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In our first chapter we analyzed
the vulgar economics that makes up
about one-fourth of the Rand School’s
correspondence course in “The Fun-
damentals of Socialism.” Before we
proceed to our next topic we take
this occasion to remark that we have
no means exhausted ' the ignor-
ance disptayed 1n th.
three lessons that Berenberg devotes
to that subject. But we will forbear,
and to the next of the three
main types of ignorance into which
the course is divided, the ignorance
ol the mechanism of history and his-
torical materialism,
this analysis we will take up the first
the author's three
eries. namely the discovery of “Ma-

by

ol economics

turn

In the course of

of great  discov-

terial Determinism.”

“Historical materialism is in a cer-
tain sense all there is to Marxism.”
S0 speaks lLabriola. and. this being
true, we are indeed approaching holy
i Q!'ulllll’l.

“Materiai Conception of History”
is the tempting title of Lesson 1V,
of Berenberg’s course, but as we have
already gotten inklings oi the nature
of that lesson from passages in ear-
lier ones, we approach it with min-
gled anticipation and dread.

“Everything Changes."

Already in Lesson 11. were
treated to our Jirst glimpse oi Beren-

we

which people earn their daily bread
changes.” (The grammar is not our

,to think that legal and juridical re-
i lations, ol property, social
structures, religion, morality and the
like .tend to remain stationary — so
much so that a revolution is neces-
sary at intervals to wipe them out
and substitute new ones.

Marx thinks that the ONLY thing
that tends to change by uself is the

forms

economic foundation, the material
forces of production. Berenberg
shows that “everything changes,”

and grudgingly admits that “EVEN"
the economic foundation is subject
to this
change.

universal law  of automatic

TR s VT easy- 0. see..thus —earty
hrand of Socialism will not be revo-
bti(mary. for the Marxian “dogma”
af the necessity of revolutions is
based upon the belief in the unchange-
ability of the 'social structure (of
law, government, morality, and the
like). which unchangeability acts as
a hindrance or detter upon the ever-
changing economic foundation until
that foundation, through the class
indentified with it, rises in revolt
against these static fetters and against
the ruling class indentified with them.
To Marx's theory then revolution is
an integral necessity.

Revolution a Luxury.

But Berenberg believes in the ten-
dency to change that is innate in
such conserving and conservative in-
stitutions as law, government, re-
ligion and the like. and as an after-
thought admits (with the qualifica-
tion of an eloquent “Even”) that the

economic foundation al%s changes.
This is very convenient, for ii the
economic foundation remained sta-

tionary while the social superstruc-
ture changed, a revolution might nev-
ertheless have to be occasioned by
the superstructure, lest the unchang-
ing mode of making a living become
a fetter upony the changing super-
structure,

Obviously then. to Berenberg's sys-
tem, revolution is not a necessity, At
best it is a superfluous luxury, and
we will not be surprised to find when
we come to his last and greatest in-
vention that that invention is “The
Bloodless Revolution a la Beren-
berg."”

However, the reader will have to
be patient for a while, for we are de-
termined to finish our analysis ot
“Material Determinism” and divers
other matters, before we treat our
reader to that other greater inven-
tion.

The Discovery.

Berenberg leads up to his discov-
ery gradually. Modestly enough. he

calls Lesson VI. (in which the great
contribution fe formulated), by the
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“Materialist
in place of
theory, “Ma-

old Marxian
Conception of
the name of h
terial Determiny m.”

He begins Lef6on VI. by summing
up what he hae so far shown, tha.
the worker is “dgirauded” of part of
his product, a sumpmary, which Marx,
in his intolerance, would have called
2 “flummery oi spcial justice.” Then
asks the question

he (Berenberg)

which follows logically irom Deren-
hergian economi¢s, namely, “Why
do the capitalistp not realize this

wrong, and of their own accord help
the worker?” {

He proceeds t@ answer his own
question by explai!ning that there are
different views ofl what is right and
what is wrong. '

“The Socialist's gxplan:\tinn of these
difierent points of view is this:

SMATERIAL CONDITIONS DIE-

TERMINE THE ACTIONS OF
HUMAN BEINGS.”
“This is a law of human nature.”

