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INTRODUCTION

Stalin's "Historical And Dialectical Materialism" was first
published in 1938 as a chapter of the "History of the Commun-
ist Party of the Soviet Union (Belshevik)". It immediately
became a focus for the hatred of the anti-communist "social-
ist" intellegentsia, and the pseudo-communist intelligentsia.
When Khrushchevite revisionism came to dominance in the C.P.
5.U. and the international Communist movement in the mid-fif-
ties this work, along with Stalin's "Economic Problems of
Socialism in the U.S.S.R.", was singled out for condemnation
and virtusl suppression. The reason why it is an object of
such hatred for the opportunist intelligentsis is that it
gives an exceptionally clear and sharp presentstion of the
fundamentals of the Marxist world outlook, and is unequivocslly
materialist.

"Dull", '"dogmatic" and boring are the customary adjec-
tives which have been used over the yesrs to describe this
pamphlet by petty-bourgeois socialists, who are thrilled by
the subjectivist rhetoric of Trotsky, or intrigued by the
meandering metaphysical philosophers of modern revisionism.

It is true that the work is entirely free from rhetoric. It
is written clearly and concisely. Its purpose is to present
a general summary of the Marxist world outlook to workers who
are beginning to think seriously about the political affairs
of thelr class. It was not Stalin's intention to provide
intellectual titillation for the "left" bourgeois intelligent-
sia. Nor was it his intention to provide workers with a
fantasy substitute for real 1life.

[t is wunderstandable that such a work should repel
the petty-bourgeois socialists. The petty bourgeoisie has
no use for scientific knowledge of the classs struggle. Sat-
isfaction for the working class lies in the successful waging
of the class struggle and not in the contemplation of fenta-

2.



sies. But the petty bourgeoisie car never become the domin-
ant classs in society. Modern society can only be ruled by
the capitalist class or by the working class. The petty .
bourgeoisie as a class can never find political satisfsction
in the real world. Their satisfaction must be found in
oratory, in rhetoric, in fantasy Utopian schemes. It is
natural that petty bourgeois socialists should be repelled

by Stalin's pamphlet, which affords them no subjectivist
relief from basic realities.

Maurice Cornferth, the philosophy specialist of the
C.P. of Great Britain, wrote an article on "Stalin and Dia-
lectical Materialism" in 1949 (World News and Views, Dec.
17) from which we quote:

"Here (i.e. in Dialectical and Historical Materialism)
are condensed the essential ideas of the Marxist method,
as they have been developed and enriched in the course
of vast experience of class struggle... Stalin presents
a masterly summary and development of the Marxist-lenin-
ist science of society - historicel msterialism - as the
application to society of the basic ideas of dislectical
materialism... Stalin hes developed and profoundly
“"elucidated in the light of dislectical msterislism the
new conception of science and its role In Soviet society...
+++v Stalin's entire life and work has been guided by the
principle of dislectical materialism, and has served to
develop these principles.”

Today, of course, Cornforth and his kind maintain
that Stalin's theoretical work is characterised by one-sided
vulgar materialism, is not sufficiently "dialectical", 1is
dogmatic, and so on.

The phenomenon which Cornforth typifies deserves

3.



attention. He 1s a bourgeois inteilectual who was attracted
to Communism in the 1930s, when the leadership of the inter-
national Communist movement was thoroughly revolutionary..
Under the influence of a determined Communist leadership, of
revolutionary working class politics, intellectuals such as
Cornforth produ#ed useful works on philosophy. in the 1930s
and 1940¢., In the 193%0s they were freed from the prescure

of "Stalinism” (as revolutionary Merxism began to be called)
by Khrushchevite revisionism, and they developed rapidiy into
petty-bourgeois socialists. From their new pOQlth“ they
coculd no longer engage in the work of making scientific analy-
ses of the contradictions of the real world, and they drifted
into obscurantism. A comparison of the sharp analysis of
current bourgeois philosophy in Cornforth's "Science and ldea-
lism" writing of the 1940s with the obsurantist triviality of
his most recent books, "Marxism znd the Linguistic Philosophy"
and "The Open Philosophy and the Open Scciety" (in which he -
is developing a '"dislogue" with the bourgeois philosophers),
will show the remarkable difference between an intellectual
inclined to socialism writing under the pressure and super—
vision of the revolutionary working class movement end the
same intellectual left to his own devices when the Communi::
movement has fallen into confusion.

Revisionist criticism of this pamphlet 1is rarely speci-
fic and conzrete. It is usuelly vague and sukjectivist, and
often refQV' ‘erely to style. = One of the very few specific
criticisms is a remark made by Cornforth about its cpening
paragraph, in which it is stated that dialectical meterialism
1s sc called "because its approach to the phenomens of na.ure,
its method of studying and apprehending them, is dialectical,

while its interpretation of the phenomena of natu*e, its theoxy,

is materialistic.” Cornforth feels that this 1s open to cri‘-
icism. But he merely throws out a remark to that effect. He
does not succeed in criticising it.




By 1isolsting the first peregrsph from the 7zrest of
the pamphlet it could be suggested that Stalin's view is that
dialectical materialism is merely & world outlook, and is not
the way that the world actually exists. But it is made clear
in the body of the pamphlet that Stalin is saying no such-
thing. The world must be apprcached dialectically because
it exists dialectically. It must be conceived materialist-
ically because it exists materialicstically. Ne other mean-
ing could be taken from the pamphlet, except by a revision-
ist who is lecoking for a sentence which, by iszolating it
from its context, he can at least quibble about, even though
he can't criticise it.

Revisionist philosophers, even those who rant unceas-—
ingly against "Stalinism'", have the wisdom not to attempt a
concrete refutation of his writings. The wiser revisionists
say very little about Stalin. Their technique is te omit
all reference toc him, and trust to time to dispel all memory
of him. It is interesting to observe the "development" of
their position since the 'forties, particulerly in works
which are regularly reprinted. Ir the "forties Cornforth’'s
references to Stalin were frequent, and were couched in terms
of highest respect. As his books were roprinted during the
"fifties and 'sixties, these references were deleted. In
his latest works Stelin dissppears. It is by such misersble
subjectivist gestures that the revisionist intelligentsis
dealt with Stalin theoretically.

But the orthodox Dbourgeois intelligentsia, who do not
have to deal with theilr own past when dealing with Stalin,
have no time for such gestures. A recent bourgeois propa-
gandist observed:

"Most acedemic philosophers wculd be loath te concede
that Otalin deserves @ plete LIn Lhe annals cor contemp-
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orary philosophy. Historians of philosophical thought..
have no such doubts or inhibitions... Stalin cannot be
disregarded because of the social importance of his philo-
sophical doctrine. The social importance of a philosophy
should be assessed by the number cf people who adhere to
it and by the type of activity, the habit of thought and
s valuatiens which it originates and supports.” L Zo b
waes e Jogdan s~ The~Evodution-ef~Btaloctical -Materialism", 1967}~

The bourgeoisie know +the 1real historical importance
of Stalin. And they know that the "type of activity, the
habit of thought and valuation" developed in the communist
movement during the Stalin period were very much to their
disadvantage.

Other recommended works are:

Philosophy:- 'Ludwig Feuerbach' (Engels); the Introduction to
'Dialectics of Nature' (Engels); 'Socialism: Utopian and
Scientific' (Engels).

Marxism:= 'Three Sources and Three Components of Marxism'
(Lenin); 'Karl Marx' and 'Frederick Ergels' (both by Lenin).

Economics:— 'Wages, Price and Profit' and 'Wage Labour and
Capital' (both by Marx)

Leninism:- 'Foundations of Leninism' (Stalin).

These works may be obtained from the 1.C.O.

