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[Eighty years ago, in 186 there appeared at Hom-
burg Das Kapital (1st part) tthe famous book on Capi- .

talism E,by a German | Jeus; E/pl Marzx, the founder of
mods'n communism. He cailed this * scientific socia-
lism”, as opposei to the utopian theories which had
preceded it. He véuld have culled it * socialist metaphysics *
using a dialechc process borrowed from Hegel's philosophy.
‘ As f}m ST of communism 1s still looked upom as
Lo’ %yl anid des.mcd to bring .about the perfect or ideal
sociql . state, o paradzse on earth, it is good to examine it

more closely.—~EDITOR] e

1L.—Life of Karl Marx (1818-1893)3

Marx was a highly educated bourgeois. Born
in May 1818 at Treves of a lawyer father and
‘Dutch mother. His ancestors had been rabbis,
but in 1824 changed into Protestants for, political
reasons. After a year at Bonn University he

moved to Berlin wher.; the Hegelian philosophgt:

reigned : Bauer devel .ped it into atheism and per-
suaded Marx to wrlteT as a thesis for his doctorate
at Jena a comparison “etween the philosophies of

Theocritusmnd Epuicuius.

e Feuerbach, a pupil of Hegel’s,
r < N “ster, become materialist and
) 9 * The KEssence of Chris-

N }.which Marx hailed with

pbo?l

e

////
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1842—Marx became editor or the Rheinische
Zeitung, a liberal paper: in a con‘roversy in its
columns his attention . was drawn.to socialist
ideas of the Utopian Soiialists—in England the
atheist Robert Owen ana leaders of the Chartists,
in France Saint-Simon-—a.'d as a result he stundied
Socialism. His paper w.s suppressed by the
Government and he hitaself married the daughter
of a baron of Westphsien who was related to the
Argylls. :

~ 1843—He moved to I>ris where he wrote  in
the single issue of the Franco-German Year Book,
to which Bakunin the Anarclist-as opposed to
Communist, one who does not believe in central
government but in separate communes and muni-
cipalities—also contributed. Xnarcny ‘s at _the
root of Marxism. He read Ric#io. the 2. wish
banker in England, and McCulloch. In this article-
he first used the phrase * Keligion is the oplum
of the people” and concluded that all the govern-
ment of a country is rooted in the material life.

1844 —-He met Frederic Engels—a German
clerk in Manchester—for the second time, and
from now on developed the extraordinary friend--,
ship which started Marxism. Engels who was two
. years junior to Marx, was a Calvinist turned
Atheist. He was able td help financially  the
chronically impecunious Mart: and without doubt
aleo mentally. ,’ B

1845—Marx was expced from France for
his attacks on Germany. He moved to Brus-
sels as a Socialist. There he attacked Prudhon’s
* Philosophy of Poverty ” in the * Poverty of Fhi-
losophy,” in which he sets forth and defends the
Matertalist Conception of History (the MCH). He .
joined the Communist League and drew -up.the:

(0(907’ X N
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“Communist Manifesto "—from* which comes
“ Workers of tre world, unite.

1849—He edited in (;Ioic?gne the ¢ Neue Rhgai—
nische Zeitung " which was suppressed, Marx be-
ing expelled.

For the rest of hisfife he lived in London at
Camberwell. By 1850 he gjave up hope of revolu-
tion because of the discove;y of gold in California.
He quarrelled with the Crrmmunist League, who
wantedl an immediate Rgvolution. He declaygd
that there could be no*Revolution without civil
and internationa’. war over a long period, in order
to change social conditions and to make the pro-
letariat fit for social domination. He introduced
the new idza.that the Revolution was bound to
come by ‘the inevitable laws of history. Asa
Scieritine Socialist he sneers at the Utopian Socia-
lists. .

1848—He wrote two Yooks on Scientific
Socialism : * Class Struggles in France an(,l’
“ The Eightcenth Brumaire of Louis Bomaparte.
He had at the time a family of six or seven, liv-
ing in poverty in two rooms. KEngels helped him

by writing articles for him in the New York

Tribune. He moved to a Leicester Street Hoj;el,
and worked in the British Museum Reading

Room. ‘l?

1852-7—Two of his children died, and as his
mother-in-law left him- a little money, he was able
to move to Grafton Terrace. o

1859—He published in German * The Critique
of Political Economy.’’ in which he outlined the
MCH.

1867—The first volume of “Das Kapifal™ ap- '
peared ‘in Hamburg and attracted little attention.
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1868—Engels reti .
allowed himni‘e:laséore:u;;iér paid Ma'rx’s debts and

Bet . .
health c\y)i?n ﬁ?w and death in 1883 Marx’s
died two ‘yg:r:% }Elm tof German spas. His wife
buried in Highgar® [\ 214 he himself whs

1885—K ,
“ Das Kap%?;lgﬁ{s pubhfhed he second volume of
1886—He publishdd the thi
the third.

fourgflagﬁggl between 5)35"1910 publishqd the
volume is the n fo‘}l' paMs in German. The first
tion is not appeey important ¢Bye Everyman edi-
the best is gprov(ad by the Communist Party;
Allen and Ue ited by Engels and published by

nwin at 8/6). Marx’s £baVI?9_tel‘ Was

a

proud, irritable and .
to his wife and to %,I?]g'lt):l}:n“g, but he Wag d_eyted

fl.—How Marx got His Ideas.

