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Editor’s Introduction

This first English translation of Rius’ Marx para Principiantes was originally published in 1976. It was an instant hit! I was his British editor at the time and I knew we were on to a winner when a local Tory party HQ in Kensington ordered a half-dozen copies. The popularity of Marx for Beginners clearly signalled the existence of a readership hungry for information on “big topics” which could be supplied by the revolutionary means of non-fiction comic books. This persuaded me to originate other Beginners on Einstein, Freud, Darwin and so on. This whole series has now been renamed Introducing…

In the early 1970s I was already aware of Rius as a legendary Mexican cartoonist, singlehandedly producing a weekly comic, Los Agachados (The Underdogs), for the delight and instruction of the underprivileged. Humorously, but with deadly accuracy, Rius enlightened his public on every sort of social and political issue. His wit got him into trouble with the authorities. Rius then had the genial idea of introducing Karl Marx to his readers. And so, the people of the barrios came to know this German heavyweight, “Carlito”. The world was soon to follow and Rius’ brilliant primer was to sell over a million copies in 12 languages. The huge international success of Marx tells us something interesting. It obviously meant that a basic primer on Marx was badly needed, not only among the poor of Mexico but in the supposedly more advanced and sophisticated countries too.

We are perhaps inclined to think of the 1970s as the fashionable “age of Marx”. Karl might have appeared as a pop totem on T-shirts, though very few actually read him. Too difficult. But by 1976 the radical culture was not as optimistic as it might seem to us now. The heroic moment of the Vietnam protest, student movements and socialist hopes generally were over. Che Guevara had perished in his Bolivian misadventure in 1967, the social democratic experiment in Chile had been suppressed with almost genocidal fury by Pinochet in 1973, and the Portuguese revolution of April 1974 had withered away. Reaction had triumphed and the Cold War was coming to a conclusion, with definitive winners and losers. By the end of the next decade the Berlin Wall had disintegrated, and the Soviet command economy had vanished overnight without trace.

No one laments the passing of the Berlin Wall, except the apparatchiks and Cold War profiteers on both sides of it. What saddened me was the unthinking naive joy at the prospect of a neo-capitalist future, expressed by even those who ought to have known better. It was depressing to encounter lifelong “Marxists” in the streets who breathlessly exclaimed, “Isn’t it wonderful what’s happening in Eastern Europe?” What’s so wonderful? To witness the unholy rush of Communist parties to change their names? The spectacle of self-professed Marxists suddenly transformed into bom-again liberal capitalists? Was it really so hard to foresee, especially by those with practiced habits of Marxist analysis, that we were entering into a period of acute economic instability and nationalistic crisis in Eastern Europe which made civil war virtually inevitable? Are we shocked that the primitive accumulative phase of capitalism in the former Soviet Empire has taken the shape of Mafia-style criminality? What did we expect, that somehow Eastern Europeans would come to mature capitalism without going the same pirate route that we had earlier followed to arrive at transnational supermarket capitalism?

In the light of what has happened since 1989, it is high time for a reconsideration of what Marx was really about, warts and all, without dogmatism and sanctification. What was done in his name in the Soviet Union, in Eastern Europe, China and elsewhere, has for too long been passed off as “Marxism”. The first thing to remember is that Marx was an economic critic and philosopher, not a prophet. He gave no blueprint whatsoever of “socialism” or “communism”. What he has principally and essentially left us is a critical analysis of capitalism. “Marxism” is, and should be, nothing else but the means of criticism.

The closest to a programme proposed by Marx is found in the famous 10 Points of the Communist Manifesto which Rius reproduces in this book. Look closely at these aims, considered revolutionary when Marx stated them in 1848, and you will notice something curious. Although they have never been fully implemented, it is nevertheless startling to recognize how many of his aims have in part at least been adopted in many industrially advanced countries, not by revolutionary means but by parliamentary reform. The truth is, much of Marx’s economic programme – nationalization, state education and so on – became the agenda of Keynesian state management in the 40s and 50s. Thatcherism and Reaganomics in the last decade have almost entirely succeeded in rolling back these basic social democratic reforms. We are being told, constantly, that we have no alternative to the capitalism shaped by the monetarist deregulated “free market”. That is not the view Rius takes. He neither apologizes for nor disguises his confidence in Marx’s ideas, and that’s unusual these days. Rius has done his job by making Marx a little more familiar. The rest is up to us.

Richard Appignanesi Icon Books



PREFACE…

What?! try to summarize Marx? That’s not only a sacrilege (as most “Academic” Marxists will say), but a complete waste of time – because Comrade Karl is supposed to be completely beyond the range of simple minds.

Maybe so, maybe not. But I’ve written this book anyway, on the principle that the worst kind of battle is the one not confronted.

Another reason for trying to take on Charlie was my wish to understand him – an ambition which I haven’t satisfied.

Marx – ladies and gents – was truly a “Tough Guy”. A “Teutonic Genius” towering over much of the scientific knowledge of his day. He just went on producing philosophy on philosophy, without worrying how many people would understand him. Result? A whole series of high – level works. Really heavy stuff and much too dense for the ordinary reader. Marx is hard to digest!

This Book tries to provide a “Digest” – an extract of Marx’s ideas. Something easier to get down. Being aware of my limits (5th. Grade elementary!), I am happy if the thing isn’t completely incomprehensible.

Marx himself hasn’t made my job any easier by forgetting to provide a summary of his works. I got even less help from all those scholarly volumes which pretend to clarify Marx, But end up being more difficult than Charlie himself.

An attempt to “popularize” Marx raises another problem – the difficulty of putting into everyday language the philosophic and economic terms he uses. Because there aren’t only 20 or 30, But 200 or 300! To try translating this number without losing their meaning is really Dog Work. I hope the average reader who gets through this book will have the courage to confront the complete words of Marx and come out of it better than I did.

I should also like to thank the illustrious Marxist theoreticians who, when I asked them for a hand, replied politely that I must be out of my mind to start such a work. I really appreciate their “spirit of co-operation” and regret not heading their advice before settling down with Herr Doctor Karl Marx.

After this introduction, if you still want to go on reading – be warned! You do so at your own risk. I cannot answer for the damages.

One last excuse for this light-weight book (Beside my own ignorance): The stubborn and insistent pressure of my publisher who left me hardly any time to write it. I’m sorry to see my efforts haven’t “jelled” as I would have liked.

It’s incredible that Marx, working under far worse conditions and pressures than mine, could write all those Thousands of pages without ever losing his way or making a botch of it.

But that just goes to prove in the end that Marx is Marx, and Rius is… well, just a poor guy!
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London in Karl Marx’s day …
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First things first – the readers would like to know who this character Marx was!!
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Wasn’t he one of the Marx Brothers?



Karl Marx
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Hmm… well … not exactly …

Charles Marx (‘Karl’ as he’s called in German) was a Jewish-German Philosopher who lived and struggled from 1818 to 1883. Everywhere in the world he’s blamed for having invented
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Holy jesus! The Anti-Christ!



Based on his writings and ideas, one third of humanity practices communism, while the other two thirds keep arguing about them …
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marxist! copper!



Anywhere you go, words like Bolshevik, Marxist, Socialism, Leninism, Red, Fidelists, Maoist, Materialist, communist and so on rub lots of people up the wrong way…
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Capital, class-struggle, labour-power, proletariat…



Actually, Marxism today divides the world into two camps: those who hate him and those who place all their hopes in him…
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And I’d mention a third group: those who don’t know him…



Because Charlie Marx is just like the Bible or the Koran: many quote him, but very few know him, and even fewer understand him… (or better… make him out…)
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Boy! He sure had lots of interests, the hairy old guy!


Marx has something to say to everybody: there’s not a major change in the last hundred years which doesn’t owe something to comrade Charlie’s Influence…

Economy, Literature, Space, Travel, The Arts, History, Human Relations, The Vatican, The Unions, Revolutions, Social Changes, Education, Medicine, Industry, Agriculture, Journalism… everywhere you’ll find a hair or two of Charlie’s!!
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And he wasn’t short of hair…!



Knowledge – and practise – of his ideas now makes possible what was impossible for twenty centuries: freedom from the exploitation of man by man…

In short: If in every sense we’re better off today, we owe that to Marx especially…
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That’s not true!… I owe it to my Boss!



(Social Security, Pensions, Paid Holidays, Unions, Scholarships, and many other Victories are indirectly due to Marx!)

All revolutions, even those which claim to be spontaneous and without “putative” fathers, have a Marxist Origin…


[image: image]

Not to mention some constitutions…
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You hear talk of that **** Marx even in the Vatican Council!!!



Worker Priests are accused of being Marxists, South American Generals talk about him. He’s studied in Jesuit Schools. Others have fled Cuba when it declared itself the first Marxist country in Latin America… but still you hear it said there’s no interest in Marx…
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His father was a well-to-do lawyer, which allowed the young Marx to study what was in fashion then:

LAW.
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(Do what Daddy tells you to – some fashion!)
What kind of ideas did they teach then?
All kinds – but we’ll go into details later…



Briefly: Marx went to Bonn University to study Law. But he worked harder at raising hell ANC (so his teachers say) pursuing wine, women and song… to such a point that he ended up fighting a duel for a lady’s favours, which earned him a wound on the Eyebrow! You can’t really say that he kept his nose to the Grindstone…
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Well, what do you expect of a 19-year-old?



From Bonn he went to Berlin where he finished his studies. Then he returned to Bonn to try teaching, but his bad name didn’t open any doors: in Berlin he’d turned Atheist AND subversive…
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What? Both at once?



That was too much! His society Barely tolerated artists, so just imagine what they made of Subversives!!!

It is important at this point to clear up a detail about Marx’s life: although his origins were Jewish, he didn’t consider himself Jewish, or ever practise that Religion. His father had become a Lutheran and Marx himself was one, but only in his youth…
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How true! Youngsters today don’t believe a damn thing! Blame the ideologies, you lordship, the ideologies…



The University of Berlin was in a terrific Turmoil of new ideas. Religious explanations of man and the universe had been challenged and thinkers were looking round for other answers to the eternal questions of mankind …
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The same old eternal questions
Who is God?
Life is a Riddle
What is man?
Why do we live?
What is life?




[image: image]

What’s to be done?



The young Marx didn’t ask himself “what to do?” in the sense of “how can I earn a living?” But “what is the meaning of my life and what purpose should it serve…?

To answer this thorny question, Marx decided to study philosophy…
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Is he crazy, mum??



His father grows angry worrying about his son’s future…

Someone called Frederick Hegel seems to have found the answers to the big questions.
German Philosophers Gravitate round him, some to oppose and others to support his theories… Marx begins studying Hegel’s ideas.
Too bad the great philosophers had already died, alas!…
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Immanuel Kant (Hegel’s great predecssor) argued that you could suppose God’s existence, but no system could prove it. Hegel instead seeks to justify the IDEA of god… How? Hegel proposes a system of panlogism (from the Greek pan, all, and logos, reason).

(Note: a little dictionary at the back of this book explains some of these terms)
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Kant separates science from religion…
Hegel wants to make religion into a kind of science…



Reason in constantly evolving in history towards an absolute goal.
“World history is the progress in the consciousness of liberty.”
God exists only as world-spirit, which is real because rational (and vice versa).
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God is restless, according to Hegel!



“It is in the organization of the state that the divine enters into the real.”

Maybe this justifies Hegel’s God. But it doesn’t justify any particular established religion or state …
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Am I making myself clear? No?



Well, Heinrich Heine, A poet and disciple of Hegel’s explains it more clearly:


[image: image]

“Thanks to Hegel I learned that the ‘good’ god doesn’t dwell in heaven, as my Grandma believed, but instead that I myself, here on earth, might be God”…



Or – God didn’t create man, but the other way round …

Besides which, Hegel didn’t believe in the immortality of the soul, but persecuted by the Church and state (in those days allied), he was forced to give in a bit and not allow his ideas to be spread among the people. His ideas were – so he said – “nothing more than philosophy” and it was necessary that people should still follow their customary religion…
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Remember: He was a respected civil servant of the Prussian State…



But it was really Hegel’s Philosophy of History which attracted Marx. According to Hegel, humanity advances and progresses only because of conflicts wars, revolutions; that is, through the struggle of the oppressed against oppressors.
Peace and Harmony – he used to say – don’t make for progress…

Hegel’s wasn’t talking about social struggle, but only about Religious Struggle. He wasn’t thinking of the struggles between workers and bosses, between oppressed peoples and oppressive Governments… only of a purely “spiritual” conflict, a struggle between ideas…


[image: image]



When Hegel died, Contradictions like these divided his followers into “Hegelians of the right” and “left”. The left defended their teachers most progressive ideas, the right stuck to Hegel’s spiritual and conservative side…
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That’s when (1830) the terms ‘left’ and ‘right’ came into use…
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Ludwig Feuerbach, a supporter of the Hegelian left, wants to put Hegel’s theory into practice. He denies the “sacred” origin of royal authority.
Marx is 100% with him…
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Looks like Feuerbach’s a man after my own heart…



The pupil rapidly surpasses the teacher: Marx is more radical, more clear-headed and more practical than the Hegelian leftists. Marx is the active type and not one for blah blah blah blah blah…………

The Hegelians got lost in endless Philosophical and Theological debates: Their meetings always finished with more smoke than fire… to avoid ending up Neurotic, Marx accepted a job on the “Rhenish Gazette”… That was in 1842
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A philosopher and honest journalist? Does he plan to die of hunger?



Marx made such as impact on the editorial committee that he was soon made editor-in-chief. Under his direction the newspaper gained real prestige… so much so that the government decided to shut it down… to shut it down…
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Liberty is fine, so long as it’s not used to show me up as a crook (even if I am one)…



Political journalism came to life with Marx: The of the press to spread ideas, to criticize bad government and to let public opinion on the awful misery of the people…

[image: image]

Marx was trying to put into practice (and into the heads of humble folk) the ideas which café philosophers only talked about.
Marx invented documentary reporting with his articles on the peasants of the Moselle district…

Yes, even Charlie had feelings…
At the tender age of 18 he was courting a childhood friend, Jenny von Westphalen, she was beautiful, rich and came from an Aristocratic Prussian family. (Her elder brother was minister of the interior during the very reactionary period, 1850–58.) Her father, a state councillor, had encouraged the young Marx to read the Greek poets and Shakespeare…

Marx had no money or work. How was he going to support his charming Jenny? Her father is seriously worried about her future…
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In 1843, Marx took his Jenny to Paris. He accepted a job as co-editor of a radical magazine with Arnold Ruge (‘Left’ Hegelian, imprisoned 1825–30, Bismarckian 1866.)

… Married 12 June 1843 …
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Let’s see if it’s true that two can live as cheaply as one…






In Paris, Marx worked on all issues published by the magazine “Franco-German annals”…
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There was one issue…



Worse, this magazine which was meant for underground distribution in Germany caused him lots of problems… Besides, he didn’t get along with the director, Ruge, whose views Marx didn’t share, and who called Marx “Really Mule-Headed”…

Why?
Because in Paris, Marx had grown even more radical as a direct result of his contact with French ideas (Blanc-production – Leroux) and the Russian anarchists Botkin and Bakunin…
(And meanwhile he started studying the Economic theories of the Englishman, Adam Smith and David Ricardo)…
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Proudhon French Philosopher
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Heavens! Even a German with go crazy reading all these books!



Marx’s friendship with another fellow – German, Frederick Engles, had the greatest effect on him.

They met in the “Annals” Heyday, 1844…

Who is Engels? (1820–1895)
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The son of a rich textile manufacturer, he left Prussia in 1842 To work as a business agent for his father’s branch office in Manchester. Engels was a restless ‘left’ Hegelian anyway, but first-hand contact with working class misery affected him deeply.
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Many artists of the time have left us evidence of the terrible exploitation suffered by English workers…

Because of their small size (and littleness of their wages) Children were exploited in mines and other kinds of industry by inhuman bosses…

The Swine!!
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Engels wrote “the condition of the working classes in England”, 1845. Marx had been powerfully struck by an article on economics which Engels wrote for the “Annals”.
They became close friends and decided to work together…
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A truly historical meeting!!



