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capitalism. That means they were possessed by
the sense that unless something radical was
done, the great benefits deriving from the
growth in human capacities would be accom-
panied by great horrors. Perhaps the horrors
would be greater than the benefits. (I do not
mean to say, of course, that this sense was
present with equal vividness in the four.)
Desperation thus was mixed with hope; each
intensified the other. The upshot was blue-
prints. For us, the upshot must in truth
approach the ludicrous. A bit of historical
empathy could help to stifle our derision; once
we are past derision, however, is there a reason
for spending some time with these writers?

Goodwin’s announced strategy is to take
these four seriously because their enterprise was
intimately related to the growth of modern
social science. It is an odd strategy, even though
Saint-Simon had a large role in this ambiguous
endeavor. Still, even if the endeavor were not
ambiguous, and even if all four had played a
large role, that would not guarantee that we
now should take them seriously—that we
should read and ponder them.

There must be a better reason to read them
than their possible link to modern social sci-
ence. What may we learn from them, even if we
reject the aim of happiness? They may be full
of thought about human nature and the rela-
tions between social institutions; they may
contribute to our sensitivity to injustice; they
may energize the wish to change and reform;
they may even give hints about the direction
which change and reform should take. Best of
all they may give impressive examples of
utopianism’s most valuable effect: an enhanced
understanding of the actual world which is
brought about by the typical utopian perspec-
tive of estrangement from it. If we forgive them
their passion to prescribe pedantically for hap-
py lives, we may allow them to instruct us as
non-literal and ironic utopians do-like, say,
Plato or More or Swift or Samuel Butler.

It turns out that Goodwin, despite her title,
is mostly interested in the utopian wisdom of
the four writers. The link to modern social
science is discussed, but not at much length.
Her basic concern is with what Godwin, Saint-
Simon, Fourier and Owen have to say about the
human condition. She does not see their com-
mitment to the project of human happiness as
barring them from achieving some insight into
human experience. She suspends her disbelief.
She says, “These utopians were materialists,
naturalists, perfectibilists and neo-Newtonians:
they believed in material causes of social events,
believed that society and men were natural
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objects to be studied by methods analogous to
those of the natural sciences, believed in human
perfectibility, and longed to unearth a principle
of universal harmony operating in society with
the efficiency and totality of Newtonian attrac-
tion” (p. 11). The usefulness of this book
consists in showing how on such a morally
unattractive and philosophically crude base
four thinkers helped to form a new sensibility.
They challenged individualist liberalism (itself
still only partly formed) in the name of hope
for a life more fraternal or collectivist or, at
least, less competitively self-seeking. That sensi-
bility establishes their claim to the attention of
posterity. The project of human happiness
inflamed by an awful dose of scientism should
defeat such a claim, but does not quite.

GEORGE KATEB
Amherst College

Marx’s Social Ontology: Individuality and Com-
munity in Marx’s Theory of Social Reality.
By Carol C. Gould. (Cambridge: MIT Press,
1978. Pp. xxvi + 208. $15.00.)

In her introduction Carol Gould claims to
present Marx “for the first time as a great
systematic philosopher in the tradition of Ari-
stotle, Kant and Hegel” (p. xi). Though this
claim is obviously exaggerated, Marx’s Social
Ontology is certainly the first work by an
American to deal systematically with the
Grundrisse, the voluminous notebooks trans-
lated into English in 1973. Gould’s essay is
coherent, well written, and should be accessible
to the non-philosopher.

The first chapter, “The Ontology of Socie-
ty,”” shows persuasively that for Marx the
fundamental entities of society are individuals
in social relations, that it is a mistake to treat
society as a simple composite of individuals or
as a complex network of relations. Gould shows
the importance of the Hegelian dialectic in
Marx’s understanding of social development
and does a masterful job of reducing great
quantities of material to a few pages. Though
with Hegel Marx speaks of various stages of
history, his “projection does not have the force
of a logical deduction or of a historical predic-
tion” since the transition from one set of social
relations to another depends on human choices
and actions (p. 21). By developing these themes
in terms of ‘‘internal relations,” Gould success-
fully corrects earlier kindred accounts of Marx
and points to the latter’s appreciation of
Aristotelian ontology.
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In her second chapter on “The Ontology of
Labor,” Gould reconstructs Marx’s view of
labor as social self-creation and explains how in
capitalism the objectification of the self com-
mon to all social systems becomes an alienation
in which individuals lose control of their
creative powers. In the Grundrisse, Marx makes
clear that this change is to be explained in
terms of political economy (the necessity of
selling one’s creative capacity, one’s labor-
power) and that a psychological or anthro-
pological account of the phenomenon will
mistake symptom for underlying disease. Gould
shows how Marx’s model of alienation and
objectification, initially drawn from Hegel, is
again modified by an Aristotelian emphasis on
the reality of the individual and the inde-
pendence of the object.

