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INTRODUCTION . < T

¢
.

'When Marx and Engels wrote the Communist Manifesto, the idea of socialism

Qa§ pretty much confined to a few small sects in Western Euroge. Today, fully
- e

. one-third of-our species lives in nations that are consciously attempting to

build socialism, and Marxian socialism is the dominant ideology of resistence

in tHe;remainder of the world. It seems reasonable, therefore, to suspect that

we are witnessing @ world historical event of the greatest s{gnificance for

-

humanity: the end‘of class Mile and the emergence of a classless, world socialist

s . .

society. The facts that this transition is as yet incomplete, and that existing
proletarian states exhibit a variety of shortcomings, are not surprising when -

.

! ' . - _ .
it is recalled that capitalism was itself built through centuries of struggle,

- - aret ¢
war,.and revolution. . €§,~ . 4
It is frgquentiy,said that anthropologists should work in the -drterests of

" “their'" [people (see, for example, Weaver 1973). It is also often argued thst

.
&

" these interests should be defined by the "natives" themselves. In-view of these

feelings, it sgems clear that anthropologists should become more concerned with
A 9

this new socialist order which is st}uggling'tOobe born. Just as the earlier mis- ~

E undeystand;ng'and denigiation of "primitive' and ''savage' peoples stimulated

9 * - .

anthropological research into alien life étyles, so the preéent sx§tematic mis-

2

‘understanding and denigration of Cdmmunist and revolutionary movements should

- .

‘stiiuléfe anthropological research to clarify the issues presently faced by our
. A e A

~
—

{ specigs. : \ el

°

b ] . . [

Such research should include studies of the efforts of contemporary.

-«
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.to produce for use rather than private profit. Clearly, existing proletarian

v

.

Ry

pfoletarian states to build socialism and of the struggles of oppressed ,
. . ‘ o
peoples in the neocolonial world to overthrow imperialism. Equally importantly,

however, attention should be devoted to the theoretical clarification of the
. " N R ‘ ! - , - R *
idea of socialism itself. Just what is this socialism which is so compelling

an idee'inqphe cqntemgerary.worfh? . ) \ ' - '
ihie paper attempts to clarify the Marxian COncep;\ofﬂﬁécialism by . | "
placing ié in a_modefn, eeolegieﬁl idiem and viewing social evolution as‘'a K
form of ecological succession which ;ill culminate in a world socialist systeﬁ.
e, ',
Marxian analysis has become increasingly fashionable in redent(}ea;s, but , the
real appeal of Marxism lies.net only in #ts radical critique of the world the
bourgeoisie built, but more imeertently in the manner in whicﬁ it shows ?ow
the dieiectic of the\cepitalist present leads inexorably to the socialist\'~\ ‘
futﬁze. Eefore,proceeding, 1:t me make two points of clarification. . ) s
aFirst, socialism should be-underetood as a classless‘world.soc@al o;der
ip wﬂich the means of production are\ﬁocially owned and demecraticalgy manaéed

-
7

states such'as Russia and China; do no% conform to this conceptign, nor do the

so-called "mixed economies." Socialism does not exist at, the presemt, except

&
@ o

as an idea and a potentiality  inherent in,capitalism .o . .

.
" ~

"Secondly, if socialism is indeed possible, this fact is of tremenddus;”

-

importance to every member of our , species. But thlS is a complex topic on ’

. ¢

which 1nte111gent people can honestly d&sagree, and dlscu551on of thlS 1mpbrtant

topic must be ‘based on the greatest possible degree of freedom, wh1ch a full

P

consideration of all reasonable opinions. For if soc1allsm is hot p0551ble, if

it is 51mply an 1deolog1ca1 weapon used to dece1ve by a new group of. predhCJPus "
s » , )

" would- be rulers,~then this would also be of the greatest 51gn1f1cance.} Irw111

N T

of .course present my qwn‘views as forcefully and persuasiye1y4as possib{e}
o ' e
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This.mayuappear to be a form,of special pleading, or it may appear to be

dobtrinai;e and visionary. If this is so, pérhaps it will stimulate more -
intelligént'discussion‘on this important topic by voices more capablé than -
my own.s N _ . ,
. . . ,
. QLS . SOCIOCULTURKL SYSTEMS IN ECOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE * Ny \ -

IS . / . -

. o - . N
It iswgfeful to adopt a natural history approach and view human '
N ¢ * .

- . 1)

societies as embegded in more inclusive ecosystems, composed of matter,

: energy, and information (Odum 1971;'R%ghardson and McBvby 1976). Ecosystems

may be studi¥d from a variety of perspeétives. T

From a.synecological, or systemic, perspective, an ecosystem is composed
< N . . ) .

of plant and animal commiMeties interacting with abiotic elements to maintain

~

.. a flow of energy through, and a cygling of matter within, the system. Within

the functioning of the total system, eacp species plays a aistagctive role, its
. ecoiogical niche. .All species'inéé;act with, and influence, 311 the others, \
‘ but.thié.influence iginot equal. Frquently, one or'a few‘;pecies, the .

ecological déhinan;s, will exert a major contleling influence on the system.
. <55 a who}e. ‘The ecosysfem is Leﬁt in continual motion by the flow of eneféy

3

througﬁ the system. This motion} in turn, produces botH stability and change

in the system itself. We may disfinguish between change in the componenté-bf

the system, and change in the system i}seif.

. Change.within the component;EPecies making up an ecosystem inciudes
1 . P s R

both developmenial cﬁange withifi the life cycle of the species in question, and .

evolutionary change. The latter, genetic ‘evolution, is a matter of. change in
! . - l . .

the statfsticaf frequency pf genetic information in the gene pool of the species,.

A}

. brought about by mutation,” natural ,selection, and drift.

’ N - ‘
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previously unoccupied niche are very great,snatural selection favors those
: i ke N _

g
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i
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Above the species level, there are two sosts of changes. One, which

we may call ecosysfémic evolution, results from the téndency;'at,the species

~ —d
Pl

leveli-to occupy unoccupied niches. Sinceithe'advgﬁtages of occquiﬁg’é
- o 1 s

E4

M - - - ’ 0' -
. variations which are best able to exploit the resources of the new niche.

+

»

This alters the selectiVe pressures operating on the portion of the population

which has occupied the new niche, and this, in turh, leads-to niche séparation,

)
! ’

-

specialization, and speciation. The tendency toward complexity in the evolution

e

of ecosystems,'then{'is a logical concomitant of natural seleciién‘a; the
species Ikﬁei. .
. .Another ;ort of ecos}stémic change islecological'éhccgésioq, iq'whiéh
there ére regular.changes in‘the makeup of the plant and animalqé;%ﬁunities

¢

. ' _ : . ‘. ‘ - f
composing an ecosyste. Such ecological succession can be seen, for example,
. 4 ' > : N

- -

if one clears land in the southeastern Uni;ed-Stétes. The grasseé which flogish

¥

in the first few'yeafé are replaced by a mixed grass-éhrub,cbmmunity which,fgsts_

for about 20 years. Gradually, however, the competitive advantage, which longer )

K2R [
4

lived pine trees have in an open, sumny environment ‘leads to a E&gﬁ forest
- - ¢ . . QO -

comhunity from which the grasses and shrubs disappear. The‘pines{ however, in

achieving a position of ecologial dominance, themselves creaté thé conditions
under which they can nqQ longer-reproduce, since the competitive a?vantage of

- \

ines in an oren emuironment i€ lost.in the shade of the mathre pines. tere,
: nyd > \

N ’ ' .
hardwoods such as oak and hichoty have a competitive advantage and as the first

¢ -

genefatiop of pine trees diegkoff, their place is taken by oak and- hickory. ' .

5
» » N

Since the oak-and hickory can reproduce in their own shade, tHe oak history -

. g . £*§
forest represents a ‘mature, stable system, an ecological climax which persists
) b ‘ N , * ' ° . . / f .
indefinitely unless a%{ered by geological or climatic change: L R
. * ~ ) . v )

4
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In add1tlon to the synecologlcal study of %cosystems, it is also useful

for anthropologlcal sc1encq to study _ecosystems from an autecological £ramework

that is, from the standp01nt of a 51ng1e spec1es, in.wur case, Homo sapzeps: 0
R . < , ‘ :

Since-human populations are a1most universally ecological dominants,.such a

study obviously has relevance for understand1ng tHe system as a whole, as well.
We may turn, then, to 160k at the elements of an autecologlcal framework for’
. P ‘ -
ynderstandlng human soc1ety, a framework that not only sees soc1ety as embedded
v A\

: in the:Jarger/ecosystem, but also attempts to sge the §nterna1,features'of

ﬁ.human sodieties in ecological® terms.® ; -
“As noted aboje, ecosystems are composed of?three Sorts-of entities, . o~
. . . ’
matter, energy, and informationf The material entitiesﬁinclude the human '
Fopulatzon and the envzronment Within thlS env1ronment the human'populatlbn o
_occupies a definite ecoZogzcaZ nzche The ecologlcal niche, v1ewed in syn- ) .

ecologjcal terms, is the place of the populatlon in the total'fUnctioning of
- . - T N
the ecosystem.- From an autecologlcal perspectlve, the ecolog1ca1 nlche grows

- out of the specific needs of the populatlon, for certa1n klndé\of food shelter, -

and so forth. The ecologf%al niche, then, 1s made up of those env1ronmbnta1

- “

N .

AN A ’ - .

feat?res which the population requires to satisfy these needs. Such environ-
. . f o » N el *. )
- mental objects.are yse values, which, .in human.populations, is a rather broad ‘e

category. The concept‘gﬁ use value includes: (1) natural use values, such as
. -~ . v,

dir and water; (2) resources,-things.whicharepotentiallx use .vdalues but which_

.must be transformed into culturally acceptable use values through ‘the expenditure

. L L \
of human 1labor energy; (3) consumers’ goods, use values which haye been produced

+ .

by human iabor and which are used d1rect y to’satlsfy human needs, and gA) the

<
-

means of production, use'values which are not used directly to satlsfy human

. L7 .

needs, but are used 1n the process of produc1ng other use values. ™ In addition
L 4

to use values, the enviyonment also conta1ns hazards, anythlng wh1ch threatens .
R e e N e e

Ca e e L : .

ot
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the well-being of the membere qf‘the-populition.