Marx was so unpopular with the Prussian government that it pressured France to expel him (1845). He moved to Brussels, but was expelled again. During the 1848 revolution, he returns to Germany and sets up the “New Rhenish Gazette” with Engels (who fights in three battles!). Marx is accused of incitement to armed rebellion, but aquitted by a Cologne Jury…


[image: image]

Age? 30 Financial situation? Desperate work? Not one that pays…



May, 1849, Marx is expelled as a “stateless” person. And so, as a man without a country – a “Citizen of the World” – Marx begins his exile in London…

Before seeking refuge in London, Marx and Engels had taken part in a secret society called the “Communism League” which commissioned them to prepare the now famous
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(Rest assured that we didn’t earn a penny from it…)



COMMUNIST MANIFESTO
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What a catastrophe children!



At first it didn’t cause any great sensation. But later, bit by bit, it begin to create real world-wide anxiety. The manifesto’s publication turns out to be one of the more important events in human history…

“A spectre is haunting Europe – the spectre of Communism.” All the powers of old Europe have entered into a holy alliance to exorcise the spectre: Pope and Czar, Metternich and Guizot, French Radicals and German Police-spies. Where is the party in opposition that has not been decried as communistic by its opponents in power? Where the opposition that has not hurled back the branding reproach…”
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(so it begins: but more of that later…)

Marx remained in London for the rest of his life, in the direst poverty (Three of his children died through the lack of medicines), continuing to write revolutionary books and articles for the newspaper which would accept them…
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Among others, the New york “Daily Tribune”…



Engels helped out and often had to support him. The little inheritance Marx received when his Father-in-law died went to pay off his debts. A job in a railway office he was about to get was refused him because of his terrible handwriting…

(judge for yourself..!)
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Marx never had a steady income or a permanent job or a bank account… But what he couldn’t earn for his own family, he won for Millions of others through his writings…

Don’t imagine that Charlie’s ideas where greeted with wild enthusiasm by the public. On the contrary – no one knew anything about Marx outside a small circle of German exiles and a few intellectuals…

Marx’s economic theories made no immediate impact on the debate inside the workers’ movement or on other thinkers, except after his death (1883). This is true of his theories on value and surplus value, accumulation, exploitation, pauperization, crisis and appropriation, class struggle and revolution. But by the end of the century, several such theories were being hotly discussed within the workers’ movement; while others were gradually accepted as absolutely valid.
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The numbers of his books and review articles printed were very small. Comrade Marx’s style terribly clear, and so, very few were able to grasp his daring and complex ideas.
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In fact, it was only in 1917, with Lenin’s victory in Russia, that the works of Marx were heard of throughout the world, And studied and discussed…
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(and put into practice by millions of people…)



Working in misery was not easy, and the Marx family of six became ever more proletarian in character during those London years. Sometimes Marx could not go out because his clothes were at the pawnbroker’s. Even paper to write on was lacking, as well as the necessities for his family. During this Dean Street period, 1851, a daughter, Francesca, was born only to die in a year.
Jenny Marx describes the hard times in a letter to a friend: “Our three children lay down by us and we all wept for the little angel whose livid, lifeless body was in the next room. Our beloved child’s death occurred at the time of the hardest privation, our German friends being unable to help us just then … Anguish in my heart, I hurried to a French emigrant who lived not far away and used to come to see us, and begged him to help us in our terrible necessity. He immediately gave me two pounds with the most friendly sympathy. That money was used to pay for a coffin in which my child now rests in peace. She had no cradle when she came into the world and for a long time was refused a last resting place …”
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The last 25 years of Marx’s life were spent working on his major work: ‘Capital’ Which he didn’t manage to finish.

Only the first of the Three volumes he had planned was entirely completed by him. The other two were put into order and finished, according to Marx’s notes by Engels.

Marx’s last years were filled with illness and infirmities…
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…migraines, depressions, insomnia, haemorrhoids, boils, nervous debility, pleurisy and bronchitis, pulmonary abscess – enough to kill anyone…



…And it did… March 14th, 1883, Marx died at his desk.

He was 65 years old…

Besides the hundreds of articles he wrote for the German, English, French and American press, Marx produced the following Gems:

1841: On the difference between the natural philosophy of Democritus and Epicurus

1844: On the Jewish question
The critique of Hegel’s philosophy of right Economic and philosophic manuscripts

1845: The Holy Family

1846: The German Ideology

1847: The Poverty of Philosophy

1848: The Communist Manifesto

1850: Class Struggles in France

1852: The 18th Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte

1853: Revelations on the Communist Trail at Cologne

1859: A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy

1865: Wages, Prices, Profit

1871: The Civil War in France

1867: Capital Volumes I, II, & III

1885: Capital Volumes I, II, & III

1894: Capital Volumes I, II, & III
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Marx’s works are considered the working class Bible. Yet it’s odd how very few workers understand what he’s written. Most of what he wrote is Abstract, as difficult as mathematics, but it DID change the world…
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The Russian Revolution: the work of Marx
The Chinese Revolution: the work of Marx



Every social movement over the last 100 years has been influenced by Marx (Cuba, Chile, Mexico, Vietnam, Korea, Cyprus, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Indonesia, Poland, Tibet, Bolivia, Guatemala, Congo, Albania, Greece, Angola, East Germany, etc, etc.

In all fields of human knowledge you can trace his influence.
Here are just some of the great names who were inspired by Marx… those in their turn who have influenced millions of people…
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So, after this short Biography of the man, let’s go on to see what Marxism is, and how Charles Marx actually managed to contribute so much humanity, like it or not…


[image: image]

To do that, we’ll have to go back in time and seek the roots of Marxism…



…WHAT HAS MAN BEEN THINKING THROUGH THE AGES?

It’s not possible to guess what men think if they don’t express it… Even less if they lacked the means to write down was said…

What did the first humans think?
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… Personally, I don’t think that any of this is going to stay quiet…



In the beginning, ignorance and fear predominated. Because they don’t know the meanings of things, early peoples were afraid of everything which moved, and their first thought was about the supernatural: who made the noise of thunder? Who moved the Earth? Who made it rain?


[image: image]



That’s why, to provide some kind of explanation for natural events, mankind created the Gods: the God of Rain, of Fire, of Earth, of Son, the Goddess of Fertility, the God of Hunting…
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My god is more powerful than the dinosaur’s…



Out of this came the magicians and sorcerers who exploited the “idea of divinity” for their own benefit. By using all kinds of cheap tricks they passed themselves off as special “Delegates” of the Gods with fantastic powers…
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…to profit from it, of course…!!



This is the way gradually an “Upper” class was formed or a ruling class – and a lower – or ruled-class… Those who let themselves be exploited and those who lead fools by the nose (and avoid work…)

Even so, some began to use their heads to find logical explanations for the phenomena of nature: the “Thinkers”…
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Stop thinking and find something useful to do!
Just a sec, I’m about to invent philosophy…



Philosophy started as Criticism of religious beliefs. By seeking logical reasons for the things in nature, mankind created the Science of philosophy…*
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*from the Greek words philos – friend, and Sophos – science



Two opposed camps sprang up which still persist to this day: Religion on one side, science on the other…
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One of the very first philosophers we hear of, a Greek by the name of Xenophanes of Colophon, refused to adore idols, because, as he said:
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“If oxen and horses and lions how hands or could draw with these hands, horses would draw pictures of gods like horses, and oxen like oxen, lions like lions, and the gods would resemble the bodies each species possesses…”



The ideas of Xenophanes got round, but the ruling class wasn’t going to tolerate ridicule or doubt about the existence of the Gods which supported their “sacred and legitimate” claims to power…
But still many listened to him…

As time went on – and profits Rose – the ruling class perfected its religion and added more Gods, more myths, more rites and ceremonies. Temples were built in which Gods and Goddesses were worshipped, which usually meant “Donations” of money or other things had to be paid up “to attract divine favours”…
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At the same time, a “divine caste” set itself apart. Witch doctors had elevated themselves to the priesthood. Their power was so great that, together with kings and pharaohs, they created huge empires of faithful slaves “by the will of the supreme gods”…


[image: image]

The whole business went so far that kings too wanted to be worshipped as gods…



The state commanded which gods could be worshipped or not…

Even religion had to invent some kind of science for itself (Theology = The philosophy of divinity) To justify its existence.

The first thing religion invented was a faith in the “Beyond”, the After Life …

THE EGYPTIANS

(The Egyptians were the first to fall for it…)
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The Egyptian argument was quite simple: men were created by Osiris and must obey his will on this earth.
They must put up with slavery in the hope that, if they behave well, a better after-life awaits them in the next world – no more slavery, only eternal bliss…
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Gulp…



Sounds pretty familiar, Doesn’t it?

However, the world wasn’t totally deprived of men (no matter how few) able to resist blind faith, who prefer to come to their own conclusions, relying on science…
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Who were they
Well… thales for instance…



THALES

Of miletus is considered the father of philosophy. He lived four centuries before christ and devoted himself to astronomy and scientific enquiry into nature…
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What is the force that keeps the universe in motion?



Pythagoras

–Another famous pair of whiskers – father of mathematics – concluded that number stands at the origin of all things, and therefore life is…
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…The result of a perfect mathematical relation between the parts of a body…



Pythagoras and his followers (He founded a peculiar sect which prohibited the eating of beans!!) were the first to declare that the earth isn’t at the centre of the universe…
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Heretics!
Atheists!
REDS!
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As a result, they were persecuted and the Pythagorean community was scattered by religious fanatics…

Next came HERACLITUS, often names the father of Dialectics that is, the art of argument…

Heraclitus, an atheist philosopher, used to teach that everything exists and at the same time doesn’t exist… that all things are in motion and fluid change, continuously appearing and disappearing…
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“No one steps twice into the same river, for what occurs in the next instant is never the same as the first”
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More often than not, these enlightened fellows were persecuted and ended up badly. Science was far too backward and it wasn’t the time to test new “Atheist Theories”…


[image: image]

The structure of things depends on opposite tensions, as between the bow and arrow…
What kind of daft idea is that?
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And now we’re off to sicily…



At Agrigentum, Empedocles, another philosopher, used to claim that humans were once upon a time descended from Gods, but had been cast down to earth because of their wickedness and impurity…

He also thought that everything was made up of fire, air, earth and water – a theory that survived right into the middle ages…
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And which prepared the way for modern chemistry…



These four elements, said he, were influenced by two forces; attraction and repulsion, live and hate, which explains how all things in the universe change according to the Rhythms of life and death…
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Love limites, hate divides. That’s how change and motion happen…
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Here’s one more who died for his opinions ANAXAGORAS…

And yet the said no more than the truth: “the sun is mass of fire and stone”… (And not a God as the ignorant Athenians believed)…
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But the “worst” of the lot was Socrates!



SOCRATES

This Grandaddy of humour used to joke about everything – about Gods, philosophers, governments, religion… And also about himself. And it’s true he was no beauty… short, fat, bald, wrinkled, and really untidy…
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This was one of his most original discoveries: He denied morality as a synonym for religion… And here’s how:
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Human beings can be good without having to believe in the Gods
No one is bad knowingly, but only through ignorance
Living begins when you start doubting everything that came before you
Know thyself
Doubt is the origin of truth



In the end, Socrates was accused of corrupting the youth, of attacking institutions, of atheism, lack of morals and so on and so on.

Of course, this meant the death penalty, which he accepted by drinking poisonous hemlock from a big big cup…

But, in between sips, He went on talking calmly to his disciples…
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Socrates is dead… Long live Socrates…



Greek philosophy ends with these three giants:
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Plato, Democritus & Aristotle



Plato used the Dialogue form to express his ideas.
In the way he posed the three most basic questions of philosophy:
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How can man discover the truth?
What is the origin of the Universe?
What is the purpose of human life?



The answers old Plato gave to these questions laid the foundations of a system of philosophy called “Objective Idealism”, according to which all things are the mere shadows of ideas. Ideas are eternal, while things are transitory…
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Horses don’t exist. What alone exists is the idea we have of horses…



True knowledge of things – says Plato – comes neither through perception nor reason… Or, that is, man cannot know truth by means of science but only through “Inspiration” arriving from the beyond. Man cannot know things on his own, but only by the ideas God gives him of things…
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Needless to say… Plato wasn’t executed…



His interpretations of reality were sure to please the authorities: E.G. That humbler folk should serve those richer and nobler than they. That the poor shouldn’t worry about their fate since they will be happy in the next world – the one to come, of course, not this one which is just imaginary anyway…
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A first for science goes to Mister Plato!!



Later on, it’s well known, Plato’s ideas were used to prop up the doctrine of the “Immortality” of the soul and the sinful nature of the flesh – that is, of Matter.
amen!

DEMOCRITUS

Instead was persecuted for upholding “Materialist” ideas…
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“Cosmic substance is made up of an infinite number of elements or particles physically invisible, indestructible and infinite, which vary in size and shape, and are in eternal motion”…
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What’s he talkin’ about?



Democritus was talking about ATOMS four centuries before Christ and twenty four before Einstein!
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The Greek Epoch closes with ARISTOTLE

A real mastermind, A protégé of a Alexander the great, a genius in all fields of human enquiry (He wrote on physics, metaphysics, ethics, politics, philosophy, biology, zoology…) A remarkable teacher and a tireless scientist. His influence lasted everywhere until the birth of materialism in the 18th century
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Must be a friend of Ed’s…!



One of Aristotle’s most interesting discoveries is that social conflicts arise from the inequality in Economic and Social conditions…
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Some are rich and some are poor. And the gods have nothing to do with that…



It all depends – ‘ARY’ Thought – on who’s got the rich, it’s called Oligarchy. When the people have it, it’s called Democracy. There are many kinds of Democracy, which again depends on who predominates – Peasants, Artisans and so on…
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So, “Ary’s-Thought – all was the first to realise that the Economic set-up gives rise to social inequalities. Though it’s also true that he gave his O.K. to slavery because it was “Necessary” to society…


[image: image]

(Just as the slavery of women is justified because “NECESSARY” to the family…?)



Aristotle found Plato’s ideas ridiculous. He considered the senses as the only sources of truth.
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Seeing is believing…



His teachings about Ethics was that the Goal of life was happiness. So, he admitted that anyone lucky enough to have Money or power or honour was bound to be happy…
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(Those, first and foremost…)



The first philosophical enquiry which the young Marx started on, deals precisely with these “Giants” of Greek thought. It was the subject of his ph.D thesis at university
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“On the difference between the Natural Philosophy of Democritus and Epicurus…”
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Phew! It’s hard!!



If anyone cares to read it, (It can be found in some library nearby) and can digest it in a fortnight, I’ll guarantee he’ll be a real master mind… (Or a complete nutcase in a month…)

Philosophy doesn’t quite end here…
Even if it did almost vanish with the appearance of the false, background Christianity of the middle ages…
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(Knowledge becomes the slave of religious theology…)



Not by accident, this unbelievable epoch is named: THE AGE OF FAITH

(And by ‘Faith’ understand the denial of ALL scientific reasoning)

During this period at Rome, a ferocious dictatorship was set up which declared anyone a “heretic” who didn’t think like the church…Every trace of philosophy disappears from Europe when the “Holy inquisition” lights the execution fires…
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…And next, we will try to define the sex of angels…



During these dark times, science and thought did not develop except outside Europe, in the musum world, where men like Averroës and Avicenna refuted the Bible as false, or at best as “symbolic tales meant for ignorant folk”…
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An illustration of ‘Erasmus of Rotterdam’ censored by the Spanish inquisitors because he was a “heretic”

In the absence of proper philosophy, A few, who had nothing better to do, passed their time in theological quibbles about whether angels had navels, or the immorality of lobsters, or the mysteries of the holy trinity and the church. Thomas of aquino was one such worthy fellow who wrote 21 volumes of mental gymnastics to defend the doctrines of the roman catholic church…
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(These are still studied today in catholic seminaries…)

Machiavelli (1469–1527) was the first to come along and attack the church and preach rebellion against the dictatorship of the clergy…
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The church has appropriated god for its own ends!



Now Begins the RENAISSANCE

Which is to say – the all-out counter-attack of reason and science against dogma, religious tyranny and fanaticism: and it scored an important victory for humanity, that is, freedom of thought…
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I wonder why it is that the countries with the most nobles also have the most misery…?



This is the period in human history when first-rate minds suddenly flowered. Proof of the victory of mind over darkness: Dante, Petrarch, Davinci, Erasmus, Luther, Vico, Copernicus, galileo, Kepler, Newton, Bacon and Giordano Bruno…
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Giordano Bruno (c.1548–1600), a Dominican monk and Galileo’s contemporary, renounced obedience to his Order to follow the Pantheistic doctrine whereby God and Nature are considered as the active and passive elements of reality. Prisoner of the Inquisition, he refused to recant and was burned alive at the stake in 1600.

