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A Life of Alienated Sensibility

Part I

Horris Watnick

This is the first part of en intellectual blography of
Georg Lukacs preparad at the request of Soylet Surver
(London)., Ultimately, it will be incorporated, poseibly
with some revisiona, as a chepter or an appendix in e
book=length study.



Georg Lukacs:
AJdfe of Miengted Sengibility

Those who see much of the pathos of hintory lodged in its ironies
could hardly find a better personification of that dlalectie than in
the ecareser of the Bungarian philosopher-critic, Oeorg Iikace-- nor one
o mymptomatic of the perplexities of intsllectual commitment in the
Communiat world,

Imkaca' role ao one of the leading epirite of the Petofi Circle,
his participation in the aboctive Nagy government, and his subsequent
deportation to Bumania, where he spent some four months under houge

arrest, are otill vivid reminders of the recurrent clash between hisg

Marxism and the realities of Communiet power. But, as it turned out,
they were aleo the prelude to another -~ and psrhmps the last - of the
many anti-climactic tergiversations that have marked his career as a
Comrmand st ideclogue and mefle him one of the most successful "deviation- |
ista" in the higtory of the movement, Five months after the sup-resesion |
of the Hungarian vprieing he was back in Budgpest, seemingly none the

worse off for the experience and, at that, sproinmted co-editor of a

naw philosophienl journal and allowed a limited freedom to publich his

*The suthor 1g grateful to the Russian Researech Center at Harvard
Univeraity for making it poesible to undertake research on the problem
of class conoclouensss from which this study is derived. He aleo wishes
to thank Mr. Irwin Weil, Dr. Alexander Ecketein mnd Dr. Zoltan Mihaly,
all of Harvard University, for giving of their time to translate certadn
materials from the Bussian, Hungarian and Slovak. It ges without saying
that the author Le alone responsible for the views expreseced,
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books abroad.’ 0f those who figured prominsntly in the morising, then,
he is spparently the only leader time far to h-ve made his peace wvith
the Kadar regime and to resume something of his former work. What is
more, he has not been required to issue any recantation for his part
in the "counter revolution," nor is there any indication that he will,

Be that as 1t may, mo one knows better than Lukacs that he is
enjoying nothing more than a reprieve for good behavior. For what the
Comminiet regimes dresd is not the man, but his Marxiem and the almost
legendary prestige that suetalne it, Iulkcace' name hao becoms a by
word for the "revisionist” impulee in Commnist doctrine, his Marxiem
ons of the pemultinate sources of the "humanietic” heresy that has
insimuated Lteslf 4n the minds of Commnist intellectuals throughout
eastern Burope.” And to add doctrinal exegetics to politieal urgency,

i

1

Several monthe after his return to Fungary, it was learned that
a new took by Lukace, dealing with the contemporary significance of
eritical realiem in literature; would be published in Italy. See
Eragifurter Allgemsine Zelituns, Mgust 15, 1957. A propos of official
Communist policy to minimige his influence at home, this wi1l be the
first time in ten yeara that a new Yook by Lukacs has had to find a
publigher outelde the Communist zone. It remains to he seen whether the
eame quasl-censorship will be mpplied to a three-volume study on general
assthetice which Lukace promised on his return to Hungary,

2
Talring Poland ame an example, the new valuational norms being intro-
duced ints Marxist thought doubtless owe mmch of their inepiration to the
humanistic reading of original Marxism to ba found 4n Iukacs'
In other respects, however, the writ a

und Xlaszenbesusstsein,
Kolakowaki, Bochenski, Kott and other Poligh Mardets refleect a trend of

thought which Lukace would reject. Thies would be particularly true of their
attempts to reduce Marxiem, much as Max Adler and other Austrain Marxists of
a generation am did, to the status of a positivistic soclal sclence. For
nccounts of the divergent trends in Polish Marxism, see L. Labedg, "The
Polish 'Road to Socialism,'" Soviet Survey, No. 11, Jamuary, 1957, po. £=11j
K.A, Jeleneki, "The Dilemma of Folish Intellectuals,” t R

Spring 1957, pp. 2L7-260: Z. Breszerinski, *Communist Ideslogy and Power, "
Journs) of Politicg, November, 1957, po, 549-590; and the abbreviated trans-
latione of recent Polish writings on Marxism in ﬂ;ﬂﬁgh},m!. Mareh 15, 1957,
pp. 365-382, June 21, 1957, pp. 614-624, and iugust 16, 1957, pp. 769-789,
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it s condemned todsy, much as it was a generation age for 1ts truck

with the Hegelian d.hluct.lﬂ.} If nothing elae, the muistained and frontal
attacke on his ideas which still make the rounds of official Commnist
literature, particularly in East Cermany, leave 1ittle doudbt that the
Comman] % regimes contimue to regard him as one of thalr most formidable
intellectual threats M.h Under the cliroumstances, ons can
only surmise that Inkacs has survived, and even escaped the fate of Tidor
Dery, CGyula Hay and othera, primarily by dint of hie tovering stature as
a Marxiet thinker and 1iterary critic throughout Furops. DBeyond that,

he has 11ttle prospect of escaping the political imlation and impuissance
in vhich he now finds himeelf, to say nothing of the strict suwrveillance
the regime will maintain over his every word and deed,

It may well be that Lukacs takes all thie with a certaln equinimity.
"Soltitude,” he once observed in his pre-Marxist daye, "is,,,.the genuine
essence of the traglec; for the soul, having fulfilled itgelf in destiny,
may have othere of ite kind, but no companiona, w If that mood of resig-
nation etill persiste - a mot unlikely supposition, given the valuss by

3
Attacks on Iukace' Hegsllanienm are traditional in Communiet

literature. For ome euch attack, opublished long before the Hungarian up-
rising, see O.E. Oropp, "Die marxistische dialektische Methode und fhr,
Gegensatz yur sdealistischen Dialektik Hagels," mm_gum
Pnilosoghie, Jehirg 2, Heft 1, 1954, pp. 69-112, emp. pp. B9 f1. GSes mlw
hie "ldecloglieche Verirrungen unter antidogmatischen Vorgeichen," Heueg
Wi December 19, 1955- P- b,

b

In addition to the attacks alre-~dy elted, the moat recent to have
apreared 12 by H, Eoch, "Politik, Iiteraturviassenschaft und die Poeltion
von Oeorg Lukacs, " Eipheit, July, 1957, pp. 813-827 and, by the same author,
"Theorie und Politik bel Georg Lukacs, ibid.. August, 1957. pp. 966-961.
See aleo Ulbricht's remarks, cited in Der Spiegel, December 19, 1956, p. 24

and the tex of his speech to the central committee of the SED a month laker

in Jeues Deutschingnd, February 3, 1957. The subseouent drive to stamp out

Lukace' influence in Eqst Oermany, culminating in the imprismnonent of Wolfgang

Harisch and the attacke on Frnet Bloch, Hane Mayer and othere are ton well
known to reguire more than mentian.