IRISH COMMUNIST ORGANISATION, JULY 1970.
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DIALECTICAL AND
HISTORICAL MATERIALISM

Dialectical materialism is the world cutlock of the Marxist-
Lepinist party. It is called dialectical materialism because
its approach to the phencmena cof nature, its method of study-
ing and apprehending them, 1s dialectical, while its inter -
pretation of the phenomena of nature, its conceplicn of these
phenomena, its thecry, is materialistic.

Historical materialism is the extension of the principles of
dialectical materislism to the study of sccial life, an app-
licaticn of the principles of dialectical materialism to the
phenomena of the life of society, tc the study of society and
its histery.

When descriking their dislectical method, Merx end Engels
usually refer to tegel as the philosopher who formulated the
main features of dislectics. This, kowever, does nct mean that
the dialectics of Merx and Engels is identicel with the dial—
ectics of Hegel. As a matter of fact, Merx end Zngels took
from the Hegelian dialectics only its "rstional kernel", cest-
ing aside its Hegelian idealistic shell, end developed dial-
ectics further so as to lend it a modern scientific form.

"

3

'My dialectic metlhod," says Marx. "is nct only diffez-
ent frem iha Hegelian, but ic 1ts direct opposite. To
Hégel...the groca s cf thinking, which, under the name
cf 'the Idea' he even transfecrms into an independent
sukject, is the demiurgos (creatci) of the real world,
and the real world is only the external, phenomenal
form of 'the Idea.' With me, cn the contrary, the ideal
i1s ncthing else than the material world reflected by
the human mind, and translated intc forms of thought."

i }»

(Karl Marx, Capital, Vel. 1, p.XXX, George Allen &
Unwin Ltd., 1938.)



?g5When descrlblng -their materlallsm, Marx and Engels usually re-
ggger tQ,Peuerbach as “the phllosopher who restored materialism to

"nﬁélsvls idéﬁtlcal with® Feuerbach s materlallsm.‘As a matter
“of fact, Marx and’ Engels took -from Feuerbach's materialism its
"inner kernel," developed it into a scientific-philosophical
thesry of materialism and cast aside its idealistic and relia-
ious=athical encumbrances. We know that Feuerbach, although he
was 4:Lmﬂamentaﬂy‘ a materialist, chjected to the name material-
Leme Engels more than once declared that "in spite of the" mat-
ialist "foundation," Feuerbach "remained...bound by the trad-
icnal idealist fetters," and that "the real idealism cf Feu-
rbach becomes evident as soon as we come to his xllosophy of
llglon and ethics." (Karl Marx, Selected Works Eng. ed.,
Moscow 1946, Vol. 1. pp. 373, 375.)

Dialectics comes from the Greek dialegc, to discourse, to de-
bate. In ancicent times dialectics was the art of arriving at

the truth by disclosing the contradictions in the argument of

ar. cpponent and overcoming these contradictions. There were
phiiosophers in ancient times who believed that the disclosure
¢f contradicticns in thought and the clash of opposite opinions
vas the best method of arriving at the truth. This dialectical
method of thought, later extended to the phenomena of nature,
developed into the dialectical method of apprehending nature,
which regards the phenomena of nature as being in constant move-
ment and undergoing constant change, and the development of nat-
ure as the result of the development of the contradictions in
nature, as the result of the interaction of opposed forces in
natuzre. ‘ :

.

In its essence, dialectics is the direct cpposite of meta -
sics

1) The principal features of the Marxist dialectical method
are as follows:

5, Centrary to metaphysics, dialectics does not regard nature
2% @n accidental agglomeration of things, of phenomena, unconn-—
eéCiad wifh isolsted from, and independent of, each other, but
i mnected and integral whole, in which things, chenomena,

QO
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are organically connected with, dependent on, &and determined
by, each other.

The dislectical method therefore helds thst no phenomenon in
AOLULG Ui LE UNROSISLuod 4l tuhen Dy iuswils idUlaced fiuin
surrounding phenomena, inasmuch as eny phenomenon in sny realm
5f nature may become meaningless to us if it is not considered
in connection with the surrocunding coenditions, but divorced
from them; and that, vice versa, any phenomeron can be under-
stcod and explained if considered in its inseparakle ccnnection
with surrounding.phenomena, ac cne conditioned by surrounding
phenomena . '

b) Contrary to metaphysics, dislectics holds that nature 1is

not a state of rest and immcbility, stagnation and immutability,
out a state of continucus movement and change, of continuous
renewal and development, where scmething is always arising and
developing, and something always disintegrating and dying away.

The dialectical method therefore regquires that phencmena shculd
e considered not cnly from the standpolnt of their interconn-
ection and interdependerice, but alsc from the standpint of their
movement, their changs, their development, thelr coming into
being and gcing out of geing.

The dialectical methcd regards as impcrtant primarily not that
which at the given moment seems to be durable and yet is already
beginning to die away. but that which is arising and developing,
even though at the giyen moment it may appear tc be nct durable,
for the dialectical metnhod considers invincible only that which
i{s arising and develioping.

"All nature,'" says ingels, "from the smallest thing to
the biggest, from a grain of sand to the sun, frcm the
protista (the primery living cells, - Ed.) to men, is
in a constent state of coming into being and golng out
of being, in a constant flux, in a ceaseless state of
movement and change." (F.Engels, Dislectics of Nature.)

iherefore, dialeclics, Engels says, '"takes tnings and thelr
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perceptual images essentially in their interconnection, in their

concatenation, in their movement, in their rise and disappear-
ance." (F. Engels, Anti-Duhring.)

c) Contrary to metaphysics, dialectics does not regard the
process of development as a simple process of growth, where
quantitative changes do not lead to gualitative changes, but as
a development which passes from insignificant and 1mper ceptible

awa [ R . 2. e e IRt Betat Te R e i e e R e e
guantitative changes to open, fundamental chenges, to gualitat-

ive chaugess a development in which the guolitative chenges oco—
ur not gradually, but rapidly and abruptly, taking the form of
a leap from one state to another; they occur not accidentally
but as the natural result of an accumulation of imperceptible

and gradual quantitative changes.

-

The dialectical method therefore holds that the process of dev-

elopment should be understood not as movement in a circle, not
as a simple repetition of what has already occurred, but as an
onward and upward movement, as a transition from an old qual-
itative state to a new qualitative state, as a development from
the simple to the complex, from the lower to the higher:

"Nature," says Engels, "is the test of dialectics, and
it must be said for modern natural science that it has
furnished extremely rich and daily increasing materials
for this test, and has thus proved that in the last an-
alysis nature's process is dialectical and not meta-
physical, that it does not move in an eternally uniform
and constantly repeated circle, but passes through a
real histcry. Here prime mention should be made of
Darwin, who dealt a severe blow tc the metaphysical
conception of nature by proving that the organic world
of today, plants and animals, and consequently man too,
is all a product of a process of development that has
been in progress for millions of years." (ibid. )

Describing dialectical development as a transition from quant-
itative changes to qualitative changes, tngels says:

"In physics...every change is a passing of quantity into .

13,



quality, as a result of a guartitative chahge of scme
form of movement either inherent in & body or impart-
ed to it. For example, the temperature of water has
at first no effect on its liquid state; but as the
temperature of liquid water risec or falls, a moment
arrives wher thic state of cchesicn changes and the
water 1s converted in one case into steam and in the
other into ice...A definite minimum current is re =~
quired to meke a platinum wire glow; every metal nas
its melting temperature; every liquid has a definite
freezing point and bkeiling pcint at a given pressure,
as far as we are able with the means at our dispesal
to attain the required temperatures; firally, every
gas has-its critical point at which, by prcper press-
ure and cooling, il can be converted into a liquid
state...What are known as the constants of physics
(the point at which one state passes intc another -
Ed.) are in most csses ncthing but designations fer
the nodal peints at which 3 quantitstive (change,)
increase er decrease of movement causes a qualit-
ative change in the state of the glven bedy, and at
which, consequently, quantity is transformed into
quality." (Lislectics of Neture.)

