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of
labour.

A
ll

this,
how

ever,
relates

only
to

the
progress

of
the

p
ro

ductivity
of

labour
in

the
production

of
usevalues.*

C
apital

and
surplus

value
do

not
appear

until
exchange

and
m

oney
have

developed,
and

until
an

increased
average

productivity
of

labour
is

used
no

longer
so

as
to

enable
the

w
hole

of
society

to
achieve

a
sav

ing
in

labour-tim
e

but
so

as
to

ensure
for

one
part

of
society

the
p

ro
ducts

of
this

increased
productivity,

by
subjecting

the
rest

of
society

to
a

heavier
burden

of
w

ork.
C

apital
is

the
culm

ination
of

the
history

of
the

appropriation
of

the
social

surplus
product

by
one

part
of

society
at

the
expense

of
another,

and
not

the
culm

ination
of

the
history

of
the

saving
of

hum
an

labour
accom

plished
for

the
benefit

of
hum

an
society

as
a

w
hole.

A
ppropriation

of
the

surplus
value

produced
during

the
process

of
production

assum
es

the
existence

of
a

m
arket

econom
y

and
the

sale
of

com
m

odities
produced

by
producers

w
ho

do
not

ow
n

the
products

of
their

labour.
S

urplus
value,

in
this

sense,
is

the
m

onetary
form

of
the

social
surplus

product.
In

a
society

producing
use

values,
the

social
surplus

product
w

hich
a

possessing
class

appropriates
is

ap
p

ro
priated

directly,
either

in
the

form
of

labour
(corvée)

or
of

products
(land

rent,
tribute).

In
a

society
producing

com
m

odities,
the

social
surplus

product
appropriated

by
the

possessing
class

is
indirectly

appropriated,
in

the
form

of
m

oney,
by

the
sale

of
com

m
odities,

from
the

results
of

w
hich

sale
the

costs
of

m
aintaining

labour
and

the
other

costs
of

production
have

been
deducted.

L
ike

petty
com

m
odity

production,
capital

developed
originally

w
ith

in
the

pores
of

a
society

w
hich

w
as

first
and

forem
ost

engaged
in

producing
use

values.
S

urplus
value

appeared
and

developed
in

a
society

in
w

hich
the

social
surplus

product
essentially

retained
the

form
of

use-values.
T

he
entire

history
of

capital,
from

its
origins

to
its

apotheosis
in

the
capitalist

m
ode

of
production,

is
the

history
of

the
slow

disintegration
of

this
fundam

entally
non-m

arket
econom

y,
through

the
effect

of
trade,

of
usury,

of
m

oney,
of

capital
and

of
surplus

value.
C

apital
is

em
bodied,

in
a

non-trading
society

and
in

contrast
to

the
old-established

possessing
classes,

in
a

new
class,

the
bourgeoisie.

C
apital

is
only

a
new

social
relation

betw
een

producers
and

ow
ners

of
capital,

a
relation

w
hich

replaces
the

old
social

rela
tions

betw
een

sm
all

com
m

odity
producers,

on
the

one
hand,

and
*
J

could
be

objected
th

at
this

is
m

erely
a

m
atter

of
definition.

If
so,

it
w

ould
be

necessary
to

find
an

o
th

er
ex

p
ressio

n
to

in
d

icate
cap

ital
and

su
rp

lu
s

v
alu

e
w

hich
arise

fro
m

co
m

m
o

d
ity

p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
and

th
e

circu
latio

n
of

m
oney.

T
he

co
n
fu

sio
n

consists
in

th
e

sim
u
ltan

eo
u
s

use
of

th
e

sam
e

term
,

cap
ital,

fo
r

every
tech

n
iq

u
e

o
f

g
ro

w
th

in
the

p
ro

d
u

ctiv
ity

of
lab

o
u
r,

on
the

one
h

an
d

,
and

fo
r

specific
social

relatio
n

s,
based

on
ex

p
lo

itatio
n
,

on
the

o
th

er.
E

ty
m

o
lo

g
y

m
eets

econom
ics

here,
m

o
reo

v
er,

since
Ii.

See
says

th
at

the
w

ord
“cap

ital”
m

eans
o

rig
in

ally
only

a
sunz

of
m

oney
w

hich
is

to
he

invested
so

as
to

earn
interest

betw
een

peasant
producers

and
those

w
ho

take
the

surplus
product

of
agriculture,

on
the

other.

T
he

law
of

uneven
developm

ent
<

‘
T

he
study

of
the

origin
and

developm
ent

of
econom

ic
categories

is
necessarily

a
study

of
econom

ic
history,

and
an

analysis
of

the
econom

y
of

those
peoples

of
our

ow
n

day
w

hich
have

rem
ained

at
stages

of
historical

evolution
long

since
left

behind
in

the
capitalist

w
orld.

It
actually

isolates
“pure”

form
s

w
hich

in
real

life
are

co
m

bined,
or

have
m

ore
or

less
degenerated.

T
o

reduce
econom

ic
history

to
a

series
of

“stages”
or

to
the

successive
appearance

of
“categories”

is
to

m
ake

it
excessively

m
echanical,

to
the

point
of

rendering
it

unrecognizable.
B

ut
to

elim
inate

from
historical

study
any

allusion
to

successive
stages

of
econom

ic
organisation

and
any

reference
to

the
progressive

appearance
of

these
“categories”

is
to

m
ake

it
m

erely
incom

prehensible.
M

arxism
has

often
been

com
pared

to
D

arw
inism

,
and

the
evolution

of
societies

to
that

of
species.

L
ike

any
other

com
parison,

this
one

includes
points

of
resem

blance
and

of
difference.

In
biology,

too,
h
o
w

ever,
a

dialectical
conception

of
evolution

is
gradually

taking
the

place
of

the
m

echanical,
unilateral

and
linear

conception.*
T

he
M

arxist
conception

of
econom

ic
and

social
change

has
no

place
for

any
fatalism

or
autom

atism
.

N
o

phase
of

social
organisation

“m
ust”

necessarily
succeed

another.
A

longside
linear

progress
there

is
progress

by
leaps.

E
conom

ic
evolution

can
lead

to
blind

alleys
or

age-long
stagnations,

especially
through

excessive
adaptation

to
a

specific
environm

ent;
that

seem
s

to
have

happened
w

ith
the

agricultural
peoples

of
S

outh-E
ast

A
sia.47

M
oreover,

M
arxism

w
ould

not
be

dialectical
if

it
did

not
recognise,

alongside
societies

w
hich

are
progressing

(from
the

standpoint
of

the
average

productivity
of

labour),
societies

in
m

arked
reg

ressio
n
.