And “This law of' human nature the
Socialists  call *‘MATERIAL DE-
TERMINISM. " | (How modestly
he speaks, for he s the first “Social-
ist” to call the law by that name!)

But the real s[jtement of his fa-
mous jormula cotnes a little later,
one of which we gqhall note with in-
terest, namely:

bergian dialectic under the head of “MATERIAL DETERMINISM

“Evolution.” Here the author says: | DECREES THA SELF-INTEK-
“The world does not remain sta- FST COMES FIRST"

tionary. [Everything moves, shiits, Shop-Keeper j Philosophy.

changes. EVEN the methods by | This then is B enhergian materi-

alism, the type of fnaterialism which
the church and the!academy have al-

own.) ways pretended was the essence of
Surely, this is a substantial jm- | Marxism, and whih the Marxists
provement on Marx. Marx seemea |Prior to Berenberg] have always re-

pudiated as un-Markian—a material-
ism that sums itsel§ up in the word
“seli-interest,” a materialism that
leaves no place for ideals, a thor-
oughly vulgar materialism of the
pocket-book, a typs e materialism
that has always associated itseli in
our minds wihﬁ the timid and crafty
petty hogrgeoisie, the small shop-
keeper—eager {orgdalicad, feariui of
ri~king toe much 0: his little store,
impervious to idealS, never risking‘.
long chances and generous sacrifices, |
carefully calculating the cost of each |
move and the narrow margin of prof-
it involved.

lerenberg’s mtaerialism precludes |

of the term). It corcurs in the bour- |

has his price.” *“Ygu can’'t get some-
thing for nothing.” “I'm not in bus-
iness for love.” “How much is in it
for me?” 1In the bourgeois world,
art, and science, vi{tuc and integrity,
votes and reputatiops and the bodies
of women are sale@ble comnodities.
And the p]l“oaoph){ of the bourgeoi-
sie, more especially [of the petty bour-

geois who cannof think in large
| terms and never has his imagination
| stirred by vast vertures, huge flota-
'tions of stock, gigantic swindles. — |
. his philosophy is 2 product of this
degrading result of the profit system
{where everything s saleable, where
| “seli-interest comes first.”

| But this is a fag ¢ry from the ma-
| terialism of Marx and the Marxians.
|

| Marxian Materialism.

“When Social-Democrats call them-
selves materialists, they only want to
emphasize their view that they re-
fuse to acknowledge anything which
pretends to lie beyond human cogni-
tion in a metaphysical way.”

So speaks Dietzgen.

In other wordss Marx was a “ma-
terialist” in the philosophical not the
vulgar “sense of that term. He did
not mean that mey were not swayed
by ideal motives, by ideas, by things
contrary to their personal seli-inter-
est.. His own life is a striking disre-
gard of the dictates of self-interest,
and the millions of adherents to the
cause that calls jtself “Marxian” are
millions of examples of sacrifice of
time, of leisure, of position, of free-
dom, and oftentimes of life itself.
while in Russia, ig the name of that
cause a whole pecple, first to weary
of the war, is still battling against
the united imperizlist natious of the
entire world.

Materialism vs. Idealism.

Marx was a materialist in the phil-
osophical sense of that term. He was
an opponént of th¢ philosophy known
as idealism, which is derived from
idea, not ideal. e insisted that we
must explain natiral phenomena in

- ]
when he sums it \lp in words, every

world., Proletarian philosophy has no
room for the supernatural. Proletar-
ian philosophy rejects the belief that

it looks for causes where it finds ef-
fects, namely in the material world.
Proletarian thought rejects that spe-
cies of philosophy which says that
ideas arise spontaneously, that feudal-
ism, was abolished
merely because some man or many
men “got the idea” of a new systemn,
or because the idea came down ifrom
heaven, or because “history’ is a per-
sonified entity capable of itseli hav-
ing an idea which it has always been
striving to attain, by virtue oi which
each change is a move on the part of
the material facts of

for example,

history to bring
life in hine with this idea.

