Conclusion

Marx's theories have not been sustained by events.
His system could be best designated as "The Dialectic

Falsification of History." There are no "laws of history"

and progress from one stage of development to another is
not inevitable. Marxism is no longer relevant to the
growing number of people who are alarmed by the unprece-
dented proliferation of the economic and military powers
of the modern State and the concomitant regimentation of
the individual. Nationalization of property and means of
production, even in a "socialist" State, as advocated by
Marx and Engels, does not fundamentally alter the basic
inequality between those wielding power and those subject
to it. Even Marxists no Tonger believe that the State
will "wither away". Freedom is not merely the reflection
of the mode of production but the essence of life. The
dogma that science, philosophy, the arts, ethics and free
institutions only mirror the economic mode of production
1s giving way to the conviction that these phenomena have
an independent share in the shaping of history. A theory
for the renewal of society that attaches 1ittle or no
importance to these supreme values does not merit the
respect of freedom-loving people.
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The author has meant this pamphlet to be provacative.
The Soil of Liberty staff is not in complete agreement

with everything in the pamphlet but felt it should be
printed. We welcome comments for future magazine issues
of Soil of Liberty.

Forward

This summation is written in response to young
people seeking clarification of the main issues involved
in the classic controversy between Marxists and anarch-
ists. The subject matter is arranged in the form of ex-
tracts from relevant sources. The anarchists as well as
the marxists speak for themselves in quotations culled
from their works. Since the non-anarchist critique of
Marxism has taken a libertarian direction, we have also
included extracts from such writings.

Our critique excludes forgotten earlier writings
disavowed by Marx and Engels and deals only with their
mature works. In his preface to Marx's Caitfique 04
Political Economy, Engels revealed that he and Marx had
"...abandoned the manuscript of The German Ideofogy
[1846] to the gnawing criticism of the mice..." A
Russian visitor, Alexis Vodin, who interviewed Engels in
1893, wrote that Engels "was very embarrassed when I ex-
pressed interest in Marx and Engels' earlier writings...
(see David Mclellan, Marx Before Marxism, 1970, p. 208)
Only in 1927 was an edition of the earlier writings pub-
lished by the Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow.

Passages marked in [brackets] are mine. Those
marked 1in %parentheses) are the writer's. References
are also marked in (parentheses).

This pamphlet is the second published by Soil of
Liberty. The first, "The Relevance of Anarchism to Modern
Society", is also by Sam Dolgoff and is available for 55¢,
including postage. Bulk rates are available.

Sam has been active in the anarchist movement since
the 1920s and presently Tives in New York City.

Soil of Liberty also has a book service and a cata-
Tog will soon be available. Magazine subscriptions are
¢3 - $4 a year. Address is on the back cover.

Economic Determinism

Marxism is based upon the theory of Economic Deter-
minism (or its equivalent terms--Historical Materialism,
Dialectical Materialism, Materialistic Conception of
History, Scientific Socialism, etc.) Economic Determin-
ism constitutes the essence of Marxism. It is defined
by Engels in this famous passage from his introduction
to Marx's Caitique of Political Economy:

"...all past history was the history of class strug-
gles...these warring classes of society are always the
products of the conditions of production and exchange,
in a word, of the economic condition of the time;
[Engels' emphasis] therefore the economic structure of
society always forms the real basis from which, in the
last analysis, is to be explained, the whole super-
structure of legal and political institutions [the
state] as well as the religious, philosophical, and
other conceptions of each historical period...all
moral theories are the product, in the last analysis,
of the economic stage which society reached at that
particular epoch... with the same certainty, can we
deduce the social revolution from the existing social
conditions and the principles of political economy...
now, a materialist conception of history has been pro-
pounded and the way found to explain man's conscious-
ness by his being, instead of his being by his con-
sciousness..." [Marx formulates this more concisely]
"...it is not the consciousness of men that determines
their existence...but their social existence which
determines their consciousness..." (Caiitique of Poli-
tical Economy) "...the course of history is governed
by inner laws operating in spite o4 the consciously
desined aims of Aindividuals..." (Engels, Ludwig
Feutbach, p. 48, emphasis added)