Several influences turned the mind of Marx

towards hi S lios
influences ﬁer;l::terlahst idea of the world. These

went {g) Bg ?:IIOSOphzcal : After his doctorate Marx
was a Hegelian _ai‘l ?n' unofficial tutor. There he
is spirit, the abs 10 ding that the ultimate reality
lies the’ h solute idea of reality which under-

phenomenal univzf‘ and which in its

con : .
absﬁi?s sei"r?iutmn. is the fmanifestation of the
form  of pthe. };I‘hlsl'consu 1t evolution takes the
synthesis and so eg; 1an  triad-thesis, antithesis,
relativism in h'a infinitum. It is an elevated
principles excev: ich there are no unchangeable
there is al, Pt mathematics and eternal theory.

constant state of * becoming” Hegel's

theory was ther .
oXbroine. herefore anti-materialist in the
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On the other hand Foeucrbach was materialist
— Spirit is only the highest product of matter.”
Marx came to accept Feuerbach, but wanted to
amalgamate it with tht™ « becoming ” of Hegel,
as evolution plus materislisn.

“ (b) Economic: ,d'vom Adam Smith and
Ricardo Marx took théidea that ** all value depends
on labour” William Thompson had pressed the
theory to the Socialist  conclusion in his
“ Bnquiry into the Trineipie of the Distribution
of Wealth ” in which, form Marx cast it. (Cf.
“The Right to the Whole Produce of Labour”

by Anton Menger).

The post-Smithian economists made much of
economic laws which they equated with scientific
laws—ag: inst which 1t is useless to struggle.
Qmith’s doctrine was of the * invisible hand ™ (?)
which adjusted the egotistic activities of man for
the good of all: these were the economic laws
governing the production and exchange  and
distribution of products of industry among pro-
ducers, and were unalterable. « Laisser-faire,”’
the * Hands off ” principle was proclaimed so that
the State would not interfere with the unalterable
laws. With certain modifications that is the
impression left by the classical economists. Marx’s
theory said that all was governed by ineluctable
laws, and that we sduld not stop the evolution
of the absolute. R

(c) Historical and Social.

Medicvalism: In the Middle Ages the popu-
lation was small; there was government by a
King of the land-owning nobility. The classes were
well marked into nobles, clorgy, merchants, craits-
men, serfs. The religion was nominally Catholic-
ism; the philosophy wwas «“ Seholasticism.” There
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was no tense interest in. Scienc :
purely religious—there was no n%tu?ee I?afitnt;:zzs
The architectural ideasgwere simple—castles for
defence, and cathedrals Jfor worship. There was
universal baptism, feuda\ism; no divorce and 1fo
machinery : wool was thdgtable export and -thus
sheep-farming & great trad®®at home; the centres
of production were isolated by bad roads.

Victorianism: The grow

system had brought man&g\ubug;s, Olfméh}exoufr?t&rg
:511%;8, svaeated labour of women and children.
Mar th;egéve’{he Royal Commission’s Reports; he
e it of i.o‘[z;ment of power production, factories,
b the Bt abour from country to towns (assisted
By s to«su.re Acts) the machines destroying
Combinat's ry; the workers combining and the
a Votelesslon Acts striking at them; and he saw
am o proletarlat. There were small middle-
Jeromy Bg:ﬁl reformers, the utilitarians and
through th ahgll, working for legislative protection
classes, 2ot zh actory Laws. In 1832 the middle
1885 thg e vote, in 1867 the town workers, in
the  gov country workers. The middle class was
facturerserm'ng‘ class, of merchants and manu-
profits ’n 81\]mtiz low wages and receiving high
ahatl \;vithor:}:na Low Churchmen or Nonconfor-
prevailin h?l s o &uman Industry. e
did Johg g ilosophy was uftilitarian—only later
What thn' tuart Mill undermine it. We know
Srbiots ¢ }:311‘ tfiLI‘ChI‘cecture was like. Among their
with & dee ype was probably Landseer, imbued
amon ﬂ?p. sense of the right to private propertys
aame gsenszlr poets Tennyson, imbued with the
Horse. The’seasp}llrénzl;lclgn: :;-orkl as the Yorkshir?
same people were all involveizl sir} :ﬁgsee(;:g\;rit?o}:
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Georgianism: The population is forty millions;
agriculture is comparatively decadent; government
is nominally -by Cabinet, but often by a minority
of bankers and industrialists; religion has decayed
and superstitions like gpiritualism have taken its
place; there is no predcminant philosophy, but a
grext growth of Scierce; art and music are of
all sorts and cannot be reduced to a formula.
Communications have united the country; trans-
port and wireless have levelled men in various
districts by imposing the same ideas. Of social
institutions there is NOW Jivoree and birth control ;
primogeniture has been abolished. Power pro-
duction 1is in forée; trusts and cartels and the
power of finance have increased iremendously,
and their arrival has caused new legislation to be
introduced o¥ver the whole country.

Medievalism, Victorianism, Georgianism—
during thesc periods. there hag been greab change
in all branches of life, an evolution. Is each
period of change independent of the others, or is
there o CONUNON denominator? The same people
were involved in each change. Is there one
factor which 18 the motive force behind this
process of change? Marx declared there was, the
economic factor; his system will be economic and
political socialism based on materialism.

til.—Dialectical Mgterialism

Dialectical Materialism first conceived by
Marx, was elaborated by Engels in his * Feuerbach™
(1886) and « Anti Duehring”  (Lawrence and
Wishart, 1877) and © Origin of the Fanuly” (1884)
and lastly * The Condition of the Working Classes
in England’” (1849).