) . . : N 3
’?hermodynamic entities;include the bioenergy system, or the:food

. . . D v
, energy resources upon which the population depends, the ethnoenergy .system,
) . . . Co <
ez/the manper in which human energy is expended in the satisfactien of the

-

needs of the members of the populetion, and\thevauxiliary'energg 3y3tem,

e ¢

-t

or extrasomatlc energy (draft anlmals, f05511 fuels), wh1ch are used 1nstru-

N

mentally by members of the, population. Thgse material and thermodynamic

entities, taken together, constitute the material condftions of Zife. o

The informational sphere includes both genetie and learned - znfbrmatzon.

v

The 1earned 1nformat10n may be acquired through situational Zearnzng, 3octaZ

Zearnzng, and symbolic Zearnzng. The totality of non—genetlc informatidn,

"fhclhding modal perédnali(&, basic values,.world view, foik taxonomies,

'cdghitive‘maps, kinship terminoiogies;'behavieral rules, and technological

. 3 C Lo
strategies, eXisting ip the minds of all the members of the population con-

. stituf{? the cﬁlty?al pedl. *The exp?ession ef this information in verbal eﬁd'

other é;ﬁbolic behavioe'ceﬁstitutes,the manifest cultural éooli . '
The§i various components df'human ecological systeﬁs are.always’inter;’

acting, and‘in the functiening of“the s§§tem, there are a variety of cause and

effect relationships between the various components of the system, but these

need not be considered in deta11 here. .
° * ¢ ’ '
Human cultural evolution exhibits many o6f the characteristics both of
genetic evolution (iﬁ‘tha;.it involves stdtistical changes in the frequency of

3

different sorts of information in the cultural pool of the population), and of
ecos&stemie_evolution (in that it invoives expansion and increased complekity
"due to niche filling). The analogy I would like to pursue in the present dis-

cussion,. however, is that between human cultural evolution and ecological -

sqccession. To do so, let me step back and look again at the processes of .
q -
change in natural (i.e., non- cultural) ecosystems . . :

' . I5s .
. . o 8 - .
* ' » g . '\
o .
. . C. . _
P . . .
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As noted earlier, the entire#§cosystem, including its human componéent,
: . R * ’ !

is kebt in motion by the continual flow'of'energy through the system as green . - —~
. & T
plants hayﬂess solar energy, convert it into plant matter,‘which in turn is =~
, harnessed by herbivores, who in turn are eaten by ¢arnivores, and so on. The

flow of energy through thekecosystem, then, is effected by various organlsms
*~ who eat, and are eaten by, other organlsms., "
» ”

-

- Life 1tse1f may be Viewed as a struggle forvfree.energy, as a temporary

.reversal of the Second Law of Thermodynamlcg, characterlzed by the 1ncorporatlon
- - -
, of greater and greater amounts of energy into¥more and mon:complex biological

-t

sysfems. In this perspective, we may follow Lotka (1945) and see evolution as
\ . . . i - & o ' )
¢ Ooperating according’to a maximization principle, in which natural selection favors
genes which facilitate the harnessing of energy. Natural selebtion also favors
&

genes which contr1bute to greater eff1c1ency in behavior or b1010g1ca1 structure.

Comb1n1ng these we may see a m1n1max1ng pr1nc1p1e as a major explanatory/fev1ce .
1n the understandlng\of biological evolutlon w1th1n'fhe synthet1c theory” of blO-

evolutlon, traits are exp1a1ned by showing how they contriBute to more complete,

- o &.
ut1112atlon of‘env1ronmenta1 energy resources and toward more eff1c1ent use of
L]

available energy.. The minimaxing tendencies of different species may operate in

3

opposite directions (wolves becoming more efficient predators while deer becoming

more efficient at escaping from wolves) or in éomplementary directions, leading ¢

”

» toward qooperatlon between species. . e

°

- ' ThlS necessar11y trgﬁcated d15cu§§10n of the thermodynamlc aQPects ot the '

"struggle foq existence'" is <intended less to shed light on b1010g1ca1 evolution

/e

than to introdute a termodynamic eonception of cultural evolution. All animal

populations are dependent upon the flow of bioenergy through, the ecosy3tem and
/ .

~
-

\also on the'expenditure of their own ethnoenergy in efforts to harness bioenergy,

escape from‘predators, reproduce, and sg on. Hyman populations share is ban-

an1ma1 dependence on bloenergetlc flow and ethnoenergetlc expendlture but ‘human

EKC o o : 3 I -/w

; , - , 1 -q , 1y
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‘ » .-- - F -
populations are alsd dependent ‘upon a particular .form of ethnqenergetic .-

' /
expenditure, labor, "All human populations are dependent upon the ‘expenditure

of human labor energy into systems of produéilon that transform enV1ronmenta1 '

resources into culturally acceptable use values;. We may speak of the labor .
energy expended in*producing-use values as being embodied in these usg values

2N

. . - ~N ’
and when the goods are consumed, we may speak of the consumption of a definite

v L S

amount of 1labor energy. ' It is”

s 1mportant to distinguish thlS deep flow of )

[ A ‘.

ethnoenergy,Jln wh1ch labor energy flows through productive systems, into usé

values, and then back agaln 1nto the human populatlon, from the surface flows

)
-

in day-to day act1v1ty The latter may be seen in all animal popalations, *the
former is the def1n1ng charecteristic of humanity, for, as I haye argued elsé1 yd
where, the unique‘characteristiq;of our species, our'bipedalism,four abilities ¢
to reason and conrersez-even our religious capabilities: afe all adaptatione

to a way of life based on social production (Ruyie 1977¢). Several points

-

about this deep .structure’ of engrgy flows needs to be made. . : ,

First of all, all hgnun life, and all human beings, ‘@Te dependent upon , "

th{e deep flow of/energy "Even when the serisuous world is reduced to a minimum;
to a st1ck " observed Marx and Engels (1939: 16), "1t presupposes the act1on of

produc1ng the st1ck " Further, few human beings produce more than a small per-
centage of the actual*use Value'they consume, and few consume more than a small
percentage of thé use values they produce. This means that human production and

consumption are social activiffes, and that thé€ deep structure of energy flow
~ o . N « . . .

constitutes—an esse 1 substratum.of human social life which-is lacking in

o . ] B S
the social life of monkeys and apes. It is through this deep thermodynamic NN
structure that human beings satisfy their needs for food, clothing, shelter, and

any other needs of a material sort..

Now, just as life itself may ‘be viewed as a struggle for free bioenergy,

so human life may be viewed as a "struggle" for the labor ethnoenergy embodied

t - 3




, ' . ) 2 ) . .
. - v A “~ - -9
vl / _ .
in use values. A major’%;pecf‘ofgaIQ human life is the Wlthdrawal of social
' "\\ 4 /

labor, as embodied in.use values, foom ihp sog!aL product. Since use values,

by definition, satisfy human needs, and §ince for most of our specieé, badic ° -

- 3

.
o -

» -
needs’are not fu%%y met, it follows that there is a genéral tendency.to maximize

. . ' a

control over need satisfying usg,va}ues, or, in thermodynamic terms, to maximize

COD;TOI over the ethnoenergy that provides need-satisfaction. Further, to the:
N - - - /

‘extent that expenditures of labor energy are not in themselves satisfying,-

. .

there will be a tendency to minimize ones own expenditure of labor energy.

_Consequently, we, may speak of a minimax’principle in human behavior, such that

individuals tend to maximize their control over, or consumption of, labor
‘ . -

] .

energy, and minimize their own eigendiiure of labor energy.

. < - : ~
- . A few points of clarification about this minimax-tendency should be
-
‘poted. First of all, .the idea o£~a~miﬁimax tendency does not depend upon the

3

- jdea that human heeds are insatiable, for I believe. this idea to be erroneous
v Y ’

~ 4

~ : ‘
(cf. Mandel 1970:660-664). All that is needed for the principle to be operative

is a desire for.a standard of living 10 percent higher than the existing one.

Y
-

Secondly, it is not assumed that-all human labor is inherenfly unéat%;fying,
for I believe that this idea is also erron96us, and that labor pxpvides pro-

- found satisfactlion to the human animal. But againj all that is feeded is a

.
- .

desire to reduce labor output by 10 percent, a reasonablé enough assumption for

most of human histor&.‘ Third, all members of the population need not exhibit

.

-

A . . 7. . . .. I. -
the minimax tendency equally strongly, for clearly 'there is individual var13F1 n

in fhis_as well as all other pergonality characteristics. Fourth; in speakﬂng
T ™ \ :
) ) j

of a "struggle\ for labor, energy, I do not mean to imply that-everyone,1¥ a

L. et ol o . . i /
social imperialist, ruthlessly satisfying his own needs in opposition to ayl
° te _

others, for need satisfactiom ¢an usually be maximized by cooperation rather

than competition. Finaily, it is not claimed that minimaxing explains every

N
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I will indeed argue that the most significant idspects of cultural evolution |
sare inexplicableAWithout reference to something iige a'mindmaxigg nrincioie;
this does.not mEhn thdt,I.feel that minimaxrng is the onZ% priﬁciple in
opéfetion. ‘ : ' \; . : : N : '
oo fhis concept of a minimaxjng principle underlying human behavfor is

J »
quite similar. to,

I3

&

if not.identical with, the.concept of enlightened self—

. ‘ )
interest of classical political economy

d

-~

’Indeed the concept of a deep .

=structure of energy flow de11neates an area §f inquiry roughly coterm1nous w1th’

N >

that of p011t1ca1 economy, wh1ch "stud1es the sqclaf (inter- personal) relatlons
r ]

of production and dlstrlbutlon. What theSe relatlons are, how tﬁey’change, and

’ 7 ~ * » -

their place in the totality of soc1a1 relatlons" is the subject matter of
. . R )

political economy (Sweezy 1968 3) e o "

P ) . N .
There are a number of, areas in.which thlS minimax tendency has extremely
Ny -

¢

-

N e

impor tant cons equer;c es.
' .

First of a11,
N\

ig underlies the progressive’ deVelopment

L ‘ .

There are two aspects to this development. .

of the forces, of social production.
First, it' is a movement to gréater efficiency;’more:yse y:kue§°can'be

'Qroduced per unit ‘of labor expended Second there is an emergent quality, in

that new k1nds of use va;ues can be pro uced' \\guc
Another consequence of the minimax tendency i lo related to the

f1rst and has to do with the rblaizons of productlon Clearly, the indiv1dua14

-
can Jpaximize his own benefits by cooperatzon in productlon, wh1ch allows
‘ ¢ AN ‘.
greater eff1c1ency gnd also allows, more dlfferentlklnds of th1ngs to be done,

4 <

by the division of’ labor, which permits spec1allzatlon and greater efficiency,’

’ -

and by reciprocity, the.mutual sharing of the productssof-laborh The Tresult
,J - ° n , . o
.is the emergence of syStems of mutual 1nterdegendence Participation in a

13

e system of soclal production is in accord with the en11ghtened self- 1nterest of ,

» v
- N -

the individual, because such particlpatlon enables the Lnd1v1dua1 to maximize.
c p : ¥

4




his benefits and minimize his energy,costs.. In speaking here of the

"enliﬁﬁ?ened self-&nterest of the individual, I do not meam to imply that
Ce, N
" each 1nd1v1dua1 enters tge system.w1th a well formed idea of what #is "1nterests"

. &
. « .

are. ,This is ‘obvidusly not the case. People enter social systems as infants,
- e A .
'unipformed individuals who are molded by society. Such molding,.however,

takes place within fairly ndrrow limits, limits which approximate quite closely
. . . . ‘\‘ . N -
what an outside observer would call "enlightened self-interest'.
. > . i H . s .

.

* Another consequence of the minimax tendency is the emergence of ex-
. o
ploitation, and of a predatory niche, involving living by exploiting the Iabor

of others. ‘This requires some explanation.
‘ .

D)

When‘people expehd energy in production,,and consume energy in the form

>

of use values, they are doing more than interacting -with the environment. They

are interactiné with each other. The flow of labor energy from producer into

~use values and .then into- consumers is a flow of energy from producers to *

<

consumers Thermodynamlc analy51s, therefore, prov1des a way of measuring

quantitatively the social relatlons of prodJZtlon and consumptlon This may,

be done most parsimoniousiy by simply meas;rlné the Qmount of energy a given
individual,group, or class expehos in production (E), and the amount of energy"
_the same individual, group, or class consumes 1n the form of use valoes (D).

If the 1atter 1s‘more than the former lwe may e;eak of surpius {é -«f\ E).

This surplus must come from somewhere and, since no new energy is-created by
~ ’ - -
productlon, it can only came from other members*of ‘the populatlon " The surplus

T
- f

accruing to one part of the population, therefore myst be extracted from other

~

members of the population, where it appears as a def1c1t, or negative SUTPIUSﬁ
. & « ' , d h\
The extraction of surplus is in accord with the minimaxing tendency of those

who receive' surplus, but it runs counter to the minimaxing tendencies of

those from whom the,surplus is "extracted. On theoretical grounds, therefore,

©

e would expect that the d1fferent1a1 flow of energy to the surplus extractlng

13




)

portion of the population would be'associated with conflict. And this is.

indeed the case. "I know of no case where. an appreciable amount of surplus is

sy - - - ¢ .

extracted from a population without the use of force by the surplus extracting

population. In such situations, therefore, we are justified in speaking of

.