T
he

law
of

uneven
developm

ent,
w

hich
som

e
have

w
ished

to
restrict

in
application

to
the

history
of

capitalism
alone,

or
even

m
erely

to
the

im
perialist

phase
of

capitalism
,

is
thus

a
universal

law
of

hum
an

history.
N

ow
here

in
the

w
orld

has
there

been
a

straight-line
p

ro
g
res

sive
evolution,

starting
from

the
first

stages
of

fruit-gathering
and

ending
w

ith
the

m
ost

advanced
capitalist

(or
socialist)

industry.
T

he
peoples

w
hich

reached
the

highest
level

of
developm

ent
of

productive
forces

at
the

stage
of

food-gathering,
hunting

and
fishing—

the

*
T

h
e

idea
of

a
straig

h
t-lin

e
p

ro
g

ress
fro

m
the

an
th

ro
p

o
id

apes
u
p

to
th

e
em

ergence
of

m
an

has
now

been
d
ro

p
p
ed

.
T

o
d
ay

it
is

su
p

p
o
sed

eith
er

th
at

th
e

an
th

ro
p
o
id

apes
and

m
an

h
av

e
sim

ian-like
an

cesto
rs

in
com

m
on,

o
r

th
at

m
an

is
descended

fro
m

an
an

th
ro

p
o

id
ape

less
specialised

th
an

any
of

those
th

at
exist

today.
T

h
u
s,

there
has

been
p

ro
g
ress

co
m

b
in

ed
w

ith
stag

n
atio

n
,

re
ta

rd
a

tio
n

o
r

p
ro

tero
g
en

esis.
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E
skim

os,
and,

above
all,

the
Indians

of
the

N
orth-W

est
coast

of

A
m

erica—
did

not
invent

agriculture.
T

his
first

appeared
in

the
w

ell-

w
atered

valleys
of

A
byssinia,

A
natolia,

A
fghanistan,

T
ranscaucasia,

and
N

orth-W
estern

India.49
B

ut
it

w
as

not
there,

either,
that

agriculture

gave
birth

to
civilisation, w

hich
is

the
child

of
irrigation.*

A
gricultural

civilisation
reaches

its
m

ost
advanced

phase
in

E
gypt,

M
esopotam

ia,
India

and
C

hina,
it

w
as

not
how

ever,
in

these
countries,

but
rather

in
G

reece,
at

R
om

e,
at

B
yzantium

,
and

in
m

ediaeval

E
urope

(Italy
and

F
landers)

that
the

progress
of

the
productivity

of

labour
culm

inated
in

the
m

ost
advanced

form
s

of
crafts

and
trade

w
ithin

the
fram

ew
ork

of
petty

com
m

odity
production.

A
nd

for
petty

com
m

odity
production

to
produce

the
industrial

revolution
and

the

capitalist
m

ode
of

production,
w

e
have

to
m

ove
still

further
north,

to

E
ngland,

a
country

w
hich

had
long

rem
ained

backw
ard

as
regards

crafts
and

trade,
and

w
hich

in
the

seventeenth
century

w
as

still
far

from
being

the
richest

in
the

w
orld

or
in

E
urope.

N
or

w
as

it
in

G
reat

B
ritain

or
in

any
other

advanced
capitalist

country
that

capitalism
w

as

first
overthrow

n,
but

in
R

ussia,
a

typical
backw

ard
country

at
the

beginning
of

the
tw

entieth
century.

M
ay

w
e

venture
a

prophecy
and

say
that

it
w

ill
not

be
in

R
ussia,

either,
though

this
w

as
the

first
country

to
introduce

a
planned

econom
y

based
on

socialisation
of

the
chief

m
eans

of
production,

that
w

e
shall

first
see

the
em

ergence
of

a
co

m

pleted
socialist

society,
w

ith
the

w
ithering

aw
ay

of
classes,

co
m

m
odities,

m
oney

and
the

state?
*

G
o
rd

o
n

C
hilde,

too,
insists

on
th

e
ab

sen
ce

of
any

id
en

tical
succession

of

stages
passed

th
ro

u
g
h

by
th

e
peoples

in
the

n
eo

lith
ic

epoch.
“E

v
o
lu

tio
n

and

d
ifferen

tiatio
n

go
h
an

d
in

h
an

d
,”

he
concludes;

b
u
t

he
also

m
en

tio
n

s
a

n
u
m

b
er

of
instances

o
f

co
n
v
erg

en
ce.

Is
n
o
t

ev
o
lu

tio
n

as
a

co
m

b
in

atio
n

of
d
ifferen

tia

tion
an

d
convergence

an
em

in
en

tly
d
ialectical

id
ea?
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apital

Ihirsting
for

surplus-value
T

H
E

ow
ner

of
slaves

distributed
food

am
ong

them
and

in
return

took
the

entire
product

of
their

labour.
T

he
feudal

lord
took

the

products
of

the
unpaid

w
ork

w
hich

his
serfs

w
ere

obliged
to

render

him
in

the
form

of
labour

services.
T

he
capitalist

buys
the

w
orker’s

labour-pow
er

for
a

w
age

w
hich

is
less

than
the

new
value

produced

by
this

w
orker.

In
each

of
these

varying
form

s
the

possessing
classes

take
for

them
selves

the
social

surplus
product,

the
product

of
the

surplus
labour

of
the

producers.
T

he
contract

m
ade

at
L

iege
in

1634
betw

een
A

ntoine
de

Jelly,

m
aster-w

eaver,
and

N
icolas

C
ornélis,

states
bluntly

that
the

latter

w
ill

be
paid

“half
of

w
hat

he
m

akes,
the

other
half

being
the

m
aster’s

profit.”*

T
he

w
age-w

orker
creates

new
value

w
hile

he
expends

his
labour-

pow
er

to
produce

com
m

odities
in

his
em

ployer’s
factory.

A
t

a
c
e
r

tain
m

om
ent

he
w

ill
have

produced
new

value
exactly

equivalent

to
w

hat
he

receives
as

his
w

ages.
If

he
w

ere
to

stop
w

orking
at

that

m
om

ent
he

w
ould

not
have

produced
any

surplus
value.

B
ut

the

em
ployer

does
not

m
ean

that
to

happen.
H

e
does

not
w

ant
to

do
a

favour,
he

w
ants

to
do

business.
H

e
does

not
buy

labour-pow
er

in
order

to
keep

it
alive,

he
buys

it
as

he
buys

any
other

com
m

odity,

in
order

to
realise

its
use-value.2

A
nd

the
use-value

of
labour-pow

er,

from
the

capitalist’s
standpoint,

is
precisely

its
capacity

to
create

surplus-value,
to

provide
surplus

labour
over

and
above

the
labour

needed
to

produce
the

equivalent
of

the
w

age
paid

for
it.

In
order

to

be
hired

by
an

em
ployer,

a
w

orker
m

ust
w

ork
longer

than
is

needed

to
produce

this
equivalent.

in
doing

this
he

w
ill

create
new

value
for

w
hich

he
w

ill
be

paid
nothing.

H
e

is
creating

surplus
value,

w
hich

is
the

difference
betw

een
the

value
created

by
labour-pow

er
and

the
value

of
labour-pow

er
itself.

*
A

pologists
for

slavery
did

not
fail

to
stress

the
analogy

betw
een

this
daily,

w
eekly

or
m

onthly
alienation

of
a

m
an’s

labour-pow
er

and
the

alienation
fo

r

life
th

at
is

slavery:
“It

is
not

essentially
rep

u
g
n
an

t
to

justice
and

reason
that

a
m

an
should

su
rren

d
er

to
another,

even
fo

r
his

w
hole

lifetim
e,

the
lab

o
u
r

that
every

day
a

w
o
rk

m
an

pledges
to

his
em

ployer,
his

m
aster,

provided
that

the
inalienable

[!j
rights

of
m

an
are

safeguarded,”
w

rote
in

1742
the

D
utch

captain
E

lias
Joannes.’

T
he

capitalist’s
aim

is
to

accum
ulate

capital,
to

capitalise
surplus

value.
T

he
very

nature
of

the
circulation

of
m

oney
im

plies
this

aim
.

Industrial
capital

pursues
this

aim
of

accum
ulation

even
m

ore,
m

uch

m
ore

insatiably
than

usurer’s
capital

or
m

erchant
capital.

it
p
ro

duces
for

a
free

and
anonym

ous
m

arket,
d
o
m

in
a
te

d
by

the
law

s
of

c
o
m

p
e
titio

n
.