Passing to chemistry, Lngels continues:

"Chemistry may be called the scilence of the qualit~
ative changes that teke place 1n Lodles as the effect
of changes of quantitative composition. (his wss al-
ready known tc Hegel...ffko oxygen: if the meolecule
contains thxee atoms instead cof trhe custeomery two.

we get ozone, a body definitely distinct in odour

and reaction from ordinary oxygen. And what chall we
say of the different proporticns in which oxygen com-
bines wilin nitrogen or sulpghur, and each of which
precduces a kody qualitatively different from all other
bodies!" (ibid.)

Finally, criticising Duhring, who scpided Hegel fer all he was
worth, but surreptiticusly borrowed from him the well-known
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thesis that the transition from the insentient world to the sen-
tient world, from the kingdom of inorganic matter toc the king-
dom of.organic life, is a leap to a new state, Engels says:

"This is precisely the Hegelian nodal line of measure
relations, in which, at certain definite nodal points,
the purely quantitative increase or decrease gives rise
to a gualitative leap, for example, in the case of water
which is heated or cooled, where boiling point and freez-
ing point are the nodes at which - under normal pressure
- the leap to a new aggregate state takes place, and
where consequently quantity is transformed into gquality."
(F.Engels, Anti-Duhring)

d) Contrary to metaphysics, dialectics holds that internal con-
tradictions are inherent in 211 things and phernomena of nature,
for they all have their negative and positive sides, a past and
a future, something dying away and something developings; and
that the struggle between these opposities, the struggle between
the old and the new, between that which is dying away and that
which is being born, between that which is disappearing and that
which is developing, constitutes the internal content of the
process od development, the internal content of the transform—
ation of guantitative changes into qualitative changes.

The dialectical method therefore holds that the process of dev~
elopment from the lower to the higher takas place not as an
harmonious unfolding of phenomens, but as a disclosure of the
contradictions inherent in things and phenomena, as a "struggle"
of opposite tendencies which operate on the basis of these con-
tradictions.,

"In its proper meaning,'" Lenin says, dialectics is the
study of the contradiction within the very essence of
things." (Lenin, Philosophical Notebooks, Russ. ed., p.263).

And further:

"Development 1s the 'struggle' of opposites.”
(Lenin, Collected Works, Russ. ed., Vol.XIII,p.30l.)

12.



Such, in brief, are the principsl features of the Marxist
dialectical method.

| 2 QMM,\,«”,\'!H e

sion of the crinciples of the dlalectical method o lhe study
of social life and the history of soclety, and how immensely
icaticon of these principles to the history -
'

CENR | A SR R . Lo foLr
1oal activities of the party of tae
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of duplet, and tc the
proletariat.

If there are no isolated phenomena in the world, if all phen-
omena are interconnected. and interdependent, then it is clear
that every social system and every socisl movement in history
must be evaluated nol from the standpoint of "eternal justice"
or some other preconceived idea, as is not infrequently done
by historians, but from the standpoint of the condlitions which
gave rise to that system of that soclsl movement and with. whlch
they are connected.

Ihe slave system would be senseless, stupld and unnatural un-
der modern conditions. but under the conditions of a disinteg-
rating primitive communal system, the clave system is a quite
understandaekble and natural chenomenon, since it represents an
advance on the primitive communal system.

The demand for a bourgeois democratic republic when tsardom
and bourgeois soclety existed, as, let us say, in Hussia in
1905, was a gulte understandable, propel and revolutionary de-
mand, for at that time o bourgeoils republic would have meant
a step forward. But nov, under the condition: of the U.5.5.R.,
the demand for a kourgeois democratic republic would be a sen~
celess and counter—revolutionary demand, for a bcurgeols repub-—
lic would be a retrograde step compared with the Soviet repub~
lic. . .

Everything depends on tne conditicns, time and place.
It is clear that without such a historical approach to social

phenomena, the existence snd development of the science of
history is impossible, for only such an approsch ssves the

13.



science of history from becoming & jumble of sccidents and an
agglomeration of most absurd mistskes.

Further, if the world is in a state of constant movement and
development, if the dying away of the old and the upgrowth of
the new is & lew of development, then it is clear that there can
be no "immutable" social systems, no "eternal principles" of
private property and exploitation, no "eternal ideas" of the
subjugation of the peasant to the landlord, of the worker to the
capitelist.

Hence, the capitalist system can be replaced by the Socislist
system, just as at one time the feudal system was replaced by the
capitalist system.

Hence, we must not base our orientation on the strata of soc-
ety which are no longer developing, even though they at present
constitute the predominant force, but on those strata which are
developing and have a future before them, even though they at
present do not constitute the predominant force.

In the eighties of the past century, in the period ef the
struggle between the Marxists and the Narodniks, the proletariat
constututed an insignificant minority of the population, whereas
the individual peasants constituted the vast majority of the pop-
uletion. But the proletariat wes developing as a class, whereas
the peasentry as a cles: was disintegrating. And just because
the proleteriat was developing as e clss. the Marxists based
their orientetion on the proletariat. And they were not mistaken,
for, @s we know, the proletariat subsequently grew from an in-

* significrnt force into & first-rate historical and political
force.

Hence, in order not to err in policy, one must look forward,
not backwerd.

Further, if the pes:ing of slow quantitative changes into rapid
and abrupt quelitetive changes is a law of development, then it
is clear thet revolutions made by oppresced classes are a quite
neturel end inevitable phenomenon.

14.
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Hence, we must
ist cystem, but
check the class

disclose and
struggle but

Hence, in
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arry it to 1its conclusion.
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ecisie, not a compromisers' policy of "the growing of capital-
ism into Socislism."

ouch is the Marxist dislectical method when applied to social
life, to the history of society.

to Marxist philosophical meterialism, it is fundamentslly
direct opposite of philosophicai idealism.

the principa! features of Marxist philosophical meterielism
are as follows:

Ceontrary to idealism, which regards the world as the emb-
odiment of an "absolute idea," @ "universal spiric,'" "conscious-—
ness," Marx's philoscphical materialism holds that the world is
by its very nature material, that the multifold phenomena of

the world constitute different forms of matter in motion, that
interconnection and interdependence of phenomena, as establish-

ed by the dialectical method, are a ‘aw of the development of
moving matter, and that the world develops in accordance with
the laws of movement of matter and stands in no need of a "Uni-

versal spirit.'

"The materialistic ocutlock on nature," cays Engels,
"means no more than simply concelvirng nsture just as
it exists, without any foreign admixture."
(F. Engels, Ludwig Feuerbach, Eng. ed., #oscow 1934,p.79)

of the ancient philosopher
the all in one, was not
énd ever will be

systematically dy-
rud-

Spesking of the materislist views
Hersclitus, who held thst "the world,
created by any god or eny men, but was, i-
living flame, sy temstically flaring up znd
ing down,'" Lenin commentes: "A very good exposition of the

a
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iments of dialectical matedalism." (lenin, Philosophical
Notebooks, Russian Ed. p318.)

b) Contrary to idealism, which asserts that only our mind
really exists, and that the material world, being, nature,
exists only in our mind; in our sensations, ideas, and perce-
ptions, the Marxist materialist philosophy holds that matter,
nature, being is an objective reality existing outside and
independent of our mind; that matter is primary, since it is
the source of sensations, ideas, mind, and that mind is second~
ary, derivative, since it is a refilection of matter, a reflect-
ion of being; that thought is a product of matter which in its
development has reached a high degree of perfection, namely, of
the brain, and the brain is the organ of thought; and that
therefore one cannot separate thought from matter without com-~
mitting a grave error. Engels says:

"The question of the relation of thinking.to being, the
relation of spirit to nature is the paramount question of
the whole of philosophy... The answers which the philoso-
phers gave to this question split them into two great camps.
Those who asserted the primacy of spirit to nature...compr«
ised the camp of idealism. The others, who regarded nature
as primary, belong to the various schocls of materialism.”
(Karl Marx, Selected Works, Eng. ed., Vcl 1, pp 430=31.)