All of them are guided by one idea: seek the truth independently of the church and religion. But each one staggered under the heavy yoke imposed by the church…
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Reading through that list of renowned names, you perhaps wondered, ‘who the devil is VICO?’
“…Vico, Giambattista, a Neopolitan philosopher (1688–1744), author of the ‘Principles of new science concerning the common nature of the nations’…”



Well let’s see: This philosopher first proposed the idea (pretty bold for his time) that the history of mankind passes through 3 stages which correspond to the 3 stages of human life: INFANCY, ADOLOSCENCE AND ADULTHOOD…OR:
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1
The state of barbarism and patriarchy of man the hunter, governed by magic…
2
The state of feudalism with a minority of lords and a majority of slaves…
3
The “New” state… the adulthood of humanity…



The idea isn’t especially remarkable in itself, except for two details: One, that Vico maintained it despite the feudal society around him, and two, that he spoke for the first time of an Evolution of society towards democracy through class-structure…
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Certainly, his mistake was to end his evolution here and assume the bourgeois state wouldn’t be changed for the better, but only that history would start all over again from a first phase on a new cycle of evolution…

DESCARTES & SPINOZA

Were the next great adepts of philosophy in the XVII century, a time still dominated by the church of Rome…


[image: image]

With these two, mankind arrives at the use of Reason



Possessed of a truly scientific spirit, rené Descartes wrestled hard to explain things from a materialistic point of view, Reasoning about the nature of things, and at the same time trying to prove god’s existence…
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“All things we can conceive of clearly and distinctly, exist…”



The Cartesian system (“I think, therefore I am”) was part materialist, part idealist. He believed the human being was only a machine, but with a soul… and he even located it specifically: the soul was hidden in the Pineal Gland inside the brain…
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Descartes introduces us to a Mechanistic concept of the world. Later we’ll see what this is and whether it’s edible…



Spinoza lived a lonely life, first because he was a Jew, and second because he stopped being one and turned Atheist… Spinoza proclaimed something completely unthinkable in those days:
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Man is free to think and believe as his reason tells him



God doesn’t exist in the way religion preaches, but – Spinoza affirmed – only as an impersonal and spiritual “Principle”, as a substance which constitutes the reality of the universe… (Pantheism believes everything is god). That’s why Spinoza lived in poverty, polishing eye-glass lenses for a living…

But all these semi-atheist, materialist philosophers had one flaw: they placed too much confidence in science. They started from the assumption that man is part of nature (true) and that human relations are regulated by the same law which applies to all other natural events (false)
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Why is that wrong?



Because Descartes and Spinoza and their followers were wrong to believe that nature doesn’t change, doesn’t evolve, and that it obeys only eternal and unchanging laws.
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Let’s see how diderot thought of it…
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“Astronomy has demonstrated that planets move in defined orbits which repeat themselves at their point of origin”…



Diderot (among others) came to the conclusion that the universe and humanity had always been the same. Neither had ever undergone evolutions, but both went on repeating themselves in the same cycles of life and death…
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(These were – as we’ll soon see – metaphysical and mechanistic concepts…)



Oh no! not more of that again!!

In their eyes, the people had no existence. Only “heroes” existed (kings, captains, prophets and philosophers) who acted as leaders. These were the “Driving force” of history. Cleopatra’s nose – or her behind – had more effect on history than all the people of Egypt put together…
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…and so if man isn’t the master of his own destiny, but the plaything of a series of haphazard causes…



To continue with the philosophy before Marx, we run across the EMPIRICISM of Locke, Berkeley and hume

LOCKE (John), an Englishman who opposed the “Divine Right” of kings, the infallibility (Absolute Truth) of religion and the Dogmas of the church… He’s also another materialist-atheist…
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“…no man has the right to more than another because we are all equal, of the same species and condition, equal amongst ourselves, with equal right to enjoy the fruits of nature…”



Locke has the idea that men were free to think of god in their own way, not as any religion told them to… This was a big brick on the heads of priests, and an idealist philosopher, George Berkeley, an American Bishop, tried to refute Locke’s theories, but didn’t succeed because another philosopher came to his defence…
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DAVID HUME (1711–1776)



…Agnostic Philosopher (being someone who defends the idea theft nothing is certain). Hume scandalized all of Britain with his Anti-Religious ideas, and so he had to pack up for France, which received him a lot more warmly…

France was a real hive of the most advanced ideas. A wide spread rebellion had broken out against the tyranny of the clergy and the Monarchy which finally culminated in the French revolution and the Triumph of Reason over religion
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Names!! C’mon! out with’em!
Sure… Voltaire, Rousseau, Diderot, Montesquieu, Robespierre, Danton…



Of course,
The French revolution did more to spread political idea (such as liberty, equality and fraternity) Than philosophical ones. Following its example, other parts of America fought to free themselves from Europe … And Europe from the pope…
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These ideas liberated world from the chains of religion…



(and with this liberation came the flowering of new sciences…)

As the exact opposite of 17th century materialist philosophy, an idealist variety now arose, and its great champion was Immanuel KANT (German, 1724–1804)
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His most talked about work is the “Critique of pure reason” which cost him 15 years of critical analysis of human thought. Among the many other complex points brought up in his study, Kant makes these:
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“Every intent, whether scientific of religious, to define reality is nothing other than pure hypothesis…”
“Every attempt to apprehend transcendental knowledge is rain, since for every thesis the mind produces, one can oppose an equally valid anti-thesis…”
“It is impossible to prove the existence of god through any normal means…”



Kant was certain that there cannot be morality without some belief in god or immortality, and so this obliged one to presuppose the existence of God as a necessity…
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(If what we’ve said so far isn’t clear, don’t worry. This happened in the days of “pure” philosophy which no one understood or took any notice of either…)



The point of our journey has been to arrive here – At German Idealist Philosophy, Since this was also Marx’s starting point. Schelling, Fichte and Hegel were its chief exponents. Because of them, philosophy makes a great leap forward and recovers the best of Greek philosophy – the Dialectic or the idea of human development…
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Metaphysics, dialectics, mechanistics, materialism, idealism… Hey! Cut it out, will you!
Yeah! we’re all going nuts!



Right!
Marx also thought so. Philosophy had become a straight jacket of Jargon and muddles, impossible to make out heads or tails.
Marx set himself the job of unravelling this cat’s – cradle and begin making philosophy into an exact science, with less fuzzy suppositions, and so gave it the practical means to transform the world…
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“Philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various ways; the point is to change it.” (Marx: XI these on Feuerbach’)



So let’s proceed…

Everyone is welcome to join with Charlie Marx in trying to Fathom the world he lived in and struggled to transform…
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“The teaching of Marx is all – powerful because it is true”…



Naturally, you can’t expect this little book of mine to expound All of Marx’s theory, which is a vast ocean to swim in.

The best thing to do is sum up and divide the basics of Marxism into
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1
The philosophy of Marx
2
The Economic Doctrine of Marx
3
The Historical Materialism of Herr Marx



Main Branches…

As we’ve already seen, the philosophical ideas of man are of two kinds:


[image: image]

Idealist and Materialist



Idealism starts by assuming the existence of super-natural and divine forces…

Materialism considers that there is nothing beyond natural things…

Idealism imagines things, presupposes the existence of spirits, “Idealises” everything, but doesn’t offer proofs for what it proposes…
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Faith by itself is enough to go on



(…which is like trying to know what sugar tastes like without sampling it…)

Materialism, instead, doesn’t idealise, but seeks the scientific explanations of things – including even religion…
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Or to put it more simply…



Idealists explain things to themselves through Religion…

Materialists explain what’s what on the basis of science…

Right at the start of his philosophical studies, Marx joined forces with Materialism. But he devoted his entire like’s work to giving it more consistency and scientific character…
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Why?
Because before Marx, materialists were content to deny God’s existence. Period! Ah’ that’s that..
I’m telling you god exists!!



IN the XVII and XVIII centuries, the greatest scientific discoveries were made in the areas of the mathematics and mechanics of celestial bodies. And so, Materialism became “Mechanics”… In other words, the materialist philosophers examined both nature and social life from a mechanical point of view…
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And that’s why Diderot, Descartes and other are called “mechanists”…



Basing themselves on mechanics, which in those days was the height of science, the philosophers imagined that the same mechanical laws could be applied automatically to life and to nature…
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Nature is immutable subject to the cause and effect of rotary motion like machines…*



*This philosophical criterion is called Metaphysical

WHY METAPHYSICAL..?

Metaphysics, from the Greek, “Placed beyond physics”.*

In metaphysics, things are unchanging (i.e immutable), given once and for all, without inter-relationship, and hence may be examined independently, one from the other Hegel’s disciple, Feuerbach reasoned like this:
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…nature augments only in quantity while always remaining the same…



*originally, those works of Aristotle placed after his “physics”

(Those who thought like this about nature, could think the same way about society too. Society changes very little for the metaphysician, except by repeating itself mechanically, e.g. Wars, Hunger, Governments etc..
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And mankind really can’t do anything to change things?)



Having recognised the error of the materialists and metaphysicians, Marx asked himself the same question:
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AND MAN?
Ladies and Gentle man…



Let’s leave God out of it, and all those who want to drive themselves crazy asking whether he exists or not – so Charlie said – and let’s look at man and his role in the world. How is it really possible that nothing changes?…

Instead of the usual mechanistic notion of nature and humanity, Marx and Engels set out a theory of development-or-a return to DIALECTICS
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Supposing its edible… how do you cook it?
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DIALECTICS:
From the GREEK “dialogue,” to argue, to contend



Way back in ancient times, some Philosophers had already applied this strategy to arrive at the truth, a system of argument which brings out the contradictions in your opponent’s reasoning…


[image: image]



Religion (Catholicism especially) opposed dialectics because it didn’t permit argument. Things were just as the Bible said – and no discussion…
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(…or else you discussed it with me!)



Kant and Hegel began to re-employ the dialectic method.
But Hegel never brought it down to Earth; As you can see from this:

“…His Horizon was fundamentally restricted by the knowledge and concepts current in his day. One should add that Hegel was an idealist, and for him, the ideas were not more or less abstract images of objects; on the contrary, things and their development were a projection of ideas which had existed, no one can say how, even before the world itself existed. Hegel’s system was a Gigantic miscarriage, but the last of its kind. While on one hand it affirms a formula essential to the concept of history, according to which human history is a process of development which cannot, given its nature…”
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Got it now?
You’re joking.



In essence:

Hegel’s philosophy contains lots of valuable ideas, such as his theory of eternal motion, the development of universal spirit, and especially his method of
Dialectics
He was right when he said the law of dialectics governs the development of spirit(mind). But he didn’t go far enough and apply it to nature and society..!
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What’s all this?
Well… Just look



From the standpoint of the Dialectical method, nothing is eternal or unchanging… but in spite of this Hegel Denies the development of nature and society.
This is the most serious contradiction in his use of the method…
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Now how’s about an example even I can understand!



Hegel (and I’ll try hard to be clear) was an idealist. “The essence of reality,” He said, “isn’t material, but spiritual (or mental), and is therefore independent and thus free…”
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Great! Now explain that..!
Sure! Hegel says that you can feel free even in chains…



Hegel’s advice to any worker exploited by his boss would be: don’t worry yourself about material oppression, but only about the “spiritual” kind. By obeying the state (God’s representative on earth) you will find happiness and freedom (of the spirit…)
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What the ’ell’s he saying?



Today, Hegel’s ideas seem absurd. But in his day, they sounded pretty darling and they were attacked just because they were (In their own way) dialectical…
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Dialectic… yes, but idealist…



This led Marx to say that Hegel’s method was “inverted”, upside-down, and it needed to be stood on its feet again…
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…in short, to make it Materialist…
But what does Hegel’s theory say about Development?



Well, Let’s take it step by step:

Human development – said Hegel – had gone through constant evolution, starting with primitive oriental despotism, in which only one person was free (the Tryant), and next the Graeco – Roman aristocratic system in which many more were free…
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Later still, slavery and serfdom disappeared, and even more people were free… after the holy Roman – German Empire, Feudalism, Monarchy, the French revolution, and finally with the Prussian State humanity reaches (According to Hegel, anyway)

ABSOLUTE
LIBERTY
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My, I do like this chap Hegel. Give him the National Award.



Prussia had an Emperor, an Army, a very rich church and some big landowners. The people worked for them, without being slaves maybe, but oppressed enough. Hegel didn’t notice this oppression. He imagined absolute liberty existed just because slavery was abolished…
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What was really happening was that feudalism had gradually given way to capitalism a more modern and subtler form of exploitation.
…Doctor Hegel didn’t take any notice of this…
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But Marx did!!



Hegel went on talking about human development while denying it, because he claimed the Prussian state had begun to achieve this development already. So he too sinks back into metaphysics…
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Isn’t that just like a Government minister!!



Hegel’s arguments remain valid and dialectical, even enough mistakenly applied by him to reality… let’s see, for instance, what he makes of the “conflict between contraries”…
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“Each thing is a combination of contraries because it is made up of elements which, although linked together, at the same time eliminate one another…”



Don’t have a nervous breakdown yet,! There’s an example coming:

Society, for example, is a combination of contraries (the rich and well-off versus the poor and miserable) hitched together, yes, but opposed…
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If ya wanna’ stick with me, toil, man, toil!!



With very good reason, Hegel said that what makes humanity evolve is the struggle between contraries.
The triumph of one over the other produces change…
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But this dialectical law wasn’t supposed to apply to reality…



Funny, how in Hegel’s Prussian state the conflict between contraries wasn’t going to lead to transformation, but rather an improvement of society.
This suited Hegel, naturally… that’s why!…

At this point, Marx steps into put Hegel (and his method) the right way up…
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…between real contraries, such as capital and labour, no reconciliation is possible. is that clear..?



If Hegel’s dialectical method influenced marx, Ludwig Feuerbach (pronounced “foy-er-back”) turned him into a Materialist.

But Marx took over Feuerbach’s theory and changed it…
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What did this bloke foy-er-back say and how did Marx change it?



Feuerbach, a disciple of the idealist Hegel, gave up Hegelian idealism to switch over to Materialism, but of a Metaphysical brand, because he saw nature (and society too) sunk in sleep, motive-and-motionless, with no immediate chance for change THAT IS:
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Hegel was dialectical but idealist … Feuerbach was materialist, but metaphysical (non-dialectical)



It was up to Marx to re-shuffle the deck: to amalgamate the the best of this one and that one and come up with his own famous, unique variety of

DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM
(Dialectics by G.W.F. Hegel and Materialism by L. Feuerbach)
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Aargh! Marx made a merger
No! He improved, corrected and enriched them…
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Work alienates the worker… but how and why? As we’ve noted, Hegel didn’t see or didn’t wish to see the exploitation of the majority by a minority of the privileged rich. Here’s the first question the young Marx asked himself…
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Alienation means ‘to distract; to seize possession of something, to extort from others what belongs to them’.)



Unfree labour, (ie. What’s done for a boss) may earn the worker a wage, but at the same time it “alienates” him. It deprives him of something which goes into the boss’s pocket.
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But is this “something” money or what?
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In his first work, Marx begins to investigate alienation – or better, the different kinds of alienation: political, religious and economic
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This work’s called “economic and philosophic manuscripts of 1844”
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Marx wonders: where does the product of the workingman’s labour end up?



By his labour, a worker makes something (cloth, machinery, tyres, books, house…). But this object, by the fact of remaining the boss’s property, turns hey presto! Into merchandise (a commodity)…

Labour obviously doesn’t produce things for the immediate benefit of the worker who makes them. Rather, it is grist for someone else’s mill…
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Alienation begins with the worker being squeezed dry…

“…the alienation of the worker is expressed thus: the more he produces, the less he can consume; the more value he creates, the less value he has… labour produces fabulous things for the rich, but misery for the poor, machines replace labour, and jobs diminish, while other workers turn into machines…”

(Marx: “Manuscripts of 1844”)

(This is how alienation makes its victims…)

Alienation not only degrades man, but also de-personalise him. What can you expect? Marx states: the boss imposes the kind of work, the method and the rhythm, but he never bothers if the worker ends up as:
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A mere appendage of flesh on a machine of iron…
(Marx)



Marx goes even further and affirms: the combined means of production now in existence have been produced by the labour of previous generations who have thought, created and given their lives to attain something…
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So? Who owns the inventions of Galileo, newton, Leonardo, and thousands of other?
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No entry private property



Is it right that all of this should remain in the hands of the few?
That the invention and labour of thousands of years should be the exclusive privilege of the wealthy few?
No, it’s not right!
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Private ownership of the means of production is the maximum form of alienation…
“Social potential has become the private power of the few.” Marx also submits: the labour of the many transforms itself into the capital of a privileged few.
The roots of capitalism



And so – Marx concludes – the deepest essence of man, his creative act, has been transformed into a possession…
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“The less you are, the more you’ll have, to have more you must alienate yourself”. You good-for-nothing!!!