A
capitalist

is
not

alone
in

offering
his

products
on

this
m

arket
to

possible
custom

ers.
U

nder
the

rule
of

com
petition,

each
industrialist

tries
to

grab
as

large
a

share
of

the
m

arket
as

possible.
T

o
succeed,

how
ever,

he
m

ust
reduce

his
prices.

T
here

is

only
one

w
ay

to
reduce

selling
prices

w
ithout

threatening
profit:

to
reduce

the
cost

of
p
ro

d
u
c
tio

n
,

the
value

of
com

m
odities,

to
c
u
r

tail
the

labour-tim
e

socially
necessary

for
producing

them
,

to
p
ro

duce
m

ore
com

m
odities

in
the

sam
e

length
of

tim
e.

“L
ast

year
already

the
expansion

of
the

enterprise,
w

hich
took

only
a

few
m

onths,
enabled

us
to

m
aintain

the
profit

on
our

cem
ent

business
at

the
expected

level,
despite

the
fact

that
com

petition

considerably
cut

dow
n

the
price

of
cem

ent.
T

his
experience

has

confirm
ed

us
in

our
decision

to
m

ake
up

for
the

increasing
decline

in

prices
w

hich
w

e
foresee

by
an

increase
in

the
am

ount
w

e
produce,”

w
as

proudly
proclaim

ed
by

the
annual

report
of

a
G

erm
an

cem
ent-

w
orks

in
the

nineteenth
century.

Jn
order

to
bring

about
such

an
increase

in
production,

equipm
ent

m
ust

be
im

proved,
the

process
of

production
rationalised,

the
division

of
labour

w
ithin

the
enterprise

carried
to

a
higher

level.
A

ll
of

w
hich

dem
ands

an
increase

in
capiial.

B
ut

the
increase

in
capital

can
com

e,

in
the

last
analysis,

only
from

an
increase

in
the

surplus-value
cap

ita

lised.
U

nder
the

lash
of

com
petition,

the
capitalist

m
ode

of
production

thus
becom

es
the

first
m

ode
of

production
in

the
history

of
m

ankind

the
essential

aim
of

w
hich

appears
to

be
unlim

ited
increase

in
p
ro

d
u
c

tion,
constant

accum
ulation

of
capital

by
the

capitalisation
of

the

surplus
value

produced
in

the
course

of
production

itself.

T
he

capitalist’s
thirst

for
surplus

value
is

not
the

thirst
for

use-

values
and

luxuries
of

the
old

possessing
classes;

only
a

lim
ited

part

of
surplus

value
is

consum
ed

unproductively
in

order
to

keep
the

capitalist
alive.

it
is

a
thirst

for
surplus-value

to
capitalise,

a
thirst

to

accum
ulate

capital:
“
.

.
.

that
w

hole
system

of
appetities

and
values,

w
ith

its
deification

of
the

life
of

snatching
to

hoard,
and

hoarding
to

snatch
.

T
here

is
nothing

irrational
or

m
ystical

in
this

thirst.
T

he
old

p
o
sses

sing
classes,

w
ho

took
the

social
surplus

product
essentially

in
the

form

of
use-values,

w
ere

assured
o
f

being
able

to
go

on
doing

this
Sc)

long

as
the

social
edifice

rem
ained

standing
w

hich
had

this
particular

form

of
exploitation

as
its

foundation.
T

hey
could

he
affected

only
by

natural
disasters,

w
ars

or
social

revolutions,
disasters

against
w

hich

they
tried

to
provide

by
constituting

big
reserves.

T
he

predom
inant

132
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form
in

w
hich

capital
first

appears
in

history—
usurer’s

and
m

e
r

chant
capital—

is
characteristic

of
the

sam
e

striving
for

stability
and

security.
it

is
significant

that
the

investm
ents

m
ade

by
the

b
o
u
r

geois
in

the
M

iddle
A

ges
w

ere
calculated

so
as

to
guarantee

stable

incom
es,

regardless
of

fluctuations
in

m
oney

or
prices.4

T
he

classical

type
of

bourgeois
in

the
historical

epoch
of

the
prim

itive
accum

ulation

of
m

oney
capital,

the
m

iser,
is

haunted
by

this
sam

e
thirst

for
security.

it
is

not
the

return
on

his
capital

that
he

is
w

orried
about

but
its

existence.
It

is
otherw

ise
w

ith
the

capitalist
properly

so
called,

the
capitalist

entrepreneur.
C

arrying
on

business
for

a
m

arket
w

hich
is

anonym
ous,

unknow
n,

undefined,
his

enterprises
are

dom
inated

by
risk

and
u
n

certainty.
T

oday
a

deal
has

been
successful,

tom
orrow

another
m

ay

fail
to

com
e

off.
It

is
not

only
the

fact
of

com
petition,

but
the

very

fact
of

production
w

hich
is

free
from

any
overall

social
regulation*

that
gives

capitalist
enterprise

this
aspect

of
uncertainty

and
that

co
m

pels
the

capitalist
to

try
and

m
ake

the
m

axim
um

profit
on

each

separate
deal,

in
face

of
the

perm
anent

danger
that

hangs
over

his

business
as

a
w

hole.
T

he
landow

ner,
the

sm
all

com
m

odity
producer,

the
purchaser

of

ground-rents,
all

find
in

the
certainty

of
their

incom
es

an
adequate

reason
for

keeping
their

activities
w

ithin
given

lim
its.

T
he

uncertainty

of
capitalist

profit
im

plies,
on

the
contrary,

the
need

for
a

continuous

expansion
of

business,
an

expansion
w

hich
in

turn
depends

on
m

ax
i

m
um

accum
ulation

of
capital,

m
axim

um
realisation

of
profits.

T
hus

there
em

erges
the

im
age

of
the

capitalist,
of

w
hose

m
ediaeval

ancestor

G
eorges

E
spinas

has
draw

n
this

m
asterly

portrait:

“T
o

achieve
the

biggest
possible

gain
w

hile
paying

out
the

least

possible
am

ount
in

w
ages;

to
m

ake
the

producers
supply

as
m

uch
as

possible
w

hile
paying

them
as

little
as

he
can

get
aw

ay
w

ith,
or

even

robbing
them

w
ithin

the
sam

e
lim

its;
to

draw
to

him
self,

to
breathe

in,
to

suck
up,

as
it

w
ere,

all
he

can
take

of
the

m
oney

w
hich

ought

to
go

to
the

sm
all

em
ployers

(the
producers)

for
the

w
ork

w
hich

he

alone
can

obtain
for

them
and

w
hich

they
carry

out
for

him
alone—

this
is

obviously
the

constant
aim

of
the

efforts
of

the
‘capitalist’

entrepreneur
to

secure
the

biggest
profit

he
can,

even
at

the
expense

of
the

utm
ost

harm
to

the
people

in
his

em
ploym

ent.
H

e
is

like
a

spider,
in

the
centre

of
his

w
eb.