And further:
"The material, sensucusly perceptible world to which we
ourselves belong is the only reality... Our consciousness
and thinking, however suprasensuous they may seem, are the
product of a material, bodily organ, the brain. Matter is
not a product of mind, but mind itself is merely the highesc
product of matter." (ibid, p.%35.)

Concerning the question of matter and thought. Marx says:
g ] ¥

"1t is impossible to separate thought from matter that

16.




"thinks. Matter is the subject of all changes.”
(ibid. p.335)

Describing Marxist philosophical materialism, Lenin says:

"Materialism in general recognises objectively real
being (matter) as independent of consclousness, sens-—
ation, experience...Consciousness is only the reflect-
ion of being, at best an approximately true (adequate,
perfectly exact) reflection of it."
(Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Eng. ed., Mos—
cow 1947, pp 337-8.)

And furthér:

"...Matter is that which, acting upon our sense-organs,
preduces sensation; matter is the objective reality
given to us in sensation...Mstter, nsture, being, the
physical - is primary, and spirit, consciousness, sens—
ation, the psychical - is secondary."

(ibid., p.145,146.)

"...The world picture is a picture of how matter
moves and of how'matter thinks'." (ibid., p.367)

"...The brain is the organ of thought." (ibid., p.152)

c) Contrary to idealism, which denies the possibility of know-
ing the world and its laws, which does not believe in the auth-
enticity of our knowledge, does not recognise objective truth,
and holds that the world is full of "things-in~themselves" that
can never be known to science, Marxist philosophical materialism
holds that the world and its laws are fully knowable, that our
knowledge of the laws of nature, tested by experiment and pract-
ice, is authentic knowledge having the validity of objective
truth, and that there are no things in the world which are un-
knowable, but only things which are stil] not known, but which
will be disclosed and made known by the efforts of science and-
practice.

Criticising the thesis of Kant and other ldeallists that the

17.
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world is unknowable and that there are "things-in-themselves"
which are unknowable, and defending the well-known materialist
thesis that our knowledge is authentic knowledge, Engels writes:

"The most telling refutation of this as of all other

rhilosophical crotchets is practice, viz., experiment

and industry. If we are able to prove the correctness

of our conception of a natural process by making it

ourselves, bringing it into being out of its condit-

lons and making it serve our own purposes into the

bargain, then there is an end to the Kantian incom-

prehensible 'thing-in-itself.' The chemical substan-

ces produced in the bodies of plants and animals re-

mained such 'things-in-themselves' until oxganic

chemistry began to prodiuce them one after another,

whereupon the 'thing-=in-itself' became a thing for us,

as, for instance, alizarin, the colouring matter of

the madder, which we nc longer trouble to grow in the

madder roots in the field, but produce much more simp-

ly and cheaply from coal tar. For three hundred years

the Copernican solar system was a hypothesis with a

hundred, a thousand or ten thousand chances to one in

its favour, but still always a hypothesis. But when

Leverrier, by means of the data provided by this syst-

em, not only deduced the necessity of the existence of

an unknown planet, but also calculated the position in

the heavens which this planet must necessarily occupy,
- and when Galle really found this planet, the Copernic-

an system was proved."

(Karl Marx, Selected Works, Eng. ed., Moscow 1946, Vol 1

p.368).
Accusing Bogdanov, Bazarov, Yushkevich and the other followers
of Mach of fideism, and defending the well-known materialist
thesis that our scientific knowledge of the laws of nature is
authentic knowledge, and that the laws of sclence represent
objective truth, Lenin says: '

”Contémporary fideism does not at all reject science;
all it rejects is the 'exagerated claims' of science,
to wit, its claim to objective truth. If objective
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"truth exists (as the materialists think) , if natur-—
al science, reflecting the outer world in human 'ex-
perience', is alone capable of giving us objective
trath; theon all Fidelsm is abzclulely zocfulted.”
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Such, in brlef, are the characteristic features of the Marxwist
philosophical materialism.

It is easy to understand how immensely important 1s the extens-—
ion of the principles of philoscophical materialism to the study
of soclal life, of the history of society, and how immensely
important is the application of these principles to the history
of society and to the practical activities of the party of the
proletariat. ’

If the connection between the phenomena c¢f nature and their
interdependence are laws of the development of nature, it foll-
ows, too, that the connection and interdependence of the phen-
omena of social life are laws of the development of society,
and not something accidental.

Hence, social life, the history of society, ceases to be an
agglomeration of "accidents," and becomes the history of dev-
elopment of soclety according to regular laws, and the study
of the history of society becomes a science.

Hence, the practical activity of the party of the preoletariat
must not be based on the good wishes of "outstanding individ-
uals," not on the dictates of "reascn'", "universal morals,"
etc., but on the laws of development of society and on the study

of these laws.

Further, if the world is knowable and our knowledge of the laws
of development of nature is authentic knowledge, having the val-
idity of objective truth, it follows that soclal life, the dev-
elopment of sociely, is also knowable, and thal the data of
science regarding the laws of development of society are auth-
entic data having the validity of objective truths.
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Hence, the science of the history of society, despite all the
complexity of the phenomena cf social life, can become as pre-
cise a sclence as, let us say, biclogy, and capable of making
use of the laws of development of society for practical purposes.

Hence, the party of the proletariat should nct guide itself in
practical activity by casual motives, but by the laws of devel-
opment of society, and by practicel deductions from these laws.

Hence, Sociallsm is converted from a dream for a better future
for humanity into a science.

Hence, the bond between sclence and practical activity, between
theory and practice, their unity, should be the gulding star of
the party of the prcletariat.

Further, if nature, being, the material world, is primary, and
consciousness, thought, is secondary, derivatives; if the mater—
ial world represents objective reality existing independently of
the consclousness of men, while conscicusness is a reflection of
this objective reality, it follows that the material life of soc-
lety, ite being, is also primary, and its spiritual life second-
ary, derivative, and that the material life of society is an ob-
jective reality existing independently of the will of men, while
the spiritual life of society is a reflection of this cbjective
reality, a reflection of being.

Hence, the scurce of the formation of the spiritual life of scc-
lety, the origin of social ideas, social theories, political
views and pelitical institutions , should not be sought for in
the ideas, theories, views and political institutions themselves,
but 1n the ¢onditions of the material life cf society, 1n social
being, of which these ideas, theories, views, etc., are the re-
flection.

Hence, if in different periods of the history of society diff-
erent social ideas, theories, views, and political institutions
are to be observed; if under the slave system we encounter cert-
ain social ideas, theories, views and political institutions,
under feudalism others, and under capitalism others still, this
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lhe strength end vitality of Marxism-leninism lies in the fact
that it does baze its practical activity on the needs of th
development of Lhe material life of soclety and never divorces

itself from the real life of soc clety.

It does not follow from Marx's WO1G S,
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ideas, theories, political views and political institutions are
of no significance in the life of society, that they do not re-
ciprocally affect social being, the development of the material
conditions of the life of society. We have been speaking so
far of the origin of social ideas, theories, views and political
institutions, of the way they arise, of the fact that the spiri-
tual life of society is a reflection of the conditions of its
material life. As regards the significance of social ideas,
theories, views and political institutions, as regards their 3
role in history, historical materialism, for from denying them,
stresses the important role and significance of these factors

in the life of society, in its history.