The worker’s labour becomes merchandise in the hands of the owner, dead labour, possession, wealth, and the greater the capitalist’s property becomes, the more impoverished the worker’s being…
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Which changes into a thing…



That blessed “liberty” Hegel talked about, just doesn’t exist. Money obliges those who haven’t got any, to sell themselves body and soul – that is, to sell their labour-power (worker, peasant, intellectual) … this is alienation:

EXPLOITATION…
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To possess possessions, a man will “sell himself” to have what another has, but it never dawns on him ~ that the more he gets, the less he keeps of himself…
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This guy too aspires to own property. The purpose of his life is to possess more and more and more and…
Bye-bye home sapiens…



The countless evils of the world stem from the “defence” of private property: the evils of Envy, War, Egoism, Crime, Injustice, the misery of the masses and luxury for the very few…
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I have a hunch that this fellow Marx is going to cause us many a headache…



How can this state of affairs be changed?
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In no way!! Who’s going to tangle with the rich, the powerful, the church…?



Marx singled out the existence of a “New class:

The Proletariat

Which came to life with the industrial revolution when machines began replacing the craftsmen of the past…
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A proletarian: someone at the beck and call of the boss’s machines…
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Marx predicted that this class – the working class – was going to change things…
How, and with what powers??



Unlike the small – scale artisans who used to own the tools of their trade, the proletariat owns nothing at all – neither the means, nor the end – products…


[image: image]

And still less our labour…



Unlike all other social classes, the working class possesses only its labour power, i.e. what is commonly known as the “work force”.
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Gulp!



Dialectically speaking, this is what specifies the struggle between the contraries: capital on one side, labour on the other. They live together, sure, but with opposed interests…

The outlines of the problem are clear: it only requires practical proof, not the wayward language of philosophy which baffles everyone…
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Private property has made us so stupid and one-sided that an object is only ours when we have it – when it exists for us as capital, or when it is directly possessed, eaten, drunk, worn, inhabited, etc.,–in short, when it is used by us …
In place of all these physical and mental senses there has therefore come the sheer alienation of all these senses – the sense of having. The human being had to be reduced to this absolute poverty in order that he might yield his inner wealth to the outer world…
In order to abolish the idea of private property, the idea of communism is completely sufficient. It takes actual communist action to abolish actual private property. History will come to it; and this movement, which in theory we already know to be a self-transcending movement, will constitute in actual fact a very severe and protracted process…
Marx (extracts from manuscripts of 1844)



Sorry!!
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In his “manuscripts of 1844”, Marx still speaks like a pure philosopher, without real contact with the working class which he is only discovering. He won’t really see things clearly until he frees himself from bourgeois conceptions and starts viewing reality from a proletarian angle…
The working class doesn’t have a philosophy of its own!



That’s what Marx recognized, and so he spent his life trying to create a Proletarian Philosophy…
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It’s got to be materialist and dialectical…



“Just as philosophy finds its Material weapon in the proletariat, so the proletariat finds its Intellectual weapons in philosophy… philosophy can only be realized by the abolition of the proletariat, and the proletariat can only be abolished by the realisation of Philosophy.”

(“Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right,” 1844)

But the primary necessity was to know what the proletariat thought, to live among them for the purpose of uniting theory and practice… and the country in which revolutionary practice had made most progress was France, the birthplace in 1789 of the first great revolution in human history, the French revolution


[image: image]
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As we’ve already seen (but probably forgotten), Marxism has three basic sources which are:
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German Philosophy
English Political Economy
French Socialism

Since we’ve had a look at the philosophical origins, let’s glance briefly at French socialism, starting with:
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When the French revolution had been defeated, and the worthy Jacobins were in retreat, a small group of them known as THE ‘CONSPIRACY OF EQUALS’ Hoped to carry on the armed struggle for power and the creation of a socialist state…
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What kind of socialism did they have in mind?



Well, it’s not known exactly, but, first, the expropriation of wealth and its equal redistribution, the establishment of common ownership. Work and education compulsory for everyone. But the conspiracy was discovered and Babeuf condemned…

The next attempts at socialism also occur in France, during Napoleon’s regime, but these attempts were only theoretical.

The big names here are
SAINT~SIMON & FOURIER
Known as “Utopian Socialists” because what they wanted to achieve seemed “Utopian” or “Ideally Perfect”…
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…planned economy under the direction of a central bank …end the rule of the leisure class (nobles, clergy and military) …organise a new society directed by industrialists to promote the welfare of the larger and poorer classes …found a new religion which recognizes work as man’s only merit



When saint-Simon died, his disciples really started a religion with its own liturgy, rites and thing of that sort. Saint-Simon’s theory had no scientific basis at all and it did not acknowledge the class struggle…
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Religious morality suffices to eliminate social inequalities…



Fourier
unlike the aristocratic Saint-Simon, he was poor and spent his life trying to get the rich to finance his projects…
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He must be mad! Imagine asking the rich to finance their own ruin! What’s he upto, the simpleton?? Oh! Not much! He only wants to build a “communist” system of little communities, in which everything belong to everyone, with communal homes and consumers’ co-operatives. To prevent the rise of wealth in any one sector, the richer would get a smaller part of the share, while the poorer got more, (a thereby balance things out).
He actually founded a few such communities (called “phalanstènes”). But he spent his last days in a mad-house…



* There’s no doubt that a few of his ideas merit some consideration. For example, the elimination of competition among producers to stop them churning out useless things, duplicates and luxury items…


Some of the ideas of saint-Simon and Fourier were probably taken up by Marx (and Lenin!) in their own, more practical theories.

But the biggest contribution came from three other French “Socialists”…
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Blanqui, Proudhon, and blanc
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Louis – auguste blanqui (1805–1881) * (sorry! I couldn’t find his picture…) A partisan of class war and armed revolution who spent 33 years of his life in god. He first spoke of the dictatorship of the prolotariat, even if it was a minority one, and not as Marx argued, in the majority…
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Anarchist and syndicalist, but despite this, anti-feminist and an avowed enemy of woman’s liberation from domestic slavery. He was the founder of mutual aid societies. “property is theft.”
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Workers’ leader, theorist of election-based, legislative socialism, not the violent revolutionary kind. His most famous saying is: “from each according to his ability, to each according to his need.”



Marx came into contact with them in Paris, often striving to show them their errors. Some were fishing in the troubled water of adventurism. Other didn’t grasp Marx’s theory and called it “unrealistic folly” or “excessively radical”…
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This Marx is a proper lunatic! We’ll all be senile before his preaching comes to anything..!



Basically, the error of these “utopian socialists” and anarchists was an absence of foresight, of preparation, a contempt for study and slow, but methodical organization, and the denial of a theory of historical development through class conflict…
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They haven’t grasped the class struggle! They imagine society’s one big, happy family… Family?? A holy family?? Hmmmm…




So Marx had something new to add to his Paris “Manuscripts”, another study with the strange title: THE HOLY FAMILY
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Or: “critique of critical critique. Against Bruno Bauer & Co.”



In this book, written with Engels, Marx brings to light the conflict of contraries which goes on within capitalist society, between capital and labour, the inevitable revolt of the working class, and the subsequent defeat of the bourgeoisie… in two words: the class struggle…
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This thesis was opposed throughout the world…

Instead of class struggle, capitalism wants to preach an “alliance” for progress…


But the class struggle isn’t just Marx’s invention. It has always existed (and maybe always will) ever since the world began.
(Although Marx tells us it won’t always exist, as we shall see…)
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In Rome we have patricians, knights, plebeians and salves…




[image: image]

In the middle ages, feudal lords, vassals, master artisans, apprentices, serfs…
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“The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society, has not done away with class antagonism. It has but established new classes, new conditions of oppression, new forms of struggle.…society as a whole is more and more splitting into two great hostile camps: bourgeoisie and Proletariat…”
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(That was written in the manifesto of 1848. But don’t go believing Marx was wrong. His epoch was very different from ours…)



He never denied what he owed to others—as in the letter to weydemeyer, dated March 5, 1852:
“And now as to myself, no credit is due to me for discovering the existence of classes in modern society, nor yet the struggle between them. Long before me, bourgeois historian had described the historical development of this class struggle and bourgeois economists the economic anatomy of the classes. What I did that was new was to prove: 1) that the existence of classes is only bound up with particular, historical phases in the development of production; 2) that the class struggle necessarily leads to the dictatorship of the proletariat; 3) that this dictatorship itself only constitutes the transition to the abolition of all classes and to a classless society.”
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What’s important, is to grasp that each social class has its own interests and each holds views about the government of the state consistent with the defence of those interests…
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Social harmony which certain “beautiful souls” preach, cannot exist…



It can’t, because so long as any one class lives by exploiting another, a struggle will exist against such exploitation…
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And this class struggle is necessary for human progress…



Harmony between the classes would be ideal, of course, and an equitable redistribution of wealth and peace for all BUT…
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It’s just not on!!



It’s not on because the capitalist system has only one aim, profit, based on private property, which is obtained by exploiting the labours of the proletariat…
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Nobody likes being exploited, unless they’re unaware of it… …and many aren’t aware of it because they believe that’s how life is and you can’t change it…



* Note:
In Marx’s day, the following religious beliefs predominated:
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God made some to command and others to obey, and resignation is Christian…




Hegel was of the opinion. He saw no way out for the poor except for capitalism… Marx was convinced precisely of the contrary…


Marx proves with great precision that under this “new system”, (capitalism, that is) the worker is condemned never to enjoy the advantages which the system reserves only for the owners of the means of production…
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Who ends up with the profits that you produce? Who else but the boss, that’s who!…
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So Marx had to switch from philosophical problems to those which philosophy usually ignores, but he reckoned that it was necessary to come to grips with them before he could prove his theories: Economic problems His own, maybe?



The peculiar Mr. Marx who never managed to solve his own financial problems (his family often went hungry) wants to resolve the problems of millions of exploited workers;
In London, Paris, Rome, Berlin, Brussels,

I could go on all day…

Marx was by now living in the deepest poverty, without salary and without capital…
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Except the one he was writing!



But it’s easier to understand him by quoting from a letter that he wrote to his old friend Engels…


Marx to Engels, sept. 8, 1852

“You will have seen from my letters that, as usual when I am right in the shit myself and not merely hearing about it from a distance, I show complete indifference. Anyway, que faire? My house is a hospital and the crisis is so disrupting that it requires all my attention … The atmosphere is very disturbed: my wife is ill, Jennychen is ill and Lenchen has a kind of nervous fever. I couldn’t and can’t call the doctor, because I have no money for the medicine. For eight or ten days I have managed to feed the family on bread and potatoes, but it is still doubtful whether I can get hold of any today… I have written no articles for Dana because I had not a penny to go and read the newspaper … Besides there is the baker, milkman, greengrocer, and old butcher’s bills. How can I deal with all this devilish filth? And then finally, during the last eight or ten days I managed to borrow a few shillings and pence which were absolutely necessary if we were to avoid giving up the ghost …”
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Wages prices capital profits value raw materials the holy Eucharist!
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If workers were asked: “How much are your wages?” one would reply: “I get a mark a day from my bourgeois,” another “I get two marks,” and so on. According to the different trades to which they belong, they would mention different sums of money which they receive from their respective bourgeois for a particular period of labour or for the completion of a particular piece of work, e.g. weaving a yard of linen or type-setting a printed sheet. In spite of the variety of their statements, they would all agree on one point: wages are the sum of money paid by the capitalist for a particular period of labour or for a particular output of labour.
The capitalist, it appears, therefore buys their labour with money. They sell him their labour for money. But this is merely the appearance. In reality what they sell to the capitalist is their labour power. The capitalist buys this labour power for a day, a week, a month, etc. And after he has bought it, he uses it by having the workers work for the stipulated time. For the same sum with which the capitalist has bought their labour power, e.g. two marks, he could have bought two pounds of sugar or a definite amount of any other commodity. The two marks, with which he bought two pounds of sugar, are the price of the two pounds of sugar. The two marks, with which he bought twelve hours’ use of labour power, are the price of twelve hours’ labour. Labour power, therefore, is a commodity, neither more nor less than sugar. The former is measured by the clock, the latter by the scales.

(Marx, Wage-Labour and Capital)


Have you understood?
The worker exchanges his commodity (labour-power) for an equivalent wage (so the boss says) to purchase what he needs to survive: light, food, roof, clothes…
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Or rather, just to keep afloat…




But if a workers pay were calculated on his basic needs, it would have to be a very good pay, so the bosses might argue…
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…But it’s not true!



Let’s check that against the profit made from a worker’s labour. Engels, who was a ‘Boss’ himself, explains How…
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Let us assume that our worker – a machinist—has to make a part of a machine which he can complete in one day. The raw material–iron and brass in the necessary previously prepared form–costs, twenty marks. The consumption of coal by the steam-engine, the wear and tear of this same engine, of the lathe and other tools which our worker uses, represent for one day, and reckoned by his share of their use, a value of one mark. The wage for one day, according to our assumption, is three marks. This makes twenty-four marks in all for our machine part. But the capitalist calculates that he will obtain, on an average, twenty-seven marks from his customers in return, or three marks more than his outlay.
Whence came the three marks pocketed by the capitalist? According to the assertion of classical economics, commodities are, on the average, sold at their values, that is, at prices corresponding to the amount of necessary labour contained in them. The average price of our machine part–twenty-seven marks–would thus be equal to its value, that is equal to the labour embodied in it. But of these twenty-seven marks, twenty-one marks were values already present before our machinist began work. Twenty marks were contained in the raw materials, one mark in the coal consumed during the work, or in the machines and tools which were used in the process and which were diminished in their efficiency to the value of this sum. There remain six marks which have been added to the value of the raw material. But according to the assumption of our economists themselves, these six marks can only arise from the labour added to the raw material by our worker. His twelve hours’ labour has thus created a new value of six marks. The value of his twelve hours labour would, therefore, be equal to six marks. And thereby we would at last have discovered what the “value of labour” is.

(Engels, Wage-Labour and Capital)
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Six marks? But I only get three!! Yeah, so do I!



…In other words, the owner makes in a day what all the workers put together earn, and without dirtying his hands, milord!…


[image: image]

Yes, but I put up the money!



By keeping the worker’s pay fixed, this means that in 12 hours or working-time the boss earns the same sum multiplied by the number of workers he employs…

(Oh, hardly such worth mentioning!…)
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…And with such wages, a worker can’t ever afford to stop working… But see here! I Supply the money AND The factory!



It goes without saying – the worker works to live. What he earns goes into keeping his family alive, and so he passes the best years of his life doing what he doesn’t like doing…while the boss grows richer and richer…
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Look! How often must I say – I put up the money and… Yes! And where did you get that money?



While the bosses run to consult their economists and ideologists, hoping to find some way to combat his theories, Marx continues: “Salary is the price of a given commodity… But how is the price of a commodity determined?”…
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What determines the price of any product is competition, or more exactly, three kinds of competition:
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Seller versus seller
Purchase versus purchase
Seller versus purchaser



When several vendors have the same merchandise to sell, they become competitors who may resort to cut-price tactics…


[image: image]

This lowers prices



When a number of purchases head for the same commodity, it goes to one who’s willing to pay made for it…
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This raises prices



Competition between seller and buyer occurs when one wants to sell high, and the other wants to buy cheap…
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Here everything depends on the previous competitions!
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That’s the law of “supply and demand”, kiddo!!