The Critique

Over a century ago Bakunin anticipated much the
same arguments against Marx's theory of Economic Deter-
minism as did later writers. He stressed the point that
causes and effects are continuously interacting and re-
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placing themselves. Causes become effects. Effects, in
turn, become causes. For example: "...Marx holds that
the political condition of each country is always... the
faithful expression of its economic situation.... He
takes no account of other factors in history such as the
ever-present reaction of political, juridical and relig-
ious institutions on the economic situation. He says
poverty produces political slavery, the State, [but ig-
nores the fact] that political slavery, the State, re-
produces, in its turn, and maintains poverty as a con-
dition for its own existence.... Marx ignores completely

. a multitude of ethnological, climatological and his-
toric causes,... which independent of the economic con-
ditions of each country, [Bakunin stresses the 'spirit
of revolt'] exert a considerable influence on its des-
tinies and even on its economic development..." (Letten
to La Libente - 1872)

J.M. Cameron, English historian and sociologist:
"...it is not true that in history we are faced, first,
with men associating together in economic life, and then
with men worshipping the gods, inventing moral codes,
and justifying this or that political order.... We are
faced with men engaged in all these activities at once.
If we approach history without preconceptions, we have
no means by which we can determine certain attitudes to
be primary and others secondary. All we know 1s that
they co-exist. As sociologists and historians we ought
not single out certain phenomena and describe them as
causes and other phenomena as ef4ects. The only assump-
tion that accords with the scientific is that we are
faced with a developing whole the parts of which are
continuously interacting...." (Scruting of Marxism,

D. 28 1948)

The article entitled "Dialectics" in the Encycloped-

La Buitannica (1969) also stresses the often decisive

importance of non-economic factors in the shaping of
history, grossly underestimated by Marx:

"...many economic facts are just as much effects as

they are causes...changes in artistic tastes, in politi-
cal institutions, in social traditions and even relig-
ious doctrines influence consumption of commodities
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and thereby become determinants of production and law
1S just as much a determinant as it is a prod:.:t of
economic life. Thus a maze of causal relaticrsni~.

results and with causes and effects indistinguishable
in many instances, no social program could be built on
this foundation....”

It may be objected that both Cameron and the Ency-
clopedia are too conservative and unfair to Marxism. But
R.H. Tawney, a social thinker and historian whose works
are highly recommended by the Marxists, voices much the
same criticism of Marx's theory of Economic Determinisn:

"...that men should have thought as they did is some-
times as significant as they should have acted as they
did... there is an evolution of ideas as well as or-
ganisms, and the quality of civilization depends less
on physical qualities, than on a complex structure of
habits, knowledge and beliefs, the destruction of
which would be followed in a year by the death of half
the human race... there is a moral and religious, as
well as material environment which sets its stamp on
the individual... and the effects of changes in this
environment are no less profound...." (Religion and
the Rise of Capitalism, pp. 18-19)

Engels himself unintentionally (to be sure) pin-
points the major fallacy of Economic Determinism:

"...causes [the economic structure of society] and
effects, [the whole Tegal, political, moral, etc.
'superstructure'], are constantly changing places and
what is now or here an effect becomes there or then a
cause and vice-versa..., truly, when a man is in posses-
sion of the final and ultimate truth, it is only natural
that he should have a certain contempt for erring and
unscientific humanity...." (Anti-Duhning, pp. 36, 29)