There are different kinds of social ideas and theories. There
are old ideas and theories which have outlived their day and
which serve the interests of the moribund forces of society.
Their significance lies in the fact that they hamper the devel-
opment, the progress of society. Then there are new and advan-
ced ideas and theories which serve the interests of the advanced
forces of society. Their significance lies in the fact that
they facilitate the development, the progress of society; and
thelr significance is the greater the more accurately they re-
flect the needs of development of the material life of society.

e~

New social ideas and theories arise only after the development
of the material life of scciety has set new tasks before society.
But once they have arisen they become a most potent force which
facilitates the carrying out of the new tasks set by the develop-
ment of the material life of society, a force which facilitates
the progress of society. It is precisely here that the tremen-
dous organizing, mebilizing and transforming value of new ideas,
new theories, new theories, new political views and new political
institutions manifests itself. New social ideas and theories
arise precisely because they are necessary to society, because
it is impossible to carry out the urgent tasks of development of
the material life of society without their organising, mobilizing
and transforming action. Arising out of the new tasks set by
the development of the material life of society, the new social
ideas and theories force their way through, become the possession
of the masses, mobilize and organize them against the moribund
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forces of society, and thus facilitate the overthrow of these
forces, which hamper the development of the meterial life of
soclety.

Thus social ideas, theories and politicel institutions, having
arisen on the basis of the urgent tasks of the development of
the materlal life cof society, the development of social being,
themselves then react upon social being, upon the material life
of society, creating the conditions necessary for completely
carrying out the urgent tasks of the meterial 1life of society,
and for rendering its further development possible.

In this connection, Marx says:

"Theory becomes a material force as soon as it has gripped
the masses." (Zur Kritik der Hegelschen Rechtsphilosophie.)

Hence, in order to be akble to influence the conditions of mat-
erial, life of society and to accelerate their development and
thier improvement, the party of the proletariat must rely upon’
such. a social theory, such a social idea as correctly reflects
the needs of development of the material life of society, and
which is:therefore capable of setting into motion broad masses
of the people and of mobilizing them and organizing them into
a great army of the proletarian party, prepared to smash the
reactionary forces and to clear the way for the advanced forces
of scciety.

The fall of the "Economists" and Mensheviks was due among other
things to the fact that they did not recognize the mobilizing,
organizing and transferming role of advanced theory, of advan-
ced ideas and, sinking to vulgar materialism, reduced the role
of these factcrs almost to nothing, thus condemning the Party
to passivity and inanition.

The strength and.vitality of Marxism-Leninism is derived from
the fact that it relles upon an adveanced theory which correctly
reflects the needs of development of the material life of soci-
ety, that it elevates theory to a proper level, and that it
deems it its duty to utilize every ounce of the mobilizing, or-
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ganizing and transforming power of this theory.
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3) HISTORICAL MATERIALISM,

It now remains to elucidate the following question: what, from
the viewpoint of historical materislism, is meant by the "con-
ditions of material 1ife of society" which in the final analysis
determine the physiognomy of soclety, ite ideas, views, political
institutions, etc.?

What, after all, are these "conditions of material life of soci-
ety", what are their distinguishing features?

Ihere can be no doubt that the concept "conditions of material
life of society" includes, first of all, nature which surrounds
society, geographical environment, which is one of the indispen-
sable and constant conditions of materia] life of soclety and
which, of course, influences the development of society. What
role does geographical environment play in the development of
society?  Is geographical environment the chief force determir-
ing the physiognomy of soclety, the character of the socisl sye-
tem of man, the transition from cne system to another?

Historical materialism answers this quection in the negative.

Geographicai environment is unquestionakly one of tne constant
and indispencable condilions of develcocpment of soclety and, of
course, influences the development of society, accelerates or
retards its development . But its influence is not the determin-
ing influence, inasmuch as the changes and development of society
proceed at an an incomparably faster rate than the changes and
development of geographical environment. In the space of three
thousand yearc three different social sy<tems have been succesc-
ively superseded in LEurope: the primitive “Ommural system, the
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slave system and the feudal system. In the eastern part of Eur-
ope, in the U.5.S.R., even four sccial systems have been super-
seded. Yet during this period geographical conditions in Europe
have either not changed at all, or have changed so slightly that
gecgraphy takes not note of them. And that is quite natural.
Changes in geographical envirconment of any importance require
millions of years, whereas a few hundred or a couple of thousand
vears are enough for even very important changes in the system
of human society.

It follows from this that geographical environment cannot be
the chief cause, the determining cause of social development,
£or that which remains unchanged in the course of tens of thous-
ands cof years cannol ke the chiei cause of development of that
which undergoes fundamental changes in the course of a few hund-
red years.

Further, there can be no doubt that the concept "conditions of
material life of society" also includes growth of population,
density of population of one degree or another, for people are
sn essential element of the conditions of material life of soc-
iety, and without a definite minimum number of people there can
be no material life of society. Is not growth of population the
chief force thst determines the character of the social system
of man?

Historical materielism answers this question too in the negat-
ive.

Of course, growth of population does influerce the development
of society, does facilitate or retard the development of society,
and its influence on the development of scciety cannot be the
determining influence because, by itself, growth of population
does not furnish the clue to the question why a given social
system is replaced precisely by the slave system, the slave
system by the feudal system, and the feudal system by the bourg-
eois system, and not by some other.

If growth of population were the determining force of social
development, then a higher density of population would be bound
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to give rise to a correspondingly higher type of social system.
But we do not find this to be the case. The density of populat-
ion in China is four times as great as in the U.S.A., yet the

U.S.A stands higher than China in the scale of social develop-

mant . for dn Chiaa 4 semi-fouda] ecyetem o173 nrevaile. wharese
the .S a LUAL agn rooached the Fighoot Trhie oD derzlapment
of capitalizm. Tho density of pepulation in Zelgivm is 19 times
ar groat as dn tha LS A and 24 fipes as great as in the

U.5.5.R. Yet the U.S.A stands higher than Belgium in the scale
of social development; and as for the U.5.S5.R., Belgium lags a
whole historical epoch behind this country, for in Belgium the
capitalist system prevails, whereas the U.S.S.R has already done
away with capitalism and has set up @ Socialist system.

It follows from this that the growth of population is not, and
cannot be, the chief force of development of society, the force
which determines the character of the social system, the phys-—
ilogmony of society.

a) What, then, is the chief force in the complex of conditions
of material life of soclety which determines the physiogmony of
society, the development of society from one system to another?

of production of material values - food, clothing, footwear,
houses, fuel, instruments of production, etc. - which are indis-
ensable for the life and development of society.

In order to live, people must have food, clothing, footwear,
shelter, fuel, etc.; in order to have these material values,
people must have the instruments of production with which food,
clothing, footwear, shelter, fuel, etc., are produced, they must
be able to produce the instruments and to use them.
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But the productive forces are only one aspect of preducticn,
only one aspect of the mode of production, an aspect that ex-
presses the relation of men to the objects and forces of nat-
ure which they make use of for the production of material val-
ues. Another aspect of production, another aspect of the mode
" of production, is the relation of men to each other in the pro-
cess of production, men's relstions of: production. Men carry
on a struggle against nature and utilize for the production cf
material values not in isolation from each other, not as separ-
ate individuals, but in common, in groupss in societies.
Production, therefore, is at all times and under all conditions
social production. In the production of materiesl values men
enter into mutual relations of one kind or another within pro-
duction, into relstions of producticn of one kind cr another.
These may be relstions of co-operaticn and mutual help between
people who are free from exploitation; they may be relations of
domination and subordinstion; and, lastly, they mey be trans-
itional from one form of relations of production to another.
But whatever the character of the relations of production may
be, always and in every system, they constitute just as essent-
ial an element of production as the productive forces of soc-—
iety.

"In production," Marx says, "men nct only act on nature
but also on one another. They produce only by co-oper-
ating in a certain way and mutually exchanging their
activities. In order to produce, they enter into defin-
ite connections and relations with one another and only
within these social connections and relations does their
action on nature, dces production, take place."
(Karl Marx: The Poverty of
< Philosophy.)

