RARL MARX'Y THECRY OF SCCIAL CLASSES
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Karl Marx? theory of social classes was of great importance in his
vork and if. has had & profound inlluence on modern soclal thought. Yet the
writings of Marxz, voluminous as they ere, &o: not contain & coherent expoaition
of that thecry. They contain, instead, many scattered fragments on this topic.
Ve have tried to ascemble these fragments; and by writing a commentary on this
series of quotations we attempt to give a view of the theory as & vhole. We
gshould edd that guch a2 procedure neglects Marx® owm intellectual development,
for it treats as parts of one theory ideas vhich he expressed 2t various times
in his caxeer. However, in the case of Marx® theory of sccial classes this
difficulty is not a sericus one in our judgment.

According to Marx history may be divided roughly into several perieds,
for example, encient civilization, feudalism, and capitalism. Eszch of these

periods 1s characterized by a predominant mode of production and, based upon

it, a class structure conslisting of & ruling and en oppressed class. The
struggle between thege classes determines the social relations between men. In
particuliar, the ruling class, vhich owes its poﬁitioh- to the ownerghip and
control of the meons of production, controls also, though cof'ten in subtle ways,
the vhole moral and intellectusl 1life of the pecple. According to Marx, law
end government, art 21ud literature, sclence and philoscphy: 21l serve more or
legg directly the interests of the ruling class,

In the pericd of it:c i*evolutionary ascendance ecach class is "progressive”
in two sengses of that word. Its econcmic interests are 1de13tica.1 with technical
progress and hence with increased hum.ﬁ velfare, And its efforts to pursue

these interesis align this class on the side of liberating ideas and institutious
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and ageinst all who retard technical progrezss and human welfare. But in time

an agscending class may become & ruling class, such as the feudal lords or the
capitelists, and then it comes to play a different reole. 1I%s econcamic interests,
which origirelly favored technical progress, call for opposition to it when
further chenge would endenger the economic dominance which it hes won. Before
its emergence as 2 ruling class, it turns from a champion of progress intc a
champion of reaction. It resists fncreasingly the atiempts to change the gocial
and cconomic organization of gociety, which would allow a full measuve ér the
progrees that has become technically possible. Such changes weould endanger

the entrenched position of the rulivg class. Hence, tensions and conflicts

are engendered that eventually lead to & revoluticnary reorgenization of scciety.
®..othe means of production end of exchange, which served
es the foundation for the growth of the bourgecisie, were
generated in feudz) socicty. At a certain stage In the develop-
ment of these means of production and of exchange, the conditions
under which feudal scciety produced and exchanged, the feudal
organization of agriculture and menufacturing industry, in a
word, the feudal relations of property became no longer compatible
with the already developed productive forcee; they became 80 wany
fetters. They had to be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.
Into their place stepped firece competition, accompanied by
& sccial and political constitution adapted tc it, and by the
eccnomic and political sway of the bourgeols claes.
A sinilsr wmovement is going on before our own eyes. HModern
bourgeeis society with its relations of production, of exchange,
and of property, & society that has conjured up such gigantic
means of production and of exchange, i8 like the sorcerer who
is no longer able to control the powers of the nether wvorld whom
he has called up by his spells. Por many & decade past the
history of industyry and commerce is but the history of the revolt
of modern productive forces against modern conditions of preduction,
against the property relations that are the conditions for the
existence of the bourgeoisie and its rule. It is enough to mention
the commercial cirices that by their pericdical return put the
existence of the entire bourgeois scciety on trial, each time more
threateningly. In these crises a great part not only of the
existing products, but also of the previously created productive
forces, sre periodicaelly destroyed. In these crises there breaks
out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have seemed an
abgurdity--the cpidemic of over-production. Sotiety suddenly
finds itself put back inte & state of momentary barbarism; it
appears as if 2 famine, a universecl war of devaetatlon had cut off
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secm t0 be destroyved. And why? DBecause there is too much

civilization, toc much means o subsistence, L“oc much inéustry,
too much commerce. The productive forces at the disposal of
socciety ne longer tend to further the development of the conditions
of bourgeois property; on the contrary they have become too
powerful for these conditions, by which they are fettered, and
no sooner do they overcome these fetters than they byring disorder
into the whole of bourgcois socliety, endanger the existence of
bourgeois property. The conditions of bourgeois scoclety arve too
narrow to couprise the wealth created by them. And how doea the
bourgeocisie get over these cyriges? On the one hand by enforced
deatruction of a mass of productive forces; on the other, by the

- conguest of new markets, and by the more thorough exploitation of
thke 0ld one. That is to say, by peving the way for more extensive
and uore destructive crises, and diminishing the means whereby
ciises are prevented.