T
o

apply
this

‘sw
eating’

system
all

m
eans

are
good

in
his

eyes,
and

every
circum

stance
is

favourable;
he

*
S

uch
regulation

existed
fo

r
all

the
pre-capitalist

crafts
and

even
for

the

beginnings
of

the
V

erlagssystem
(putting-out

system
)

in
several

countries.
In

C
arin

th
ia

and
S

tyria
in

the
m

iddle
of

the
fifteenth

century
“D

uke
F

red
erick

III

regulated
afresh

the
w

ay
to

be
follow

ed
for

iron,
he

fixed
prices

and
taxes,

re

stricted
the

num
ber

of
forges

and
the

am
ount

of
iron

that
each

m
erchant

could

have,
and

laid
dow

n
the

term
s

of
contracts

(V
erlägc).”5

know
s

how
to

take
advantage

of
everything;

he
cheats

on
m

aterials,

he
violates

agreem
ents

and
stcals

from
w

ages;
business

m
eans

other

people’s
m

oney.”G

T
he

lengthening
of

the
w

orking
day

T
hirst

for
surplus-value

is
thirst

for
surplus

labour,
for

unpaid

labour
over

and
above

the
labour

that
produces

the
equivalent

value

of
the

w
orker’s

m
eans

of
life.

in
order

to
get

m
ore

surplus
labour

the

capitalists
can,

in
the

first
place,

lengthen
the

w
orking

day
to

the

utm
ost

w
ithout

increasing
the

daily
w

age.
If

w
e

suppose
that

a
w

orker

produces
the

equivalent
of

his
w

ages
in

5
hours,

then
lengthening

his

w
orking

day
from

10
to

12
hours

w
ithout

any
increase

in
w

ages
w

ill

increase
the

surplus
labour

from
5

to
7

hours
a

day,
or

by
40

per
cent.

T
his

w
ay

of
increasing

surplus-value
is

called
increasing

absolute

surplus
value.

In
every

society
w

here
the

obtaining
of

use
values

rem
ains

the
basic

aim
of

production,
for

both
the

producers
and

the
exploiters,

a
co

n

stant
lengthening

of
the

w
orking

day
m

ust
appear

absurd.
T

he
lim

ita

tion
of

needs
and

of
m

arkets
im

poses
a

lim
it

no
less

narrow
upon

production.
So

long
as

the
slavery

of
ancient

tim
es

rem
ained

p
atriar

chal,
on

estates
w

hich
w

ere
self-su

cien
t,

the
lot

of
the

slaves
w

as

quite
tolerable,

and
w

as
really

little
different

from
that

of
the

poor

relations
of

the
estate-ow

ning
fam

ily.
It

w
as

only
w

hen
the

slavery

of
ancient

tim
es

becam
e

the
basis

of
production

for
the

m
arket

that

barbarous
treatm

ent
of

slaves
becam

e
general.7

In
the

M
iddle

A
ges,

the
com

m
unal

law
s

placed
strict

lim
its

on
the

w
orking

tim
e

of
the

craftsm
en.

n
such

law
s

w
e

find,
as

a
rule,

besides

prohibition
of

night
w

ork,
also

the
stoppage

of
w

ork
on

num
erous

religious
holidays

(saints’
days)

and
at

certain
periods

of
the

year.
O

n

the
basis

of
a

study
of

the
by-law

s
of

the
sm

all
tow

n
of

G
uines,

in

A
rtois,

G
eorges

E
spinas

has
estim

ated
the

num
ber

of
actual

w
orking

days
in

the
m

ediaeval
year

at
2
4
0
.

In
the

B
avarian

m
ines

there
w

ere

in
the

sixteenth
century

betw
een

99
and

190
holidays

every
year.°

H
ue

concludes
that,

taking
into

account
the

num
erous

holidays,
the

average
w

orking
w

eek
in

the
m

ines
of

the
fifteenth

century
w

as
36

hours.’°
A

s
soon,

how
ever,

as
capitalist

enterprise
appears,

a
constant

striving
to

lengthen
the

w
orking

day
is

to
be

observed.
F

rom
the

fourteenth
century

onw
ard

law
s

w
ere

passed
in

G
reat

B
ritain

to
forbid

too
short

a
w

orking
day.

E
nglish

w
riting

of
the

seventeenth
and

eighteenth
centuries

is
full

of
com

plaints
regarding

the
“idleness”

of

the
w

orkers,
w

ho,
“if

they
earn

in
four

days
enough

to
provide

food

for
a

w
hole

w
eek,

do
not

go
to

w
ork

for
the

three
follow

ing
days.”

A
ll

the
leading

bourgeois
thinkers

take
part

in
this

cam
paign:

the

D
utchm

an
Jan

D
e

W
itt,

S
pinoza’s

friend;
W

illiam
P

etty,
the

father
of
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E
nglish

classical
political

econom
y;

C
olbert,

w
ho

speaks
of

the
“idle

people”,
etc.

S
om

bart
fills

seven
pages

w
ith

quotations
like

this
from

the
period

under
consideration.”

W
hen

the
capitalist

m
ode

of
production

crosses
the

oceans
and

penetrates
fresh

continents,
it

finds
itself

up
against

the
sam

e
natural

resistance
by

the
w

orkers
to

the
lengthening

of
their

w
orking

day.
In

the
seventeenth

and
eighteenth

centuries
the

press
of

the
virtuous

P
u
ri

tan
colonists

in
N

orth
A

m
erica

resounded
w

ith
com

plaints
about

the
high

cost
of

labour,
“contrary

to
reason

and
equity”.

“T
is

the
poor

that
m

ake
the

rich,”
artlessly

declared
the

N
ew

Y
ork

W
eekly

Journal.
In

1769
the

M
aryland

G
azette

com
plained

that
“the

w
ages

they
receive

for
the

labour
of

one
day

w
ill

support
them

(the
w

orkers)
in

in
tem

p
er

ance
for

three
days.”1’

“T
he

denunciations
of

the
‘luxury,

pride
and

sloth’
of

the
E

nglish
w

age-earners
of

the
seventeenth

and
eighteenth

centuries
are,

indeed,
alm

ost
exactly

identical
w

ith
those

directed
against

A
frican

natives
today.”1’

A
lfred

B
onnd

notes
the

am
azem

ent
show

n
by

W
estern

observers
w

hen
they

behold
poor

A
rabs

w
ho

prefer
to

earn
£1

a
year

as
sh

ep
herds

rather
than

£6
a

m
onth

as
factory

hands.’4
A

udrey
I.

R
ichards

reports
the

sam
e

repugnance
am

ong
the

N
egroes

of
R

hodesia:
“M

en
w

ho
w

orked
an

interm
ittent

three
or

four
hours

a
day

in
their

tribal
reserves

are
now

asked
to

do
a

regular
eight

to
ten

hours
under

w
hite

supervision
on

the
big

plantations
or

in
industrial

co
n

cerns.”1’
It

w
as

sufficient,
how

ever,
to

take
advantage

of
the

enorm
ous

m
ass

of
labour-pow

er
uprooted

and
unem

ployed
as

a
result

of
the

social
and

econom
ic

upheavals
of

the
period

betw
een

the
fifteenth

and
eighteenth

centuries
to

bring
a

pressure
to

bear
on

w
ages

w
hich

brought
them

below
subsistence

level.
In

this
w

ay
the

bourgeoisie
w

as
able

to
advance

from
victory

to
victory

in
this

“struggle
against

the
idleness

of
the

people”.
F

rom
the

eighteenth
century

onw
ard

w
e

find
that

the
norm

al
w

o
rk

ing
day

in
E

ngland
is

13
or

14
h

o
u

rs.
In

the
E

nglish
cotton

m
ills

the
w

orking
w

eek
is

betw
een

75
and

80
hours

in
1747;

72
hours

in
1797;

betw
een

74
and

80
hours

in
1804.”

A
nd

since
w

ages
had

fallen
so

low
that

every
day

w
ithout

w
ork

w
as

a
day

w
ithout

food,
N

apoleon
cuts

a
m

ore
generous

figure
than

his
m

inister
P

ortalis
w

hen
he

rejects
the

latter’s
proposal

to
prohibit

S
unday

w
ork:

“S
ince

the
people

eat
every

day
they

should
be

allow
ed

[!J
to

w
ork

every
d
ay

.”8

T
he

groivth
in

the
productivity

and
intensity

of
labour

H
ow

ever,
absolute

surplus-value
cannot

be
increased

w
ithout

lim
it.