When there are 100 cars and 1000 possible buyers, the price of the vehicle jumps up according to the wishes of the seller… But if there are 100 cars and only 20 buyers, it’s very probable the price will favour the buyer…
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But we still don’t know what it is that determines prices…



Let’s talk about the price of production… An automobile, for instance, just off the assembly line costs €10,000; Add to this all the hidden costs such as publicity, public relations exercises, the distributor’s percentage, taxes, the producer’s profit…
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Result? The retail price to the public jumps to €20,000…



Marx didn’t know about such novelties as sales representatives, P.R. And AD. Men, all of whom grossly inflate the price of goods…
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…I’d have given ’em a whole chapter in my ‘capital’

Anyway, the question has been asked whether (and by how much) the profits of the wealthy might be limited… by 10%? Is that “fair and decent”? But at this rate, the problem can never be resolved…
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(Some businesses function at 200% profit…) So???



So it’s the labour-power of the worker which day by day swells the boss’s capital. The rich become even richer, while the poor certainly don’t get any fatter on their wages (which hardly keep pace…)
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The world is all upside – down…!!



While the boss, the capitalist and the rich man make a fabulous profit from the worker’s labour, the poor fellow doesn’t make a penny extra for his work…
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This drawing shows the process at work: The inputs of the capitalist and the worker (money from one and labour from the other) coming together to create a product.
But the profit flows only in one direction, not both, as justice demands…
So one grows fat while the other tightens what’s left on his belt…


That’s how our Charlie came to discover the basis of capitalism, the famous SURPLUS VALUE
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I promise not to yawn if you keep it simple…



O.K. let’s proceed. The basic formula of capitalism is very simple: buying so as to sell again for profit. This increase in the value of the money employed which results from the transaction, Marx calls surplus value.

Marx reasoned thus: surplus value cannot derive from the mere exchange of goods, since this is an exchange of equivalent things, commodities are sold to buy other commodities…

…Even less does surplus value come from increases of prince, since the reciprocal profit-and-loss between buyers and sellers tends to balance out…
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If one gains the other loses!



To obtain surplus value (extra profit), the professor of cash has got to kind on the market some other “Commodity” with the current value having the one peculiar quality which makes it the source of value …
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Gosh! And what is that commodity?
Simple! Human labour-power!



The capitalist buys the worker’s labour-power as if it was any other kind of merchandise, and puts it to work eight hours a day (in Marx’s time, the working days was 12 to 15 hours…)

But the worker can make, say, in 6 hours (“necessary working time”) a product which is enough for his livelihood
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In six hours he “produces his salary”…



In the two hours remaining he produces another commodity, a “surplus” product for which his boss doesn’t pay him anything…
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This surplus product the boss’s extra profit, is surplus value…



Thanks to surplus value, the boss gets richer, while the worker earns not a penny from it. Sure, some money is supposed to be used to improve working conditions… But it goes straight into the bank…
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To fatten my capital some more…



This is the trap of present-day capitalism: Increasing the worker’s productive output and his efficiency, also increases surplus value…

A rise in productivity is nothing other than a way to augment the boss’s capital – and the poverty of all workers..!!
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O.K. So what would workers live on if we didn’t give ’em work?
And what would you live off if we didn’t work?



Someone is sure to think everything could be resolved by a nice raise in salary

Marx didn’t agree with this because…

Well, just read what he thought…

Real wages may remain the same, they may even rise, and yet relative wages fall. Let us suppose, for example, that all means of subsistence have gone down in price by two-thirds while wages per day have only fallen by one-third, that is to say, for example, from three marks to two marks. Although the worker can command a greater amount of commodities with these two marks than he previously could with three marks, yet his wages have gone down in relation to the profit of the capitalist. The profit of the capitalist (e.g. the manufacturer) has increased by one mark, that is, for a smaller sum of exchange values which he pays to the worker, the latter must produce a greater amount of exchange values than before. The share of capital relative to the share of labour has risen. The division of social wealth between capital and labour has become still more unequal. With the same capital, the capitalist commands a greater quantity of labour. The power of the capitalist class over the working class has grown, the social position of the worker has deteriorated, has been depressed one stage further below that of the capitalist. What than is the genera/law which determines the rise and fall of wages and profits in their reciprocal relation?
They stand in inverse retio to each other. Capital’s share, profit, rises in the same proportion as labour’s share, Wages, falls end vice versa. Profit rises to the extent that wages fall, it falls to the extent that wages rise.

(Marx, Wage-Labour and Capital
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(Which means: the boss never wants to lose…)

Take the example of construction:
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What’ve I got to do with it?



Well, by building apartment blocks in which you’ll never live and from which you’ll never collect rent, you’re only helping the class which exploits you to grow richer…
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Even by earning more – indeed, double – the worker’s situation won’t change. Marx says it clearly:
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The best salary workers can get, under the most favourable conditions, only reveals in reality the strength and thickness of the golden bars which imprison them, and which only seem to permit them “greater” freedom of action…



*More salary, more profit for the boss…
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Hang on! That’s not from Marx
(You’re right! An Austrian Marxist, Ernst Fischer, said it, and he goes on…)



“…The Misery of the worker, above all, consists of the fact that by working for capitalism he reproduces capital, and by reproducing it, he also increases his own alienation and misery…”
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By ’eck! And what do I do then?



Marx sees only one way out for the workers: UNION
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[image: image]

Union with the Bosses?



(Well, well! A scab!) Let’s go back in time to the period when Marx set out his theories on the transformation of society and the liberation of the poor from the chains…
(Gold, Silver or tin…)
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The historic moment is the publication of the Communist Manifesto
What??
Communist Parties didn’t exist already?



The Manifesto was published as the platform of the Communist League, a workingmen’s association, first exclusively German, later on international, and, under the political conditions of the Continent before 1848, unavoidably a secret society. At a Congress of the League, held in London in November 1847, Marx and Engels were commissioned to prepare for publication a complete theoretical and practical party program. Drawn up in German, in January 1848, the manuscript was sent to the printer in London a few weeks before the French revolution of February 24th. A French translation was brought out in Paris, shortly before the insurrection of June 1848. The first English translation, by Miss Helen Macfarlane, appeared in the Red Republican, London, 1850. A Danish and a Polish edition had also been published … The first Russian translation, made by Bakunin, was published at Herzen’s Kolokol office in Geneva, about 1863 …
However much the state of things may have altered during the last 25 years, the general principles laid down in this Manifesto are, on the whole, as correct today as ever.

(Engels, 1888 preface to the Communist Manifesto)
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The Communist league…? What on earth is that?



Back in those days (1846–47), there was a group made up of German workers, artisans and intellectuals of the avant-garde (i.e. of advanced ideas) calling itself the “League of the just”, which met to talk politics and keep in touch with the “just” men in other countries…)
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And if justice doesn’t get us any justice, that’s unjust injustice!
Just so, sir!



The “just” were half Anarchist and preached a pretty strange form of socialism: Destruction of the means of production (blowing up factories, preferably with the bosses in them) and a return to agriculture and artisan craftsmanship… In February 1847, Marx and Engels were invited to join the league to help to reorganise it…

Marx and Engels immediately gained the league’s full sympathy, and thanks to their greater intellectual and political maturity, they had a big influence over the league… Marx, the “Tough Gut” Knew how to command…
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…to start, instead of the “just”, we’ll call ourselves the league of communists… Right?…



Tough-minded Germans, as they always remained, Marx and Engels organised a London congress in 1847 which brought in delegates from every corner of Europe. And here, Engels proposed his “Credos” of the Communist league which served as the platform of the “Communism Manifesto”… (Also known as the “Principles of Communism”, 1847)

Question 1: What is communism?

Answer: Communism is the doctrine of the prerequisites for the emancipation of the proletariat.

Question 2: What is the proletariat?

Answer: The proletariat is that class of society whose means of livelihood entirely depend on the sale of its labor and not on the profit derived from capital; whose weal and woe, whose life and death, whose whole existence depend on the demand for labor, hence on the alternation of good times and bad, on the vagaries of unbridled competition. The proletariat, or class of proletarians, is, in a word, the working class of the 19th century.

Question 3: Proletarians, then, have not always existed?

Answer: No. Poor folk and working classes have always existed. The working classes have also for the most part been poor. But such poor, such workers as are living under conditions indicated above, hence proletarians, have not always existed, any more than free and unbridled competition has always existed.

Question 4: How did the proletariat originate?

Answer: The proletariat originated in the industrial revolution which took place in England during the second half of the 18th century and which has repeated itself since then in all the civilized countries of the world. This industrial revolution took place owing to the invention of the steam engine, of various spinning machines, of the power loom, and of a great number of other mechanical instruments. These machines were expensive and, consequently, could only be installed by persons who had plenty of capital to lay out. Their introduction completely altered the existing method of production and displaced the existing workers. This was due to the fact that machinery could produce cheaper and better commodities than could the handicraftsmen with their imperfect spinning wheels and hand looms. Thus, these machines handed over industry entirely to the big capitalists and rendered the little property the workers possessed (tools, hand looms, etc.) entirely worthless. Soon the capitalists got all in their hands and nothing remained for the workers.

Note: This kind of easy-to-read catechism style made Engels more popular than Marx, who, deeper as he was, seemed pretty hard to digest…


[image: image]

My favourite? Charlie or Fred? I haven’t said…



Question 7: In what way does the proletarian differ from the slave?

Answer: The slave is sold once and for all. The proletarian must sell himself by the hour or by the day. Each individual slave, being the direct property of a master, has his existence assured, be that existence ever so wretched, if only because of the interest of the slave owner. Each individual proletarian, the property as it were of the whole bourgeois class, whose labor is sold only when it is needed by the owning class, has no security of life. Existence is merely guaranteed to the working class as a whole. The slave is excluded from competition; the proletarian is beset by competition and is a prey to all its fluctuations. The slave is counted an object and not a member of civil society; the proletarian is recognized as a person, as a member of civil society. The slave may therefore be able to secure better conditions of life than can the proletarian, but the proletarian belongs to a higher stage of development of society than the slave. The slave frees himself by rupturing, of all relations of private ownership, only one, the relation of slavery and by this act becomes himself a proletarian; the proletarian can only achieve emancipation by abolishing private property in its entirety.
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If what he says is true, we’re cooked!
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Question 16: Will it be possible to bring about the abolition of private property by peaceful methods?

Answer: This is greatly to be desired, and communists would be the last persons in the world to stand in the way of a peaceful solution. Communists know only too well the futility and, indeed, the harmfulness of conspiratorial methods. They know only too well that revolutions are not made deliberately and arbitrarily, but that everywhere and at all times revolutions have been the necessary outcome of circumstances quite independent of the will or the guidance of particular parties and whole classes. But they also perceive that the development of the proletariat in nearly all civilized countries is violently suppressed, and that in this way opponents of communism are working full force to promote a revolution. Should the oppressed proletariat at long last thus be driven into a revolution, then we communists will rally to the cause of the workers and be just as prompt to act as we are now to speak.

Question 17: Will it be possible to abolish private property all at once?

Answer: No. This would be just as impossible as to multiply all at once the existing forces of production to the degree necessary for the inauguration of the community. The proletarian revolution, which in all probability is coming, will for this reason, only be able to transform present society gradually. Private property will be abolished only when the means of production have become available in sufficient quantities.
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First london edition, feruary 1848, of the communist manifesto Print-run? Only 1000 copies
Authors? Marx and Engels
Published in German, English, French, Russian and Spanish…
…and then in Italian, Danish, Swedish, Flemish, Chinese, Czech, Hungarian,.. In …AVF!AVF!
The Manifesto is a direct appeal to all workers–Workers of the World, unite! It defends the Communist position that the emancipation of the working class itself must be the act of the working class itself. Its lucid, powerful arguments are still potent today. It moves us to take a definite position against the structure of a society in which the unjust division of wealth contradicts basic decency.



The Manifesto is really an Amalgamation of Marx’s ideas written in a rich, lively and direct style…
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Read it and you’ll see for yourself!
We quote only parts of it, or it would take up ½ the book…



Modern industry has established the world market, for which the discovery of America paved the way. This market has given an immense development to commerce, to navigation, to communication by land. This development has, in its turn, reacted on the extension of industry; and in proportion as industry, commerce, navigation, railways extended, in the same proportion the bourgeoisie developed, increased its capital, and pushed into the background every class handed down from the Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisie is itself the product of a long course of development, of a series of revolutions in the modes of production and of exchange. The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his “natural superiors”, and has left remaining no other nexus between man and man than naked self-interest, than callous “cash payment”. It has drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious fervour, of chivalrous enthusiasm, of philistine sentimentalism, in the icy water of egotistical calculation. It has resolved personal worth into exchange value, and in place of the numberless indefeasible chartered freedoms, has set up that single, unconscionable freedom-Free Trade. In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious and political illusions, it has substituted naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation. The bourgeoisie has born away from the family its sentimental veil, and has reduced the family relation to a mere money relation.
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What you have is what you’re worth…



The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years, has created more massive and more colossal productive forces than have all preceding generations together. Subjection of Nature’s forces to man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry and agriculture, steam-navigation, railways, electric telegraphs, clearing of whole continents for cultivation, canalisation of rivers, whole populations conjured out of the ground–what earlier century had even a presentiment that such productive forces slumbered in the lap of social labour?
Owing to the extensive use of machinery and to division of labour, the work of the proletarians has lost all individual character, and, consequently, all charm for the workman. He becomes an appendage of the machine, and it is only the most simple, most monotonous, and most easily acquired knack, that is required of him. Hence, the cost of production of a workman is restricted, almost entirely, to the means of subsistence that he requires for his maintenance, and for the propagation of his race. But the price of a commodity, and therefore also of labour, is equal to its cost of production. In proportion, therefore, as the repulsiveness of the work increases, the wage decreases.
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But Big Mama Television wasn’t around yet to stupefy us all the more before going to bed…



Modern industry has converted the little workshop of the patriarchal master into the great factory of the industrial capitalist. Masses of labourers, crowded into the factory, are organised like soldiers. As privates of the industrial army they are placed under the command of a perfect hierarchy of officers and sergeants. Not only are they slaves of the bourgeois class, and of the bourgeois State; they are daily and hourly enslaved by the machine, by the over-looker, and, above all, by the individual bourgeois manufacturer himself. The more openly this depotism proclaims gain to be its end and aim, the more petty, the more hateful and the more embittered it is.

The less the skill and exertion of strength implied in manual labour, in other words, the more modern industry becomes developed, the more is the labour of men superseded by that of women. Differences of age and sex have no longer any distinctive social validity for the working class. All are instruments of labour, more or less expensive to use, according to their age and sex.

No sooner is the exploitation of the labourer by the manufacturer, so far, at an end, that he receives his wages in cash, than he is set upon by the other portions of the bourgeoisie, the landlord, the shopkeeper, the pawnbroker, etc.

But with the development of industry the proletariat not only increases in number; it becomes concentrated in greater masses, its strength grows, and it feels that strength more. The various interests and conditions of life within the ranks of the proletariat are more and more equalised, in proportion as machinery obliterates all distinctions of labour, and nearly everywhere reduces wages to the same low level. The growing competition among the bourgeois, and the resulting commercial crises, make the wages of the workers ever more fluctuating. The unceasing improvement of machinery, ever more rapidly developing, makes their livelihood more and more precarious; the collisions between individual workmen and individual bourgeois take more and more the character of collisions between two classes. There upon the workers begin to form combinations (Trades’ Unions) against the bourgeois; they club together in order to keep up the rate of wages; they found permanent associations in order to make provision beforehand for these occasional revolts. Here and there the contest breaks out into riots.
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… And here’s how Marx formulates the class struggle …



Now and then the workers are victorious, but only for a time. The real fruit of their battles lies, not in the immediate result, but in the ever-expanding union of the workers. This union is helped on by the improved means of communication that are created by modern industry and that place the workers of different localities in contact with one another. It was just this contact that was needed to centralise the numerous local struggles, all of the same character, into one national struggle between classes. But every class struggle is a political struggle. And that union, to attain which the burghers of the Middle Ages, with their miserable highways, required centuries, the modern proletarians, thanks to railways, achieve in a few years. This organisation of the proletarians into a class, and consequently into a political party, is continually being upset again by the competition between the workers themselves. But it ever rises up again, stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels legislative recognition of particular interests of the workers, by taking advantage of the divisions among the bourgeoisie itself. Thus the ten-hours’ bill in England was carried.
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And what says this Manifesto about the down-and-out?



Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie today, the proletariat alone is a really revolutionary class. The other classes decay and finally disappear in the face of modern industry; the proletariat is its special and essential product. The lower middle class, the small manufacturer, the shopkeeper, the artisan, the peasant, all these fight against the bourgeoisie, to save from extinction their existence as fractions of the middle class. They are therefore not revolutionary, but conservative. Nay more, they are reactionary, for they try to roll back the wheel of history. If by chance they are revolutionary, they are so only in view of their impending transfer into the proletariat, they thus defend not their present, but their future interests, they desert their own standpoint to place themselves at that of the proletariat.
The “dangerous class”, the social scum, that passively rotting mass thrown off by the lowest layers of old society, may, here and there, be swept into the movement by a proletarian revolution; its conditions of life, however, prepare it far more for the part of a bribed tool of reactionary intrigue.
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Just like scabs…
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All property relations in the past have continually been subject to historical change consequent upon the change in historical conditions.
The French Revolution, for example, abolished feudal property in favour of bourgeois property.
The distinguishing feature of Communism is not the abolition of property generally, but the abolition bourgeois property. But modern bourgeois private property is the final and most complete expression of the system of producing and appropriating products, that is based on class antagonisms, on the exploitation of the many by the few.
In this sense, the theory of the Communists may be summed up in the single sentence: Abolition of private property.
We Communists have been reproached with the desire of abolishing the right of personally acquiring property as the fruit of a man’s own labour, which property is alleged to be the ground work of all personal freedom, activity and independence. Hard-won, self-acquired, self-earned property! Do you mean the property of the petty artisan and of the small peasant, a form of property that preceded the bourgeois form? There is no need to abolish that; the development of industry has to a great extent already destroyed it, and is still destroying it daily.
Or do you mean modern bourgeois private property?
But does wage labour create any property for the labourer? Not a bit. It creates capital, i.e. that kind of property which exploits wage labour, and which cannot increase except upon condition of begetting a new supply of wage labour for fresh exploitation. Property, in its present form, is based on the antagonism of capital and wage labour. Let us examine both sides of this antagonism.
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You are horrified at our intending to do away with private property. But in your existing society, private property is already done away with for nine-tenths of the population; its existence for the few is solely due to its non-existence in the hands of those nine-tenths. You reproach us, therefore, with intending to do away with a form of property, the necessary condition for whose existence is, the non-existence of any property for the immense majority of society.

BUT THE WORLD WOULD GET GO TO RACK AND RUIN or so they say…

In one word, you reproach us with intending to do away with your property. Precisely so; that is just what we intend. From the moment when labour can no longer be converted into capital, money, or rent, into a social power capable of being monopolised, i.e. from the moment when individual property can no longer be transformed into bourgeois property, into capital, from that moment, you say, individuality vanishes. You must, therefore, confess that by “individual” you mean no other person than the bourgeois, than the middle-class owner of property. This person must, indeed, be swept out of the way, and made impossible.
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Capital needs workers, but workers don’t need capital. It’s in the strength of their arms…!



It has been objected that upon the abolition of private property all work will cease, and universal laziness will overtake us. According to this, bourgeois society ought long ago to have gone to the dogs through sheer idleness; for those of its members who work, acquire nothing, and those who acquire anything, do not work. The whole of this objection is but another expression of the tautology: that there can no longer be any wage-labour when there is no longer any capital.
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There’s nothing but politics in this Manifesto!!
Not even a joke or two? Nothing about girls?
Oh! Of course there is! Marx was the first to condemn the exploitation of women, and in the Manifesto he did so in no uncertain terms:
(Please keep cool and go on reading…)



The bourgeois sees in his wife a mere instrument of production. He hears that the instruments of production are to be exploited in common, and, naturally, can come to no other conclusion then that the lot of being common to all will likewise fall to the woman.
He has not even a suspicion that the real point aimed at is to do away with the status of women as mere instruments of production.
For the rest, nothing is more ridiculous than the virtuous indignation of our bourgeois at the community of women which, they pretend, is to be openly and officially established by the Communists. The Communists have no need to introduce community of women; it has existed almost from time immemorial.
Our bourgeois, not content with having the wives and daughters of their proletarians at their disposal, not to speak of common prostitutes, take the greatest pleasure in seducing each other’s wives.
Bourgeois marriage is in reality a system of wives in common and thus, at the most, what the Communists might possibly be reproached with, is that they desire to introduce, in substitution for a hypocritically concealed, an openly legalised community of women. For the rest, it is self-evident that the abolition of the present system of production must bring with it the abolition of the community of women springing from that system, i.e. of prostitution both public and private.
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(And since we’ve talking about women, let’s see what old prof. Engels had to say…)
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Go on! Women’s lib is already 100 years old!!



This situation changed with the patriarchal family and even more with the monogamous individual family. The administration of the household lost its public character. It was no longer the concern of society. It became private service. The wife became the first domestic servant, pushed out of participation in social production. Only modern large-scale industry again threw open to her – and only to the proletarian woman at that – the avenue to social production; but in such a way that, when she fulfils her duties in the private service of her family, she remains excluded from public production and cannot earn anything; and when she wishes to take part in public industry and earn her living independently, she is not in a position to fulfil her family duties. What applies to the woman in the factory applies to her in all professions, right up to medicine and law. The modern individual family is based on the open or disguised domestic enslavement of the woman; and modern society is a mass composed solely of individual families as its molecules. Today, in the great majority of cases, the man has to be the earner, the breadwinner of the family, at least among the propertied classes, and this gives him a dominating position which requires no special legal privileges. In the family, he is the bourgeois; the wife represents the proletariat.

Marx’s prophetic vision is pretty astonishing.

That’s why his writings don’t go out of date.
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Blimey! Was that written in 1848 or today??
But let’s get on with the manifesto:



We have seen above, that the first step in the revolution by the working class, is to raise the proletariat to the position of ruling class, to win the battle of democracy.
The proletariat will use its political supremacy to wrest, by degrees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all instruments of production in the hands of the State. i.e. of the proletariat organised as the ruling class; and to increase the total of productive forces as rapidly as possible.
Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except by means of despotic inroads on the rights of property, and on the conditions of bourgeois production; by means of measures, therefore, which appear economically insufficient and untenable, but which, in the course of the movement, outstrip themselves, necessitate further inroads upon the old social order, and are unavoidable as a means of entirely revolutionising the mode of production.
These measures will of course be different in different countries.
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What are the socialist measures Charlie mentions?
You can see – listed below – the first practical programme for constructing socialism:…
And if you compare it with present-day reality, two things become clear:
1 The influence of Marx everywhere in the world…
And 2 Countries today (after 120 years) which haven’t yet implemented (And don’t foresee doing so) even this minimum and incomplete programme…



Nevertheless in the most advanced countries, the following will be pretty generally applicable:

1. Abolition of property in land and application of all rents of land to public purposes.

2. A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

5. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the State, by means of a national bank with State capital and an exclusive monopoly.

6. Centralisation of means of communication and transport in the hands of the State.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the State; the bringing into cultivation of waste-lands, and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a common plan.

8. Equal liability of all to labour. Establishment of industrial armies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual abolition of the distinction between town and country, by a more equable distribution of the population over the country.

10. Free education for all children in public schools. Abolition of children’s factory labour in its present form. Combination of education with industrial production, &c., &c.


Herr Karl Marx (Alias the “Tough Guy” forcefully demonstrates that capitalism is Incapable of resolving the problems of humanity. So long as the system goes on developing, everything will go from bad to worse… A decadent empire spreading like a plague everywhere…)
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Is that – gulp – North American Imperialism..?
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What went wrong with the bourgeoisie who’d started off so well?
Why has it produced gangster representatives like Hitler, Trujillo, the Brazilian apes, Truman Franco, Pinochet, Nixon and the rest…?



Marx couldn’t make it any plainer. All systems which carry the destructive seeds of class war will eventually disappear…But before going under, they defend themselves to the death like savage, wounded beasts, until the up-and-coming system administers the coup-de-Grâce …

The internal crises of the Yankee Empire, the struggle for socialism in Vietnam, Cuba, Chile, Africa, the splits inside the Church, every Liberation movement… are all signs of capitalism’s last struggles last struggles to avoid being wiped off the face of the earth…
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Vietnam and Chile prove glaringly who the real enemy of humanity is…



Capitalism has proven itself unable to solves the problems of the people living under it (Not to mention problems in general of humanity)…and it’s well on the road to final crisis and eventual collapse.
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(Just as Charlie Marx “prophesized” it a century ago…)



The purpose of Marx’s theory of HISTORICAL MATERIALISM

Is to show us that history is made by man, not by “Destiny” or the so called “Hand of God”…


[image: image]

History is the life of people – period – that’s all.



Humanity – thought Marx – did not require ‘outside’ help to invent its tools. No angel appeared from heaven to teach man how to construct ploughs and wheels…
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Wheel?!??
What I want to invent is the lifebuoy!!



Each generation comes along to create, and gradually perfect new tools – by working and not thanks to the Holy Spirit! (Even if not all the great inventors were Atheists…)

But tools cannot work all by themselves.

People have to sweat to keep them operating…

These instruments of production, and the men who produce things with them, are what Marx calls…
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The moving forces of society



But nothing is produced in isolation. Human labour has always a social character. Society was formed by men as a help, as a protection against wild animals, to get better results from work…
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(and to pull the wool over our eyes…)



Exactly.
Because this is what eventually happened. The owners joined forces to squeeze productivity out of the non-owners (i.e. those who had nothing but their labour-power…)
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The work-force, maestro…



(And that’s how, as we’ve seen, the levels of social class arose, and how the precise kinds of relations between them were set up. One exploiters, the other exploited…)

These relations, which people establish (like ’em or not) during the process of production, Marx calls:
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The relations of production



The combination of “Productive forces” (or units of production) and the relations of production, Marx defines by the concept of MODE OF PRODUCTION
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Indeed, Marx says – history becomes the history of the modes production…



History isn’t just the life and adventures of Nobles, Kings, priests and such, But it reveals the successive stages of the different modes of production by which mankind gained power over nature.
Marx distinguished 5 systems or modes thus:
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Primitive community…
… and the slave are known and clear to everyone…



The system we’ll now try to explain is…

Feudalism (hoping everybody’ll understand it)
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Now then my lad, what’s this ‘Feydalism’ then?



Feudalism comes from the latin word, “Feudum”, the name given to class which the king divided up among his nobles in exchange for their support… (A “Fedum”= a “Fee”)

Those who actually lived on the land had some claim to their bit of earth. But their labour belonged to the feudal over-lord to whom they paid taxes and who used them whenever he went to war… When I say “king” by the way, you can just as well read “pope”, because the church of christ was also a feudal system like any other (and probably worse...)
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Within Feudalism, the social classes seen from top to bottom were:
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Nobility Clergy Merchant Guild Artisans Serfs



As time went on, the merchants and guild artisans grew in numbers and power. They began to shrug off the Burdensome yoke imposed on them by the Nobles and clergy. The first intellectuals awoke, bringing new ideas into daylight. A new class is born, the BOURGEOISIE
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I’m really fed up paying takes to those lay-about bishops and kings. Long liver liberty, damn it!!!



Commerce thus began to change the form production. The bourgeoisie needed bigger (and free) markets to shift the merchandise produced in their workshops. Their appetite for profits ran smack against the units of the feudal mode production… And these restraints provoked a series of bourgeois REVOLUTION

“Against kings and church, leading to the birth of a new “system of production” CAPITALISM…
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Capitalism is already in its venerable old age. In practise, it saw the light of the day in Paris, 1789, with the French revolution…



The French revolution was primarily a liberation movement.
‘Liberation’ from what?
From the power of the Monarch and the clergy.
For what?
To defend private property and free enterprise.
For whose benefit?
The bourgeois, i.e. the rich who wanted the liberty to make more money and the liberty of the serfs so as to buy their labour freely.

The French revolution was a general class struggle, a tough pitched battle in which everyone took sides against the common enemy:
The nobility and the clergy.

Once defeated, their power went to the ascending class – the Bourgeosie. The peasantary got something out of it: ownership of their lads. But this serf-labourers got nothing at all…


[image: image]

Except the “liberty” to exchange masters…



The bourgeois revolution (or the French: same difference) was followed by another revolution – the industrial, humanity invented machines which took the place of manual crafts. This completely revolutionized the mode of production…
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Oh sure!
But these ’effin’ machines won’t work ’emselves!!



The appearance on the scene of machine – produced goods brings with it a couple of new social classes: Capitalists, or owners of the machines, and workers, or the operators tied to these infernal machines. With machinery comes a new mode of production which marx calls CAPITALISM

Now the worker isn’t the slave of a feudallord. He’s a “Free Citizen” (i.e. free to sell himself to the “Highest” bidder…)
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Right! Anyone feel like paying me more…?



Just as everyone was settling down happily with capitalism (and like Hegel) thinking that society had finally taken the right road, along comes Marx and spoils the party…
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’Ere! Who the ’ell invited you hippie??



Marx’s theory of class struggle – inevitable and historical – really hit capitalism below the belt. Sooner or later, says Marx, capitalism is going to have to retreat before a newer and fairer system…
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Gulp!



Marx shows us how the laws of historical development determine the inevitable sequence of modes of production: from primitive to slavery, from feudalism on to capitalism… which led (and still leads) many to ask themselves:


[image: image]

Then why the class struggle?
Why struggle for socialism, and fight the police, if it will happen anyway?



MARX Replies:

Because men make history, not the other way round…

History doesn’t do anything. It doesn’t promote any struggle.

Capital will attempt to resist its own downfall. What will lead to its destruction are capitalism’s internal contradictions: but only because of an adversary developing independency of capitalism’s will, i.e. the proletariat…
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Only rain, hail and stuff like that fall from heaven. Change doesn’t come from “on high”…



Marx knows perfectly well that the rich will never freely surrender their wealth and privileges…
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You gotta persuade ’em with “good manner!”
My word! I’d like to know how the plebeian riff-raff will take over…



How?

Well, if anyone really wanted to know (including this fat Russian fauntleroy), Marx willingly explained the recipe for transforming capitalist society into a socialist one: Expropriating the private means of production, replacing the government and state administration…
i.e. Seizing power…

But how can the workers seize power??

Marx supplies the formula in the communist manifesto …
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Workers of the world, UNITED!



A hand is made up of 5 fingers, but a fist is the same 5 fingers united…

(Not for nothing, the fist is the symbol of the worker’s struggle…)

AND SO?
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Marx makes the point crystal clear – as in this illustration:
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A workers’ party!



“In its struggle against the united power of the ruling class, only the working class – as an organised class – can activate a party of its own to oppose all other old, reactionary parties…”
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But a mass party isn’t build overnight!!!



The first step must be to convince the worker that only unity will give him the means to change his existence. He must become aware of his power, of the reasons why he lives badly, and that capitalism will never solve his problems. He must realise what socialism can offer him…
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…In a word (He’s got to be)
POLITICIZED

Only a politicized working class can move to the next stage: the organized struggle to safeguard its rights…

Even in Marx’s day, some already believed that union campaigns only served to obtain higher wages and better living conditions… But, says Marx, this is the wrong way to understand unions…
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“Communists fight for the attainment of the immediate aims, for the enforcement of the momentary interests of the working class, but in the movement of the present, they also represent and take care of the future of that movement”… (Manifesto)



The principle aim of any labour union must be change which anticipates socialism … or else it just wastes its time, as American unions do, struggling along on bended knee for capitalism’s sake..
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Now comes the interesting question, which many readers have probably asked themselves: peaceful road or armed struggle? Which?
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Ranged against the working-man’s party, there’s the u.s. government… the army, the police, laws, repression, the whole propaganda machine!
…and I’ll add a dash of what’s missing-like in chile!.



Sooner or later – Marx said –the confrontation has got to turn deadly, and the working class will arrive at revolution. A workers’ party may help the proletariat to screen concessions from the capitalists, but even that won’t change the basic exploitive conditions (more or less exploited, maybe, but never completely free…)

The struggle of industrial and agrarian workers within the frame of unions, parties and even parliament, is only a way to prepare, to organize, to gain the strength for the decisive blow…
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“…in times when the class struggle nears the decisive hour, the process of dissolution going on within the ruling class, in fact within the whole range of old society, assumes such a violent, glaring character…”
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“…that a small section of the ruling class cuts itself adrift, and joins the revolutionary class… just as, at an earlier period, a section of the nobility went over the bourgeoisie…” (Manifesto)



This “small section” cutting itself adrift from the bourgeoisie includes intellectuals, like Marx and Engles, Lenin, Mao, Ho Chi Minh, fidel castro, Che, and lots of others who would have done nothing alone… like the students who won’t change anything unless they join forces with the workers and peasants…

(amen!!)