Yet the above are samples of the
idealistic philosophy which Marx re-
jected in favor ol a materialistic phil-
osophy nad they have nothing to do
with the question of whether men are
swayed by ideals or exclusively by
calculating seli-interest.

Berenberg’s “Material Environment.”

Now let us return to Berenberg's
discovery. Lest we be unfair to him,
let us take his two modiiications of
his own law that seli-interest comes
i first.

“Not personal interest alone,” reads
liis first reservation.” but the entire
material environment determines peo-
ples’ conduct. So, for example, any
business man will invariably pay his
personal bills: but will, if hard pressed
cheerfully go into bankruptey to avoid

business man has to do with his whole
material enviromment.)

“So the author,
“artists find that they are painting
not the picture that they want to
paint, but the picture for which there
is a market, in other words, the pic-
ture which the material conditions
force upon them.” (All of which con-
firms us in our belief that M{. Beren-
berg has a thoroughly bourgeois soul
which believes that “material condi-
tious"” are conditions of the market,
and that seli-interest lines up interest
with principle and profit and loss—
in short, that Berenberg’s “Material-
i is pocket-book materialism.)

again,” continues

s

Ideology in History.

Then there is a second reservation
in which Berenberg admits that ah-

idealismn (used in the every day sense |Stract ideas {(and- eventhat form oi

them known as ideals) do occasion-

geois concept of dinking, e doh man ally influence people to “dety material

s > Ler how Berenberg declared that
cond » e a . A
:::“:t'x)ons (Whatever that may {everything changes, “EVEN the
g | hods by which people earn their
“Th " RT L P
. There hav.'c been,” he ‘dffmb"dmlv bread,” while Marx leclared
men who died rather than oifend !, , -

their consciences. Artists and writers
who starved rather than paint or write

build a law on them. They must be
regarded as exceptions to the law.”

Yet Marx has built a law on them.
And Marx does not regard them as
unexplainable exceptions. Nor does
Marx, nor can any one who examines
the facts of life believe that the belly
and the pocket-book determine human
history and that seli-interest comes
Tirst.

History Refutes Berenberg.

History is an overwhelming refuta-
tion of the cheap absurdities of this
mechanical pocket-book materialism
of Berenberg. When the Belgians
as one man to meet the “in-

vader” was each soldier measuring

rose

God decides the conduct of men, and

vaying business obligations.” (At this|, . .
TR ’ institutions had become a fetter. The
Juncture we are moved to wonder E =
N . manufacturer needed free labor and
what the conduct of this particular 2 r ;
the serf was tied to the soil. Hence

¥ ture of law, government igi
the trash that sells. Yet these in-| .. SINNCEminY, “telgion,
B SRR It is i bl morality and the like tend to re-
8 ces are arc. 1MpPOSsi . . . .
S S DROSBIDIC RO ain stationary, un til this su-

e

ERG DISCOVERS "MATERIAL DETERMINISM"

futation of Berenberg's law of “Ma-
terial Determinism,” which decrees
“that self-interest comes first.” Does
the revolutionist going to jail meas-
ure his experience in terms of seli-
interest? When a man joins the Com-
munist Party after the “raids” we
have just witnessed, does he not laugh
at  calculating seli-interest? Our
movement, based on a materialistic
philosophy, is an idealistic movement.
(Class c¢onsciousness and the emanci-
pation oi the working class are tre-
mendous and inspiring ideals. Else
Communist would be a stool-
pigeon. For there's more money in it.

So Marx, in place of ignoring or
denying the force of ideology in hu-

every

man history, recognizes it, insists that
it is an ever-present phenomenon, and
exnlains it. It is no “exception” to
the Marxian law of historical materi-
alism. L.ct us see how he explains it.

In the Marxian system the economi.
structure is the basis, the real founda-
tion- of the social structure. Out of
these cconomic relations grow codifi-
cation, sanctification and idealization
in law, morality, rcligion, philosophy,
patriotism, poetry, art and other
forms of social consciousness. These
things Marx calls the superstructure,
because they grow out of and are

built upon the economic foundation.