Its
natural

lim
it

is,
first

of
all,

the
physical

capacity
of

the
w

orkers.
C

apital
is

interested
in

exploiting
but

not
in

destroying
the

labour-
pow

er
w

hich
constitutes

its
constant

source
of

potential
surplus

labour.

B
eyond

a
definite

physical
lim

it,
the

w
orker’s

capacity
to

produce
declines

rapidly
tow

ards
zero.

F
urtherm

ore,
the

organisation
of

w
orkers’

resistance
by

the
trade

unions
brought

about
from

the
m

iddle
of

the
nineteenth

century
the

first
regulation

of
the

w
orking

day
in

the
direction

of
laying

dow
n

a
m

axim
um

length.
T

he
legal

lim
it

of
the

w
orking

day
w

as
fixed

first
at

12,
then

at
10,

and
in

the
tw

entieth
century

at
8

hours,
so

as
to

give
in

som
e

countries
a

40-hour
w

eek:
not

w
ithout

how
ls

about
econom

ic
ruin

from
the

bourgeoisie
at

each
reduction.*

C
apital

now
falls

hack
m

ore
and

m
ore

upon
a

second
w

ay
of

increasing
surplus-value.

Instead
of

lengthening
the

w
orking

day,
it

tries
to

cut
dow

n
the

labour-tim
e

necessary
to

produce
the

equivalent
of

the
w

orker’s
w

ages.
L

et
us

assum
e

that
w

ith
a

w
orking

day
of

10
hours,

4
hours

are
needed

to
create

the
am

ount
of

necessary
value

represented
by

the
w

orker’s
w

ages.
if

this
necessary

labour
can

be
cut

from
4

to
2

hours,
then

surplus
labour

is
increased

from
6

to
8

hours,
and

exactly
the

sam
e

result
is

achieved
as

if
the

w
orking

day
had

been
lengthened

from
10

to
12

hours.
T

his
is

w
hat

is
called

increasing
relative

surplus
value.

T
he

increase
of

relative
surplus-value

results
essentially

from
grow

th
in

the
productivity

of
labour

thanks
to

the
em

ploym
ent

of
new

m
achinery,

m
ore

rational
m

ethods
of

w
ork,

a
m

ore
advanced

division
of

labour,
a

better
w

ay
of

organising
labour,

etc.t
Industrial

capitalism
has

transform
ed

econom
ic

life
m

ore
than

all
the

earlier
m

odes
of

production
put

together.
T

he
fall

in
prices

of
articles

of
current

consum
ption

is
clearly

expressed
in

these
figures:

In
1779

a
certain

quantity
of

N
o.

40
cotton

thread
cost

16s.
In

1784
it

cost
only

lO
s.

lid
.

In
1799

it
cost

only
7s.

6d.
in

1812
it

cost
only

2s.
6d.

In
1830

it
cost

only
ls.

25d.’9

N
o

less
eloquent

is
the

follow
ing

table,
w

hich
relates

to
a

slightly
later

period
in

the
U

nited
S

tates,
w

here
the

trium
phs

of
m

achine
p
ro

d
u

c
tion

occurred
som

ew
hat

later
than

in
G

reat
B

ritain.

*
T

hese
how

ls
arc

to
be

co
m

p
ared

to
th

e
w

ell-k
n

o
w

n
ex

clam
atio

n
by

th
e

eco
n

o
m

ist
S

en
io

r:
“A

b
o
lish

in
g

the
last

h
o

u
r

of
w

ork
m

eans
ab

o
lish

in
g

proht.’’
t

S
u

rp
lu

s
v

alu
e

is
th

e
difference

betw
een

w
hat

is
p
ro

d
u

ced
by

lab
o
u
r-p

o
w

er
and

the
cost

of
u
p
k
eep

of
this

sam
e

lab
o
u
r-p

o
w

er.
B

y
g
ath

erin
g

th
e

w
o
rk

ers
to

g
eth

er
in

facto
ries

an
d

by
in

tro
d

u
cin

g
am

o
n

g
th

em
a

m
o
re

and
m

ore
far-reach

in
g

division
and

co
-o

p
eratio

n
of

lab
o
u
r,

capital
in

creased
th

eir
p
ro

d
u

ctiv
ity

(th
eir

p
ro

d
u
ctio

n
)

even
w

ith
o
u
t

changing
the

in
stru

m
en

ts
of

lab
o
u
r,

and
to

o
k

the
increased

p
ro

d
u
ct

to
r

itself.
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F
ree

labour
and

alienated
labour

T
he

producer
in

a
prim

itive
society

does
not

usually
separate

his

productive
activity,

“labour”,
from

his
other

hum
an

activities.
T

hus,

this
high

degree
of

integration
of

his
w

hole
life

is
m

ore
an

expression

of
the

poverty
of

society
and

the
extrem

e
narrow

ness
of

his
needs

than

a
conscious

effort
tow

ards
the

all-round
developm

ent
of

all
hum

an

potentialities.
T

he
tyranny

to
w

hich
he

is
subjected

is
that

of
the

forces

o1
nature.

it
im

plies
a

poor
know

ledge
of

the
natural

setting,
a

d
eg

rad

ing
subjection

to
m

agic,
a

prim
itive

developm
ent

of
thought.

B
ut

the

effect
of

this
degradation

is
greatly

m
itigated

by
the

high
level

of

social
solidarity

and
co-operation.

T
he

integration
of

the
individual

w
ith

society
is

achieved
in

a
com

paratively
harm

onious
w

ay.
W

hen

the
natural

setting
is

not
too

hostile,
labour

is
com

bined
w

ith
pleasure

of
body

and
m

ind.
it

satisfies
needs

both
physical

and
social,

aesthetic

and
m

oral.*
A

s
the

productive
forces

increase,
m

ankind
frees

itself
m

ore
and

m
ore

com
pletely

from
the

tyranny
of

the
forces

of
nature.

It
gets

to

know
its

natural
setting

and
learns

to
change

this
in

accordance
w

ith

its
ow

n
ends.

It
subjects

these
forces

to
w

hich
form

erly
it

w
as

itself

doom
ed

to
be

m
ore

or
less

passively
subject.

So
begins

the
trium

phal

m
arch

of
science

and
scientific

techniques,
w

hich
w

ill
m

ake
m

an
the

m
aster

of
nature

and
the

universe.
B

ut
m

ankind
pays

a
heavy

price
for

this
em

ancipating
progress.

T
he

transition
from

a
society

of
absolute

poverty
to

a
society

of
relative

scarcity
is

at
the

sam
e

tim
e

transition
from

a
society

h
arm

o
n
i

ously
united

to
a

society
divided

into
classes.

W
ith

the
appearance

of
individual

leisure
for

a
m

inority
of

society
there

also
appears

the
alienated

tim
e,

the
tim

e
devoted

to
slave

labour,
the

unpaid
labour

provided
for

others
by

the
m

ajority
of

society.
A

s
m

an
frees

him
self

from
the

tyranny
of

natural
forces

he
falls

m
ore

and
m

ore
under

the

tyranny
of

blind
social

forces,
the

tyranny
of

other
m

en
(slavery,

serfdom
)

or
the

tyranny
of

his
ow

n
products

(petty
com

m
odity

p
ro

d
uction

and
capitalist

production).
T

he
alienated

nature
of

slave
labour

does
not

need
to

be
explained.

T
he

slave
and

the
serf

are
no

longer
m

asters
of

their
lives

and
of

the
bulk

of
their

tim
e.

N
ot

only
the

free
developm

ent
of

their
personality

but
any

developm
ent

at
all

is
closed

to
them

by
their

social
condition.

