)
which defines the scientificity of historical materialism, seem
“to £all into natural materinlism which Marx criticises in Peuerbach
- as being incomplete., Irn foct, one of the forms taken by
eurocentrism was preciéély o natural materinlist viewpoint:
treafing“éfricans as natural objects, HoW can this viewpoint lead

' toyscientific history? e

It is interesting to see thqt BD do grqsp the class chara-
cter of bourge01s hlstory‘ but they fail to indicate which
class churacter a "materialist hlstory" of Africe has., The
contrast or oppos1tlon between materialist history and bourge01s‘
history is indeed puzzling, Isn't there a bourge01s position 1n.
materiaiism?” Is the opposition being made between a non-class
theory and a'cldss theory? What is being called for? A none
class hlstory, i.e. a sciéntific hlstory for everybody? Are BD
trylng to persuade 1deolog1sts (in Afrlcan hlstory) to abandon
their class hlstorles to come to everybody“i non—class biased
“hlstory? Isn't this a standpplnt which ¢onforms to the theory
of ‘the peaceful transition to socialism'y which is based on the
thesis of'thﬁ“ihherently;'prOﬂreSSivé‘andﬂau$r31; character of
s1cence (productive forceg)° BD seem to reduce the failure, by

bourge01s hlstorlans, to take the perSpectlve of the transformation
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of the present society (capitalism) to a fatlure to perceive and
use a- 'scientific method's Why don't ED see their intervention

in class struggles around the social theory of the present (éhrrent)
society (capitalism) - in its African expression - as a class

intervention?

"The production of knowledge", BD wrote (p.ll), "involves
both epistemology and methodology united in the concépt of pfoblematic".
Is this not an idealist position? This would be in ogpecment w1th
Kant's epistemology based on the question, "How is obaectlve know-
ledge of nature possible from sources other than manual labour?"
Marx's problemntic involved more than just = the articulation of
epistemology and methodologys. It was from the standpoint of
revolutionary practice of the transformation of the cﬁrrent society
(capitalism) that he came to the position that the existence of
nafﬁral laws was the theoretical expression in the bourgeois social
théory of bourgeois commitment to the perpetuation of the current
SOCiety. His critical analysis of the bourgeois dominant ideolpgy
(political economy) was possible only from the point of view[of'the

dominated ideblogy of revolutionary class resistance, PFailing to
iake this position, we cannot explain wﬁy did Marx see clearly through
the limitations impoeed. by commodity fetishism, - The rejection,

by Marx, of the existence of natural laws governing social processes,
is the foundation of Marx's epistemological break; he showéd value
to be a social relation, It is this rejection which is properly

the locqtlon of the inversion, by mMrx, of both Hegel and Ricardo.
And such a rejection led Marx to the nethodological task of grasping
theﬁspecifiqity of the current society, i.e. its historical iaws.

It was, I think, this shift in Marx's world outlook, motivated

by the préctice of fransﬂﬁnmation of society represented by the
pe:éistenfly'pébelling”WQrkers, which led Marm. to a shift in episte-
‘ moibgy_and methoaéiogy'andfnot the other way around,

- Can a "materiﬁlisf ﬁrobiematic/ not based on the requirements
af sthe practice of the transformatlon of the present ‘african society-
as an integral part of the present society (capltﬂllsm) - produce
,‘mhterlalist history? Is it not the very conceptlon of the social
lelSlon of labour which produces departments of hlstory etce
»geared %o the perpetuatlon of the present society? How can a
theory developed from that stnnd p01nt grasp hlstorical laws?
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Can these 1nst1tut10ns and historlans functioning theX® as concrete
supports of class relations of the present society produce a pro-
transformation of the present african society (thus mater1allst)
hlstory°

’ , A whole tradltlon of philosophers of science, a' la Khum or'a'

la Bachelard has confused the question of struggles in scientific experi-
mentation ‘often understood in subjectivist terms. Thomas Khul 4

for example, fails to understand that the "dominent paradigm" - the
so-called'normal sciende! - éxercises its domination on dominated paradigns
which may not hecessafilj be ideological on which the struggle to
overthrow or to replace the dominant paradigm may. be rooteds . It does .
requlre a lot of - struggles for the dominant paradigm to be accepted
s001ally as such. A simple extidbition of the problematic underlining
such domlnant paradlgn is not enough. A history of science conceived
through a success1on of dominant paradign rather than through struggles
call them paradlgmatic struggles - reflecting ultinmately class struggles
.in scientific experimentation, is idealism. # Robert Foessart32
shown that it i$ fronm the Eract:qgl~ transformation of its object that a

partieulsr scienee‘develops. One of the reasons for the underdevelopment

of the sciehce of'society'is that social forces .gompmitted to the complete
' transformstion of society are not yet sufficiently/ mobilized. Only
from the point of view of that practical transformation of its'ebject
(1.e. from the point of view of socialism) that the science of society
will develop, The first phase of such a mobilisation gaveuf;se to Marx,
etc. Even in the area of natural sciences, the struggles forntheir
development'were fundamentally close siruggles: it required sufficient
mobilisation of the social forces, especially under thelleedséehip of
the bourgeoisie, favoring the development of science, as feduired by the
'boﬁrgeois transformation of society, that sciences developed considerably.
In fact, history emerged as a discipline, to provide for tthe theor&
of the bourgeois form of social conscimousness of the bourgeois social trans-
formation as well as dominstion: history was, for a long time, fundamentally
the theory of the form of social consci-~ousness of the bourgeois nation

(its emergence, its development and its expension)*,

Pion, who has studied the epistemological and polifical implications
of the Theory of Games which was supposed to have brought a revolution
in Economics,B: ‘showed that the main theoretical issue it was trying to
resolve was to get rid, theoretically; of classvstruggleé it ended up
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with an imaginary policy. Exemples need not be multiplied to show that
theoriés nécessarily have a social base,»their production, reproduction
'ahd.théir disappearance cannot be understood without dealing with their
sociel base, Which sSocial bases in Africa does materialisf history have?

-

. A certain confusion on Marx's method still prevailseMarx has expli-

c¢itly linked the question of his method to that of Hegela ' He wrote:

Miy dialectical method is in 1ts foundations, mot only
‘_different ffqm the Hegélianibﬁt exactly opposite $0 it.
Fbr Hegei,nthe process of thinking, which even he transforms
into aﬁ‘independeni_subjectﬁ under the name of !the Idea!,
is fhé éreator of the real world (idealists always pose that
the etzaai=re of thought when thinking must also be the
structure of the world), and the real world is only the
external appearanbebof the idea. With me the reverse
is true: the ideal is nothing but the material’world
reflected in the mind of men and translated into forms
of thought sesse.. "V'T'he‘ mystification which the dialectics
suffers in Hegel's han&s by no means prevents him frdm
being the first to present its general forms of mbtion
in a comprehensive and conscious mammer. With him 1% is
standing on its head. It must be inver'ted in order to

discover the rational kernel within the mysticalVSh.ell"34

Marx views his nethod, not just as béiné in contradictory relationship
. with Hegel's, but also as a unity of contraries, method or mode of inquiry/
. method or mode of presentation under the domination of the former. This
is how he put its '
" Of course, the method of presentation must differ in form
fron that of inquiry. The latter has to appropriate the
- material in detail, to analyse its different forms of
development and to track down their immer commection, Only
after this work has been done can the real novement be
appropriately preséhfed; If this is done successfully,
. if the life.of the subject matter is now reflected back in
-1deas, then it may appear as if we have before us a