30, Lukacs, *E "\ b 1 Asthetik un
= m#nnt (=2} u!h:wﬁr ﬁ',' Hﬂgffnf,'1 fs;f:ﬂﬁifm th
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vhich he has lived his 14fe~- the latest turn of fortune should not

blunt his wvriting edge, much less interfere with his outward show of
complinnce with the present structure of Comrunist rule. Inveterate
*deviationiet" that he has been, his staying power and sence of commitment
have alvaye had a wny of prevailing in the end,

Certainly, 1f survival as a Comsunist comes at much a price; Iukaoca
has slready paid 4t many times over &n the past. Ever since hs enlisted
in the Commnist emuae in 1918, his career hns besn one long recital of
"deviations" snd recantations, ﬂnilani bty long stretchee of disfavor,
semi-oblivion and the usual endieme of party 1ifo ~~@ such m, that it
would mot be overstating the case to call him & Marxiat in many ways more
egteemed in "he falwe conuclousness of the bourgeoisie® than among Stalin-
fet and othar doetrinaires in his own \‘!ﬂﬂp.s And in a movement that hns
been nothing if not doctrinsire, his survival 4g an experience well worth

[

In this respeot, Iukacs ia unique among Communist intsllectuals ia
eastern Europe. enjoying an international prestipgs far beysnd anything the
others could hope to emulate. It is not altogethsr mmomalous, for example,
to find writern s fnr apart in assthetic outlook as Sir Herbert Head and
Thomas Mann exalting him aw "the most intelligant Marxist eritie of our
times,” (H.Read, Ed gtentiehlsm, Marxiss and Anarchism, london, 1950, p. 12)
or an "the most impartant literary eritic of our day® (Yee Mann's letter to
Lukacs' wife, March 22, 1949, published in Sinn wnd Sorm. Jahrg, 7. Heft S,
1955, p. 669), To soms extent, Maan's extravagmt estimate was eolored by
hie admiration for lLukacs' pre-Marxiet writings (see, for example, his
Betr -_ﬂm%u.;mm. Beriin 1918, p. 69 and hie Forderung deg
Eg_u. Berlin, 1930, p, M4), But discounting Magn's extrovazent estimate

T thie or any other reason, the fact remnine that his ndmiration is shared
in v-rying degrses by many othery in the Weet far less indul gent of Imknecs®
politiral philosophy, Thus, for example, tha Tize
?ﬂ[ regarded him sufficiently important to once devots a lead article

September 22, 1950, pp. 589-591) to a sympathetic review of his work.
For the rest, his influence in such fieldg an the melology of koowledge,
and the interpretatisn of Hegel males it mnsy to sporeaiate vhy s0 many
coneider him the met arizinel Marxist mind gt wrk today.
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reealling, not @ much for Ste own sake, tut a8 s study of intellectual

Lpgarenent as practiosd by one of its most articulate exponenta,

Ihe Culpadility »f Intellectual Oriklng

To understand the quality of Lukacs’ Marxism and his anonalous
role in the Comminiet movement, one has to recapture something of the
mood of the German intellectual and literary world after the turn of
the century. For it was largely from that world, soving in the ordit of
the Jeinteswlissenschaften of Mlthey, Simmel, Tonnles and Weber , that
Iukacs made his transition to Marxiem at the end of the firgt Norld War,

If he had any knowledge of the Secuss vhich Marxists of the day '
argued o vehemently - momething he eould hardly aveid in that heyday
of classical Harxism - 1t was 1ittle more than the passing knowvledge of
an outsiZer, wuntouched dy commitment and inclined, in any cage, to dls-
mips philosophical materinliem of any kind as smmathing "entirely super-
seded from an eplstemological point of view. "? Vaguely socialist
though his wympathies were or, perhaps bocasuse they were merely anti-
capi talist, they lacked the urgency of political metion. At any rate,
politieral Marxiem had no apoeal for him, not even in the nes-Kentian
terns he might have found philososhically most acceptable. To be sure,

he wae impressed Ly other elements of traditionsl Marxism, notably tha

doctrine of surplue valus and the class reading of hi:hrr.a but to a

7

@. Lukncs, "Mein Weg su Marz" in -
Oeburtgtag, Berlin 1955, p. 226. Lukncs first published this muto-
blographic spalngla when he was under strong pressure to dlsavow his
pre-Marxist past, See Internationale Iiteratur 2, March-ipril, 1933,
pp. 185-189, Nevertheless, discounting for its apologetic and propagandistic
purpoee, it recapitulates the main lines of hip early intellectual develop-
ment with reasonable fideldity and accords with the impression given by hie
own writings of that poried,

Bm' [} p- 225‘



person of his philusophic and sesthetic temper, these were of peripheral
interest, What mattered most to him was the 14fe of the spirit, particularly
as it expressed iteelf in aeethetic waluss, And 4t was in the exrloration
of such valuss thet Lulmes establiched himself, at a very early age, as one
of the most gifted sssayists and critics in central Turope.

Born in 1885 of a very prosperous family-- his father wes director
of the Ereditanstalt of Budapest, then the largest bank in Rungnry ==
Luknce hardly knew late adolescence when he began to show that tense
intellectuality, omnivorous srudition and remarkable senelbdility of spirit
that were to De s0 apparent in much of what he later wrote mnd practiced,
After preliminary studles in Budapest, hs moved to Berlin and, later still,
to Heidelberg, samPling the bent the German universities kmd to offer in
the social sciences and homenities mnd, in turn, imoressing hie teachers,
Simmel and Max Weber in particular, with hie prodigious intellactual giﬂ:.g

His years of formal schooling and after wers characteristic of the
hectie pace of writing and other activiting he was to maintain throushout

10

his life. While still a student, he collabormted in sntablishing tha

P5ee the Mogrephts ekatch 1a co; mum Sisbsizaten Oebur
PPo 253-25k. For further blographic details see B, Laszlo, "Georges Luknos
ou le Destin du Deraler Phllosophe Marxiste,” Preuves, July, 1951, Dphe 12-17.

mﬁnt counting & vast number of periodical contributlons still une
aesembled in book form, his publications must mow come %o some thirty five
volumes. Those puBlished befors 1918 went under the name of Georg von Lukaegs,
the hereditary title having been awarded to hin father for his rarvices as a
financler and discarded by Luknos whan he becrma a Communist, For a pariial
list of hie writinze, see Georg Lukmosy Zum Siebeigaten Oaburtetag, vp. 255~

n
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Thalia, Budapest's first wenture in the ‘fres theatre,' and in lounching
Hangary's foremost liberal journal, Fyummt (The West). A mere youngster
then, barely past his'teens, Lukacs could nlso take popular lecturing in
stride and, in addition, contribute prolifically to warious periodicals,
German as well as Funsarian, And with all these to account for his time,
be was still sble to publish his first major work 4n 1908, A History of the

Evolution of the Modern Dramg, a two-volume study that wom him a prise from

the Hunsarian Academy and established him ae a eritic-philosopher-sociologlat
of the firet rnrih:‘ The best Jmown of his pre-Marxist writings-- and one
that was later to Join the other skeletons in his intellsctusl closet —
was a collection of literary essays, Dia Sesale und die Formen (Berlin, 1911),
followed severzl years later by an unfiniahed philosophical study of the
novel.? = _
Try as he might, Luknos has never besn atle to live dawn thesa, his
pre-Marxist credentinle-—~ either to his own satisfaction or that of his
orthodax erftics in the Commnist movement, Thay serve too well as tokens
of & past thet he could seldom mocept in good consciense., To the Lukacs

who has bad to jJustify his party commitment to himmelf, if not to others,

nﬂninrtnnattlr. nelther thia study nor two other dooke of the same
period have ever deen translated from the Fungorian. A amall vortion of
the history of the drama, however, modifying to some extent the outright
enti-sociological bilas of the original, was later publisted 4n ﬂgm. Sen

Georg von Lulacs," Zur Soszlologle des modernen Dremas,” Archiv fur
inlwisuense § itik B4, 28, 1914, Heft 2, pp. 303-345, and
Heft 3, pp. 062-706, Luknce' doctoral theals, D a ie,

1907, was later reprinted in his Die Seele und dis Formen, pp. 327777,
129_ von Lukacs, D e d 8; Ein geschightsphilosophischer
b ia Forme a8 ik, Berlin, 1920. Originally intended
as the first part of a study of Dostosveky, the work wme interrupted by the
Mar and had to be published in its incompl<te form in Zeitschrift for

sthetik o eina ¥ genechaft, Bd, 3 (1916), Feft 3, pp. 225-271,
and Heft b, pp. 290-531,
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that past has been an slien influence persistently ianterfering vith
the requirements of orthodoxy; yet for Iukacs the Marxiet, there i
no escaping its influence wvithout diecarding his Marxiem. For the
orthodox Commni st case has at least this much in ite favor: Lulkacs'
Harxiem is what it s precisely becauee it 1s still, "tainted" by an
overly Hegelian dinlectic and, what is even more suspect in strict
party terms, by the influence of the Geists ewlssenschaften,

As a student, Iulacs took hie intellectunl bearings from the nes-
Eantians, then the dominant school of thought in Oermany. If we are to
Judge by his early nesthetie writinge, however, he was least influenced
by the consensus of neo~-Eantian doctrine in matters of epiotemology —=
He could not quite accept the view, for example, that our knowledge of
the empirical world s, in the final analysls, merecly a product of the
imnanent categories of understanding: nor, on the other hand, was he
satisfied that ultimate reality or ite atiridutes are beyond the reach
of the human mind, In the moral and asethetic sphere at least, it 1a
apParent that he believed certain ultimates or "real essences” are
cognizable through intuition. Far from being the subjective idealist of
his later "self-criticiom,” he was evm-:ntily most influenced by the sami-
phenomenological position of Emil Lagk at Heidelberg, an influsnce that
later facilitated his ehift to the objective idealiem of Hegel.

