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currency in the field of empirical social sciences. In any 

case, the idea is that~ when one says that A can be fully 

understood by the understanding of B and the relations between 

A and B, and that there is nothing varying in A independently 

from this relation with B, then one is, indeed, "reducing ll A 

to B - provide, of course) the statement is not correct. 

To say that Marx reduces politics to economy 

1S to say that he does not recognize any authonomy ~o politics, 

that he asserts that the State is fully understandable and 

predictable if one kncws enough about economics. Is this so? 

The answer , is negative, not because Marx asserts the opposite, 

but because this kind of correlational statements is strange 

to the way Marx analysed society. On the other hand, we 

should notice that this is not the only issue in Marx and 

Marxism where the question cf reductionism can be raised. For 

instance, it is ~ Marxist thesis that human thoughts and ideas 

are nothing but a "reflect" of reality, that the value of a 

merchandise reflects the amount of work used for produ~ it, 

and that religion, morals and values are epiphenomena, or 

"superestructures ll
, and. so on. 

Before leaving the empirical approach, I should 

say that there is nothing wrong on looking for phenomena th~t 

are "behind if others, that are their llantecedents", or "inde 

pendent variables". This is, actually, the very purpose of 

research, to find this type of relations. The sin of 

reductionism consists in postulating this connection by 

definition, and thus refusing the possibilities of -6ther 

sources of variance and explanation. We can now proceed to a 

brief look on two of the best known instances of "reductionism" 

in Marxisll)" .. in an effort to spell out the nature of the 

analytical task he was up to. 

The theory of human conscience as a reflection 

of reality is best expressed, perhaps, in the Lenin of Mate

rialism and Empirocriticism. Lenin's thesis is simple, if,no~j 
simple-minded. There is a world which exists "out there", independently 
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problems are the same~ and the su~ression of private property 

brings, also, the end to the boredom and meaningless of 

piecemeal work. ~.v€ can take this ideal as the h01)8 for a 

technolo~ical revolution which could bring back the unity of 

man's work, a technoloBical revolution which would be simulta 

neous with the social one. This is not very likely, however, 

if we think on the prcjections Marx could have made of the 

development of technolo£y from his vantage point in the XIX 

Century. More likely is to take it as part of the belief of 

the deeply social determination of what man feels, thinks and 

likes. If this is so, to s~end the days turning the same 

handle or sewing the same section of the same type of garment 

could one day become a joyous and meaningful activity, when 

one is conscious cf being working for the benefit of one's 

own species. 

The only conceivable way this could be done 

would be for the worker to participate in society at thelevel 

of decisions, both at the level of production and at the level 

of society. Thus, th2 experiments in self-management and on 

the elimination of the differences between manual and intel

lectual work, the former attempted in Yogoslavia and the 

latter havin~ its best try in Israel's Kibbutzim. The diffil 

culty with these experiments is that they do not bring back 

the community life at the level of the day to day work. Mbdern 

technology seems to imply technical man~gement) the existance 

of a few directing the work of many, ann even the experiences 

of self-mana~ement seem to show that the more active section 

of the working class is incorporated, or co-opted, by the 

management, leaving the majority without an autonomous 

leadership. The elimination of differences between manual 

and inte}l~ctual work, when used as a means for bringing back 

community, can mean the practical impossibility of ~us'ing 

sophisticated and highly productive techniques. The suppression 

of military ranks in the Chinese Army, the obligation of 

manual work for "intellectualsl/, and the development of 

"intellectual" activities b:,{.;the masses through the "cultural 

revolution· i
, al~ this ·fonnidable Chinese experience pointed to 
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, , 1968. 
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