& priori~construction’ ) | o
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Granted: these formulations are very metapharical', But to just
dismiss them on that account is not enough. Althusserians, I feel, have
confused more the relationship Marx/Hegel by completely reducing it into

an absolute discontinuity, Reading Marx, for them, became hunting for,
L e = S

anything Hegeldan in his work and sgrikihg it out. Their theorg of

reading Marx, forgetting the test of practice, is fundamentally based

oq_gg§~§g§§;lizz_zgwards Hegel, Althusser goes even as far as censoripg56

the first chapter of Capital. If the demarcation line in Marx's
work becomes Heéeiiqn tendency vs. non~hegelian tendency, what about
the struggle between materialism and idealism in Hegels' work - on
| which Lenln 1n51sts?37 The cognitive topology of Hegel - for exanple -
2 result of Hegel's epistemological critique of Kant, is still the basis of
lthe distinction external/internal contradictions or extrinsic/ intrinsie

relations so important in dialectical and historical materialism. The

failure to grasp what is materislist in Hegel's Science of Logic mnay
' 38

explain Althusserians's tendency to £all back into natural materislism.
 BD write on pi¢ "We attempt to show that method necessarily startsz
wiihjtﬁe correct posing of questions, as well as bearing on their investi-
gatioh.ﬂlMoreover, we regard investigation and explanation as pre-eminently
theoretical activities pursued within distinctive theoretical frameworks
whlch determlne the content and the use of empirical knowledge." Where
do these questions which start the method come from? What determines the
correctness of the "'posing of questions'? Unless "theoretical frameworks!
nean here "world outlooks", the position here asserted is completely
- idealist: the form of thought determines the content of lmowledge. (The
‘concept 'circle! not being circular, its content is not 01rcular eitheri),
And where does this 'empirical knowledge'! come from —uwhose content and

- use are being determined by the form of thought?

The substance of the quotation could be expressed also in an old philo-
fzsophlcal o) yaﬁ%g' "to search, T nust know what I an looking for otherwise

| find i%; but if I already know tht/
llI woni't recognize what I am looking for when/ T - am looking for them I dm!'%

pearch for it", Theoretically, this issue in epistemology, has been }
" dealt with through the relationship between theoretical concepts and

'observational concepts'.'j'9

The prograrme for getting rid of theoretical
concepts in scientific research has not led to a definite convinecing
solution: theoretical concepts can not, it seems, completely be replaced

by "observational concepts', The real problem here lies in the wrong
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conception of epistemology which makes of perception rather than language
Cits basis»4o Nevertheless, 1f, in fact, "method necessarlly starts

with the correct posing of questlons," then the correctness is deflned

or datermlned by a theory of the world to which the content of the “thought
refers. Only as an 1ntegral part of reallty can we say that thought is

in dlrect contact w1th reality. And in this case, the development‘of

such a thought can only be studied as part of the dévelopmeht of;}eglity.
The{ﬁﬁjectiVe,contenﬁ,of“thought,refers to the coﬁient of the representation
of reality and not to*its form. That is why we don't talk about the content
of reality in thought but simply the content of thought. The problem of
empiricism and idealism has to do more with their theories of the world

(the content of their representation of reality) rather than the form of
thetr ‘thought (method)s<Bub, of coutse,-a theory of the world necesserily
influences the method based on its It is idealist however, to think

that a World 6utlodk is determined completely by a method rather than a

practice.

Marx's method of presentation in Cgpital, as carefully explicitated
by Go Damonil,41 concerns the 'structure of the concept', in its
interiority and exteriority aspects, which.defines clearly the domain of

the "theoretizable" ("theorisable") and its Ultimate limits, the "non-~

‘ ‘“fheOretizable" Marx, in his method of presentation (i.e. the method

 of scientific expl&natlon) wses a twofold instrument to study a phenomenon:
an internal conceptual relationship-and an external, contingent, ron-
theoretizable but effective relationship, This double relationghip defincs

the conceptual structure through which the phenomenon is: graspede.

) i The interiority/exterinrity dis tlo has nothing to:dd'&ith the
ﬁusual emplrlclsﬁ/rat*onallst connotatlons. "In*eriority” does not

- designate the essence in its opp081t10n to apprearances but the fact that
determlnatlons are internal <& concept or to a theoretical field. Marx
retalns, in Gapital, oxly a concent or even a "phenomenal totality" taken
into account, which nay be inscribed 1n its interiority of the existing
theoretical field, at a given moment of the exposition. !Marx offen, says

of a determination excluded from the theoretical fieclds "it does not cxist
for us". This makes a demarcation of the theoretical interiority from

its exteriority. = This exteriority is not the "phenotienal appearance' of
which the ”intériority"'would be the "internal essence', but another "logicnl
totality". Tor example, exchenge value or value belongs to the "fundemcntal

theoretical field", while use—value (the "other face" of commodity)
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neceésary to conceptué.lize commodity, belongs to another, theoretical
field (the one which studies ph&sical and biological properties

of utility products): each "logical totality" is thus autonomous, The
chain of determinations (the structure of the concept) could be

presented as follows:

Internally to the concept. externally to the concept

value of commodity concrete lgbor time’

socially necessary time external factors

the concept 'Capital'’

. internal determinations material or external de-~
‘ - ¢ terminations

variable capital , _

constant capital : subjective factors:
labour power
objective factors:

means of production etc,

Thusy, in Capital, Marx does not proceedigzaiglfznggggjggg;
of 'concepts (logic of iteration) as Hegel does but by positing of
one. concept, therepy .opening the exploration ,}(analysis) of the theoretic:l
space opened up and:clo,sre_d up by-such a concept, and by positing of =
new cencept (richer in theoretical determinations) broadening the
theoretical field and so on up to the constitution of theoretical
fields of an extreme structural complexity. This reminds one of the

axiomatized42 presentation of logico-mathematical knowledge. It is
this form of thought that BD are aiming at inftpgir desoription of

- the formal arrangement of scientifid concebtsi(ﬁéde of”produétion,
social formation, etc.) necessary for the presentation of matefialist
history. Although, the exteriority, non-theoretizable aspect is
not understood correctly. BD chain of determinationswould look like
this: |

production in general -9y Specific productions

mode of production &—> Soclo-~economic formation

Historical specificity I & Historical specificity II

specific modes of production Social formations with specific

- modes of production,
capitalist mode of Z—> capitalist societies

production particular epochs, conjunctures
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This is how BD put it:

"Our principal argument is that the production of
knowledge (in the sense of the means and results
of explanation) is always and necessarily a theoretical
task, in which concepts at different levels of
abstraction=to which particular functions correspord-
are esiaviisied and applied in the investigation of
different objects of knowledge, at the level of

" Historical specificity I the theories of particular
modes of production, at the level of Historical
Specificity II the analysis of particular epochs,

social formations, and conjuctures," (p.8).