The wecpons with which the bourzeoisie felled feudaliem to
the ground are now turned agaimst the bourgeoisie itself,

But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the weapons that
bring death to itself; it hag also called into existence the men
wno are to v*zeifi those weapongs--the modern working claes--the
o 4 oletarians.”

This conception of class conflict end historicasl change lent itself
to & doglmtic interpretation. In payticular, the mtez'ia.lis't conception of
history was often used in & menner which implicd that only technical and
cconomic factors were really important end that the whole sccial, politieal and

intellcctual rezain {vhat Marx: called the "evn mture") was of secondayry

1 1890, Friedrich Engels, .2 1ilc-1.7

significance. In two letters, writie
collaberator of Marxz, opposed this “vulger® interpretation:

"Marx end I are ourselves partly to blame for the fact
that the younger wrilters sonmetimes lay more stress on the
economic gide than is Que its We had ¥o emphasize this main
principle in opposition to our adversaries, who denied it, and
we had not alweys the time, the place or the opportunity to
&llow the other elements involved in the interaction to ecome
into their own Pight8cees"

?eeothe materialist conception of history also has a lot of
friends nowadays, to whom 1t gerves as an excuss for not study-
ing ﬂiStoryoco

I%arl Marz end Friedrieh Engels, Manilesto of the Communist Party (Nev
' York: International Publishers, 1932
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younge . in Germany as & mere phrase with which enything
and everything is labelled withoul further study; they stick on
thig label and they think the guestion disposed of . But our
conception of history is above all a guide to study, not a
lever for consiruction after the manner of the Hegelians. All
history must be studied afresh, the conditions of exiatence of
the different formetions of sceciety must be individually
examined bvefore the attempt is made to deduce from them the
politicel, eivil-legal, aesthetic, philosophie, religioue, etc.,
notions corresponding to them.co'

in general the word matevialistic serves many of the
& a 1 ’t o
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Tt is well to keep these reservetions in mind. They suggest that Merx and
Engels often felt compelled by the exigencies of the social end political
struggle, to cast their ideas in extremely pointed formulations. Had the
been scholars of the traditional type, they might have avoided at least sone
of the dogmatic interpretations of their work, though they would have had far
lees sucecese in sprcading their ideas and getting them acecepted. Much of
the difficulty in cbtaining & concise view of Marxian theory stems from the

fact that it vas meant to be 2 tool for political actiom. In reviewing

'briefly Marx? theory of history =2nd his theory of social class, we cshall at
first disrcgard this polit‘ic&]. jimplication, We chall consider this implice-
tion more Girectly in the concluding paragraphs of this essay. i
A soeial class in Marx? terms is eny aggregate of persons who
perform the seme function in the orgenization of production. “"Freeman and
gslave, patrician and plebeian, lord end serf, guild-master and Jjourneyman,
in e word, oppressor and oppressed” {Communist Manifesto) are the names of
sccial elmsses in different historical périon, These clagses are distin-
guished from cach other by the difference of thelr respective positions in

the economy. Sinee a social elass is constituted by the function, whieh its
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crzanization of production is the basic determinant of sccial ¢lass., lMarx®
smswer is coutained in his early writings on philosophy, especially in his
theory of the division of labore.

Fundanental to this theory is Marxz? belief that work is man’s basic
forn of sclf-realization. Man cannot live without worki hence the way in
whieh man vorks in soﬁiety'ia a clue to human nature. Man provides for his
subgistence by the use of tools; tﬁese facilitete his labor and meke it more
praoductive. He has, therefore, an interest in, and he has also a cepacity
for, elaborating and refining these tools, and in 80 doing he expresses him-
self, controls nature and makes history. If human labor makes history, then
ann understanding of the condltione of production is escential for an under-
standing of history. The?e are four aspects of produciion, according to'Harx,
vhich explain vhy men®s efforts to provide for his subsistence underlie all
change in history.

a) "...life involves before everything else eating, and drinking, a
habitation, clothing and meny otheyr things. The first historical act is thus
the production of the means to sat isfy'theu; nceds, the production of material
iife 1tself "t

b) “The sceond {fundapental polint is thet as soon as a.needis-satisfiéd,
(which implies the setion of satisfying, and the acquisition of an instrument),

nevw needs are madea"a

¢) "rhe third eircumstance vwhieh, from the very first, enters into
historicel development, is that men, who dally remake thelr own life, begin to
- meke other men, to propagate their kind: the relation between men and wife,

parents and children, the FAMILY. The family which to begin with is the only

1Ka::'l Marz end Friedrich Engels, The Cermany Idcology (New York: Inter-
national Publishers, 1939), 16.