Othervise, Iukace was a falrly consletent nen-Xantian and novhere
more strikingly eo than with regard to human, moral and aesthetic probtlems
and in the methodological apiroach to them, Idke all sthers of that
school, he rejected the pretentious Hegelian claim that philosophy is the
all-inclusive summation of human kmswledge, The empirical world, he
insisted with other nea-Kantiane, was properly the demain of specialized
branches of knowledge and akill, e.g., that of the artist and writer in
thelr efforte to capture its immediacien; all that philoso phy ean
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legitinately do 4a formlate the cwmons of validity by which o
evaluate the performance of the ;l mﬂ.;linﬂ activitiee in the arte
and pciences, And going a step further, it 19 al®m clear fram his
writings of the period that Iukace shared the spproach favored by most
neo-Eantianas who concerned themselves vith the social eciences. The
rational methods by which natural science "explains” the external world,
he thought, had 11ttle to offer in aesthetice; to cope with its problems
of meaning, purpose, and "destiny,” the critic needsd the inner pereéeption
of understanding. And again - though here other neo-Kantians would
have demured~the understanding he sought was not the under standing of
Teason; taking his cue from the vitalism and intultionism of M1they
and Simmel, he urged that the human subject can schieve snch under standing,
particularly the underefanding of his self, only through flashes of
intultion given to thoss who live and strugzle for it,
Asstheticiem without Merx

I was from these slemants of doctrine - partly noe-Kantian, partly
vitalistic - that Lukacs derived his early aesthetic outlook. The
scientific attitude, needles to say, had no place in hig realm of assthetic
values. Bclience, he -rg:n_:d. is concerned vith matters of content, with
data and their interrelatione; nesthetics, with the world of the spirit
and idenl espences. Their methods were therefore radically different
and, o too, were the oriterias to be spplied in evaluating thelr respective
:!'ui:l'.u'.lr.l3

ll‘_l.th science disposed of, I,uhn-_,wnt on to argue that assthetics
had otill snother divielon of 1-?;::.”;11 its own, In s veln remeniscent

of Flato and the medieval realists, he ineisted that there are aesthetic

13
G. von Lukacs, Dje Seele und dle Formen, Berlim, 1911, pp, 6-B,

g 5
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values or abstract forms which constitute the categoric g priori of

sll art, tut which the artist, as such, could not attain., "Poetry,®

he argued, "is prior to, greater,.,., and more important than all works

of poetry..,.. The idea is present defore all its manifestations; it is |
& spiritual value, a mover of the world and a Yudlder of life, in its own |
tht.'lu But the artist, as an artiet, is concerned with concrete |
images (Bilder), not with their meaning (Bedeutung); the latter pre-
sumsbly, is the province of the philosophical critie,’> The mtist and
the Flatoniet are thus "polar ap_n-udtu'lﬁ and Iukace had 1ittle hesitation
stating his preference, "If various forms of vriting were compared

to sunlight refracted through a priem, the wTitings of essaylete wonld

be the wltra-violet raye,"’ JNor did he leave any doubt sbout hs anti-
ﬁttnrnl!.ntie biae, thus anticipating what was to bulk e large in hise

later Marxist writings, "Hvery realisn,” he wrote=— meaning, naturaliem --
“is tound to destroy the farm—creating and therefore 1life-pustalning

Yalues of the tragic drama,,, The drams {8 bound to Be trivial when that
which 18 close to Iife conceals what is dramatically real,.. The inner
style of the drams is realistic in the nedieval, scholastic sense and thipe

8
excludss avery modern realiam, ot

1k

Ibid., pp. 3&-35.
15

Ibid.. pp. 10-15,
16

ibid., p. 59.
17

mﬂ‘.i F- 15.
18

Ih’ldﬂh Pjs 31,2'“3"}3- cf‘ Pf ?ﬁi
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In an important penee, thun. ons might say that one of the
principal metaphysical m.'l.mtm of ‘hhu doctrine of "eritical realiem®
wags an integral part of Inkacs' anthat‘.ln long before the doctrine was
born, The Platonie lnpﬂhnltr of asbatract forms was to re-mppear - in
A more rationaliged Hegelian guise, %o be sure, and assigned an "objective”
eocial coefficient migeing in its prototype -~ in his later writinge as
a Marxist critic. Obviously, bowever, he could mot conelstently apprehend
these abetract forms on such terms in his youth, having ruled sut
scientific values anm irrelevent. In faot, strongly influenced by the
vitaliem of Dilthey and Simmel and, to eome extent, by the intuitiond et
mood of Stefan George and his followers, he saw no way at all of
apprehending these aesthetic ultimates ratlonally. Though the abotract
forme are "real,” they cannot be "known"; they manifest themselves in
certain vital experiences, symbolized in fate and tragedy for the solitary
individnal and are therefors denled to the rational understanding or even
to the imagery of the artist, It s only vhen criticiem explores the
"destiny-creating principle” that it 0an yleld some dim, intuvdtive aware-
pegs of thtn.w

But all this, thought Imkace, was of 1ittle concern to the creative

writer since his 1e the more modest and manngeable task of giving an
image of the empirical world, a task in which the writer ean achieve
greatness withsut having to settle sccounts with the ultimate nature of
reality mch less the protlems of molety,

In this respeot at least, Lukace' outlook was nso-Eantian
to a fault, JFor if his argument meant anything, the creative artistry
of the writer and the philomphic judgment or, better still, the intuition

of the critic must dffer not only 4in degree, but ales in kind and in

19
MI. FF- 15“16-
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purpose. A writer would thus have to be Judged on his own terms, not
by the extraneons standards of ‘the philosopher-eritic; each has he own
garden to r.-'l:l:u'.l.'lrl,t:-.Etl

o characteristically neo-Kantian a dichstomy eould mot wurvive
Lukace' conversion to Marxiem, all the more so since it was to be a
Marxiem of the pronounced Hegelian type. The writer was thereafter
required to combine in hie own mind and art the function of the eritic
as well; he would have to become his own philompher-sociologlet, warned
that his creative gift would g to waste unlees 1t were informed by an
intellectual grasp of smclety's "awa of motion.” In othewr words,
woclological realiem was to be made an indispensible ingredient of great
literature - 1f mot by the writer's consclous commitment to Harximm,
then at leqst, by hie «bility tu'_;plr something of that unconscious para-
Marxiem which Lukacs discerned in all the great masters of the past, DBut
one way or the other, the "realiem" that Iukacs sought in literature was
to be a ranlien embraced by the writer himgelf for the sake of his own
art and for the sndience to which 1t was addressed, not something pre-
seribed from without, 1If thie was asking more of the yriter's art than
a neo-Kantian could consistently demand, it was als conceding more to
his subjectivity then Comminist policies were to tolerate - as Lukace
was to discover at Ms own riek,

The relation of literature to its soclal invironment was still
another of the feeues on which Lukses’ early views gave his later
Marxiem a charncteristic direction that dld 1ittle to endear him to other
Comrmnists, particularly thoee with a penchant for Mardam of the

reductive kind, In fact, much of hie esrliest work on the drama was a

20
Needless to svw, this was not meant ne n denial of the eritic'y
right to apoly his own philomophical outlook in Judging a writer's work.