A in formal sciences (Logic, Maths)'whére axiomatization hides the
prgriﬁéntal side of Méths, Mari’s mefhod of presentation using
"ébstraétion", hides also +the experiméntal side of his scientific work.
In mathematics, for examplé, "the full account of the historical
development of each (theorem) ,, the mistakes, errors, blind all®ys,
deal encs, contradictiones en~gunuered before luS prewent formulation
etce_%s not given. The mode of sclentlflc presentatlon tends to put
emphasis on the absolgte character of knowledge as opposed to its
approiimative character, In the hands of idealiétg, the whole
mathematical apparatus is presented as LF it were absolutely perfect
and there were no proﬁﬁoms; blind alleys, openended issues, etc.
encountered on the process which led to +he present formulation of
mathematlcal theorems,»pOrJQWates, and axioms, The experimental
character - mostly graSped through the mode of investigation - which
‘is the principal aspect cf any science, is left in the background."
One cannot really say that the rotive force of development of
mathematics is solely the axiomatic form of its presentation, The
‘method’of inquiry is here grasped thfough a materialist history of
.mathematicso It is also the expe“lmental aspect of his work that Marx
refers to as the domlnant aspect oi h1s method: +the mode of ingquiry,
He is aware also that the mode of presentatlon, when successful,
.glves the 1mpress1on to the 501ent1flc work of looking as if" it were

an a priori construction.
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BD seem to.reduce the whole process of knowledge production
- ‘whose motive force is theory/practice to the mode of presentation.
This is inavitable when one, like Althusserians, deduces Marx's
method - through a "symptomatic reading" - from one of its best
“'pesults (Capital). BD formel presentation of their "materialist
" problematic" seems to follow closely, without reaching its ultimate
conclusions, Alain Badion's most Tigorously developed - pattened
after the logico ~ mathematical formalism - reformulation of early

43 One of the conclusion ®Peached was that Althusser

Althusserism,
was unable to reconcile Spinozaist tendency (theory of truth and
model of structural causality) and Kantian tendency (relation
abstract object/real object) in his problematic., Badion has

since rejected this Althusserism as "epistemological idealism" whose
main tenet is that "scientifically correct method (of presentation)

decides everything in scientific work".

Althuéserism was centered around the notion that dialectical mate-
rialism function 4f not as a méta—theory of historical materialismn,
at least a theoretical or conceptual policing apparatus, i.e. a
theory of functions whose values are the proper doumain of historical
,materialism,  Or in other words, the process of production of a
historical model could be assimilated to/construction function of
the_cbncept (with reference to a logico-matehmatical model: Syntax =

pemantics => Dislecticel materialism — Historical Materialism)%44

BD seem to carry the same formalist conceptual arrahgement over the c
conceptualization of the relation between a theory of modes of
production - if the theory of 'production in general' is the domain of
Dialectical materialism - and the theory of the specificity of a
social formation. The question needs considerable elaboration;

1 camnot completely deal with it here satisfactorily45 It is however,
the theoretical location of disagreements and antagonism among
marxists. It is Because, within Marx's work itself, the relationship

of the concepts in their arrangements is not absolutely determinate,
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46 X
I argue, in line with G, Deleplace, that the movement diale-

ctical materialism -phistorical materialism —pcapitalism (i.e. theory
of knowledge or method JDtheory of historyf:7theory of a specific

mode  of production) in the way it is traditionally understood,
cannot lead to the conceptualisation of the specificity of the

present society (capitalism), which is the objective of Marx. If

historical materialism as theory of modes of production - as it is
. usually said - provides laws of the type of the surface of a triangle
(3b x h), for example, the application of such laws to specific modes
“of production:- as the application of 5 (b x h) to a sgecific triangle
Wouldbnot give us a specific picture of the mode other%than a
quantity. This is what people, like Endre Sik, didécot understand.
To deal with t,'his_,;iifficul?cy, BD write (p;7): "The __Faos_t important
point here is tgatéthe production of knowiedge at the level of Historicul
specificity II, just as in the case of Hiotorical specificity I, invo-
lves the application of its own constitutive concepts. In other words,
specific forms of theorization are appropriate to the investigation
of concrete historical phenomena, in contrast to viewing such analy-
sis as the eifect‘of theory on data."  This is precisely what must
Be elaborated;»what isy in fact, the need for the conccots:of HST
and what is their exact relationship with those of HSII? Doesn't

this position contradict what BD said on page I that they were

going to show?
Mao Ze—dong47 conceives the relationship such as that between
" HSI and HSII in terms of the relationship between the universality
and the specificity of contradictions. In contradictiong,the univer-
sality exists only in the specific, No understanding of the univer-

sal aspect of contradictions is possible without a long investigation
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and familiarity with the specific aspecti This would reverse

the direction of the movement of the process of historical knowledge:
HSII -y HSI -7 Dialectical materialism, The status that Marx gives
to class struggle in his theory of history and in line with Deleplace,
I would argue that Marx's orientation in the process of production

of historical knowledge (see annex I) is in agreement with Mao's
position, The internal logic of such an orientation would look

like this:

I
Theory of the pre-~capitalist . Theory of
mode of production Communism
A , .
Society negated by Society which
Capitalism negates

capitalism

Theory of Capitalism

(precent or current
society)
analysis of commo-

dity exchange

(mode of sociality

of the present society)

Thus, the theory of capitalism (the present society) is the
only rigorouws construction in Marx's theoretical work, on which an
"historical" orientation could be based by negation, The conditions
of the existence of the present society are discovered by asking:
which society did the present society transform or‘negate? And the
conditions of fhe complete transformation of the present society
(capitalism) from within will give ug the theory of the communist
society. (Which conditions in the present society keep reproducing
it and which ones are driving it towards its complete trénsformation?).
The eiements of the theory of the pre-capitalist society are only epi-
stemologico. -~ historical pre-suppositions of the current society;
they are not supposed to be tsken for a theory of the genealogy of
capitalism, Ante-capitalist socie%y is not the same thing as the

: TR T e

pre-capitalist society;‘ That is why, Marxggiéces the section on

. I



"primitive accumulation" where it is in Capital - after the theory

of the commodity form., From a gnoseological point of view, -there

is no other way of 'reconstructing' the 'past' except from the

point of view of the current society - eSpeoially if we take marx's
conception that men are produced by society (i.ce a Specific“ﬁodé

of sociality differentiates men) and that knowledge is necessarily
social, The specificity of a sociél formation can only‘be’undgrstood
through a discovery of the concrete form of gociality ("sociélifé")
given by its mode of production - which governs the relations’ among
people iﬁ that formation and produce and reproduce them as such.
M;rx's thebry, in this perspective, would glavitate around the follo-
wing question8° what are the conditions for the current society to

be understood as a specific mode of sociality? These are: l) the
present society is seen as a mode of production of individuals, i.e.

a mode of differentiation of men/women; 2) the present society is
historically determined, i.e. its mode of differentiation of people

is specific, It is only in this way that capitalism may cease

to be taken as a particular casz of mode of production, i.e. an
application of a general theory of combination ofithe elements of

a mode of production., To produce a theory of history, in the current
situation, is to produce a theory of capitalisn (thé present society).
There is no longer any "a priori direction of history" governed

by a succession of modes of production.