Ibid o3 16"'17 o
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social relationship, becomes later, when increased needs create new sceiasl

relations and the increased population (creates) new needs, a subordinate

Oneo.oﬂl

d) "The production of life, both of onels own in labor and of fresh
1ife in procreation, nov appears 2s & double relationsghip: on the one haund

as a natural, on the other as & social relationship. By social we understand

the ecoperation of several individuels, no matier under what conditioms, in

what manner and to what end. It follows from this that & certain mode of
production, or industrial stage, is always combined with & certain mede of

-

cooperation, or social stage, and this mode of cooperation is
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“preduective force.” Further, that the multitude of productive forces accessi-
ble to men determines the nature of society, hence that the "history of
humanity” must 2lvays be gtudled end treated in relation to the history of
industry and exchange. ne
There is & logical connection between thege four aspects.,  The
gsatisfaction of man%s basic needs makes work a fundamental fact of human
life, but it also creates new needs. The more needs are crecated the more
important is it that the “instruments®™ of production be improved. The more
needs are created and the more the technigue of production ig m:provcd s Lhe
more important is it that men cooperate, first within the family, then elso
outside it. Cooperation implies the divieion of labor and the organization
of production (or in Marx? phrase "the mode of cooperation” as a "productive
force”) over and sbove the technigues of ﬁroduction vhich ere employed. It is,

therefore, the position which the individual ocecupies in the soeial orgenizotion

~ o 3 b ! 1. ~ : By 194 AL e 2a s o o oy
of production, that indicates to which soeial class he belongs. The fundamental

l'mrx and Engels, loc. cit.

-

Ibid., 18.
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determinant of class is the way in which the individual cooperates with

others in the satisfaction of his hasic needs of food, clothing and shelier. :
Other indexes such as income, consumption patterns, educational ettaimment >

or occupation are so many clues to the distribution of material goods and

- of prestige-symbols. This distribution is a2 more or less revealing conse-
quence of the organization of production, it is not identical with it. Hence,
the income or cccupation of an individual is nol, according tb May®, an indica-
tion of his class-position, i.e.,0f his position in the production process.
For example, if two men are cerpenters, they belong to the same oecupation,
but one may run a small shop of his &wn, while another works in & piant manu-
faecturing pfe-fabricated housing; the two men belong to the samé occupation
butb ;l:o different social classes. -

Marz belisved thet a man's position in the production process pro-
vided the crucial 1ife experience, which would determine, either now or
eventually, the 'beliéfs and the acticns of that individual., The experiecnce
gained in the effort of making & living, but especially the experience of
econocmic conflict, would prompt the members o & gocial class to develop com-
mon beliefs and common actions. In anslyzing the emergenee of these beliefls
and actions Marx specified & number of variables which would facilitate tThis
processs ‘

1. Conflicts over the distribution of econcmic rewards between the
clazsess

2. Basy communication between the individuals in the same clasg-
position so that ideas and action-programe are readily dlsseminated;

3. Growth ef‘ claas-conscimisness in the sepse that the ﬁ‘fﬁ.’aeré of

|

the class have a feeling of solidaritly ené understanding of their historic

rolesg
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b, Profound dissatiéfaction of the lower c¢classs over its inabllily
to control the economic structure of which it feels itself to be the
exploited victim,

5¢ Establishment of a political organization resulting frorm the
economic structure, the historical situation and maturation of cless-
consciousness.

Thus, the organization of production provides the necessary but
not a aufficietit bagis for the existence of socizal c:le.sses; Repeated
conflicts over economic revards, ready coumunication of ideas between members
of a clags, the growth of glass-consciousness, and the groving dissatisfaction
with exploitation whiéh cauvses suffering in peychological ss much as in
material terms: these aye the conc'iitioné whiech will help ©o0 overcome the
differences and conflicts .bétween individuals anéd groups within the class

and which will encourege the formation of a class-conscious political

organization.

