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So, as a substitute, I have been reading from a collection of Marxist essays compiled by On Historical Materialism by
Fredrich Engels; Socialism: Scientific and.

The majority of Americans believe that wealth and happiness are the same. All history must be studied afresh,
the conditions of existence of the different formations of society must be examined individually before the
attempt is made to deduce them from the political, civil law, aesthetic, philosophic, religious, etc. This
happens, for example, when the contending class forces are unable to achieve victory over one another or
where the reactionary class overcomes the progressive class. Each law in turn is made by circumstances
predominant, and the limits of nature give power to but one at a time. Man, at last the master of his own form
of social organization, becomes at the same time the lord over Nature, his own master â€” free. Free
individuality, based on the universal development of the individuals and the subordination of their communal,
social productivity, which is the social possession, is the third stage. Actually, of course, these were features of
our inhuman life, its developing essence. That is to say, we all laid, and were bound to lay, the main emphasis,
in the first place, on the derivation of political, juridical and other ideological notions, and of actions arising
through the medium of these notions, from basic economic facts. On the one hand, economic activities are
perverted, from expressions of human creativity into forms of oppression and exploitation. Those who must
sell their labor power to live are "proletarians. So long as they look for science and merely make systems, so
long as they are at the beginning of the struggle, they see in poverty nothing but poverty, without seeing in it
the revolutionary, subversive side, which will overthrow the old society. These ideas are vital if a radical
change of society is to occur. History appears to be something that happens to us, not something we do. Since
Marx believed that surplus value appropriated from labor is the source of profits, he concluded that the rate of
profit would fall even as the economy grew. The proletariat seizes the public power, and by means of this
transforms the socialized means of production, slipping from the hands of the bourgeoisie, into public
property. He answered in terms of the cunning irony of History. His ideas were appealing to the working class
people and emphasized the community rather than the individual. Knowledge of this process was not
something external to it, but itself developed historically in the struggle of living men and women to break out
of these constraints. The Method To describe the history and material nature of each of these contexts listed
above would fill an entire book and make for very tedious writing and reading. It is how these means develop
that dictate not only how classes are formed, but which classes come into conflict with each other and how.
One of the polemic's was to ridicule the easy "world schematism" of philosophers, who invented the latest
wisdom from behind their writing desks. The most important such division is that between manual and
intellectual labour whereby one class produces a given society's wealth while another is able to monopolize
control of the means of production and so both governs that society and lives off of the wealth generated by
the labouring classes. Plekhanov, one of its chief founders, puts it like this: I t is the economic system of any
people that determines its social structure, the ltter, in its turn, determining its political and religious structures
and the like. In this field we can utilize heaps of help, it is immensely big, anyone who will work seriously can
achieve much and distinguish himself. All of these questions sought absolute answers. He is both honouring
and shaming me too much. These are the relations of production and can both promote the development of the
forces of production, and fetter them. It is this conflict that now propels us to the next stage of history. As the
industrial revolution moved forward in society, so did the widening gap between class structures. Benjamin
suggested that, despite Marx's claims to scientific objectivity, historical materialism was actually
quasi-religious. The choice is between socialism and barbarism â€” and achieving socialism critically involves
the subjective factor, the development of class consciousness and organisation to take on the barbarians in the
City and elsewhere. Of the works of this mind history is the record. He suggested that over time, capitalists
would invest more and more in new technologies, and less and less in labor. The superstructure is also where
the ideas which challenge the existing societal arrangements are played out. Nature is the proof of dialectics,
and it must be said for modern science that it has furnished this proof with very rich materials increasingly
daily, and thus has shown that, in the last resort, Nature works dialectically and not metaphysically; that she
does not move in the eternal oneness of a perpetually recurring circle, but goes through a real historical
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evolution. Between capitalist and communist society there lies the period of the revolutionary transformation
of the one into the other.