Such a succession is, often, considered "natural" and thus the
tendency, for people who see it that way, towards falling back into
"natural materialism", They see it, today, as "umatural" to have a
socielist society become again capitalist.. Theoretically, natural
materialism is the root of the philosophical aspect of revisionism.
Communism, among other things, is conceived as the "natural" outcome
of the "naturally progressive development of.the productive forces",

If historical materialism becomes a theory of general laws of the

- succession of modes of production of human development, we are back

into a philosophy of history.

In addltlon to what has been said, all the theoretizations on
"tran31tlon" from one node of production to the other are if not simple
eplstemologlco - historical prcsuppos1tlon of the theory of the prescnt
society and its negation by another society, etc., then simple theoreticux

Speculations,
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There is only the current society and other societies (past

or future) can only be reconstructed/constructed in thought by
opposition to the present society. The overthrow (negation) of the
present society (capitalism) is no longer conceived as being
reguired by "the general movement of history as a whole": this is

a possible consequéhbe of the absence of'natural or universal

laws - especially _if' the analysis of the historical laws (its
specificity) shaws that these laws are tendentially leading

society to self;;>déé£ruction, It is entirely an outcome of

class struggles within the socio::::::::?*7::3’*§5g;:;£:;£e

OV

historical laws of the present—seeiedy-whieh—define—TtsTurrency.

f . - .
It is in this sense that class struggle is the motive force of

history. The general theory of modes of production - as traditio—
nally conceived - makes of class modes particular cases and thus the
class character of a mode tends to be given a less central

position,

Since history cannot be conceptualized but from the present
(and not from any observation -f the past - the observed 'past!
can only be what is reproduced by the present society - its specific
mode of sociality -~ its specific historical laws in the reproduction
through other specific historical laws cease to be gspecific, PooTr
empiricists!), the specificity of another society (in the past.
or the future) can only be reconstructed or constructed by opposition
to-the present society. (One should think of 'ancestorial worship,
‘as a form of history producing). It is in that sense that notions
used to study the past must be eleborated by contrast with the -
meaning in the present. This is what marx summarized .in the
famous saying: "The anatomy of man is the key to the anatohy of the
nonkey." The genealogical theory of man from the mankey is not
gnoseologically sound. Marx elaborated his thought in the following
manners _

"It would therefore be unfeasible and wrong to let
the economic categories follow one another in the
same sequence as that in which they were historically
deciéive; Their sequence is determined = rather,
py their‘fe1ation to one anofhsr'invmodéin bbﬁfgeois
éoéiety, w.ica is préciéely théboppbsite:bf;that

" which seems to be their natural order or which

corresponds to historical development. The point is



23

not the historic pociticn of .the eccononic relations
in the suécessibn of different forms of society...
Rather, their order within modern hourgeois society”48
The orientation to follew is thus: 1) to analyse the present
scciety (capitalism) and 2) to define a contrarip another society,
past (pre—capitalist society or mode of production) or future
("communism"). This inplics that concepts of modes of production
(in genéral) and history have to. be considered in a very restrictive
‘manner. History can only be conceived as the movement through which
" the present society emerged from the past -~ which appears to us as
its opposite and whose future will break with the present - if the
future is effectively the opposite of the current. ~ Historical
temporalify is not:the sane thing as simple chronology. Marx
summarized this view in “hkewtegeia this way, =

"The capitalist mode of appropriation, which springs from the
capitalist mode of production, produces capitalist private property.

- This is the first negation of individual private property, as founded
on the labour of its proprietor. But capitalist production begets,
with the inexorability of a natural process, its own negation. This

is the negation of the .negation. It does not re-establish.private
property, but it does indeed establish individual property on the
basis of the achievenents of the capitalist era: namely co-operation
and the possession in comuon of the land and the neans of production
produced by labour itself.™ This conception could be called
"materialist history" - at least in Lenin's sense of 'militant
materialisn" - i.e. "eritical history", very aware of the impossibility

- of -bringing the past into the present in vivo or in vitro. g. Dek

Deleplace puts it this way: v |

"And it is no longei an 'utbpian' history which
~confronts capitalisn toaclassless societyees}

if the analysis 6f the mode of socialisation l

of individuals pernits to grasp the existence of
classes in the past - from its existence in
capltalism - the history thus reconstructed will
be an history of exploitation, as it could be
situated in relation to the.present. The latter
confronted w-th the past to better assert its

specificity: this is the orientation of a'eritical!
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hiStory."5O‘ ("Btce a'est plus une histoire
"utopique', guiconfronie le capitalisme a'des socidtés
sans classes ...; si l'analyse du mode de socialisation
~des individus permet de comprendre l'existence des
classes dans ﬂe pass€ - a'partir de son existence
dahémiéﬂcéiitalisme - l'histoire ainsi reconstwmite

sera une histoire de 1l'exploitation, telle qu'elle

pent ebre situéé par anport‘g;: preSent. Le pré-
sent confronté ad passé pour mieux affirmer sa spécis=

- -~ 0 3 > 3
ficité: c'est la demarche d'une histoire "critigue',

The problem of the African historiography becomes the fact that,

failing to make an analysis of the present society (African society
in capitalism — its specificity i.e. its specific mode of sociality),
itwants to grasp its past oufside;of:fheTSpecificity of the historical
laws of the present society through which, by opposition, the past
could be reconstructed. 'Of course, the forn of'soéiality (in its
colonial or post colonial phases) imposes itself on african historical
studies. ‘Colonialists or postcolon;al "bourgeoisies" cannot give

us other. 'pasts' than thoce expressed through the civilizing mission
of Europe or the African local initiative,. The orientation African
historiography takes, i.c., asswiing that the past is given and

that its understanding is the key to that of the present ("the anatory
of the monkey is the key to the anatomy of man"), is fundamentally
empiricist and idealist, Adopting the problematic of natural
naterialism (“object‘independence") does not change t%he situation

e ither,

"The real, "wrote BD," cannot be appropriated in thought without
the mediation of categories,” Yes. Buty it is only through the
node of sociality (e.g. COmmodi?y;form) of the current society that

existing categories derive theirjefficacy: their critique (in Marx's
sense of the critique of pelitical economy - the dominant ideology
of the current society) nust first of all reVeal the current
cultural problematic of the reality (present society) against which
those categories emerge before categories needed to deal with the
reality opposite to the present can be developed.51 The historical
reality is not "given" in the same sense that "natural reality" is -~
at least Marx demies this,
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The most -important idea I get from the BD critique of African
‘historical studies is that these assume (or start off fron the
position for) the perpetuation of the current african society (as
an integral part of capitalism) and thus assume a variant form of
natural laws - or at least a certain "naturalness" - as notive
force of this African society in the present society (capitalism).
The natural condition of Africans was such that the Europeanv
civilizing mission was necessary - for sone; the good natural condition
was hanpered although not stopped by foreign European donination to
fully realize itself - answeréd others, African history becomes
the description of the realization or nbn—realization, in time
and space (geoéhronology) of human nature in its African variant
forn, When the human african nature "fails", the geographical
element decides everything!  This is, of course, rigorously in
conformity with bourgeois social theory - founded on the existence

- of universal natural laws,

J Israel wrote: "....to view the social world and
its_processes and structures as marrifestations of
universal and unchéhging (functional) prerequisites.
These prerequisites‘are»postuiated as much because
hunan nature - being unaffected by social processes -
is viewed as requiring a cép%éin structure that
guarantees order and demohious‘dévelopment. All
human beings are, aCCOfdinguto this view born with
certain capacities, 'Théy are supposcdly used in
order to maximize utility, The individual owes
nothiné to society and éociety'théfefOre should
not restrict his action. These individual actions,
esvecially ‘choices to Laxinize utility, when taken
" together, make up social processes, The latter thus
are defined as the aggregate of individual . actions.
‘Society is-then the results of the will of its
‘individual actions., Society is ‘then the results: of
the will of its individual uembers,-who are guided
by norms and values held in comzon, Conflicts arise
< when individuals deviate from these -norns, - Therefore

they have to be punished, This, with different

variations, is the thewme of an idealistic methodology“52
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All those conceptions of the current african society, in which
"fathers of the nations" are said to be its real geneological roots
or where 'socialism' is spreading' from 'socialist presidents', can

be easily recognized as pertaining to that idealistic 'methodology'.