Consequently, production, the mode of producticn, embraces
both the productive forces of society and men's relations of
production, and is thus the embodiment of their unity in the
process of production of material vslues.

b) The first feature of production is that it mever stays at
one point for a long time and is alweys in a steste of change
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and development, and that, furthermore, changes in the mode of
production inevitably call forth changes in the whole social
system, social ideas, political views and political institut-
ions - they call forth a reconstruction of the whole social and
political order. At different stages of development people make
use of different modes of production, or, to put it more crudely,
lead different manners of life. In the primitive commune there
is one mode of production, under slavery there is another mode
of production, under feudalism a third mode of production, and
so on. And, correspondingly, men's social system, the spiritual
life of men, their views and political institutions also vary.

Whatever is the mode of production of sa society, such in the
main is the society itself, its ideas and theories, its polil-
ical views and institutions.

Or, to put it more crudely, whatever is man's manner of life,
such 1s his manner of thought.

This means that the history of development of society is above
all the history of the development of production, the history
of the modes of production which succeed each other in the
course of centuries, the history of the development of product-
ive forces and of people's relations of production.

Hence, the history of social development is at the same time
the history of the producers of material values themselves, the
history of the labouring masses, who are the chief force in the
process of production and who carry on the production of mater—
ial values necessary for the existence of soclety.

Hence, if historical science is to be a real science, it can
no longer reduce the history of social development to the act-
ions of kings and generals, to the actions of "conquerors" ang
"subjugators" of states, but must above all devote itself to
the history of the producers of materisl values, the history cf
the labouring masses, the history of peoples.

Hence, the clue to the study of the laws of history of society
. MIST not be sought in men's minds, in the views and ideas of
:'ﬁpcietyk but in the mode of production practised by society in
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any given historical period; it must be sought in the economic life
of society.

Hence the prime task of historicaﬂscience is to study and discloggf
laws of production, the laws of development of the productive faces
and of the relations of production, the laws of economic development
of society,

Hence, if the party of the proletariat is to be a real party, it
must above all acquire a knowledge of the laws of development of
production. of the laws of economic development of society.

Hence, if it is not to err in policy, the party of the proletariat
must both in drafting its program and in its practical activities
proceed primarily from the laws of development of production, from
the laws of economic development of society.,

A second feature of production is that its changes and development
always begin with changes and development of the productive forces,
and in the first place,; with changes and development of the instru-
ments of producticn., Productive forces are therefore the mcst mobile
and revolutionary element of production. First the productive for-
ces of society change and develop, and then, depending on these
changes and in conformity with them, men's relations of production,
their economic relations, change, This,; however, does not mean that
the relations of production do not influence the development of the
productive forces and that the latter are not dependent on the form-
er. while their development is dependent on the development of the
productive forces; the relations of production in their turn react
upon the development of the productive forces, accelerating or reta-
rding it. In this connection it should be noted that the relations
of production cannot for too long a time lag behind and be in a
state of contradicticn to the growth of the productive forces, inas-
much as the productive forces can develop in full measure only when
the relations of production correspond to the character, the state
of the productive forces and allow full scope for their development.,
Therefore, however much the relations of production may lag behind
the development of the
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productive forces, they must, sooner or later, come into corr—
espondence with -~ and actually do come into correspondence with
~ the level of development of the productive forces, the char-
acter of the productive forces. Otherwise we would have a fund—
mental viclaticn of the unity of the productive forcec and
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ruption of production as 3 whole, & crisis of production, a
destruction of productive forces.

An instance in which the relations of production do not corres-—
pond to the character of the productive forces, conflict with
them, is the economic crisis in capitalist countries, where
private capitalist ownership of the means of production is in
glaring incongruity with the social character of the process of
production, with the character of the prcductive forces. This
results in economic crises, which lead tc the destruction of
the productive forces. Furthermore, this incongruity itself
constitutes the eccnomic basis of social revolution, the purp-
cse of which is to destroy the existing relations of production
and te create new relations of production corresponding to the
character of the productive forces.

In contrast, an instance in which the relations of production
completely correspond to the character of the productive forces
1¢ the Socialist national econcmy of the U.S.5.R., where the
social ownership of the means of production fully corresponds to
the social character of the process of production, and where,
because of this, economic crises and the destruction of product-
ive forees are unknown.

Consequerntiy, the productive forces are not only the most mobile
and revolutionary element in production, but are also the det-
ermining element in the development of production.

Whatever are tne productive forces such must be the relations
of production.

Winile the state of the productive forces furnishes the answer
te the question - with what instruments ¢f production do men

Produce the material valuyes they need? - the state of the rei~
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ations of production furnishes the answer to another question -
who owns the means of production (the land, forests, waters,
mineral resources, raw materials, instruments of production,
production premises, means of transportation and communication,
etc.), who commands the means of production, whether the whole
of society, or individual persons, groups, or classes which
utilize them for the exploitation of other persons, groups or
classes? ‘

Here is a rough picture of the development of productive forces
from ancient times to our day. The transition from crude stone
tools to the bow and arrow, and the accompanying transition from
the 1life of hunters to the domesticatiocn of animals and primitive
pastursges; the transition from stone tools to metal tools (the
iron axe, the wooden plough fitted with an iron colter,etc.),
with 2 corresponding transition to tillage and agriculture; e
further improvement in metal tools for the working up of mater-
isls, the Introduction of the blacksmith's bellows, the intro-
duc ion of pottery, with & corresponding development of hand-
crafts, the separation of handicrafts from agriculture, the dev-
elopment of zn independent handicraft industry end, subsequent-
ly, of menufactures the transition from handicrz." tools to
machines and the transformstion of handicraft and ..-nufacture
into machine industry; the transition to the machine system and
the rise of modern large-scale machine industry - such is s
general and fer from complete picture of the development of the
productive forces of soclety in the course of man's history.

Tt will be clesr that the development and improvement of the
instruments of production was effected by men who were related
to production, and not independently of men; and, consequently,
the change and development of the instruments of production was
accompanied by a change and development of men, as the most
important element of the productive forces, by a change and dev-
elopment of their production experience, their labour skill,
their ability to handle the instruments of praduction.

In conformity with the change and development of the product-
jve forces of society in the course of history, man's relations
of production, their economic relations also changed and dev-
eloped.
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Five main types of relaticns of production are known o hist-
ory: primitive communal, slave, feudal, cepitalist znd Socialist.
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communal system is that the means of production 4dre
owned. This in the main corresponds to the charecter o
roductive forces of that peric . Stene tcols, and, late
bow and arrow, procluded the sossikility of men individus Yo
combating the forces of nature and beasts of prey. In order to
gather the fruits of the forest, to catch fish, to build some
sort of habitation, men were obliged to work in comnon if they
did not want to die of starvation, or fall victim to beasts of
prey or to neighbouring societies. Labour in commen led to the
cormon ownershio of the means of production, as well as of the
fruiits of procuction. Here the conceptica of the private owner-
ship ¢f the means of production did net vet exist, except for
the personal ownership of certain implements of production which
were et the Same time means of defence ayainst beasts of prey.
Fere there was no exploitation, ne classes. '
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The basis of the relations of preduction uhder the slave syst-
em 1s that the slaveowner owns the means of production: he also
owns the worker in production - the slave, whom he can sell,
purchase, or kill as though he were an aaimal. Such relations
of producticn in the main correspend to the state of the prod-
uctive forces of that period. Instead of stopne tools, men now »
bave metal tocols at their cemmands instead of the wretched and
primitive husbandry of the hunter, whe knew neither pasturage
ror tillage, there now appear pasturage, tillage, handicrafts,
and a division of labour between these branches of production.
lhere appears the peesibility of the exchange of products betw-
een individuals and between socleties, of the accumuliation of
wealth in the hands of the few , the actual cccumulation of the
means of production in the hands of a minority, and the possib-
ility of subjugation cf the mejority by a minority and the con-
version of the majority into slaves. Here we no longer find the
common and free labour of all emebers of society in the prod-
uction process - here there prevails the forced labour of slaves,
vho sre expivited by the non-labecuring s.aveowners. Here, there-
fore, there is no common ownership of the means of production
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or of the fruits o. production. It is replaced by private own-
ership. Here the slaveowner appears as the prime and principal
oroperty owner in.the full sense of the term.