"exploitation, which we may define as the forcible extraction of surplus- from
- 3 i -

a‘class of producers by a class of non-producers. “

. Earlier, mention was made of the concept of ecological niche, or the*

.

manner in which a’given population is attached to the flow of energy through
<. ~ v,

~ -

"an ecosystem. It is fruitful, I think, to extend this concept to‘classes
within human populations, and speak of a socio-ecological niche as the manner
in which a given class is attached to the flow of labor energy through the
Jhumﬁn eco}ogical system. There are myriad‘different-possihi}ities, but it is
important to recogniae three\tundamentaliy different kinds of socio-ecological

ndches. First, there is the Bdgic producer niche, which inyolves expending

.energy into a product1ve system and w1thdraW1ng an equ1va1ent amount of energy

in the form of use vahlues (E = I). Second there 1s what we may call an

‘e .

.

: epooiter niche (E'€ I))\ which involves extracting energy from a productive

%%% _ system w1thout a correspon 1ng labor expend1ture into. the system. Finally,

- there is the explozted prod er nzche (E » I), which involves expending energy
. 4

into a system and withdrawing’ 1ess energy, the surplus going to a predacious

.
,

ru11ng class in the explolter nLche. .

3

o
o ’ P>

The basic producer niche was, until about five or ten thousand years ago,
ot ; .

the only niche occupred by members of our’ species. It is now occupied by small

populatlons of hunters and gatherers and hortlculturlsts on the geographlcal

M

per1phery of c1v1112at10n. The predator n1che is occupled by ru11ng classes

and their retainers in historic and contemporary civilizations. The exp101ted

K4
.

producer niche ls*bccupled by peasants, serfs, and slaves in historic civiliza-

-

-

tlons and by workers in contemporary society. . <o Tee 0

ERIC 14 L
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We shall examine the predator niche and its occupants in greater detail
shortly. Certain points may be made, however, at this time. The flow of .

energy to the ru11ng class results from the efforts of'the members of the

1

- v

rulmg class who expend energy not 1nto- the productlve system but’gather ingo
" an exp101tat1ve system made up of def1n1te exp101tat1ve*techn1ques and
v definite institutions of violence and though control. This exploitative_

system, then, is for the %uling class the functional equivalent of ‘the “pro-
. v
N . '
ductive system for a population of basic producers; it is consciously manipulated

by the rulers for their own ends. These ends include a much higher return on .
3 , . a
energy expended in exploitation than that expgnded in production by the direct
\ .
S - N [

producers, and a much higher per ‘capita consumption of labor energy for the

exploiters. Movement into the exploiter niche, then, is in accord with the

minimaxing principle. 2 "Since the rulers are consciously manipulating the
e
system for their own ends (altheugh they 40 not necessarily conceptualize this

.

. as exploitation) we are Just1f1ed in termlng such a system as a system of class
"rule. However, the exploited producing'cJasses resist exploitation in various

ways, so that class struggle between exploiter and exploited is a ubiqujtous
- “ - . . . é ! , .
. - . . L] .
feature of all %ystem;\&f class rule. . AR

-~

2 i

¥ 4
B

SOCI®CULTURAL EVOLUTION AS ECOLOGICAL SUCCESSION

N b - . .

The qyefation'ofAthe minimax principle, then underlies the major trends

A

in human cultural evolution: the progressive development of society's productive
— - . i . R S .

forces~and the emergence of‘systems of exploitation ahd class struggle. The

former of these processes occyrs in all social systems, although the st}ength

varies in different types of social structures. The latter is manifested ;,.

'y

only in particular kinds of ecological situations, namely in latge, dense

- ‘ - . - N
. . |
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e . . .
qc

populatlons of an 1ntermed1ate range. of cultural development Class rule does

v

'a . °

N system-has definite barr1ers against the emergence of exploltatlon Class
L ]

ru1e wlll disappear in the-:jtpre 'when analygous barriers are erected against

-the continuation of exploitdtion. This process of 'the emergense,,develdpment,
7: . ’\ ’ A} C ’ ) vr
;and overthrow of class rule forms the foundation for the succession of human

.
0y

,fecological types, each marked by distinctive productive systems, social

) ggstructp;es, and ideological features or complexes.
, £ . . ' . .
In broad outline, we may distinguish four types of human ecosystems, '

~

£ e
corresponding to the four epochs of human history; primitive communism, ) o

i feudalism, the world capitalist system, and the'world;socialist system.
> 1 o

' The earliest social order of our species was the primitive comm

- - [l
" o .

. “the huntipg and gathering world, marked,hy an equal obligation of all to
'} . participate in social labor, by a rough equality in consumption, and by unimpeded
’\\. access to strategie resources, to violence, and to the sacred and supernatural.

Social order was rooted in a common dependence on a, system of social production.

Primitive communism endured, no ddubt, for m1ll1oﬁ§”’f years, and it was

during\these millions of years of life within a primitive communlst soc1al .

order tha _humanity evolved its present morphological and psychologlcal nature . 4\\
L\

\ - ( £
characteristics. . :
’ - v

There is_strong resistence among anthropologists to the use of the term

)

"primitive communism" to refer to the egal1tar1an soC1al orders of hunters and

- e L

gatherers, end, to the best of my knowledge, Leacock is about the only major

<

American anthropologist who is w1ll1n?,to use the term C1972)a ‘Several points

b '

of. clar1f1catlon, then, need to be made concerning the conoep

- ~

~ >

- » First, the ad;ect1ve“"pr1m1t1ve" is used 1ntent1o lly, w;\h a dual, .

meaning. Prrm1t1ve communism is "pr1m1t1ve" in the sense "or1g1nal". This
o ‘&. LR . <
was the original social order of our .species, gnduring as the only social order

[c - 16 L

-
* e - -

not appear among hunters and gatherers, because the .nature of the product1ve L ~;) ‘




-

o

.~ Y from Australopitheoine times to the emergence of the earliest systems of

.
*o, e

class rule ahout 10,000 years ago. Mo

Fr1m1t1ve communlsm is primitive also in the sense of rudlmentary and
vt 2
»e‘ ~ D
undeveloged., Thls was\by,ho’means a perfect social order. The forces of
, e o
. N & N
social pwoduction were weakly 'developed and life, while not quite "nasty,

brutish, and short"‘left mpch;toabe desired from the stangpoint,of such things
> - . ‘ A '
ae,infant.mo;tality, life expedtancy, and.care of the sick and aged. Further,

although society was egalitarian in the sense that everyone had an equal
obllgatlon to part1c1pate in social productien and an equal claim on the social

«

product, there were also sex and age h1erarch1es marked, by exploitation and
oppression. Further, although private property in the bourgeois sense did
> , ’ - . .

not "exist, and although there was unimpeded access to the strategic resources,

art1c1es of consumpt1on were owned as personal possessions.

4

4Finally, the pr1m1t1ve commqne was not necessarily 1nhab1ted by "noble
. N

savages'', although there was probably a h1gher'1n§1dence of human decency in

primitive communism than in later systems of class rule. _Consequently,

s

N

conflicts and quarr did ocfur, most typically between males over females «\\
t

(who were important sources of labor). Conflict resolving mechanisms were no

; ’ il - "\ . .‘ - o- . -l
always sufficient to keep these from erupting into violence. But this violence

- . - °
- A .

was between equals, and not the one sided violence characteristic of class rule.

Balancing these negative fiatures were positive ones. The gross in-

.

‘equalities in conditions ofxlife and in opportunities for self-development,

-
‘

_the dom1nat10n of one person by another, repressive 1nst1tutlons such _as

prisons, police, the State, and thE Church wh1ch character1ze later systems

of c}ass\rule, were’lacking,in primitlve commmism. Many writers have also

remarked on the "1i5e<:y, equality, and fraternity“,of primitive communism,” on

the h1gh values placedmbn equa11ty, shar1ng, freedom, and oooperatlon (Leacock
, ;x lé 2; Lee 1969 Diamond 1974 Morgan 1964; Lensk1 1970).
ERIC - . 17 |
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) Pr1m1t1ve communlsm is a social order occurlng typ1ca ly among“hunters

> -~ "

and gatherer:[f\Although it also occurs among some hort1cu1tur15ts (Morgan s

-

Iroquois, th

I3

{type example of pr1m1t1ve communlsm, were already at the . . .

VN . N ~

horticulturis stage), the Neolithic Revolutlon and the transition.to food

e

productlon cyeated ‘copditions undermlnlng the primitive communlsm of the ‘Tk:
P

hunting and gathererlng world. The transition to horticulture was accompanled . i

2
i

by what Lenski called an "ethical regression",~marked by an increased in;idence;

of‘warfare, ineqhality, headhunting, scalp-taking, cannibalism, , and othef N

"ba baric" practices (1970:235- 236) R s o

3
v

N

7 .
This, then, was the era of the b eaking-up of the primitive commune

- . d

and tha emergence of a new soc1a1 order, class rule. As popuIations~became 2

sedentary, the bonds of~inte{dependence that held together the
“g " ’
pr1m1t1ve ommune weakened and a new socioecological’niche opened, that of

€

7 !
4
4
@ N .o %

. - . |
‘In contnast to the rough equality of consumption in primitive communism,
. ‘ ~ g |

stratified population societies are marked by gross differentials in aé%iss to
. ) ‘

the social product.\ The last five thousand years of human. evolution have been \

characterized by the existence of claéses which, although their membeh§;do'not

3% '

directfy paxticipate in a productive system thfough the expehditure of théiT"

[

own labor power, .are neVertheless abundantly provided with the good things of .

" life. In all class structured societies, we know that those classes (slaves,

serfs, peasants, workers) that contribute the greatest amount of labor to the .
l
productive system receive the 1east wh11e those (slavemasters, nobles, land-

lords, cap1ta115ts) that contrlbute the\}east_amount of labor receive the most
/ QO A = . - -~ ) -
How do/we account for this pecu11ar 51tuat10n7 v s,

The emergence of classes that do not d1rect1y part1c1pate in productlon‘

'//_~

is simultaneous with the emergence of spec1a1 instruments of violence and thought »
S— - . A

“/’ N .y > .
- .

. «»4\: ~ ~ .
- 18

[}




16 °

control that are staffed and/or controlied by those who enjoy the newly

emerging Epecial privileges and wealth. From a historical materialist

~

standpoint it is essential that we regard the wealth and privileges of

Y >

certain classes as resulting from the activity of ind}viduals. We are in-

escapably led, then, to thé conclusion that the- differentials in wealth and
— » * s ’ ’ \ .

privileges of certain classes are a result of the efforts of those classes.

These‘efforts take the form of expenditures of energ} in exploitative systems

that pump economic surplus out of the direct producers and into the exp101t1ng
s\)’
classes that protect their resultlng weal th and privileges. ' ) R
- L

Just as one can see a gefln;te system of production supportiﬁ% any human
po u}ation, so, wherever one sees gross inequalities in stah&ard g%&ving and
wealth, one can also, see a definite system of explo%tation.controllea by
those enjoying the highest standard of living and the greatest wealth. Systems ~* T,

of exploitation are as vagiable as systems of production, but all share certain.