B
ut

labour
in

capitalist
society

is
also

alienated
labour,

it
too

im
plies

hum
an

alienation
to

an
extrem

e
degree.

T
his

alienation
appears

prim
arily

as
a

radical
separation

betw
een

labour
and

all
non-”econonhic”

hum
an

activities.
T

he
overw

helm
ing

m
ajority

of
the

citizens
of

a
capitalist

society
w

ork
not

because
they

like
their

trade,
because

they
fulfil

them
selves

in
their

w
ork,

because
*

S
ee,

fo
r

ex
am

p
le,

th
e

description
of

the
d
k
p
ii’e,

co
m

m
u

n
al

lab
o

u
r

in

D
ah

o
m

ey
.’

they
regard

it
as

a
necessary

and
adequate

condition
for

the
d
ev

elo
p

m
ent

of
their

physical,
intellectual

and
m

oral
capacities.

T
hey

w
ork,

on
the

contrary,
fro,n

nec(ssiiv,
iii

order
to

satisfy
their

hum
an

needs
other

than
labour.

A
t

the
beginning

of
the

capitalist
system

—
as

still
today

in
a

large
part

of
the

“third
w

orld”—
these

needs
w

ere
reduced,

m
oreover,

to
the

alm
ost

anim
al

level
of

subsistence
and

physical
rep

ro
duction.

A
s

these
needs

grow
bigger

and
as

the
duration

of
w

orking
tim

e
grow

s
less,

the
contrast

betw
een

“tim
e

lost”
and

“tim
e

regained”
becom

es
all

the
m

ore
striking

and
acute.

A
lienation

is
then

expressed
in

the
w

orker’s
total

loss
of

control
over

his
conditions

of
labour,

over
his

instrum
ents

of
labour,

over
the

product
of

his
labour.

T
his

loss
of

control
becom

es
m

ore
m

arked
precisely

in
proportion

as
the

increase
of

relative
surplus-value

re
places

the
increase

of
absolute

surplus-value,
as

the
w

orking
day

is
shortened,

but
at

the
cost

of
a

m
ore

and
m

ore
inhum

an
intensification

and
m

echanisation
of

this
labour.

Shift
w

ork,
w

hich
deprives

the
w

orkers
of

the
norm

al
rhythm

of
the

succession
of

day
and

night,
the

conveyor
belt

and
sem

i-autonia
tion,

the
break-up

of
old

skills,
the

generalisation
of

detail-w
ork,

are
so

m
any

stages
in

this
process

of
alienation.

A
t

the
end

of
this

process
the

w
orker

is
nothing

but
an

insignificant
link

in
tw

o
m

onstrous
m

echanism
s,

the
m

achine
in

the
literal

sense,
i.e.

the
instrum

ents
of

labour
that

crush
him

,*
and

the
social

m
achine

w
hich

crushes
him

no
less

w
ith

its
orders,

its
hierarchy,

its
com

m
ands,

its
fines

and
its

organised
insecurity.

W
ith

the
crushing

of
the

individual
is

associated
the

boredom
caused

by
his

m
echanised

w
ork,

a
boredom

w
hich

ends
by

sapping
the

vitality
of

the
w

orker
at

the
bench,

and
to

w
hich

the
office-w

orkers
too

w
ill

he
subject

in
proportion

as
office

w
ork

becom
es

m
echanised

as
w

ell.t
A

lienation
is,

finally,
expressed

by
the

all-round
com

m
ercialisation

and
atom

isation
of

capitalist
society.

E
verything

is
bought

and
sold.

T
he

struggle
of

all
against

all
im

plies
the

negation
of

the
m

o
s
t

fu
n
d

a
m

ental
and

m
ost

characteristic
of

hum
an

m
otives:

the
protection

of
the

w
eak,

of
the

old
and

of
children;

group
solidarity;

the
desire

for
co-operation

and
m

utual
help;

love
of

one’s
neighbour.

A
ll

the
q
u

ali
ties,

aspirations,
potentialities

of
hum

anity
are

no
longer

realisable

*
In

b
o

th
the

literal
(en

o
rm

o
u

s
in

crease
in

accid
en

ts
at

w
ork)

and
the

m
etap

h
o
rical

sense
of

the
w

ord.

t
“A

h
ard

-w
o
rk

in
g

sem
i-skilled

o
p
erativ

e
learns,

after
tw

enty-fIve
years

on
the

job.
th

at
the

17—
year-old

kid
next

to
him

,
w

ho
ju

s
t

O
uit

high
school

to
so

to
w

ork,
is

m
aking.

w
ithin

a
few

pennies,
the

sam
e

h
o
u
rly

w
age

as
he

is.
A

nd
the

rep
etitio

u
s

arm
m

o
v

em
en

t
he

m
akes

h
o

u
r

after
h

o
u
r

is
ex

cru
ciatin

g
ly

boring.
H

is
fath

er,
he

recalls,
w

as
poor,

but
a

craftsm
an

w
ho

w
as

p
ro

u
d

of
the

b
arrels

he
m

ade.
H

ere
the

m
ach

in
e

has
all

the
b

rain
s,

all
the

reasons
fo

r
p
rid

e.
P

erh
ap

s
th

e
ru

les
also

fo
rb

id
h

im
to

talk
to

w
o
rk

ers
nearby,

or
to

g
et

a
d
rin

k
o
f

w
ater

ex
cep

t
at

th
e

b
reak

p
crio

d
.”9
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except
by

w
ay

of
acquiring

things
or

services
on

the
m

arket:
an

acquisition
process

w
hich

capitalism
com

m
ercialises

m
ore

and
m

ore,

thereby
levelling

and
m

echanising
it.

T
hus,

the
shortening

of
w

orking

tim
e

is
accom

panied
m

uch
less

by
a

grow
th

in
hum

anised
and

h
u
m

an

ising
individual

leisure
than

by
leisure

w
hich

is
increasingly

co
m

m
er

cialised
and

dehum
anised.

R
ecently

som
e

P
rotestant

clergym
en

in
W

est
G

erm
any,

follow
ing

the
exam

ple
of

the
C

atholic
w

orker-priests,
w

orked
for

several
m

onths

in
large

factories.
O

n
the

basis
of

this
experience

they
have

sketched

in
striking

fashion
the

alienated
nature

of
labour

under
capitalism

:

“T
he

attitude
(of

the
w

orkers)
tow

ards
labour

is
usually

negative,

except
for

som
e

craftsm
en,

for
w

hom
the

skill
they

have
acquired

and

the
experience

they
are

constantly
obtaining

still
play

a
certain

part.

A
s

for
the

rest,
they

regard
w

ork
in

the
factory

as
a

necessary
evil.

H
is

job
is

the
w

orker’s
‘enem

y’,
to

w
hich

he
has

to
subm

it
every

day
for

a
long

stretch,
w

ith
all

that
that

im
plies:

m
achines

that
he

m
ust

serve:
the

hierarchy
of

the
enterprise,

from
the

forem
an

to
the

m
anagem

ent,
to

w
hich

he
has

been
handed

over,
w

ithout
any

possibility
of

discussion
(joint

m
anagem

ent,
i.e.

the
w

orks
council,

plays
practically

no
part

in
our

enterprises):
but

also
his

fellow
-

w
orkers,

in
so

far
as

they
them

selves
are

only
integral

parts
of

that

w
orld

w
hich

one
joins

reluctantly
at

the
beginning

of
one’s

stint
and

w
hich

one
leaves

as
though

escaping
at

the
end

of
it.

“T
he

tim
e

spent
in

the
factory

is
regarded

as
a

w
aste

of
one’s

life.