Marx® discussions of the de#elopmnt of the bourgeolsie and of
the preletariat give good illustrations of the mapner in which he envicages

the emergence of 2 social elass.

"In the Middle Ages the cltizens in each town were cou-
pelled to unite ageinst the landed nobility to save their skias.
The extension of trade, the establichment of ecmmunicatiouns, led
the separate towns to get to know other towms, which bad ésserted
the same interests in the struggle with the same antagonist.

Out of the many local corpowations of burghers there arose only
gradually the burgher class. The conditions of 1life of the
individual burghers became, on account of their antagonism to
- the existing relationghips and of the mode of labour determined
by These conditione vhich were common to them all and independent
of each individual. The burghers had ercated the conditions in
80 far as they had torn themselves free from feudal ties, and
were created by them in so far as they vere determined by their
antagonism tc the feudsl gystem which they found in ezistence.
When the individual towns began to enter into asscciations,
these common conditions developed into class conditiorns. The
seme conditions, the same antagonism, the same interestis




- i d

neceseerily called forth on the whole similar customs every-
where. The bourgeocigie itself, with its conditions, develops
cnly gradually, splite according vo the division of labour into
varioue fractions and finally ebsorbs all earlier possessing
claszes (while it develops the majority of the earlier non-
posesessing, and & part of the earlier possessging, clasg into a
new class, the proletariat) in the meassure to which all earlier
property is transformed into industriel or commercial capital.
he separate individuvals form & clags only in so fer as
they have to caryry on & comuon battle against ancther class;
othervise they are oa hostile terms with each other s competi-
tors. On the othey hand, the class ia its turn achieves an
independent existence over against the iandividusls, so that the
latter £ind their conditions of existence predestined, and hence
have Their pogition in 1life and their perscnal development
agsigned {o them by thelr class, become subsumed under it.
This is the seme phencmenon as the subjection of the separate
individuals to the division of labour end can only be removedl
by the gbolition of private property and of labour itself.ee

This passage makes it spparent that Marx thought of sceial c¢lass as & condi-
tion of group-1life which was constantly generated (rather than simply given)
by the organization of producticn. Essential to this formatien of & class
was the existence of a common "eclass enemy,” because without it compeiition
between individuanls would prevail. Also, this is a gradual process, vhich
depends for 1ts success upen the development of "common conditions® and upon
the subseguent realization of coumon interests. But the existence of covnon
conditions and the realization of common interests are in turn only the
necessary, nct the sufficient bases for the development of & sccial class,
Only vhen the members of 2 Ppotential? class enter into an association for
the organized pursult of their common aims, does a e¢lass 4n Harxz® sense exist.
In discuesing the dcvelopment of the proleterist under capitalisn
Harx deccribed g process which was essentiélly sinilay to that which he hsd

Cescyribed for the development of the modern bourgeoisie.

Seelp

lﬁerm&n Ideolozy, 48-49,
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"The first attempts of the workers to asscciate among
thenselves always take place in the form of combinations
{unions).

large-gcale industry concentraies in one place a crovwd
of peopie unknown to one another. Competitlon Aivides their
interests. But the mairlenance of wages, “hic common intercst
walch they have ggzicst Lhelr bos8p unites 'f.:;,.. 31‘2. in & cormmon
thought of resgis c,:,*c'»_uc:a.nblnationo Thus couhincticn alvays
has a double aim, that of stopping the compe’ -t*’"iox: among thene-
celves, in order to bring about a2 general coupetition with the
capitalist. I the first aim of the general resistance was
merely the seintenance of wages, combinations, &t first isolated,
congtitute themeselves into groups as the capzitalists in their
turn unite in the idea of repression, and in the face of always
united capital, the meinternance of The association becomes wnore
necessary to them then that of veges. This is so True that the
English economisis are amezed €0 see the workers sacrifice a
good part of their wages in favor of aesscciations, which in tno
eyes of the economiats, are established solely in Paveor of vages.
In this strug;,'!oum veritable clvil var--ave united and 6eve'? oy::..r.'.‘
2ll the elements neccssary for the ceming battle., Once it has
reached this point agsocisllon takce on a pelitical character.