.
~ . - . . e

|
features. There are, first the epooi%ative techniques, the precise‘instru—‘
mentalities through which economic surplus is'pumped out of the direct pro- . '
: |
\

ducers: slavery, plimder, tribute, fent,. taxation, usurﬁ( and various‘fbrﬁs‘

"

- of unequal exchange. Second, there is the State, an organization which mono-

polize§ viglence‘end is thereby able to physically*poerce the explpited populaf'

tion. .Thir&, there is the Church, &n organizatioh which’ehnt;ols'access to the
. ¢

séered and supernatural and is thereby able to control the minds of thef

.
3

3 ' : N - e e ‘.
exploited population. These elements of the exploitative system may be insti- .
X s - » . » ' [ .. bl )
tutionalized separately, as in industrial societies such as the United States

, . }
and the Soviet Umion; or theymay be integrated into a single unitary institution,

. - 4 . - r - My
as inlthe early Bronze Age. The precise ensemble of exp101tat1ve technlques, -

together with the manner in wh1ch State Church elementsiare 1§§t1tut10nallzed
/

constitutes a hlstorlcal mode of exploitatzon.

-
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The State and the Church then form twin agencles of oppression -

and thought control whose purpose is to support and legitimate the exp161ta-
tion support1ng the ruling class. But in addition to their repre551ve role,

these agenc1es also carry out .a variety of soc1a11y benef1c1al governmental

4 }

functions.é

o

v

-

*

\

;

.

. ,'Generaify speaking, the State carries on the foliowing'functions in

PR e . <. - : .
Qeyelopei class societies: waging war, suppressing class struggle, protecting
private bfoperty, punishment -of theft, constructing and mdintaining irrigation

. . < . - ¢
works, state monopolies of key economic resources, regulation of ‘markets,

-

]
«

’ ‘e .‘ . . - » . P
\\jstandaroizatron of weights and measures, coinage of money, maintaining roads

and controlling education. - ‘ . :

s ..
.7

The Church is often viewed as a religious. institution, but it is also

"an important agency of social control. The State subdues the bodies of human

to- beings, the Church their sou(.4 White (1959 323-328) provides abundant

L]

documentation of the role of the Church in subduing the souls of human beings
« by 1) supporting the state in war, in supressing elass’struggle and protecting

private pfoperty, and 2) "keeping the subordinate class at home obedient and

- docile.” . . . T
[ rd 1 . H

. The Church, then plays a very important role in legitimating the system

\
s

by showing the social order®to be an extension of or in accordance with the

;-

J

.

),

.
L

C

~

natural and sacred orders.

This legitimation has a dual aspect. First, of

<

‘course, there is the manipulative, thought control aspeé¢t in which the content

Y

of religious ideology' is consc1ously shaped in ‘order fb support the system.

Second, and also very 1mportant, is the legitimation of -the system to the

rulers themselves.
&

, . :
, The ®xploitative system is the instrumentality through which a predator-

prey relationship is established within the human species, only here the stakes:

~

are human dabor energy rather than energy locked up in animal flesh.

The

2

20 -
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' fulfills for a band of hunters and gatherers, that is, ¥t 1s consciously

"w

v 5

differentials of yealth and prestige whi emerge fromzthis¢predatory rela-,‘
tionship simultaneously reflect and legitimize the differential consumption
'of labor energy by predator and prey. Once the predatory relationship is
established the system of exploitation supporting 1t becomes larger and

PN A

more complex, w1th a complex, d1V151on of labor developing in both the sphere .

of production (between agricultural workers ™ and workers‘ in the 1ndustr1al
- N -
arts, metallurgy, textiles, pottery, and SO forth) and in the sphere of
oy . :
exploitatron (warriors, priests, scribes, etc.). The result is z;pelaboration

. LN ) <
of occupations and~§tatuses among différent kinds of producers, eXploiters,
parasitic groups, and so on. This\predatory relationship generates a division,

of the population into classes «which are defined by their relationship to .
the underlying flow_ of labor energy through the population. . ' ° .
The exp101tat1ve system supporting a predatory ruling class fulfills :

the same function vis-a-vis the ruling class that the productive system

' manipulated in order to provide them with the use values essential for human'

. . , : : . \
& '

- life. It does so, houever, on a stale far surpassing anything in-the hunting.

and gathering'world. ) S A ) ¢ / T' -

Once established, this éxpl01tat1ve system folloWS 1ts own evolutionary
. . N\

trajectory, governed by a number of forces. First of all because of the
. ]

minimax tendency, it tends to become more efficient at‘extracting surplus, and

tends to become larger and capable -of extractlngjmore surplus £rom a larger
population. This tendency runs paralle1 and complementary to the progre551ve )

development of the-underlying productive system, a developmeng to yhich the,

exploitative system must be adapted However, the developmqnt of production -

[y

. 3 s . .
occurs within the constraints of the system of class tule, so that thﬁﬂrelationship

c w\ . . \“ r ke . .
between the mode of production and the mode of exploitation is a'.dialectical onme.

1 <
i

‘/ oL | ) 2
I3 ! PJ
B '
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- - . '
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Another important forgce'undérlying the, evolution of systems of,Slass

- . - . . . & & “
rule 1s class struggle. 'Expl;1ta 1ve operates net on ng@ore but on

d o

s
e51stence. Th1s ges1stence on the

5 o

‘cussed above, and takes a var1ety of fo
-

A ° e ® °

L 4

of produot1on and petty th1every ‘to orga ’zed armed reslstenee . ®

-

Further, the predator n1che is attract?Ve\to groups outside the system,

1 ~
and nomad1c hunters, such as the Aztecs, br ndmad1therders,,snph as ¢ifé.

' \.

Mongols, pose a cont1nual threat to the occupahts ofﬁthe predator niche.

The predator niche, then, i} by its very naturK a"f)recarlous one,

{ N » -l A

. Under the influence of these selective forces, the explo1tat1ve system

! ’ e oL . 0D

supporting a ruling class undergoes a more or less regular succe§s§on/ as

small, weak systems are replaced by larger, stronger;ones. The dét il§ of

- 4

the evolut1onary histdry of class rule need not Be d1s§ussed in any det

here, but some of the major features are d1agrammed in F1gure 1. /The main g

- ' o

line of cultural development down to about 1500 AgD , Tuns th;ough the -

h1stor1c civilizations of what Kroeber called the Eurasian ozkaumene13945)

ot

McNeil has noted several phases in .the develqpment f the oikoumepe,gn

ecumene, an era of Middle Eastern dominance to, 50 htC., an era of Eurasién
[ ' N e s , ‘_"‘

cultural balance between the‘Medlterranean, the Middle East Tn a, and -

China from 500 B.C. to 1500 A.D., and the era™of Weé%erh‘dominancé.after

* -

1500 A.D. (1965). In addition, there are per1pheral forms med1eval "Europe,

subsaharan Afr1ca Southeast Asia and Indones1a 0cean1a and Japan, and, a

later, parallel, —ev/lut1onary development in the New World

Ed

.,
. "’-¢_~

These various precap1tal1st forms of ‘class rul& may, be lumped‘together '

"

under the category of feudallsm, for they share certain charactef1st1cs wh1ch :

T

d15t1ngu1sh them, as a soc1a1 type, from cap1ta11sm > These'characterrstrcs.

¢ . . ~

s ranging from fllght concea&ment

[

¢

>
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Figure 1. Ewolutionary Taxonomy of SociocultUPal Systems. :
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include, first of all, the exploitative techniques, whiéh“include‘plunder,

! 4 a

~"8lavery, serfdom, usury, and mercantile activity, but do not include in
any importéﬁt why, industrial wage labor. Systems of exploitation based
. . < - o 4
Y bo. ‘ f
on these techniques lack the inherent instability of industrial-capitalism, ' .

.

»

as will be discussed below. SqFondly,‘the ideological systems 1egitimatin§

feudal.?ule are also sfable; in that the hegenomy of the Churchuis—uﬁehallenged,‘

thé dominant value is hierarchy, not equality, and no viable alternative to ~ °

the system exists, even in«thougﬁt. As a result, class struggle is within

A
P

the system, directed toward the elimination of excessive abusés, such as

removing unjust rulers or gaining tax relief, and not directed against the

- N
’
-

System of class rule itself. o
. , ~
. The various feudal szms of class rule, then, are not-inherentlytunstable,,

- . . : - ‘_f
- = ‘although there are extra-systemic sources of instaBility. The ruling classes

!
I

3

of feudal societies, however, themselves. created the conditions under which

- .

Y

- they could not longer-endure. In establishing stable social ‘orders and in % v

\ e . !

¢ fosterigg the development of the productive forces-of society, the feudal .
rulers paved the way for a new ruling class, the bourgeoisie, which, as the

{ . S
Communist Manifesto notes, "has played a most .revolutionary role in history.",

This new ruling class has created a radically new social order, and for  the
first time, brbﬁght the entire world together in a single ecosystem,
: « o« ° 1 . 1
We must ask, however, whether this ecological succession gées on forever, .

’r
N < -

or is theré an end in sight, a mature stable human ecological c}imax? ~Is o
R boﬁrgeo&s society itself such a climax? Are we living at the oakﬁhfckgry

stage of human evolution, or simply in a pine fqrest? Pgrhaps humanity-will”
degrade its own envifonment and retfsgress to a more primitive state, or ‘

perhaps even become extinct?

v
?

; ‘e . | I
These are weighty questions which cannot be. approached in a dogmatic spirit.

-

-
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Neither can they be intelligently discussed without taking into account the}

[

analysis made by Mark a»cenF&ry~ago. Acéording to this analyé}s, the new |
bqﬁrggofg world 6;der, unlike the_ear;iér.feudél brders'i; reiiab;d,.isva.h
highly unstable system, rentiby'poherfui contradictions of both a materig

and an ideological nature. ‘Let us examine some of the more importantvofj'

) ' ‘ ’ \V ' "/
. ..

., ‘ Y

these. -

*  CAPITALISM: THE MARXIAN ANALYSIS . »

'3 ' N / :

\ ‘
~ Marx's analysis of capitalism‘is one of the towering achiévemep s of
humanity, for Marx laid bare the laws of motion of capitalism and showed how
capitalism, as a system of exploitation, gen%rateS'ﬂquocial ills which-

plague bourgeois society: unémployment, poverty, crime, and racism

an' introduction to Marx's analysis, see Sweezy 1968), and show hoﬁ it articu-

. | Y

lates with the ecological view of social evolution.
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" ends with money, the s
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- or none. B

process to produce new commodities (C'), whien he then setls for money

This formula serves to draw attemtion to.centgin essential features of
“ . N
N :

capitalism. . .. Ce T

LY . : .

First of all,.th profit motives Since the capitalist begins and
- » Lo .,

\J

°

'the second sum of money (M!'), must~be-larger-than the first M.

L 4 . 4
e rationale for this circulatién of money is that //,//ik

This

1ncrement of money M = M‘ - M) is pfofit\ a form of surplus value, the sole -
-
This makes capitalism ‘quite different

oy -

o

motive force of caplﬁallst production

from all other pr¢ductive systems, for profit is-an,economic. category specific'
L4 * / - /

In primitive communism or feudalism,” production is contfolled 8

ok .
to cap1ta115m.
P ‘

by the produters themselves in order to produce use values essential for
. IS & . v

~ .

In cepitalism,

v

existence; profit 'mpiy does not appear as part of the system.

*

prodUction is controlled by the capitalist class for the purpose of producing

4

\

profit for the capitalist. The production of use valuﬁéijs onqy a means of

attaining this end. < 2 L, : .

) ~/Pao;itj‘br surplus
'3 . » -, .
valuisais a thermedxpemic entit;z>? definite amount of congealed human labor.
. ° > -

.

Energy, however, flows through socioeconomig systems but is not cteated by them.

Secondly, the secret of capitalist exploitation.

The energy embodied in profit, therefore, must ultimately come

power.