The Bourgeois Revolution. |
Thus, to select a single example.
fendalismn disappeared and capitalism
took its place only after trade, inven-
tion and discovery had developed a
merchant-trader-manuliacturer class
on whose iurther development feudal

developed the ideology of ireeing the
seri.

The {eudal ruling class, the landed
aristocracy, alone had political power.
But the growing capitalist class need-
ed political power to sweep away
feudal privileges, monopolies, restric-
tions on “freedom of trade” and sim-
hindrances.

And so, to the slogans of “Liberty,
equality, fraternity,” fired by the de-
sire “to free mankind" from feudal-
ismi, to make all men equally “free”
(free to buy and sell labor), to liber-
ate the serf,—the forces oi the bour-
geois revolution, aided by proletariat
and peasantry. moved forward to the
attack upon feudal government, feud-
al law, feudal religion, feudal philo-
sophy and the feudal aristocracy
wlhose cause-as -a-class-was-identified-
with this superstructure.

And the reader will now remem-

ilar

that the economic structure was al-
ways changing, while the superstruc-

perstructure hecomes so great a fet-
ter upon the further development of
economic forces that the economic
forces rise in revolt against the su-
pertstructure, or more accurately.
that the class identified with the de-
veloping economic forces, attempts
to change the fettering superstruc-
ture, and in so doing comes into con-
flict with the class that is identified
with that superstructure.

And a working class ideology of
class-consciousness and class solida-
rity and class loyalty, is a very real
and a very powerful weapon in the
inrther  development  of society.

Therefore, we have builded a Com-

viduals that make up the mass.

terms of the mgtural, the material

Our own movement is a living re-

munist movement, to develop, to crys-is

his own interests in the conflict? If tallize, to direct that ideo] X
Le had stopped to figure it out he this b t‘on i =3 e‘o ogy- And .
would have discovered that all he| ., ;!‘1)010 eﬁar i l"?m B:ren- -
could have “gotten out of it” would onlz ‘thing thit . C;Jncdusmn, The ‘;
be a bullet wound, the loss of an arm terial dctcrminiscan ! lfope - b
or a leg or of life, rotten food, shell %o barness this :;tm ]sef W) & .
shock, veneral disease—surely it was e foe €& .h S atural lorce and use | ¥
not seli-interest that dictated his entry lh ey ﬂ,‘c . :nstead oi TO THE :
et n\-.gm:wg.vr of the world.” A
“But,” cry Berenbergians, “are not hcrg‘?h--r?-]\’: d‘i‘:o?ha,vl ‘?e“ave .Be“’"'
wars fought for foreign markets, for t---rm'.n"? 7 covery. “Material ve-
spheres of influence and exploita-| . - - 38ain haunted by the [©
tion?" feeling thaf we have not begun to ex- | !!
Avye, they are, but the soldiers who ZI::_‘:;tth;d‘jgr;?rancc, d'lsplayed. in the
fight them volunteer for such abstract ;__” ) yr d (. e ot pRe w}“f‘.h Be-
ideas and ideals as patriotism, love of :_ e e.xo'tes to his lesson in vul-
country. They never expect to see i;r,h‘fn:;tc‘;lal'xsmh T"d vulgar philo- )
the products of and often times do not ou,r.c(.*l'\-e: an‘:icos o bdcgm to prepare :
even know enough geography to know oF o ideri il s for‘the task | ¢
the location of, these “foreign mar-|®. cOnsidering t!u B,erenb"g““ class | t€
Kets.” stru_ggle "and his dlsFovery of “col-
Compare the number who profited ledctmsm t?g.ethc.:rnthh "th"e. meth. (H
by the war with the number who it.|°%° of atuliaing ."' a." of which we
Immediately it becomes apparent that shall try to consider in our next. fo
whole masses are moved by a mass all
ideology (emotional ideas, ideals), and | ONE DAY'S WAGE TO THE | g0
not by the seli-interest of the indi- DEFENSE FUND of

| LONG LIVE THE COMMUNIST, &i

PARTY OF AMERICA t lic