Econcnic conditions had first transformed the mass of the
pecple of the couniry intc workers. The dominaiion of capital
has created for this mass a commcn sisuation, common intercsis.
This m=2ss is thus alrveady a clzss as agai.zst capital, but not
yet forr itself. In this struggle, of which we have no‘ced ouly
a few phases, this mass becomes united, andéd constitutes {tself
88 8 clags for itself, The interests it defends become class
intereste. EBut the itruggle of class against clags is a
pelitical struggle.” |

Thus in the case of the proletariat, s in the case of the bourgecisie
Marz cited several conditions which were essentlal for the develepmoni of
a sccial cless: counflict over economic rewerds, physical concentration of
maées of pecple end csesy communlcation among them, the development of
solidarity and political organization (in place of competition between
indiﬂduaib and organization for purely economic ends.) '

The as:.:tagonisa of the verkers to the capitalist clacss anéd to the

prevailing eccnomic syst.em vas to Marx not slsply a conseQuez'zc cf the
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he laid great stireces on the human cousequences of machine production under
capitalism. The social relations which cepitalist industry imposed, deprived
the workers of all opportunities to cbtain psychological satisfaction from

their work. This complete want of sauiafaction Harz called the elienation
of human labor. Ee attributed it to the division of labor in modern incdusiry,
vhich turned humgan beinge into appendages of the machins.

_ "The knowledge, the judgment and the will, which though in
ever 80 emall & degree, are practiced by the independent pezcsant
or handieraftsman, in the same vay as the savege makes the vhole
art of war consiet in the exercise of his personal cunning~-
these faculties (?) are now reguirsd only for the workshop as =
vhole. Intelligence in production expsnds in one direction, he-
cause 1€ vanishes in meny others., What iz lest by the detail
labourer, is concentrated in the capitel that employs them. It
is a result of the divieicn of labor in manufaciures, that the
laborer is brought face to face with the intellectval potencies
of the material process cf preduction, a8s the property of enother,
and as a ruling povwer. This seperation begins in simple coopera-
tion, whevre the capitalist represents to the gingle workman, the
cnencss and the will of the asscciated labor. It is developed
in menufacture which cuts down the lshorer into e detail laborer.
It is completed in modern industry, which mekes science & produc-
tive force distinct from labor and presses it into the service

of capital.

“In msnufacture, in order to make the collective laborer, and
through him ecapital, rich in soclial productive power, esch laborer
must be mode poor in individual productive powers. ‘Ignorance

is the mother of industry as well &s of superstition. Reflection
and fancy are subject to err; but a habit of moving the hand or
the foot is independent of elther. Manufactures, eccordingly,
‘prosper most where the nmind is least consulted, cad where the
vorkshop may...be considered 28 an engine, the ports of which

are men®’. (A.L. Ferguson, p. 280)"1

®eeoWithin the capitalist system all methods for raising the
sccial prcductiveness of labor are brouzght about at the cost of
the individual laborer; all means for the development of produc-
tion Trensform themselves into means of domination over, and
exploitation of the producers; they mutilate the hbo“_ into

a fragment of & man, degrade him to the level of en : ppendage

of a machine, destroy every remnent of charm in his work and
turn it into a hated toil; they estrange from him the intellicciuzl

lKarl lfarz, Capital (New York: Modern Library, 1936), 396-97.
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potentialities of the labor-process in the same proporcion as
gcience is incorporated in it as an independent power; they
distort the conditicns under which she works, subject him during
the lsbor-process to a despotism the more hateful for its mean-
ness; they transfoym his 1ife time into working-time end drag
his wife and ¢hild under the wheels of the Juggevrnaut of capital.
But 2ll methods for the sccumulation of surplus value are at the
same time methods of accumulation; and every extension of accurm-

e e

letion becomes again a weans foxr the developuent of those methods.