Marx never imagined a working class movement separate from socialist theory. A socialist party without mass support is a phantom, a body without a head, or vice versa, like the leftist parties which have lost touch with the real problems or workers and peasants…
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Bah! Just not air!!



Marx’s theory had to wait 24 years after his death before being put into practise, and in a country where it seemed impossible. In Russia, 1917, thanks to the vision and steadfast struggle of a “Bourgeois” Marxist called Lenin
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(“The 3 sources and component parts of Marxism” 1913 v.19)

…“The teaching of Marx is all-powerful because it is true. It is complete and Harmonious, providing men with a consistent view of the universe, which cannot be reconciled with any superstition, any reaction, any difference of bourgeois oppression. It is the lawful successor of the best that has been created by humanity in the 19th century – German philosophy, English political Economy and French socialism.”

Lenin was the one to continue Marx’s ideas. He contributed greatly to revolutionary theory, defending it against its enemies and mistaken interpreters. He was the one to prove Marx correct…
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But Marx, basing himself on the experience of the Paris Commune, taught that the proletariat cannot simply lay hold of the ready-made state machine and use it for its own purpose, that the proletariat must smash this machine and substitute a new one for it… This new type of state machinery was created by the Paris Commune, and by the Russian Soviets of Workers…
(Lenin, Vol.26, p.90)



(But to go on about Lenin and the Russian revolution calls for a whole other book…)

…I think this is the right place to write THE END…

(…Well, not entirely…)
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*You’re not obliged to read this now! Declare a holiday and start again – later on! And I hope it will be cleared than the preceding pages…

AGNOSTICISM / (from the Greek, agnostos = unknown). Philosophical doctrine which maintains that human reason is limited and the true nature of things inaccessible to man. This doctrine holds that the world we observe and deal with is not an objective reality, but rather a product of the activity of our reason and sense organs. Agnosticism is disproved by experience and practice, now that science has cleared the way to the knowledge of things. There remains one difference: between what is already known and what is not yet known.
Agnostic philosophers include Hume, Kant, Comte, Spencer, Mach etc.

ANALYSIS and SYNTHESIS / 1) analysis (in Greek, ‘decomposition’), dis-integration of an object or phenomenon into its simple component parts. 2) synthesis (in Greek, ‘composition’), recombination of the parts of an object or phenomenon as a whole.
Metaphysics opposes analysis to synthesis. Dialectical materialism, instead, maintains the unity of these two procedures. “Without analysis there is no synthesis” (Engels). For example, when analysing the human body, anatomists study its organs separately; but to grasp the complete, deep significance and function of every organ, analysis is not enough. It is necessary to consider the organism as a whole: indeed, studying its parts, but as a synthesis.

ANIMISM / (from the Latin, anima: soul). The spiritualization of natural phenomena. The belief that behind every natural object there hides an invisible or ‘mental’ spirit-force. “This tendency to personification had as a consequence the creation of the gods.” (Engels). Primitive animism was the basis of religion and later idealist thought.

ANTAGONISM / (from the Greek, agon = contest). An irreconcilable contradiction which is resolved by violence. As the contradiction between the bourgeoisie and the working class is thus resolved by socialist revolution. Contradictions between the working class and peasantry have no antagonistic character.

ATHEISM / (from the Greek, ‘without god’) The scientific negation of religion. Atheism was born in ancient Greece with the materialist philosophers, Democritus and Epicurus, who denied the supernatural and stated that the world is nothing other than matter composed of atoms.

ANTI-DUHRING / The abbreviated title of a work by Engels: “The Scientific Revolution of Eugene Duhring”, a classic of Marxist literature. The work was aimed against the German philosopher, Duhring, who wished to refute Marxism by recourse to metaphysics. The ANTI-DUHRING is a masterly synthesis of Marx’s forty years of struggle and study.

ATOM / The idea of the atom was first introduced to science by Democritus and Epicurus, more than 2,000 years ago. The physicist, Newton, and the philosophers, Holbach and Gassendi, worked on this theory.

BASE (or INFRA) and SUPERSTRUCTURE/ The mode of production, i.e. the forces and relations of production which constitute the economic base – the foundation of society. Once the base ( or infrastructure ) is modified then the superstructure (including the political system, religion, philosophy, morality, art, science etc.) must also modify itself, at a more or less rapid rhythm. ( see also ECONOMIC BASE)

CAPITAL / or ‘Das Kapital’, the principal work by Karl Marx. A detailed analysis of the laws governing the economic development of capitalism – but also an immense historical and philosophical treatise. In this work, the theory of historical materialism is fundamentally developed.

CATEGORIES / Notions which express the essential relations and laws of the real world. In dialectical materialism, these categories are: matter, motion, space, time, necessity, causality, quantity, substance, form, content, etc. In Historical Materialism, they are: the social-economic structure, forces of production, infra-and super-structure, ideology, etc.
These categories represent a generalization of the processes and phenomena of nature, independent of the consciousness of man.

CAUSALITY / One of the forms of general interdependence of phenomena in the objective world. In essence, cause and effect “are only moments of interdependence and universal relation, of the connection of events; they are, above all, present in the chain of the development of matter.” (Lenin) There can be no phenomena (events) without causes. All natural phenomena have natural and material causes. Cause and effect stand in reciprocal relation to each other. Between them exists an internal relation regulated by laws.
Thus in the socialist system, the development of technology becomes a cause of the increasing well-being {effect) of workers.

CLASS STRUGGLE (see also SOCIAL CLASSES) / Struggle between exploited and exploiters. Demonstration that class interests are irreconcilable. The forms of class struggle are diverse: economic, political, ideological, theoretical. But all such kinds are subordinate to the political struggle. With the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat, class struggle does not cease but takes on new forms.

COMMUNISM / The doctrine of Marx and Engels founded on the basis of the materialist conception of history. Communism is the stage following after socialism and when social classes cease to exist. Communism does not yet exist in any country. The Soviet Union, China and other socialist countries are still in the phase of socialism where class struggle has still not terminated.

CONDITIONS OF THE MATERIAL LIFE OF SOCIETY / The elements determining the conditions of material life in society are: 1) geographical situation and natural resources; 2) population density; 3) the mode of production by which it creates the material goods necessary to its existence. The fundamental force which determines development of a society, and also its passage from one kind of social system to another, is material production – the development of the “productive power of the society”.

DARWIN, CHARLES (1809–1882) / Celebrated English thinker, founder of the theory of evolution. “Darwin put an end to the belief that the animal and vegetable species bear no relation to one another, except by chance, and that they were created by God, and hence immutable.” (Lenin)

DETERMINISM and INDETERMINISM / Determinism: doctrine concerning the necessary relationship between events and phenomena and their accidental conditioning. For example, the anarchy of the capitalist mode of production fatally determines economic crisis; the development of class struggle inevitably determines a social revolution. Idealists oppose to determinism, indeterminism – maintaining that the natural course of events in reality are not subject to laws but to independent, arbitrary chance.

DIALECTIC / (from the Greek, ‘debate’ and ‘converse’) According to early Greek philosophers, the art of knowing truth by uncovering the contradictions in the reasonings of one’s adversary. Later, dialectics (also sometimes in the form, ‘dialectic’) came to be transformed into a theory of development and universal relations. Dialectics considers all phenomena as being in movement, in process of perpetual change. It views the development of nature itself as a result of the struggle between contradictions within nature. Dialectics became a science when Marx and Engels liberated it from Hegelian idealism. It is a doctrine of development – a science of the universal laws governing the development of nature, human society and thought.

DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT / The period of transition from socialism to communism, during which the material conditions are created for socialist construction, the suppression of classes and the passage to a classless and stateless society.

DOGMA, DOGMATISM / Dogma is undemonstrated affirmation, accepted with blind faith. This is why Marx and Engels always said: “Our doctrine is not a dogma, but a guide to action.” Unfortunately, dogmatic Marxists often ignore this crucial aspect of Marxism, and thereby rob it of its revolutionary, creative power.

DUALISM / (from the Latin, ‘two’) A philosophical tendency opposed to ‘monism’ (from the Greek, monos = one, unity). Dualism places not one but two different substances at the origin of existence. Thus DESCARTES sees man as being composed of two distinct substances: one, material – the body, the other spiritual – the soul. Marxism places matter-in-movement at the origin of all natural phenomena as primary cause. Consciousness is a secondary cause produced by matter.

ECLECTICISM / Mere mechanical link-ups of various currents, concepts and theories, without any pre-established principle. Eclectic thinkers attempt to reconcile materialism and idealism.

ECONOMIC BASE / The mode of production at the basis of any social system. The economic base (or infra-structure) determines the totality of the social superstructure: the state, political institutions, ideas and theories, etc. “The structures of every society can change rapidly only by revolutionizing the economic base.” (Marx)

ECONOMIC STRUCTURE / Ordering of society into classes: the relations of production which correspond to the specific level determined by the development of the material forces of production.

EMPIRIO-CRITICISM / Reactionary, idealist current of philosophy which arose in Germany and Austria during the second half of the 19th century. Its initiators were Avenarius and Mach. They affirmed that “elements of the world” i.e. “elements of experience” stood at the basis of all phenomena. Each thing is a “combination of elements". By the term ‘elements’, they meant the fact that sensation is at the basis of phenomena; but in such a way as to identify ‘element’ with sense-impression.

EPICURUS / (342–270 B.C.) Greek materialist philosopher, teacher and follower of Democritus.

EVOLUTION and REVOLUTION / Quantitative changes, of an unperceived, slow and interrupted kind come about through evolution. Qualitative changes, on the contrary, happen all at once, by leaps, in a revolutionary manner. Development implies both, necessarily. Evolution prepares the way for revolution. But opportunism replaces revolutionary struggle by reform.

EXISTENCE Philosophic term designating subjective reality, in matter.

EXISTENCE and SOCIAL CONSCIOUSNESS / From the viewpoint of dialectical materialism, existence is primary while consciousness, as a simple reflection of matter, of nature, of human thought, is secondary. Social existence – i.e. the mode of producing material goods, objects, food, clothing etc. – is the primary element which determines social consciousness and the spiritual, intellectual life of society (its culture). Marx extended materialism into the areas of social phenomena by discovering that social existence and the mode of production determine social consciousness.

EXPERIMENT / By experiment is currently understood the ‘practical experience’ of the procedures verifying knowledge by direct observation of phenomena – either in the laboratory or in objective reality. Philosophy explains experiment either in materialist or idealist form. For dialectical materialism, experience presupposes the presence of an objective, material world which exists independently of human consciousness. But for idealism, experience does not involve material objects or even phenomena: rather, it is concerned with our past impressions. It can therefore consider religious ‘sentiment’ alone as experimental proof enough of the existence of God.

FATALISM / (from the Latin, ‘fate’) Idealist notion which holds that historical development is pre-determined by some unknown force, by ‘destiny’. Fatalism denies the creative function of people, history and political struggle, and considers humanity a plaything in the hands of God or fate, unable to influence things through ACTION.

FETISHISM / To deify or ‘fetishize’ objects means to give them occult, supernatural forces foreign to human nature. In primitive times, the fetish was an object of awe; later becoming a good or bad luck charm. In capitalism, the fetishism of money, property and commodities is the magic of capitalist ownership.

FEUERBACH, LUDWIG (1804–72) / One of the major German materialists who proclaimed and defended atheism and influenced the founders of Marxism. Feuerbach, however, remains idealist in his concept of social phenomena. Neglecting the material basis of society, he distinguished the successive stages of human development according to the different forms of religious consciousness. Feuerbach did not grasp the importance of practical revolutionary action, or the dialectical interaction between man and nature and the transformation of humanity in the process of production.

FIDE-ISM / (from the Latin, fides: ‘faith’) Doctrine (especially in Latin countries) which replaces understanding by faith and stresses the determinating role it plays. Lenin sees idealist philosophy as a “more or less weakened or diluted fide-ism”; so to speak, a clericalism, (see IDEALISM)

FORCES OF PRODUCTION / Instruments or tools with which material goods are produced; also persons who use these productive tools and manufacture material goods, thanks to experience and work-training. Productive forces (machines, tools, raw materials etc.) and human labour-power must be present as the indispensable elements of work. Social life depends upon productive forces which it can command and the modes of production employed. Hence the importance of the social planning of these forces, which will only bear fruit with socialism.

FORM and CONTENT / In nature, society or thought, everything has its content and form. Agrarian reform, for instance, may be the content; but its form may vary according to the modes of application.

FORMAL LOGIC / Theory concerning the laws of human thought which separates nature from the enquiry into those laws. Formal logic does not preoccupy itself with material truth (i.e. the faithful reflection and conception of natural phenomena), but with ‘formal’ truth. Hence its name. Herein lies the basis of metaphysical method. Dialectics (i.e. natural logic) is the contrary of formal logic since it considers that the content of thought, the principles and laws of logic, must correspond to materiality, nature and its regulative laws. Formal logic affirms that all objects and concepts are equal to themselves (i.e. the concept of formal identity: that A=A). Dialectical materialism shows that every object is and is not self-identical because it is caught up in a process of development.

FREEDOM and NECESSITY / Metaphysicians often contrast freedom to necessity. Some affirm that will is absolutely free, i.e. unconditioned. Others hold that free will does not exist, but only absolute necessity. Either freedom or necessity … From the Marxist viewpoint, these positions are un-scientific, because freedom does not merely consist of imaginary independence vis-a-vis the laws of nature, but of knowledge of these laws and the possibility of applying them positively in practical action. “Freedom”, Engels says, “consists of a domination over self and external nature; a domination based on the knowledge of the necessities of nature. Consequently, freedom is conscious necessity. Without an understanding of necessity, real liberty is unattainable.”

HEGEL, GEORG WILHELM FRIEDRICH / (1770–1831) German philosopher, idealist dialectician. Nature, according to Hegel, does not develop across time, but varies eternally Only in space. The most valuable part of idealist Hegelian philosophy is the dialectical method it employs – that ideas develop from dialectical contradictions; that transformations from quantity to quality have their origin in this development; that truth is concrete; that the developmental process of human society is realized by its submission to laws and not by chance or under the pressure of outsized personalities. Yet, Hegel was pusillanimous and inconsistent: he bowed before the Prussian feudal monarchy, and minimized the extremes of his dialectical positions out of fear and self-interest. “My dialectical method,” Marx said, “is not only distinct from Hegelian method at bottom, but is absolutely opposed to it.” For Hegel, thought creates reality. The opposite for Marx – ideas are nothing more than matter absorbed and transformed by human thought.

HUMANISM / Cultural current, developed from the 14th to the 16th centuries. Conception of social reality proper to the then new-born bourgeoisie which struggled to liberate human personality and science from bondage to religious feudalism. Petrarch, Boccaccio, Erasmus, Machiavelli etc., were some representatives of bourgeois humanism. Humanism cannot survive under a capitalist regime because it is opposed to the exploitation of man by man, the very essence of capitalism. Only the real liberation of humanity can bring about genuine humanism.

HUME, DAVID / (1711–1776) English bourgeois philosopher, historian and economist. As an agnostic, he reckoned insoluble the problem of the existence or non-existence of objective reality. He affirmed that we cannot know what things are in themselves and whether they exist or not. Denying the material basis of things and causality, Hume concluded that what alone exists is a flux of psychological perception in human consciousness, and that science leads only to the simple description of this current, with little possibility either of understanding or of conceiving its laws.

IDEALISM / Philosophy which considers reality as an incarnation of a ‘Universal Idea’ or of a ‘consciousness’. Idealism is closely linked with religion and leads more or less openly to the idea of God.

IDEOLOGY / Combination of ideas, assumptions, notions of determined concepts, representations. Politics, science, morality, art and religion are forms of ideology. All ideologies are reflections of social existence. In class-based society, ideology expresses and defends the interests of the classes in struggle. In bourgeois society, struggle develops between bourgeois and socialist ideologies. There is no intermediate term, since, as Lenin affirms, humanity has not elaborated a ‘third’ ideology.

INDUCTION (and DEDUCTION) / Induction: method of reasoning which consists of passing from the particular to the general, from facts to generalizations. Deduction: method which consists of passing from the general to the particular, from generalized propositions to particular conclusions.

