CHAPTER 11: Harx mud_tie Utopian Sosinlista

" Ir. wag durlng this nariod nf the turbulent fortieu. that Harx. .
.86 A young man. broka with bourgesis soaiety. In his gtudent. days,
ha had naat.ered the liegeiian philosoohy and, g a ‘[ol:l.ug5 Hogelian, had

tried to draw a sharop division between the :_._n.].m:_gmrv _method of

thought which a.na:lyzod ol-,jeots.ve devalo'oment thoough inherent c:onmdistions,
and the mgrymm whinh Hegol draw and -.fhloh thcmhu
nage. 1t vossible for Prusaien absolutiam to adopt the uegelisn nhtlounphy
28 the offir:ie'l. state phz.loscphy. But it was only now, when he broko
- Vfrom 'bourgeoia aoaiety that he xould see the full oignif iaance of
tha alass struggle = that . the modern pmletarian ravolution was tha .
' mo 1ve :t’orae of modern history. It wne first. now, the'f-afore, t.hatho -

g o

raould. rin the dialccua ahiloaophy of 1ts nystional . trappings. ) '-‘,

Where Hegol saw ob,jentive histary as the sucorssivo: manifani.u.tinnl

of & wqu,:.l apirit, Marx plrsed the objeative rovement in_the prosess

of produntion. The. sore of. the Hegnlian method -- the selfemovement

which is ao 1ntern.ai*.y nereapary bewaupe it ig the way of the orgmism'a

~oWn- davelopment =- he now saw in the gelf-ssi ﬁty of the nroletariat.
- Fram the gtart, bherefore he began with the 'oroletarian antivity
At the point of produation. He saparated labor from product and from

property and looked for the nentradistion in labor itself. It ia

through this contradistion that the laborer would develop, that 1a,
would overaare tha wontradistions in the aavitalist method of produatl_on'.
He now turned t‘o the Risnrdian sehool and said:
Your ﬁiacovary was indesd aoonh~making. But youn yourselves mre
_,-ff;lé'lng with private oroverty what the mercantnliste did with presious
metalg =- treating it as n fast outside man. You thought your taek

v

was over with the disnovery of lahor as the sourae of value. In

[FTTARTN

re~2ity, it had ,juat bognin. If that theory means anytning at ail,
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it ~eans that you mmust danl with man, the laborar, i reatlv.




Produation i3 not a relationship of man %o mashine. It iz a )
rslationshiv of man {0 msn through ths iﬂntrumennaliﬁy of the machina,
The exohnnga of thinge, of nomnodiues, not only refleata "hm alsn )

ba uddlu t.hi.a reslationshlp of men at the voint of arud.untion.

Your error lias in turning away from the laborer whoﬂ'umtion vou

‘hailsd to the sklns.

Thet, of aourse, wne no ancident, ainee it ia he who conui.lstontl:;,
persistently and violently, davelépa all the cont'radict;_ion‘in
::'aait#listic private property by belng sublented to its power. OUnly
it tumt out to be an xliei power, not beaaune it is something,

| outslde him. but. ben-aule tho mevhod -in whiah he areated it war &n
alien (abstrar-t) mode of- la'bor. but it 1s ‘e411 labor, material!.nd
in produats. ‘;_'ha mncretsla‘bo:-_-ls redw.sed to an BbBt_l'Mt. congoalur_l__
lﬁalu.' Dead, ancwruluted, materialized labor now turns to oppreu‘ |
the lﬁ'.lnn' labo"er. 'l’his mastery of dead over living 1a‘bcr 13 n

‘glaws rel;utionnhip._ The previous feudal distinctions hntwoen the
propartied and the property-leas and i'.h_e various estates, has pow -
_b_Mone & full-blown goutradistionx whish 1:a within the method of
prodﬁptinn-iuolf, ;'ithin' labor itself. The relationship of
canpital to labor ia shnrper,‘tharefox;, Vt.ha.n had been the relations
of estates under feadalism. This method of produstion is then not
a natural order nor an eternsl one as you had visioned, but like

- other soeinl orders, is hisboria, transitory.

Labor is first of all, the funection of man. But labor under
gapitaliem ie the very spesifie function of man working nt mashines
to which he besmes A mere aponendrge., Hig lnbor therefore is not
the gslf-aativity, the oreative fuention it was under primitive
a mrmuniom whera, 4in mﬁtertng nature, man had aleo developed his own

natural ampacities and talents. No, lahor in ‘the fastory 1is al;e ted
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}M Private property nrises not beanunc the produgts of .
l-nl:or ara._ilienatud from tl;e laborer. Thnt 1s only tha songeyuenas
“aof the fant ;'.hat h}s wory attivity 1o an alien astivity, It is as
mich A produst of the 1nd1\s€fial revollutiﬁn ay ia the machine itwelf.
When tlha diviaien of 1abor aharasterictie of all nlass analeties
has i-cmh'ad the monatrous propdrtinnq where all the séionse, all _the’
1ntoilect‘ all the mclll fg,oe's into tha mnshine, ~hile ‘labqf of man
. beaomes a wimple, monotonouns natk, then the labor of men -can .l

" produss nothing but its opvosite, aapitnl. Where all the aharm of

work hua wone @ out of 1t, "simpla labor" is by no moans lightened.

¢ .