In fact, this ig what Lukacs did in the arate sgeaya that makas
Serle und die Formen. Nevertheless, what he did m-”n'nnai:t-ant- wi‘trg %’l

neo~Eantisn principle of the relativity of values,
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repudiation of the mclologleal reductionlem of Lte day, Assthetie
valuee 18 soch, argued Inkaows, the neo-Kantian, much as he was later

to do aa a Marxiet, ocannot be derived by a process of soclological im-
putation; the content of a work of art or 1iteraturs, its sesthetie
ounlity, 19 a problem gul generip. hat melologicenl pnalyeis can do -
and this Lukace went to some length to emphasige 49 to show how the
eocial eavironment acts as a selective medium in determining wvhich
aeathetic values find actual exprerenion an going cultural concerns, It
may even pcoount far the general outlook of the artiet and, therafore,
for the themes he turne to in his work, it never for the results of
that work. It was, in fact on these terme, that Iukace analysed the
sociology of literary forme such as the drama, the eplc poem and the
novel,, polnting oaut for example, how the quality of the sodern drama i
related toths ethos of the bourgeciale and to the dimenaions of urban

1ife, n

Zhe Oradations of Eumantsm

Fhat Tukacs surveyed msm a eoclolopiet distreseced him as an assthete
and humaniet. He found modern esclety inlogpitable to hie own acsthatias
valuea and hed a particular aversion for what 4t was doing to the drama,

Increasingly an art form nf the bourseoimle, it had become at once both
maralistic and rationalistie (in contrast to the religlous and mythologiensl

type of drama) and, under the influsnce of modern urban 11fe, naturaldstic
in style to the point of sensationaliem. As a reeult, genuine drama was
belng relegated to book form, subatituting analyeis for symbol and thue

being intellectualized to a degree that made 1t the favorite of 3 snall

71
G. von Lukaes, "Zur sopiolorle des modernen Dramas gg. cit,
Bd, 38 (1914), Heft 2, pn, 0k-T16,
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minority. Even the 1ittle theatre, on viich he had ance pinned
hip hope, could do 1ittle to stem the tids, for it too had to catsr
to mase taste,

All thle and much more, Lukacs attriduted, as might be ex-
pected from one of his intellectual antecedents, to the "aliens-
tion”® of mdern man, .e., % hinm loss of foating in the tradi- )
tionsl forme of elose group living, the regsul ting depersonalization
of all his relations with athers, and the "rationaliszation® of his
work to mace it conform to quantitative standards that bear no rela-
tion to his own needs.?? what sppalled him most about the induptzrial
wciety of his pre-Mard st period, without saling him ingenglitive
to its ecommic problems, was its dempoiled culture, sesthetic ugli-
nesa and human uproctednsas == in short, the vay of 1life that passea ,

more familiarly today under the pejoratives of *mass culture” and
"mass eclety, "

Lukacs thus took a Jaundiced view of industrial cafitalien long
before he became a Marxist and vhen he did, hig Marxisn decams a
dactrine that never lost the humanietic and assthetic traces of ite
origin, At its StalizSet worst, It continued %o be a quesat for man's
restoration to his "human essence,” What is more, 1t wao Lukacs who
was first, am we ghall see, to revive thig long, half-dormant element
in Marxist thourht, though it should be added that in thia he vas
more the transplanter than innovatar., The notion that industrial
meclety deprives man of his self-identity and autonomy was one he
learned from mome of the leading figures in the Osarman saciology of

22
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his youth, particulerly from Summel, whose Philogophie deg Jeldes

(1900) played a considsrable part in hipg intellectual d.ﬂtlupnant.ﬂ
fot that the concept of "alienation” wae original with Summel
elther, or vith any of his contemporaries, like Dilthey or Mnniss:
it wae mmething they distilled fmm Hegel and Marx, and then trans-
mited into a distinetly pessinistic meial philogophy of thelir own,
based on a form of romantic anti-sapitalism that was inclined to
rogard material progress per se an a threat s cultural velues, 2%
Summel, for example, saw all human institutions as an "objectifica-
tion of the spirit,” i,0,, forms of "self-nlienation® and ssneluded
from thie that there im an inesespable clash between man'a ereativity

and s wcoial norme and institutions, a clash that besomss mast pro-

nounced in complex socleties. The procese of "self-alienation® was thus

soen an an eternal human imperative, condemning the individual to
o litude in any soelety and particularly so in one of the complex,
industrial type, regardless of the form its institutions take. In
a word, "self-glienation” $s man's human fate, not a matter of social
arrangensnte as Marx thought,

The humani en of Lukace' pre-Marxigt period was of g kind -
pessinigtic, pervonal, and given ts introspective withdrayal fme
the concerns of the day. Small wonder, then, that he found so much
to admire in the poetry of Stefan George or, wvhat he called the MNyri-
clam fnﬂ the new mlitude,” finding 1t all the more rooted in man

23
G, Lukacs, "Mein Weg su Marx.” gp, cit.. p. 226,

2l
For recent critical discussions of this romantic ptrain in
German smeiology of that period, see D, Bell, "Ths Theory of Mass
Soclety," Commentary, July, 1956, po, 7593 and E. Shile, "Daydreamg
and Wightmares; Reflections on the Criticism of Hass Cultuore," Sewanas
Agvigy. Mutumm, 1957, pp. 587-607. CF, Lukacs' dimscuseion of the sama
¥

in hig « Berlin, 1956, p. 328 11,
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because it divested him of all selal ties.>” But, for all its
pesaimietie accents, 1t oved ton much te Dilthey's vitalism to de

a philosphy of guietism; 1like Dilthey, Lukacs regarded action as
the only way by which man can achieve self-conscionsness, i,.s.,

be restored to his selfiwod, But action calls for a scale of
preferences and, in formolating hie own principle af chaipe, Iukacs
supulied a partial preview of his later Marxist humandem, a humanien
that was to g hand in hand with a party elitiem of the most dootri-
nalre kind and, incidentally, to mace of his own career as a Com-
muniet the violent parsdox that it was. The fact that thins was
done by a literary critie talking the language of sesthetice did
not make {t any the less a genergl philosophy of action.

Reading 1iterature, particularly the tragedy and the eple
mvel, as a philompher-eritic wuld, Ltkass hed to formsulate a
standard of cholee for selecting mubject matter suited to the various
literary forms, And given his humanist orientation, the cholce had
to turn on the problem of man's selfhood, Hence hies twin question:
what maices 11fe essentisll; how can the cssential come to 14fa? The
term "essential,® however, was intended, not as a denpcription of pome
felt order of nerds, but as an imputation of values derived from a
Rriozl forms of being, ®Life," thought Lukaecs, "is the most unreal
and least alive of all forme of exiaetence.... Cenuine 1ife is al-
varys.... impoesi¥le on the empirical plane of living, ... In ordinary
11fe, we fulfill ourselves only marginally,... Our 1ife has no real
necessity here, merely what il given ampirically, x26 Accordingly,

25

Dis Serle und die Formen, pp. 171-194,

76
These extracts are fmn his dboctoral thesis, "Me Metaphysilk

der Tragidie,” reprinted in Die Sgele und die Formen. See pp. 329,
336-337.
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Lukacs sav 1ife as a range of poesibilities or, what he called
"hierarchy of lives" (coupled with a corresponding order of literary
forms), ranging from the "ordinary” kind of 1ife in vhhch all cholces
are equally possidle and in which, therafore, rothing 1s realiged,
to one of absolute norme which demand the ultimgte of man, a 14fe
of high tension and action best reprassnted in the tragedy. In
1ife of the first type, absolute ethieal values are compromised
away for the eaite of nerdes; in the one dramatised in traredy, on
the other hand, it fe 1ife fteelf wvhich 1p saerificed for the aske
of these values. And only in emeh rars, great moments of tragedy,
concluded Lukacs, do we live truly, bYecoms our “resl” human ul-ru.ﬂ