A word on the Hegelian system may help
us to understand better Marxism, since it horrowed
its pHilosophical framework and its dynamic

2
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principle from Hegelianism. For Hegel Spirit or
Idea is the Primitive Being, and it is the whole
and the only reality. The Spirit is all things
only potentially, that is to say, the Spirit is
capable of becoming all things, and actually
becomes all things throygh its own evolution.
The dynamic principle oN its evolution is the
conflict of the opposite tendencies which produce
progress. We have being and non-being. The
being is the thesis and the non-being is the
antithesis. Now the igteraction of the thesis
(being) and the antithesly (non-being) produces
what we call synthesis, thes becoming. These
principles which Hegel applied to the Spirit,
were applied by Marx to Matter. Marx reacted
against Hegel's idealism, but not against his
view of evolution taking place by the Triad—thesis,
antithesis, and synthesis. He accused the old-
fashioned materialism of being mechanist, of trying
to apply mechariics to chemistry and organism and
of ignoring the fact of natural evolution. He
argued that the ultimate reality is matter, that
motion is the mode of existence of matter. Both
motion and matter are indestructible and uncrea-
table. Mind is only the highest product of
matter. Life is a form of matter in motion. In
the * Feuerbach” Engels states that the world
developed from unicellular germs which came
from the protoplasm and albumen:; “which came-
into existence by chemical means.”

That is the basis of their Materialism or
Dialecticism. The evolutionary process in the
universe takes place by the method of contra-
dictions. Thus motion involves the contradiction
of being at the same time something and also
‘something else. Life and Thought are something
"and at the'same time something else. L
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One could say, “Call anything 'capable_of
evolution thesis, and its no_n-evolutloned side
antithesis, then the interaction O,f ‘Poth will
pProduce the synthesis oI progress. But the
synthesis is also the thesis for subsequept stages.
In the *Anti-Duchring™ on page 154 Engels
compares the evolutictt to grains of ban‘ley1 on a
stalk being the seeds of their own evpl utloln,
droppiag into contact with .thg fertile g0l ,_Ion N
to grow again tenfold; but it 1s a bad_ simile, as
there is no evolution: the new barley is just the
same as the old; it has increased in quantity bqt
not in quality. According to theory the sypthesus
should combine the thesis and the antlthesx_s, and
be different from both. But the barley is not
different from its predecessors.

He further held that Truth is relative,
because of the imperfection of human knowledge,
except for some truths of m_athqmatws and inani-
mnate nature:; thus the lnstpncal and natural
sciences need only truths like * all men are
mortal ” (which is not nece’s’sarlly :crue) or “men
cannot live without labour”, or “ Napoleon died
on May the Fifth.” Freedom is the recognition

" of necessity: it consists in the knowledge of the

ao. S them
laws of nature and the possibility of using ,
and it can be achieved only after Socxety_ has
seized the means of production. Lastly, Religion
is a fantastic conception of external forces control-

ling the lives of men.
Comments on Dialectical Materialism.

1. Since Marx admits the laws of Nature, he
must admit the principle of causal}ty: But Dialec-
tical Materialism violates that principle by hold-
ing that an effect can.contain more than its cause ;
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that Life can be a
mate matter.
And what is t

we call the laws of Nature ?

n effect proceeding from inani-
Something extra has cropped up.

2. The whole assumption of Dialectical

Materialism is that there is evolution frome the

] .

r(;“;cvigl;x ;c{) g‘le higher, from $he nonrational to the

iy Sociaiis rngtl}e lifeless to life, from Capitalism

o oiozalism. his is a mere assertion, and if really

Dot o ')Ic‘iStS, why dqe§ it exist? How to ex-

b inteli' he only Justification is that there is
igence which willé progress and directs

<change in the rig! s
not admit. rigat direction. But that, Marx will

3. He s . '

: ays Truth is onl . .

w . : y relative. B

) elth({)ut an absolute standard of values “ut how,
clde what is progress ? 8, ¢can you

the ‘rin atl;/{‘?glte;lh:gtizity is utterly different from
e gt ges 1n the hrain which accom-

5. How do men
len get the ve
:;)d wrong, (the idea that rigl\;(t;rz};n
apart from what actually is righ

6. The idea of f
) e reedom as ‘“th '
%i ens&?ﬁ?&z}{e I])?) \?v elllf'STéS verborum. Th?a E‘Zggggf %?'
) 0 ‘ )
opposed to all materiali;}rl;(.)o\se between motives, is

7. The addition of
| the Hegoeli: i
no strength at all to Materialisgl(.ﬂu\?théddis a(égg

cause Of the Triad 9
to progress? Why shxx]l}&y should the Triad lead

it not be li
and not actually evolve : e like the barley
an aid to prophecy, for at all? It is useless as
. ’ " you can : =
the contrary of  barticala s lors duing
so on adictory. Thus, is the ;%‘;Osit%u:)%

idea of right
d wrong exist,)
t and wrong?

he cause of the uniformities which-
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private ownership, public ownership or no ownership
at all? We do not require this Triad to explain
change: this can be done by potency and act:
a puppy growing into a dog had in it always the
power to grow up; the power given to it in the
moment of Creation. The Triad endeavours only
to show how evolution can work without the
Tdea of Hegel or the God of the theists. It tried
to explain evolution on materialist grounds. If
Marx and Engels believed the principle of causa-
lity, they did not explain the cause of the Triad.
But if they doubted thé principle of causality, there
can he no natural laws of cause and effect.
Hepel was not quite so weak in logic, for, on the
basis of the TIdea, the Triad is conceivable. At
least the spirit is active, whereas matter is inert.
Vet if the Idea is absolute, the absolute cannot
evolve. The being evolves into what it has in
potency, fromn potential to actwal. The explanation
by potency was worked out long®ago by Aristotle,
and is supported by every fact of experience.