It follows therefore that in proporiion as capital accumulatles,

the 1ot of the laborer, be his peyments high or low, mmst grov

WOEEC o

Marx beliéve;l that the alienation of labor was inherent 1.71 capitalisn
and that it was &_-m:}of peychelogical 699&1‘9&%103 2 ﬁhich would leed eventually
to the proletarian revolution. This t’heﬁry of why, men under capitalism would
revolt, was based on en assmﬂoﬁ of what éro@ts men ©o be satislicd or dls-
satisfied with their work. Marx contrasted the modern industrial worker with
the medieval crafisman, aﬁd--alctzg with many cother writers of the pericd--
chsexrved thal under modern conditions c:f ﬁr'odzwtion the worker had lost 2ll
opportunity to ezercise his "knowliedge, J;zagm?nt and vill” in the feauvfaciuvre
of his product. To Herx this psychologicel deprivation sesmed more significant
eve;n than the economic 'paup.erism to which capitalism gsubjectied the masses of
vorkers. At any rate, * two somewhat' couflicting statenents can be found in his
work. In one he declared that the physical misery of the working classes would
increase with the development of capitalism,

. "Accumulstion of weelth at one pole is , therefore, at the
same time accumulation of misepry, agony of toil, slavery, igno-
rance, brutality, mential degradation, at the opposite pole.. e
But in the other he maintained, that capitaliém could result in an absolute

increase of the standard of living {or the wai'kers s but that it would result

i

m; QE" cita,‘ 708'?090
2 Ibid., T09.
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nevertheless in the experience of mounting personal deprivation.

"When capital is increasing fest, wages may rise, but the
profit of capiltel will rise much facter. The maeterial position
of the laborer has improved, but it is at the expense of his
social position. The gsocial gulf which separates him from the
capitalist has widened,"t

And, as we have been, Marx summerized his snaliysis of the ocppressive effecis
of capitalism with a long list of striking phroses, only to coneclude this
eloguent recital with the sentence: "It folldws therefore that in proportion

as capital eccumulates, the lot of the labourer, be his payment high or low,
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must grovw worse.”
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It will be apparent frow the preceding discussion that lexrx did not
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siuply identify a sccial cleoss with the fact that & large group of peon
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occupicd the same objective position in the economic structure of a 5

Instead, he laid great stress on the imporiance of subjective asworencss a
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& precondition of organizing the class successfully for the economic and the
political struggle, HMarx felt certain that the presgures engenderced by
cepitalism would determine its development in the future. And he bel izved

it %o be inevitable that the masses of industrial workers would come %o a
conscious realization of their class-interests. Bubjective swerencss of

class interests was in his view an indispencable element in the develogment

of a gsocial class, but he believed that this swereness would 'inevi.tably arise
along with the growing contradictions inherent in capitalism. In the preceding
digcussion we have eited two of the condi cions which made Marx feel sure of

this prediction: the concentration of workers in towne and the rosulling ease

of commmication between them, and the psychological suffering engendered by

3

lﬁarl Marx, "Wege, Leber and Capitel,” in Belected Works (iicccew:  Co-
~ 7%

gpeg_ra;i?e Publishing Scciety of Foreiga Workers in the U.3.S.R., 1036),
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the alienation of labor. 3By way of summerizing Marx® theory of class we
cite his views on the French peagants who cccupy & gimilar position in the
economic structure but 40 not thereby provide the basis for the formellion

of & social ¢lass,

£y

“The small pezsants form & vast mass, the membhers of which
live in giwmilay conditions, but without e..iter" ng into 3?.&31.:.01‘3.
relations with one another. Thelr mode of production isolates
then from one ancther, instead of bringing them into mutusl
intercoursecsein 80 far as millions of families live under cco-
nomie conditions of existence that divide their node of life,
their interestis and a.!:rezr cul cure from those of other classes,
and put thea into hostile ccutrast to the latter, they fornm 2
class. In e0 fax as there is merely a local interconacciion
among these small peasantis, and the identity of their interests
begets nc unity, no national union, &nd oo political organlzation,
they 8o not form a class.” ul

That is to say, the peasanis occupy the same position in the economic struC-
ture of theipy soclety. But in their case this fact itself will not crealc
gimilar gttitudes and common actions. The peasants do not form a social
class in Merx' sense, because they meke their living on individuasl farms iv
isolation fream one gnothem There is no objective basis for ;.ﬂeac'iy C o c:.a--
tion betuveen then.

