
IFI meeting 180529

Present

· Penny Cole (PC)
· Paul Feldman (PF)

· Gerry Gold (GG)

· Corinna Lotz (CL)
· Signe Juhl Møller (SJM)

· Joanne Telfer (JT)
· Ivan Uemlianin (IU)

Chair: CL

Notes: IU

Notes
PC opened the discussion by recalling the presentation CwtI, focussing on slide 13, and the forthcoming IFI conference in Copenhagen with its theme of deconstructing neoliberal hegemony.  The need to confront neoliberalism and the question of "how to establish the real" could guide discussion.

Slide 13: Developing dialectical concepts out of the Ideal

· Ideality embraces the dialectics of people’s developing self-consciousness and

· the Ideal is an objectification of human activity in universal social thought and not passive but a dialectical process AND practice

· Contains aspirations as an absence, a restless presence in the Ideal

· The Ideal is an active force that calls forth activity to transform the Real into the Ideal

GG brought up the example of the concept of debt as an example of an ideal.  An ideal reflection of power relations between people.

PF was not convinced that debt is an ideal, describing debt as a contradiction within the system.  Ideals are more general categories.

PC pastes in slide 16 here: three forms of the Ideal.  Contradictions in these areas represent possibilities of tranformation.

Slide 16: Contemporary forms of the Ideal and their moving contradictions

· Our Place in Nature

· The value-form and globalised capitalism

· The state and democracy

Contradictions within the Ideal in these 3 areas provides the impulse towards realising:

· A new Commons containing the whole of Nature including humans and their labour

· Transition to a not-for-profit democratic economy focused on the creation of use values

· The realisation of the Ideal of democracy contained in the contradiction of existing state power

CL pastes in notes on ideality from the Hegel Dictionary (Inwood, 1992)

Ideality: For Hegel is the continuous process of idealising or making things ideal, rather than a static result.

Thus the I or the mind [for materialists, this is the human being as an individual or a collective or a class] in its intellectual and practical encounters with the objective world, makes it ideal.

Even in the case of a living creature, the soul or concept, is continually at work making or keeping the body and its parts ideell; the creature dies if this activity ceases.

This goes back to Hegel’s belief that the world and humans are in (or simply are) unremitting tension and activity.

IU the description here (slide para 3) sounds very much like Spinoza's conatus.

SJM noted that the Hegelian concept of the Ideal was an anti-individualist conception.  Ideals are properties of socities or cultures not individual people.

GG, JT, PF discussion of "debt" as a category in the ideal continues.

PC it is important to understand the philosophical concept of the ideal on its own terms.

PC, SJM discussion of nature as an ideal, it's relation to culture and humanity

SJM

- are nature and culture in opposition?

- culture: how we are living together

PC
- nature exists separately from us (& will continue to exist)

- nature is the whole of which humans are a part

JT

- (contra PC?) nature pertains to the hard sciences

- labour provides value not nature (Marx contra Petty)

- debt is actually a relationship between people

- Ilyenkov: people bring the ideal from nature, then embody the ideal in nature

IU
- (agreeing with JT) 

- the ideal is a reflection of human activity

- we make things to embody (ideal) concepts eg a knife embodies the concept of sharpness

PF

- must ask what did Ilyenkov mean by the Ideal?

- independent of consciousness

- located in social activity

- contradictions in the ideal drive transformational possibilities

JT

- (agreeing with PF)

- not individual but group practice

- contradictions in the ideal = contradictions in society

CL

- not quite the same

- the ideal arises out of interactions in society, but then takes on a life of its own

CL

- question: why do we need the ideal? Why not do without it?

JT

- (responding to CL)

- people think idealistically, fetishise ideal entities

- we need to show that ideal entities are created by society

IU
- clarification question: what *does* Ilyenkov mean by "the Ideal"?

- I think of it as a kind of Platonic realm where ideas & concepts live

- Concepts like value are part of the Ideal, but so are more mundane concepts like sharpness, seven, and beige.

PF

- A home for lost concepts!

SJM

- a circle to illustrate how ideal and material, social and individual interact:

- activity -> praxis -> thought -> activity

- activity more material and individual; praxis at social level; thought social and ideal

Summary
· Consensus was not reached on the status of the concept of debt.  It was suggested that at the next meeting GG & IU state their case in favour of debt as an ideal.

· The nature of the ideal as a reflection of social activity, and that contradictions within the ideal reflected contradictions and possibilities of change within society, was brought up from various viewpoints.

Next meeting
Mon 2 July

GG, IU: Why is "debt" an ideal?