In that sense, it is not quite correct to Sé&, as BD do, that
Mtheir discipline (history) has no object!" (p.ll). its ébject
is precisely to subordinate the study of the Speéificity of the present
3001ety (Bourge01s 5001ety is universal society! ) under the requlre-
ments of its "natural" perpetuatlon, to current apprearances of
thlngs as happening as nuturallx as they saould That is to say,
a geochronologlcal ‘search for natural la ws governlng the african
‘ society. Treatlng the process of capltal accurmlation as a
\\\\\— . "natural' rather than ‘a class strugglg process and deducing every
idea from thc requlrements of Mr, Capital fall again into this
naturallsu. If history mist deal with historical laws, hlstorlc 11
specificity, then African historiography is in the nain not deallng
with history. Empiricisn, i,g.'that facts contain their own knowled
or truth, is nothing but a didfatorship of the given (it is like
propounding the,ideology of the”Leissez ~ faire when you are the
strongest power); underlthézgoﬁination of cormodity form (with its
commodityAfetiéhism), gmpiricism becones the fullest nethodological/
epistemologiCal.éxpression of the dominant ideology (political
econoqy). And ;@ealigp, i.e. that ideas contgin their own facts
(or produce their facts) or that "reality is ny drean" (Popper),
is nothing but a way of disorienting people's attention from realivy:
the painful complaints of the appressed people are nothing but their
own dreaums. (its directive: think of reality as your dream, in your
mind; the dominated status of Africa becones an expression of her

own 'spirituality' - poor negritude!).

As long as African history will be written from the perspective
of the outsiders who don't question the present socdety (capitalisn)
and who are thus removed from the dialectics of" African class
struggles themselves or from the perspective of the actors in African
class struggles interested in the perpetuation of the present africain
society as an integral part of the present society (capitalism),

. idealism or empiricism will be inevitable in its ficthodologye.
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The present ruling classes of Africa who judge the output and value
of history departuents in terms of their "weight or efficacy"
for "econonmic development" are more honest than coreerists who think

fhey are producing an importanﬁ 'good! for everybody (for humanity)

It is from the perspective of the actors in the practice of
transfornation (complete negation) of the current society in its
African expression that the rejection of the so-called 'natural laws'
governing African society (Afriganism: aufhenticity, negriﬁude, prini-—
tivism, comnunalism, ete) is possible and therefore the study of
historical laws (the historical Speéificity of African’society in
the current society) will become not just an urgent task, but
possible as well, Should we be surpriséd that with so manj depart—~
nents of history around, there is no single scientific study of the

African liberation movernents?

The tendency to take as o model of "scientific problematic® (logic,

mathenatics, physics, linguistics, biology, etc), a specific domain

of scientific experimentation has often proven to be one of the sources

of idealism in epistemological theories, Merx's "appropriate

method for the appropriate subject matter" and Mao's "every science

deals with a' specific contradictionssss.. appropriate methods of r¢so-

lution of the spectfic contradictions'" are meant to deal with

that problen, In fact, the dominant class forums of the division of

labory. in theorctical work, exercise their dominction through the

transfer ahd'impositiop_oﬁ theoretical models from a domain that .

materialiZes nore fﬁlly the dpmination of the dominant ideology to

other domains, The crifi@ue of the African historiography must

firgt of all deal with these forms of domination rather than restrics:

itself to the theoretico-idealogical limitations already assigned to

it by the dominant ideology. Materialist history, BD explicitly say

this, is a theory of the historical specificity of the entire present

society (capitalisn), it is not whatever aspect of thé.bresént society
“'which is: left out by "other social sciences", It‘muét grasp thé‘curr0ﬂcy

of the present:society,

BD's worry about the possibility of deducing historical
knowledgé‘from a generzl theory of nodes of prodyction (Historical

specificity I), should have, I think, led then to either reject or

‘- “-restrict such a theory, HSI is useless, unless used only, as a Sohn -
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leads to a formalist 'historical combinatorics' — as tried by Etienne

proposes, as a "methodological postulate." .Otherwise, it

Balibar - whose concrete historical Specificity cammot be determined.
The main problem with this general theory of nodes of production is
that the concept 'mode of production' cannot be determinate unless
conceived as mode of.socialisation of individuals (mode of sociality)
in Bo far as sociality produccs iﬁdividuals;54 It is one of the
senses in which norx uses the concept 'mode of production! especially
in his so-called mafgre worké.'i Only in that casé that the very |
forn (and not just the content) of a mode of production in society
will be,specific. But, ir the law of coubination of the variables
(production relations, productive forces) is aifeadjfgivenrin fhe
general theory of modes of production, any "Speoifié"‘modéfof ‘
production is a particular case and its specificity becomes difficult
to define, And a combinatories (the science of all possible combinztions
of the eleuments of modes of production) of the' élements of modes

of production becones possible, This ideology of articulation
(structuralist articulation), no matter how excifing, cannot be a
substitute for a "concrete analysis of the concrete situation'.

The clain that nodes of production are ahistorical is at best
idealist if not just non-sensical, Even if nodes of production arc
reduced to simple ways of talking about societies, language itself is
historical, Even logic, the house of the 'pure concepts', is historical,
Whaf are these 'laws of motion' of something which is ahistorical?
aréﬁthey logical entailment forms? Capitalist social formations arc
then societies in which people use ‘'capitalist mode of-production!

to talk about their formations! How is this ahistorical node of

production going to be succeeded by another shistorieal one?

