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– Marx and Engels –
I.  Influences

 
A.  Political Economy (Britain)

  

1.  Ferguson

   


a.  progress

   


b.  civil society

  

2.  Smith

   


a.  opposition to mercantilism

   


b.  deism and the “invisible hand”

   


c.  specialization and the division of labor

   


d.  the limited state

    



i) internal security

    



ii) external security

    



iii) public works

   


e.  yet his support of the Navigation Acts

  

3.  Ricardo

   


a.  comparative advantage

    



—spontaneous adjustment of market forces vs. 

(neo)mercantilist, or state, policy

   


b.  classes and protectionism

    



i)  landed aristocracy

    



ii)  urban bourgeoisie

    



iii)  labor

 
B.  French Socialism

  

1.  Saint-Simon—scientific organization of society

  

2.  Blanqui

  

3.  Fourier—influence on the James family

  

4.  Proudhon—property as theft

  

5.  Comte—the “law of the three stages” of history




a.  religious




b.  metaphysical 




c.  scientific

 
C.  German Idealism

  

1.  Kant

   


a.  the categorical imperative

   


b.  perpetual peace and cosmopolitan progress

  

2.  Fichte and Schelling

  

3.  Goethe (Faust) and Schiller (The Aesthetic Education of Man)



4.  Hegel (The Phenomenology of Spirit, The Philosophy of Right, and 

The Philosophy of History)

   


a.  spirit (Geist)

b.  the dialectic

   


c.  teleology and history

   


d.  the master-slave dialectic



5.  Feuerbach (The Essence of Christianity)




a.  man (vs. spirit)




b.  according to Marx, Feuerbach understood the material origins 

of abstract thought and even contemplation, yet he failed to “understand sensuousness as practical, human-sensuous 

activity”
 


D.  Evolutionary Thought in the Natural Sciences



1.  Lyell’s Principles of Geology (1830–1833)



2.  Darwin’s Origin of the Species (1859) and Descent of Man (1871)

II.  A famous Marxist thinker, Louis Althusser, once made the following statement 

regarding Marxian analysis (dialectical materialism): “On the one hand, the structure (the economic base: the forces of production and the relations of production); on the other, the superstructure (the State and all the legal, political 

and ideological forms).”
 

III.  Accordingly, one might begin by establishing the Marxian framework of analysis
 as 

follows:

 
A.  Structure (Substructure, or Economic Base)

  

1.  forces of production (i.e., modes, or stages, of production)

   


a.  tribal ownership, or, as it is sometimes called, primitive 

communism

   


b.  ancient communal and state ownership

   


c.  feudalism

   


d.  capitalism

   


e.  (socialism, as an interim stage of development between 

capitalism and communism)

   


f.  communism

  

2.  relations of production (i.e., classes, or the corresponding class 

structure)

   


a.  in the mode of production associated with tribal ownership, the 

classes are obviously quite limited, at least according to Marx and Engels, due to the fact that the productive apparatus is inherently limited to hunting, fishing, and /or gathering

   


b.  in the mode of production associated with ancient communal 

and state ownership, the main classes are those of master and slave 

   


c.  in the mode of productions associated with feudalism, the main 

classes are those of lord and serf

   


d.  in the case of the capitalist mode of production, the main 

classes are those of the bourgeoisie and proletariat

   


e.  (in the case of the socialist mode of production, classes and 

private property will still exist, though mitigated by some degree of public ownership)

f.  in the case of the communist mode of production, all classes 

will be abolished altogether through the hegemony of the 

proletariat, the contradictionless class

 
B.  Superstructure

  

1.  the state (police, armed forces, and bureaucracy)

  

2.  legal forms (titles of property ownership, rights, and citizenship)

  

3.  political forms (constitutional arrangements)

  

4.  ideological forms (belief-systems)

IV.  The Revolutionary Process

 
A.  for Marx and Engels, capitalism is a necessary stage of development, vis-à-vis 

the development of communism, as it revolutionizes society

 
B.  capitalism also serves to organize the workers into a disciplined revolutionary 

force, both through factory and party organization—i.e., by organizing the 

workers into a revolutionary fighting force by capitalism itself; yet the 

workers also need the leadership of unions and the party


C.  the problem of self-consciousness (a class in-itself vs. a class for-itself)

 
D.  revolution, according to Marx and Engels, is only possible through the 

violence of class struggle and, ultimately, by seizing the means of 

production


E.  proletariat internationalism: workers of the world unite


F.  workers as the contradictionless, though alienated, class


G.  the true universalism of the workers (the universal) vs. the false universal of 

the capitalists (the particular)

V.  scientific vs. utopian conception of history and class struggle (theory and praxis)


A.  scientific method of historical analysis 

B.  historical materialism

C.  the relationship between ideas and actuality

D.  yet, one must ask, does the conclusion necessarily follow from the premises?  

(Marxism vs. Marxian analysis)   

VI.  Marx and Engels on the Nature of International Relations

     “The relations of different nations among themselves depend upon the extent to which each has developed its productive forces, the division of labour and internal intercourse.  This statement is generally recognized.  But not only the relation of one nation to others, but also the whole internal structure of the nation itself depends on the stage of 

development reached by its production and its internal and external intercourse.  How far the productive forces of a nation are developed is shown most manifestly by the degree to which the division of labour has been carried.  Each new productive force, in so far as it is not merely a quantitative extension of productive forces already known (for instance the bringing into cultivation of fresh land), brings about a further development of the 

division of labour.”