T
he

m
ode

and
form

of
labour

(w
hether

exhausting
physical

w
ork

or
m

erely
the

w
atching

of
m

echanical
processes)

is
not

so
im

portant

as
its

social
status,

w
hich

is
likew

ise
expressed,

in
the

w
orkplaces

w
e

have
com

e
to

know
,

by
the

placing
of

the
w

orker
under

authority,
as

the
m

ere
object

of
decisions

taken
concerning

him

“T
he

w
orker

is
undoubtedly,

in
spite

of
the

trade
unions

and
the

w
orks

councils,
the

w
eakest

feature
of

our
econom

ic
system

:
business

fluctuations,
tem

porary
stoppages

and
crises

find
in

him
their

first

victim
,

threatening
his

job,
w

hereas
they

can
he

absorbed
w

ithout

great
hum

an
dam

age
by

the
other

factors
in

the
production

process.

T
he

feeling
of

insecurity
of

livelihood
and

of
total

dependence
on

an

arbitrary
process

of
evolution

of
our

entrepreneurial
econom

y
is

now
here

so
high

as
in

this
social

stratum
.

.
.

W
ithout

any
doubt

the

urgently
desirable

change
in

the
social

consciousness
of

the
w

orkers

is
conceivable

only
in

conjunction
w

ith
a

real
change

in
their

social

situation.”sl*
[E

m
phasis

ours.]

T
he

class
struggle

N
ever

since
the

division
of

society
into

classes
has

existed
have

m
en

*
Sec

the
analyses,

sim
ilar

in
all

respects,
of

the
position

of
the

w
orkers

in

F
rance.

in
A

.
A

ndrieux
and

J.
L

ignon:
L

’O
uvricr

d’aujourd
‘hui.

resigned
them

selves
to

the
reign

of
social

injustice
under

the
pretext

that
this

could
be

regarded
as

an
inevitable

stage
in

social
progress.

T
he

producers
have

never
accepted

as
norm

al
or

natural
that

the

surplus
product

of
their

labour
should

he
seized

by
the

possessing

classes,
w

ho
thus

obtain
a

m
onopoly

of
leisure

and
culture.

A
lw

ays

and
unceasingly

they
have

revolted
against

this
order

of
things.

A
nd

unceasingly
the

m
ost

generous
spirits

am
ong

the
possessing

classes
have

them
selves

felt
com

pelled
to

condem
n

social
inequality

and
join

the

struggle
of

the
exploited

against
exploitation.

T
he

history
of

m
ankind

is
nothing

but
a

long
succession

of
class

struggles.
T

he
daw

n
of

class
society

w
as

m
arked

by
slave

revolts.
O

nly
the

revolt
led

by
S

partacus
and

the
slave

revolts
in

Sicily
under

V
erres

are
w

idely
know

n.
A

bout
the

sam
e

tim
e,

how
ever,

there
w

as
the

revolt
of

40,000
slaves

w
orking

in
the

m
ines

of
S

pain,
the

revolt
of

the
slaves

of
M

acedonia
and

D
elos,

and,
a

half-century
later,

the

great
revolt

of
the

m
iners

of
L

aurium
,

in
G

reece)
F

rom
the

third

century
A

.D
.

a
vast

uprising
of

slaves
and

im
poverished

peasants
spread

over
the

w
hole

w
estern

part
of

the
R

om
an

E
m

pire
(the

m
ovem

ent
of

the
B

agaudae)
and

N
orth

A
frica

(the
D

onatist
m

ovem
ent).

T
he

im
portance

of
the

part
played

by
these

revolts
in

the
collapse

of
the

R
om

an
E

m
pire

has
usually

been
u
n

d
erestim

ated
)

T
he

spirit
that

anim
ated

them
w

as
clearly

grasped
by

the
A

rab
chronicler

A
bu

Z
ak

aria,
w

ho
w

rote
as

follow
s

about
the

D
onatists:

“T
hey

hate
the

m
asters

and
the

rich,
and

w
hen

they
m

eet
a

m
aster

riding
in

his
chariot

and
surrounded

by
his

slaves,
they

m
ake

him
get

dow
n,

put
the

slaves
in

the
chariot,

and
oblige

the
m

aster
to

run
on

foot.
T

hey
boast

that
they

have
com

e
to

re-establish
equality

on
earth,

and
they

sum
m

on
the

slaves
to

liberty.”94
T

he
invasions

of
the

V
isigoths

in
the

B
yzantine

E
m

pire
w

ere
lik

e

w
ise

accom
panied

by
slave

revolts,
notably

those
of

the
m

iners
in

T
hrace.95

L
ater

(820—
823)

a
new

and
terrible

revolt
broke

out
in

the

B
yzantine

E
m

pire,
helped

by
the

poor,
w

hich
the

E
m

peror
M

ichael
If

could
only

crush
after

three
years

of
fighting.

In
the

sam
e

period,
an

arm
y

of
black

slaves
used

by
the

A
rabs

to

drain
the

S
hatt-el-A

rab
rose

in
revolt

(868)
and

held
out

for
fifteen

years
against

the
im

perial
arm

ies.
A

gain,
w

hen
com

m
ercial

and

m
anufacturing

capital
revived

slavery
overseas

in
its

m
ost

abject

form
s,

there
w

ere
m

any
insurrections,

such
as

th
at

led
by

S
oerapati,

in
Java

(1690—
1710),

those
of

the
in

d
ian

s
in

B
olivia

(1686,
1695,

1704,

1742,
and

1767)
and

that
ol’

the
B

lack
Jacohins

of
H

aiti)’

T
he

peasants,
crushed

by
lab

o
u

r-serv
ices

or
land-rent,

them
selves

endeavoured
m

any
tim

es
to

shake
off

the
yoke

of
exploitation.

T
he

entire
history

of
A

ntiquity—
-of

E
gypt,

Ju
d

aea,
A

thens
and

R
om

e—
is

filled
w

ith
peasant

revolts
against

usury,
indebtedness

and
the

co
n

cen

tration
of

property.
In

the
P

ersian
E

m
p
ire

of
the

S
assanids

the
fifth
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M
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and
sixth

centuries
A

.D
.

show
the

m
ovem

ent
of

the
M

azdakites,
w

ho

dem
anded

com
m

unity
of

goods,
abolition

of
all

privileges
and

p
ro

h
ib

i

tio
n

of
the

killing
of

any
living

thing.
T

his
is

no
doubt

w
hy

historians
in

the
service

of
the

possessing
classes

call
them

“barbarians”
and

“degenerates”.
T

hroughout
C

hinese
history

the
reigning

dynasties
w

ere
o
v
er

throw
n

by
revolts

of
the

oppressed
peasants.

T
he

dynasties
of

H
an

and

M
ing

w
ere

them
selves

dynasties
established

by
peasant

leaders,
w

ho

at
first

strove
to

com
bat

not
only

landed
property

but
even

usurer’s
and

m
erchant

capital
as

w
ell.97

T
he

fourteenth
century

in
W

estern
E

urope

w
as

m
arked

by
“jacqueries”

in
nearly

every
country:

F
rance,

B
ritain,

F
landers,

B
ohem

ia,
S

pain,
etc.

T
he

sixteenth
century

saw
the

d
ev

elo
p

m
ent

of
the

great
G

erm
an

peasants’
w

ar,
w

ith
com

parable
social

tendencies
in

the
tow

ns,
w

here
the

boldest
revolutionary

ideas
appeared

w
ith

T
hom

as
M

flnzer
and

the
A

nabaptists.
T

he
history

of
Japan

in

the
seventeenth

and
eighteenth

centuries
w

as
punctuated

by
a

long

series
of

peasant
risings

against
the

increased
exploitation

to
w

hich
the

peasants
w

ere
subjected

as
a

result
of

the
generalisation

of
m

oney

econom
y.

