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CHAPTER ONE »
AW UEY, atg LTI LAN ese®eshadee LT S ST e
Intraduetlion tvioid o T oD STl e el n ST L T

= Inothhs sstudy .we wish' to exsmine the theory.of EKarl Marx -

and Frederick Engels - with 'respsct to:certaim problems conecerne /

1ng "the :Mepxist : theory of ‘the relaticnghip o6f the individukl-to - \)

/7
¢

his gogléty and«of “the mordl significange. of the ‘Iniividual with-
in:soeldty.

Qur :investigation Phteo these aspests must necessarily Gons::
eé¥n citvself ‘'with others, for We -gatinotd, withéut being guilty of
falde ‘and dangerdus cabstraetions, ‘neglact to place our problens
indhe perspedtive :6f the whole ~of M&m’i‘;&n\ipﬁ&l‘o‘s ophy¥y. - Nevers °
theléss, slnce va are condernmed .with speocific: points, we shall "be
foread 'to eliminate from consideration'mdny ildsues wMeﬁ ‘may
amfsémm 40 .deal cursorily with meny ethers,  Por ‘exdmple; 1t-is
beyand our seope or-abllity to . deal with Marx's ecoxomie thought
+ nor ddes-Marxism as a ‘theory of«revolutiodary orgenisation cole
dérmiuss s n oo ool G Hw b Tom ol losl Zriier e Ll Ll T
1ize e ayd f&ced :with the nécessity of eliminating what is ot
gormane 10 our paatidular subject whilst at the sane ‘time meine
tsiming ‘the -essentidl unity and integrity of “the ‘Marxian system -
of ‘socidl analysis, .+ In order to-dchiwve:this latter objective
we have found it relevint dnd wdviseble ‘t6 introduce thé mein i
dlscussion with-a ‘géneral statement of 1he nature of the Marxian: -
piilosophilcEl position, ed well: as withk & Bréed plcture-of the ..
intellectual &and pélltidal ‘Background ~to that ‘pleture, =
wiot Therd 4s'no meed to ‘emphasied nduly theé posttion of ‘tnique -

Importance -hald by Marx as ‘& thinker, . - It-ig esssntial to note, . .-
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however, this importance for it is this very importance which
Justifies our attention to what might appear an insignificant
aspect of his work, Marxism p?ssessea_vital and practical
problema for the contemporary ag;; It represents & challenge
to the social and economic values and traditions of the age and,
equally 1t possesses;an intellectual argument which demands con-

Bideration,

Whilst, in philosoéhy, we may generally regard the practical
effects of doctrines as of little relevance to their truth or
validity, we must recognise that the position 1s different with
Marxism, This system stands as & revolutionary doctrine, Its
aim 18 practical; 1its phllosphical analysls establishes both the
necesslty for action and the goal of that action, Marxism 1s
the prression of an endeavour to change and mould soclal develop~
ment, It meets and attempts to refute doctrines both on the
plaqe of reason and on that of practice, Thus, it 1s as a poll-
tical weapon as well asg & philosophical interpretation that it
vitself must be discussed, We cannot without violating its in-

herent unity refuse to consider it as a partisan ideology. We

dare not,, merely because it is a pertisan ideology, refuse to cone-
8ider its claim to be true and self~cohersnt,

We must decide how, if applied, its theory of individuelism

would affect the actual position of men in soclety. We must cone-
sider whether it has, in fact, 2 consistent theory to be applied
and, if so, what this theory is and whence it is derived, We
must see in what way 1t 18 connected with the underlying phliloso-~

phical presuppositions, metaphysical and methodological, of Marxisp,
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As a materialist philosophy Marxism 1s related to that posi-
tion popularised in the early post-Renaissance period by such
thinkers as Galilio, Hobbes and others, Modern materialism is
derived from the doctrine that the nature of the Universe and
human behaviour may be studied by those methods which obtained
successful application within natural science. The initial pre«
supposition underlying this belief was that all the phenomeneﬁf

“t
with which we are faced are reducable to material relationships

such as cause-effect and are in reality problems demanding scien-

tific treatment as involving the material interaction of bodies.

N

Dialectical Materialism

Marxian dialectical materialism stands pan%lal‘y in this
tradition of thought and pa;tially in the opposing tradition, As
‘dialectical’ it represents an attempt to maintain the Idealist
tradition, Dialectics, originally conceiveglg:mzhe motion of
thought in the analysis of ideas or as the development and clari-
fication of ideas,;are fundamental to this tradition. Thought
18 conceived as haéing a logical development and as being based
upon & logical pattern. Dialectical thought rests upon the pre~
mise that 1deas are not static and that the truth is attainable
only through the clash of ideas in debate, argument, discussion
and criticism.

We have in knowlddge, that is, not merely a set of indepen-
dent and absolute truths, The coherence énd advance of knowledge

rests upon the inherent dynamic of ideas which, themeselves, are not

final but mere stages in gradually advancing coherence, Flat
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denials‘and complete contradiction are inadmissable on dlalecti-
cal logic for every truth is partial, Every denlal involves a
qualifying and positive affirmation, Every doctrine or idea re-
presents both & denial and an affirmation, Truth 12 attainable,
therefore, on the sole method of removing inconsistenc nd in-
coherence by the clash of partial truths, Each such clash brings
forth a higher, more complete and less limited truth.

Bag.Buch &0 advance 1is termed a synthesis which is the product
of a process of negation of thesis by antiziheais. Further,
each such advance 1s possessed of & higher degree of truth than
either of the earlier elements, Each synthesis, in 1ts turn,
produces 1its own negation by the necessary incompleteness of 1t~
self, Only that which is completely true would not produce an
antithesls since that which is completely true is, on dialectical
logic, that which 12 utterly self-coherent and complete. No 1soe=
lated fact or theory is, therefore, completely true. We may,
however, attain degrees of truth by the application of this theory
of the movement of thought.

Dialectical loglic involves, therefore, the non-validity of
the law of contradiction, the acceptance of a theory of degrees of
truth and the 1dea that a partial truth produces its own opposite
or negation, It involves, too, that the true 1s the seif—con-
sistent and that the true or the real is that which conforms to
Reason by which it 1s discovered, There 1s, there 1is asserted,
an esgential compatibllity between Reason or Mind and Truth for,

Sl
unleas there wgs, the latter would be unattainable by the former,

The implications of this doctrine are manifold, They may
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be stated briefly as follows:
1. Dialectic involves the idea that men share reason and

are essentially rational creatures,

2. Dialectics presumes the necessity for mutual aid in the
search for truth and, therefore, the natural basis of

human co-operation,

3 By seeing truths es gaining their real status within a
larger and more coherent system, dialectics involves

the 1dea that the 1solated individual parts of any sys=

tem are less real and leas truly themselves when they

are conceived in 1solation,

5. Dialectical logic repudiates any conception of society

as composed of independent minds belonging to atomistic

individuals who can gain intercourse with others only by

means of external contact.,

Marxism rests upon dieslectical or Idealist loglc, The im-
portance of which the Idealist method has for Marxism will become
clear as we proceed, We must, however, before tracing that ime
portance, show in what form dlalectics reached Marxism and how it
affected crucially Marx's theory of the individual(l).

Dialectics as we have seen is a logic of change. Purely as
loglc, however, such change has no temporal nature., It was,

rather, conceived as the process of the explication of inherent

(1) That political theory not based upon the Idealist loglcal
tradition of Plato, Aristotle and others, terminating in Hegel
and the British Idealists, involves & radically different indi-
viduallism as we shall later show,
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implications within the order of the world, Originally, it was,
therefore, && unconnected with temporal avolutionﬁﬂg the order of
Nature was conceived as static, Such was the Greek Ideallist con-
ception which underwdnt modification under the 1lmpact of both
Greek materialist philosophy and of later historical and scienti-
fic theoriles. '

‘Thus, although a logical doctrine, dilalectical theory did not
remain unaffected by such doctrinees as those of Heraclitus which
interpreted change not as mere explication but as a temporal de-
velopment within the natural world. "Everything 1s and also 1is
not, for everything is in flux, is conétantly changing, constantly
coming into being and passing away"(a). The loglcal system and
the naturalist theory of change became in that doctrine 1nevitably
fused, Dialectical logic passed into dialectical philosophy of
change and flux and science found in it that metaphysical basis
upon which it later erected those theories of historical change
and evolution of which Marxism 18 an expression,

As a aciéntific and philosophical principle dialectics re-
vealed the inadequacy of the earlier doctrine, already disproved
in the realm of ideas, that what 1s cannot be something else, that
"e thing either exists or it does not exist", It showed in the
hatural world the validity of the principleﬂwhich it had demon-
strated in the elucidation of truth, that it 1s'by no means true

that "positive and negative absolutely exclude one another". It

-

(2) F, Engels, Soclalism, Utopian and Scientific. P. 156 Vil
( Karl Mavrx Selecked works, Lawrvence owd Wishatt)

4
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showedhthat the doctrinse which held thathn;tw always reaches &

limit beyond which it becomes one-sided, limit;d, abgtract and
loses 1ts way in insoluble contradictions, And this is so be-~

cauge in considering individual things it loses sight of their

connections; in contemplating thelr existence it forgets their

coming into being and passing away......"(3).

Dislectical thought became central in the Idealist tradition
and 1t expanded to include & philosophy of history gmf it was in
this form - as a philosophy of history « that, with Hegel, it in-
fluenced Marx, Marx, it must be remembered, was aKHegelian dur-
ing his early years and Marxism itself r;presents not so much &
revolt against Hegellanism as & modification and correction
thereof,

Marx,, therefore, accepted the Hegellan principle that the
logical categories of dlialectical thought must be applied to hu-
men knowledge and philosophy. Hegel presented "the whole natur-
al, historical and spiritual world as a proceas,-and attempted to
show the internal inter-comnections in the development of history,
Hegel emphasized the non~finalistic nature of human thought and b
knowledge, His importance for Marx lies in the fact that he as~
serted that "truth, the cognition of which is the business of phi=-
losophy, (wa;) no longer an aggregate of finished dogmatic statee g
RONtB..,...."(4)

It was for Marx, in his critique of Hegelianiam, to relate

(9) 1Ibia,.pls® |
(4) F. Engels, "Ludwig Feflerbach", Selecked Works P %2¢ Vol i

-
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this position to the concrete economic and political changes in
soclety. In this critique Marx clalmed that bn Hegel's own
principles his system of thought was undermined for, although
his doctrines repudiated "system-building" in philosophy, “he
was compdlled to make a system, and 1n accordance with allitrad1~
tional requirements, a system of absolute truth".c5b Marx
recognised that on his own premises Hegel should postulate hisge
tory as the only absolute truth, Hegel, however, 1s forced to
end his philosophy and this he does by introducing the Absolute
Idea from which the historical process emanates and to which it
returns, History ends with human cognition of the Absolute
Idea ~ and this cognitiogggiagined was reached in the Hegelian
system, Thus Marx and Engels hold that, starting by repud;ating
dogmatism, Hegelianism ends in a finallistic dogma. For this
reason, they continue, Hegelianism was conservative lnstead of
being revolu&ionary and the source of this contradiction lies in
the purely Idealist application of dialectical logic which 1s not
appllied to real events 1n the real world,

“The thoughts within his mind were to him not the more or
less ;bstract imagew of real things and processes, but on the con-
trary, things and their development were to him only the images
made real of the 'idea' existing somewhere or other already before
the world exinteé&5). Hegelianism which grasped correctly and
with 1nsiéht meny individual inter«connections" was unsound for,

both in ite loglcal and metaphysical theories and its view of the

(5) Engels, laéwfg—Feuaebach.
Socialism Utopran awd Sedentifre, Sel.Works ke
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relation of the indlividual to the state, 1t missed the essent-
1ally revolutionary nature of dlalectical thought. As such,
and despite its enormous contributions, Hegellanism, for Marx
and Engels, was incapable, in itself, of frultful development,
It had to give way to"real and positive knowledge of the world"(6),

Marx realised thét such knowledge would not be attalned by
a rejectioqpf Hegellanism, but rather by a retreat to a modified
version of 18th century historicel natufallém. He boasted that
he had stood Hegel on hlis head; 1in fact he did not. Rather,
in place of the Hegelian dialectic which "begine with thought,
goes on to nature, and ends with mind", Marx postulated a differ-
ent order by referring "to the first and second terms only, not
the third", His dlalectic "began with nesture and went on to
thought",Awhereas Hegel's beéan with thought and went on to
nature,(7)

Marx'é return to a naturalistic position took place concur-
rently with a vigorous criticism by him of all earlier material-
ism, The basic point of the critique 1s that these philosophles,
whilst correctly giving priority to the real world, are funda-
mentally inaccurate in their relliance on a monistic theory of
force or energy. They are crude phllosophies resulting from the
transferance of the categories of physical sclence into fields
where they are not applicable, They do not solve, any more than
conservative Idealism solves, such problems as that of the nature

of individualism or the source of political obligation and soclal

(6) Engels, op cit,p 425

(7) R.G., Collingwood, The Idea of History p. 123,

N .




change,

The error of early materialism 1s seen by Marx to be the op-
posite error to that of Hegellanism for, unlike the latter, early
naturalism based 1ts methodology upoh a process of detaching phe-
nomena "from their natural or historical connections ... (and of
examinihg) each one separately, as to its nature, its speclal
causes and effects, etc."(e). This method,-derived from the re-
solutive =~ compoeitive method of Galileo and, later, Hobbes -~ was
analysls of problems into individual parts and the classification
of these parts and thelr processes into various classes.(9) En-
gels comments that this method has left us\as a legacy the habit
of observing natural objects and natural processes 1ln their lsola-
tion, detached from the whole vast interconnection of things, end
therefore not in their motion but in thelr repose; not as essen-
tially changing, but as fixed constants; not in their 1life but 1in
their death. Valid as this method was in the sclentific advances
of the period, when, as with Bacon and{ocke , 1t was transferred
to philosophy it falsely regarded “things and thelr mental images,
1deas, (as) isolated, to be considered one after another, apart
from each other, rigid fixed objects of investigatlion given once
for a11",(10)

Being unable to think dialectically, this forqbf materialism
produced not an acceptable theory of the dynamic inter-relation of

"mind and matter, part and whole, individual and group, but a doct-

(8) F, Engels, Soclalism, Utoplan and Scilentific pre ff
(9) Political Philos, of Hobbes byRStrauss,
(10) F, Engels, Socialism, Utoplan #hd Scientific. Iv:4




- 11 -~
rine of the monism of force upon which even intellectwe® became
reduced to a form of physical energy and the ultimate baslis, the
essentlal foundation, of the universe was belleved to be material
force, Man became a machine, soclety & fileld in which individe
ual machines clashed and co-existed. And for Marxlsm the funda-
mental error of this system lay in the fact that itf was an "ex-
clusive application of the standarde of mechenlcs to processés of
& chemical and organic nature « 1n which processes it 1s true, the
laws of mechanics are also valid, but are pushed into the back-
ground by other and higher laws - (and this application) consti-
; tuted a specific ... limitation of classical French materialism".(11l)
This materialism could not "comprehend the universe as a process" .
Nature became conceived as statlc, soclety as a mechanical 1nter;
relation of materially determined and atomistic individusls and
man 'himself as & creature without free-will, Marxism regarded
this 1nterpretation ae partial and incomplete,

Materialism conceived "the object, reality, sensuousness.....

only in the form of the object or contemplation but not as human

sensuous activity, practice, not subJectively".(la) Its error,

as opposed to the Idealist mistake of emphasizing human abstract

activity, was that 1t could not see man as an agent but merely as

an object of natural processes, Marx, therefore, condemns both

the materialism which denles the partial independence of human &ace

tivity and the 1dealism which denles the reality of the empirical

world and which asserts the primacy df thought, And we shall ) 4

(11) Engels, Ludwig Federbach,p «S7 patu |
(12) Marx, Thesfs on Femerbach,
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note the importance of these objections for an investlgation into
individualism More broadly, the principles embodied 1n these
two critiques are of immense importance for Marxism,