VII.  Marx and Engels on the Polytropic Life of Communist Society

“For as soon as the distribution of labour comes into being, each man has a particular, exclusive sphere of activity, which is forced upon him and from which he cannot escape.  He is a hunter, a fisherman, a shepherd, or a critical critic, and must remain so if he does not want to lose his means of livelihood; while in communist society, where nobody has one exclusive sphere of activity but each can become accomplished in any branch he wishes, society regulates the general production and thus makes it possible for me to do one thing today and another tomorrow, to hunt in the morning, fish in the afternoon, rear cattle in the evening, criticize after dinner, just as I have a mind, without ever becoming hunter, fisherman, cowherd, or critic.  This fixation of social activity, the consolidation of what we ourselves produce into an objective power above us, growing out of control, thwarting our expectations, bringing to naught our calculations, is one of the chief factors 

in historical development up till now.”
  

VIII.  Communism as Democracy, i.e., Communism as the first and true majoritarian 

movement (according at least to Marx and Engels) 

IX.  The Dual Problem of Reification and Fetishism

X.  The Core Aspects of the Materialist Method


A.  “men must be in a position to live in order to be able to ‘make history’…the 

first historical act is thus the production of the means to satisfy these 

needs, the production of material life itself” 


B.  “the satisfaction of the first need (the action of satisfying, and the instrument 

of satisfaction which has been acquired) leads to new needs; and this 

production of new needs is the first historical act”


C.  “men, who daily remake their own life, begin to make other men, to propagate 

their kind: the relation between man and woman, parents and children, 

family”


D.  “the multitude of productive forces accessible to men determines the nature of 

society, hence, that the ‘history of humanity’ must always be studied and 

treated in relation to the history of industry and exchange”

E.  “Consciousness is…from the beginning a social product”



—“The ideas of the ruling class are in every epoch the ruling ideas, i.e., 

the class which is the ruling material force of society is at the same time 

its ruling intellectual force”

XI.  The Great Historical Task

“Hegel remarks somewhere that all facts and personages of great importance in world history occur, as it were, twice.  He forgot to add: the first time as tragedy, the second as farce.  Caussidìere for Danton, Louis Blanc for Robespierre, the Montagne of 1848 to 1851 for the Montagne of 1793 to 1795, the Nephew for the Uncle.  And the same caricature occurs in the circumstances attending the second edition of the eighteenth Brumaire!

     “Men make their own history, but they do not make it just as they please; they do not make it under circumstances chosen by themselves, but under circumstances directly encountered, given, and transmitted from the past.  The tradition of all the dead generations weighs like a nightmare on the brain of the living.  And just when they seem engaged in revolutionizing themselves and things, in creating something that has never yet existed, precisely in such periods of revolutionary crisis they anxiously conjure up the spirits of the past to their service and borrow from them names, battle-cries, and costumes in order to present the new scene of world-history in this time-honoured disguise and this borrowed language.  Thus Luther donned the mask of the Apostle Paul, the revolution of 1789 to 1814 draped itself alternately as the Roman republic and the Roman empire, and the Revolution of 1848 knew nothing better to do than to parody, now 1789, now the revolutionary tradition of 1793 to 1795.  In like manner a beginner who has learnt a new language always translates it back into his mother tongue, but he has assimilated the spirit of the new language and can freely express himself in it only when he finds his way in it 

without recalling the old and forgets his native tongue in the use of the new.”


A.  “Capital is…the governing power over labor and its products.  The capitalist 



possesses this power, not on account of his personal or human qualities, 



but inasmuch as he is an owner of capital.  His power is the purchasing 




power of his capital, which nothing can withstand.”
    


B.  “we characterize communism itself, because of it character, as negation of the 



negation, as the appropriation of the human essence which mediates itself 


with itself through the negation of private property—as being not yet the 


true, self-originating position but rather a position originating from private 



property…”

XII.  Possible Criticisms


A.  conception of capitalism and industrialization 


B.  conception of the state (semi-autonomy or autonomy of the state)


C.  conception of human psychology (ego-identity)


D.  conception of national vs. international identity (nationalism)


E.  conception of progress

XII.  The Gradual Advent of the Welfare State as a Corrective to the Some of the 

Problems Foreseen by Marx and Engels

A.  List (The National System of Political Economy, 1848)


1.  studies Hamilton’s initiatives in the US


2.  republican political views


3.  advocates a common customs union (the Zollverein, 1834–1852)


4.  capitalism, though with selective tariffs and carefully targeted subsidies

B.  Initial Forays

1.  Bismarck and the Sozialstaat (1880s)


2.  Seddon in New Zealand (first decade of 20th century)


3.  Batlle y Ordoñez in Uruguay (first decade of twentieth century)

C.  The Welfare State Proper

   
1.  FDR’s New Deal


2.  Keynesian Economics


3.  The Beveridge Report (1942) in England


4.  see also Henry Ford and Fordism


5.  see also the Internationalization of the Welfare State in the Bretton 

Woods System of Postwar Politico-Economic Relations  
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