4% first dlush, an ethos #o personal in depth snd no less pesel=
mistic in outlank may seem remste from the concerns of Marxiem, And
ae Marxiem went at the time, 1t was in fact wuite beside the point,
Yot Lukare had only to restate {ts terms, as he did after he became
a Communist, to retain ite basic presuppositions in Marxist gulse:
the tension between "real® and "ordinary™ 1ife was then %o becoume
a divergence bDetween proletarian class consciousnses and the felt
interests of workers; the tension would no langer be the conecern
of the individual e btut of the proletariat as a melal oclass; and
its resolution would again be wousht in the exnoprisnces of notion,
this time not in any vitalistic sense, however, ™ot as a dislectical
interaction, in Hegelian terms, between the proletariet as a macer
of hiatory and the history it made.

27

For the most complete statement of this 1ine of thaught, see

his "DMe Metmphyslk dor Trapfdie, ® gp,_ecit., po, 3A27-373, and hip "Van

der Armut an Gelgte; eine Gesprlich und ein Brief, " Heue Dljitter, Ffolge
11, Beft 5-6 (1912), po. 67-92,
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There was thus a distinct 1ine of contimuity between the intel-
lectual world of the earlier Lukacs ani the one to which he moved
wvhen he became a Marxist. "o pay this ie not to minimize the dif-
ference between the two, or even to imply that the transition was
a painless one, Indeed, it might never have teken place at all,
were it not for the intellectual uphesval and paychological crisis
precipitated by the firet World War, To Itkace, as to so many others
of his generation, the war oalled for a drastie re-examination of

all the values and presvpposdtions they had once taken for granted,

Zhe "Folsheviwation® of a Theorigt

In leaving ths shelter nf the neo-Kantian gyetem, therefore,
Lukace was not alone, Its structure of compartmentalized selences
and relativigzed values began to ecrumble with the first shock of wal,
making way for a reneved quest for more "otal” gyetems of ultimate
truth, Many found i, for example, in the phemomemology of Hugserly
Inkace, on the other hand, was among thase who re-discovarsd Hegel.

The result was a perceptible shift of emphasie in his literary
work, FHis well known Die Thegrie des Romapp (191€), the first pro-
duet of Mo renewed intersst in Hegel, wae an attempt to amccount
for the evolution of literary forme in terms of a Hegelian typology.
Another study, ale published during the war, was no less charac-
teristically Hegelian in malkcing the object of aesthetics "ths in-
finite totality of truths, W28 5ti11, the purely Hegelian phase of
his development, even if crucial in dispelling much of his nec-

28

8. von lLukacs, "Die Subjekt-Objekt Beziehung in der lsthettlr,
o, Bd, VIII, Heft 1 (1917), pp. 1-79.
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Kantianiem, was hardly more than a brief interlude, With the study
of Hegel came a reneved and consuming interest {n Marx -- not Marx,
the economiet or eociolngiet in the strict senss, but a Marx whom
he nov came to ses, "through Hegelimn spsctacles", as a dlalectician
of universal scope, Thus, there was very 11ittle of the philosophieal
materialist of the Leninist stripe in Lukacs even after he becans a
Marxist. What engrossed him most were Marx's early philosophiesl
writings wvhere he found a smoclologlcal equivalent for his own
aeathetie humaniaen, coupled with a dinlectic of social action more
mited to hig new Hegelian outlook than anything he could find in
his earlier vitalistic intuitionies, Tet; significantly enough,
these were the very writings most slighted in Marxist literature of
the time and novhers s consplcususly neglected, parhape, as in
Lenin‘s Materialisn and Bepirio-Criticiam.

Just vhy Iulkeacs’ Marsiem should have induced him to join the
nevwly organiged Hungarian Commnist Party is not clear, particularly
since he had considarsble miegivings about Bela Kun's leadership
and policies. His own sutoblographic memir, written many years
later partly as an apologis pro vita gug, spesics obsoursly of his
growing awarenesn of "the imperialist character of the war" and of
the impression made on hinm by the writings of the Hungarian "syndi-
calist, Erwvin Sgalw, More probably, the deciding factor was the
wave of revolutidnary fervor set in motion by the Bussian revolus
tion. Be that as it may, we have his own word for it that when
he joined the party in Decesmber 1918, it wap without any semblance
of Leninigt indoetrinationy af Lenin's wartime writinge, he knew
next to nothing and, to make matters worse, he had shown a soecial
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partiality for Rosa Tuxewburg in what 1ittle reading ha had done

of pertinent contemporary 11 tmw.t‘n:rm..2Ig In short, Iukass had all

the makings of a "leviationist" from the very moment that he becams

a Commumni et |
At firet, thie did mot matter, All the newly formed parties

of Western and Central Purope were made up of left socialists,

erypto-mmdicalists and neoplytes of every description and the

Hungarian party was no exception, Besides, Bela Kun could make

good use of influentisl imtellectuals in the eritical days ahead,

Lukace was therefore admitted ts the party, along with others of

sinilar permasion (amng them Landler, Endas, Reval, Fogarasi,

Keraly, and Oabor) and even made Commisssr of Education and Culture

in the trief period of Communiet diectatorship that follawed in 1919,

After the Kun regime was overthrown, he escaped to Viamua vhere he i

was to mpend the next ten years, a political victim within ths Com- .

muni et movement of his own reputation as one of the most challanging

Marxiets of ~ur age. In faot, it was the publication in 1927 of ks

Seschichite und Elgggenbeyupgtpein, the book responsidle for that

distinetion, which stigmatized him as one of the moat formi dable of

"deviationists" in the movement and sealed his defeat as a rival

of Bela Kun for the leadership of the Hungarian Communist Party.
The feud betwean the Lukace faction in Vienna and the Kun-

Bakosi group in Moscow erupted in full forece the moment they found

themgelves in exile, with the outcome at firet far from certain,

29
G. Iﬂkat!. "Hﬂ.l‘-l w" i HII‘I.‘ 2n. m.| D. 223.
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In 1920, for example, Lenin took Lukacs and Kun alike to task
for holding the "left sectarian” viewa he had so recently casti-
gated in uthuu.m Still, the very pemssnce of Kun and his faction
in Moscow and their deft adaptations to every shift in 1ine gave
them a distinct advantage in the contest for Comintern endorsenent,
What finally decided the iesue in Xun's favor, hovever, was the
inapoortune publication of Lukacs' ook in 1923, Just as the Comine-
tern began a drive to "bolshevize” 4ts "national sections," 1,e.,
purge or "discipline” opposition groups, particularly in western
and central Furope (Souvarine snd Rogmer in ¥rance, Bordiga and
Balabanoff in Italy, the Brandler-taalhsimer "right," the n.m_m.
Maslow Meft" and the Eorsch "ultra left” in Oermany).

Unrthodox as 1t daubtless wvas, Lukacs' book instantly became
a synbol of everything the poliecy of "bolshevigation® was intended
to stamp out, To tolerats "deviatlons" of a purely doctrinal Jkind
vas %o invite defiance of Comintern decislons on matters of more
immediate political concern, partioularly if they encouraged the
impression that there was a basic difference betwesan "West Spropean
Communien” and "Russian Bolsheviem,” What began, then, as a matter
of Comintern realpolitik auickly became a pamoagyem of militant ortho-
doxy as well, venting iteelf on anyone wvho did mot stand four equare
on the Leninist version of Marxism, Iukace' Yook was as 1f mede to
aorder for that purpose but Lukace was mot the so'e offender; he
vas closely followed by Karl Korsch in Germany becmuea hig Marxigmug

®

For Lenin's remarks, see Spochipeniva, 3rd ed., Vol. XXV, pp.