¥t follows from this that the fundamental dogma of Marx-
1sm, Economic Determinism---"the final and ultimate

truth", is, according to Engels himself, demonstrably
false.
il



Economic Determinism: The Role of the Proletariat

Economic Determinism is a doctrine which in practice
saps the revolutionary vitality of the masses, conditions
them to accept capitalism and to cooperate with their ru-
lers in their own enslavement. To effect social changes,
the workers must, according to Marx, adapt themselves to

the slow, progressive evolution of economic structures
because "no social formation ever disappears before all

the productive forces are developed for which it has room,
and new higher relations of production never appear be-
fore the necessary material conditions are matured in the
womb of the old society." (Crnitique of Political Economy)

It takes a long time. "We say to the workers and
the petty bourgeoisie; 'suffer in bourgeois society which
creates, by developing industry, the material means for
the formation of the new society which will free all of
you.'" [Marx on the lessons of the 1848 revolutions.] No
matter how great the suffering, the workers are promoting
progress because "in the evolution of society, ancient,
asiatic, feudal and bourgeois modes of production consti-
tute progressive epochs in the economic systems of soci-
kY. 5. %Introduction to the Critique 04 PoLitical Economy)

On the same grounds, Engels goes so far as to defend
the institution of slaverv: "The introduction of slavery
in Greece under the conditions of that time, was a great
step forward..., it was slavery that first made possible
the development of agriculture and industry and with it
the flower of the ancient world, Hellenism. Without slav-
ery, no Greek State, no Greek art and science; without
slavery no Roman Empire; without Hellenism and the Roman
Empire as a basis, no Europe..., without the slavery of
antiquity no modern socialism..." (Anti-Duhring, p. 203)

The consistent Economic Determinist could just as
well argue on the same grounds that since production had
developed to a point where there was a shortage of labor
power, and since the shortage was made up by converting
prisoners-of-war into slaves, therefore, wars were nec-
essary and ultimately beneficial.

In his polemic against Proudhon (The Poverty of Phil-
osophy, 1847, quoted on p. 357 in Handbook of Marxism,
International, 1935), Marx maintained that slavery in Am-
erica was still an economic necessity, arguing that “slav-
ery is an economic category, like any other. Slavery is
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just as much the pivot of bourgeois industry as machinery
or credit..., without slavery you have no cotton, without
cotton, you have no modern industry..., without slavery,
North America, the most progressive of countries would be
turned into a primitive country. Abolish slavery and you
will have wiped America off the map of nations.”

Question: How progressive is a country whose very
existence depends on slavery? |

Franz Mehring, Marx's official biographer, explains
that "Marx not only shows that machinery and large scale
industry created greater misery than any mode of produc-
tion known in history, but that also in their ceaseless
revolutionization of capitalist society they are prepar-
ing the way for a higher social form.., the machine which
degrades the worker into its mere appendage, creates at
the same time the increasing productive forces of society
so that all members of society will enjoy a 1ife worthy
of human beings, which could not be done before because
pre-capitalist societies were too poor."

Since, according to the Communist Manigesto, the
bourgeoisie is the bearer of large-scale industry, it is
in the interests of the workers to help the bourgeoisie
to seize power as soon as possible and as soon as the
bourgeoisie developes industry, to overthrow it. The
workers should cooperate gladly because "as long as the
rising mode of production furthers the general aims of
society, it is enthusiastically welcomed even by those
who suffer most from its corresponding mode of distribu-
tion. This was the case with the English workers in the
beginnings of large scale industry." (Engels, Anti-Duhr-
ing, pp. 167-8) A deliberate brazen falsehood if ever
there was one and a calculated insult to the valiant En-
glish workers who fought for freedom with unexampled cour-
age. (See E.P. Thompson, The Making o4 the English Work-
ing Class)

Mehring explains that "Marx and Engels aimed at util-
izing the Franco-Prussian War as thoroughly as possible
in the interests of the proletarian struggle for emancipa-
tion... Engels condemned the leaders of the German Social-
ist Party, William Liebknecht and August Bebel, because
they abstained from voting war credits... The situation
is: Germany has been forced into a war to defend its na-
tional existence against Bonaparte... Bonaparte's war pol-
icy was directed against the national unity Germany and
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