IV.-The Materialist Conception of History.

(Cf. The Communist Manifesto. The Critique
of Political Economy, both by Marx; and the
Anti-Duchring of Engels). 4

The Materialist Conception of History claims
to be a philosophy of history, to cxplain past and
future history; and therefore it has to disclose
laws that are at work in historical evolution:
Marx calls them *tendencies working with iron
necessity towards inevitable results” in the first
German edition of Kapital. He disowns the accu-
sation against individual capitalists for conditions
for which they were not responsible; for they are
the blind tool of.inevitable forces. That is why
Marx cal)s himself a scientific socialist and not an
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Utopi ialist ;
hd ?n :?t :I?.czlahs&c ; he endeavours to discover laws
more T ; and the more laws discovered, the
! hﬁmes progress. He seeks the laws which
A a7n society, but passes no moral judge-
thoy érow y %u cannot b}ame plants for the W%y
cocds BTV ach historical stage containse the
Soed contrasd _ot‘gvn negation® Each stage‘ has its
bon o lctions. Marx believes that there is
prorate; grogress, (hg assumes it and do t
: 8 a materialist he repudiates He:ggizs

explanation of
; ro
Tepudiate it ag g r;g;ﬁsésf Vg.here a Catholic would

Befo i l
the Man;;esggo%gedmg’ we .ough% to note here that
emphoateac o 18 a revolutionary pamphlet which
emphasises o ass struggle, whereas the C'ritiqu
forces, the foro, overriding influence of natzqﬁ
difficult for modern Mo oRomie production T i
in balance forqf ol omarxista to Keep thos tw}s
that may éevialt «yOu over-emphasise the élasf-w y
FDebhorin’s her(;slsrr1 toguzve?,fkening o mater;ali:;;
orces of production, you1 faslrlouingcr)n prtrllaé?ﬁ:nfslrl:

which weak
heresy. ens the revolutionary urge—Bukharin’s

To conti
ntinue, a ;
perceive in 16, according to Mar
ideological soclety an economic s’cructX Ve on
superstructure. The economlilge tandt ro
structure

consists of  the condit:
onditio .
some tra . ; ns of . s
Some b nslations < the relavtionpro;-'i uction™ or In
andbook of s of production”—

e arxi
prevailing at any timexlsm reads “ relations”—

juridically ag th © And this is th

as the . © exXisting propert e 8ame

local mil;i(lgt S};stem, the faI():tlc‘)r};r ss?rss?cem' S‘:ﬁh

market under of the middle ages, th - 13

madterials of th Capltahsm, the ln(il o s a

of raw materiz,] middle ages, the Wgrt;gous ra:;’
8 to-day, the rural civilig'gléirgns
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and the urban agglomerations. This economic
ily and independe-

structure is determined necessari
ntly of human will by the stage of development

of the forces of production, that is, whether man
like it or not. Marx would be thinking in those
days of the coming of steam; now-a-days we
would include electricity and oil, as well as the
old coal and soil-fertility, and at any rate the
physical forces of men. On the real basis of this
economic structure rises a legal and political
Superstructure—~constitutions, law, government,
administration, forms..of social consciousness like
religion, philosophy, morals, art, science, poetry and
the rest. That is the ideological superstructure.

With regard to the connection between the
two structures, Marx says that the economic
structure determines the superstructure. All the
mental activities of men are determined by the -
mode of production prevailing. He believed that
ideas could affect or modify economy, but that on
the final analysis material conditions did deter-
mine the superstructure. (Cf. the Letters of

Engels).

Historical Evolution and tke MCH.
Mary says that productive forces develop,

and that at each stage of production they are
fettered by the existing conditions of production.
For instance, as large scale agriculture develops,
it clashes with the old feudalism; and then a

period of social revolution ensues. With this
change—for the conditions inevitably adapt
themselves to the new forms of production—the
whole ideological superstructure changes too. This
conflict really causes the revolution.

The stages through which evolution passes,
* the * progressive economic forms of society”,
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aniligntcéa;s&ﬁes_ as follows—the Asiatic, the
capitalist: tﬁ?stlc{;s% ’lc)hfb feudal and the mi)dern
the prehistorical era. eing the closing period of

In the Manife y
his Manifesto Marx says tha
hie 'coirave :f ﬁs&c;lety is the history g’f classtst?;lgizlfle]:
cragory & _184su§gested to him by the class
e e O thlum From the serfs of the middie'
e obral %h o burgl_xgrs, from them the first
two classes aiebosléigeg;lse\le'agg'nd?r t(}:]apitalism t};e
" Isses are > agains o
e gg%i()tlas;f dtghamst the proletarjat, whiglclh ?;’ ntélte
et sgl’xm eblowest class of ‘all—which Marx
o b Scur —but the manual workers receiving
2 Subsisten thwage and enough to bring up a
b or n | ?l labour market, They are those
mseeurity 1\1‘42 y from hand to mouth in constant
STty vo rxl lgoks back to history wfth
i © is oncy and closes his eyes to every-
that econom; Iil:toggonofmic. No one can déx}yy
history, but it is not theoonlf;h?acrtr:)?‘m factors of