Hegelianism Marxism regards as partial for, although 1t truly
sees history as a process of "causal interconnection of the pro-
gresslive movement from the lower to the higher, which asserts 1t=-
self through all zlg-zag movements and temporary set~backs", it
falsely sees this process as "a miserable copy of the eelf;move~
ment of the concept golng on from eternity ... indepsndent of the
thinking brain,(13)

Rowever,
Materialism, represents the partial, yet valuable, discoveriles

[N

of natural sclence as capable of general application in all
fields., It repudlates human activity and true soclal 1life on
the principles of mechanism,

Marxism accepts the validity of the application of dialectie
cal logic to history. It accepts the Hegelian doctrine summed
up in the following statement from Hegel's “Sclence of Loglc",(14)
"The only thing which 18 required for sclenilfic progress, an
élementary principle for the understanding of which we should real-
ly strive, 1is the recognition of the logical principle that the
negative is just as much & positive, or that the contradictory
does not really resolve into nothing, into an abstract nothingness,
but actually only into the negation of a special content...... In
80 far as the resultant, the negation, is a definition it has

content, It 18 a new conception, but a higher and richer concep=

(13) F. Engels, Ludwig Femerbach Sel.wovhs pet
(14) Quotes by M, Beer, Life and Teaching of Karl Marx p, 19«20,



v 13 e«
tion than the preceding one; for it has been enriched by the
negation or antithesis of this; it therefore contains it, and
more than contains it, being indeed the synthetic unity of itself
and its contrary". Marxism accepts this and applies it to the
struggle of classes in history, the building of society, the re-
lation of mind and matter. |

Marxism accepts as valid the methods of materiallism upon the
lower levels, It accepts moreover the attempt to show & natural
causal interconnection between events in the real world, It ree
vives the principle that phllosophy rests upon science, Marxism
merges materialiem and Idealism into what it calls dlialectical
materialism,

Dialectical materialism is essentially a theory which applies
the 1deas of logical movement to the natural world, Within the
term "natural world" is included, for Marx, society and political
and oéonomic events: Basically, it sees this world as constant~-
ly changing according to particular patterns of movement the nat-
ure of which we hav%alreag;fzived, The underlying principle 1is
that of a clash between partial truths, in the cese of thought,
and incompleté and non»seltzcoherent phenomensa, in the case of
sclence or soclety. Each of the elements within these clashes
is partially reel yet the partiality of each 'producee' the anti~
thesis or negation of thi# element, The overcoming of this contrae
dictory situation produces & higher, more complete, synthesis which,
in its turn, produces its own opposite, The very nature of such
clashes makes reality coherent for they demonstrate its indivisi-

bility and its interdependence, Each level &s dependént upon
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every other; every element is both dependent upon and in contra-
diction with every other within the whole,

Marxism claims that dialectical materiallism is the true
metaphysical basis of all knowledge and hence our investlgations
into Marx's theory of the individual 1s an investigation into an
agpect of dialecticsal materialism,. Dialeepiéal meterislism,
whilst 1t does not prescribe the detalled method of each sciences,

(fi? is regarded as providing the methodological framework of all
science, Marxism claims that every event or phenomenon must be

seen as & relation to a whole and that, as isolated, such events

or phenomensa are incomplete. We shall find that just as we can-
not truly estimate the nature of a cell or an atom or a wheel with-
out reference to its function, its history and its environment

80 we cannot understand the individual without reference to equiw
valent factors surrounding and modifying zﬁ;i. We shall see that
for Marx, although he never reduces one level of knowledge to
another, individualism must be studled dialecticelly since the
formal principles of dislectics are universal, In the case of
the individual, his nature must be seen in terms of history and
economic interest and in terme of his inherent soclal nature which
these express,

oughly the Marxi theory of the various dlalecticel laws the ap-

We must, bi;zage of its importance, examine rather more thor-
plication of which to our problem‘will become obvious later,
These laws are held to be valid in philosophic and sclentific
method and are put forward as an explanation of the coherent pate

tern and motion of things and thought, This, like Hegel's, 1is a
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revolutionary theory. It mekes history and development towards
newer and higher forms cardinal in political and scientiflc theory,
Névertheless, 1t must not be confused with Darwinlan evolutionism,
As Vaughan warns:(15)

"To them (the Darwinians) evolution is, in the first instance,
a keyfto the mysteries of a world which lles outside and apart
from man; which human reason has’no share in constituting; 1in
relation to which, the only function of reason 1s to apprehend and
to interpret 1it. In this sense, the part of evolution 1s to sime
plify the endless diversity of orgenic ~ end to some extent also
of inorganic ~ nature; to trace the stag;s by which the higher
forms of 1life, or beilng, have through countless ages been elebor-
ated from the lower", For Hegel and Marx, however, evolutlon is
not separabvle from the subject and from the developﬁent of con-
geclousness, We 4o not stend aside from 1lts processes, we are
part of them,

The development which dlalectical maeteriallsm traces 1ls not
to be visualised as 2 stralght line, but rather as a zlg~zag,
This is a basic principle, and, applying it to soclal development,
Engels says:(ls) "the historical fact upon which dlalectics in-
sists 18 that theﬁrise of each civilisation has répresented a loss
as well as & galn, and the fall of each @lvilisation ... & galn
as well as a loss", Better expressed, we may say that the histori-

cal process - in ﬁature, evolution, in socliety (history) -~ follows

(15) "Studles in the History of Political Philosophy" p. 144
(16) &Qbted Strachey, "Theory and Practice of Soclalism" p,382

-~ -~
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8 spiral movement, at each successive level contradlictions are
overcome, and each new level represents a synthesls, a contradic-
tion, and simultaneously, a conditioned product, of a less consis-
tent stage, Each stage 18 a negation of the previous stage, each
negation being itself negated.

This 1s known as the law of the 'negation of the negation',
No negation i1s a flat contradliction for, as we have seen, bare de-
nial is l1nadmissable in dlalectical logic, As in logic, so in
history; there 18 no contradlction only contrariety. This law
1s related to another: "the interpenetration of opposites".

This may be explainéd as followé. ﬁach phase 1é rel;tively
incomplete because it 1s incoherent and self-contradictory. This
means that each phase produces 1ts own opposite or negatlion which,
though also partial and incomplete, negates 1it. This relation
of opposites, each qualifying the other, mekes them interdependent
for each represents partially that truth or coherence which each
is striving to attain,

Negation 1tself takes place in the transformation of qQuantity
into quality and quality 1nt6 quantity. This concept 1s illuse
trated 1n science by the production of a qualitatively different
substance steam when the amount of heat applied to water is in-
creased.(17) Similarly, all change 1s conuweived by Marx as grade
ual, the factors promoting it accumulating 1t until they produce
a sufficiently selfecontradictory state. When this occurs a

qualitative change « in politics, a revolution -~ takes place,

(17) Hegel in his logic, gives a similar example to illustrate
this law, cf. M, Beer, "Life and Teaching of Karl Marx"
p. 20, : -

:,\fs’ -
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4ﬁqééqriyinsﬁthesealawsagagthagéoe&riaa thet: "Yso long as.we
gonalder .things as static, lifeleas, each omne by, 1tgelf, alonge
slde .of and after each other, it.1s true that we. do.not.seem wup
agalnst eny gcontredietion, in them'(¥ We find certein qualities
which are pertly common to, .partly diverse from,; and. even contrae
dictory .to each othep, but which 1n.this case.are.dlstributed a-
mong. different objects and therefore. contain mo conmtradiction,.
Within the limits of .thia ghere of thought we:cam get along on
the basis of the usual metaphysical.mode of thought, . .. Bub the
motion, .their. change, thelr reciprocal imfluyence on one another.
Then we immedlately become involved in contredictions.. - .-

-, - Engels eassents.that even motion itself involves contradictlon
-~ & state of .being in ome place gnd.yet potentislly in another. .
And 1ife, whichis.regarded &s.a form of motion, 18 :itself a con-
tradlction for each living thing 1s st once Dboth itself and yet
something elge.  And thought, as We have seen, moves through con-
tradlctions,. . Politleal 1life ipvolves that conflict.beiween the .
state and the individual and.hetween various classes and individe
uals,, S
- . Theae contradictlons are not.rigld, they are ovepcome as .. .
their quantitative effect accumulates to the polnt where & new.. -
syntheslis 1s peasible.. And we should remember that .this eyp-
thesis 18, 1n soclal affeira, jproduced in a revolutionary sit- -

‘mﬂtio\n‘r .; ..» / : IR ok TR S

(18) F. Engels, "Ludwig Femprbsch!. - B.W. Volmd p. 435
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Mind and Matter

Before leaving the general outline of dlalectical materiallsm
we must dilscuss one important point., In any discussion of the
nature of soclety we must bear in mind that no sgifnconsistent
theory of individualism can be maintained unless a consistent
theory of the relations of mind and matter is also held, Marxe
ism is faced with the problem of whether matter can think, If
it cannot then Marxism must elther fall 1ntb a dualism, the resoe
lution of which would undermine either ites materialism or its
dialecticalism or it must become & monism by reducing matter to
mind or mind to a mere epiphenomenon of matter. If thlis last 1is
the case, Marxism must become a crude determinist theory which
would make the solution of the problem of individualism impossible
on any basis save tﬁat of Hobbes',

Dialectical materlalism, however, answers the problem by as-
serting that whilst mind is matter 1t has laws of its own and 15/
capable of an indep#ndence as against matter on a lower level,
Marxism holds, firstly, that mind is a process rather than a sub-
stance, Moreover, what this process perceilves 1is sensuous real-
ity. Marxism postulates & unity of mind and matter on the prin-
ciple that "the material, gsensuously perceptible world to which
we ourselves belong is the only reality; and that our conscious~
ness and thinking, however supra-sensuous they may seem, are the
product of a material bodlly orgen, the brain, Matter 1s not a
product of mind, but mind itsel 1s merely the highest product of
matter, (19) Although materialism, this doctrine maintains 1its

(19) F. Engels, "Ludwig Femerbach" S.W, Volm.Wp 435
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esgentially dlalectical character by asserting that "thougg ’
mind, 1s not a substance added to matter, it is a function of
a certain kind of matter",(20) "Marxism", says Lewis, "does
not deny the reality either of 11fe‘or mind, It asserts, how-
ever, that they are functions of a highly organised matter on
the organic level....."{21),  Its laws are not those of the
mechanlical level, nor are its laws beyond sclentiflc analysis,

The important point is, however, not that Marxism repudiates
mechanical materialism or absolute idealism but that in doing so
1t holds that consciousness and its objects, mind and matter,
the thinker and his environment, are not divided butﬁzmunity.
Mind 1s not reduced to matter so much as both are manifestatlons,
oh different levels,of natural processes. Ideas are derived
from the empirical world but they &re not mere impressions upon
& passlve recelving tablet ~ the mind. Marxism stands with Idea-
lism in holding the creative character of thought, Cognition
requires active participation by}the thinker and 1n thils sense
we create what we think, Ideallism developed thls aspect of the

matter and made reality dependent upon thin;ing; materialism

ignored it and made mind a passive contemplative recept, cle of
impressions, Marxism dialectically unites these partial truths,
Similarly it makes mind a high form of matter and matter & low
form of mind, Both are one; mind and matter are not opposing

extremes,

(20) 3. Lewis, "Marxism and Modern Idezlism" p. 16
(21) I8id. | “
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extremes,

(20) J., Lewis, "Marxism and Modern Idealism" p., 16
(21) 1814, | ”
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In fact, Marxism regards the debate between Ideallsm and
materialism as based upon a fallacy., "It 1s a mistake to prove
eses that mind exists as something over‘against matter, But 1t
1s equally a mistake to prove that matter 1s mindless .... matter
can think ,..., (and) ..., thinking, being real enough, neverthe
less, never takes place except in brains".(22) In short, the
Marxist solution 1s 1n the form of a resalution of the conflict
by a synthesis,

We shall find that this solution 1s important in the solu-
tion of other difficulties, derived from the same origlinal prob-
lem, concerning the nature and degree of\determinism in histori-
cal development, in the development of ideology and in the inter-
action of the individual thinker or leazder upon the c¢lass and

soclety to which he belongs.

At the moment, however, we must leave these general principles

and turn to our examination of their application to more specific

problems,

(22) Lewis, op cit.

e i e S RNt




The Cult of Individualism

We have not the opportunity to devote excessive space to an
historical survey of the conditions of soclety prior to the rise
of Marxism. There are, however, certain aspects of this back-
ground which are relevant to our subject.

With the breakdown of the medlaeval social structure and
the opening of the era of Cartesian philosophy, Europe entered a
new era, Capitalism which, as Lewis Mumford says, (p. 159 Con-
dition of Man), "was .... the greatest heresy of the Middle Ages:
the chlef challeﬁge to the ideal claime of Christianity ....(and
which, indeed) +... had been nourished in the very bosom of the
Church and almost from the first had the protection of the Papacy”,
wag the prevailing economic and soclal structure, )

The economic nature of capitalism will be discussed in gener-
al later, we shall turn now to a conslideration of the new outlook
which developed under Capitalism and 1t will be convenient to
contrast i1t at points with that offthe preceding era, The great-
est challenge which Capltellsm presented to the Medlaeval order
was moral. "The Capitalist personality", says Mumford (Ibid p.
161) "directea to self-help and gein, was the antithesis to the
Chriaiian who sought to love his neighbour as himself ..... Ava-
rice ceased to be a sin: the minute attention to the case of

worldly goods, the hoarding of pennies, the unwillingness to spend
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one's surplus on others « these habits were useful for capital
saving .... Riches now acquired sanctity: they opened the gates
of the Kingdom. They furnished the power, They created the
Glory".

Industry, commerce, based upon the desire for private profit
undsermined the o0ld social structure and destroyed the medlaeval
community, "Social Justice was more important than private ad~
vantagé". (ﬁumford Ibid 163)., A new cult of individualism
arose, | This individualism transformed the valuatlional, moral
codes. The 1ndiv1dual had become the ceptre, around whom the
economic life centred and upon whom the soclal and political or-
ganisation of soclety rested, The economic man beceme, in the
19th century, an sntity undreamed of in the earlier epoch, but
whose roots lay in the 16th and 17th centuries,

The philosophy of the age was best expressed by Hobbes and

Descartes, In the former's work was expressed the new concep-
tion of social 1ife based upon the struggling of human atoms,
For Hobbes soclety was & battleground, man's life a struggle for
povwer - e struggle between what Mumford calls 'natural automata',
Soclety 1s for Hobbes an aggragation of individuals held together
by the state.

For Descartes the problem of philosophy became ultimately
concerned with the individusal,. A.N, Whitehead says (Sclence &
Modern World p. 173 ): "Modern philosophy i1s tinged with subject-
lvism, as against the objective attitude of the anclents, The
same change 1s to be seen in religion. In the early history of
the Christian Church, the theological interest centred in discus-
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slons on the nature of God, the meaning of the Incarnation, and
apocalyptic forecasts of the ultimate fate of the world. At
the Reformation, the Church was torn asunder by dissension as
to the individual experiences of believers in respect to justi-
fication. The individual subject of experience had been sub-
stltuted for the total drama of all reality. Luther asked:
"How am I justified? Modern philosophers have asked: "How do
i have knowledge?“ mThe emphagis lies upon the sﬁbject Bf X~
perlence, E

The problem of philosophy, that 1s, became, with Descartes
in particular, centred upon the individual thinking subject.