&

i%xg

X ;- . .
While'capitalist profits,may come' eithgr from selling commodities

4

human labor

i

—

above their value (thus exploiting the buyer) or buying’%Bmmodities below

their value (thus exploiting the seller), the strehgth og/Marx's analysis is
thét he-showed thet capitalist exploitatiom does not«dépend on either of these,
that it can oc‘hr.even wheh all commodities are ekchanging at-their proper velue.
The secret of capitalist exploitation, for Marx, lies in the peculiar ‘nature

of one of the eqnﬁ’dlties purchased by the capitalist labor power .

Like all’ other commodities; labor power'das both value and use valug.
o . ’

o * . o

~
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Its value is the amount of socially neceésary labor required to produce
the goods upon which the worker and his family sgbsist, say 20 -hours per

- -

weék. The use value of laBor po&er is its abilit§ to labor, to not only

repcddﬁce the goods it consumes, but to continue producing for a full X
. ~ v B
work week, say 40 hougs. It is this differential between the value and the

)

‘ . . ro . W
use value of labor power which is the source of profit in capitalist production.

- ~ -

- +

+ Looking at this in terms of our earlier discussibn of energy flows, we
sée that the worker's income (I} is 20 hours per weék, his output (E) is 40

- hours per we;k, so that 20 hours of surplus (S =1-E =20 - 40 = -20) is

being axtracted from the worker each week, This surplus' belongs to the

; L cap1ta115t since it was produced by his property, the worker' s 1abor power,

’

_gndzthls ks the source of profit in capitalist production.
Capitalism, then, like feudalism, is a system of exploitation designed
v . . <o
éo extract economic surplus from the direct producers. The specific exploita-

iy -

tive® techn;que in capitalism, wage labor, has extremely 1mportant systemic

ramifications which make capitalism strlklngly different from feudalism,

5

Capitalist production presupposes a basic two class division of society

- -

AJ

between the capitalist class, or bourgeoisie, who own the means of production
and live from property income, and the working class, or proletariat, who do

not own any productive property and the:sfore must 11ve from the sale of
¥

their°labor power. The worker is polltlca{“jéynd legally free, but economlcally

~ he is in bondage. Lacking independent access to the means of produétlon, he
. . W

“is compelled to sell his- labor power on the labor market for whatever price it

v .

will bring and under whatever conditions may prevails, In order for the. sygtem

W

to operate efficient (efficiently,ﬂtﬁat is, from the standpoint of producing

2 N - .
. profits), it is necessaky that there be an oversupply of labor power, forkthls
. . ! -

\
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rather ‘than the selleér. Unemployment, then, or what Marx telled\the

v

Industrial Reserve Army, is a functional necessity for capital®sm, for it

keeps wages low, enforces labor discipline, and creates feelings of grati-

tude and dependencé within the class of)employed workers, who see their

e emﬁloyers as benefactors providing them with a livelihood, rather than as

>

exploiters.
4 - Saying that unemployment is necessary to capitalism does not, of -
C ' ' g T ) .

course,.eiplain unemployment. The explanatién of unemployment lies in

e

systemic mechanisms within capitalism which serve to maintain unemployment.
As unemployment is reduced, and “as wages therefore rise, decisive feedback
.oy ) .

mechanisms come into play which serve to recreate unemployment. °

. First, there is the introduction of labor saving machinery. As wages

- lc 3 - N 7'. B -
rise, employers have a greater incentiver to introduce new machines to cut

their wdge bill. This in turn reduces the demand for labor, and helps

['recreate the Industrial Reserve Army. Second, iﬁcreased wages tends to

[
attract workers from outside the system, thereby 1ncre351ng the supply of

labor. Flngéiy, and decisively, there is the capltallst crisis. fAs wages

Q

rise, profits,-in the last analysis; must fall. As profits fall capitalists
. 4

7 “

~ 'stop investzﬁg and hold their capital in.money f@rm&to\gwalt better business
t’ A * N - ,
conditions. . But if'capitalists don't invest, production stops, and workers
4 - 4 - .

’ > . N
“ oL . . 1

. are thrown’ﬁﬂt_pf_wprk, thus .replentishing the. Industrial Reserve Army,

‘1owering wages, and improving business conditions. Capitalism, thus has

< . %

built-in systemic mechanisms which ensure thzt there will be an oversupply

labor, anc that,\therefore, the terms of sele of labor power will be favorable

to capitalist exploitation. ' ' S

Uneﬁployment, then, is an éssential part of the capitalist system, and >

‘with unemployment, poverty, crime, and racial and ethnic antagonisms, growing

[3 . —
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‘ out of the compétitiOn for jobs within the system.6 Similar sorts of social

-~ 3 .
fods

problems also characterize other systems of class rule, but in other systems.

-

they are likely to be symptoms of malfunctioning of the system, not products

Another contradiction within capitalism is that betwegn the tremendous

o) -

growth in the f&rcgs of production and the constriction of the abil;tf of

RN e . . -~

society to consume. o .

» v ~

i ) Already in 1848, before the development of automobiles, airplanes,

: automatioﬁ, computors, and interplanatary'exploration,‘Marx and Engels (1964: )
10) noted that, 'The bourgeoisie, 'during its rule of scarce one hundred years,
has created more massive and more collosal produéfive forces than have all

preceding generations together." This tremendous development of the produc-
- < L ]

tive forces)of society has eliminated the scarcity basis of class rule. ' No
longer does one class have to ekploit another in order to enjoy the economic ‘N\\‘&

basis-for a secure and abundant life. ( -

Y IS

Yet at the same time that capitalisy develops socifty‘s prodﬁctive
forces, it simultaneouslx\restricts the:poﬁer of the magges.of workers-to .
constme. The working class does not receive enouéﬁ money in wages to buy
Lack the commodities it pré&uées. The economic problem }n mature capitalism

"is thus transformed from one of scarcity to one of overabundance: the worker

e i

finds that there is too much labor, not too little, and the result is un-

) \

. employment and poverty; the farmerffinds_that he produces more food than he

A

K
can sell, and has to be paid not to produce, even when millions:are mal-

N -

nourishet; the manufacturer similarly has not problem in producihg, but only

L

ip,sellingﬂ” This contradiction between the constant expansion of society's

S

- —_ -

7 . . N .
forces of production and the constant constriction of society's ability to

consume generates a powerful tendency toward stagnation in all systems. of

{ of the normal working of the system. ' - L

A




. capitalist production.

»

But the bourgeoisie produces someth1ng more than commod1t1es, some thing

more, ,even, than contradictions. "What the bourge0151e therefore produces,

S
P .

above all," according to the Manifestdé, "are its own grave-diggers," the
proletariat. By breaking down, the rural isolation of the peasant community
and the individual homesteader, by bringing the direct producers together ' ' |

- into cities and organlzlng “them in larger and larger productlve networks, by o

compe111ng the workers to organize themeelves in self-defense against the

2

-

most brutal exploitation, the,bourgeols1e creates the force which is destined

~

to change the world, the proletariat. - »

1]

Before the proletariat can accomplish its historic missioil, howeyer, it
. « . . 3 £y -~ . . "
must become comscious of this mission. But how is this possible? ''Thetlideas -
o - N r
. o

of the ruling.class are in every epoch the ruling ideas: i.e., the class,

. which is the ruling material force of society, is at the same time its ruling

inteblectual force' (Marx and Engels 1939:3§). Given the hegenomy of bourgeois

5

ideology, how can the proletariat become conscious of its own revolutionary

R powers? The answer lies in the nature of bourgeois ideology itself. TFor
a ?

Q\>~ this i ogy is a product not Just of bourgeois rule, but more importantly

4

of the histgrical cond1tlons undér whlch the bourgeoisie established their rule.
{ ‘ .

o

We must recall that the bourgeoisie is a revolutlonary class which grew

i

. to maﬂﬂ!ity,ih/opposition to feudal éxploitation and oppression. As the .

° y

bourgeoisie rose to the posutlon of ru11ng class, it created decisive changes

in consglousness and p011t1ca1 organlzatlon which could not be turned off when

\.l‘:
* they were no longer needed, but‘contlnued in opp051t10n to bourgeois rule’ itself. 7
|
\

The revolut1oﬁary bourgeoisie, in other words, created a revolutlonary 1deology .

~ 1

- 1 which 1eg1t1m12es not bourgeois rule but proletarian revolution. There "are .
{ h .- . .

[y
-«

several :¢onsiderations here.
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' First, the development of a rational, critical social science pro-

_vided the bourgeoisie with the ideological weapon to a¥$éck feudal privilege

.

and irrationality. 'But as the bourgeoisie bécomes a ruling class it no

. L

longer needs a materialist, critical ideology, and bourgeois ideology
_becomes increasingly idealistic and apologetic. Yet, once created, critical

;;§cial science becomes a material force in its own right, and does not stop <

&

. . . . N . R . . .5
*with the attack on feudalism, but goes oh to attack bourgeois privilege a

" bourgeois rationali'ty and irrationality as well.&

- Secondly, the establishment of the institutions of parliamentary
A ) " :

democracy enable the boufgeoiS‘td;gule with the consent and participation

of other, non-ruling classes.9 But ﬁ} legitimating bourgeois rule in terms

P N

‘ of popular consent, bourgeois ideology also legitimates efforts on the part

.‘of the people to chéﬁ@e the system. . . .

Th}rd, there are the basic values place&'on freedom and equality. These
. 1 . . -
were Used to legitimate the struggle to overthrow feudalism. They continue

”

és basic values legitimating bourgeois rule, “even though they de-legitimate
the unfreedom and inequality which are necessary concomitants of that rule.

Finaliy, the bourgeoisie raise éexpectations which cannot be fulfilled

-, ~ .
within the framework of bourgeois society. Consequently, capitalism generates '
its own ideologicaﬁ negation, the idea of socialism as a fulfillment of the

‘o? - .
promise of bourgeois revolution.

‘ >
The above discussion of capitalism has been at a rather high level of

abstraction, dealing with the capitalist system, qua system. It is important

iy

to realize, however, that tPe actual working out of the system on' the ground

A 4

«

involves, a number of complexities which cannot be dischssed here. One impdrtant
.point which must be made, though, is that capitalismbiS*not a-national but an
2 - . o~

international, world.system. : co : T
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Some schélars see the contemporafy world as divided between advanced,
‘"hodern" societies which have been t;ansformed by the Industrial‘Révolution,
and dnde?developed,i"premoder&h societies which have not as fet been so
transformed. Such a ;iew; however, ignores the most elementary facts o£\£23\

& d

past five hundred years of world history. The Industrial Revolution,

although it occured in Western(Europe, was a world-historical phenomenon,

' «

agd not just.a European one. As Marx (1967) showed in his chapters on the

primitive accumulation of capital, the capital which financed the Industrial

Revolution came from the plunder of the non-Western world. This process
- . 4y H
certainly led to the transformation of Soc&al structures in the industrialized,

Eure-American world: but i£ also led to the transformation of social structures.
iﬁ the non-Weste;ﬁ world, as‘weli. Through the proce§§ of what F;aﬁk (19569
called '"the devélopmept of underdevelépment", the social structures of the
non-Western world were rearranéed to facili;ate the‘extraéfion’of economic.

surplus by the advanced nations. The result was the emergence of two kinds
L) "
, . B M
of modern society (or more properly, two kinds of subsystems within the larger

]

capitalist world system), both equidistant from the feudal societies that
M <

preceded them: advanced capitalist nations, and underdeveloped nations.