On the cnnﬁrnry-. The burden and sagony of toll has ineransed as witness
- the prolongation of the working day, the increase in the ‘ape'edA of

_m::r!:::, ,"-{:haﬁ_-l‘_)ri son~like digcivliine. . The_far;tory _t_hm} has ,turg_‘eqi_ the

\ .
L

L laborers into rm industrial am.p: under s hierarchy of officers and By

‘" sepgesnts. That is why the teahninal revolution has meant not

e harmenious &eféloﬁeﬁt as you hed visionad, but the assumlation

“of capitel st ore pole end he snowmlation of misery nt the othor

‘poié. Labor gnd napltal ért; such absolute opnoaites that the class

stroggle is developing to a veritsbie eivil war. All you have %o

do dm %o ses in theory what is & truth in life '18 to inalude the

vage ]‘._aborer himself in the study of the produstion of capita.ii.stia wsalth..l
'fhat 18 what Marx set about doing. By placing tilil! aontradietion i

in labor in the very aonter: of everything, by insluding the labore

himaself in the sclence of ennnomies, Harx transformed politisal

esonomy from & study of tﬂings, sunh as wages, noney, profits, to.

an analysis of soeial r_alations. the relation of wage labor and aespital.

At the same time, Marz made no division between his study of esonomlas

and the study of the nlasalstruggles on the historin gaere. He wae

always watshing what he called the "snontaneosus nlass organiz%t'io_'pu.
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_'.of the ﬁrolet.ariat;" With these, he aligned himself while dsweloping

further tha theory of the ob,jmti.w movement of aapitalist produstien, .
end the ;ubjactive moda of its overth*ow- Fron l?i,s early Philoaophiu--
Rcononia Esanys on "Alienated Le.bor. rivnt.e Property and."‘-omunium.,"
as well as the “"'rlti.que of the Heeelian “1819(‘1.‘.’.\".". through his
"Wage-Labor and. f‘upital * he kept up wvith the prolstarian mevement,
sntigivatiog Lts next stage, The fommunint Manifgate wes published
on the.'ev? of the 1848 revolutions.
It waé in the Haaifesto that he predieted that in a society
mh as uapitaliam, where pe-aonul worth is reduned to exchange-value
lmd. al]. the freadoms to frea trade, and yei where ‘the ruling elsaa
' almnot 1ive without constantly revolutionizing t.he ‘method of production. ,
a..d tri."h 1t the rela.tione of production, t.hat soaiety has forged 1té
) om gra:n-d&ggar - the revo].utionar:v working class. u;.eu'. That
al saovary - that the ohjmtive movenant iteelf produr-&s tha .
) mbjeﬂﬁive rorea for ‘145 ovarthrow - trmﬂformgd utouian soaiali.am
into lai.ent-iﬁc souialism. it drew & sharp clasa line between the
1ntelleotunln {utopiane) who won'ld --on*inua with ‘their sehema And-

the_prqlet_a.rip.t 1tgelf which hns now separated itself from these k

nscts and was creating movements of its own.




‘*hapter III1:

?rom Robart Owa" in Enghhnd through Xarl Grun in Gpmany,
tc Pierre Froudhon ia Franae, that is what charactorized the radical
iﬁtellegentsia of the day. 'T}'my' 6unt1nﬁad to, evolve utopian plans
for & perfest world to which they demanded the real world aubordinnbe
1taalf. |

'J,'ney stayed away. from the actual fovement of the working class.
In England. there- vere the trade unions and the "hart!:st movemont..
But Bohert Owen. \!ho had done., .mush in revealing the mtual conditions )
-da: the faotax-ies of Englland held hiagelf apart from the real movement
,.p,f,;he.:p;q?._ejb_a_riat. Althongh it was the sufferinb of “the magsses -
that 'broka ‘them f‘rom their own alass and brought them tear tho ,
-'--prozelbariat.‘ they telieved not me tota in the araati\re initiatiw

of t.he masaas.

Nobhing surprised him o mush =s wehn he returned to Lngland,

a_!tet"‘l:mvi.ng butlt the New Hamomv_ nolony n Ameriea , and found. t.hét
the trg&es unions, nne milllon strong, were ready to ndopt hie. sahena.
Only, being proletarians, thoy knew the vay to do that seriously, wan.ﬁ]&
through a revolutionary mass movement. They ,wlore .f;rmdy tc; get rid
of the employer alass, prepsrsd to call a general strike and reorganize
industry on a socperative basis, Although at first he sppeared to be
with them, Cwvan backed away asd, while the rcal movement nollapsed
under the extreme persesution of the government, his own ﬁrganization
berame more and mors "athieal."-

The utépian soecialists had based themselves on the Risardian. theoyy
of valus whiah they claimed to be "goelulist" and needed merely to

be aleansed of its capitalisiia "conclusions." if, went the _a'rgggga'nt,
. . n. P
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Iawr is’ "-ha source of nll valua. it mus'c ‘thereforse be the source
ef all au"plus valus and tke "emigys of labor" "rigjlbfully" belong
to it. As Marx pu% it, if the atopian nonistlea had. had any
signtﬂcnnaa &t all, it wns that they aorresponded vo the first -
Anstinative diaair_és of the maa:?as to regreanize society. Their:

" aontipued uxiztence, when the maszes movaed in ancther dirvotion,

| "'dﬁl;li m_e;a:_n nothing imt d reasstionary movement in ovposition to

"fouﬁg?p_'wri" r:avoltﬁ.qn. He'no soocer wrote that when the revolu.tiona
‘t’nﬁﬁt{ ‘out in ¥isnce and Garmn.ny. It wrs mot s theo_rotica.l queaqion.
'l'he question is not whether Proudhon did not predict morrectly, or
whether Harx did predict cornatly. The question was! what to do?
Where Marx was slways w.tth the evolutionary working oloss, these
“intellectuals, in asetion, always opposed. This they aslled the

theoretia principle.
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