N
o

less
than

1,100
insurrections

occurred
betw

een
1603

and

l8
5
3
.

F
inally,

the
sm

all
craftsm

en,
their

journeym
en

and
their

hirelings,

the
ancestors

of
the

m
odern

proletariat,
rose

up
against

both
the

lack

of
political

rights
in

the
great

tow
ns

and
their

exploitation
by

m
erchant

capital.*
it

w
as

not
only

the
craftsm

en
of

the
F

lem
ish

and
Italian

cities

of
the

M
iddle

A
ges

w
ho

w
aged

such
struggles,

but
also

the
craftsm

en

of
the

cities
of

the
Islam

ic
E

m
pire,

am
ong

w
hom

the
pow

erful
in

ter

national
m

ovem
ent

of
the

C
arm

athians
had

in
the

ninth
century

A
l).

w
elded

together
all

the
progressive

ideas
of

the
age,

and
w

hich
w

as

continued
in

insurrections
by

tow
n

guilds
in

A
natolia

and
Istanbul

right
dow

n
to

the
seventeenth

century.’°°
T

his
m

ovem
ent

even
su

c

ceeded
in

establishing
a

com
m

unist
stale

in
B

ahrein
and

the
Y

em
en

w
hich

survived
for

over
a

hundred
years

(from
the

eleventh
to

the

tw
elfth

century).
W

hy
did

all
these

m
ovem

ents
fail

in
their

attem
pt

to
abolish

social

inequality;
either

being
defeated

or
else,

if
victorious,

them
selves

reproducing
social

conditions
sim

ilar
to

those
against

w
hich

they

revolted?1’
ecau

se
m

aterial
conditions

w
ere

not
yet

ripe
for

abolishing

social
exploitation

and
inequality.

*
T

h
e

first
w

orkers’
strike

recorded
by

history
w

as
th

at
of

E
gyptian

w
orkers

w
h
o

w
ere

w
o

rk
in

g
,

ab
o
u
t

1165
B

.C
..

u
n
d
er

R
am

eses
Ill,

at
D

ch
r-el-M

ed
in

a.

o
n

the
w

est
b
an

k
o

f
th

e
N

ile,
n

ear
T

h
eb

es.

O
ne

m
ay

q
u
o
te

in
th

is
co

n
n

ectio
n

th
e

ev
o
lu

tio
n

of
the

C
atholic

m
onasteries

n
w

hich
co

m
m

u
n
ity

o
f

g
o
o
d
s

w
as

at
first

estab
lish

ed
,

an
d

th
at

o
f

th
e

C
zech

city
o

f
T

ab
o
r.

W
hen

th
is

city
w

as
first

set
u

p
.

p
eo

p
le

h
ad

to
give

u
p

all
th

eir

p
o
ssessio

n
s,

d
ep

o
sitin

g
th

em
in

“p
u

b
lic

g
rav

es”;
b

u
t

petty
co

m
m

o
d

ity
p
ro

d
u
c

tio
n

reap
p
eared

a
few

y
ears

later.’°’

T
he

absence
of

classes
in

m
an’s

pre-history
is

explained
by

the

fact
that

the
social

product
w

as
there

broadly
equivalent

to
the

necessary
product.

T
he

division
of

society
into

classes
corresponds

to
a

developm
ent

of
the

productive
forces

w
hich

already
allow

s

of
the

constitution
of

a
ccrtain

surplus,
but

not
yet

enough
to

ensure
for

the
w

hole
of

society
the

leisure
needed

to
exercise

functions

of
social

accum
ulation,

O
n

the
basis

of
this

inadequate
developm

ent

of
the

productive
forccs,

the
reappearance

of
social

inequality,
of

the

division
of

society
into

classes,
even

w
here

this
division

had
been

for
a

m
om

ent
abolished,

could
not

in
the

long
run

be
avoided.

It
is

the
capitalist

m
ode

of
production

that,
by

the
extraordinary

advance
of

the
productive

forces
w

hich
it

m
akes

possible,
creates

for
the

first
tim

e
in

history
the

econom
ic

conditions
needed

for
the

abolition
of

class
society

altogether.
T

he
social

surplus
product

w
ould

suffice
to

reduce
extensively

the
w

orking
tim

e
of

all
m

en,
w

hich
w

ould

ensure
an

advance
of

culture
that

w
ould

enable
functions

of
accu

m
u

lation
(and

of
m

anagem
ent)

to
be

exercised
by

the
w

hole
of

society.

T
he

conscious
organisation

of
labour,

already
objectively

socialised

by
capitalism

,
becom

es
an

indispensable
condition

for
a

new
all-round

developm
ent

of
the

productive
forces.

T
he

developm
ent

of
the

capitalist
m

ode
of

production
does

not

create
only

the
econom

ic
conditions

for
the

abolition
of

class
society.

It
likew

ise
creates

the
social

conditions.
it

produces
a

class
w

hich

acquires
a

m
ajor

interest
in

abolishing
every

form
of

private
o
w

n
er

ship
of

the
m

eans
of

production
because

it
possesses

none,
T

his
class

at
the

sam
e

tim
e

gathers
in

its
hands

all
the

productive
functions

of

m
odern

society.
T

hrough
its

concentration
in

big
factories

it
acquires

by
instinct

and
experience

the
conviction

that
it

can
defend

its
lot

only
by

assem
bling

its
forces,

by
exercising

its
great

qualities
of

o
rg

an
isatio

n
,

co-O
peration

and
so

lid
arity

.
T

o
begin

w
ith,

it
uses

these

qualities
to

take
from

the
em

ployers
a

larger
share

of
the

new
value

it
creates.

It
fights

for
a

shorter
w

orking
day

and
for

higher
w

ages.

B
ut

soon
it

learns
that

this
struggle

can
prove

effective
in

the
long

run

only
on

condition
that

the
entire

dom
ination

of
C

apital
and

its
S

tate
is

challenged
*

*
In

T
he

T
ow

n
L

ab
o

u
rer.

J.
L.

an
d

B
.

H
am

m
o

n
d

d
escrib

e
g

rap
h

ically
how

in
th

e
n
in

eteen
th

cen
tu

ry
th

e
S

tale
w

as
w

holly
at

the
service

of
C

ap
ital.

En
th

e

areas
of

C
aerp

h
illy

and
M

erth
y

r
T

ydfil
the

only
m

ag
istrates

w
ere

tw
o

iro
n

-

m
asters

w
ho

had
co

n
tin

u
ally

to
sit

in
ju

d
g
m

en
t

[!j
on

th
eir

ow
n

w
orkers.

T
h
ese

sam
e

m
ag

istrates
w

ere
resp

o
n
sib

le
fo

r
ap

p
ly

in
g

th
e

law
s

w
hich

fo
rb

ad
e

[!l
th

em
to

em
p

lo
y

the
tru

ck
system

.
T

h
e

sam
e

w
riters

d
escrib

e
the

m
o

v
em

en
ts

of
tro

o
p
s

in
in

d
u
strial

areas
w

hich
“cam

e
to

resem
b
le

a
co

u
n
try

u
n
d
er

m
ilitary

o
ccu

p
atio

n
.

.
.

:
soldiers

w
ere

ro
v

c
d

ab
o

u
t

in
acco

rd
an

ce
w

ith
flu

ctu
atio

n
s

in

w
ages

or
em

p
lo

y
m

en
t.”2