~

Advanced capitalist pations are characterized by the presence of advanced
industrial plants and advapced technology. Thgleconomic surplus takes the
form, primarily, of profit, exgracted from th; working class th;ough wage
R ~1 .

lébgr, but rent and interest are alsqﬂimpdrtanf exploitative techniques. The
: PR ]

class structure conforms to the classic Marxian two-class model: (1) a small,

.

wedalthy, ruling bourgeoisie which lives on income genefated by property ewner-

- »

ship, which controls production fof its own profit, and controls tite nation-

state and key opinion forming institutioﬁs; (2) a working class, or proletariat,

that lives on'income derived from the sale of their labor power. Again, this




of class structure hut thé reallty of this structure is not negated by the

r

existence of gradation§ eltver wlthln.tﬂe classes or between them. The

s . R
conformity of the American class: structure to the Marxian model will be

touched upon below. b

. 4
'

Wﬂthin the underdeveloued societ}, social relations are likely to

appear feudal, and indigenous %uling.classes are likely‘to rely on ”precabitalistﬁ

. modes of exploitation. The diagnostic feature of these social systems, however,
‘v 1s the penetration of theracvanced capitalist exploitative system ingc_the
underdeveloped nation and the extraction therefrom ot economic surplus in

- T ~ e ) . - . -~ ’ f
the form of profits and unequal trade relations. It.is this feature which

locks advanced and underdeveloped nations into a single, worldwide economic

system. P ‘ , , v

] . [}

Both a&vanced capitalist afid underdeveloped societies, then, are social:

types within the world capival system, a highly unstable system marked by
. T ey - .
profound contradictions between its advanced and underdeveloped parts, as

well as the material and ideological contradictions discussed above. Most

imporantly,-with the development of the idea of socialism, the continued e

L .existence of class rule can no longer be taken for granted, and clasé‘struggle,

sz
Py

in underdeveloped*nations as well as advanced nations, enters a new phase,

toward the overthrow of clasenrule itself, and the building of a classless,

v
.

o3 . :
.~ socialist world order. . ,

' * N £ K ‘o -
Like feudalism, then, capitalism is a system of class ryle, but it is
e ) - ’ .
distinguishéﬁ_from feudalism by the facts that it is a world ‘wide system, in-

corporating all of humanity into a single productive network, and that it

\ - . '
is a highly unstable system, rent by. powerful contradictions.
- ' “The material contradictions within capitalism do not mean, ipso facto,

. v -
e . .
]

. F
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that capitalism will collapse and socialism.will emerge. Capitalism'isa , « J

. ~

éyétem of class rule, consciously manipulated by a éroup of human beings,
the bourgeoisie, who have treméndoﬁs intellectual and material Yesources
at their disposal to cope with the problems generated by the system and to )

? 2 VLT ' /
prevent its collapse. For all its problems, then, the collapse of capitalism

>

is not immanent. . { ’
A Y

The Marxian model, howeVer, is a two class model. Although tﬁg
bourgeoisie can possibly prevent the collapse of capitalism, thpy cannot
prevent its overthrow. As the proletariat becomes aware of {tself as a

class, and of its distinct interests, vis-a-vis the bourgeoisie, in building

a more rational, humane world, it will shake off Bourgeois rule and emerge -
as a fulipg class. The real forces which are destroying bourgeois rule éfe

not simply the materia] contradictions of ca italism, but more importantl
p : pita p

the forces which are bringing the proletariat to an awareness of itself and

.

jts interests: critical social science, democratic institutions, the values

of fregdom and equality, and the idea of socialism.

.

When the proletariat becomes a ruling clgss, it will establish its

v

conditions of existence as the ruling conditions of society, a§ have all

previous ruling classes. But since the conditions of life of the working
r , ' D ' )

- 4

class consist in its obligation to labor and its lack of special privileges,

a working class revolution must abolish all special privileges and confer upon

all an equal obligation to labor. The classless society of the future(wiil

build upon and perfect the positive achievements of the bourgeoisie--the high

-

development of societies productive forces, bourgéois political freeddm, and

‘ ) ' q‘,;,
bourgeois democracy.10 But these will be raised to new heights. :

-

As the politico-economic basis of class Tule is abolished, social R

volution will return to its starting point. Class rule, the negation of tﬁ%‘

liberty, equality, and fraternity of primitiﬁe communism, will negate itself

\J

N

N ‘e . .
. " -
{ . . -
- v -
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At this point, the motive force of historical change, class

struggle, will ‘have been e11m1nated and humanlty will be in harmony w1th

in socialism,

s

Thls w111 be a human ecolog1ca1 c11max in which the

- .

major adJustment to the new evolutionary force, human intelligence, will

itself and with nature.

AN

. |
have been made, and the human ecosystem will have attained a p051t10n of ‘7

matur1ty and stability. _ S /o,

- A '

: / . * SOCIALISM AS A HUMAN ECOLOGICAL CLIMAX

> N v

In the ecological interpretation of social'evolutiqn~presented above,

both primitive communlsm and class rule were explalned 14 terms of: a, 51ngIe .

#~

d

causal~ mechanlsm:

en11ghtened se1f-1nterest or the minimax tendency This

basic mechanism, operating in thé{material conditions of the hunting and
gathering world, led. to a primitive communal social order, In the changed

-

condltlons ‘after the development of large, sedentary, agrar1an populatlons

the minimax tendency led to the emergence

>

aig evolution of ptbgressively

What,

conditions in the contemporary industrial world that will- lead to the end of .
2 < .

class’rule and the elimination of exp101tat10n? ‘ . ~ .

'
. . .
! v

It is not in the interest of any majority to be:exploited, and since '

larger and more powerful systems of class heLe. then, are the changed !

the proletariat forms the majority ‘of industrial society, it is clearly in its S
- ) .
Je ’ % Ay ‘\ . L3
interests to prevent itse%f from being exploited. is

&

But, it mai be objected,r

o

it not in the interest of the majority to exploit minorities? The answer is

:e&ually'clea .

No, for the benefits accruing from such exploitation would

' be too slight\to justify the costs.

These include not only the cost of

repre551ng the resistence of the minority being exp101€ed but also of re- Cos

[V

What might happen is that a i

v

‘pressing dissident members'of the maJorIty.
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.

‘ minority within,the majority might attempt to exploit a minority,‘but the

majority would not benefit from this, and further,(this would'foseAa.thréat

* . .

‘to the maJorlty itself, since the exploidatlve system u§ed to exp101t the"

Py

'
m1nor1ty could in time, be turned agalnst the maJorlty,° Slmllarly, the .
workers of one country would ﬂwf benef1t from exp101t1ng the wofkers of.. Lo K
another country ' N co e - ‘. .

The class interests of the proletariat,:thenﬁ lie in-the éliminatiqn of ..

,all exploitation. But the same could be said ofla‘peaséntryi Since the & 4
, + e
peasantry in'feudal agrarlan society was not~ab1e to end exp101tat10n, what
. - *x o s &
are the spec:al characterlstlcs of the proletarlat in 1ndustr1a1 soc1ety which

b ( will enable it to enforce its class interest and bu?&d a non- exp101tat1ve, T
soc1aki§tﬂpociety? : R ;i i R . ‘j . L :;;
T K ¢ One of the important differences between a peasantry and a proletariat\ .
- . - % . R . . ‘ N

4 ° ¥ . ' " tor
lies in the nature of their respective productivefsystems. ‘The agrarian’gro—

duction of peasants is such that individual fdmilies can’ form produétire uriits:

e [

. : . y . . P, W
. A peasant revolution, therefore, merely aims dt redistribution of private
property rights in»iendf But such petty propert% in land merely\iays the

-

groundwork for the reemergence of cIass differentidbion in the éountrysiae, .

-

o between rich and poor peasants, and u1t1matery, between landlord and tenant.

- P ’

Tﬁhs, although the long range, objective interests of the, peasants may lie in

A -

sociallzatlon of 1and and production, their dimmediate, percelvpd 1nterests lie \

Y

in obtaining private property rights in land. But such nett§ private property

)
is impossible in industrial production. The worker cannot demand that: ten .f

— . « o

feet of the assemblyiline become "his" property. The social .character of

-
-

production demands social, . not private, ownership of the meaﬁs'of,production.

Y
4

-~
Thus, whereas a peasant revolution leads to a resurgence of petty ‘private propérty,

> - . ° 3 .o

a proletarian revolution leads to social ownershlp of the means‘of productlon ’

@% .Z/ : ‘ B K }fJ"‘ ' N

R

.

e
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"and to socialism. ’ ¢

~—Further,. there are important differences in the character ef social

’

1ifé between a’'rural peasantry- in feudalism and the urban ﬁfoletariat in
éapitalism.. Tﬁe‘p?oletariat lives in a highly ﬁrbaniied society and ha§ .
acéess through mass communication, -to advansed critiques of the systen,

b to the most advanced ideas of social reform and\revélution, and tbrthe idea

of socialism. These characteristics do not apply .to the typical peasantry
R ©\ - . Ry
of feudal society, although they are increasingly characteristic-of peasants
in underdeveloped nations, who are thereby becoming inézgasingly a revolu-
v ' LT . . @ ~ .

tionary force. >

: r o
. As discCussed above, the forces which are undermining capitalism are

s v

the very forces which will aid the pyoletafiat in buildihg‘socialism. The

freedom of thought, critical social science, and free press whicﬁ{provide the
’ ~ - .

proletariat with an understanding of the shortca?ings of capitalism will also

~

en the proletariat to discover abuses within the emerging socialist syitem.
The Rree elections and éemocratic institutiopé which give the proletariat, he

poyér to overthrow capitalism also give it the poyér to eliminate the§e~abuses -
- as they are*discé;ered. Finally, the basic values ;f freeddh,équality; aﬁd j;‘
- social responsibility will reinforce the 1iberty,'equality,rand fraternit; of
‘world socialism.. This is ﬁ;; to say that there will be no conflicts or

1

| prghlgfi}nkthe building of socialism, only that these will not be insurmountable.

4
 ewm

' These conditions, which are developed by bourgeois soEiety, are either .

A

non-existant or prese&t in only rudimentary form in the prepag}}alist world.

« Y -
What, ‘then, are t ocial conditions which will prevail-in the- socialist

world order? To begin,' the forces of social production will be highly
- < \ ' ’ e
vaeloped, and the material base will exist for an abundant life’ for everyone.

-

There will be a roughly eﬁual obligation for everyone to participate in the

B

Qo \ ' M i
ERIC - & 3 e
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] clothing, books, leisure' articles) will continue under socialism, so that
&

“of \labor to the minimum,

disastrous.

o . ' 35

- ’ ! . ’ “—
system of social production, and everyone will enjoy roughly equal-levels

of .consumption. ThlS is not to say, however, that. there will be absolute

4 .

equality or semeness. ~Private property in articles of consumption (housing,'

individuals may freely decide for themselves what sort of life style and .

One person may wish to reduce his hours

- N . "%
- T oa .

say, ten hours’ per %eek, and live in relat®ve ¥

level of consumption they desire,

3pover so that he may devote himself to writing poetry, while another may
desire to increase his hours of work to thirty, forty, or even fifty, so

that he may ehjoy a hggher 1eve} of c6hshmption. Such differentials in labor

expendi‘ture and\consumption'are not exploitative and are fully compatible

with «ocialism. One should say, they are necessary for socialism, %or,they'

are essential for the free development of each individual's potential.-

-

The above dgfcription of‘fﬁe world socialist system may appear\apite

utopian, especially since the average anthropblogist, being a product of

w v o .

American culture, has a number of built-in defenses agalnst the concept of

~

socialisp. It is impossible here to de-program these defenses in order to

=)

enourage a more obJectlve evaluatlon of the fea51b111ty of socialism, but

@

it ‘may be useful to discuss two of the most common obJectlons to the theory

of socialism. On the one hand, where the worklng class has indeed made a

5 .