INSTRUMENTS (or TOOLS) OF PRORODUCTION / Principle elements of productive forces (e.g. machinery) employed by humanity to act upon nature and transform it into material goods. Marx says that economic epochs differ from each other not so much in what they produce but how they do so. How labour produces. The means of production are not simply measures of human labour-power but also the indication of the relations by means of which work takes place.

KANT, IMMANUEL / (1724–1804) Founder of classical German idealism. He attempted to reconcile materialism and idealism. “When Kant admits that a certain ‘thing-in-itself, outside us, must correspond to our representation of it, then he is a materialist. When he declares it impossible to know this ‘thing-in-itself, he becomes an idealist.” (Lenin) As Kant himself declares, the central problem of his theory of knowledge is to define the limits of the laws of reason, while still retaining a place for God beyond such limits. In his doctrine of ethics, Kant believes it ‘necessary’ to recognize the existence of God and the soul’s immortality, so as to maintain a basis for morality.

MARXISM-LENINISM / Theory of the proletarian liberation movement. Theory and practice of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Theory of the construction of communist society.

MATTER / (or MATERIAL) By its nature, the world is material. The variety of phenomena in nature corresponds to the distinct forms of matter in motion. Lenin wrote that matter is a philosophical category to designate objective reality which presents itself to humanity through human perception. Matter is copied, ‘photographed’ or reflected through human sensations while retaining an existence proper to itself and independent of them.

MATERIALISM / One of the two main tendencies in philosophy which gives a specific reply to the fundamental problem of the relation between thought and existence. Materialism recognizes matter as the primary element, and consciousness (or thought) secondary. It relies on science – particularly the physical sciences. Dialectical materialism recuperates the entire materialist tradition preceding it and re-elaborates everything of value in it. (see below)

MATERIALISM (DIALECTICAL) / Philosophical doctrine formulated by Marx and Engels, so called because of its dialectical manner of confronting, studying and understanding natural phenomena; and materialist by its manner of interpreting phenomena and drawing up its theory. Dialectical materialism is the only scientific interpretation of the world; and it is opposed to idealism which offers an interpretation based on religion.

MATERIALISM (HISTORICAL) / Marxist doctrine of the development of human society. Historical materialism sees in the development of material goods necessary to human existence the primary force which determines all social life (and which conditions the transition from one kind of social order to another).
The growth of human power over nature finds its expression in the development of the productive forces of society. The transmutation of economic-social forces throughout history (primitive communal, slave, feudal and capital states) is, above all, a change from certain kinds of productive modes and relations towards other more progressive ones. Such change is the necessary effect, the cause of which are the laws to which social productive forces everywhere submit.
Discovery of the real basis of life and social development (material production) allows one to see for the first time the importance of the creative spirit of the masses. Great men were not the ones alone to make history, but the workers, the real prime movers of the production process, those who accomplished the material tasks necessary for social subsistence.

MATERIALISM (MECHANISTIC) / Early form of materialism which sought to explain all natural phenomena by mechanical laws. It considers motion not as change in general but as the mechanical displacement of bodies in space due to external influences – the mere collision of two entities. Mechanistic materialism denies the spontaneous movement of bodies, their qualitative change, the development by leaps, the passage from inferior to superior.

METAPHYSICS / (from the Greek, ta meta ta physika: those works of Aristotle after his ‘Physics’) Metaphysical method affirms that things and their mental reflections (i.e. concepts) are essentially discrete, unchanging, petrified, given once for all, and can thus be investigated separately, independently one from the other. Metaphysics posits in principle that nature is at rest, immobile, unchanging and unmoving. It considers the process of development uniquely on a quantitative and not qualitative level. Politically, the stance is one that denies class struggle and tries to show that the transition from capitalism to socialism can be realized without violent rupture, by peaceful fusion of capitalism with socialism.

METHODOLOGY / Doctrine of method: combination of procedures, techniques of enquiry applicable to all sciences.

MONISM / (from the Greek, monos: one) Philosophical doctrine which, contrary to dualism, recognizes as the cause of all existence only a single principle or origin. Materialists, for instance, consider matter as the unique cause of all phenomena; and the idealist-monist, spirit or god or mind.

MORALITY, MORALS I Norms of social life, human behaviour, one of the forms of social consciousness. Materialists hold that morality changes with each change of social order. There exists a morality typical of the slave state; another in the feudal state, the bourgeois, and the communist. The ruling class imposes ‘its’ morality and puts it into practice in accord with its historical class interests.

NEGATION OF NEGATION / The law of the negation of negation is fundamental to dialectics. Every phenomenon, because internally contradictory, contains in itself its own proper negation (or its own opposite). Thus, within it unfolds the conflict between what was and what is becoming – between old and new. Negation of the past state is not, however, a pure or vain negation, a simple annulment of everything which has been (as metaphysics thinks.) “Negation, in dialectics, does not signify merely saying No, or simply saying something does not exist, or destroying it in some manner.” (Engels) Dialectics demands “demonstration of the relation between the negative and the positive: so as to encounter the positive in the negative.” (Lenin) Communism, thus, declares that everything positive has been created by humanity – even what was obtained under the yoke of capitalism. This is the positive in the negative. Communist society, in its turn, is the negation of the exploitative class regime – i.e. the negation of the negation.

OBJECTIVE / Opposite of subjective: what exists outside human consciousness, independently, but which human thought genuinely reflects.

PANTHEISM / (from the Greek, pan: all, and theos: god) Philosophical doctrine according to which divinity, as a spiritual and impersonal first principle, is found throughout nature – so that everything is divine.

PLATO / (427–347 B.C.) Greek philosopher, ideologist of the slave-owning aristocracy; founder of objective idealism which maintains that there exists besides the universe of perceptible things another world – the one of Ideas. So, above and beyond the trees one actually sees (which derive from various essences), Plato affirms there exists the unique Idea one has of ‘trees’, which is always identical, eternal – and this is the case for all of nature. According to Plato, things are only the shadows of Ideas. Ideas are eternal; things transitory. Not perception, but reason and its concepts give one true knowledge of the essence of things in reality.

PHILOSOPHY / (from the Greek, philos: love, friend, and sophia: science or wisdom) In dialectical materialism, the science of the most general laws of nature, human society and thought. The fundamental problem of philosophy is that of the relation between existence and thought. To find the answer, all philosophical tendencies divide up into two camps – materialist and idealist.

PHILOSOPHY, THE CLASSICAL GERMAN / Of the 18th and first half of the 19th centuries. Kant, its founder, was succeeded by Fichte and Schelling. Hegel’s system represents the culminating phase of this philosophical movement. Classical German philosophy reflects the influences of European revolutionary movements. But such influences were deflected by the retrogressive socio-economic conditions of the epoch. This philosophy did contribute something fundamental – the renewal of dialectics as the theory of development. Taken up by Marx, it served as the basis for dialectical materialism. Engels has brilliantly analysed this philosophy in his work, “Ludwig Feuerbach And The End Of Classical German Philosophy.”

POSITIVISM / One of the most widespread of the idealist currents within modern bourgeois philosophy. Positivism, according to its founders, is based not upon abstract deductions but on ‘positive’, real facts. August Comte, its creator, believed that the human mind must renounce any effort to know the very essence of things and content itself with the truth derived from observation and experiment. But this is only an “up to date” agnosticism.

PROPERTY / Private property appeared long after the origins of humanity. In the primitive communal state, ownership of the means of production was held in common. In the slave state, the ‘boss’ was the owner of human means of production – and hence the origin of private property. Under socialism, the means of production belong to the community, not to particular individuals – hence socialist property.

RATIONALISM / Theory which tends to recognize reason as the unique source of true knowledge; contrary to empiricism which makes perception this source of knowledge. Descartes and Leibnitz were outstanding representatives of rationalism.

RELATIONS OF PRODUCTION / Reciprocal relations established between people in the process of producing material goods. Persons can produce goods, not only individually, but together by uniting and practising communal action. History determines five main types of such relations: 1) In the primitive communal state, ownership of the instruments of production and products was held in common. With the passage from stone tools to metal, the tribes turned to agriculture and commerce and began to accumulate commodities. This led to the birth of private property, and monopolizing of accumulated wealth by a minority, and the rise of classes – the owners and the slaves. 2) In the slave epoch, free labour was replaced by slave exploitation: land was parcelled out to his serfs who worked for him partly freely, partly by payment in kind. 4) With the rise of the bourgeois or pre-capitalist society, a minority capitalist class seizes the means of production and exploits a wage-earning class. 5) The socialist state restores common ownership of the means of production, gives the product back to the producer, and eliminates ruling class exploitation.

RELIGION / Combination of beliefs and cult-practices which subordinates human life to a divine super-order. It appears in history as a form of oppression of the people by the ruling class. Marxism sees in religion the exploitation of human ignorance and credulity.

REVISIONISM / Hostile counter-current to Marxism which seeks to ‘correct’ he philosophical foundations of dialectical materialism. Today, for instance, China and the USSR accuse each other of ‘revisionism’ in their modes of applying socialism.

SCHOLASTICISM / (from Latin, schola, school; and Greek skhole, leisure) Gathered under this name are the various schools of philosophy current in the Middle Ages. But each one was linked strictly to religious dogma, all equally “servants of theology”, all overlooked nature. Such dogmatism lends its name, ‘scholastic’, to all reasoning foreign to reality, all groundless philosophies, certain political discussions, etc. The main scholastics (or school-men) were Thomas Aquinas, Anselm of Canterbury, Duns Scotus, William of Occam, etc.

SOCIALISM / Economy, social and political doctrine which expresses the struggle for the equal distribution of wealth by eliminating private property and the exploitative ruling class. In practice, such a distribution of wealth is achieved by social ownership of the means of production, exchange and diffusion.

SOCIALISM (UTOPIAN) / Non-scientific socialism based on imaginary or optimist theories. Upheld by certain French and English utopian-socialists of the 19th century.

SOCIOLOGY / Science of society; as founded by Comte and Herbert Spencer, it takes no account of class struggle. Marx succeeded in raising sociology to a science by demonstrating that the development of society is not solely determined by ideas but by the relations of production. Thus he showed the course of ideas obeys the course of things. Marx also made clear that the problem of scientific research into society consists of the explanation of those particular historical laws which regulate the origin, existence, development and decline of any given social organism, and its transformation into another, superior one.

SOPHISM, SOPHISTRY / Incorrect reasoning presented in such a way as to appear correct, or persuasive, and thus which leads others into error. Sophistry is the application in discussion of such erroneous conclusions. The characteristic method of sophistry is: “To start from external resemblances between facts, apart from their relation to events.” (Lenin) By relying on apparent resemblances, sophists seek to apply the properties of one set of phenomena to others completely different.

SPINOZA, BARUCH / (1632–77) Jewish-Dutch philosopher, denied the existence of God as creator of nature. Considered that God was Nature itself. By thus calling nature God, he explained that nature was its own cause. He continued the rationalism of Descartes, although his system was monist – a system in which thought originates in nature.

STATE / Political organization of the economically dominant class, having as its aim the defence of the existing economic order (status quo) – but also the annihilation of the resistance put up against it by other classes. “The state is a machine to maintain the domination of one class over another.” (Lenin)

TIME AND SPACE / These represent the objective form of the existence of matter. Time and space are inseparable from matter, and vice-versa. Dialectical materialism teaches that nothing exists in the world outside of or beyond matter in motion, and that matter cannot move except in space and time. Opposing itself to materialism, idealism believes time and space to be products of human thought and it separates these categories from matter.

THEOLOGY / Pseudo-science which seeks to give foundation to religion by borrowing from philosophical argumentation.

THESIS, ANTITHESIS, SYNTHESIS / (from the Greek: affirmation, negation, union) Every process of development, according to Hegel passes through these three stages: thesis, anti-thesis, syn-thesis. Each stage refutes the one before, and the last re-unites in itself the dominant features of the first two – hence its name, ‘synthesis’. This is the ‘surface’ aspect of dialectics.

UNITY AND CONFLICT BETWEEN CONTRARIES / Opposing metaphysics, dialectics posits on principle that, internal contradictions belong properly to all objects and natural phenomena, and within them everything is continually in motion, ever-changing. Each thing represents in itself the unity of contraries. Everything has a past and a future, a development and a decline, a positive and a negative aspect. This is why movement from a lower to a higher state is achieved by the struggle between opposite tendencies. Within the capitalist mode of production, the proletariat and the bourgeoisie are at once related and opposed through struggle.
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Recommended further reading

“We shall not end, but break off. You can continue these considerations, ladies and gentlemen, with – but even more profoundly without – the aid of any good bookshop.” (Walter Benjamin, ‘Radio Talk on Brecht, 1930)

Whether what the French philosopher J.P. Sartre said nearly forty years ago – that we cannot go beyond Marxism “because we have not gone beyond the circumstances which engendered it” – is true or not depends, to coin a phrase, on the circumstances. However, Marxism continues to be a focus of political, social, economic, cultural and even theological debate. The literature on Marx and Marxism is therefore vast. This list is a practical one which limits itself to Marx’s own texts, all (except the Collected Works) available in paperback and a few subsidiary works. An * indicates a substantial bibliography.

Texts

The best way to study Marx is to read what he (often with Engels) wrote. His most famous short works – The Communist Manifesto; The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Napoleon; The Civil War in France; The Critique of the Gotha Programme; Poverty of Philosophy; Preface and Introduction to ‘A Contribution to a Critique of Political Economy’; Wages, Labour and Capital; Wages, Prices; Profit; and a (very) Selected Letters – are available in pamphlet form published by Foreign Language Press, Beijing, generally only from specialist bookshops, as are his Economic and Philosophic MS of 1844 (Lawrence and Wishart).

The best paperback edition of Marx is the nine-volume Penguin Classic edition, with one exception. This consists of four volumes by political and philosophical writings (Early Writings, ed. and intro. by Lucio Colletti; The Revolutions of 1848, Surveys from Exile; The First International and After, all 3 vols ed. and intro. by Lucio Colletti; The Revolutions of 1848; Surveys from Exile; The First International and After, all 3 vols ed. and intro. by David Fembach); Capital, 3 vols, ed and intro. by Ernest Mandel; the Grundrisse, ed. and introduced by Martin Nicolaus; and – the exception – an edition of the Communist Manifesto with a splenetically hostile introduction and feeble notes by A.J.P. Taylor. This is well replaced by the Norton Critical Edition of the Manifesto (ed. and intro. by Frederic L. Bender) which, like all the other Penguins, is soundly edited and stimulatingly introduced.

Other selections are The Portable Karl Marx (ed. Eugen Kamenka) in Penguin; The Marx-Engels Reader (ed. Robert Tucker) (Norton); and Readings from Karl Marx* (ed. Derek Sayer) (Routledge). Two useful ‘Student editions’ are Capital and The German Ideology (containing the famous Theses on Feuerbach (ed. C.J. Arthur) (Lawrence and Wishart). For those who want their Marx, and Engels, as complete as possible in English, the Collected Works is approaching completion (forty volumes out of the final fifty available so far). This edition is organized into four parts – early Philosophical Works (vols 1–3), General Works in chronological order (vols 4–27), Economic Works (vols 28–37), and Letters (vols 38–50) (Lawrence and Wishart and International Publishers).

Commentaries

The Cambridge Companion to Marx* (ed. Terrell Carver) (Cambridge University Press) contains essays on reception history, philosophy, aesthetics, feminism, and gender politics. Tom Bottomore’s A Dictionary of Marxist Thought* (Blackwell) is a comprehensive dictionary of Marxism and its terminology.

The most thorough critical history and assessment of Marx and Marxism is Leszek Kolakowski’s Main Currents of Marxist Thought* (Oxford University Press, 3 vols), including Engels, Bernstein, Kautsky, Lenin, Luxemburg, Trotsky, Gramsci, Mao, Lukacs, and the Frankfurt School; in contrast, the briefest, limiting itself to Marx, is Peter Singer’s Past Master Marx (also OUP).

Biographies

The most comprehensive is David McLellan’s Karl Marx – His Life and Thought* (Macmillan); the most attractive to read is Isaiah Berlin’s Karl Marx* (OUP) with an especially useful ‘Guide to Further Reading’ (by T. Carver). A biographical treat, which also contains biographies of Engels and Lenin, and of the idea of revolution and revolutionary socialism from Paris, via Marx’s Rhineland and London, to Petrograd, is Edmund Wilson’s To the Finland Station (Penguin).

Nick Jacobs 1994
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