Marx its b

has achie\?e(zlmlgi th‘e good progress the hourgeoisie
instruments ’ot’ consiantly revolutionising the
“relations” op « production, and therefors the
says that undercondl?lon.s” of production, KEngels
that it is by ¢ capitalism production is social
factories e)spe.cial.i)-operatlon of many people in
“that thess improseiete production s planned
lack of cd-o )91?;'3vements take place; unlike t(he;
ages. But Ihe colr?)n 1am0neg the few of the middle
not sociali,se 0 plains, first of all the output is
social but are © means of production are not
- planning is Con%ﬁzgtetoprggeﬁty, Secondly, _the
prise and outside that there‘cié'fi(étr?lr};t'? entelg

petition and

o
* ny) i

Those are the contra-
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anarchy of production.
dictions of capitalism which lead to a propertyless

proletarint, o exploiting of workers, to technological

unemploymet, fall in the rate of profits, the
growth of combines and trusts, economic crises
and finally the

(attpibuted to overproduction),
steadily growing poverty of the proletariat. As
a result of these faults of capitalism, class-war is
engendered between bourgeoisie and proletariat.
In the futurve the proletariat, growing still
more poor, will rise in armed revolution, will
seize the State machinery—already the concent-
rations of industry into the hands of a few will
simplify the process of nationalisation—and they
will establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.
This will be the first stage of Communism,
generally known as Socialism. (Marx uses only
the word Communism because he does not want
his theory to be compareds with the Utopian

Socialists).
be according to the
to his work. Classes
above all the exploiting ¢l
will vemain. The State will © wither away’
(Engels) Lecause it has always been an organ.

class domination, and without classes thepgs
be no state. That will be the final s
Communisni, when all will work to th
their ability. and none will have moreﬁ

In the Socialist State, distribution will
work done—to each according
will disappear gradually,
ass, but the intelligentsia

1]

require. gl‘
Comments on the MCH and the E’vo[ut:ﬂng}‘ be')'
Communisni. &

T
(N. B. Some near-conimunists merely _sa} that
evolution is affected Dby the economic ; change.
We are prepared to admit that, butiMarx
certainly did not, He said that the chaig.js

determined ; that %t is the prime and sole causel) -
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1. The notion that the i
. economic structure
xaspgggzr?lned by the development of the forces
e thc 1on  was invented to refute Hegel's
.Marxy W@thli(:i was the Idea that was evolving.
done mlste to subsjmtute materialism, the
gl zl')oden _of productive forces. But why, do
e It)o tluctlye for:ces develop? Development is
the o 16 1nventions and discoveries made by
o Sal,n intellect. To Marx these are all part
Qevaly ua;arstructure;' vet theso productive forces
producrz‘ anks to human mental activity. The
Do é:.lve rIforces them§elv’es are purely passive
Powentlal. l(lie Radio did not develop itself, but
basis musf developed. Marx’s very materialist
human 1m.clude the activity of the intellect,
Piees echnical skill and capital and some
Lo E;; _broperty to stimulate inventions. The
cond'tq 1ve forces cannot be the sole cause of the
" lllons of prodection. With reference to
~doe§e s Teaction f8 constant cause and effect, and
e mnog;”eJ'(clude causality. In the word “ deve-
' fp ent = 18 concealed mental activity, the basis

of social evolution. ,

2. Marx says that the economic s

. tr
fi%tt?:n;,}}lest the superstructure. Economic ggfﬁﬂ?
Tame arezc laws, certainly,—factory and company
oyl socioltr)lg?zrgg]i;?g?g they i(rlxﬂuence economics
) : n; and certainly * pri-
?\?Z)naensé :{)vere deinde philosophari, first v};e rfﬁ:szt
t0 tell g that. Adrmitiatly o i ornoed Marx

. A edly he did us a servi

gii tg;;ylggta}ftentlon to the economic fagtgl\"lfr?
'determi’n eu de holds that economic conditions
logiam and are the complete cause of the ideo-
e ;_uperstructure. _But there is no proof
o opi 18 own affirmation, ipse dixit. There ié
n of cause and effect between the ideologi-
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cal superstructure and economic conditions; and
Marx never shows us how economic conditions are
transformed into ideas. Ideas to him just mirror
forth the things around him. (Engels in the Anti-
Duehring never alludes 1o economic conditions as
being the origin of religion; it is “a reflection in
men’s minds of the external forces which control
their daily lives 7, a definition which he uses
with reference to sun-worship and totemism—which
is very ditferent from saying that religion is deter-
mined by the methods of - production, and the
economic structure). Fow far does history show
that the superstructure is determined by the con-
ditions of production? The Greek culture and art
—their superstructure—was unique, but their forms
of production were not. Sparta and Athens pro-
duced necessities in exactly the same way, but
their culture was vastly different. Christianity
was diffused throughout Europe from the middle
of the first century to the end of the twelfth,
Communists say that it rose through economic
misery ; but the population of the Roman Empire
was best off at the beginning of that time. The
decay began only at the end of the second century.
Christianity, therefore, began before the decay and
.continued after the decay, and expanded equally
in tribes with a natural economy of barter—as in
those without. Thus the superstructure changes
into a Christian way of life without a correspond-
ing change in the economic structure. The here-
sies of the third and fourth centuries spread in
all sections of the population, but all lived under
the same conditions of production. The Protestant
so-called Reformation (cf. Feddern pp. 84-7) divided
nations between themselves, but did not divide
classes, As regards Science, the established truths
.of the natural sckences are not affected by the
cOnditiops of production, yet they have influence
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on other