291-293. The views attacked by Lenin were published in Eommuni gmag,
a Journal than edited by Lukacs in Vienns.
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Mﬁl shared many of Lukacs' views, and by Antonis
Grasgiadel in Italy for daring to challenge the relevance of the
labor theory of value to the uec-imwiu of l:plnitntinn.jz
Doctrinal disputes among ﬂumhtgfmm thown  moch regard
for amenities but the campelgn against Iukacs nevertheless established
somathing of a record for calculated ferceity, T find a parallel
to the barrage of dogmatic casulstry ani personal vilifieation
visited on hinm in the months follcwing the publication 'of his book,
one wuld have to recall the fanaticisn of theologlieal disputes
long forgotten. The stock criticlems of the book == what they came
to ean be postponed for later discupeion -- were schoed and re-schoed
in the pages of virtually every important Communist publication,
until Takcacslon® became a term of sbuse in party vocabulary. The
longest and most vitriolie diatﬂhn- was ndited by Ladiglaus mjﬁ
a close asmoiate of e before he fell into A efavor and his 14fe-
long opponsnt thereafter, Xun, needless to say, made most of the
occasion to rueh into print with a demuneiation of "attempts undsr-
taken in Cerman 1iterature to revise dislectical materialisnm or, to
put 1t more accurately, to emasculate [ it J by expunging mtniﬂin.lab
In Germany, Dig Bote Fahng even went mo far ns to cite thege "reviglons"

a8 a warning to Commniste againet the dangers of studying Huﬂjs -

“M0rt ginal1y publiehed in Srlabargts Archiy £ dle Geseiichte day
Sozdaliemue wnd dex Arbelterbewssung, Bd. X (1923), pp, 52-121, and

later, as a separate study vnder the same title, Leipeip, 19730,

325, Gragtadet, mmwzmumﬂ_ﬂgm-
schaft (tr. inte German by E. Weiner), Berlinm, 1923,

731, Rudus, "0rthodoxer Mareismusl® Arbetterliteratur (Vieana),sd
September, 1924, pp. U93=517; and his "Dis Klassenbewusntseinstheorie von
Lukacs, Abid #10,0ctoder,1924, pp.669-697, and #12, December 1524,pp.1064-89,

343.xun, "Me Propaganda des leninismus,® Die Komounietische Inter-
nationale. Jahrg V, #33, spril 1924, p. 19.

Bpie Rate Fahne, May 20 and 27, 1923,
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the very reverse, incidentally, of what Lenin had once urzed. In
the Soviet Union, the battle againet Iukace on the "philosophical
front" was jJoined by the party's leading philosophers, amng them

A M. Dedortn,® 1. Toppe1, T 0. Demed,® and 1. Weinstein, > all
intent on "exposing"Lukaca' Dook as a "deviation® from the tenets of
Marxd sm-Lening am,

The uproar over Lukscs reached its olimex at the f£ifth congress
of the Comintern in 1924, DBuktharin confined his remarks to a bdrief
reference deploring the "relapses into the o1d xq-umuu-f'“ leaving
it %o the less serupulous Zinoviev to blurt out the full political
meaning of the epimodet

If we.... are going to pay more than lip servies to
Irminiluuu we mist not let thise extreme left ten=
dency grow up into a theoretical revisiontem,,,.
spreading and becoming an internastionsl phenomenan,
Comrade Gragladel,.... pubtlished a book.. .. attacking
Harxiem., This theoretical revisionism ecannot be allowed
to pass wvith impunity, Helther will we tolerate our
Hungarian comrade, Lukace, doing the same in the domain
of philosophy and woclology.... We have a similar ten-
dency in the German party. Comrade Grasiadel is a pro=
feesor; Korech s aleo a professor. (Interruptions:
"Lukace ig aleo a profeseor!” ) If we get a few mre

of these professors spinning out thelr Marxiet theories,
we ghall be lost. We cannot tolerate,... theoretical i
revielonism of this kind in our Communiet International,

ﬁhu.n-‘hurin, "Marks 1 Gegel, " Fod Zngmenem Mgrieg!oma, 3, March
192k, po. 6=23; and hie *Lukach i evo kritilea Markeigma® 1bid., #6/7,

June-July, 1924, pp. W66, repudlished in the Oerman in Arbeiterliteratur,
#10, Octoder 1924, pp, €15«6l0,

?n Sravda, July 25, 1926, p. 8.

35-:3. Bammel, "IAteratura o Leninigme,? fechat 1 Hevolyutals #6,
1924, pp. 23-33.

391_ Weinstein, "Oeorg Lulcach ! e teoriya woploshcheniye, " Epd
#10/11, October-November 1924, pp, 23-31.

2 Fald at Womcorw. s » L (published by the
Party of Great Britain, n.d.), p. 132,

m'l___m d.. p. 17.

n: st
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To all intents and purposes, this was emvugh to put an end to
Lukaoe' political career, almost for gond: ousted from the central
eommittes of the Hungarian party and from hie editorship of Kom-
mnlemg in Vienna, 1t was not until the recent Hungarian uprising
more than thirty years later, that he comld again play an active,
if drief, part in politice.

Intellectually, however, the real pathos of Lukace' survival
as a Commumnist first degan with his political depoungment. It is
quite doubtful, to aay the least, whether the orthodox case against
bis ok in 1923-24 modified his views in any essential respect.
Certainly, one could decern many of the arguments of Segchighte und

Elasssnbowuecteein in much that he was to write during the next thirty
years, even if thay were dislngemously brought into line with the
structure of orthodox doetrine to make them less uﬁ-tﬂlli‘l’l.hz 4
anything, he has been least diffident of all about his continuing
commitment to the Hegelian dimenglon of Marxist thought == the very
"deviation® for which he was castigated most in 19?3-2#.1‘3 Yet, for

Jﬁl'2!- favorite target of Lukacs' critice in 1924, to take one axample,

was his assignment of an active role to human congcioupness well beyond
the "reflection" doetrina found i{n Lenin's M n =Criti-
giem. In all hie subpequent worlk of literary criticlme, however, con-
sciousnens retains its dialectical, "transforming role., ¥For an example
of how Lukacs approaches the problem in his more recent work, see his
tik, Perlin, 1956, pp, 57-59. But in
arguing for a less "mechanistic" doctrine of conpolouenese than the one
held by hio erities in 1923-2l, Iukacs could later invoke the support
of Lenin's more sophiasticated vartime studles in philosophy which were .
not made publie until 1929.

Iy
3Inkmu‘ most ambitious recent attempt to rehsbilitate the
Hegelinn derivation of original Marxiem 1s his Dex junge Hesel, Zarich,

1948,
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all hie tslenta as a polemicist, he could not Bring himself to
defend hie ook, elther then or at any time elnce, In this self-
imposad silence, Iukacs dd not succund to any fallure of nerve;
the only way to mccomnt for his behavior is to assume that, be-
cauge of an overriding sense of party discipline, he preferred to
act out the role to which the logie of hig book implicitly committed
him in any case == a logie that hypsstasiped the party as the ingti-
futionaliged will and expreseion of proletarian clase mnsclousness
and thereby endowed it with a muperior view of "total® reality. In
other worde, the boak containe a Wilt-in veto, as it were, on ite
own defenss against party critieimm, thus giving Iukacs' silence at
the time a melancholy consietency sl1 ite own.

