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. TODAY, this column is given to a guest writer.
Again, we invite you to take part in the quest
i for  cotrect ‘answers by contributing to - this
1 ¥ column .We shall also print logical exceptions

our views. y

.. IT is a paradox that

" _one of the fondamental
human

problems . of
.. pxistence-the . question

"tieg determine.
members

. pf society are so crush-

" ¢d by the problems of

livelihood that there is-

Ltie‘,‘ ‘left for them
“to. reflect.- Those at the
upper echelon of socie-
'ty see only the inver-
ted ‘image . of reality,
and hence the process

of their reflections is
necessarily inverted.

Those who are paid
to reflect.— the so-

' called intellectuals —.

are so alienated from
/ nature and society that
‘in" their understand-
able - confusion, ' they
‘frequently  take flight
fnto irrationality and
" mysticism, Bven when
these alienated beings
stumble on ; reality,
they do - not

it to be so.

y§t: no time and no.

ey

L0

WHA

“rto demands on metho-

dology.

First, we . demand

, that al] explanations of

what happens in the
material world must be
sought in the material
. world itself, where guch
explanations can
.subjected to investiga-
“fion.  We  regard’ a8
fraudulent, and there-
fore inadmissible, = all
appeals to the superna-
tural ag a witness. It is
necessary to observe
this rule because as
soon as we allow an
appeal to the super-
natural, all further dis-
cussions are closed,
gince the supernatural
is supposed to be the
proof and - justifica-
tion of everything, in-
cluding that of its own

. existence.

Secoadly, -~ we  de-
mand that we approach
the question of the es-
gence of man — histo-
rically — which is just
a demand for  the
scientific method. We
make this second de-
mand since man, the
object of our investiga-.
tion, would vanish if
we tear him away from
history. i

Thirdly, the investi-
gator ‘himself should
always be ' concious of
the fact that he is part
and parcel of his inves-
tigation. In a chemical

laboratory, an inves-
_tigator can . detach
himself from, and be

external to, the chemi-

cal reactions he Is in-

vestigating; but a social
investigator is " partly
investigating  himself,
whether he is conscious
of this or not.
Space 1imitation will

““THOSE at the upper echelon of society see only
the inverted image of reality, and hence the
process of their reflection Is necessarily inverted.
Those who are paid to reflect — the so-called
intellectoaly — are so alienated from nature and
society that in their understandable confusion,
_they frequently take flight into irrationality and
mysticism”
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demand — which is
nevertheless a self-evi-
dent truth, But we may
remark that this de-
mand is tied up with
the ' question of ‘PAR-
TISANSHIP IN PHI-
LOSOPHY, which we
may take uf in subse-
quent articles, How-
ever, we demand that
we remain consclous of
the crucial fact that
the ‘investigator is also

*part “of the  object of
. his investigation.

Finally, fet us remind
ourselveg that there is
a mighty difference be-
tween “unknown” and
“unknowable”. If - we

.declare that the solu-

tion to a problem is
unknown, . we are
merely . leaving future
investigations to find

out this solution. But

if ‘we declare the solu-
tion t¢' be unknowable,
then we are foreclosing
further . investigations,
thereby - pronousiciag
the limit of knowledge.

We demand 'that .we
adhere to the .only
scientific principle that

' nothing is tnknowable.

The world of reality
consists: of only the
known and -the yet-to-
be known, called the
unknown. :

Having made these
demands, :we can now
pose  the uestion:
What {8 ‘Man? What
are 't he special
characteristics’ of man?
How do we differentiate
man. from the rest of
_nature? Is_there any-
thing as ' the - human
nature? .If.so, .is this
human nature a static
attributeor a dynamic
one? If:it is dynamic,

what is the causeof-
d _this motion and yfhat.

are its laws? Finally,
is there an ultimate
destiny “for “ this mo-
tion? AN o

As indicated earlier,
there are no  finished
solutions to  social
questions. We can only

We reject  any idea
of the ' pre-social man,
since in his pre-social
existence, man cannot
be regarded as man.
We conceive man as a
part of mature which
has established -a speci:
fic identily for bimself

as a social animal,

duces evengwhen he is

. not in nced. He produ-

ces, so to say, univer-

© sally,

Futhermore whereas
mimals only try to
adapt . . themselves to
their swrromndings and
alter these surround-
ings only umconscious-
ly, -man consciously

ters his surroundings
and forces these swr-
.roundings’ to serve
him.

TRe facts that man
is a social anima] and
a species being do pot
answer the question of
homan nature. These
facts only lay the basis
for the answer. What {5
human natore?

Human naturc . is

NATURE?

In addition to being
a social jnimal, -tisan is
also 2 species being.
By this we simply mean
that man ‘is a member
of the human. race and
that this human race is
distinct from the rest
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give - -answers  which
correspond  to the pre-
sent statc of our know-
ledge ‘of the phenome-
pon jn question, while
leaving future investi-
gations, social practice
and reftection to deve-

of the animal kingdom,

by its cssential ¢harac-

teristics. o
This distinction con-

sists . of the fact that

man is the only arimal

-who engages in purpo-

sive production. ’

S ———p——

“FIRST: we demand that all explanafions of
what happens in the materlal world must be
sought in the material world itself, where such
axplanations can be subjected to investigation.

We regard as fraudulent,

and therefore inadmis-

sible, alj appeals to the supernatural ag a witness.

It 13 necessary to observe this rule because as

soon as we allow an appeal to the swpernatural,
al} forther discussiong are closed”

lop and deepen these
answers,

Man is a specific
part of nature, by this
wé mean that although
man is a product of na-
he  occupies the
tion as the
only ‘part of nature
which' constantly alters
nature. - Furthermore,
man {s the.only social

animal. By we
mean that not cnly is
man the only animal
who lives in society,

but he is also the only
animal

&

who can fully..
#develow-his - potentiall:

A

It may ‘be argued
that animalg also pro-
duce. To this argu-
ment, we answer -that
:lhe% :lréxdal t:vord in our

on purposive.
Animals only produce
instinctively and acci-
dentally; but man pro-
duces with clearly de-
ned intentions.

Man hag the ability
to set up a project in
his mind before he

duce for ‘the
of - immediate

#‘'needs, but man pro-

simply the totality of
the relationships be-
tween man and nature
and between man and
his society. In his daily
activities, man inter-
racts with naturc and
his society. He alters
nature through his pro
ductive labour and also
alters the society
through' his - socio-eco-
nomic, politica] -.and
cultural activities.

By altering nature
and society, man also
alters his relations with
nature and society.

Since human nature is.

the totality of these re-
lationships, the altera-
tion of these relation-
ships means the altera-
tion of human nature.
Man . therefore alters
his own nature bv his’
*activities.

We can conclude
from the above that hw-
man nature.is not sta-
tic but dynamic.
laws of motion MNrm
this dynamic attribute
of man and his society.
Space limitation will
not ' allow us to go into
the enauciation of these
laws. We shall however
state that these laws
are objective; that is,
they operate regardless
of our individual wishes
or prejudices.

Finally, we dismiss
ag mystical, any specu-
lation about the *ulti-
mate” nature of man,
for this is like spoculat-
ing about the end of
history. All we can say
is that the movement
of human nature is
towards the realisation
of human’ freedom —
freedom to fully deve-
lop his powers 2s a s~
cial animal and a s:
cies being through
fettered :productiv
tivities,
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