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AFTER READING
"A THEORY OF THE LABOR MOVEMENT"
I With' the meager knowledgé of faets in the field of
the labor movement, I am fully aware of the danger of making
general considerations as to the theoretical implierations.
Needless to say tﬁat my 1ntentlon ig far from ecritiecizing this
book of repute, but only to jot down the marks of my appreriaf-

tion as I strike them on the way.

T So far as faets are ~oneerned, no~-body should have
anything to quarrel upog. The eontroversy arises when authen-
tieity of the alleged faert itself becomes doubtful or when one

attempts to arrange them in a certain orderly way. But when

order is superimposed upon nature by human intelleot,;i%jﬁstice

done to nature is always revealed through the diseovery of eon-

tradietory faets. The very faét that a certéin theory proves

to be inadequate and that there 1s a grade of adequaey 18 one

of the reasons why we are entitled to assume the order in na-

ture. This order is what we eall "objeertive nausal relationships."
Soeial selentists try to reproduce as approximately

#s he ean the objeestive causal relationships in soeiety. The

attempt is extremely bold. Some are satisfied with merely
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stating the faects gavthey are, but some others go into organiz-
‘1ng'them with gﬁggigé;£ eontradiction with faets as possible.
But sometimes one is tempted to make a hasty‘generalization,
having found a rertain outstanding similarity between two pheno-
mena. The more seientifie one is, the more ecareful is he in
avoiding suech 2 superimposition of subjeective wish. The faet
that one keeps silent’suspending his judg¢mentjis not neecessari-
o o~

ly the sign of{snlentific sttitude. , X g

Here my first query arises: what is "the theorizing in -
petty manner"? Is it to avoid the hasty generalization and the
subjeetive superimposition or to suspend the judgment ééuio the
phenomenon of wider seope? Is 1t petty because it does not bu-
11d a theoretieal skyseraper or 1s [l so because it does the
least harm to the objeective reality? i

With the gilven data of asecertalned faets, the alternative®
ﬁ;»two: wx either to suspend the judgment or to theorize. For
those whosskz ehooserto theorize, the question 1s how to approxi-
mate best the objeertive causal relationships. Whether one the-
ory looks more petty than the other is entirely immaterial.

Marx&sm is a Weltansehauung. It has its logie, its
BEimzizgyxxant epistemology, and it has its economiers, soerlology,
and ete. Opponents of Marx, and even some of his diseiples,
have rarried many of hils statements to iﬁzfextreme, or often
isolated his phrases out of thelr contexts. It is also true that
the neecessity of propaganda strategy simplified many of his prin-
eiples into aphorismie generalizations. If we take these things

into ronsideration, it beromes highly doubtful if any person}
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with the 1ntentioq\to'oover such a wide seope o@éata,as Marx )

q@ﬁ~could ever formulate a methodology at onee truer yet less
grand than dialectic materialiam.

Pettiness or grandness of theorizing is entirely imma-
terial to the truth of the theory. If one chooses to employ
suech an abstraet distinetion, nobody will objeet. The objeertion
will be raised the minute when he infers something other than
the size, sueh as truth quality, from the size of the theory it-
self.

Several pessages from tpié Prof.Perlman's book had made
me suspeet if he were not rarrying some of the Marxian prineliples
beyond, or opposiﬁe to, what M;rx oflginally intended. If he,
interpreted Marx in sueh a way, it is quite natural for him to
eritiecize the rigidity of Marxian generalizations whieh would
erumble by an attack ofjéingle rontradietory faet. The following
are the examples:

"It is an irony of fate that the same Revolution whiech
purports to enaet into 1life the Marxian soeial program should
belie the truth of Marx's materialistle interpretationg of his-
tory, and dehbnstrate that history 1s shaped by both economie
and non-economie forces "t

Did Marx ever say that history 1s‘shaped only by econo-
mie forees? Economie forees m manifeé{:;hé‘work through the
ageney of humaen institutions and relations. How, then, rould
non=economie faectors be irrelevant to the shaping of history?