" revolution by plac1ng a Marxist partyjln power, the results have been, to mary ,

For many. on the New Left /S "the Sov1ety Union is the most dis-

i‘couraging fact in the political world" (Lynd 1§57:29). On the other handj-h\\‘

the reforms of the New Deal and Welfare Statism have, in the eyes of many,

’

overcome the contradictiens of capitalist society, so that 20th century America

is frequently seen as "post capltallst" or even ”post -Marxist"
7

In order to understand the contradictory.nature of the sqcial order of

&by
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socialist bloc/nations, it i$ necessary to draw upon Trotsky's conception

qof the Soviet Union as -a "degenerated workers' state'" (see Trotsk? 19i2; .
P N

Duetscher 1967)._ When the Bolsheviks were put in powef by the Russian
T .
working class in the October Revolution of November, 1917, they faced

problems which were not fully aniicipatéd by Marx. First, the revolution

-~ >

took place in a backward rather than an advanced nation, so that the material

base of socialism had not yet been built. Second, althoﬁgh the Russian .J
working class was highly adv&nged and politically conscious, it was numerically ‘

-

quite small in proportion to the peasantry. Finally, the Russian revolution

. A / .
devastating civil war. As a result of these particular historical circum-

-

was immediately confronted with foreign intervenjion, leading to a long and

stances, the working class destrbyed itself in %?bt@ctipg the revgizzion,
" and the Bolshevik Party was left as a working class party without a working

class. They)had to act in the name of the wgrking class in building socialism, |
i

‘ |

but without -a.working class to keep them honest. . —~

s

N The continuing-fggpégonal needs to extract surplus from the peasantry
to invest in an industrial plant, and to protect the revolution from foreign o 1

™

ihtervéhQ&dn led to a despotic state organization.

N “
. ®
<

The international communist movement came under control of the Russian

Communist Party, aﬂd the various national Communist Parties were built as
instruments of Russian foreign poliey. As revolutions occurred elsewhere - - |

<

in the un@erdeﬁeloped world, 'they had to come under the control of the Soviet

. . T' . ~ . “

Union in,order to remain viable in the face of capitalist hostility. The . -
\ - . . | . i L

result was the emergence, of a pseudo-socialist Soviet "imperialism'.

“Trotsky's analysis, with suitable modifications, can-be a%?lied equallf o

well to other societies, such as China and Cubay where socialist revolutions

' N . 2
have occurred in the context of underdevelopment. These societies should
N

s
7




properly be seen as‘protosocialist states, part of a world transition- to

.socialism but unable, on their own, to complete the transition until the

©

advanced®apitalist nations join them. Protosocialist states, then, are

"socialist" to about the same extent that the advanced capitalist nationg

-
are "'democratic". Both systems are contradictory, living up to their_
q . b < * ‘J":*w . ) - <
promises in some respects, .sorely deficient in others. Marxism can point
B ;

with pride to the very real échievqments of the Soviet Union, for example,

'

in economic growth, but need not take the blame £or “the 2gry real short¥ -

comings which resulted from particular historical circumstances. A worker's

revolution in'the'United States will not face the same insd}mountable
problems faced by the Russian workers in 1917; when soq&gl;sm comes to
Amerlca—lt will be a more humane and happier soc1allsm

A ngmber of scholars have argued that, although Marx s cr1t1que of
'13& \
19th century capitalism'contained a good,deal of truth, capitalism has

changed since Marx's time and these changes have had thb effect of overcomlng

the c0ntrad1£<:;25 ;;~:;j>tallsm which Marx sfa‘as 1ead1ng to its downfall

* -

In thlS view, the advanced igdustrial natlons of the 20th cehtury have be

post- caplfdllst and post- Marx1st even post-modern.

This view has little merit. - Contemporary capitalism is no 1E$s capital-

2

_istic than before, but there has been a shift from a primafi}ﬁicompetitive'

' 1

~ capitalism to monaﬁbéy capitalism. .

Marx's critique of the capitalist system was based®upon a model of \

-~
.

competitive capitalism, but even in Marx's time, strong elements of monopoly
weré‘beginning to appear and, in the 20th century, these have grown so strohg\ﬁ

" as to dominate the system. As Baran and.Sweezy (1966) demonstrgte,‘the inner
_— . . ks . #‘ . .

diflectic of monopoly capitalism differs f£rom competitive capitalism but
- , -

’

monopoly capltallsm, even more so than competitive capitalism,. has prgfound
i \ .
48 .
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tengencies’toward crisis and ftagnation. The means. by which’thése tendencies
are overcome, most notably defense spemding, only make the system more con-
tradiction-ridden and irrational, however much this may .be obscure&aby
génera} feelings of eupﬂoria{.l3 Rather than attemptm:o summarize Baran and

Sweezy's analysis here, I shall examine a related point.

One éépect of the "post-capitalist" argument is that the American worker -

" has becomexpourgeois, concerned only with owning his own home and care-and

\‘\ 3 . . /h 3
Qot at all concerned with making a revolution. In a sense, of course, this

A\ CL . . . . . e .
is true, but it fails to take into account the vital distinction between -

class consciousness and objective class position. Although the consciousness
. p )
of the working class may be cqnservative or even reactionary at present (but

" even this is debatable), this can change extremely rapidly. What is important

is ‘the objective position of the working class, for this will determine, in
e d iﬁ v
the final analysis, its role in history; and the objective positidn“oF the

American working class indicates that it is not

~
for revolution. 14. .

merely ripe but overripe

-
-

The concept of the proletariat centers on the relationship of this class

to the means of production. ~ A proletarian is anyone who receives most of his

/

L - . .
'income as wages or salary--the source of one's income is more important than /
; , - . -

the amount. Ownership of articles of consumption--one's own home, automobile,

\

T.V., stefgo, etc.--in no way alters one's basic class affiliation. All

pﬁﬁiefé?féns share in common a lack of independent rights of access to thegs
N means of production, a lack of control over the conditions of their labor,

-

and a need to sell their labor po&er in order to exist. It is these character-

istics that make the proletariat a revolutionary class and it is these character-

-

istics which define a major portion of the American population. The percentage

—

-~ X bl .
.« 0 . s
he ’

» of wage and salary employees (iie.:proletarians) in the United States labor

LT 4] | .
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force rose from 20 percent in 1780 to 62 percent in 1880 to  83.6 percent
in 1969, while the percentage-of self—eqéloygd entrepreneur; (mostly
farmers) fell from 80 percent in 178%'to 36.9 pexrcent in 1880 to 9.2
percéﬁt in 1969 (Edwards, Reich, and Weiskopf 1972:175). M;nopoly

capitalism; then, furthers the process of proletarianization of the popu-
i v

W . .
lation. Over 80 percent of the American population is in the working class;
~N

when this class decides to make a revolution, it will not face the same

‘

kinds of problems which confronted the Russian working class in 1917.

~

It is sometimgs argued that the American worker is so affluent that

he has no interest in revolution. This argument, besides ignoring the

fZEi that labor unions are continually demanding higher wages, ignores the L

actual distribution oﬁ ing;me in the United States. Figuré 2 shows the
percentage of American families i’ri‘ous income levels in 1972, and
compares this with the income needed to maintain various living standards

as computed Ey'the Bureau of Labor Statistics.#-About 30 percent of American

families receive less than the $7,386 wpich the BLS feots’is necessary for

a fam}fy of four to subsist (this was compiled for use by Public Housing and

E N
Public Assistance authoritié€s); about\;;\;hrcent receive less than the BLS-

’

'modest but adequate” standard-of $11,446; and only about 25 percent receive

hore’%%an the BLS highest standard of $16,558. Significantly, however, if

-
available income were simply equally divided, this would give every family

about $12,400, well above the moderate standard, and {f the potentiaf\income

(if unused productive plants, unemployedhlabdr and labor employed directly

. . ' .
or indirectly in-defense were all used in pfoducing useful wealth) were

equally divfded,aghis would give every family about $15,500, slightly less

-than what the BLS says is needed for their highest standard.

.. Thus, if we assume that socialism would provide full employment and

e

e




40

F

Figure 2. Class Structure in Contemporary Capitglism (1972).

) i
\‘\”,-:> s % .OF
CLASS ) POP. INCOME LEVEL ‘
RULING BOURGEOISIE\ . -
(about 1% of pog;// 50,000
’
. LOWER 25,000
.BOURGEOISIE an

16,558 BLS "high" standard

- 15,500 Potential equal
distribution share

12,400 Equal distribution share

1]

11,446 BLS "modé%t but adequate”
standard

-

10,000

1 7,386 BLS "low" standard
7,254 BAverage yearly wage of.
- industrial workers

3 6,000
4 4,000 .
> Sources: Bloom‘;hd Northrup 1973:328; Brackett 1973:70; Bureau of the Census .

1973:3; Matles and Higgins 1974:5.
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that income would be equally divided in a socialist society, we can see that

about 70 percent of the population--and this probably includes nearly all

the working class--would financially benefit from a socialist transformation. .
When we further consider the better headth insurance ‘and social security - -

measures in existing socialist systems, the economic benefits of a socialist

-

transformation become great indeed. .

- Anbther consideration concerns job security. The fear of losing one's

- N ke D »
job is endemic throughout the wofking class, a5 some of our highly paid aero- -

$

space engineers have recently learned. °A socialist society which guaranteed

employment to everyone would clearly be “in the economic interests of the
o

entire working class. -

A T .

The above considerations apply primarily to workers--it is they who

. i
would primarily benefit, in economic terms, from a socialist transformation.

.But other classes, which might be economically worse off under socialism--

primarily capitalists and managers--as well as workers would find compensating

benefits{ both material and non-material, in socialism. ) ) 5

Take, for example, personal security. The problem of law and order
~ .

% : .
affects everyone, rich and poor, in our society, and it is quaite clear that

most of the violent crime in our society is bred by unemployment and poverty.

A socialist transformation, in eliminating the source of most crime, would

.
e

benefit everyone.
Or take war.” Modern wars are generated by capitalism and its agent,

the nation-state. Abolish these, establish a world secialist government, and

s

you have the precondition for world peace.. h St
Or take the problem of environmental pollution arnd destruction. These
'ﬁpo, are caused-by capitalism.  They occur because they are profitable, and

being prifitable; they create jobs, so that both capitalist and workers have

3




A}

« . : N . » o

an "interest" in the destruction of our ''spaceship earth".

R

But this is

true only if the capitalist system is taken for granted. ~Abolish capitaiism, \

: eliminate the profit motive, guaranteé¢ gveryone a job, and you create the

preconditions for the solution'of our ecological problems (cf. Commoner

1976, ngsberg 1971).

L3

o

\

= A final but extremely important consideration js that the existing

soc%él order is simply unable to command thg respect of a large proportion k;>
of our population or to provide any meani g to their lives. This is seen’

o* v
' )

;in a variety of phenomena, from widespread alcoholism and drug abuse to ttj—//

,new religious cults. A socialist transformation would give'the nation a

. 7
~Jlnse of purpose and thereby provide a sense of meaningfulness which s

-

largely lacking "in contemporary society.

Thus, although monopoly. capialism does provide its members with more
. commodities than any other extant social system, it also fails to provide

1ly
)

the sort of meaningful material and emotional satisfactions that could rea

command the allegiance of an informed people.'
. N
If this kind of analysis were to become widely disseminated and agcepted,

.the overwhelming majority of the world's pépulation would choose to liye °

v
v

under socialism rather than continue to die a living death tnder capitalism.