The individual, considered in isolation from his fellows, became
the starting point of metaphysics as he had become the centre of
political and social 1life,

The new attitude reached its height in the late 18th and
19th centuries, With increasing mechanisation and industrialism
came the increasing concentration of philosophical and political
thinking upon the needs and desires of individuals, But it must
not be imagined that the individuelistic tendencies in thought
and social action, did not go through a development, A long
tradition of hedonistic and utilitarian individualiem exists, It
found its expression in the works of many Carteslan thinkers,

Once gliven the Cartesian bias, which Descartes summed up in
his famous dictum "Coglto ergo sum", philosophy developed upon

» the subjectivist and 1nd1v1dua113tic lipes, In religion there

was & tendency to proteét the sanctity of the individual and his
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right to equallity with his fellows before God; 1in political
theory the doctrines of equal rights, equality of opportunity,
the 'sanctity of the individual' appeared; and in general it
became held that "l must decide the truth according to my 'lights'",
The moral theory preached by thinkers since Hobbes was based on o
the principle of self-interest. Pleasure and pain became syno~
nyms for good and evil and they determined what men d4id. In the
struggle for existence the individual recognlised - and, on the
prevailling theory, 'ought' only to recognise - one principle, viz,
self-~interest, self-preservation, pleasure. . "It is for them
(pleasure and pain) alone to point out what we~ought to do as well
as to determine what we shall do". (Jeremy Bentham quoted by
Mumford op. cit. p. 311). |

The trend has many facets, We cannot herg'detail them, We
may mention, for example, the growth of the hisforical theory
which saw history as a struggle betwsen individuals, the trend
in the arts towards 'individual self~expression and in philosophy
the development of individuallist anarchism’.

Of this latter trend Max Stirner 1s an example, His doctrine
contained the loglcal concluslion of the thinking of earller indi-
vidualists who had based thelr 1deas upon a struggle for power
among individuals but who regerded community 1life (the State) as
the protection of all in the carrying on of 1life. Stirner empha-
slsed greatly the importance not merely of the individual; he
fought for the supremacy of the ego:

"let us therefore not aspilre to community but to one-sldedness.
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Let us not seek the most comprehensive 'human society', but let
us seek 1ln others only means and organs which we may use as our
property!_ As we do not see our equals in the tree, the beast,

80 the presupposition that others are our equals springs from a

hypocrisy, No one is my equal, but I regard him, equally with
all beings, as my property". (23)

This attitude was oneﬂimplicit in the very nature of capi-
talist competition. It was against it that Marx and Engels
directed their moral critiqus. It 18 to this critique that we

shall now turn, .

.ghe Moral and Historical Critique of Caplitalism:

Marxism, however sclentific it may claim to be, 1s motivated _,
by a moral attitude towards 1its subject matter, The analysis
of prevalling and previously existing societies reveals this
moral attitude at the very outset. In the preface to the Commu-
nist manifesto Engels refers to the purpose of his work and Marx's
to be that of "freeing the whole of soclety from exploitation,
oppression and class-struggles" (Selected Works p, 793). It 1is
of fundamental importance that this position should be made clear,
Marxism as we shall have occasion to see repeatedly does not re~
gard itself as an 'objective' science. As with Hegel, so with
Marx =~ the evolutionary process 1s not apart from man and his
consclousness, Man is part of 1it, He does not stand aside from

it nor does he, recognising his intimete connection with it, allow

(23) M. Stirner, “"The Ego and His Own" p, 227,
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himself passively to become a part of 1t. He is actife, prac-
tical and stands in a moral relationship to the historical pro-
cess., Man actively takes sides in the class-struggle,

The Communist manifesto contains a statement of this ethi-
cal position, We need consider the statement, for example, that
'the bourgeoisie .... haé put an end to all feudal, patriarchal,
1dyllic relations. It has pitilessly torn asunder EEE motghy )
feudal ties that bound man to his 'natural superiors', and hésk
left uJ:Bther nexus between man and man then naked self-interest,
than callous 'cashwpayment' .... It has resolved personal worth
into exchange value, and in place of the nu;berless indefeasible
chartered freedoms, has set up that single, unconscionable free~
dom -~ Free Trade. In one word, for exploitation, velled by re-~
ligious and political illusions, it haes substituted naked, shame-
less, direct, brutal exploitation".

Every occupation, every action has become valued in terms of
1ts money value, every personal relation - including the family -
has become & money relation., It had, moreover, become‘true, even
in Marx's day, thaet the bourgeoisie brought with it inequality,
imperialism and colossal, destructive war, The whole basis of
industrial orgajflsation that had #eveloped was the turning of
men to machines. "Masses of labourers", says Marx, "crowded in-
to the factory, are‘organised like soldlers .... not 6n1y are
they'slaves of the bourgeois class, and of the bourgeols state,

they are dally and hourly enslaved by the machine, by the over-

looker, and, above all, by the individual bourgeolis manufacturer
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bimgelf, .. The -0Qre openly thig despotism proclalms gain to be
1ts end gnd aim, the more petyy, the more.hateful and the more.
embittering 1t ;s . L e e e e e , ‘

.41 his analygls of¢Eenerbach = and we can point to many
etb%aheﬁ%mel%%;°f ?his.tr%%nMQf,thQQshP3~;Ense¥%;%¥amin°%g¥h?-
%%%t#@%@ﬁﬂ%&mﬁawﬁwwwﬁ“fn@tM€%@ﬁ'
qgglgg$p§\ggmggggkgggt capltallism denles to the majority, Jjust
as much.as feudaligm or slave-gociety, any equality of right to
the purauit.of happiness,. . The processes of capltallst economy
v &8 epitomised in the Stock Exchange .- express the selfish urge
towards lndlyidyal, galn.b; Fave n s oamEs v . S

. In."The.. .German Idaology we get a further 111qstration of
Marx 8 attitude 1o, the results of capitalist economy: "The an-
tagoniem of town and country can exist &s a result of private.
property....Jt . 1a the most, crass . expression of the aubjectlon of-
%P@5§8%1¥}d3§1f299%F khe.dlyislon of labour, under a definite gc-
tivity forced upen him .- & subjection which mskes one men into e
restrigied town-animal, the other.into.s restricted country-snimal,
gp¢:q§;}y$qg§ates anew the conflict between their interests,
Labour, 18 here.8geln the chlaf thing, pewer oyer, individuals,.
and ag long as,the latier exists, private property must exist".

scr o The jndiyldual 1s subjected under Capitalism; 1t 18 this
subjegtion that Commumism seeks to emd. .

v.- L@t us_exemlne the integration between this moral attack end

(24) The ‘Harxiat attack upon moral ‘yaliues seems to contradict
~what-we-have said, Marxism insists upon-the conditioned--
- pature of all. ;1efs, ideoclogies and philosophies, but this
' d6es ‘not preclude 1t From having a moral attitude. This
questlion, however, is not easily dismissed and we shall re-
turn to it,

—
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Marx's more general theory of the development,

We have seen in our earller examination of the dlalectical
bases of Marxist philosophy that ;ach successive stage of deve-
lopment is both the product of, and itself contains, inherent
contradlctions, In the realm of soclal development - history -
these contradictions are manifold, but may broadly be seen as
the clash of classes,

For Marxism history 1ls, therefore, of fundamental importance,
Every historlcal epoch, every society that has appeared, 1s the
product of divislon into social classes, \The dominant class in
every epoch establishes the general form of the soclety. The
prevalling 1deology, political forms, are the 1deas and instie-
tutions of the ruling class,

The Capitalist society 1s the creation of the bourgeolsie
which established the social order based on "free comﬁetition,
freedom of movement, equal rights for commodity owners ..."(gﬁ),
The 0ld methods of production were supergeded by large-scale
machinery; large~scale industry requlred large and concentrated
labour~force.

Under Capitalist mode of production the instruments of lab-
our, which under the earlier system had been individually owned,
became concentrated in the hands of a relatively small class,
This concentration was the achievement of the bourgeoisie, which
developed in the earlier medlaeval epoch,

In the historical epoch preceding the present bourgeois order

(25) Engels, Anti-Duhring p. 295.
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there developed the.capitalish mode of .preduction = .the concene
trated industrisl .machine, - .This -developed as the techniques of
production improved, ae.the .factory replaced the individual work-
shop,. .., Broductlon became- sogiel. . The;divislon of labour : -
Ch.a.I}gahdJit,s form, .. o Lo e T IR

. .Ihe division of labour is the root of the class-division in
soclety, ..Before. examining this principle vwe.must realise that.. -
ﬁﬂﬂ;tb9 Marxist conception of history it ias .the economic relations
°§»§9?19$x1*wphﬁbyﬁﬁths*andxrelﬂt1°n5h¥P5,Ofvproduction,fdlatrin
bution gnd exchange. . "is the baesis of every social order", . This
principle Merx dlscusses. as. follows:.. \ |

... The basic prineiple of .the meterialist.conception of history
1§$fp§9€y§y in which men produce their means of subslistence de-
pen&s first .of .all on. the nature of the &ctual means they find«in
e;;qunqqﬁandhhgwemtg.rgproducq e ¢o;e This mode of production ....
1s.a .definite form-of activity of these: indivliduals, & definite
form of expressing their 1ife, &.definite mode of 1life on their
p%;?ﬂvqgg% thQKWhgle internal structure of the nation iteelf de-
pendé quqiﬁggthagthf‘qualqpment,neaohadtbx;ﬂlgproduction and
its internsl and external interqourse.. How far the productive -
forces of a nation are developed 1is shown most manifestly by .the
degrgq_tqkjhlgg,the divlsion of dabour has been .carried. . . Each
new productive- force, in so far as it is not, merely & quentitative

extension of productive forces already known ..., brings about.a

7
[

fupiher development of, the divisiom of lahour’(26), .

o i ™ . A . I

(26) sFn Tdedtogy 2.8 ., L
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The division of labour has various important results: the
varlety of economic activities =~ comﬁerce, industry and agricul-
ture « are separated from each other and there 1s the division
between,the separation of,town and country. Each new form of
ownership is bound up with the development of the division of
labour,

The first form of ownershlip is tribal ownership, correspond~
ing to undeveloped productive methods, The soclal structure is
based upon patriarchal family relationship and slavery.(27)

We shall nottrace in détail the anthrppological and histori-
cal theories of Marx and Engels, We shall merely summarise the
various stagees of dlalectical historical development which they
postulate,

After tribal ownership, comes "ancient communal and State
ownership" based upon slavery; but.containing within its gener-
al framewérk developing private ownership. But thls is not a
normai, prevalling phenomenon, and the highly developed class
structure of society is complete.

Thirdly,(za) we arrive at feudal relationships. As with
the above mentioned forms feudalism 1s "based on a community"(eg)
with the peasantry replacing the slaves as the oppressed class,
The feudal form of soclety produced, however, 1ts own destruction
in that with the growth of towns there developed within the

bourgeols & formsof production, Town came into conflict with

(27) Marxism postulates the natural state of soclety as primitive
communism - & form of common ownershipa ¢lasslessness.

(28)Here we are ignoring the influence offvars of conguest and the
partial growth in Rome of private ownership and the plebian class,
(29) German Ideology p. 12,
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country, and although the medlaeval socilal structure became adap-
ted to the necessitles of trade ~ with the development of guilds
and communal markets - it was from the towns that the bourgeois
order sprang. Feudallsm was a country form, a soclal organisa-
tion of agricultural civilisation.

The general principle which we may derive from the Marxist
historical account is that each politlical and soclal form 1s based
upon the economic structure, i1.,e, that economlic relationships are
historically basic,

Men make their own history but not in an incoherent or per-
fectly unconnected fashion, The existeﬁce of classes, which 1s
"bound up with particular, historic, phases in the development
af production" (Marx to Weydemeyer), 1s basic to the understanding
of history fo; it i1is in the clash of classes that we see the hils-

toric process manifesting itself, Thus 1t i1s in the necessities

of this process, which are rooted in the'material’conditions,ac
needs, desires and relationships of each epoch, that we must seek
the key to historical understanding. Necessity overridew histori-
cal accldent, in the long run, And this necessity 1is ultimately
economic necesslity. v

Marxism insists that the basic determining influence of eco-
nomic factors in history is not rigld or absolute. In our next
section we shall deal with the status which intellectual and
1deological factors attain in this theory. At this point we wish
to establish the general position of Marx and Engsls. The impor-
tance of the individual in Marxist theory 1is, of course, intimately
bound up with the doctrine of historical dialectical materialism,
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The state, we must at this polnt mentlion, is seen by this
theory in a peculiar light. Marx insists upon the distinction
between state and society. The state 18 organ of soclety which
1s produced by the contradictions eventuating from the division
of labour and class division, It is neilther of the conflicting
classes but nevertheless it represents the organised political
force of the ruling class while maintalning a semblance of inde-
pendence,

“"Society gives rise to certain common functions which it cane
not dispense with., 'The persons selected for these functions

form a new branch of the division of labour within socliety. Thils

glves them particular interests, distinct, too, from the interests
of those who gave them thelr office; they meke themselves 1ndepen-
dent of the latter and - the state i1s in being", With the state
18 created political aspects of soclety and the struggle for con-
trol of the state machinery - in our day police, army, government
departments - is the political struggle. There develops a clash
between the economic interests and 'forces' and the political
which latter are concerned to maintain their independence. This
clash 18 one in which economic motivation is "ultimately" irre-
sistible, (30) This allows a conslderable amount of modification
to take place within the economic framework, Political and legsal
inetitutions and codes modify, "react upon", divert the narrow eco-

nomic movement and undermine thé NEYrrow deﬁerminist position of

“(30)q Tﬁéugﬁakasis upon the ultimately determining power of eco-
nomic motivation 18 typical of Marxist confusion on this point and
indicative of the partially realised attempt to make a "science”
of history. -
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certain less critical and careful sections of Marx and Engels,

The State appeears then, as an independent authority over and
above the clash of classes, It is, however, only independent to
a very limited extent, Dialectically there must exist an inter=
dependence and interaction between cause and effect, between 'civw
11 society' (i.e. the economic and productive aspects of soclety)
and the State. Yet the State exists to finalise existing class
relationships and to maintain those relationshlips economic and
soclal which have déveloped. Whilst 1t may in turn modify these
the State 1s the expression of the class division of society.

We could do no better than follow the conclusion which Marx
draws froﬁi:heory of hlstory:(31)

(1) "In the development of productive forces there comes a stage
at which productive forces and means of intercourse are called in-
to existence, which,under existing relationships, only causes misw
chief, and which are no longer productive forces but destructive
forces (machinery and money); and connected with this a class is
called forth, which has to bear all the burdens of soclety with-
out enjoying its advantages, which, ousted from soclety, is forced
into the most declded antagonism to all other classes; a class
which forms the majority of all members of society, and from which
emanates the consclousness of the necessity of & fundamental revo-

lution, the communist consciousness, which may, of course, arise

among other classes {00 through the contemplation of the situation

of this class,.(my italics).

(2) The conditions under which definite productive forces can

(31) German ldeology p., 68




o 34 w
be applied, are the conditions of the rule of a definite class
of soclety whose social power, derliving from its property, has
i1ts practical-idealistic expression in each case in the form of
the State; and, therefore, every revolutionary struggle is dir-

ected against a class, which till then had been in power ....."

Marx continues to state that the alm of the communist re_ﬂ
volution 15 not, as with earlier revolutions, %#khe almed at & re-
distribution of the mode of activity of soclety (i.e. a change
in ownership and control of productive forces), but 1s aimed at
the abolition of the whole mode of activity i1i.,e. at the abollition
of classes, nationalities and “labour", \Further this revolution
1s eesentlally a mass movementmagainsi the conditions and rela-
tionships of 'civil soclety' and, as he emphasises elsewhere (e.g.

The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Napoleon), ageinst the existence
of the State 1itself,

Philosophy and the Individual

The individual is in Marxist phllosophy in a pecullarly ime
portant relation to philosophic activity itself, This relation-
ehip 1s given special treatment in Marx for his historicism
throws into prominence the problem of in what way ideology and
other elements in the so-called '‘superstructure of society' are
to be considered in the light of Marx's attempt to retain the
individual's moral status. Any investigation into this problem
must consider in what way the intellectual activities of men are

the products of economic environmental factors and to what extent
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they are constructive and vital factors in history. The latter
question 1is dealpﬁ with in the Marxian doctrine of philosophy &as
a weapoh. The importance of thls doctrine for our study of
Marx's individualism is clear)ror individualism 1s meaningless
irf ;ndiviﬁual 1deas and philosophy are irrelevant to the course ~-
of historical events,

We have noted earlier the emphasis which Marx lays upon the
relative independence of intellectual and politlcal aspectis.