for instance philosophy and religion The theor
that a clash must take place be%ore any social resi
volution is not borne out by facts. In the down-
fall of the Roman Empire social conditions played
a part, but there was no change in the conditions
o.f production to explain that great social revolu-
tion. Marx was especially concerned with the
French Revolution, but no new productive forces
had been developed to account for it, What did
prodgce 1t was rationalism and liberalism (in the
%ﬁ?gggnl’cal. selnse) especialty among the nobility.
g ological superst ‘e uc :
itﬁtion 00l produp ructure produced the reve-
e new system of production by factorics—ex
the opposite of what Marx sta%;s. The econ?)(;;]iz
reforms Wwere demanded by the revolutionaries who
had no illusions as to what they wanted. A’s Te-
gards the clash hetween the medieval guilds and
t}le wholesale masufacturer, Marx said that neither
side knew what they were fighting for. But in
the France of the eighteenth century, the final
ﬁg_ht -before the Revolution took the purely econo-
mic line that the guild was unsuited to the econo-
my of the day; there is not a shred of evidonce

that the people did not know what the
fighting for. ) 1t they were

3. Marx’s four “ progressive economic forms
must now be dealt with. The firs., Asiatic, is
meaningless: there is no distinctive As :
there is a vast difference between In
and Mesopotamia. The second,
is also difficult to settle upon: there were any
amount of ancient economic forms, and in any
case, the term is a cross-division with the Asiatic
Marx’s use of the word * progressive ” is also in-
accurate, for with the fall of the ancient Wworld,

*

latic form;
_India, China
ancient or antique,

parts of the ideological superstructure,

ced the new constitution and -
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what ensued was not progress but regress. The
third form, feudalism, was not an economic orga-
nisation at all but a military one, in wlqch men
swore allegiance to lords who swore allegiance to
the King. In Euvope it was confined to France
and Germany, and in the mih'gary sense was never
known in the Byzantine Empire, nor 1n the Slav
countries; but there was a similar system 1n Japan
and among the Aztecs. In the sense”ot a system
of landed nobles it existed in only a few _L‘Olll)l‘tl‘](_?s
in the middle ages, but it had done =0 m Persia
long before the so-called feudal per*ody. In the
middle agzes and in the ancient '\'.:oz'ld the general
character of production was by tae n:x,tu.ml eco-
nomy of barter; this existed under feut'.lnhsm, and
for many ages and in wmany places \’Vlﬂ.lOl'lt any
feudalism arising at all. The words ASlE};th, an-
tique, feudal are mere high-sounding bluff. Len;n,
quoted in the Labour Monthly for J:‘munry 1935,
writes that it is *“non-dialectica] and non-scienti-
fic to imagine world history to move smoothly
forward without occasional regross. .But why
should we assume that progress prevails, thox_;gh
interrupted by periods of regress? Why not vice-
versa? And how are we to judge progress when
Marxism rejects absolute values? How mucl.l pro-
gress has there been since the rmddle age‘?s .H‘has
Art progressed, has Music, has phllqsophy. ; ave
only the sciences based on observation anfl e:\[?'erl-
ment progressed? If you exclude obse‘l)‘val\;on
and experiment, is there progress at all? en
felt as comfortable then as we do 1OW, because
they had never experienced our refinemeénts: 9bti§
if we have softer armchairs, is that Progress ? 1t
you once admit that there has been re‘gress,y gais
Lenin does, you must prove that progress pres ails
over regress.- The fourth and last progressw%
economio- form ” which Marx gives us is that o
Ve
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Capitalism. Assuming this to be an improvement

on earlier forms, why should it be the final form
before communism? Why should there not be
something between? Like a dictatorship after
nineteenth century liberalism? In * The State and
Revolution™ p. 126, (C. P. G. B. second edition),
Lenin himself savs: “It has never entered® the
hea! of any Socialist to ¢ promise’ that the highest
phase of communism will actually arrive” How
many Communists will agree to that? If the
laws of historical evolution are as sure as those
of the sciences, as Marx professed, he ought to be
able to say for certain whether that phase of
communism would arrive or not.” And he certainly
thought it would. What is to guarantee that
communism will be the final stage? Why should
the triad, with its synthesis, antithesis and thesis,
cease to operate? Why should stones no longer
fall to the ground? Rudas -in his “ Dialectical
Materialiem’’ says there will still be evolutions
through contradictions under Communism, but they
will not overthrow Communism. But how does
he know ? Is it just wishful thinking? If the
laws of history produced private property from
general ownership before, why should they not
do so again? The well known American anthro-
pologist Robert Lowic speaking of the Primitive
Tribes says: “Those who set out with the
evolutionary dogma that every social condition
now found in civilization must be developed from
some condition far removed from it through a
series of transitional stages will consistently
embrace ¢ the hypothesis that the property sense,
so highly developed with us, was wholly or
largely wanting in primitive society, that it must
have evolved from its direct antithesis Communism
in goods of every kind. This assumption is
-demonstrably false” (* Primitive Society,” p. 205.)
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A\ M t
Meanwhile in the world’s only CO?}?;‘;{‘I]‘? as\;:zy(?
there are no signs of the State W D eially
as Engels said it would. btahr% Slocialism o
announced that the first stage O
heen attained, yet