-

B 3

A

CONCLUDING REMARKS

P -

There is little poinp\in trying to summarize what is already a highly
L

"abstract and summary statement._ Le me, then, conclude with a few observations.
In speakingwaf the inexorable movement toward socialism, I do not mean

to imply that this will occur independently of human activity. Culture does

, not evolve because of mysterious '"laws", but rather because of the real life

-—
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. activity of human beings in pursuit of their.own ends. Socialism exists
as a potentiality inherent in capitalism and\Eoufgeoii‘rule, but the trans-

formation of this potentiality into an actuality requires the qonscioué'
' 7 )

. activity of human beings. Socialism cannot coge into existence until the -

[

scientific study of socialism important not only for anthropoiogiéZI theéry,

buf’algo for anthropological practice. .

1 If indeéd—;é are coﬂzernéd ab&ht the‘welfére of our '"matives', and

, if indeed we feel that our "natiYFs" themsgIveg should pqu a role in
defining their welfare, thén it is incumbaﬁt upon us to study socialism
very seriously, for this is what the ''nmatives" are doing. Perhaps, further,
we should not be content with study, but should also explore how we can

. in this essay are correct, we should ask whether\aégl}ed anthropology is

not socialist revolution? .

RISy

'Q )

majority of the world's population wants>it. It is this fact that makes the

facilitate the birth of the new world order. Perhaps, if the ideas expressed

¢

Q



NOTES

-

Acknowledgments. Earlier versions thr's paper were read at the

annuel meetings of the Southwestern Anthropological Association, San
Diego, April 6, 197?; and the Kroeber An}hropoloéical Society, Berkeley,
May 7, 1977.
This franework is an elabroation of ideas presented earlier (Ruyie

1973, 1975, 1977a, 1977¢). A fuller dfstussion of theee ideas is now in
preparation (Ruyle 1977d).- ’ .

2The desirability of the exploiter niche is described by Smith (1966:
135): . ‘ “ ‘
To know the exalted pleasures ef power, and the grace of refined
taste with the means of *satisfying it; to believe oneself
‘superior~jn/’ne only evidence that gives conviction--the
behaVIBT of others; and to énjoy all'thisiaS'BirtHrigBt,<nith
no vitiating struggle, nor any doubt that one's privileges
are for QGod, King, country and the good of one'e fe;low
man——dhat happier condition, for a few, have men devised?
3Marx (1969:90), in discussing the Asiatic state, calls our attention to
the dual nature of the state, as an agency of oppression and of government:

There have been in Asia, generally, from immemorial times, but

three departments of Government: that of Finance, or the plunder

of the 1nten1or, that of War, or the plunder of the enterlor,

and, finally, the department ‘of Public Works e

4The.role of the Church in soc1al control appears to be well underst;od
by the Cethe ic Church, as the following quotes indicate:

Pope XIIT1: God has divided the government of the human

' race etween two authorities, ecces1ast1ca1 and c1v11

. | | 4 w
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well

e

s . \
establishing one over tbings divine, the other over;:hings
human ((iuo;:ed by White 1959:303).

Pope Benedict XV: Only too well does experience show that

when religion is banished, human authority tgtters to its

- ¥

fall. . . when the rullers of the people djsdain the
authofity of God, the people in turn dispi(se the authority
of men. There remains, it is true, the usual expedient of

suppressing rebellion by force, but to what effect? Force

45

subdues the bodies of men, not their souls (quoted'B§ White:

as the "true' feudalism of medieval Europe.

1959:325). .
" sThis usage of the term feudalism is broader than that of either
. orthodox historians, who use the term to apply to a particular form of

organization within the ruling class, marked by lord-vassal ties, or Marxist
historians, who use the term to refer to a mode of extracting surplus, from
‘ serfs, as bpﬁosedlto Slave Society or Asiatic Society. .My usage includes

both the slave systems of Greece and Rome, and the Asiat}q embires, as

-

6Marx (1953:506) describes(}his E;ocess of competition leading to racial

"and ethnic antagonisms as follows:

[

Every industrial and commerical center in England now possesses a

working class divided into two hostile camps, English prolgtarians

and Irish proletarians.t The ordinary English worker hates the

crats and capitalists of his country against Ireland, thus

trengthening their domination over himself. He cherishes

. v
I .
v

. Irish worker as a competitor who-lowers his standard of life.
"In relation to the Irish worker he feels himself a member of

-the ruling nation and so turns himself into a tool of the aristo-



rqligioug; social, and national prejudices against the Ifish
worker. .His attitude toward him.is much the same as that of

the "poor white'" to the "niggers" in the former.slave states
. ) e @

of the U.S.A. The Irishman ﬁay; him bacfiwith interest’ in

his own money. He sees in the English worker at once fﬁeo

@ 3

accomplice and stupid tool of the English domination of -

Iréland. =~

! 3

7Marx and Engels (1939:40-41) described this péocess as follows:

For each new class which putsvitself in" the place of one

- -4

J;’ ruling before it, is compelled, merely in order to carry

through its aim, to represent its interest as the common
, 4 .
interest of all the members of society, put-in an ideal

form; it willsgive its ideas the form of umiversity, and

represent them as the only rational, universally valid-ones,
’ . J .o
The class making a revolution appears from the very.start,

merely because it is opposed.to a ¢lass, not as a class but -

.

' as the representative of the whole of society; it appears

. . " S
as the whole mass of society confronting the one ruling

class. . . .Every new class, therefore, achieves its hegemony

only on a broader basis than that of the class ruling pre- '

viously, in return for which the opposition of the non-ruling

class againét the new ruling class later develops all the

more sharply and profoundly, Both these things determine -

the fact that the struggle to be waged against this ew
ruling class, in its turn, aims at a more decided and radical

» negation of the previous conditions of society than could all

previous classes which sought to rule:

an
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¥ 8As Schumpeter (1966:143} observes: T L . ' 'g
Capitallsm creates a critical frame of mind which after ‘having

destroyed the moral authority of "so many other institutions, - : .

-

in the end turns against its own; the bourgeols;flnds‘to ‘his - ¥
. amazement that the rationalist attitude does not stop at the
credentlals of kings and popes but goes on to attack prlvate

property and the whole scheme of bourge01s values. . ———

.
~ > -

p ' ' gErigels (1972:158) discusses the role of‘democratic institutions as

follows:

" 0

The possessing tlass_ruleé directly by means of universai: ' -
. ’, . e b &
"suffrage. As long as the oppressed clas$-—+in our case,
s
< therefore, the proletariat--is not yet ripe for its“se1f1M\

.1iberatron, so‘long will it, in its majority, ré

ognize the
. r N . M
. existing order of society as the only possible one and . . ' 1///
t - . v

remain politically the tail of the capitalist class, its’ - /\

[ 2

extreme left wing. But in the measure im which it matures

Y £ 2%
- 2 - M . M .

- towards its self-emancipation, *in the%}éme measure it
' ' : o: o . ¢
constitutes itself as it§ own partysand votes for its own
- *a [ 0».

;representatlves,*not those of the- capltallsts. Univehee}
» -

suffrage is thus the gauge of the maturltyigf%the worklng - .

class. It cannot and never will be anythlngcmore 1n the
K

modern state, but that is enough " On-theé d%gf:hgnS}he . .

thermometer of universal suffrage shows bollwgf—poxnt among

B
¢

-

’ R . i .- PR R )
thé workers, they as well as the capitalists"will know where '
' . 5 e
they stand. ) ’ . ) )
/ . ;

// I have dlscussed some of the social features which mlght characterlze

the socialist.order of the future elsewhers (Ruyle)1977b) ’ ‘. T e >,
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'llMarx's visipn here is quite anthrépologicai, and similar t; that of
+ the father of American Anthropology, Lewis Henry Morgan (1964:467):.
The time which ha§ passed‘away since civilization began is but
.a frggment of the past Sﬁ}ation of man's é&istence; and but
a fr?gmeﬂt of the ages yet to Eome. The dissolution of’
_society bids féir*;;—gecome the ,termination o% a career of .
which property is the end and aim;‘becaus; such a career -
. contains the element§ of self-destruction. Demgbcracy in
government, "brotherhood in society, equality #n rights and
privilegés, and universal education, foreshadow the next—o
. higher plane of society to which experience, intelligence and \
, " knowledge are steadily tending. It Qill be a revival, in a
higher form, of the liberty, equality and fraternit} of the
ancient gentes.t '
12Tth following is a typical exﬁression of this point of view:
To An overwhelming degree American society has controlled its
internal class, radical and psytﬂblégical strains. With ,social
controls ranging from terrorism to welfare, the country has

moved far in the direction of ''one-dimensional society' Herbert '

Marcuse describes. Almost everyone develops a vested. interest

LY

of some kind in the American system as a whole, and within the

system there are virtually no legitimate places from which to

- launch a totla opposition moveément (Hayden, Frucher, and ﬁheuse_
/ 1966:270-271, cf. Harris 1968:230).
13Considerable study is -necessary in order to undérstand the application

of Marxian analysis to contemporary America, see, on:Marst anilysis i¢self,

- -Sweezy (1968), onhtﬁé,application of the Marxian framework to contemporary <.
. _ . =

i
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America, ‘Baran and Sweezy (1966); on the American ruling class, Domhoff
- (1967), on American imperialism, Magdoff (196?),'on the history of the

American working class, Boyer and Morais (1970), Brecher'(1972),'Lens

*
-
.

(1973) or Fomner. (1947-65). For a brief, eloquent critique of American
capithlism, see Oglesby (1966). n
s 14On this .point, Marx and Engels observed:

\\\If'socialist writers attribute this world-historical role to

3 the proletariat, this is by no means, as critical criticism -

“&\\\ , assures us, because they regard the proletarians as gods. Skb
On the contrary. Since the'fully formed proletariat - '
\ o

represents, practically speaking, the completed abstraction

I from everything human, even from the appearancé of being

. ¢ ’
human; since all the living conditions of contemporary society
J have.reached the acme of inhumanity in the living conditions

S

of the proletariat; since in the proletariat man has lost

LY

himself, although at the same time he has both.acquired a
_theoretical consciousness of this loss and has b9€> directly
.
. forted into indignation_ against this inhumanity by virtue of
Tt

an inexorable; utterly unembellishable, absolutely imperious

4

2 0
need, that practical expression of necessity--because of all this

%

the proletariat itself can and must liberate itself. But it ’

. ¥ %
‘cannot liberate itself without destroying its own living conditions.

-z

It cannot do so without destroying ¢ll the inhuman ‘living condi- 2

»

tions of contehporary society which are concentrated in its own
situation. Not in vain does it go,through the harsh but harden-
ing school of labour. It is not a matter of what this or that

proletarian or even the proletariat as a whole pictureé at

- Y
- -

2]
e .

Q . : I .
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present as its goal, It is a matter of what the pxoletariat
-~

<8 in actuality and what, in accordance with thik being, it

&

will historically be compelled to do. Itsgoal and its
historical action are prefigured in the most clear and

ineluctable way in its ‘own life-situation as well as in the

* whole 04;anization of contemporary bourgeois society. There

o

is no need to harp on the fact that a large part of the

English and French proletariat is already conscious of
its.historic }é;k and is continually working to bring this
consciousness to full clarity (from The Holy Family, in

Tucker 1972:165-106, <f: Green 1971:108-127). [Emphasis

[}

L] -
in original text]. . ¢ s

. -~

15As a former Attorney General observed: - ' ‘ ////"*

Every major c1ty in Amerlca demonstrates theé relatlonshlp

! between crime and poor edd&atlon unemployment bad hea{th

and inadequate housing. WheW wé understand this, we take much

of the mystery out of crime. We may prefer the mystery. If

-s0, we are condumned to,live with crime.we could prevent.

Poverty, illness, injustice, idleness, igﬁorance, human misery-

and crime go together. That is the truth.  We have known it

-

all along. We cultivate crime, preed it, nourish it. Little

wondér we have. so much’(Clark 1970:11, 57, 66).

9

-

~
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