My 'brief commehts' are becoming too long indéed! I should
refer the reader, for further reading on these issues, to g.Déieplace
who has given us a rigorous examination of them. It is too bad ED
did not go through the history of the debafés on the concept of
node of production and its application -~ I hope' that this history does
also exist for BD. Indeed, if a basic concept which is the corner -
stone of a science is hot determinate in its very definition (I an
aware that concept and definition are not identical, contrary to Althussex,

and application, how can it be the foundation of a science?
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'"Materialist perspective (or rather dialectical materialist p
problematic) in historical studies is moré complex an issue that
sinple' object independence', as BD seen to think. It would take

me - - too long to show that from the point of view of proletarian Ik B
leaders (Lenin, Mao, etc) the current situation (also called by Leninbb
present moment, present conjuneture, concrete situation, actual
situation, ete) is the central concept for historical analysis as
required by political practice. The concepts are of course under-
stood in precise problematic contexts. The basic ones are: socio
economic formation/conjuncture/period/epoch/stagees...fron the point
of view of the structure; pre-revolutionary situation/revolutionary
situation....from the point of view of proletarian struggles; nost
generally, the basic concepts of historical naterialism are seen as
being: socio-economic formation/class struggle/dictatorship of the
proletariaﬁ/communism.56 Communisn is the theory of the process which
leads to communism; the theory of conunisnm is the support of proletoricn
/7 as theory
politics and policy. It is comuunism/which transofrms the prole- .
tariat into a political class.57 I will devote another paper to tais

% Opic 0

As a conclusion, let ne say that a thecry which nakes of clozs
struggle the motive force of history should not "forget class struggles’
and thus forget also the central position of revolutionary practicc

for historical naterialism,

I would like to end these comments with ny thanks to Elaine and
Herxy Slater who read them before they were typewritten: we share,
although inequally the responsibility.
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ANNEX 2,

Mao's theory of knowledge

Mao's philosophy on the theory of knowledge refutes completely
Althusserian notion of the "theoretical practice "and is a decise
methodological contribution,. This theory of knowledge is based on
five questions: l) what is to be known? 2) where does knowledge
come from? 3) who produces and/or elaborates it? 4) How is it

elaborated? 5) what is the criterium of truth?

Let me give very briefly the answers Mao gives:
1) It is not an "theoreticolly given object" which is to be
known, but different forms of human practice, This is in

agreenent with Marx's Theses on Peuerbach, . No. 1.

2) "Correct ideas coue from social practice, struggle for
production, class struggles and scientific experimentation.”
There are 2 formsof knowledge: one coming from the strugglc
for production and the other from class struggles. Naturcl
sciences and social sciences are cristallisation of thosc
2 forms. Philosophy is the gencralization and the surmation
of what is known on nature and society. (vol III),

Method comes from social practice,

3) Anyone who wants to understand a phenomenon mmst put onescli
in contact with it: without participating personally in the
practical struggle of its transformation, one cannot know
the phenomenon. (Veolss I), One camnot know the taste of

a pear without eating it.

4) Knowledge process passes through 2 stages: sensuous knowledge
and rational knowledge Everyone who thinks that rational
knowledge can be obtained outside of sensuous knowledge

("comaissance sensible') is an idealist.

5) "often, correct knowledge can be arrived at only after ncny
repetitions of the process leading fronm natter to conscicus-
ness and then back to matter, that is, leading from practice to
knowledge and then back to practice., Such is the narxist
theory of knowledge, the dialectical nmaterialist theory of
knowledge." (Selectcd Readings.p. 503)




32

.o
.o

There is no other criterium of truth except social practicc,
It is through practice that-the first. leap (Sensuous know=-
ledge to rational knowledge) is experianced, (Tone I)e
This is against the Althusserian notion of "the criterium

of truth is internal to theory" (which is really the view

of systenatic idealisté: Pla%o, Hegel (one side of hin only),
Spinoza, etc.,) Mao is in agreement herc with marx's Theses

on Feverbach, no. 2, anong other things.,
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ANNEX 3.
- PROCESS OF KNOWLEDGE PRODUCTION

ACCORDING TO ALTHUSSERIANS :

a) Methodological theses -~ geared towards a struggle against

empiricism, Basis: re-affirmation of the
The conebpt of 1ta objeeqs o produce

Thesis O: Reality exists independently of our
knowledge of ity it is not produced by
Men's thought nor by the development of
an "Absolute Idea'., - This is the
fundamental thesis of "object independaencc”
of materialism, Althusserians insist oz
its validity for society as well.

Thesis 1: : Knowledge process is a process of production

jb as much as any other process of productio:i:

ieslo%‘tlsa ttl}lee oai‘cettijjeia p(:)t‘fac i%%%c;rea%jpcfy%%g]ho R
definite means of labour to determinatc
objects of labour to get a product.

Thesis 2:

The whole process of knowledge production

takes. place entirely in thought. The

objects of (theoretical) labour ("Generslisy

I") are notions or concepts previously

produced, the means of labour("Generslity II')

constitute the existing conceptual boly, tue

product ("Generality III") is a new

concept, The movement or operation whiclh

goes from "ideological knowledge' to

scientific knowledge of a domain, operatiou
vinaugﬁréting the "birth" of a science, is

_ called "epistemological break"

Thegds 3: o
That process is the mode of appropriation
of the world by thought; it is different
from the mode proper to art or to
practical activity. There is no "problem
of knowledge/ (the so-called the correls-

tion or correspondence with reality), but,

a theory of knowledge must provide a theory
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the mechanism with which the "theorc-
- tical practice!. : is articulated to
~other practices in the process of
appropriation of reality.
Thes is 4 . i Tl
It thus follows that the primacy of
practice does not mean the subordina-
tion of theory to other instances of
human activity, since "the criteria of
practice”™ is internal to the theoretic:i

instance itself,

Thesis 5
In its accumulation process, knowledge
goes from the abstract_?o the concrecte,
that is from general conceﬁts to
concepts which are richer in theorc-
ticai determinations, reproducing
thereby under the form of "thought -
concreteness" the complexity or the
real concrete, S

.b)Ontological -and gnoseological theses:

The whole as a complex and over

determined wholee.

"The complex structure of every concrete
object governs the development of the object
and the development of the theoretical

practice which produces its knowledge',

These theses consistitute Marx's dialecticeal
materialism as read by L.Althusser,
The "fuﬂdamental theoretical revolution”

| of MarX is said to be the concepts of
"Structural Causality" (against the 2
pré—existing notions:"™ linear causality®

and Yexpressive causality").
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‘Thesis 1: Reality presents itself as a structured~whole,

]

and not as an aggragation of homogeneous + juxtaposcd
elements., The whole is, first of all, a structure

of structures, a system of relationships rather

then an ensemble of elements. Elements are thense-
lves defined only by their place in the structurc.
Consequences: i) the elements (people, f.e.) which
serve as supports to those relationships disappear;
ii) structures = contradictions, Capitalist &
proletariat are defined as places in capitalist

relations of production,

Thesis 2%+  Those structures articulate relationships which
appear as "contradictions' between 2 aspects with
one "doninating" the other; the meaning of the
term 'domination' has to be specified every tinc

in a context (structural/conjuctural).

Thesis 3 The whole ié always already given to us as a
-complex whole., It is begause of that complexity.
that it is a concrete whole (reality) Reality
doea not develop fpom one simple unity, the ultimatu
‘beginning., It is inéiae a very complex whole that

a simple category can appear.

Thesis 4 In every whole, there is a dominant structure, tlaot
is, the complex whole is a unity of a "structure
articulee a'dominante" (the domination is the unity

of the whole).

Thesis -5 Thus, “"secondary contradictions are essential to tie
very existence of the principad contradiction,
they constitute in reality its condition of existcnc:?
"Production relations are not the pure phenomera of
the productive forces: +they are also their

condition of existence',
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Thegis 6 Inside each structure in dominance, dominated
structures and contradictions have their efficacy
and their own aﬁtomomy which are always .specified
by thé_dominant strubture which is thus "determinant
in the last instance" Often domination and deterni-

.vna£ion in the last instance are not exercised by
one structurc. (In the same way that the
"fundamental contradiction” is distinct from a
concrete "principal contradiction" in a given

conjucture. )

Theses 3 -~ 6 define the category "overdeterminationt

Thesis 7 The dominant element of each one.of the relationsiiius

of structures can be displaced,

Thesis 8 ' The explosion of a structufe is made possible by
| o the displacemenrt of contradictions leading to the
displacement of the dominance to a "strategical
place" of "Condensation" of contradictions,

condensation/underdeternination/overdetermination,

NQB.: These are very brief notes and thus necessarily condensed.