They are not mere reflections of economlc relationships. They
are not, that 1is to‘say, mere Opiphenomena.\

We have noted on the other hand, his emphasis on the derived
nature of these forms of consclousness, 'Ideology', says Engels
in & letter to Mehring, 'is a process accomplished by the so-
called thinker consciously indeed but with a false conscilousness,
The real motives impelling him are unknown to him, otherwise it
would not be an i1deological process at all ceneh The ideologist,
that 1s, remeins in the "realm of pure thought“qnever reelising
the inter-relation of thsught and material reality or the depen-
dence of his thought upon prevailing relationships. These rela-~
tionships are, put simply, Ythe methods by which human beings in
& given soclety produce thelr means of subsistence ...." (Engels
to Starkenburg).

But to deny this independence is not to deny seither the
right to evaluation on a scale of truth nor to deny the effect
of 1deology upon historical development,

In his "Thests on FeNerbach" Marx emphesises that "He (Fener-
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bach) does-not-grasp the .significance of. !revolutionary', of
practical-critical, activity", .And he.points to the old mechani-
cal m&terialis;Vdoctrine.tbgﬁymen'arq the products of circumstences
as & partial truth, it heing?neeqséapy:tq gupplement 1% with the
statement that circumstences.are changed by men and thet this
change requires that "thév?dusﬁth,(i-e'~the;ref°r??r).muﬁt;him"
8elf be edyecated, »

. Human ipdividuals are active in history, not.passive, - Prac-
tlicel ectlivity is not blind activity,.it requires direction, gui-
dence, theery. . ITheory is not abstract, contemplative, 1t must
be practiecal, active.v \

4"\5’6“'&'

. ."The phllosephers", he says, "have. interpreted the world in

vgrious ways;. the point, however, is to.change it'".
. . . Philegophy is, for Marx, a weapon, in the sense that tqpush
ﬁndgrstanﬁ;ng;wq,can{brlng about changes, By resolving intellec-
tual contradictions we. can discover how to resolve them in the
real world, in soclal 1life. . . . = | TR

: This doetrine 1is.lmportant; 1t involves not.only the prob-
lem of knowledge but. alao. the.whole of Marxianm theory of mind., .
¥arx here-stands,: 88 we haye seen, clearly for, the unlity of mind
end.body, agadnat.the duallem.of Descartes and others. He attacks
federbach for his.artificial separatlion of mind and the objects of
dhought.. -He postulate the active role of mind in knowing, . This
doctrine. 1s. 80 vital that we §ﬁg;; it necessary to recapitulate
briefly certain idees dealtf with in.Chapter. I. o
Trensferring thege doctrines into the wider fisld of soclal

[P

aotlipn Marx develops the theory of the close relationshlp between
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knowing and doing. Human beings, that 1s, react upon their en-
vironment, they stand abéve it, in a certain sense, and yet they
are bound to attempt to affect it, to modify its course of devel-
opment, The activity of the mind in the activity of Jjudging -~
which as idealiem has emé?sised is not a passive, reflective one
but & positive, creative, intelligent one -~ 1s transferred into
another realm,

Ideology ~ philosophy, economics, political theoriles, legal
doctrines, religions -~ arise in answer to definite human needs,
These needs are various but include the need to organise soclally,
the need for spiritual satisfaction and pea;e, the ne?SﬁEF under-
stand how socilety works, the need to satisfy furthe;:Leeds and de=-
sires, It 1s the development of these needs and desires which
1s the dynamic of history. From these needs and desires arises
theoretical activity,

The needs of men are here seen as basic, but man having once
begun to theorize sets out upon a dual process, First, he must
enswer the need for greater coherence and completeness and truth
in the theories he has begun to forumlate. Secondly, he has to
apply these theories to the world both in order to test them, and
to attain a mastery over natural processes, These proceases sup~
plement each other, Theory, the result of needs, is applied in
answering further needs and in supplylng new needs to be answered,
Thus, philosophies arise to fulfll a social need ~ usually a jus-~
tification 6f prevailing ways of 1life are heeded and phllosophy
(including religion) arises to answer the question: How are we

(or I) justified?
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This does not mean, however, that phllosophy 1s & mere re-
flection, and justification of, prevaliling relationships, It
may be s0o and in many cases 1t has besen, Equally, in many cases
1t has led to the conclusion that circumstances are unjust, evil;
that human beings should change their environment, Theoretical
activity reflects prevalling conditions, reflects the objective
historical situation only in the sense that 1t answers definite
prevailing needs, 1ts problems are current problems and, moreover,
1ts work 1s limited by the general state of knowledge at the time,

Certaln theories, against which Marx\protested, held that
i1deas are mere impressions on the mind produced by the impact of
material bodles and, similarly, that philosophic theorles were
merely analytical not constructive or leading to action, For
Marx, however, theory was a gulde to actlon, Theory has to base
1tself upon existing soclal needs and demands and upon the existing
soclal situatidn. Thus thsory must imply change.

Thaory 1s a gulde to action, and practice. the living tesﬁ
of theory.(32) Practice 1s not mere practicabllity but involves
a dynamic inter-ralation of man's will and skill with theory.
Knowledge, through practice, becomes, as it must, power. We dew
sire knowledge for the sake of the power 1t gives us, not merely
in the narrow sense? of domination over physical nature,but equally
in the intellectual mastery over problems which each stage of

knowledge glves us,

T32) Marx was not & pragmatist. His position in this matter may
be put as follows: "In practice man must prove truth 1,e.
the reality and power, the 'this-sidedness' of his thinking",
1.9, What works will be true, the inherent contradictions of
the false will lead to practical ineffectiveness,
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We cannot divert here to study the implications of thie
position for & theory of truth, But 1t 1is important to note
Merx's rejection of materialist doctrines of truth which may be
sald to hold that ideas must correspond to reality of which
1deaé are coples, impressione or reflections and of the mater~
lalist theory that all human history and activity were merely
menifestations of physical mathematical laws, completely deter-
mined by mechanical or chemical processes, These doctrines
were rejected for the same reason ~ they omitted the redirective,
as opposed to the merely reflexive, the active, as opposed to the
merely passive, the creative, as opposed to\the negative, aspects
of mind, To omit these aspects was to omlt the essentlal point
that theory was a gulde to changing the world to making it true.
That the 1ndividual is not & mere cog in a vast machine but a
being whose willl, through soclety, can and must become effective
in changing that society, is essential to Marx's doctrine,

Marxism, therefore, 1s not ordinary materiallism for 1t pos-
tulates a revolutionary programme of esction and thils programme
1s based upon a plan, and involves the notion of planning for
the future as an importent aspect of the sort of society at which
1t 1s aiming. Nor ordinary materialism can, without self-contra-
diction, hold such a point of view,

This aspect of Marxism involves us in a form of teleology -
a teleology of ends, We find Marx here in agreement with many
other thinkers who have held that such a teleology of ends 1is
the very basis of moral or political activity. The causal pro-

cess becomes sub-ordinated to the 'higher' determinism, and becomes
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the means of achleving the end postulated, Human 1deals, aims
or ends are, therefore, in Marx endowed with a practical force,
The role of the individual. in this matter will be dealtﬁ with
at greater length later, but we may comment here upon Marx's
critique, in the light of the above principles, of Utoplan soc«
lalism, |
Utoplan socilalism never appreclated the fact that 1deals,
ailms, ends, and the theories which go with them, are ‘'outgrowths'
(not products) of prevailing conditlons, It falled to see 1its
schemes, plans, 1deals as answers to historically conditioned de~
mands, (see below 'Consciousness as socidl phenomeno 5. It
tends, as with FesMlerbach, "to abstract from the process of hist-
ory and establish the rellglous(33) temperament as something in-
dependent, and to postulate an abstiract - isoleted -~ human 1ndl~
vidual"(34), It tends, thet 1s, to divide society into the con-
ditionéd, determined herd and the 1solated, theoretically con-
sclous individusals whose ideals, aime and theorlies are independ~
ent of the mode of 1life of the era, of the soclal demands and
needs of the period.

' The individuasl theorist cannot be seen in this light; he
must be seen 1n terms of his epoch, He must be seen both as 1its
product and as its modifier. Just as in the individual, sensa-
tions and intellect and the active body are related, so in soclety
there i1s an inter-action and relation between the needs etc, of

society impressing themselves upon the mind of the individual

(33) Philosophic, theoretical - not religious in the narrow
sense,
(34) Marx, Thests on Fegerbach, No, 6.
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and hls theories and actions, through society, according to his
theoriles.

Philosophy in 1ts earlier forms, however, has never been
cdnscioualy revolutionary ~ or revolutionary at all ~ because it
has never been conscious of the'interdependence of theory and
practice, between intellect and passion, It has held the view
that thoughts are not active, but confined to the sphere of thought.
As Fel¥erbach says: "Reason unites history but passion makes it.
Everything new therefore 1s an injustice against the old....(but)
eee One can think without doing an injustice to anyone, without
inflicting pain on anyone, for thoughts do not go further than
one's own head, But one cannot act without setting one's whole
body in motion, without running up against obstacles on all sides,
without pounding even against one's will".(35)

Hook comments: "Marx rejects the disjunction as being neither
exhaustive nor exclusive° It is true that there 1s no action
without a violation of some right or interest. It 18 not true
that such action need be blind, uninformed by theory or reason,

It 18 tru that one can think without acting directly but it is not
true that no injustice 1s thereby done. For existing injustices
are toleratéd end remein unaltered, Philosophical activity may

be conceived as action on behalf of valuwes and interests which

have been criticised by knowledge and reason. The very fact that
philosophy 1s an activity in a world of space and time and incom-
patible interests, makes 1t clear that 1ts goals cannot be absolute
truth or absolute justice. But the fact that action 1s thoughtful

(35) 8, Hook,"Hegel to Marx", p3ob



4} -

L

The Individual in Society

Marxism is at bottom a theory of human freedom and is ocon-
cerned primarily with the ostibliahnont of an order of socliety
in which this freedom will be attsined, Marxism is, consequent-
ly, presented with the necessity of resolving the antagonism be-
tveen the freedom of the individual, on the one hand, and the co-
hesion and domination of the state, on the other, It is forced
10 demonstrete the possibility of maintaining that sqlf-identity
and moral importance of the individual whi&h. a8 we¢ have seen, he
asserts capitalism to have crushed, The dominant theme in Marx's
social theory, then, is the individusl in his relation to his fel-
lows as they and he are united by social bonds. To study this
rdlationship adequately we must first undertake an investigation
into the Marxisa theory of the nature of human consciousness, for
this will throw 1light upon the underlying premises of the theory
of the individual,

In his analysis Marx states the premises from which he starts
"are not arbitrary ones, not dogmss, but real premises from which
abstractions can only be made in the imagination, They are real
individuals, their activity and the material conditions under
which they live, both those which they find already existing and
those produced by their activity ..,.."(37) And Marx asserts

that men are really distinguished from snimals by the fact that

(37) K. Marx and ¥, Engels : "German Ideology" p. 6 - 7.
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they produce their means of subsistence and in doing so produce
their sctusl material life. This production is "a definite form
of activity of ... individuals, a definite form of expressing thelr
1ife, & definite mode of life on their part"; 1t is not “simply
the reproduction of the physical existence 6f the individﬁlll”,
on the contrary, it 1s an expression of their life and of what they
are, Whlt individuals are depends upon and coincides with what
they produce and how they produce 1it. "fhe nature of individuals
thus depends upon the material conditions determining their pro-
duction" and this production presupposes no§ only increased popu-
litlon but, more importent, "the intercourse of individuals with
one another"(38),

Maxx stands then in opposition to those theories(39) whion
take for granted the domination of religion by regarding political, jurils
*ul and moral conscicusness as religious phenomens,Le., purely spirit- |
ual, He repudiates the belief in the "rule of religion, of con-
cepts, of an abstract general prlneiploiin the existing world",
Such beliefs sesm to Marx to be the substitution for the roal‘vbrld

of phrases and to be a making of real relationships dependent upon

consciousness,

With equal intensity Marx rejects the Hegelian approach to
historical development, History for Hegel is the process of work-
ing out or unfolding of a rational principle. Hegel's method is
historiecal "but he never forgets that the development which he sets

(38) K. Marx and F, Engels : Ibid p. 7=-8

(39) For example those of the young Hegelians, Strauss, Stirner,
Feuerbach, Bauer,
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out to trace is the development not of events or of institutions,
but of the speculative idea"(40), “History 1s the process of
the self-realisation of the Absolute Idea®(4l),

Marx rejects this concept as inadequate for it isolates the
process of history from the rdal development of and change within
institutions and promotes it into something more than it is viz,
into a reality above men and things. “History does nothing" says
Marx(42),6 "¢ 'possesses no colossal riéhos'; 4t fights not a
fight', It 1s rather real living man who acts; possesses and
fights in everything, It 1s by no means 'Hietory' which uses men
a8 & means to carry out its ends, as if it were & person apart;
rather History is nothing but the activity of man in pursuit of
his ends®, Thus Marx attacks the Hegelian deificatlion of history.

‘History can only be understood through an understanding of
the organization of individuzls and their relation to the rest of
nature, Nature and men are in eonatgnt'intor-aotlon; histcryril
the product of that inter-action; the status of the individual
depends upon the form which that inter-sction takes, The indivi-
dual can only be understood as & historical being, 1.e, as a being
who makes history and who lives within 1it,

The individusl qua historiecal is the individual gqua soclal
for it 1s in and through humen intercourse that he makes history
and is affected by history, Our problem, therefore, is to deter-
mine whether Marxism postulates the social nature of man,

T403 Vaughan ; "History of Politlcal Philosophy" p. 150.
(41) G.D.E. Cole : "Some relations between economic and politiocal

theory" p. 29 .

- (42) K, Marx Eﬁogpllan Philosophy of Right" Quoted by O, Ruhle |
(Karl Marx) p. 43.
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fo determine this we must investigate the Marxian view of
the hature of human consciousness. It 1s as conscious beings
that we are related to our fellows, If Marxism holds man's nat-
ure to be besically social and the individusl to be in a harmonious
relationship with soclety, 1t must root these doctrines securely
in & theory of consciousness. As 1s0lated within myself I can
have no need for my fellows nor can I attain cocperation with them;
as sharing a common consciousness I am inter-dependent with others,
Cooperation becomes possible, To this prpblom we must now turn,

"Human 11fe is the real community of men"(43) ana in their
hunnanotlvitioa men enter into soclal-economic, political, legsl-
relationships with each other in order to produce and to satisfy
their needs, The origin, therefore, of social 1ife lies histori=-
cally in the material necessities of human individuels, No con-
tradiction is involved here with the Aristotelian concept that the
state 1s logloally prior to the family and to the individual,
Marx's account is deliberately historical angf?: bears & close simi-
-larity to the sccounts in both Aristotle and Plato of the growth
of the state or city(44),

The establishment of these relationships is at the same time
the production of a form - or forms - of consciousness or 1deas.
For, urges Narx, “consciousness can never be anything else than
conscious existence, and the emistence of men 1s their actual life
1437 K. Marx : "Boclal Reform" Reprinted Stenning S4lected Lssays.
(44) of. Plato : "Republic® Bk. IT and Aristotle "Politlos" Bk. I
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proaonl"(45). Moreover, it is equally vital to Marxism that we
must never forget that forms of consciousness are intervoven with
or burdened by 'materisl' relationships, 1.e, with life as a
whole(46),  consciousness is not independent, for "1life is not
determined by consciousness, but consciocusness by life ,.. the
starting polnt ies the real 1living individuals themselves, as they
are in actual 1life, and consciousness 18 considered solely as
their consciousness”(47),  For Marx abendonment of empty talk
about abstract econsclousness is the essential prerequisite of real
knowledge. *

As ve have already pointed ocut Plato as well ae Marx treats
the growth of society historically. "The origin of a ocity ....
is ,... due to the fact that no one of us 1s sufficient for him-
self but esch 1s in need of many things .... Then men, being
in want of many things, gather into one qottloment many partners
and helpers, one taking to himself one man, and another another,
to satisfy their deiverse needs, and to this common settliement we
glve the name of city., "The city, then, is the outcome of mutusl
needs" . But the first and greatest need is the provielon of food
to support existence andllifo. the second the provision of a dwsll-
ing place and the third of clothing and so on" (48),

Plato continues by tracing the growth of the division of lab-
our in the growing oit "And, as he snumerates needs, so he enu-

5) German Ideology p.
¥3;g-;;_j;:f§§::?fb;i::&§§::_;it mean that the relationships are

material but that they are directed to bodily, economiec, ends,

(47) German Ideology p. 15

(48) Plato "Republic" Every men Ed, p. 48
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merates the various classes required to answer thol. 80 soclety
grows.