Rich and poor, exploiters and exploited, people with full
rights and people with no rights, and & fierce class struggle
between them - such is the picture of the slave system.

The hasis of the relations of production under the teudal sys-
tem is that the feudal lord owns the means of production and
does not fully own the worker in production - the serf, whom
the feudal lord can no tonger kill, but whom he can buy and sell.
Alorngside of feudsl ownership there exists individual ownership
by the peasant and the nandicraftsman of his implements of pro-
duction and his private enterprise based on his personal labour.
Such relastions of production in the main correspond to the state
of the productive forces of that perlod. Further improvements
in the smelting and working of ironj the spresd of the iron
plough and the loom; the further development of agriculture,
horticulture, viniculture and dsiryings; the appearance of manu-
factories alongside of the handicraft workshops - such are the
characteristic festures of the state of the productive forces.

The new productive forces demand that the labourer shall dis-
play some kind of initistive in production and an inclination
for work, an interest in work. The feudal lord therefore dis-
cards the slave, as a labourer who has no interest in work and
is entirely without initiative, and prefers to desl with the
serf, who has his own husbandry, implements of production, and

a certain interest in work essential for the cultivation of the
land and for the payment in kind of a part of his harvest to the
feudal lord. '

Here private ownership is further developed. Exploitation is
nearly as severe as it was under slavery - it is only slightly
mitigated. A class struggle between exploiters and exploited
is the principal feature of the feudal cystem.

The basis of the relations of production under the'capitalist
system is thal the capitalist owns the means of produclion, but
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not the workers in production - the wage labourers, whom the
capltalist can neither kill nor sell because they are person-
ally free, but who are deprived of means of production and, in
order not to die of hunger, are obliged %o sell their labour
power tc the capitalict and to beer the yoke of exploitation.
Alcngside capitalist property in the means of producticn, we
find, at first on a wide scale, private property of the peacsants
and handicraftsmen in the means of production, these peasants
and handicraftsmen no longer being serfs, and their private
preperty being based on persocnal labour. In clace of the handi-
craft workshops and manufactories there appear huge mills and
factories equipped with machinery. In place of the manorial
estates.tilled by the primitive implements of production of the
peasanl, there now appearn large capitalist farms run on scient-
ific lines and supplied with agricultural machinery.

The new productive forces require that the workers in product-
icn shall be better educated and more inuelligent than the
downtrodden and ignorant serfs, that they be able to understand
machinery and operate it properly. Therefore, the capitalists
prefer to deal with wage-workers, who are frce from the bonds-
of serfdom and who are educated enough to be able properly to
Operate machinery.

But having developed productive forces to a tremendous extent,
capitalism has become enmeshed in contradictions which it is
unable ta solve. By producing larger and lerger quantities of
commodities, and reducing their prices, .apitalism intensifies
competition, ruins the mass of small and medium private OWNEIS,
converts them into proletarian. and reduces their purchasing
power, with the result that it becomes linpossible to dispose
of the commodities produced. On the other hand, by expanding
production and concentrating millions ¢f workers in huge mills
and factories, capitalism lends the precess of production a
social character and thus undermines its own foundation, inasmuch
a5 the social character of the process of production demands
the soclal cwnership of the means of production: yet the means
of producticn remain private capitalist property, which is in-
compatible with the sccial character of the process of product-
10N,
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These irreconcilable contradictions between the character of

the productive forces and the relations of production make them-
selves felt in periodical crises of overproduction, when the
capitalists, finding nc effective demand for their goods owing
to the ruin of the mass of the population which they themselves
have brought about, are compelled to burn products, destroy man-
ufactured goods, suspend production, and destroy productive
forces at a time when millions of people are forced to suffer

unemployment and starvation, not b here are not encugh
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This means that the capitalist vrelations of production have
ceased to correspond to the state of productive forces of so-

ciety and have come into irrecocrnicilable contradiction with them,

This means that capitalism is pregnant with revolution, whose
mission it is to replace the existing capitalist ownership of
of the means of production by Socialist ownership.

This means that the main feature of the capitalist system is
a most acute class struggle between the exploiters and ‘the ‘ex-
ploited,

The basis of the relations of production under the Socialist
system, which so far has been established only in the U.S.S.R.,
is the social ownership of the means of production. Here
there are no longer exploiters and exploited. The goods pro-
duced are distributed according to labour performed, on the
principle: "He who does not work, neither shall he eat." Here
the mutual relations of people in the process of production are
marked by comradely co-operation and the Socialist mutual ass-
istance of workers who are free from exploitation. ilere the
relations of production fully correspond to the state of produc-
tive forces, for the social character of the process of produc-
tion is reinforced by the social ownership of the means of pro-
duction,

For this reason Socialist production in the U,S.S.R. knows no
periodical crises of overproduction and their accompanying ab-

surdities,
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For this reason, the productive forces here develop at an acc-
elerated pace, for the relations of production that correspond
to them offer full scope for such development,

production in' the course of human history.,

Such is the dependence of the development of the relations of
production on the development of the productive forces of society,
and primarily, on the development of the instruments of produc-
tion, the dependence by virtue of which the ‘changes and develop-
ment of the productive forces sooner or later lead to correspon-
ding changes and development of the relations of production,

"The use and fabrication of instruments of labour,'"* says
Marx, "although existing in the germ among certain species
of animals, is specifically characteristic of the human
labour-process, and Franklin therefore defines man as a
tool-making animal. Relics of bygone instruments of labour
possess the same importance for the investigation of extinct
economical forms -of society, as do fossil bones for the de-
termination of extinct species of animals, It is not the
articles made, but how they are made, and by what instru-
ments, that enables us to distinguish different economical
epochs, . Instruments of labour not only supply a standard
of the degree of development to which human labour has att-
ained, but they are also indicators of the social conditions
under which that labour is carried on." (Karl Marx, Capital,
Vol. 1.)

And further:

"Social relations are closely bound up with productive for-
ces, In acquiring new productive forces men change their
mode of production, in changing the way of earning their
living, they change all their social relations. The Hand-

* By instruments of labeour Marx has in mind primarily instru-
ments of production., (Editor's note). :
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‘°m111 gives you society with the feudal lqrd the stéam- m111
-3 'SOCIth w1th ‘the 1ndustf1,1 capltallst (Karl Marx, The
Cox Poverty of Phllosophy, Engllsh ed., Moscow 1935, p.,92 )
”There is a contlnual movement of growth in productlve for-
ces, of destruction in social relations, of formation in
ideas; the only immutable thing is the ahstraction of

movement,'"  (Ibid., p. 93.)

Speaking of historical materialism as formulated in the Commu-
nist Manifesto, Engels says:

""Economic production and the structure of society of every
historical epoch necessarily arising therefrom constitute
the foundation for the political and intellectual history

of that epoch;... consequently (ever since the dissolution
of the primeval communal ownership of land) all history has
been a history of class struggles, of struggles between ex-
ploited and exploiting, between dominated and dominating
classes at various stages of social evolution;... this
struggle, however, has now reached a stage where the exploi-
ted and oppressed class (the proletariat) can no longer em-
ancipate itself from the class:which exploits and oppresses
it (the bourgeoisie), without Lt the same time forever free-
ing the whole of society from exploitation, oppression and
class struggles.” (Preface tc the German edition of the
Communist Manifesto - Karl Marx, Selected Works, Vol, 1.,)

d) The third feature of production is that the rise of new
productive forces and of the relations of production corres-
ponding to them does not take place separately from the old
system, after the disappearance of the old system, but within
the old system; it takes place not as a result of the delib-
erate and conscious activity of man, but spontaneously, uncon=
sciously, independently of the will of man. It takes place
spontaneously and independently of the will of man for two
reasons.