What mitigated the commitment for close to a decade was that
it did not require anything more than silence, Neither in Vienna
where he 1lived until 1929, nor in Berlin the year following., did
Lukacs once recant his "deviation" in public, This was in striking
contrast to his zeéal as a party stalwart in other reepects; he
could match expletives against Trotsky, for examle, with the mogt
seasoned professionals in Numu.m It wae only on his reaturn to Berlin,
after wrking in Hoscow for a year (1930-31) as a member of the Marz-
Engele-Lenin Ingtitute, that his mood became inereasingly spologetic
until 1t finally oroduced a ssquel to the eventg of 192324 far

more disconcerting than hie silence during the intervening decads,

i'\ur example, see his review of Max Eastman's™Mgrx, Lanin and
the Sclence of Revolution," Die Internationnle (Berlin), Jahrg X,
Beft 5, March 1927, pp. 189-190,
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The biographic mempir he wrote just befors Hitler came to power
wae still the subdued plea of one extamuating hie past more than

an indictment, and might even be read, in part, as a subtle re-

affirmation of views he professed to ﬂmuu.hj ds such, 1t wae

a mild foretaste of what was to coms a year later vhen Lukacs had
taken refuge in the Soviet Union. Addressing the philosophieal
section of the Communiest Acpdemy, he perfornsd ome of the most
abject acts of self-degradation on record, repudiating mot only
his book but his entire intellectual past as well, and, in doing
0, wpared no wordas to convince his avdience of his complete ortho=
doxy:

The migtakes into vhich I fell in my hook,

Hiptory and

Mﬁm, are completely in line with thees
deviations (i.e., those attacked in Lenin's Materialigm
2pd Empirdo-Criticign - MW)...., I began ¢ a student of
Simmel and Max Weber (J was then under the influence of
the German philomphical tendencies, the

and daveloped, philoeophicslly speaking, from
subjJective fdealism to objectivienm, from Kant to Hegel,
At the pame time, the philosophy of eyndicalism (Sorel)
had a great influence on my development; it strengthened
oy inelinations toward romantic anti-capitalism, In the
erisls of my entira world=ontlonk, brought on by the World
War and the Russian Revolution of 1917, these syndlecalist
leanings were strengthened still more by my having been
under the personsl influence of the most important pro=-
ponent of syndicsliem in Hungary, Ervin Sgaba. Thoe, I
entered the Commnist Party of Hungary in 1518 with a
world-nutlook that was distinetly eyndicallet apd idealiat.
Despite the experience of the Hungarian revolution, I
found myself immersed in the vltra-left syndicelist op-
position to the 1ine of the Comintern (1920-1921)....

The hook I published in 1923,.... wae a philosophical
summation of these tendencies,... This could be ghown

in detall in all the problems trested in my Yook, besin-
ning vith philosophical pmbleme and culminating in the
definition of class conscloneness and the theory of crises.

b5
See his "Mein Weg su Marx," go. cit., pp. 225-231.
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In the course of my practical party work and my
familiarigation wvith the works of Lenin and Stalin,
theoe 1dealist prope of my wrld-outlook lost more

and mre of their security, Although I di4 not peruit
ar lication of my Book (which was sold out by that
time), nevertheless I first came to full aporeciation
of these philosophieal problems during my visit to the
Soviet Union in 1930-1971, espocially through the
philosophieal dimcussion in progress at that timae.
Practieal work in the Communigt Party of Germany,
direct 1deologleal strugele,... againet the Socinl
Fascists and Faselst 1deslogy have all the more
strengthened my conviction that in the intellectual
sphare, ¥ t
OTR b Y bl » Uy100N And B CO D C* a1 O C1 5

« Every concession to idealism, however in-
elignifieant, spelle daeer to the proletarian revolu~
tion. Time, I understond mot only the

but also the practical danger nf the book I wrote twelve
years ago and fought unremittingly in the OGerman mases
Fovement against thie and every other idealiast tendancy.
My exile from Fasciat Germany can only change the locale..,.
of this strugale; ite intensity wvill but increase with
its absorption of Leniniem,,,, With tha help of the
Comintern, of the All-Union Commni gt Farty and of its
leader, Comrade Stalin, the sections of the Comintern
will strugele,... for that iron fdeologleal implacability
and refusal to compromise with all deviations frem
Marxiem-Leninisn which the All-Union Communi st farty....
achisved long 8f0...» Lenin's L] -
wn-bmuﬂm-ma‘hmmﬂumn
this lzgu;ﬁle is carried forward on the intellestual
front,

To many who heard him at the time, Iukacs' outburst of self-

recrimination must have come as a palnful reminder of recent develop-

ments in the Soviet intellectual world. Hig was the latest in a

Hﬂ. Inlkcace, "Znacheriyes'Materinlisma { Empiriokritits!sma’ dlya
bol‘shevigateld komnondsticheskikh partiy ("The Significance of Mg
Tor the Bolghevigation of Commund st
Parties"), Pod Znamenem Markeiems, #4, July-ingust 1934, po. 143148,
The excerpts given in the text above are fwmn pp. 143 and 147-148,



i

long succsseion of recantations by leading philosophers in the
Soviet Union sinee 1971 and, because it came fmm a foreigner
already motorious for his unrepentant "deviationism,” it was all

the more symptomatic of how thoroughly Stalin had ersdicated all
traces of independent philomphical thought from Soviet Marxiam,
That they could once count thempelves among Lukacs' severest critics
wvae not g secondsry consideration,

In this respect, Lukace enjoyed a conslderable psychological
advantage over his Soviet philosopher-sudience -~ the advantage of
one whn had accepted the prospect of s personal recantation as a
foregone necessity when he chose the Soviet Union as his place of
refuge in 1933. ILukacs, to repeat, had spent a year in the Soviet
Union during the critical monthe (1930-1931) when Stalin mved to
substitute a coded state dogma for contending mchools of Marxist
thought. He could remember the reslution of Jamuary 25, 1931, in
which the central committee of the party condemned both the "mecha-
nists" and the "emergentiste," then the principal schools of Marxist
philoeophy, as crypto-political "deviations.® Nor could he have
forgotten the gpectacle of one Soviet philosopher after another re-
canting his "errore,” or, as he preferred to describe it 4in his
own recantation, ¥the philoeophioal disoussion in progress at the
tame, #7

Presumably, then, Iukacs knew what was in store for him shen
he returned to the Soviet Union in 1933 and discounted for it ame-

k7

For an account of the regimentation of Soviet philosophy, see

I. M, Bocheneki, Der Sowjetrugeigche Diglekt!eche Materiqliemug, Bern,
1955\ p‘_ﬂ- M'sa'-
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cordingly. But discounted on vhat terms! One snewer -- aecessarily
speculative as any anever to such a question muet be — ig that he
had already partly discounted for it in the price of self-censorship
he had to pay in the preceding decade for his commitment ts thas
Communist cause. Having acquiesced to the consequences of "bolshevi-
gation,” he could find 4t all the easier to come to terms with the
Irqrﬂ.munh of Stalinigation == sufficiently, at least, to face

the ordeal of a public recantation.

Sti11, Lukacs' behsvior has slways been too much the camwllary
of a highly articulated political and philosmphieal athos to be
entirely or even largely the product of a seli-propelling paycho-
logical chaln-reaction, His acqulescence in the interdiction of
bis Book may have prepared him paychologleally for the indignity of
a public "pelfecriticlien,” but it does mot explain wvhy he made it
the occasion for traducing his intellsetual past so indlecriminately
when a briefer. prg forma recantation would have served the purpo se
Just as well; nor does it account for the next two decadess of un-
falling panegyrics to Staliniem that made him the despalr of hig
most devoted admirers, particularly those who were aware of their
tongue-in-cheek character. Fear may have been one of the ressons, to
be sure -- particularly during the period of the purges —- but what
of the recantation that preceded his flight to the Soviet Union
and how, again, oould fear alone have produced s violent a reaction
to hie own past? Te easy explanation that hig political conduct

was a case of sheer opportuniem, pure ani simple, is the least
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satisfactory of all: for all his feints and accommodations, thare
has been enough selfless purpose in hip career to belie that
description,