"Despite the eopiousness of the statistieal and soeclolo-

{1) S.Perlman: A Theory of The Labor Movement, Marmillan, 1928.
pats :
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gleal evidence adduced by Marxism for the view that the workman
is bound, in the very nature of raplitalism, to espouse the erause
of revolution,---and despite Marxism's intense roneern with ron-
erete labor movement, from Chartism to date,---1it remains true
that, at bottop the Marxian theory of the labor movement rests
upon a species of faith,---namely the faith that history has apé
pointed the labor movement to be the force which eventually will
bring society to the third and final step in the Hegelian dialee-
tical scheme of evolution."(2)

The transformation of "Die Klasse an sieh" to "Die Klasse
fuer sich" involves the conselous effort of the vanguardé of the
class, their action being based upon the knowuagge of causal re-
lationships. If it is a specles of faith, what program of ae-
tion is there which does not involve faith in something?

"There are in Marxism two distinct strands, one 2 histo-
rical-sociological and the other an activist-revolutionary."(3)

The distinetion seems to bé entirely arbitrary in view
of the faet that what makes Marx revolutionary is nothing but his
historio-sociological philosophy.

"Leﬁin, of ecourse, saw labor and the trade union move-
ment, not asg an aggregation of concrete individuals sharing among
themselves thelr collective jJob opportunity, as well as trying to
enlarge it and imprové it by Joint effort and step by step, but
rather as an abstract mass which history hed predetermined to

hurl itself against the capitalist seial order and demolish it.

(el ad D S
(3) ibid., p.57
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Lenin therefore could never have seen in a non-revolutionary
unionism anything more than a blind groping after a purpose only
vaguely grasped, rather than a completely self-conselous movement
with & full-blown ideology offits own.™(¥)

Did not Lenin advocate the necessity of organization and
propaganda because he was fully aware of the seemingly inherent
" job-psychology" of labor and further beecause he believed the
labor ideology 1s the produet of the time?

"This ruthless philosophy (Marxism), ruthless notmx only
toﬁards the "bourgeoisie,' but to. the labor movement and to the
laboring people as well, was originally the product of the 'will
to revolution' of the intelleetual who, like the prophet of old,
has heard the volce of God and has dédicated his 1life to making
God's will prevail on earth---execept that the 'God' of the 'deter-
minist-revolutionary' intelle ctual is not a personal God but the
"law' of the development of SOciety."(5)

"Will to revolution" is a very complex term. If we
could ever describe this phenomenon, "will to revolution," it
w?if involve not only the deseription of the soecial condition
then existen; but also that of the ideal for whieh revolution is
instrumenta1. ‘Aﬁ1ma1 organism of ;homd sapiens as such does not

have such an abstract thing as "will to revolution. 6 Purvnom.

(4) 1ibid., p.9
(5) ibid., pp.301-312

(6) "Will to is an unfortunate hypostatization. It is a
name to describe a certain complex phenomenon but used as if
it were an independent distinet faculty. Prof .Perlgman's de-
finition of capitalism as being "the effective will to power

of big bus&nessmen who are undemocratically chosen" is also vague
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more, if I were to interpret the above passage of Prof.Perlman
‘as it is, I am compelled to suspeet that he believes Marxism is
a program of action whiech has nothing or very little to do with

the knowledge of faets and causal relationships.

LTS Though connected with the previous point, here is another
quéstion whiech needs scrutiny-13::name1y the psynhoiogy of peo-
ple. 7 i

Marx has a passag§ in his "These ad Femerbach": "Human
nature is not something abstractainherent in each 1nd1;1dua1. In
its actuality, human nature is the total sum of soeial relation-
ships."

Th%sérophetic statement has been gradually confirmed thru
the advancement of secientifie psychology;.koﬁganismic school in
pshpchology (ineluding Germén Gestaltists), instrumentalists in
philosophy, andwmonumental achievemtns of Béchterev are showing
that the complex phehomena which we call human natupe %zithe pro-
duet of the intersction between the subjeect and the whole field
in whiech he is loeated. Since equipotential charaecter X of in-
heritance has;been experimentally manifested, the part whieh vi-
sible and invisible social factors play in shaping one's ideology
is decisively large.