For details See: A,Lipietz and Henri Rouilleault, sur la praticuc.,.
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PoorNoTES ~ (TITLE)
1. Pierre - Raymond, Materiglisme Dialectique et Logique, Francois-

Masperc, Collection "Algorithme", Paris, 1977,

pp. 69 - 70. This book raises very important
questions eoncerning dialectical and historical
naterialism and opens a criticism, from the point
‘ of view of 'militant materialism'(Lenin), of
. . ideologies of rigor (logico-mathematical and
epistemological idealisn) such as those of Hegel,
Wittgenstein, Carnap, Bolzano, Popper, etc.

See also his:L'Histoire et les sciences,

F.Maspcro, Paris, 1975. Raymond has been

studying what would be called materialist require-
ments of theoretical work, As we know, a materio-
list critique of idealist formalism (e.g. Althuswor'.
theoreticism) would be reinforced strongly by o
materialist position in:logico-mathematical worlk.
In that sense, a number of books published b

this collection Raymond heads are of some intercod:
P, Raymond, De la Combimatoire 'aux Probability,,
F.M., Paris 1975; witlr Bthers, Philosophire et
“Calcul de 1' Infini, F.M., Paris. 1976; mickcl

plon, La Theorie des jeux: une politique imagincire.

F.M,Paris 1976; Amne-Francoise Schmid, Une philo -
phic dé Savant, ibid. 1978.

2, Pierre Raymond, ",....et la Theorie dans la lutte des classes",

Dialectiqueg Hos 15 - 16, p. 139.

3 It would be too long to provide here an exhaustive list of publicc~—
tions on this issue. Here are gome of the most interesting oncs

(erm Ly own point of view), Michel ClouscaXd, L'Etre et le Code,

Edit., Mouton, Paris, 1973; Jacqus Ranciere, La Lecon d'Althusser,

Edit. gallimard, 1974; Alain Badiou et F, Balmes, De 1! Ideologic,

F.M.Paris, 1976; Alain Badiou, Theorie de la Contradiction, F.l.,

Paris 1975; Alain Lipietz, "D'Althusser a'lino?", Temps Moderncs,

nov.1l973; Jean Fallot, Marx et le Machinisme '(ap unfbrtﬁﬁEto ticle:

tbis;is an inﬁroductibn to Marx's theory of science). BEdit, Cujas,

Paris, 1967; Alain Badiou, "Le (Re) Coumencement du materialisrio

Dialectiggg" Critigue 1967; Michel Vadee, Le nouvel Idealisne
eEistemoiogiguez Ed.Sociales, Paris, 1974.; Philippe Sollers,

Sur le materialisme, Edit. du Senil, Paris, 1973, etc.
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5.
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8.

Etlennc Ballbar, Cing Essais sur le materlallsme hlstorlque,
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F.M, Paris, 1974, Louis Althusser, BElenents d’AJuo—

critique, Hachette, Paris, 1974 (translated as:

Essays in self—criticism,NLR).; etc.

As says Mao; when we are in the case of which Ienin says that

'without theory there is no revolutionary movements' the creation

and propagation of theory plays the principal and decisive role,

' This does not, however, mean that theory is then an intrinsic

-revolutionary possibility and that "pure mayxist theoreticians®

must emerge..

It means that in the contradiction theory/practice,

which is the process of ‘knowlcdge,:theory is the principal aspect

of the contradiction; that the systematisation of practical revo-

lutionary experiences is the condition of development of revolu—

tionary practice; that more experiences of the same wan't develop

the revolutionary movement, what is needed is a qualitative lcap,

a rational synthesis immediately followed up with its application,

iece its verification.

Alln Badlou,

Theorie de la Contradiction, F.M.Paris 1975, espe.ppe

6;26. This small panphlet trics to provide a
loglcal (better° dlalectlcql-loglcal) history of the
development of theseSOi dlalcctlcal nateriglisn in
revolutlonary movemento. The best introduction
to materialist dlalectlcs I have seen, Badiou is

by training mathematlclan and epistemologist. He is

now a very important foree: in the Union of Marxist

Leninists of runce.

Alian Badiou & F.Balmes, De 1' Ideologie, ¥F.M.Pariss: 1976, Thisg

Jesan Fallct,

book is probably the best scientific study of ideology
in line with Marx/Ingels' German Ideology; It contuins

the best critique of some aspects of  Althussecr
I have seen and a thorough analysis of Engels, Pecsant

Wars in Germany.-

Marx et le Machinisme, Paris: 1967 The most intercsiii

studYFOf Marx‘s corception of science rigorously

based on Capital., . 14 ‘shows that Marx' s concc b o
science gravitates urouna three main questlonsy for
whon? by whe..? how? It also shows that for marx,

natural sciences will become really scientific only

when they becoue alsbsocial;; There is only cnc sciclc.
the science of History in its two aspects: natursl ond

hunan,
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11.

12,

13,

14,

15.
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Lonis Althusser,

John Mc Murtry,

Saul Karz,

.
R
L)
.

Lenin and Philosophy and other Essays, MBP.,.
New York, 1971 ”

The structure of Marx's Werld view: Princeton

University Press,1978; chap. 6 discusses forms

of consciousness according to marx.

Theorie et’Politique: Lowis Althusser, Fayard,

Paris, 1974%Alainlipietz & H, Ronilleault, sur la

praticue ot les concents prospectifs du materia-

1isme histbridue., (Mineo,1972)

Lonis Althusser has advansed the notion of''process without subject”

"(processus sans suject") to refer to the

historical process. In the philosophy of Hegel

(esps scicnce of logic) this issue is dealt with

with the problematic of the beginning, ("With

what should a science begin?") Hegel, using the

~logic . iterafibh, Wdﬂ%évtd generate the ncce-

ssity of‘mqvemgntkfrom one initial begimning.
The.idqa of one and simple begimningof everything
is uetaphysical, Lenin in vol. 38 of his Colle-
cted Works. examines Hegel's position (p.127
French text), Commenting Lenin's position,
Althusser erronously deduces from lenin this
notion of "pIOCGSS'withdut subject" as the only

absolute, (ef. 1, 4lthusser, Lenine devant Hegel,

Maspero. p. 88). This, of course, leads

Aithusser to a difficult position: from whose
point of view is this "process without subject®
grasped? An important discussion on this question
by A. Badiou, Theorie de la Contradiction, op.cit.
pPpe 54 - 61,

A Badiou & F. Balmes, op.cit. p. 29

Iden:
Idem,

Tdem

L

p. 36

P. 32
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18, . An inportant study has been devoted to this question by a number

+

of soholars (8) of various disciplines:

Alf.schwgrz, , Bdit, Les Faux prophetes de 1'Afriguek

Les Presses de 1' universite Laval, Quibec, 1880,
I deal, in that book, with the question of the

so-called "African philosophy"

19. Alain Iieptz, Crise et inflation, Pourquoi? F.M.Paris, 1979.

ppe 16 - 20 See also: Harry Cleaver, Reading

Capital Politically, UniVérsity of Texas Press, Autin
1979. o

20, Jacques D'Hont, L' Ideologie de la rupture, P.U.F., Paris 1978

This book analyses the ideology of "breaks" (episte-
mological break', catastrophe theory, social rupitures...,
and demonstrqtcs that the particular ideology of

absolute break from He sel by Marx is untenable.