The similarity with the Marxian account is notable for Marx,
like Plato, holds that soclety has 1its origin in the mutual efforts
of individusls to satisfy their needs, Soclal institutions depend
upon the fact that the first historiecal act - viz, the production
of material life itself - is never completed, karx recognises
with Plato, that the family, the division of labour and the whole
struocture of communal life depends upon the fact that "no one of
us is sufficient for himaolr;' Human reletionshipe are, then,
social relstionships,

Marx gives an important definition of 'social relationships':
"By social we understand the co-operation of several individuals,
no matter under what conditions, in what menner and to what end",
-Boaring this definition in mind we shall now examine in more de-
tail the Marxian view of human consciouino-l.

Firstly, Marx emphasizes that conscicusness is never ‘pure'
but alwaj- “burdened with matter" which makes ite appearance, in
the first instance "in the form of agitated layers of air, sounds,
in short, languago“; The study of consciousness cannot be sepa-
rated from the -tu&y of language., Language, he says, in practi-
cal conseiousness expresses the social potentislities and end of
men, It expresses the interdependence of individuals, their
need for a common understanding arising from their common needs,
Furthermors it expresses thoir ability to attain mutual understand-
ing, for what, historically, men have done implies their ability
to do. And the next implication is that to be able to reach

g
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common understanding, mutusl aid means the possession among men
of & common reason, & sharing in aind,

Language and consciousness arise in anivor to the need for
intercourse among men, The existence of relationships implies a
consclousness, Relations must exist "for me"; their existence
is not purely objective because there must be a consciousnees of
relation for them to be effective, Animals have no consciousness
hence they have not relations, "For the animel", says Marx, “a
relation does not exist as a rolation. Consciousness” he goﬁ‘
on, "is therefore from the very beginning a social product and re-
mains 80 a8 long &s men exist at all®, Conscliousness has a his-
tory, it is at first a sensucus realisation of the immediste en-
vironment of things and persons, It is a consciousnese of nature;
not, however, of nature as subservient or friendly but of nature
&8 alien, as “an all-powerful and unasssailable force, with which
men's rolatioha are purely animsl and by which they are overawed
1ike beasts......"(49),

We have quoted at length in order to emphasise Marx's doctrine
that consciousness, as well as society, has a history &nd that,
from a primitive and semi-animal consciousness it develops towards
an understanding of an domination over nature and into a coherent
sense of socisl r.latloh-hipl and obligations, It is in this pro-
cess that ideology, morelity, law and religion emerge.

Consciousness matures and grows as the division of labour
spreads, for the division of labour increases the interdependence
for men upon men, and inaseases also their common interests, The

vislion of labo m es not merely an allog¢ation a me

(49) German Ideslegy.
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different but qualitatively similar occupations and duties, but
81s0o the separation of meterial or physical and mental labour,
With this latter division there arises in consciousness itself
the "conaclousness conscious of itself"; the idea thet consclouse
ness and ideas and, indeed, all thinkiﬁg 1s independent and ‘pure’.
Consciousness is not seen as related to and dependent upon physi-
cal life but as & thing-in-itself, the contents of which are not
derived from natural or material necassity. Thus, says hMarx, are
created " 'Pure', theory, theology, philosophy, ethics, etec," No
matter how emancipated this theory appears from the ‘saterial’
world, 1t conflicts with that world whenever contradictions arise
in the sphere of social relationships, |

These social contradictions are the outcome of developments
in "forces” of a productive system which have not been followed
by & parallel and necessary adjustment in what Marx calls the “soc-
lal relations of production®., Buch cortradictions within society
are rooted in the division of labour and the clash of interests
between individuals,

Marxism, 1s fundamentally, a historical philosophy and Marx
bases his interpretation of man and society upon premises which
postulates their essential unity, He repudiated that outlook
which derived its doctrines from something called the "essence of
man” as something beyond soclety, as the embodiment of which each
1loiatcd individual existed, 8uch & doctrine seemed to Marx an
unreal abstraction from the process of history and the postulation

and glorification of “an abstrect and 1solated human 1naividual® (503,

{50) of. Marx's "Thesks on Feuerbtach" & and 7.
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unreal abstraoction from the process of history and the postulation

g and glorification of “"an abstract and isolated human 1nd1v1dual"(5°’.

é {507 ef. Marx's "Thesks on Feuerbach” & and 7.
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Furthermore, this approach seems to meke the hum&n essence mean-
ingless by reducing it to_a generality "which naturaily unites the
mary individuals", The individual cannot be thus reduced to a
permanent and unchanging c¢ollection of qualities, for the indivi-
dual and soclety are related not in a static existence but in a
dynamic, changing movement,

Marx insists that we study the phenomenon of consciousness
as exemplifying the social nature of man, Much light may be
thrown upon this doctrine by a comparison, to which we shall short-
ly turn, with the Idealist account of the ph?nomonon of consciouse

ness,

Marx and Idealism

We have seen that for Marx the mutual dependence of man upon man =
the common needs of men and thelr co-operation 1n satisfying these
needs -~ 18 the hilstorical presupposition for the development of
consciousness and language, Marx is, therefore, taking a view
which was not possible for the earlier materialists, On their
premliges and in terms of their method, individuals were stomistical-
ly 1solated, Marx stands opposed not only to the shattering and
disastrous dualiem of Descartes but also to the cult of individ-
ualism which developed with this duslism(51),

In Marx's theory of cognition, knowledge and consciousness we

(51) BSee Chapter II, above.
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are not placed in the ego-ogntric position of thinkers for whom

the primary question for philosophy or religion is the nature of
the self and its knowledge and justification. We are not asked
by Marx to answer as the sole important question in ethies: “How
am I justified?" or in epistomology: "How do I know?" for Marx

there 1s no "I" apart from "You".

The vori éoncopts oannbt be separated or isclated from each
other, for they involve each other, The dlslectical position of
the inter-dependence of oppositis is here well 1llustrated. The
very act of separation of the ideas 'I' and 'You' involves the
notion that they cannot be separateda(52), But such apparently
abstract logicel observations must not lead to a forgetting of
their ground in the totality of common needs and productive effort
= 1in short, in common experience., The social "world" of produc-
tion and material necessity is temporally prior io the‘conacioul
recognition of social interdependence, Nor may we reduce this
basic interdependence to biology « reproduction and production =
for the totality of social relationships is more than these; 1t
1s a totality or a whole of meterial and ideal relstionships - a
community of action, co-operation and conflict, And it is from
such common, joint action that social consciousness & in indivi-
dusl minds grows, and it is by the possibility for such joint acti-
vity that the social nature of man is proved,

The very idea of the intelligiblility of things and other men

(52) "Bince he comes into the world with & loOKing gless in his hand
esese BAN first sees snd recognises himself in other men, Peter only
establishes his own identity by compering himself with Paul as a being
of & 1ike kind, And thereby Paul, just as he stands in his Pauline
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presupposes comnon sctlon in a world which we hold in common,
This was & truth unknown to the early materialists(53) and sen-
sationalists(54), for they postulated isolated individuals re-
ceiving separately dietinct "impressions", The concept of ‘'im-
pressions received' as constlituting knowledge makes human con-
gclousness passive; it becomes & consciousness of individual
Pleasure or pain, gain or loss, A pagsive individualisam in ep-
istomology becomes in the field of soclal action tha doctrine of
hedonistic self-interest; whersas with Marx the soclal foundations
of consciousness become an assertion of the active rdle of men
in both the gaining and the application of knowledge.

These Marxist principles mey be integrated with the Idealilst
tradition, as we remerked above, &nd this integration and comparie
son ie of value to our problem in that 1t 1llustrates the persise
tently maintained 1deallism of Marxian "dialectical materislism"
and the roots of Marx’s theory of the individual, For the pu;DOIOI
of our analysis we might study any of the recent ldeallst thinkers
- Bradley, Bosanquet, Collingwcod etc, Let us for the moment
concentrate on F.H, Bradley,

Bradley in an essay(55) on political morslity poses the point
of view that to hold that the state is prior to the individual and
that the whole is greater than the sum of i1ts parts is an iliusion

personality, becomes to Peter the type of the genus homo" (X. Marx,
Caplgal 1,6, GQuoted 8. Hook : "Towards the understanding of Karl
Marx).
(53) For exsmple Hobbes,
254) Locke, iHame
55) F.H, Bradley : 'Hy Station and its Duties" Chapter V,
Ethical Studles", Oxford University Press,




that "has been traced to its source and dilpillod sess. 8Xploded"”,
The fiaily, society, the state and generally every community of
men, this ‘refutation' goes on, 1s real only in its individual
members, for only they have real exiatence. They are the products
of individuals' activity and they persist only because individuals
continue to stand in certain relations to each other, These in-
dividuales make these relations, and, although they are real in
them, this does not mean that they are real because of them or
that they would not be reel out of them, This point of view
holds, in short, that & community"is the sum of its parte, 1a made
by the addition of parts; =and thaet the parts are &8 real before
the addition as after; the relations they stand in ..... &re age
cidental, not es:zential to their being"; that is, individuals are
the faots of social phenomena and societies are collections of
‘such individuals held together by "force, illusion or contract®,
Bradley proceeds to attack this doctrine holding that lucﬁ ine
dividuals as the theory postulates do not in fact exist and that
individuals are what they are by virtue of thelr status in a com-
munity, by virtue, indeed, of the very existence of a community,
Communities are not mere namee but they are real &nd & resl unity,
something more than the aggregate of thelir members, If we re-
move from a man his background, his tradition, his education, his
customs, h habite, hie socially formed a&nd moulded characteristics
the residfum is lomothins that never exiated nor ever can, The
very essence of the individusl is destroyed if "we suppose the world

of relations into which men a&re born never to have existed™, The




isolated individusl is & fiction; for the 'individusl' who does
not possess &2 & part of him relations with others and the potoﬁ-
tiality for these relations, who does not attain selferealisation
and self-understanding can not be. “Man", says Bradley, "was
never anything but social, and society wa; never made by 1ﬁdivid-
ual man; the 'individual' apart from the community is an abstrac-
tion", |

Bradley's formula, that man is social and that his conscious~-
ness ias socially conditloned(ss), does not, however, solve all the
problems that arise in this connection, * Ite general principle
has still to overcome the existence within soclety itzelf of those
contradictions and dlviaiona‘which Marx sought to analyse and re=
late to the life and future of the individusl,

Iater work by philosophers of the Idealist school preadnt a
more detailed and complete approsch to the problem(S?),

It 1s agreed that there exist within soclety elements hostile
to true social life. Soclety 1t is correctly affirmed 1s in a
state of tension between the tendencies to social integration on the
one hand and tendencles inimical to the formatlon of a complete
soclety as opposed to a mere community,

Through speech, it is agreed, man 'liberates himself' from

bldnd acceptance of and domipation by desires, passione and instincts

(58) "When he (the individual) can separate himself from (the) world
: and know himself apart from it, then by that time his self, the
objesct of his self-comnsclousness, ig penetreted, infected, char-
acterized by the existence of others, Its content implies every
fibre of the community." F.H. Bradley Eth, St. p, 172.

(57) R.G. Collingwood's "NewLeviathan'! 1llustretes the modern Idealw
ist approsch to the problenm,




- 56 -

and equally from fear of and subjection to blind natural forces,
Essentisally, the first step in such liberation is the naming of
or the defining and recognising of that which must be controlled,
This process of naming is the process of attalning intellectual
maturity, Naming is bringing something into consciousness; 1t ia
the very basis of thinking., And language 1s the prerequleite cof
thought and, hence, of knowledge, Language, therefore, 1s the
expresesion of consclousness, It is, in its simplest form, the
mere register of feelings; as such it is wild, unorgenized, As
conseiousness becomes coherent, language dewelops,

Just a8 passione have as their object something not of the
self which possesses the psssion, so elementary social consolous-
ness of which language is the expression, rests upon the distinetion
between the 'self' and the 'noteself'; ‘my will' is a correflative
1dea to the 'idea of another's will', "No man has an idea of him-
self a8 & free agont, without an idea or'rroo agsnts other than hime
self and of social relations between them"(58), A joint or social
activity implies 2 soclal conesciousness, language, &s th: express-
ion of that consclousnees, 1s the expression of the human urge to
fulfilment in society. .

Since a true society can only be baged upon relations hetween
free men « and hence is not a mere ‘collection' ~ it implies a suf-
ficient measure of equality to promote the execution of jolnt pure
poses, Socliety rexts upon the existence, 1t is held, of a Jjoint

will; that community 1s not social in which no joint will exists and

(58) R.G. Collingwood ; New Leviathan Chap XXI

i —
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and in which joint action 18 the result not of mutual decision

but of force, Thus there exlst, not as mutually exclusive enti-
ties 'societlies' and what heve been termed ‘non-social communities',
The former are free, based upon & social will; the latter are

mere collections held together by force. They co-exist within

the same comﬁunities.

This analysis is close to that of Marx for it recognises both
the non-coherence of exlsting soclety and it goes on to hold that
the existing contradiotions (the class roots of which it fails to
recognise) may be removed, .

It 1s basic to the Idealist argument that a soclety should
be "self-ruling"., All its decisions &and rules should be the spon-
taneous declesion of the soclal whole; they should not be Lhe imposed
decisions of a group, Every exieting soclety contsins élemants
of the non-soclal community; 1.e., it 18 ruled both by force and
imposed decision and by free joint socizl will,

Soclety does not exist statiocally, for both karx and the Ideale
ists soclety is not; 1t 1s 'becoming'. For the Ideslists the
process in soclety is that of the absorption of the non-social com-
msunity into the social - 1,e, the bringing into the community of
the intellectually mature (the sociml community), thoge who are in-
tqlloctu&llif;atur- and who are dependent upon &and hence ruled by

the intellectually mature(59),

Thus for Idealism, whilst every society involves the 1dea of

(59) The 'intellectuslly meture' eocilety is based upon the idea of
the 'we' not merely abstractly but coneretely = 'we' decide to act.
The 'intellectuelly immsture' have no deep consciousness of the ‘we',
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& universal socisl community - i.,e, the elimination of non-sccial
elements within soclety - every existing society is but partially
soclial, hence self-contradictory both in its internal and external
aspects, It 18, that f%:ﬁﬁividod internally into social and non-
soclal communities and externally it is self-contradictory because
it 1s a particulsr and not & universal soclety. And the 1dea of
soclety is bound up with the 1des of universality. Bociety, for
the Idealists, involves an sllwembracing integration with universal
reason; the individuel becomes & whole within that "moral organism"
of the universal soclety(60), . ‘

Fundamentally, Marx assoclatee himselt with these principles
but his theory involves certain differences which it has been our
purpose to bring ott in this comparison of Marxism and Ideslism,

We have seen that for Idealiem the eociety in which the individuel
lives is an expression of his sociel nature. But Ideslism has
shown, too, that this society is neither stitic nor truly social,
Karx develops these vievws, He analyses the nature of the non-social
elements and tendencies in soclety and he clarifies the indlvidull%
'rolatlon to them,

For Marx the individual could not be seen apart from socleiy;
his consciousnees 1s & socisl consciocusness. But it 1s social be-
cause the individual is a particular relationship to scciety and
his consciousnees 1 not, as we have seen, 'pure' or independent of

conditions of existence,

(60) The phrese is Bradley's cf., Eth, Studiee op cit Ch, V
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"It is not mens' conscloueness which determines thelr existe
enoo;' on the contrary 1t is their socclal existence that determines
their conaclousness(él)". Marx holds that the degree to which
free will ia opsrative in soclety - i.e, the degree of truly soec~-
1al consciocusness ~ 2nd the content of that consclousness are de-
pendent upon the social relationships of the individual, These
relationships are independent of mens' will, They constitute the
economic structure or eystem under which they live, into whieh,
very largely, they are born., It 18 in the cleshes &nd contradic-
tions within this eyetem of relationships that we find the source
of the developgent of consclousness and the origin of the movement
of soclety.