A
“far from withering, the State
NOwW exercises 1moOre control 1

han €ver. Trotslt{l_v,

. . : 'le

of course, says that Stalin 15%1021??1“}?%“11’&%1}7

ineluctable laws of .h'.siql'.\'- kwa as true only

interpreted Bngels’ withering 2 1-13; of the world

on the supposition that the mav)?‘ Y troduced that
is Communist. But Engels never

qualification,

- i con-

4, The classtwar, Says Mal;(ﬁli(:s fg;ren and
clusion to each progressive eco’i}hel‘é have been
the beginning of the next. that there is an
plenty in the past, in the sexgse owners and the
opposition  between _propet yre from snobbery
propertyless. It ~arises mo humility among
among the upper classes, than,.lore class consci-
the lower: the gentry are the T for evolution,
ous. But class wadl' i:h?r?; Iiicezsgglbirsh all classes.
fis it & goo : ern says
%ﬁlerjg i;tgoodgreason for harmo:Y. buFtedt(li’l o wa);s
that there have been class Wwars, st as important

PO en at lea . )
between nations have 12& o the proletariat was

in evolution. In the .o in England and
i ith the bourgeoisie - d that
lémted WIglliike. In the Ma?”nf’f’-sw1 V;e (;‘)ar?stantly
inergl'?sr;y 9b00118 the exIﬂo}t(Edbc Zzers and to
N 3 erfs to DUIE
grogress.({(_lg ir?;? i?x the camt?hit fr?gfl?ph tl};;
pgglrig?i:tﬂis sinkéng' l?‘;erar?(rl] dﬁ:&llgf éverthrow-
N - an 00 .
getting pooreleg—isie'P But then the laws g; llgstt(;g
ing the bourg ~hanged. In the pre-qam ist ore
’j:ﬁzmr e?oﬁ%;roeﬂs were by the minority, 1n capr

by the pmajority. -
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Marx prophesied that the misery of the
workers would increase, but it hag not; they have
improved, if anything. Marx also described the
concentration of wealth as continuing to breaking
point, but in spite of it, the small producers aze
maintaining their position and are not being
eliminated.

On the other hand Catholic social doctrine
realises that under individualist capitalism there
is a real danger of class hostility because of the
labour market and the struggle for good conditions ;
and that the maldistributiorfl of wealth—especially
in some countries—is unjust and a real source of
social revolution. Hence we desire to abolish the
proletariat by enabling them to hold some amount
of property to defend themselves against insecurity.
We deny that the MCH is a sound philosophy of
history, and that any sound philosophy of history
can be materialist. «

V.—The Exploitation of the Workers

Marx wants to prove that under Capitalism
the employed worker cannot get the true value of
his labour power, that he is necessarily exploited
and that therefore there must be class war.

All the profit of the entreprencurs, the
Capitalist employers, comes out of the pockets of
the workers. It is the surplus value which the
worker and the worker alone produces.

Raw Materials
£ x.. { Means of Production g v Product......oocoueenennne, £ xplusy
Labour

The extra profit that has accrued cannot
come from the Raw Material or from the Means
of Production, because the capitalist has to pay the
full market price for both, for their “owners must
sell at the full market value: to make “their own

2
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rofits. Therefore this surplus plus y" must
Some from the labour, which is a commgdlicly
very different from the Raw Matenals and t g
Means of Production. Let value in exf:hange stan

for price, and volue in use for a thing's Pseﬁllnesi
to the person using it “ Mo‘r‘leyb‘ag? —1 ari(e.s,
elephantine humour for the capitalist —]—un
labour power of the workers: and =o th.evvahueic ]’t
use of the lahour power to queybags is w ;’t 1.
will produce for him in the making of a commodi },
but the value in cxchange is less than that ]n
the Means of Production and the Raw MateI:I? s
it is cxactly the same; the valuein use equ_(}(.: es
with the value in exchange. But in labour1 1(;
less, that is, the value in exchange 1s less, an

the difference is called surplus \favluej, 'the capltah.st s
profit. Marx calls Moneybags' original c?}fh,ﬁ:;‘;
the pre-profit capital for expenditure on the Raw
Materials and the Means of -Productlon constan
capitol’’, and that for expenditure-on Lab'oul" varg
able capital’’. The value of the labour power 13 uselld
its value to the capitalist in producing goods Eob
on the market. The value in exchange n;;.}s ?
less than that, or he would not pay the 1ret}cl>
labour- -which hire includes enough for the
subsistence of the worker, in order to replgce 1 (:
energy which the worker has expended, plus

la«b()ur ma ]Sb k] lub tl“(' C A A

on. w does Marx know this \
e:z‘cha,InI,((;e? dIt is really an assertion of Ricardo.
i i | He

farx declares it of value In general. ;
TeDre?eiti to himself two commodities eﬁtchz;ngxongl'
with one another, say, a hundredweig tﬁo . c ad’
for a barrel of beer. You sell the coal firs aﬁ
then buy the*beer, but in reality you hive reSz:l Cl);
exchanged. - Marx seays that, when two
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commodities equate, there must be something
common to both. What is it? Of course, the
physical qualities are not common, nor their
utility. The only common thing is the labour
which has produced them. They are both tke
product of labour power. Labour, he says, is
crystallised in a commodity produced by labour
power. It is something objective put into the
thing made, and it is this something objective
which is really sold. Why do they exchange in
these quantities and no other? Because the same
amount of labour is in both. You measure labour
by time, by the time spent ip working. Marx
notes that the first difficulty is that the slow
worker takes more time than the quick worker,
but answers that you have to consider the time
spent by the average worker with normal tools in
use at the time. The second difficulty, if two
workers’ labour power is not of uniform quality
and they both «work for the same time, he
answers by stating that the labour which is the
standard of value is simple or homogeneous labour
power, viz. unskilled labour. Skilled labour, he
says, counts as a multiple of unskilled labour, and
the multiple appears to be fixed by custom.
This is why the value in exchange of labour
power is the family subsistence wage. In the
Handbook page 454 we read, ‘" The labour time
necessary for production of labour power reduces
itself to that necessary for the production of the
means of subsistence.”