Thus what each 1laborer believes or aspires to be is not

inherent in himself but essentially constitutes one out of a bil-

and abstract. Because, aside from the subjectiveness and the

actual complexity of thet erm "will to power," this definition
falls to be a definition of capitalism sinece substitution of the
word "fascists" for "the big businessmen" will possibly give the
definition of faselsm., ef. Dewey: Human Nature and Conduct,
Modern Library ed. (1930) pp.141-142, There is given an interest-
ing analysis of what is called "will to power."
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lion melting pots of innumerable and often invisible factors in-
teracting within soclety. He may be conservative; and if he is
so,he is so,not because conservatism is 1nhérent1y in him, but
because the social f actors condition him to act in such a way as
we happen to call it "conservative."

Furthermore, when the soclal configuration shifts from
one stage to thé other, psychology of people also changes. What
1s the labor mentality of to-day 1is not ééme as that of yesterday
and no éoubt will change to-morrow again. :

It is upon the recognition of this fact that I gquestion
the so%ndness of. argument which Prof.Perlman presents. Here is
one of his characteristic passages:

"Yet, at bottom, the intellectual's conviction that labor
must esé@se the 'new social order' rests neither on statistically
demonstrable trends in conditions nor on labor's stirrings for
the sort of liberyy expressed through the control of the § job,
which anyone who knows workingmen will recognize and apﬁreciateﬁ
but on a deeply rooted faith that labor is somehow the 'chosen
vessel' of whatever may be the power which shapes the destiny of
society."(?);

No @oubt the present conservative labor psycChology is
deep-seated in the mind ofﬁéverage working man. But by no means
it is a sign that this psyerhology will not undergo a revolut}onary
change when a revwolutionary shamxe transformation oeeurs 1Q:ﬁ;te-
rial basis of sorlety. Prof.Perlman himself takes & note =mf 15

the shift of psyechology from abundaney sonseiousness to seareity

(e) ibiassip. 281
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econsciousness as the chapge 1n materlal basis takes suech a direc-
tion.

Now if the ideology of labor group.bs a dynamie produnt
of soeial development itself, it beromes highly important to make
a distinetion between what it is and what it ought to be. "Sein"
in labor material ~onditions and its ideology is far from satis-
factory at the present time. "Sollen" aims to bring about this
satisfactory ~onditions upon the basis of material possibilities,
using the knowledge of causal relationships as its neeessary

tool,

Soh
Labor, however, whé has been long subjerted to the state

of illiteraecy, being jaaéd between oppression and poverty, is not
in the position of knowing its potentialities. It may develop
its  "homegrown" philosophy, but there is no guarantee that this
philosophy is most benefieial to labor itself. When a siek echild
refuses to take a dose, persuasion is neressary. What revolution-
ary intelleetuals 1ike Marx and Lenin proposed to do is to lead
‘the working rlass from the state of "Sein" into "Sollen," the
path for whlqh workers themselves are unable to diseern, not be-
rause they are inherently incrapable of doing so, but merely be-
cause they have been soelally subjeeted to illiteranry for menturies.
I haveé notieed that Prof.Perlman is quite eonsistent in
maintaining that labor has suech and sueh inherent quality and that
intellertuals have imposed their own romantie ideal upon labor
without urd erstanding the true psyechology of labor. fertainly to
know the labor psichology, characteristic of those people who
are under that particular seeial environment, is one thing, but

to lay down a program of action for the improvement of that very




environment is another thing. The former is necessary for the

latter and is incomplete without the latter.

But as a warning against the usmal disregard of daily
wishes and opinions of workers by the overenthusiastie intellect-
uals, ProfPerlman's emphasis upon studying "Sein" in its immediate

conereteness is anything but impertinent.
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