In the case of the industrizl workers, however, such an abjeciive
basis for reedy commmunication existed. They were concentrated in the large
industyrial towns, and the conditions of fectory production brought them 7ato
close physical coantact with one another, Yet, even then Marxw did aot belicve
that the political organization of the working class an@ the Gocvelopment of
class~consciocusness in thought and action would be the automatic result of
theee objective conditions. In his view these cobjective conditions provided

a favorable setiing for the development of political sgitation. And this
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lﬂarl Harx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Iouis Bonsparie (Few York:

Internstional Publichers, n.de), 109.
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agitation was in good part the fugc,-..:o of men, who were nov thenselves

workers, but who had acquired a2 correct undersianding of historical change,

¢

end who were willing to identify themselves with the movement of those who
wvere destined to bring it about,

B eeeln times vwhen the class struggle nearsg the decisive
hour, the process of disgolution going on within the ruling
cl:‘:ss, in Tact within the whole range of ©old UOC'EG";}} 288URnes
such a violent, glazxing Cil"*‘";?.C'ﬂGlg m2ll section of the

ruling class cuts itself adrift and J he revolutionary
class, the class that holds ts hands., Just as,;
therefore, at gn earliecy per: 15 2 section of the nobility went
over to the bourgeoisie, so nowv & portion of the bourgeolsie
gees over to the prolictariav, d“ld in parulco},arg a portion of
the bourgeois idcologists, who have raised themsclves ©0 the
level of comprehending th r::"es,.icall_; the historical moveuent
as & whole,"%
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There is little gquestion that Marx conceived of his own work &s en example
of this process. The scientific amalysis of the capitalist economy, 2 he
conceived of 1%, vas itsell an {mportent instroment oy means of which the
clzss cousciousness and the politicel ocrganizetion of the workers could be
furthered. And becauée Marx conceived of his own work in u:tcso Lerns 5 he
declared that the detachment of other scholars was spurious', vas aerely a
screen throvn up to disguise the class-interests which their work sez'v‘a&;
Hence he denied the possibility of @ sociel science in the modarn scsase of
that vord. The "proof” of his theory vwas contained in the actions of the
pfcletari.ato

It is apparent that Marx? theory of social clasges, aleng with
other parts of his docirine, imvolved 2 basic anmdiguity which has bedevilled

his interpreters ever since. For, on the onec han@, he fell quite certain thot

e" . "L- . ‘.." — "&--2 : 3 o 4 - ?, ' m.il.-' '5- 7 -‘: .-'-'-"-1 - - oy "L D : . : o
the contradictions engendered by capitelisn would ineviiably lead to @ class-
LT ROE O T BTN TN S
lﬂ"_ - L , Tiead & teqd® T . B -
Karl Morx and Friedrich Engels, Manifesto of the Coammunisi Poyty ( e
e 8 4 L WAL Tl 25 YT E T i = T -'tllr'!'hﬁr
!ﬂ - e : -‘,':l - - &
York: [Internaticnsl Publishers, 1932), 19.




r

= 'L- ‘l : -. ‘ “ ‘ ‘l‘i C by -
Y YN e " 95 -, -m.-. .;u.;.. Efm e - 1 == Ly
congcioug proletariat and hence to a2 proletarian revolution. But on the
= :"‘ -:1' P ‘f" - ..? ".'r‘: P - "f" . 1 1"1.. . -4 , E . .y '; - ‘,' "" T . "?“' -~ 5 = Y "‘? "': 5
"E"‘:: 5 rm:ﬁ J-i .I‘LLJ":‘ :‘-"JL ‘? :: ‘.+ 'l‘-: L'; :‘:: ’- C {;- u {? C ‘*1:1 1: :-' - C 1:: i‘: c F}.J- £ h’wu ﬁ:{\-ﬂ' L S ’ ‘;: G I'—." G-"ﬂ 3:‘ h '-}'C a s, a ‘-lJ -4_:: f‘::i.:-:' 2: :h;l-“:--"":-:-..'t:- . 1..: k-:

“ s - t;- - 'f.-l a- ---ﬂ e < -t -'- - .." _ ' - 1.. - -! e = -T-_
nis gcientiilic theory of hisvtory a2 major rele io bringing about this wegull.
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Ia his ovn eyes this difficuliy wvas resolved because such subjective elements
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es clags-consciousness or a scientific theory were theumselves &
of the contradictions inherent in capitalism. The preteding discussion hes
gought ©o elucidate the meaning of this assertion by specifying the general
philesophicel assusptions and the specific envirommental and psychological

conditions on the basis of vhich Mayx felt able to predict the insvitable
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development of clasg-conscioucness. To the critics this claim to predict
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teble future on the basis of agssumptions and cqnditions, which =2

or woy not be valid, has always seemed the major flaw in Marxian theorv.