The development of socisal consclousness may be traced in this
movement in the 'material' conditlons of soclety(62), It is a
process of the elimination of contradictions both in thﬂpunsn con-
sclousness arnd in the community itself, This consciousness whilst 1t
18 not blindly determined by economic developments, it 1s relative-
ly independent, reacting upon soclety. It is, for Marx, conditione
ed and limited,

We have reached the postion, then, that the individual 1is pos-
sessed by nature of a consciousness socially conditioned and mould-
ed and ie, therefore, potentially & member of a truly social (1.0,

integreted, non-contradictory) coamunity. He is not a membher of
(61) K.Marx : Introduction to "Critique of Political ELconomy” .

(62) The Jevelopment of the soclal consclousnese in Marx corresponds
to the concept of becoming social in the Idealists,
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such a community, hcwefgr. by virtue of the faot that all exist-
ing communities are torn by confliots, The individual is caught
in a maze of contredictions - between individusl interest and 'the
general good', between class advantage and rival class pressure,
between stability and socilal progress, between rich and poor -
which make his social consciousness a class consciousness and his
role in the socialising of human consclousness a revolutionary one,
We must, therefore, examine the problem of social contradietlonqﬁl

they affect the individual,

Individuel and social contradictions,

The mein presuppositicn for Marx in any study of what he terme
ed‘tho ‘pre-historie stage of humen history(GB)‘, is the fact of
the property relations besed upon the division of labour within
'eivil eoclaty'(64),

Ths processes of bourgeols civil aoélety conflict with the
very nature of sociel consciousness, A soclilety and s social con-
sclousness involves, as we have seen, & social will, & common 8s0C-
12l recson end, hence, a joint purpose. The individual wecomes &
social balng when his interests and purposes ars thocse of soclety
aa & whole, The 1nd1v1dua1's purpoees must e coherent and con-
sistent with those of moclety. Yet thls does not occur in bourg-
eols soclety. Man, &g Marx pointed cut in his Critique of the
Begelisn Phllosophy of Right(65)L_;s not an abstract being beyond

(63) By this Mearx meanes the history of all class cocieties, 1.e. all
history to date,

(64) 'Civil society' : "The true heapth and thestre of all hfstory
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the world, ocutside of contact with ite problenms, Man must be
sesn in his true context in "the world of men", 1.e, in the state

or society. But the world view, the outlook; which current soc-

iety and the State promotes are distorted and perverted precisely
because the state andraoeioty are perverted and self~destructive,

‘ Soclety 1s dlvided into classes, each having its own particu-
lar interests over and sgainst the interests of society as a whole,
Each succeesive gociety - feudal, bourgeois, proletarian - imagines
that 1t and its predominant ideoclogy represent the culmlpatlon of
soclal progresa end *thHought, Eech 1magine\that the interests of
the particular fuling class represent the genersal interest of all
goclety and of all classes, But this ie not the case, for classe
os stand in the relation of oppreesed and oppressores, The existe
ence of an oppreseed class 1s fundamentel to all class socloty(ss).
Each class~gociety contalns within 1t thls clash of interest and

in 1ts rise to power each nevw ruling class brings into existence &
clase with whose interests 1t i8 in conflict, Even if each member
of 8 ruling class is united with every other in support of class

interests, each 1s by virtue of thet fact united with every other

Is not the politiocal world but civil society. <The phrase ,,.,. Ori=
ginated in the 18th century. Civil soclety has the family with 1its
developments and externsl reletions as basis, It bezins to have a
regular development with the rise of the bourgeoisie which is, 1in the
18th century the potentiel, in the 19th century the actual, ruling
claes, Civil soclety is the social organisation which evoives dir~
ectly out of production and commerce, and forma the basis of tho
state and all other ld-alistlc superstructure', L.P., Adams Ilrl
Marx in his earller writings",

{(65) Quoted O, Ruhle's "Xarl ¥erx".

(66)K, Marx, "The Povorty of Philéeophy“ p. 189,
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in conflict with the sntagonistie, conflicting interssts of the
class they opprﬂl!.( “fhie opposition of interests flows from
the economic conditions of bourgeols 117" (67),

But the mere division of interests between clasees 1s not
the sole contradiction within soclety. The individual, in his
rdle as class member, is involved in clashes of interests and pure
poses with other individusls or groups of individuals, Dally,
says Marx, it becomes clear that bourgeois relations of product-
ion are not simple in character but dual(68)  yarx nesns that
not only do these relations produce wealth, they also procduce pove
erty. \

Within the bourgeois world, then, we find the division of in-
dividuals on the basis of their psrticular interests. This con-
flict manifests iteelf in the phencmenon of competition, This
competition between men - "free competition" -« is the sole regula-
tive authority in bourgeois soclety. Competition involves a mute |
ual hostility of interests among members of the bourgeoisie 1tsolr(6”.

These contradictions within society are inimical to the proe
duction of social coheeion and a consciousness of the interests and
true nature of society. They produce breakdowns in the smooth
funetioning of the material production in society. This involves
the necessity of changing soclal relations, A revolutionary situ-
ation 1is createg. The rule of the bourgeoisie instezd of promoting

K. Merx : Ibid p. 1334

68) K. Marx : Ibid p. 139
(69) "The bourgeoisle finds itsélf involved in constant battle ,..with
those portions of the bourgeoisie 1tsolf. whose interests have become

antagonistic to the progress of industry" : K, Murx and ¥, Zngels
"Communist Manifesto” p. 215 Selected Works of K. Marx,
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easy change in society pauperizes the proleteriat and so, because
of 1ts inmability to rule, the bourgeoisie - whioch "cannot assure
to its slaves a slave's existence®(70) = 1s and must be challenged
and overthrown as & oclass,
Such a situation of revodttionary need and activity oreates
for the individusl of whatever the class the necessity for the de-

velopment of a class consciousneas.

Class Consciousness

Clees conecicusness, as we shall see, is the fole form of social
cbnsciouanesn which 1t 1s possible for individuals to develop with-
in alass scclety, Its derivation and importance for ocur investie
gation muet now be considered, for 1t is a class member that MHarx
analyses the 1ndlvidual in socliety and it 1ies the abolition of the
elass characteristics at which he aims,

Commonly it 1s accepted that man becomes & thinking belng as
a result of soclal 1life and the pressure of soclal needs, Marx's
posttion is that reason is the outcome of preactical necessity and
hie doctrine, again, 1s largely that of the Idealist school « with
the difference that Marx relates the 'practical' sources of reason
to the class structure of sociaty(Tl).

Ve, 2s human, think retionally primarily &s a reasult of prac-
ticél reedés = to facilitate doing and to explain one &ctions to oure

selves, Thus reason is first concerned with the ego and its scti-

(70) Ibid p. 218
(71) ef. F.C. Collingwood “Eew Leviathan" Chep, 18
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vities, As reason begine to consider questions about other

things it becomes "theoretical®, But, as Marx also points out,
such theoretical thinking is never purely theoretlcal. It has

its roots in needs, in practice or in praoticnl probleme concern-
ing relations with others, Further, even theoretical thinking
must be tested by and derived from prsctical activities, All thinke
ing - no matter how ‘theoreticel' « is rooted in prescticel prob-
lems, Alternatively we might express the same 1dea, as Marx 4id4d,
by seeing theoretical thinking as derivative from the matarial pro-
ductive activity of human soclety. “Real thinking:eays R, Ge
Collingwood", 1s always to some extoni sxperimental in ite methods;
it always starts from practice and returns to praotice; for it

is based uvon 'interest' in the thing thought about; that is on

s praotical concern with 1t*{(72),

Furthermore, it is fundamental to Marxism that men derives
his consciousness -~ 1,e, his thooreticll_reflﬂfgive sctivities -
from his practical social activltfzdhis work, The problems with
which man is faced are practical; they cannot hbe solved pessively.
Man, for Hafx. is a being who creates his world, He bullde this
world through his work and in doing so, he bullds hls ceonsclousness
and determiﬁes its contents and form. Marx'e consclousness &nd
his theoreticel thinking is determined by his work as e memper of
& class within a soclety,

Thus, the consciousness of each individual depends upon the

practical problems « the intereste « of esch individual, Every man

- {T2) R. G, Collingwood op cit.




and every class of men will hgve & different theoreticel attltude
according to the different practicsal problems with which he or
they sare faced,

Marx develops this doctfino by pointing out that certaln pre-
dominating interests based upon property relstions =nd resulting
power distribution sre the source of pollfeal - and, indeed, all
theoretical « thinking, The consciousness of any given period
is derived from class-interests and predominant material individ-
ual interests,

Class~consclousness is, therefore, not merely the recognition
of so€lel life from a partial sspect; 1t %te the whole range of
theoretical (1deolozical, religious, economic and philosophical)
attitudes prevailing among certain groups.of people st certsln per-
1oda, larx holds %ith others that such attifudes are soclal.pro-
ducts, It 1s the consciousness of 'we' (& class groupl, not that
of 'I' or 'we' (as & soclal whole). It 18 a recognition of group
needs and purposes, Social consciousnees is not, therefore, 'pure’
consciousness, it is burdened with 'practice' or with ‘matter',

For Marx this means that in every epoch there are certaln pre-
doninating doctrines, "ruling ideas”. These idesc are tho;é held
and propaegated by the ruling class,‘that clese which hae et 1te dis-
posal the means of matcrial productlon. These 1dees are "nothing
more then the idesl expression of the dominant meteriel reiatian-
ships, the dominant msterial relastionehips gresped as 1dees (T3)n,

And the ruling class' influence dominetes not only material relation-

(73) K. #arx and F, Engels : "Gerwan Ideoclogy” p. 39
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ships but equally the 1deologioal 1ife of &n epoch.

The divieion of labour takes on & nevw Torm. The production
of 1dess becomes & special w®ocation. Mentel 2nd materisl labour,
thinkers end thoee receptive to i1dees - these gre the nevw 4dlcho-
temies of class scclety,

We must nds, however, two importsnt quelificstions of this
doctrine,

1) Olass-consciousnese, in the form of claes-ideclogies, is
not self-consecious as class-consciousness, Such clees-conscious-
nese, ¥arx claims, is to be found as such only. in the revciutionary
proleteriat when it recogniees itself ss apamt from the rest of
soclety and yet as the olass whose interests ultimstely coincide
with those of soclety 53 a whole., All other class-ldeology ima-
£loas 1teelf to be representative of genersl intereet und ac the
expression of society as a whole,

2) ldeas are not considered by Marx io be mere epigshenomens.
They are the products of individuals' minds which are derived from,
¢oncerned with and 1imited by,prevailing msterlal conditions.

Mefx is concerned primarily to discredit the doctrine tkhe&t history
is the unfolding of the Idda, He is not concerned to digcredit
the role of the individual in history nor tc deny the effect of
1deology upon historical development, |

the individusl theorist is not.'hovover, e. phenomencn whieh
Merx treetvs clearly, He ie certainly not & being isolatzéd from

his fellowe, nor is he rerely the mouthplece of & class, He can

(73) K.,¥arx and 7. Engels : "German Ideology" p. 39
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ships but equally the ideological 1life of an epoch,

The division of labour takes on a new “orm, The production
of 1dess becomes a special wocation. Mentsl and materisl labour,
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proletarist when it recogniees itself se apamt from the reet of
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£lnes 1teelf to be representative of genersl intereet und ac the
expression of society as & whole,

2) Ideas are not cohnlderad by #arx to be -mero epiphenomens .
They are the products of individusls' minds whlch are derived from,
¢oncerned with and 1limited hy,prevailing msterial conditions.

Mefx 1s concerned primerily to discredit the doctrine thai hisiory
18 the unfolding oif the Idda. He is not concerned to discredlt
the role of the individual in history nor to deny the offect of
1deology upon historical development, |

ihe individuel theorist 1s not.'hcvover, e phenomencn whieh
Marx trests clearly, He 1s certsinly not & beilng isolatsd from

his fellows, nor is he merely the aouthplece of a class, He c¢an

(73) K.,Marx and 7, Engels : "German Ideology” p. 39
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lead and create opimion, he can mould consciomsness . His 1deas,
however, are never sc far divoreed from current problems or pre-
vailing dcoctrines. He cannot é#ominate socliety or his class, save
as & spokesman of his claas, On the other hand he does not mere-
1y reflect events, he reflects ypon them, He does not merely
| Justify, he influences and is influenced by social conditions, He
is, in short, conditioned not determined; 1limited in his freedom,
not chained to events, Class interests dominate individuals, but
they can, as 1declogiste, recognise thelr limiting effecks and they
can partially liberate themselves and become morse truly soccisl by
sssociating themsslves, as individusls, with other more progressive
clamges. Individusls, however, can never lloerete themselves from
the fact and dowination of clees-division,

The effecis of theee dlvislions upon individusls have been sum-
med up Dy Jarx as followa:

"Individuals have always bullt on themselves, but naturallj
on themselves within their given hlntoribal eocnditiona and relation-
lhips, not on the ‘pure' individuals in the sanse of 1deologists,
But, Lp the courz? of historical evolution and pracisely through
the lnevitable fact that within the divislon of labour sooial re-
lationships take on san independent axistence, there appears s divie
glon within the 1ife of each individual in so far ae it 1s‘per-onll
ard in so far as it 18 determined by some brench of labour and
conditione perteining to it",

Not thet man is merely his social function; rabher.thoir pere
sonalitlies &re condtioned and determined by class reélatllonships and,

therefore, they. suffer from the divisions in and between claseses in
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their pereonal and private lives eg individuels, The 1life of an
individusl in the bourgeolsle, is moreover, threetsned by that divie
sion between the personal and cless individual produced by the doce
trine and practise of competition. This division is peculiar to
the dynamic end moving bourgeols society rather than to the statlo
hierarchical society of the medlevael ers. Under bourgeois ‘civil
society', soclety becomes based ﬁpon " & war of all against all ",
The individual proletarian 1e compelled, as =2 result of tnls
fact, to develop his potentialities as & proleterian, i.c. to be-
come revolutionary and assert himself 28 &n indlvidual - i.o, 28
a belng whoee primsry desire is to pecome part of & lerger soclal
whole - and as a prolstarian - 1,e, a8 8 c¢lass Individual,
we ghave sesn then tnat &) the individual in clase soclety
ie primarily soclal but his soclal nature sxpresgsses 1ltself only
partiilly as class=-gonsciousness and in oclass loyaltier &nd behav-
lour;

b) This clase charecter is tus re=
sult of the contradictions within soclety which the individual re-
flecta in the contredictions in his own nature - &g derson and as
olass individual,

6) Although &8 thinkers individuals
may affect class sctions or repudlate clese allagisnce tuey cennot
divorece tneaselves from clags division, They must regresent some
cless - 1.e, limited -~ point of visw, since under class soclety no
gcnaralr all-embracing'viaw poiat ie possibls,

4) only by sssociation with the prole-

s
;f
|
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teriat which, by promoting its class interests, pronotes general
human vwelfare by struggling for a reorgenisstion of humen soclety
and the removal of social contradictions, can the individusl pro-
mote his own true socilel mature &né that of his fellows;

| e) Marxism holds, therefore, & theory
of the nature and source of oonsciousness &nd humen nsture and of
ﬁho individual ir relstion to these which differs not at all fun-
damentally rroi Idealist doctrines, Both rest upon the unlversa-