Comments on the Marxist Theory of the Exploita-
tion of Workers.

1. Marx has rejected utility as a source of
value, because the commodities served different
purposes: yet he holds that labour 48 common to
them, and the fact that <¢he la,bou'f\ is* of at

of itself has no value: man can
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ent labour

- 11(;\'\'
different kind does not seem t(\)N l?y o ad ot

ine the common element. M are
Eiiﬁ%’y be just as common? If corg;;noififéiz get
things produced by labour, h‘OW ; r]o duced by
fixed for those things which are n_(?h pCP el
labour: the pearl you find by (b an " od sell?
oyster, the virgin-land you C?m1 uIB;bOUI' cnvely
Even in commodities produced )lgboﬁr. L abour
utility is more fundamental than Jabo ahour by

i+ oop is it not
Newcastle. Is 1t 07 i

carrying coals to 1 common olement

useful? The more furdamenta
is utility

9. With regard to the slow worker, Marx

1 s abour.
asks us to consider socially n%ceslzzg’gur 1olfbothg
Whatever is in a commodity 18 the b ver to
worker who made it, and has nothing e cays
do with “socially mnecessary 1ab.0u1;h-e . modity:
the source of value is the labour 1n the oot the
but this is the concrete labour in 1%,

socially necessary-. )
3. Skilled labour is nof, :;eiféiui‘aé?é‘!f;‘,"%ﬁﬁ
. € ley 1 L '
ggls;m(iiin‘i:tzg?:ely It is the dltfelietncfar?ﬁg\g’e%g
the stonobreaker and the sculpt-c;f. ore o say
a multiple of anskilled labour, t eFS o contradicti-
that the value is fixed by custorm 1
on of his labour theory of value. Cour and nob
4. « All profits como from liatﬁglemployer,
from constant capital” —why Sh?md instal machi-
then, ever discard his workers and neta ological
nery: producing what is Known a8 G % Gt al
unemployment?  This would b K1 his workmen.
the employer’s profits came from 1S a4 vary
Then also the prices aid profits

i stant
according tu the proportion between con

ber
.capital a“.a ~griable capital, between the num



-

26
“RAYS” SUPPLEMENT,

giog;)srl;%rséhand the amount of machinery. The
Proite of ! 0§§ with workers should be higher
competitiOnWIh]'l machmgry. But under the free
Sombetition which Marx_ls considering profits seem
oo o the ame, in all industries, Market prices
o rglei;.no matter what amount of capital
you have 8 (lind you. There is the same price
Marx adm?tgotﬁgidfagml?&t o mt?]chine-produced-
e b , says that competition
Vo 00 o ot Thetor'st e
he la
cannot be proved by the exwerience of (t)ﬁl; nf:flgg.

r

* x .

_Vi.—General Conclusion

the r‘:}&;l;;;t' F1')11:ecede.s will suffice to show how Marx
by inev‘It‘l bllst, tried to explain the social order
py oI i ghq laws . that govern the course of
perma}rtl ewzt ‘uior} necessity. One way out bfl the
perman s:e pro e‘t‘arlan misery is to * dispossess the
disposs qOrs_;. N In the highest phase of com-
ounist ti’l 01((1-.).ty, wrote Marx in his Criticism
s caus:d }I;ap}?.earanc_e of the enslavement of
fhan gaused fvl }bs subjection to the principle of
able to inscri%e gno&g.}.)c;r:llge:he; ety b
: o1 De : From e

ing to his ability ; to each accordingr;ocggangfigr’c’i_

realilgr?r:s %I}Z?z)if;dh;nseg an deeirth]y paradise. In
.h rove 11 i .
has cost many millions of h’um:np r?i@é:tlgn(ge%x

have not yet seen
catastrophe, the end of the communist

On the contrary, i
rary, instead of class-war
(t)};eaﬁx]uydqr mama——yvhlch are the Iogic:;%g'? and.
eistic communism—what js ndbded iscot?g-

infusion into-the i
economi ,
¢ order MI fustice-
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and charity. There are two ways of righting
wrongs in the world, the wrong way by means of
bloody revolution—a remedy worse than the evil
_—and there is the right way, propounded by Leo
XIII, Pius XI and all the men most competent
to guide and stimulate useful reforms. Active
leaders of Catholic Action will be the apostles to
lead their fellow workmen; but all men of good
will—individuals, organisations and states-—must
co-operate in establishing everywhere the reign of
sociat justice and charity.
Communism has rightly been called a disease
that has its roots in cconomic evils, Once these
evils are removed, communism will die of itself.

But the removal of these economic evils re-
uires the establishment of social justice. Muiti-
n suffer from grim poverty ; -therefore
Jegislation must prevent the accumulation of all
wealth in the hands of a few. Multitudes are
without any security against unemployment, sick-
ness.and old age ; therefore the public order requires
the multiplication of property owners. And again,
at present capitalism has an almost exclusive con-
trol of the productions of labour; therefore wo
must” vindicate the right of workmen to organize
themselves so as to obtain a fair wage for their
work. To conclude, communism spreads not by
mere enthusiasm but by ideas and doctrines—most
of them false, as We have seen—therefore the
right social order must be brought about also by
the spread of sound social doctrines.

q
tudes of me
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