Chapter 3, “Toward a Labor Theory of
Cause,” is perhaps the most technical, but also
the most important for social scientists. Gould
shows Marx to have an original understanding
of social causation which makes any mechan-
istic interpretation of his work totally inade-
quate. Marx locates causality not within the
domain of natural objects or events, but in the
realm of human activity, with labor again
serving as the active mediator between form,
purpose, agency and the objective conditions
for the actualization of our intentions. Since
the forms of human activity are historically
variable for Marx, the ways in which causality
appears and is understood vary from one
historical stage to another, until finally under
capitalism it appears as an external relation
producing invariable patterns of behavior.
Gould’s analysis is especially important in that
it could provide a link between continental
thought and contemporary analytical work in
the natural and social sciences (von Wright’s
analysis of human activity and the discovery of
causal principles comes to mind).

In chapter 4, “The Ontology of Freedom,”
Gould distinguishes Marx’s view from the tradi-
tional view of freedom as the absence of
external restraints or as a property inhering in
the subject’s will. Freedom becomes both a
presupposition and a product of our activity,
the source of value and the highest value as an
end in itself, ‘‘a creative, self-transcending,
historical, self-realizing’ social process, which
accounts for newness in history (p. 127).

In the final and longest chapter, “The
Ontology of Justice,”” Gould argues that Marx’s
theory of social reality presupposes a concep-
tion of justice understood in terms of concrete
forms of social relations. Though Marx insists
on the historical character of our norms, he is
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neither an historicist, nor a relativist. In analyz-
ing relations of domination and the “mutuali-
ty”’ characteristic of a just society, Gould
adeptly uses the category of reciprocity, so
increasingly central to contemporary social
theory. Capitalist relations of production pre-
suppose free and equal agents, who exchange
equivalent values in the market (wages for
labor-power), but they disguise non-reciprocal
relations of exploitation in the sphere of
production, where workers surrender control of
their creative capacity and ownership of the
products generated when that capacity is put to
use. The just society would allow for positive
freedom, the fullest self-realization of social
individuals who recognize each other as equal
not only in a formal and instrumental way, but
as ends in themselves.

Questions can be legitimately raised about
any of several notions found in Gould’s work:
non-reciprocal, internal relations or ex post
facto necessity, for example. But to ask them in
a short review might leave the impression that
we were speaking of analytical shortcomings.
Marx’s Social Ontology is a philosophical recon-
struction of Marx’s entire system. Questions
will inevitably arise about its adequacy, but
answers to these questions will provide insight
into that system and gratitude to the person
whose work has provoked them.

GEORGE ELLARD
Dickinson College

Leon Trotsky. By Irving Howe. (New York:
Viking Press, 1978. Pp. viii + 214. $10.00;
New York: Penguin Books, 1979. Pp. viii +
214. $2.95, paper.)

Leon Trotsky has fascinated generations of
non-communist Western intellectuals for half a
century partly because he seems to embody
both the triumph and the tragedy of the
Russian Revolution. The early opponent of
Lenin helped plan the Bolshevik insurrection,
create the Red Army and win the Civil War; the
vacillating head of the “August bloc” became
Foreign Minister, architect of ‘“war com-
munism” and Lenin’s preferred successor; the
cultured intellectual who stood for workers’
power and inner-party democracy defended the
accomplishments of the revolution against a
usurping party-state bureaucracy; the outsider
who had arisen to the pinnacle of power
became the hunted exile; the ‘“superindustri-
alizer” relentlessly exposed Stalinist totalitari-
anism while urging his scattered and isolated
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