11ty of human reason and soclability, It ia &s revolutionary that

Marxism differe from Idealienm, o8

It is to this &spsct of Harxisa end its theory of the 1nd1-4
viduel, that we must turn, Wo shall exemine the nature of ths
soclal goal or ideal soclety purpoesed Dy kerx and ve shall sse how
kie anslyels of the relation of individual to socis? contrséictions
provides. the basis for his soiution teo the rroblem of uniting men

and hls fellows, VWe shall see, too, how Harx's unlty of thought

‘with Idealism's moral doctrine of the 'social orgsnisn' 1# mein-

tained,
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CRAPTER IV,
Grceccmnen e

We have seen that Marxism holds it to be necessary for their
selferealisation as socially integrated human beings, for members
of the proletariat to act as a class to overthrow the existing
class soeiety., Only by‘doing s0 and 1in creating a new society
can individualisa truly become realized through the free colles-
tive 1life of men. We must examine, however, in greater detail
the nature of Marx's social goal, particularly in the light of
the charge that he is an exponent of "herd worship®(74),

In Marxisn philosophy this soclal gosl is the dislecticsl
synthesis of the contradictions of class soclety. As in dialec-
tical loglic the l’hﬁh‘lil.ll implicit in the nsture of the clashe
ing terms of the previous contradiction and sc in Marxism the
class~less society is implicit in the nature of bourgeois class-

society. The r8le of the proletariat and of socislly-conscious

e

- N
lese soclety is the $eleological jend determining human historicsal

development,

individuals is the oxpllegﬁ;onﬁg§ this implication, The classe

For both individual and social morality, too, this form qt
soclsl organisation is the dislectical synthesis of ethical p§eb-
lems and the form of society under which dialectical llving be-
eomes possible. In this, Marxzism, rfollows the Idealism of & cer-

(75) Again, Collingwood, whose dootrinn of the 'social community'
as dislectical has been invaluable in eluecidating certain trends
in political thought,
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which there are no fixed, unyielding conflicts, It is that way
of 1life based upon the 1nt¢grntion‘of the individual and the
social whole through the operation of reason, rather than force,
upon human affairs, This involves, further, that resources -
human and naturel - are used in a way beneficial to all members
of logii%y'hw‘Gihioty, that conflicts are reconciled by discus-
sion and ngﬁﬂ:orfr. aﬂa.;hpﬁ pylitical development 1is dynsmically
based upon rrqodttit% - ,’vwﬁ_g‘
; To be more spoolfic. H%*qhg;x briofl} reetpaﬁullto vhat
lgrx urgu should and will be tboilllﬁ&% the revolutlon. Fun-
dpnontally, Marxism is opposed ¢o thtﬁf dppoaitiﬁnﬁh%;woon indi-
vidual and general interest" which;ts radted fﬁ!tho;non—oa-nnnllt
society which is dependent on the division of hbour iq}.‘!hich
makes man "a slave to his deed, to the activity from vhldi he can-
not escape”(76),

Buch a c¢lash of interests finds its source in the dominance
of the profit-motive in aooioty; in the existence of private prop-
erty in the means of production, distribution and exchange, ahﬁ in
the class rule (expressed through the state) of one group over
others, Marxisa urges, therefore, that private property, econom-
ic exploitation and the profit incentive, cless~rule and the exis=~
"~ tence of classes, the State and the rule by force are the objec-
tives against which the revolution is directed.

The comzunist soclety is based upon an attempt to satlafy
hussn needs in a particular way, All human history, for Marxism,

(T76) German Ideology p.2x
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is a process of answering needs through forms of social organi-
sation which in their turn produce new needs, In all earlier
history the answering of needs has rested with particular classes,
unsatisfactorily and without either flexibility in adapting them-
selves to expanded demands and without the necessary equality of
treatment for all members of soeiety, The class-less soclety

is more stable and more able to answer existing and future human
needs by vlrtJ;-or the fact that it is & "uolt-rulins communlty',
1.0, éhat form o comwinAty in which every individual 1s invelved
fnuly in the exe rciiu @ the corporate will and in which discus-
sion is the basis of” declilbn.

This community becomes possible vhen those contradictions ine
herent in class-society have been removed and the individusl be~
comes through his needs and reason integrated with his fellows,
Under eommunism, therefore, man attains his full status gs man,
because he has established collective control over all socisl ine
‘ltltutionl which influence his 1life, Humanity bﬁcouns soclalised
and men's individuality becomes modified and enriched rather than

submerged and destroyed,

S8ocisliasm

The social goal, however, is not attained suddenly but it is
the result of change and development, It 418 the end of a process,
The "lilr-ruling community” 1s itself remched only through a per-
o4 ét self-controlled locial development, It begins to exist
when the preletariat overthrows the bourgsoisie by a revolutionary



- usually violent -~ act,

When this takes place there is established that form of
society known as Socialism and defined, frequently, as the “Re-
volutionary Dictatorship of the Proletariat"”, Ellcntlallyfloo-
iealism is the stage in social development when the proletariat
‘48 the ruling class 1.e, when the state ig in the hands of that
class which actually operates the means of production and who thre
ough their own ro;olutionlry act now not only operste but also
own and direct the opersation of these means. Man as ‘civil' and
man &8s political become united, Man's economic life and man's
political 1ife become merged. Boclalism, then, involves that
the nev proletariat state establishes a planned economy under

which ownerahip and control of the meens of production become ves-
ted in the state operated, temporarily (i.e. until the abolition
or “withering away" of the state), in the interests of the working
class,

This stage of historieal development has been called by Marx
“the dioctatorship of the Proletarist®, This phrase 1s extremely
&nolota aﬁd subject t0 varying interpretations, Although never
defined clearly and never used frequently in Marx's writings the
phrase has come important in that it has come to be used as &
Justification for & form of totalitarianism by a single party sid
& state bureaucracy. There exists a tendency, that 1s, to em-
Ploy the phrase to justify a dictatorship over the proletariat in
the name of the proletariat,

It 12 apparent, however, that the phrase cannot be employed
to defend either single party totalitarianism or a dictatorship of
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any kind, Marx regarded bourgeols demooracy as non-democratic
precisely because he held that essentially it was a diectatorship
of the bourgeolsie who, by virtue of their ownership and control
of the means of production « {,e, the real life of the people =
were not responsible for their actions to the community as a
whole. The political 1ife of the aommunity is, under bourgeois
demoeracy, not one with the econcmic 1ife, and it is the eeonomie
1life theh is blgic. ‘

Similarly, i‘,ho called socialism “"dictatorship of the prele-
tariat” because it involved a new ruling clsss. This substitu-
tion o} ruling classes was held necessary by Marx because he be~
lieved r;rlt. that it was the first and nearest approximation to
& democratic state and second, that it was the first stage in the
’proeo--. essential to true demooracry, of abolition of the state
a8 such,

The proletarian dictatorship was, thet 1s, the first class
dictatorship by the majority dhss in the community. It was, there-
fore, more democratic than previous minority dictatorships o
bourgeols or feudsl e« but it was still a dictatorship because it
involved or implied force.

The dictatorship of the proletariat involves the abolition
not of democracy itself but of its peculiarly bourgeois form and
the outablish\:ont of a state in which democracry attains tho high-

@8t measure ¢o patible with the existence of a state mashine, "It
involves the shattering of the former state power and its roplu&o-

ment by & new and really democratic state”(77), By this Engels
meeans:

we¥T) F. Engels "Introduction to 'Civil War in France '™,
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1. Eleotion to all posts - administrative, judicial and
educational on the basis of universal suffrage, with the right
to recall delegates at any time,

2, -The erection, by the expedient of paying all offilcialas
wvages equivalent to those of workers, of barriers against career-
ism and s bureaucratic¢ ruling class,

In the faet that this plan « and its concomitant decentral-
isation of control « 1s an extreme form of democracy, ws cam
#ee proof that Marx visualleed the dlctatorship of the proletar-
iat as the transition stage to communism; ag a transiiion whieh
embodied to the meximum posszible extent the democracry of the
next stage and not one which, aiming at communiasm, sought to attain
it through the establishment of a form of soclety the main charac~
teristios of which were opposed to future democratic development, .

| Socialism represents the prelimimry step towards the condi-
tion under which as Marx, in his essay oﬁ the Jewlsh Question, says
“the real individusl man is identical with the citizen, and has be-
éom. & ganerie being(78) in nis empirical 1life, in hie individual
work, in his individual relationships", for "not until man has re-
eognised and organised hies own capuoiiiol 3l~l0c1l1 capacities,
and conseqQuently the social force is no longer divided by political
power .,.,. will human emsncipation be achieved”, |

0. Ruhle comments : “Mankind will only be‘ablo to pursue its
T8 "Ganerlc belng” 1s &r obscure phrase lnvolving & theory of
the nature of man which Marx never explicitly gives, To deal

at length with it here would be, however, irrelevant to our th.-.
We merely note its diffioculties,




oltnclputory ascent successfully, whon it becomes competent to
make every individual willing and able to bring his subjective
.loholo of 1life into harmony with the objective evolutionsry
scheme of scoiety ~ when the private individual 18 wholly merge
ed in the member of the spescies, Only the objectively social-
ised and subjectively comrunalised human being will be able to
effect the emancipation of mankind, thus becoming master of its
own fate"(79), |
The principles embodisd in the passage &re, in essentials,
those which are already noted. There are, however, certein ime-
portant 4ifferences in Ruhle's approaoch. He exaggerates the
Marxian emphasis upon the communal nature of future scclety. For
Harx the social integration of the individusl 18 not an end in
itself but tho foundation upon which individualism cen exist, For
Ruhle 1t 1s as the individusl 18 'oObjectively soclalised and sube-
Jectively communslised' that he is free, He must be ‘wholly'
merged in ‘'the member of the species', Merx distinguishes those
aspeots of individual 1ife whioh are private and those which are
social and he dssires that they ghould not confliot; Ruhle at-
tempts & synthesis which is, in fect, & reduction of man as indi-
vidusl to man as a species. Ruhle's error is collinsﬁood's for
both see Marx ag & worshipper of the herd. Ruhle, however, sup-
ports such vornhib; Collingwood dces not,
| Ruhle's comment emphaeises the Marxisn doctrine that sz soc-

1al man is also mational and a2 socisl and rationel man iz free.

(79) O. Ruhle, "EKarl NMarx" p. 66«7.
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The socialist aoeioty « and in this the communist soclety too
- in its collective organisation of life behaves retionally ac-
cording io an agreed plan for agreed ends,

This theory is & reply to the charge that socialism is
dangerous to individuslity, It denies the very premises of that
attack viz, that man is egotistiocal and a private atom whose
wvhole relation to his fellows is one of "bellum omnium contra
omnes", It socepts the real 1nd1vidunl‘us the man who integrates
his p&rpole- and will with the purposes and wills of his fellows,
It repudistes the "fractional”, bourgeois man. Marx says Bour-
geois society does not raise itself above its egolem and "soclety
itself ... appeare as an external frame for the 1nd1v1duai. as
& limitation of his original independence, The sole bond which
connects him with his fellows is natural necessity and private

interest, the preservation of his property and his egoistic per-
son" (80), . .

" Marx does not deny the existence of_the ‘egoistical individ-
usl’; he denles that it is a complete of man and he holds
that the soclalist/communist soclety unites individuals and gives
an outlet to0 individual egolsm in socially useful activities rea-

.ther than in the private struggle of economio lelt-intorcat(al’.

(80) X, Marx "The Jewish Question" Quoted by Ruhle,

(81) e.g. the encoursgement of 'socilellist competition in the
V.B.8.R, Competition is directed to communal ends,
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Communism end the State

Sociallism as we have seen involves:

1, The retentien of the state in its "proletarian
form®. This retention 1s justified first on the ground that
no oﬁlngo ocan come immediately but only as a result of evolution-
ary development and second, &s & corollary to the sbove, that it
is impractical to abolish the state whigh will automatically
*wither away" when the remnsnts of class rule =- clese interests,
;urvivors of‘bourgooisio who have not accepted the change and
sounter-revolutionary activiiio- « whieh require orgnniiod
force to oppose them have been removed. )

2. The temporary maintainance of wages and other mon-
entary incentives, These although harnessed {o community ends
are purely transitory e« a remnmant of old ideas,

3.' Ever widening democracy.

Communism entails the final withering awey of the state in
& process of lnoreasing donocratilatioﬁ and decentrelisation of
‘sdministretion, It ies actively hostile to the state as such,

‘In this it etands with Anarchism, DNevertheless karx's theory

on this pdint. although perhaps ons of his greatest single contrie-
butions tc politiecal thought, has been one of the amin sources qf
- eonfusion,

Marx holds that although social man 18 not necessarily a mem=-
ber of & state, fHis membership of a state is a factar operative
sgainst his true social realisation, Marx, that is, by regard-
ing the stats in an empirico-historical fashion formulated a theo-
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ry hostile to that 1dentification of soclety and state found in
Greek polltictl’thinklgé(az). For idarx the state is only the
product of man's soclal nature in that it is the outgrowth of
society, It 18, however, & machine bullt out of the necessities
of the maintainance of class rule, It 18 an institution of soc-
lety produced by class~diviasion; it i# no more essential to
society in 1ts present form than class rule 1s cneentiul(aj).
Merx was concerned with the state g8 1t is and was in the
actual world and the feotore in the actusl world cperating to
produce the state are relstiones and forces of production and the
struggle betwesn clasasses, The state rasults from soclal contra-
dlctloﬁu. It is the central power erected in the nawe of order
to preserve certain soclal and production relations and it makes
“permanent thd division of society into ruled and ruling, The
state 1s "man's deed become &n alisn power over him", It be-
comes con;olidatad_into & power over sdciety and to the control
of the organs of this power political confllct is directed, it
1s through the state that individuals' felations with each other
are regulated, It is in the interests of the privileged that,
in the last analysis, the state acte through ites Jjudiclary, its
executive or ites legilslative. It 1s the creation of class-soclety;
for that resson the proletarian revolution 1s directed ultimately
against the state.
The reel human individuel for Marxiaam is he who, liberated
- (82) YPolis’, the city-state or soolely wers 1lientified by the
(83) The meintainance under comauatem of central sdministrative

organs is not considered the maintainance of the state. 7The
state is, Dby dorinitian. the organ of elaas rule,
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from economic exploitation, attains fresdox in the self-ruling
class-less sdeioty. The state exiets se & barrier to this tnun
humen freedom; and thus in & very real sense the fundamental
struggle in soclety is the individual versus the stiate,

Marxisz dces not hold this on the same ground a; those in-
dividualiste for whom the state, as the embodiment of eoclety,
was the institution egeinet which man had to estrugele(84) or to
vhick he had veluctantly to submit(85),  Hostility to the State
my aries from an egoistic competitive rhiloscphy for whieh the
individusl and his bodily pleesurse were besic. Thie vievw fre-
Quently regarded the state sc & nocaaaary\evil on the seme ground
88 1t regarded society es en artificiel creetion for protection
against violence,

For Marx, on the other hand, the individual and soclety will
be trul’ at one when the state no longer exists, Hie oppbsition
to the state derives from a view 5f man as naturally soclable
and whilst thie view pleces sccilsty in a pogition of importance
it does not, ae the {ndividuclist poeition tends to do, make moe-
1al institutions more snd more powerful for reasons of expediency.