But if it was nelither opportuniem nor fear, how then account
for the Staliniem of a man who was never really a Stalinist at
heart or, at least, never in the sense that he favored actual
Stalinist policies? Perhaps the most helpful clue we have i
the impression given by hie very recantation of 1934: 1t 1s truly
the mes gulps of a man laboring under a eense of guilt for his own
intellectual past and !‘.nt-n't on exorcising the memory of it, par-
ticularly the part that reminded him of Dilthey, Simmel and Weber,
Significantly, these names had inspired no such feeling of guilt in
1924, all the Jibes of his orthodox critics motwithstqanding. what
made them so umpardonsble ten years later was not any change in the
attituds of officlal 1deologus 4n Moscow, But the shoclk produced
by Hitler's rise %o power in Oermany -- a shock violent enough to
induee a Manichean debmuch in Lukacs sbout the very past he ‘new
%o much better, Where others would point to the elusive practical
ambiguities of many an intellectual tradition -- witnese Marxlsm
iteelf as an example =- he now inelsted that, "Every concession to
idenliem, however insignificant, spells danger to the proletarian
revolution® or, as he was to put 1t more generally tw decades

later, "There is no such thing as an "innocent' worlid outlook, 8

“Eu. Lukacs, Die Zorstdrune der Vepnunft: der Weg dep Irra-
tlonallemue von Schelline yu Hitler, Berlin, 1955, p. 6. It might
be added that this volume La largely an elaborate gloes on his re-
cantation of 1934,
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Accordingly, 1f Lukacs were taken literally, the Golstemd gsen~
JAchaften of hig youth now decame the seed bed of Hitlerisn merely
by virtus of the fact that his teachers had conducted their studies
along "idealist” lines, i.e., based thelr methodology on the in-
tuitive understanding of human action and social goals. And gince
he was so much part of that intellectusl world, he too ehared the
guilt of his teachers for the spell later cast by the Nasi mystigue
of irrationaliem, intultioniem, ete,

Againet any such explanation of his Dehavior, it may be argued,
of course, that since his Harxiem was still greatly influenced Yy the
ideas of his teachers, 1t must have occurred to him at the very
least that his own case and that of cruntless others vitianted hie
entire line of argument., But even if thies were m, 1t would have
no bearing on his sense of gullt; what is Velng sugzested hers ip
that Lukacs was not really repudiating the influence of the Celptop-
Miapenachaften on hie own thought, Mut only thelr source, not the
brain child but its paternity. In other words, his guilt feeling
wvas of the awbivalent kind (aes gullt feelings frequently are),
cauged by the slock of recalling that he shared the same teachers

vith many of the spokesmen for Nasliem -- and by a frantie compul-
sion, therefore, to digavow them,

The eame shock, moreover, which precipltated the repudiation
of he own past, taken in conjunction with his hape for the future,
would aleo help to account for hie attituds toward Stalimism, JApart

from all else, the impact of the ghock was o great because the
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triumph of Nasiem represented a rupture in the unlty and con-
tindty of European culturs, one of the most urgent and sustained
concerns of Imkace' thought, Since the eapitaliat West, on hip
view, alrendy found iteelf in a quagmire of cultural decadence,
the Soviet Union loomed as the sole remsining hops for nourishing
and transmtting that culture to the future.

To anyone who took all this for granted, as Iukaees did in
the fact of mueh that he was to obeerve to the contrary, it wanp
slmost second nature to accept Staliniem as mearely a passing
historieal eplsode and to rationalipe any compromises wvith it as
a price that had to be paid for a Soviet culture that would one

day act ms the West's better I'.mli'“9I

That the price might come high

for himself and for the ociety in whieh he wan to live until the

end of the war, was purely sn instrumental consideration in his

hupaniptic calculue; the "essential 11fe" in the "hierarehy of lives,"

to recall hig anti-naturalietic cast of mind, could anly ba achieved

at the tragle sacrifice of 1ife "on the empirical plane.® J
Superficially, all this might sugpeat that Tunkaca’ Stalinlem

was as though patterned on the model of Rubashovie eapltulation.

ugm- falth in the redemptive valne of Soviet culturs wan to be
shaken considerably by what he eould gee of it firet hand, but its
nderlying aesumption -~ the thecis that Bussian culture is m integral
part of the larger Turopean tradition — wan one ha still defsnded
against those who questioned it in the West imnedintely after the
war. See the text of his speech and his replies to Jaspers, de
Rougemont, and others, Eencontrae Internatinnales de Gensve, L'Eporit
Buropean, Neuchatel, 1946, np. 1654194 et paseim, Ironically, he did
not have to walt long to gee the Soviet regime bending every effort to
Gaver all cultural ties with the Weet, ns if to bring alout the very
cleavage he denied,




Actually, the resemdlance is more appnrent than real. BRubashov

wvas an “ldeal type,” drawn to articulate the zrim loglecal dimpli-
cations of Communiat doctrine for those who veason from ite
premises alone., Rubashov's eapitulation thevefors had to be a
eingle avt of g pogt reflection after all real alternstives of
action had been eliminated. What makes Iukacs' subservience to
Staliniem so much more tragic was that 1t came by successive stages

in each of which he could still chooss bBetwesn alterngtive ecourees

of action, In his case, therefore, it was not the disembodisd lagle

of the doctrine alone that dictated the choices tut a dootrine

mediated in experience through successive responses whieh failed

to give human and meial coets thelr due, even as means to an and,
The fate of his book was s small part of the cost he slighted,

The attackcs of 1923-24 vere enough to put a quietus on all further '

discussions and, apart from an occaeional & sparaging rafarm.ﬂ
Communist literature has in effect, suppreseed the book by a con-
epiracy of silence, braken only recently By renewed gttacke on lukacs
for hie role in the Hungarian uprising. And min. mich as though

the compuleion to forget the paet could not be satiafied, Iokacs
of his own boak,
has been the foremost accessry to the oupre galon / Sometimes one

finds him ignoring the baok entirely, even if hip argument suffars

50
See, for example, the note inserted by the eiitor in the
necond edition of Tenin's T y Ti=
printed as volume XIII of the English translation of his Gollected
hﬂl tt-!". n- mh)l Now Tork, 19??- p. 319,
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A mre aften, bowever, he hge given himgelf

from the omlsslon;
to a regimen of recurrent self-flagellation. In 1938, to cite

one of many such instances, he once again denounced his book as
"reactionary by virtue of ite idealism, its faulty interpretation

of the [ epletemlogical J theory of reflection, its denial of the
diglectie in utws."e And most recently, when Merlesu-Fonty re-
viewed the philosophical Lgsued ralsed by the Mook 4n 1?23.53 his

study was enough to previke Iukace to a heated protest agalnst

what he called the "treachery and falsification" of Merleau-Fonty's
attempt to resuscitate a book "forgniten for good reason, oI This
last epimode epitomiges the status of Ceschichte und Klgsespbeyugatsein
today; virtuvally proserided to orthodox Commmunists, it has survived
largely because it is best remembered By others as a major work of
Marxien purged from the eollective memory nf the Communi st movement

and == to the added discomfiturs of its muthor -—— as a precursar

of the melology of krowledge.

5
Mannhein's early development owed wore %o Lukacs than is generally
sporeciated, many of his bBaelc categories of andlyses being taken from
Lukace' treatmant of the problem of i4eclogy, Lukaes thus defeats his
own purpoee vhen he triee, as he did in one of mogt recent books, to
sup rese his own role as the conneeting link between Weber and Mannheim,

See hie Zergfdrung der Vernuaft, pp. L7L-506,
52
@. Inkacs, Esaays Wber Reslismug, Serlin 1948, p, 158,

53
H. Merlesu-Ponty, Les Aventures de 1a Dialections, Paris 1955,
Ch, 1I1.

Sh
Iukaca® letter of protest 1 reprinted in the French Communist

Teply to Merleau-Ponty's bonk titled, Mggaventures de L'4nti-Marxi gme,
Pui'.. 19%- ]'-"P- 15‘159-