Firstly, because men are not free to choose one mode of pro-
duction or another, because as every new generation enters life
st finds productive forcves and relaticns ol production already



existing as the result of the work of former generations, owing
to which it is obliged at first to accept and adapt itself to
everything it finds ready made in the sphere of production in
order to be_ able to produce material values,

Secondly, because, when improving one instrument of production
or another, one element of the productive forces or another, men
do not realise, do not understand or stop to reflect what social
results these improvements will lead to, but only think of their
everyday interests, of lightening their labour and of securing
some direct and tangible advantage for themselves,

When, gradually and gropingly, certain members of primitive
communal society passed from the use of stone tools to the use

of iron tools, they, of course, did not know and did not stop

to reflect what social results this innovation would lead to;
they did not understand or realize that the change to metal

tools meant a revolution in production, that it would in the

long run lead to the slave system, They simply wanted to light-
en their labour and secure an immediate and tangible advantage;
their conscious activity was confined within the narrow bounds of
this everyday personal interest,

When, in the period of the feudal system, the young bourgeoisie
of Europe began to erect, alongside of the small guild workshops,
large man factories, and thus advarced the productive forces of
society, it, of course, did not know and did not stop to reflect
what social consequences this innovation would lead to; it did
not realize or understand that this ngmall" innovation would
lead to a regrouping of social forces which was to end in a rev-
olution both against the power of kings, whose favours it so
highly valued, and agarnst the nobility, to whose ranks its fore~
most representatives not infrequently aspired., At simply wanted
to lower the cost of producing goods, to throw larger quantities
of goods on the markets of Asia and of recently discovered Amer-
ica, and to make bigger profits, Lts conscious activity was
confined within the narrow bounds of this commonplace practical
aim,

When the Russian capitalists, in conjunction with foreign capi-
talists, energetically implanted modern large-scale machine ind-
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ustry in Russia, while leaving tsardom intact and turning the
peasants over to the tender mercies of the landlords, they, of
course, did not know and did not stop to reflect what social
consequences this extensive growth of productive forces would

lead to; they did not realize or understand that this big leap

in the realm of the productive forces of society would lead to

a regrouping of social forces that would enable the proletarxiat.... .
to effect a union with the..peasantry and.to bring about .a -vic=- .-
torious Socialist revolution, They simply wanted to expand in-
dustrial production to the limit, to gain control of the huge

home market, to become monopolists, and to squeeze as much pro-

fit as possible out of the national economy. Their conscious
activity did not extend beyond their commonplace, strictly prac-
tical interests.

Accordingly, Marx says:

"In the social production of their life, (that is, in the
production of the material values necessary to the life of
men - Editor's note in original) men enter into definite
relations that are indispensable and independent* of their
will; these relations of production correspond to a defin-
ite stage of development of their material forces of prod-
uction," (Xarl Marx, Preface to Critique of Political

Economy.)

This, however, does not mean that changes in the relations of
production, and the transition from old relations of production
to new relations of production proceed smoothly, without con-
flicts, wothout upheavals. On the contrary, such a transition
usually takes place by means of the revolutionary overthrow of
the old relations of production and the establishment of new
relations of production, Up to a certain period the develop-
ment of the productive forces and the changes in the realm of
the relations of production proceed spontaneously, independent-
ly of the will of men, But that is so only up to a certain
moment , until the new and developing productive forces have re-
ached a proper state of maturity. After the new productive

* Qur italics - Editor.
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forces have maturzed, the existing relations of production and
their upholders - the ruling classes - become that "insupersble"
obstacle which can only be removed by the conscious action of
the new classes, by the forcible acts oftese classes, by revol-
ution.  Here there stands out in bold relief the tremendous
role-of new social idess, of new politicel institutions, of &
new political power, whose mission it is to abclish by force the
old relatlons of production. Out of the conflict between the
new productive forces and the old relations of production, out
of the new economic demands of society, there arise new socisl
ldesss the new ideas organize and mobilize the massesy the
masses. become welded into a new political army, create a new
revolutionary power, and make use of it to abolish by force the
old system of relations of production, and to firmly establish
the new system. The spontaneous process of development yields
place to the conscious actions of men, peaceful development to
violent upheaval, evolution to revolution.

"The proletariat'", says Marx, "during its contest with the
bourgeoisie is compelled, by the force of circumstances,

to organise itself as a class...by means of a revolution,
it-makes itself the ruling class, and, as such, sweeps away
by force the old conditions of production." (The Communist
Manifesto).

And further:

- "The proletarist will use its political supremecy to wrest,
by degrees, all cspital from the bourgeoisie, to centralize
all instruments of production in the hands of the state, i.e.
of the proletarist organized ss the ruling class, and to in-
crease)the total of productive forces as rapidly as possible."
(ibid.

- "Force is the midwife of every old society pregnsnt with
a new one." (Capital, Vol. 1.).

Here is the formulation - a formulstion of genlus - of the.
essence of historical materizlism given by Marx in 1859 in his
historic Preface to his fsmous book, Critigue of Political Ec—

onomy :
40,




"In the sociasl production of tneir life, men . enter into defi-
nite relations that are indispenssble and independent of their
wills; these relstions of prodqg:;:n correspond to & definite
stage of development of their materisl forces of .production.
The sum total of these reletions of production constilutes

the economic structure of socleiy - the real foundation, on
which rises a legsl #nd political supexstruvt ite ond to. wnich
correspond definite forms of socizl consciousness. The mode
of producticn of material life dﬂt‘vm nes .the socisl, politi-
cal and intellectusl life process in gereral. [t is.not the

consciousness of men thal determines their being, but, on the

contrary, their socisl being U etermines. Lielr consclous-

ness. At 3 certsin sisge o deveiopment, the material

produciive forces in society ”Dkf ict w1*h the exist-
.

is but 3 legal expres-
cperty relations within

From forms of develeop-

relstions turn intc their
social revolution. With
orn the entire immense su-
Y

ing relstions of producticn,
sion for the same thing - with
which they hsve been ai work befor
ment of the wvicductive forces these
fetters. Tnen begins an epoch of
the change of the economic foundatil
perstructure is more or less rapidly transformed. In consid-
ering such transformations a distin czion should always be made
between the material transformaeticn of 1tne economic conditions
of production, which can be determirned w1t the precision of

natural sclence, and the legai, poiiticsl, religious, aesthe-

tic or philosophic - iﬂ chort, idcc}ooirai forms in which men
become conscious of this conflict and fight it out. Just as

Y

our cpinion of an indivicual is nct raced on what be thinks
of himself, so can we noct Judge of =ugr a perl d of transfor-
mation by its own censciousness; the contrary, this con-
sciousness must be explained ra! frem the contradictions
of material life, from the exis: conflict between the so-
cial productive forcez and the re s of production. No
social order ever disappears s 3. e productive fcrces
for which there is room 1in it ceer developeds; and new,
higher relations of production eppesr before the mater—
ial conditions of their existence tzve matyured in the womp of

Nrtoty tcelf ThaeTte < mre  mamt t o .
the old soclely 1ts Li-'. mhe¢el91e, wenking always sets its-
elf only such tasks as 1t can solve:r  sirce, looking st the
matter more closely, we wili alweys Sl - 2. the task itself
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arises only when the material conditions necessary for its
solution already exist or are at least in the process of
formation." (Karl Marx, Selected Works, Englisn ed., Mos-
cow 1946, Vol. 1, p. 300-301.)

Such is Marxist materialism as applied to social life, to the
history of society.

Such are the principal features of dialectical and historical
materialism.

It will be seen from this what a theoretical treasure was safe-
guarded by Lenin for the Party and protected from the attacks
of the revisionists and renegades, and how important was the
appearance of Lenin's book, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism,
for the development of our Party.
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