21, See Mao's On Contradiction, A number of theoretical studies have

been devoted to this essay. The best ones, as far as
I know, are by A-Badiou, by Holybnychy, by Jean
Guichard and by Ph.Solluors, There is even a methena-
tician, W.Leuverey, = who has used the perspective

to develop his theory of categories,

22, Sec. J. Israel, The Lanzuage of Dialcctics and the dialectics of

Language Humanities Press, New York, 1979, Chap,IIT.

- 23, Mao's essay. '"Where do ideas coue from?"

24, David-Hillel Ruben, Marxism and Materialism, Hummnities Press,

Q7

New Jessey, LI0fg Po 960

25, George Labica, Le Statut Marxiste de la philosophie: Editions

- Complexe, Brucelles, 1976,
In this work, the author examines the long and hard conbat
of Marx and Engels against and with philosophy, leading %o
two basic ideas: a) there is only one 501ence, the science
of history in its two inseparable or dialectical aspects,
history of nature or what is called the science of naturc
(natural sciences), and the history of men; b) philosophy iz o..
integral part of ideologys This is the best historical

3

materialist study of marx's and Engels' relation to philosoni, .
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26, Alian Badiou, Theorie de la contradictioh, op.cit.”p.'25

27, David Hillel Ruben, op. cit.p. 66 -

28, A. Shon-Rhetel, Intellectual and lManual Labour, The MacMillan }r
A Ltd. Londoh 1978, p. 190

29. Henri Wald, Introductlon to Dialectical Logic: B.R.Guiner
' B.V., Ansterdam, 1975, p. 46

30. Alain Badiou, "Le (Re) Comonencement du materialisme Dialectigue”

in Critique . 1967
See also: Le concept de Modele, F,M,Paris 1969

31, Thomas Khun, The structure of scientific Revolutions: Chicago,
1962,

32, Robert Foessert, La Theorie de la Societe-4 fdis.
Edit, du Senil, Paris 1977 - 1979 esp. Vol.I,

33, Michel Plon, La Theorle des JenxL Unepollthue imaglnaire
F.M.Paris. 1977 '

34, K.Marx, Capital Vol. I Pcstface (1873)-
35. K,Marx, Capital Vol. I Postface (1873)
36, Alain Lieptz, op. cit. pe 17

37. Collected Works Vol, 38

38, Jacques Ranciere, Lecon d'Althusser, ¥d. Gallimard, Paris, 1974

Also: A. Badiou el al. Le noyau rationnel de la dia=-lectigue

Hegelienne, .M., Paris 1978,

39, Tuomola. Theofeticdl Concepts.

40, .1, Israel, op. cit. p.p. 23 ~ 28

41, G, Dumenil, Le Concept de Wloi economique’ dans le capital,

F.M.Paris, 1978, I am also using Althusser's

preface to the book which. summarises its main theses,.
42, ‘Thls is Althusser's view also; preface to Dumenll's book s

43, Alain Badlou, Le(Re) comuencement.....op. eit

also: Michel Clouscard, L'Etre et le Code, Moutom,

Paris 1972, This is the most rigorous atitenpt
Hqt using logico-mathematical formalisnm to
udévo;op a histqricai materialist_analysis of
feudalism., It contains_g'fuhdamental criticue
of Husser/-seen as the domi nant philosophical
aspect of the bourgeois .ideology of contenmporos,

gociety.
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44, Michel Clauscard, ope. cit. Introduction.

45, A, Badiou, Le (Be) Commehcement... ope. cit. & le concept de
nodele op. city ‘ \ |

46, Ghislain Delepiébe,’Theoriéswﬁu“capitalisme:Agpe §£§ndducfion§
F.Mi Paris 1979, .
Seé also with others, Marx et 1'economie politique:
F.M;Paris, 1977,

147.--On-contradic$ign%~ The best text and comments, including a

comnentary of the Chinese ideograms, are by

Philippe Sollers, Sus le Materialisme, Paris,1974.

48, Queted by G. Deleplace, op. cit. ppe 204 - 5

49, Karl Marx, Grundrisse, Penguin Books, 1973, ppe 107-8 Capital 1,
" Penguin Books Lfd.'1976, Pe 929,

50. G. Deleplace, op. cite ps 206

51, A John - Rethel, op. cit. ppe. 194 -~ 195; p. 200

52. J. Israel, The Language of Dialectics and the Dialectics of
Language, op.  te 39. T

53. A. Sohn - Rethel, op cit., Part IV, "Historical Materialism as
methodological Postulate."

54, G. Deleplace, op. cit. chap. 4.

55, CERM, Lenine et le travail scientifiqué, Ed. Socials, Parisyl974.

~"Bsp. G, Babica's essay.

56, PFor details see: Etremne Balibar, Cing Eesais Sur le matericlisie

historique, op. cits - ° =in
also: A, Lieptz & M, Ronilleault, Sur les pratiques el les

concepts prospectifo du materialisme dialectigue.

//Stalin//
* In the marxist - Lemin / tradition, history is seen through 3

dialectically related parts:
k - objéctive world history: pre~-capitalism, pre-nonopoly
capitalism; imperialism (social imperialism) '
‘;'5"history of‘the'antagohistic struggle of the proletariat
" against the bourgeoisie: first frontal class wars
June '848, Paris Commwune 1871, October 1917, etc,
-~ history of marxism: formation of the proletariat as a

political class (marx, engels); first experience of the
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proletarian dictatorship (theoretical formulationL
lenin, stalin); Mao Zedong (theory + practice of class
struggles against the new bourgeoisie under the dicta-

torship of the proletariat); Internationals

Lenin was an exanplary marxist, the theoretician of
tendencies, therefore of the political practice as the
dominant link of the chain of tasks. The theory of the
current cdnjucture (present mouent, current situation)
as a text requiring precise rules of reading and acting
in it (materialist dialectics: "the study of the contra-

dictions in the very essence of things' - lenin).

Present moment = conjucture, necessarily: conjuncturc/
crisis=2 struggle, above all class struggle, the truth
of social practice. Political practice ——- strategy/

tactics ——-  compromise/scission ee---~ line/deviatione..

Political ) political, economical, ideological/theoretical)

ractice ]
p tagiis e=— tasks c—e———— tasks

"Politics is concentrated expression of econciics
but politics camnot fail to have prinacy over
econonics +....t0 forget this is to ignore
the ABC of narxism,” ILenin to Bukharin,

(reported by memory).

BD fail to tell us anything about the complete conjuncture
in which African historiography is in crisis, Which "reall

crisis is it an expression of?

57 That is what unifies infernally the threc contributions narx
explicitly attributes to himself in his letter to Weydernmeyer.
See also: Paul Sandevince, Qu'est-ce gu'une politique narxiste,
Edit. Potemkine, 1978,