The sthte. for Marx, embodlez repression and exploitation,
It 1s hostile to freedom, With the end of the state men becomes
both lord over ﬁaturo end master of himeelf {.a, free, The Marxe
ian concept of freedom, then, ie of paramount importance in our

enslyeis &nd it is to this that we muet now turn,

{84) N, Stirner, for example, and

(85) early Utilitarians,
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Freedom and Necessity in Marx

We cannot ontiroly sonfine our discussion of this sub}oot
to the political sphere with which we are mainly eoncerned, Ve
shall have to, in outlining Marx's view of political freedom and
individual 1iberty, relate it to his basio dialoctloai‘-ynthosil
of freedom and necessity. |

We may, however, commence our considerstion of freedom by
noting the "1ibveral" dootrine that has become slmost & truism
among Western politioal theorists, This, the dootrine of soeial
stomism, is stated by Prof, H.J. Laski{86) a5 foliows : "Liverty
means &bsence of restraint; it is essentialily a nngctiv; thing",
This view 1 to be found in Hobbes and in the Utilitarians., It is
implicit ip individualist snarchism and underlies the competitive
capltallst clvilisation of the last century and s half, As any=
thing more than a partial truth, darx holds that._tho doctrine
is completely untenadble es soon 835 man as sociel is related in
any real and Jdynanmlic way to man as individual,

It 12 necessary, therefore, to Qualify thia negative doetrine
of individualism in terms which relate the individusl good and
interest t0 that good and interes? of the social whole, The view
- that freedom becomes qualified and limited in terams of the good
of soclety as a whnole is the theoreticel justificetion for the
tnereased and inereaeing regulation over and "interference” in
the warkihs of the aconomy of soclely whieh e;porioncq and‘prte-

tice <« the basis, as we heve geen, of &ll theory e« have necessie

(86) H.J., Iaeki : "Grammar of Politles® p. 146,

~ -
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tated, It has become clear that "regulation .,... is the conse~
quence of gregariousness{®T)", It nas become recognised that
freedom = as larx realised - must be ihterpreted in s posi-
tive manner and not merely negatively. The Marxian view is an
stionpt to synthesise the truths that freedom is absence of re-
straint with the necessitarianisa of the universe as & whole and
with the essentially gulded quality of all true progress,

In his oritique of the Gotha Programme Marx reveals that,
whilst he i concerned to base individual freedom upon as much
negative liberty as possible he cannot admit atomism into any
clear formulatiétn of politicel sims, The Gotha Programme he re-
gards &s belng too full of "mere phrases”, And Merx makes clear
thet he 1s alping at & soclety in which not only are the instru-
mente of labour commonly owned but their products are communsl

property. Individuels thue become liberated by positive soocial

action from subordination to the dilvision of labour. On this
frame 1s bullt the co-operetive communist society in which, Marx
holds, is realised, through mutual aid and coeoperation, the 1lib-
erty of the 1nd1vldusl -

Under commun%sm men becomes free because, the uncertainties
and aichotemlee of hia seterial 1ife having béden removed, he is
free to do, He 18 froe, that is, when he is atle to create, to
express his nature or his persodality in hie work, Marxism be-
lieves that, although thls may involve freedom from restrictions
from outelde the individual, freedom is eesentielly self-deter-
minztion in and through sccisty. Reguletion and restriction

ractad toward

sgreed ende, Freedom



is compatible with necessity for it 1s the recognition of and in-
tegration with necessity.

“Bocial 1ife", says karx(88), "i15 essentially practical®.
rreodén, then, is gained by the individual when his ”prllll.-ll
integratdd with the "praxis” of the community, The laws of
freedom are the lnws‘of rﬁaion. In conforming to reason and the
collective rutionnllty(ag) of the decisions of an oquilitariun
soclety the individual 1is freer than in a competitive struggile
of individualism, Freedom is ability to do:“io e what one by
nature 1is, The positive conditions for this developgent mzust be
preszent for freedom to be 2 reality. ikarxism sees no contradioe
tion between the concepts of freedoum &nd historicel necesslty,

It regards the idea thet freedom 1s essentielly freedom from some-
thing, i1.e. as the oppositse of reatraint, as superficial, To a
limited extent freedom is fresdom from restraint, To be free, how-
ever, the individual must make his actioﬁa, hies free actions ...,
"the conscious and free expfession of necesaity(90)", " Free-
dom o 88ys Engels in Anti-Duhring, "the recognition of nacessity .

Marx holds thet to be free is not 1o escape from the dominl-
tion of naturel laws; it 18 rather to have zuch knowledge of
these laws that they may be directed to human ends. Freedom 1is
the iantroduction into the course of natural determination of a new,
positive, human determzinant, This determinant is human knowledge

- {88 Theses on Feuerbach

(89) Ae expressed in the over-all planning of the economy.

(90) G.V. Flekmnov "The Individual in History , State Publishers,
Mosoow, 19&4. P.13
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| human teleological (or End-giving) direction, Man is possessed
of free will in so far as he ocan make decisions based upon acou-
rate knovledge of the reel world, It is as the universe ls regu-
lar and subject t0 law that the content of man's judgments about
it become the basls for freedom. The individusl in a world he
does not understand and the laws of which afe unknown to him is
at the merey of trends he cannot predict; his decisions and his
actions are uncertain and potentially erroneous, Recognition
and underetanding of the necessity to which both man and the natu-
ral vworld are subject gives to men s measure of freedom within
neceseity, for he can control and direect both himself and "exter-
nel nature”, ‘

The freedom of individusls 1g& not ebsolute, Individusls are
factors within a larger situation and, as historicel animals,
they are "law-conforming". History, for Marx, is mede by men,
however, ;nd “the activities of indlvidﬁuls cannot help being im=-
portant in history”(91), 1t 1s, therefore, to the course of his-
tory thet we must look for the realisation of human freedom in so-
cigty « Tor Marxism holds, with Hegel, that history is the pro=-
cese of the gradual realisation of freefom., Freedom is geined in
stages,

First, man, through the widenling of scientific knowledge,
geins an ever=-increasing independence from and power over natural
forces, This freedom iz realised in the developrent of forces
of production end mechanical devices, It 18, however, tut the
Iirst stsge of freedom, The second 1s the control over the scoial

(91) G.V. Plekanov op cit p. 17
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“ation of colleative ends, He becomes truly himself ir co-opera=-
tion with his fellows,

The individual is really free when the bourgeois confliot
‘betwesn private and general interest is removed by the abollition
.g;f;;:;orty; vhen the feudal concept of relations bestween men as
human and not wmonetery 1e¢ restored in a new form; when the boure
geois 1ldes of humsn equality is replaced by the reallisation that

men are equsl only from one point of view(93); an¢ when reason

38 oollestively spplied through socilal actlon to the organisetion

and dlrecilon of mocleky; Whnen nletaricel develspuent ic salf-

donscious end "history becomes gonscious of 1iself",

-

Joral Theory

H
Marx, therefors, whilst rejecting thq glorification of the

 state and the inherent canservatism of traditional ldealism, comes
' '}

 1°:0 in hls docirine of freesdom to the Idealist position that

! froedon 0 the Idealist 1s self-realisation in end through soclety;
f %hap the 1individual is inseparable from his environment and that

1 it is a2 he truly becomes part of 1t that he iz free and moral,

i f?)) "Right". Marx argues, “by its very nature cap only conelst in

& e application ofan equal standard; but unequal individuals (and

; ;;.1 would not be individuals if they were not unequel) ers only

. boagurabls by an equal standard in so far as they are brought under

i’ 1 equal point of view, are tzken from one Jdefinite pilde only ....,
‘Wl nothing else seen in them, everything else being ignorsd,*”

#Eerl sarx : "Critique of Gothe Progremme”, (My emphasis)

e

ﬂr )
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Marx acoepta the Hegelian 1dea that tha real e ratiosnel Tutl bs‘
insists that thls means that the actuai gaine i1nereasing reslity
as it bsoones inereasingly raticnel in the evolutionary Cevelop=
ment of soclaty, Boclety can only become resl through the sliml-
nation of contradictions, ard for Marx the real, (l.e. the coher-
ent), soclety ia the free soclaty and the ilndividusl attslna reae
1ity within that eoclety to the extent that he ie in harzony with
it.

In eesentials thie view 1e thet of Sradley in "y Station
and 1ts Duties(ga)".* In this essey Bradley holdsa that the indi-
vidual is moral aswhe fulfile the functione of hie social poesition
for by dolng €0 he expresses himself 2e corpletely &g he can withe
in éociety « 814 selfeexpreselion or selferaalisestion 1s the es~
gence of morallty,

Marx s moral theory of ITndIvIiduafIsm IULLOWE Cdly JUoerdime
very largely, I[srx, however, erphesises the active rdle of the
individusl, He nust not, Merx urges, meraly bs what he is; he
mast make himeelf eand his environment, Self-realisction, that
is, 1= nttainedr{h;Zugh any society, but throuch & dynamic &and
shanging soclety in which the r8le of the individual is revolution-
ary.

Whilst, therefors, Marx's moral theory is ravolutionary and
‘based upon thé bellief that the individual and asaclsety ars dislec-
tieally interdepsndant, thera are alsn alements 2f Hobtsen mater
4slism tn 1t, For Marx the fundamental foroe within human hie-

Vory is not the abstract ides of freedom but the indivicusl's stmuggle

(94) Ethical Btudies Cbap. V,

PR
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for’material security and pesce, Human morality is based firxe
ly upon the belief that the seatisfaction of material needs 1is
the first objective both of socleties and individuals, HArX,
hovever, appreclates that seifish, egolstlioai iacividuallsm is
self-contradictory and his materielism is modifled onoth by nis
admission that soclety, sithougn & historical, changlag eatiiy,
is the natural end of retional beings and by hlis relusal 10 re~
duce man to mere matter, His morael and poltloal tasory was
thersefore both a culmination of individuallsa and & dernlel of
social atomlsa, N

As 1nd1v1du&liltbulrx postulates &8 deslracls, necessary and
ineviteble the claseless, anarchiet soclety, Harx was hoetlle
to anarchism purely on grounds of tactlecs; he associuted hineelf
with ite objJective of a stateless community in whlich goverament
is replasced by admlnistratloni“%orce oy coe=pperatioa; 1in whlch
there are no external restralnts placed onn the {ndividual; Ain
which the individual is the moust important moral and politlcal
ontlty(95). Marx h‘llove; thet goercivn willl oe replecs by
mutual agreement and "self=control” by iadlviduals tbrough soce
lety. |

On the other hand, marxisa repreeents tlie culminsticn of

that tradition of politiosl thought which rejudistas the hedunis=

tic and compstitive individuslism of Utilitarianieks.and others,
Both this individuslism « witin 1ts view Lhat the siate sxlste

to avoid a permansnt "war of all againat all" -~ and Abseolute

(95 ) "Froo agreexsnt and federation teke (the) place of gOVerne
ment”, Kropotkin Selections p. 115,




Idealism rosult in the glorificetion of the stete gnd in estate
totalitarienism over the individusl, Against theee totalitar-
ian tendencies Marx holds ¢that msn is free ..... by resson of
his positive strength to sesert bils true individuelity® and "thet
it is oﬁly in soclety that he develops his real nature; and the
strength of his nature must be meesursd, not with the strength of
the isolated individual, but with the strength of society(gé).
Thie doctrine demonstrates Marx's affinity to the Platonice tradi-
tion thet the state (society) ig ran writ larpa,

Marxism, 1ln short, represents & ayntheeis ?etwaen the hedone
12t view and the Ideelist. It recconices the truth of hedonism
that man 1e governed by "intereets" and it nodifilee and enriches
thet truth ?y the accept;nce of thé view that men iz 8 ereeature
ef resson and, hence, & besrer of values. Man, for Merx, is a
true individual se he most fully embodies that common element of
resson which unites kim and his fellows.

Marxism, then, 13 not e herd~worshivping cresd; ;t is not
hostile to individuelier end 1t 12 not & doctrine which mlorifies
the state, It conteins withirn 1t, howevér, asspects which, if
exaggere ted produco a totelitarienism basically une-karxian but
drawing thelr justification from Marx, It 1g to thess that we
must turn end we muat decldd whether they 4o in fact undermine
- our thesis that Marxism is s theory & cardinal point of which 1is

& respect for and & protection of the individusl rersonslity.

{(96) K. uarx "Tho Holy Family“ wuoted by H., Selsam "Socialism
and Kthics”! p. 85. -
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The Effect of Nethodology

It 1s important to investigate Marx's methodology upon his
theory of the individual, The methodology of Cartesian philoso-
phers involved the use of the mathematical and, frequently, also
of Galileo's 'rouolutlvo-eanyoaitivc'.'lothOd. In poltical
theory this l;lnt the discussion of man in teras which made it
possible for social problems only to be seen from the point of
view of naturalisam, Hence, man oan be reduced to a creature
governed exclusively by laws of the physical universe. In poli-
tical ﬁhileiophy this leads to a mechanical determinism the re-
sult of which is either to place the state in a postion of supre-
macy over & naturally warring society or to make it neutral in a
struggle between individuals for self-aggrandisement and pover,

Thus it is vital for us to decide whether the methodology and,
more partieihlarly, the methodological presuppositions of Marxism
run counter to the philosophy of the individual which we have so
- far found him to hold,

, Marxiem, although it represents itself as an sttempt to pro-
duce a sclentific theory of history, eccnomics and political organ-
isation, 1s not, basically, a philosophy derived from the mechani-
cal transferrance of the cato‘priol of any spetial science to
these branches of knowledge, Marx rejected such zitempts; hold-
ing that each 'level' of reality had its own laws and should be
Anvestigated by methods peculiar to those laws, Thus, despite
the use made bj Marxism <« particularly in the vwork of Engels «
of terms and analoglies derived from natural science, such methodo-

logy was not essential to it,
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Marxism, does however, claim and sttempt to be, sclentifio
in the broad sense of searching for and discovering laws, As
such 1t is, in & sense, hostile to its own etlesl individualism,

Science has no place for the unique or for laws which adait
of exceptions, It attempts to formulate precise, regular trends,
Marxisa attempts to do this in its study of history and to deduce
scientific statements about the past and future history of man-
kind, It attampts to make valid predictions sbout future events,
In the forzulation of such laws it would seem the individusl has
no place for the individual is unique and té.prodict his future
is to deny him freedon, *

NKevertheless, it is dangerous to conclude that Marx's use
of terminology derived from physical sclence necessary oommits
him t0 believing that hstory is really anslogous to physics, He
uses such terms as "socisl forces of production” and Engels in a
letter spesks of "the eurve of nistory” which n;y be plotted and

the average axis &r 1declogleal dovoloinont seen to approach more

and more nearly "parallel to the axis of the curve of economic

development the iongor the period and the wider the fleld Jdealt
with(97)e )

rho.Lndividull in any thorough-going science of history must
be an accident and must be opposed to the "masses" whose reactions
and behaviour are predioctable, This places us in & dilemms for
we hannot, apparently, postulate individual freedom in the face
of the known fsect of regular behaviour by whole soceisl groups.

(97) Letter to Btarkemburg 1894.
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Nor can vwe escape this dilemma by a resort to Idealist metaphysics
for, as in Hegel, history is the unfolding through the dialectic
of the Absolute Idea, History "works" on a regular loglcal pate
tern, Its end is toloologicalli doto;nlnnd. its developaent
rational and lnevitable, This doctrine, must be as hostile to
the r8le of the individusl as scientific laws applied to human
history.

The Marxist response to this critique is, however, that;

Fiwst, freedom is the assoclation through reason with the
essentially retionally process of history and the identification
‘of the individual through his reason with the inherent rationale
of progress,

And Becond, Marxism sees the individual in two aspects =
primarily as & being in the mass i.¢, & member of a class, bshave
ing in his "class" or "collective" aspect in regular predictable
ways in sccordance with the 1ogiovof self-interest and class-ideo-
logy. In this aspect the perticular, unique qualities of indi-
vidusls are ignored by observing only those actions, desires and feel-
sommon to all and by realising that although in the mass indivie
dusls' wills elashed the ro;;lt of this clash was something over
and above any particular will or desire, VWhatever this resultant
will was called it was open to investigstion scientificslly and
to prediction and the formulation of "laws®, Marx held that 1t
was possible empirically to show that class behaviour was governed
minly by economic motivation and that broadly it was materisl in-
. tqrttt that determined the course of history and formed the basis






